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Some 500 demonstrators—including the Regina Women's Liberation group, the Seekers of Security (a welfare rights’ group), the
Regina Waffle Movement in the NDP, and the Students’ Union—protested the high levels of unemployment in Canada on the visit to
Regina of Prime Minister Trudegu on February 13. Similar demonstrations against the callousness and indifference of a government that
has deliberately created unemployment have been held throughout the country.
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Jim Laxer stands
for an independent
socialist Canada

Jim Laxer, Waffle candidate for the NDP
federal leadership, has played a central rele in
stimulating recent national debates on foreign
ownership, the resource sell-out and the status of

Quebhec.

He and Melville Watkins, co-authors of the
Waffle Manifesto “For an Independent Socialist
Canada”, were among the 11 people who first
met in the spring of 1969 to discuss ways of
revitalizing debate within the NDP on the crucial
issues of socialism and independence.

The movement that grew oul of this meeting
became known as the Waffle, following an argu-
ment on public ownership which concluded with
one participant’s comment that he'd rather “waffle
to the left than waffle to the right.”

The policy debate has sharpened in the mean-
time, with an increasing number of rank-and-file
NDP members becoming involved in discussions
about the dircction in which thei party is moving.

55
weeks since then tnuxurﬂgll.: such discussions at
the riding level. building support for policy
initiatives at provincial and federal conventions of

the pdrt}, amd sumalatmcr dehate ‘on key natumal ;

The 29.vear-old wvisitine lecturer in Canadian
History at Queen’s University has - authored
historical pieces on social movements in Quebec

and English Canada.

The Enerm Poker Game

the sell-out Ui Ldl’ adian resources. Laxer’s warning
of an impending continental energy resources deal
was born out two weeks after the publication of
the hook, when the Canadian government agreed
to sell 6.3 trillion cubic feet of natural gas worth
three billion dollars to the United States over the

next 15 years.

“The energy deal means that along with the
resources. American corporations will also get the
since 82.6 per cent of the oil and gas
American-owned.”

profits,
wells industry

Lazer

in Canada is

notes.

= in the NDP for vears,
of Toronto campus, and
Ditawa and Kingston. He
Ontario
federal council of the party.

member of the previncial

is .now 4a

executive. and the

His commitment to the NDP was the basis for
his growing concern in the late 1960°s that the
party was out of touch with new grass roots move-
‘ments for social change, and with the intense
problems created for the working people of Canada
by huge American-based multi-national corpora-

tions «nd their Canadian business and political
allies.

This concern was shared by others in the party,
and their efforts to get the NDP to relate to extra.
parliamentary activists led to a vision of an NDP

that would serve as a political focus for the labsr.,

movement, the farm movement and community
activists, working together in a common socialist
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struggle against the massive corporations, many of
them American-owned, which dominate our social
and economic lives.

The New Socialist Society

Laxer bhelieves that the new socialist society
must be built from the bottem up, involving great
numbers of Canadians in conscious protests, vigor-
‘ous debates. and long-term organizing, Only such

a mass base ean make a political party powerful
enough to fundamentally challenge corporate con-
trol of our society and to assert public priorities.

Laxer was writing ahout social movements in
English Canada and Quebec when he was 4 student
editor and a national president of Canadian
University Press. In 1963, he organized a demon-
stration of 3.000 people at Queen’s Park, calling

for a ‘fair deal’ for Quebec.

-

tabloid newspaper.

Regina, Sask.

paign,

305, Ontario.

Issues not
Images

| The Waffle campaign to elect Jim Laxer Federal
N.D.P. leader is centered on a program that has been
developed by hundreds of New Democrats over the past
|  two years This program for an independent socialist
Canada has changed the course of political debate not
only in the N.D.P. but in the country.
rank-and-file decisions within the Party and has in-
volved an increasing number of people in a reassess-
ment of the directions of the party’s policy and prac-
tices. If you support this effort to organize for socialism
on a foundation of issues not images and to elect people
to leading party positions who are dedicated to doing
that, please help pay the cost of distribution of this

Send contributions to Information Expenses Fund,
66 Cassandra Blvd., No. 3, Don Mills Ontario.

If you would like:

® Extra copies of this paper to distribute
Write to Caroline. Brown, 2865 Retallack Street,

® Speakers for meetings

Write to Steven Penner, Waffle Leadership Cam-
12 Spadina Road, Toronto, Ontario.

® More information about the Waffle
Write Edna Laxer, 68 Castle Knock Road, Toronto

“\
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“"There is a very broad
consensus in the party
for a socialist program”

By JIM LAXER

After travelling across
the country for the past few
months during the leader-
ship campaign and having
talked to thousands of
members of our party, | am
convinced that there is in
our party a very broad
agreement about the need
for the NDP to espouse a
more socialist program, for
the NDP to move away from
the ways of caution that
characterized the first de-
cade of its existence.

Within this broad agree-
ment and sentiment in the
party, there are of course
important and even basic
disagreements. But the im-
portant thing is that the
broad membership of this
party wants us to put for-
ward and enact as a govern-
ment a sociaglist program

that will fundamentally re-
distribute power in Cana-
dian society.

There is a strong feeling
among thousands of our
members that the party has
not been doing that. In the
last federal election in 1968
we did not go to the people
with a coherent socialist
program. We put before
them a number of important
measures we would enact.
But it was clear that the
party was not challenging
the holders of power in any
basic sense.

Why then, if there is a
broad consensus of opinion
in the party in favor of a
socialist program, do we go
to the people in such a
cautious way? The reason
is not hard to find.

New Democrats have
been told over and over

again that a real socialist
program would cost the
party votes and seats. We
deliberately shy away from
confrontations with the old-
line parties on the issue of
free enterprise versus so-
cialism. Are these fears of
New Democrats justified?
Given the present forms of
activity in the party, they
are justified to a certain
extent.

It is true that we cannot
expect to win the people of
a province or of this coun-
try to fundamental political
change during the course of
an eight-week election cam-
paign, in which all the
media of Canada are turned
against us.

And yet not to ophfer

fundamental chang®, is to
do away with"the very rea-
son fof the existence of our

party. Caught in this dil-
emma, New Democrats are
often discouraged about the
political choices that face
them.

| submit that as long as
we are basically organized
for the purpose of fighting
elections only, that it will
be impossible for this party
to adopt a full socialist pro-
gram, because we will not
have at our disposal the
means to. make that pro-
gram effective.

There is no point jn us
adopting a program if we
do not change our organiza-
tion and our work to suit
that program.

Because socialist policies
challenge these who now
hold power basically, we
cannot rely on the methods
and style of capitalist par-
ties. |f we spend our time

doctoring the image of the

party to suit the dominant
interests, we will be forced
to retreat from the content
of our program, in g guest
for a kind of bargain-base-

‘ment, Madison-avenue poli-

tics | submit that to g large
degree that is what we have

done.

And by trying fo look in
organizational terms like
alienated great sections of
the Canedian population.
We have alienated the
young and the poor and the
immigrants in our society,
because they are alienated
from all  political. parties
and do not see us as funda-
mentally different,

We must change the
basic pattern of work in the
party so that we concern
ourselves with activating
the entire party member-
ship to be involved in the
basic organizing and edu-
cational activity that alone
can make a socialist party
effective,

Let me give some exam-
ples. When our MPs in
Ottawa were courageously
fighting the War Measures
Act and when we were being
maligned by the media of
this country, the party did
little to back up the stand
of the MPs. We should have
been organizing large meet-
ings, producing literature,
and canvassing door to door
to arm our own people with
the truth about the situa-
tion in Quebec and fo take
that message to the Cana-
dian people in the only way
that we really can, door to
door and at public meetings.

When a plant shuts down
as in the case of Dunlop or
Eaton automotive in Lon-
don, it is not enough to site

this as an example of why

the people should elect*ah

NDP government For too

few New Democrats were
_there orgarizing+and assist-
“ing the people who were
being affected, mounting
pressure immediately to
save jobs, When the poor

people held their actions on
January 25, too few New
Democrats organized sup-
port on a provincial or a
national scale,

| submit that we must
take the political struggle
out of the legislative assem-
blies to the people of
Canada. We must open
this party to the people as
an instrument in which they
can act directly. Only in
this way can we overcome
the feeling that when we
approach peeople, all we
want ‘is their vote.

At bottom, we must
change the nature of lea-
dership in this party. Our
ridings are at present all too
often, apolitical associations
that raise money, sign up
members and canvass in
elections with no further
relationship fo their com-
munities.

It is only as we become
rooted in the struggles in
our communities that we
establish the means to put
forward a socialist program

without fear that it can be

torpedoed or misrepresented
by our opponents or by.the

corporatiens. If we begin to

fight the next federal elec-

tion now and in this way, we

will be able to talk to people

directly acbout the basics in
our program.

We will be oble to put
aside the fears people have
about socialism. It then
becomes possible for us to
talk to €anadians about g
society in which the people
own the basic industries of
the country, and demo-
cratically decide on how and
for what our economy shall
produce.

It becomes possible for
us to seriously propose the
ending of American domin-
ation of our society, when
we are able to talk to
people about the stories that
the prime minister tells
them, like his story the
other day that the country
needs more foreign invest-
ment, ‘when in fact, more
money is flowing out of this
country in the form of pro-
fits and management fees
to foreign investors than is
coming in in the form of
new investments.

We will be able to talk
to people about the ways
that special interest groups
use propaganda to maintain
an unfair tax system.

As long as we remain a
solely electoral party, we
will continue to fear talking

to the people of this countoue

in a straightforward—fash-
ion about buildg on inde-
esocialist Canada.
bleveT before has this coun-
iry needed socialism so
badly. Let us change the
nature of our party’s activ-
ity so that we can put for-
ward a socialist program,
that really will result in o
transfer of power in Can-
ada.
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Lewis:

PRESS RELEASE BY DAVID LEWIS
January 28, 1971

David Lewis, NDP deputy leader, took strong
exception today to activities of the Waffle

‘group within his party, and to some of the

statements which have ensued from the group
and its leadership candidate.

In a statement issued in advance of an
address scheduled for an MLA dinner at the
Balmoral Hotel in Winnipeg tonight, Mr, Lewis
said, | am certain that the convention next
April will defeat the more extreme unrealistic
and doctringire Waffle proposals and | hope
that an end may be brought to the harmful and
divisive factionalism which is. as unnecessary
as it is dangerous.

Howard:

A PRESS RELEASE FROM FRANK HOWARD
Eebruary 4, 1971

Frank Howard, MP for Skeena and federal
leadership candidate, said last night at an all-
candidate meeting in Toronto that each leader-
ship candidate should be required clearly to
make his position known with respect to the
Waffle group proposals,

Mr. Howard said: "Since making my first
public announcement on January 22 in which
| rejected the Waffle proposals on public owner-
ship | am pleased to see that one other leader-
ship candidate has put a similar pesition for-
ward. Fo

“The Waffle group seeks .to establish by

describes some Waffle proposals as “extreme, unrealistic and
doctrinaire;”” a Waffle statement as “pro-separatist,”” and
nationalization “old-fashioned and out-of-date socialist funda-
mentalism.”

“It is a great pity that the Waffle has
presumptiously taken unto itself to issue state-
ments and programs as if it were a separgte
political party; to enter into discussions with, for
example, certain elements in the separatist
Parti Quebecois for the purpose of some alliance
or other, thus perverting the New Democratic
Party position against separatism and harming
our party’s credibility in the eyes of Canadians.”

A statement suggesting an accommeodation
with the Parti Quebecois was issued separately
by Jim Laxer, as leading member of the Waffle
faction and a contender for party leadership, in
Toronto prior to the NDP federal council meet-
ing on January 14.

In addition to the pro-separatist statement,

noise what it cannot substantiate in reason. It
is @ minority group that is unreasonable and
divisive and these attitudes far outweight any
of what otherwise would be valuable points.
Before we proceed any further in the campaign
all candidates should be asked to declare either
for the Waffle position or against it. This party
should not tolerate a candidate taking any posi-
tion which seeks to play games with the Waffle
group while at the same time attempting to win
support from the cooler more reasoned heads
in the NDP.

"With respect to the Waffle proposals re-
garding Quebec, | find those proposals destruc-
tive both to the NDP and to the concept of

Mr. Lewis strongly objected to Waffle pro-
nouncements on nationalization as “old-fash-
ionefi and out-of-date socialist fundamental-
isrn. "’

He said, “"We have learned out of the
experience of the last half-century that there
are very practical problems of management of
publicly-owned industry, of democratizing its
management and control, of the relationship of
workers to management and of the industry to
the actual machinery of government as well as
achieving some effective control by the people
who work in the industry and those who con-
sume its products. There will, for a long time
to come, if not forever, be a large and important
private sector in the economy.”

claims the Waffle “seeks to establish by noise
what it cannot substantiate in reason;”
candidates ""should be asked to declare either for
the Waffle position or against it.”

says all

Caradian unity.

“Any proposal which gives endorsement to
the idea that a province has the right to separate
from the rest of Canada is tantamount to saying
we would like such separation to take place.
Well |, for one, condemn this idea.

“Even more damaging is the proposal from
this self-established identifiable group, the
Waffles, that a ligison should be established with
Le Parti Quebecois.

A federal party like the NDP cannet coun-
tenance any suggestion that we clly ourselves
with a parochial party that advocates separatism
for any province. Let’s be for Canada and be
proud of it.”
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Laxer:

PRESS STATEMENT BY JAMES LAXER
February 12, 1971

If the leadership campaign is to be fruitful for the party, all candi-
dates should put forward distinct programs. To date, Frank Howard and
David Lewis have spent too much time criticizing the Waffle group and
too little time putting forward their own positive proposals.

The Waffle group has put forward a clear set of policy statements
over the past two years that indicate the direction it wants the party to
take. As a candidate, | subscribe to those policies.

There have been serious distortions of the position of the Waffle
group.

In a press release on January 28, David Lewis accused the Waffle
group of issuing “statements and programs as if it were a separate
political party’” and of entering into discussions with the Parti Quebecois
for the purpose of forming “some alliance or other.” Mr. Lewis’ press
release referred to the Waffle statement on relations between English
Canada and Quebec as “pro separatist,”

| wish to reply to these criticisms separately:

1. All statements issued by the Waffle group are resolutions to
be presented for debate to conventions of the New Democratic Party.
They have no status apart from that. To suggest that this is behaving
like a separate political party amounts to serious misrepresentation. Mr.
Lewis, in his press release, outlined his own program on foreign owner-
ship. The implication that his proposals represent positive suggestions
while ours represent factionalism, shows a disrespect for fundamental
debate within the party.

The Waffle movement has been a democratic left grouping within
the party whose gctivities have been open to all New Democrats. The
writing of Waffle resolutions has involved hundreds of party members
and the debates they have sparked has greatly increased fundamental
discussion on the part of-tank and file party members.

2. There have been no diseussions between myself and members
of the Parti Quebecois for the purpdse.of achieving an allionce. The
Waffle group’s statement on Quebec calls _for an alliance between
English Canadian and Quebec socialists. It does'hot call for formal ties
with any other political party and does not even mention the Porti
Quebecois. P

3. The description of the Waffle statement as pro-separatist:.is
false. The statement calls for the RIGHT of national self-determination
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finds it “deplorable that to date much activity during the
campaign has consisted of general attacks on the Waffle,”
and claims there have been “serious distortions of the posi-
tions of the Waffle group.”

for Quebec. It does not presume to tell Quebeckers how they ought to
use that right.

It is easy, in the tense atmosphere surrounding the Quebec issue
at the present time, to muddy the waters with fear-provoking statements.
This is not needed in Canada.

Intelligent and rational debate means facing up to the facts on
the issue of relations between English Canada and Quebec.

It is a fact that there are two national collectivities or nations in
Canada. It is a fact that the Canadian constitution does not recognize
this reality.

Quebec is clearly not a province like the others. It will never go
along with proposals for a greater role for the federal government in
planning the economy. And yet that it what is needed if Canada is to
overcome regional under-development, unemployment and American
economic control.

Our present federalism is a perfect arrangement for the continued
domination of English Canada and Quebec by the United States, and
the present governments want to keep it that way.

It is in the interest of both English Canada and Quebec to recognize
the hopelessness of the present attempts to achieve a solution within
the terms of the BNA Act.

We should begin a new relationbhip by establishing certain under-
lying principles, The relationship between English Canada and Quebec
must be based on mutual free choice and not on the threat of force as
it is gt present. |t is false to suggest that free choice exists now for
Quebeckers following the economic blackmail that was used during the
last provincial election in Quebec, the general intimidation of the War
Measures Act and the smear campaign during the recent municipal
election in Montregl. Quebec and English Canada must have the right
to limit their relationship or expand it depending on the democratic
decisions of each people.

To describe this set of principles as support for separatism is to
miss the point. | see such principles as essential if there is to be a
fruitful aollionce between English Canada and Quebec in the future.
And such an alliance is essentigl if either nation is to survive in the
face of U.5. domination.

| am confident that if we put aside our attachment to Liberal Party
federalism which has resulted in mistrust between our two peoples, we
can evolve a close and fruitful relationship with common political and
economic institutions that will answer the mutual needs of the people
in._ both English Canada and Quebec.
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Some Press Comment:

- Canada without increasing in Quebec.

Le Devoir comments on the

Waffle and Quebec

(Excerpts from a Le Devoir editorial article)

The rise of the Waffle group in the NDP has seriously
compromised the somewhat self-righteous intellectual comfort of
the cld guard of the party. And fortungately so. This minority group,
made up of perhaps one-quarter of active New Democrats, contains
some of the most vigorous intellectuals in English Canada. It is
fairly loosely constructed, both on the level of ideas and of political
action,

The Waffle has undoubtedly breathed new life into the NDP.
It is constantly reminding the wishy-washy, watered-down social
democrats in the party, who would prefer to forget the Regina
Manifesto, of the basic principles of democratic socialism: and
reminding the party and the trade union establishment of the
values of political involvement that make a party into something
more than an election machine. To the implicit continentalism of
those who, under the pretext of stressing social issues, ignore the
national dimension of Canada’s problems, Wafflers propose a
progressive nationalism which is in their view a necessary condition
for the establishment of socialism in a country dominated by foreign
capital.

Now, through its spokesman Jim Laxer, candidate for the NDP
leadership, the Waffle is questioning the party’s official position
on Quebec. That position is vague and has been politically um‘or—

~ ) tunate for the NDP.. Two years ago, the New Democrats, who have

always been centrahzmg federalists, veguely began to falk ubout
an as yet undefined “special status™ for Quebec. It was easy for
the Liberals to point out the constitutional® ambiguities of such a
position, with the result that NDP support decreased in English

It must be admitted that

their failure was deserved. The NDP old guard really has no alter-
native to Trudeau’s federalism; and the Quebec wing. of the party
has avoided the question of Quebec nationalism, with the obvious
result that Quebec socialists have supported the Parti Quebecois.

In the view of the Waffle candidate, the NDP should resist
the temptation of proposing any solution for Quebec. After clearly
recognizing Quebec’s right to self-determination, the NDP should
wait until Quebeckers make their choice and support the majority.

This political strategy has the merit of being coherent and
of taking into account better than any other position which has
ever come out of English Canada the reality of Quebec nationalism.
And certainly the present political strategy of the Quebec NDP,
which attempts to win Quebeckers over to a program that is both
federalist and socialist, can never succeed.

More than ever before, Quebec needs a federal political move-
ment that will contest the dry, puritan and anti-social doctrine of
federalism that the Liberals want to force down the throats of
Quebeckers, To avoid disaster, to save what must be saved, a
political program must be articulated that will permit the realization
of the political aspirations of both nations in Canada. The Quebec
NDP can help defire, not the “solution” but the “option’” Quebec
needs on the federcl level

But to do so. it will have to break out of its abstract and old- JI _
e

~ foshioned ideas about federalism. The suggestions mﬁ:ned by Jim
Loxer and the Waffle group could turn out to be the only way to
maintain frcrmr-ci links and on intimate ond fruitful co-operation
between the two nations in Canada

s m=CLAUDE LEMELIN

.

Awful Waffle?

J/

Attorney General D. V. Heald was up to one of his favorite past-
times when he visited Moose Jaw this week: Warning that the voting

public should be aware of the “fact” that the Waffle has almost taken
complete comtrol of the provincial NDP.

Addressing a nominating convention of the Moose Jaw South Liberals.
Mr. Heald said that it would be a mistake for anyone in this province to
underestimate the degree of control the Wafflers have over the party.

It’s the price the party is paying for Moose Jaw’s Don Mitchell being
a candidate. in the leadership race last yvear, he said.

We wonder what it is that makes politicians of the opposite stripe
want to “warn” the public about the dangers of veling for someone (or
some idea) that clearly states a position.

Without doubt the Wafile element in the New Democratic Party, not
only in this province but across the nation, is making giant strides when
it comes to being recognized.

But uh» should that bother politicians of other parties? We've asked
this question hefore and we wondered at the time if the Wafflers or any
other politicians, had to worry about. :

We think the people will make up their mind about that matter.
Warnings from Mr, Heald and company (and even from NDP deputy
leader David Lewis) to the effect that the Waffle will drag us all down
to fire and brimstone only fall on deaf ears if the people of the counts
are not now informed enough to make responsible -:holces whep, omes
to alternatives between the various party members,

g /_

For anyone interested enough to take the time to watch and listen,
the Waffle group stands in the. faréfront of a"move for a free and inde-
pendent socialist Canuda-"‘ﬂlev couldn’t be more clear about anything
than they are_ abeut” “that fact.

<Kt Ieast we know exactly where they stand and they have, for the
first time in many a moon, given the people some clear-cut alternatives
when they go te the polls.

—Editorial. Moose Jaw Times-Herald, February 20, 1971

. J
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Canada's unemployment rate
one of the world's highest

By STEVE PENNER
Served on Mational Action Committee for the Mationol Doy of Protest

Canada as an increasingly de-
pendent country has had a higher
rate of unemployment than that of
any other developed country in the
world—four to five percent in
“normal’’ times,

This winter, however, the situa-
tion has gotten completely out of
hand. Unemployment reached at
least 9% — representing three-
guarters
women out of work. " (Official fi-
gures are noforiously low.l  Even
more startling was the fact that by
January almost 40 per cent of these
people had been out of work for
four months or longer!

To the unemployed this repre-
sents o great deal more than the
. _cold statistics put out by the federal

“government. |t means tremendous
hardship. which they and their
families must face day in and day
out.

Their futures look very bleak
since they have nothing more to
look forward to than empty govern-
ment promises and the new ''sea-
sonally adjusted” statistics.

Only men as callous and reac-
tionary as Trudeau and Benson
could even have considered deliber-
ately creating high unemployment
as part of their economic “policy.”
Unwilling to attack the real source
of inflation — corporations, banks
and real estate interests, profits and
rents—the federal government has
instead forced the working class to
pay almost the entire cost of its
cruel and unjust “war on inflation.”

Ironically this completely irre-
sponsible policy has not worked.
Prices and rents have continued to
rise at almost the same rate as
before despite unemployment, an
unprecedented and highly disturb-
ing economic phenomenon.

The present high rate of unem-
ployment cannot be explained
simply as another of the periodic
recessions which inevitably occur in
an unplanned, anarchic capitalist
economy. It represents a much
more fundamental and permanent
crisis facing our country.

Canada is increasingly a depend-
ent colony of the United States.
Our resources cre being used to
serve the needs of American indus-
try rather than the Tengdian

people. By exporting raw materidls=.

to the U.S. and buying back the
finished products we are providing
American companies with huge
profits and Canadian workers with
few jobs.

While manufactured products
constitute 60 percent of the exports

. PAGE SIX

of a million men and

of the 13 most industrialized west-
ern countries they represent an in-
credibly low proportion of Canadian
trade, only 19 percent.

We are no longer even able to
provide jobs for our university and
community college graduates, and
40 percent of the unemployed in
Canada are under 25 years old. All
projections show that this trend
will continue as Canada’s economic
dependence increases.

The sell-out of our resources, the
increasing number of foreign take-
overs of Cancdion companies, the
arbitrary plant shut-downs by huge
multi-national corporations ration-
alizing their world-wide production
fo maximize profits—all this has
occurred in complete disregard of

‘the Canadian people and with the

passive acquiesence of the federal
and provincial governments.

They continue to argue that for-
eign '‘investment’’ is necessary to
further Canada’s economic develop-
ment. Yet economists have been
agble to prove that the complete
opposite is true.

Foreign companies are taking
much more out of Canada in terms
of profits and royalties than they
put into this country. In fact their
expansion in Canada is being
financed by money generated here,
there is no significant new foreign
capital coming in,

QOur economic dependence has
been creqgted by the blatant contin-
entalist policies of the Liberals and
Tories. Through their unforgiveable
“forgiveable loans” they dre even
paying foreign-owned companies
such as |.B.M. and Proctor and
Gamble millions of dollars to open
new plants. And now that the auto-
pact is resulting in a favorable bal-
ance of trade in auto parts for
Canada for the first time, Mitchell
Sharp has suggested that we accept
American proposals to make the
agreement a ''fair’’ one. After all,
he argues, the U.S. made a gener-
ous ‘“‘concession’”’ to us in allowing
unlimited export - of our oil [(oil
which they desperately need and
which is owned by American com-
panies anyway/ .

Qur government
little more than a managing com-
mittee serving the corporate elite,
mainly foreign-based, that controls
this country.

The hypocritical meouthings of
concern for the unemployed by Tru-
deau, Benson & Co. should not con-
fuse anyone. Just imagine them, in
hot pursuit of the Just Society,
decreeing that to fight the economic
crisis there would be no layoffs, no
unemployment! Instead, all top
bureagucrats in private business
should cut their salaries to the level
of the second echelon and then the
whole raft of them down to third
echelon rates, and so on until the
books balance. This would be a

has become

useful lesson for our elites in the
economics of hardship, but then
hardship is to be talked about, not:
experienced.

The New Democratic Party must
continue 'to demand immediate
measures to alleviate high unem-
ployment — increased government
spending on essentials such as
housing, cuts in income ftax at
the lower income levels, lower
interest rates and so on. But we
must not delude anyone into believ-
ing that these measures are likely
to solve the fundamental social and
economic problems facing Canada.

Only a socialist government with
a solid grass-roots base of support
will possibly be able to break the
monopoly on the wealth and power

‘of this country which is held by a

tiny, corporate elite responsible to
no one but itself.

The social and human costs of
capitalism are painfully obvious to

" most workers. Our task is to give

their developing consciousness poli-
tical expression and convince peo-

‘ple that non-socialist policies such

as the C.D.C. are completely inade-
quate to stop the destruction of this
country. Those in the NDP who urge
us not to raise angry voices about
what is happening to Canada be-
cause it might lose us votes have
failed to understand the urgency of
the present crisis. This is not a time
for timidity or public relation’s
politics. Too much is at stake.




are organizing and d ding

ON THE PICKET LINE AT A NURSING HOME: Although women constitute a third of the
total labor force, only 17 percent of women are unionized; they are frequently channelled into
low-paying service jobs, and often receive less pay for the same work aos men.
ond other rights.

incressingly, women

Women'’s liberation

Over the past year and a half, groups of
women in the NDP have tried to get structural
changes leading towards equal participation of
women in the policy-making bodies of the party.

At the same time, the quality of debate on
this question has improved considerably, with
an increasing number of party people recog-
nizing the legitimacy of such structural de-
mands. At the April convention, women will be
organizing for change once again. This time,

parity.

The basic argument supporting these initia-
tives is simple: the old system has not worked.
The opportunity for women to run for office
has existed since the founding of the CCF. There
have been no rules in the ¢onstitution forbidding
women to hold office. But few women have
made it into the top council and executive posi-
tions of the party.

The reason for this is that real opportunity
does not exist unless the conditions people oper-
ate under are equal and favorable. The condi-
tions of women are not. The barriers to mean-
inglul political participation for women are
innumerable, including family and home re-
sponsibilities (even NDP men do not do their
share of work in the home), the patronizing
and discriminatory attitudes of men, the tradi-
tion of relegating women to secondary roles
{organizing social activities, bake sales, secre-
tarial work, fund-raising), and a general lack
of encouragement and support.

Now we must ask ourselves what kind of
democracy it is that we support. Are we liberal
democrats promoting the virtues of individual
competition for electoral positions theoretically
open to all. Or are we socialist democrats with
a genuine concern that all people participate on

asking for parity?

a fair basis in the politics of their community
and country.

In order to achieve real democratic invelve-
ment. you change the structures of your party to
include people, whatever their situations, and
not to exclude them because of their situations.
This means creating advantages for those groups
which are now disadvantaged. creating the
structural flexibility that answers the real needs

of women, thereby encouraging their full
participation.
Parity is the goal, and structural change

is the only way to begin moving towards that
soal. When the positions are there, we will find
the people to fill them, and once the people
are there, new leaders and talents will emerge
that we never dreamed existed. Structural change
is a means, not an end, and we loock forward
to a time when we can put aside such demands
and concerns because women will have achieved

equality within our party.

Some people are saying that the demand
for equality is a manoceuvre by left people in
the party to get more representation. There can
be no doubt that the demand for structural
parity is a left-wing initiative, but we should
be clear on one point. All people in a socialist
party should vote for the policies they helieve
in, whether these policies be espoused by men
or women.

Parity for women is ‘one such policy. Once
we have achieved that, then we must all

esent the real forces within the NDP.

operatively-run community and woerk-place day care centres

. _/

is part of the fight
for socialism

The struggle for women’s liberation is a vital part of
the struggle for socialism in Canada. The social, psycho-
logical and economic exploitation that women experience
at all levels of society are rooted in a system which
requires passive, obedient and low-paid workers in order
to function.

This system is basf,d on a family unit in which the
hushand is seen as “breadwinner” and the wife as his
“helpmate.” In the majority of Canadian families the
male is almost totally responsible for the livelihood of his
wile and children, and is thus severely limited in his ability
to withhold his labor from the market. Within the family,
the woman provides absolutely essential. but unpaid, serv-
ices and labor.

Her economic dependence reinforces the passive char-
acteristics she has been taught from childhood to exhibit.
Because her identity i constantlv defined in terms not of
1 " ] g +
her worth. but of her husband, children. and material
possessions. the woman is a prime target of consumer
advertising. The family with this traditional division of
roles is the ideal consumption unit in capitalist society.

There is, of course, a growing number of married
womten in the labor force in Canada. With the exception
of the few women who can afford paid domestic help, such
women do not escape their household duties:

They are expected instead to do twe fulltime jobs
Nor have the recent increases in female employment im-
proved the pesition of women on the job.

Women. as a group. funclion as a large and cheap
pool of unemployed l ibor, They are l)mur‘ht mtn the labor
fﬂ ce when economic expansion requires it and-f{orced out |
when they are no longer needed. For example. remember

the role of women in industry during World War 1L

The present unemplovment situation is pressuring men
to pu-‘-h women out of jobs. In retraining pregrams, men
#iy en preference. Many such _programs only place
traditional female ¢ e them
izher-payinz traditionally male occupations,

Women in the labor foree oecupy the lowesi wage
and occupational groups. In spite of equal-wage legislation,
they are often paid less and receive fewer benefits than

do men for performing the same job.

The vast majorily of women are concentrated in the
clerical and semi-skilled occupational categories. They are
expected to perform the helper jobs—secretary to the boss,
assistant to the dentist. nurse to the doctor, sales clerk. etc.

Because society considers the mother primarily respon-
sible for caring for children. and because day-care facilities
in Canada are hopelessly inadequate, women find them-
selves in the position of being unable to fight for equal
job opporiunities.

Many choose part-time werk which will permit them
to spend time at home with their children. and work at
lower: wages than full-time workers and with no fringe
benefits. The full-time work force suffers, these women
suffer, and the employers make a larger profit.

Working women have been neglected by the trade
union movement. While women constitute 30 per cent of
the-labor force in Canada, they constitute only 17 per cent
of organized workers. As a result, in their role as wives,
women are sometimes “anti-union.” Often their only experi-
ence with their husband’s union is in the absence of pay
cheques during strike periods.

Many of the changes required with regard to women
in the work force are obvious ones. Women must have
equal access to jobs in all categories, equal pay for their
work and paid maternity leave. They must be encouraged
to become active in unions and to organize within them
for women’s rights.

But clearly equality in jeb epportunity is impossible
without basic and far-reaching changes regarding women’s
role in qacieh We must insist on a fundamental revampi

We need more effective gﬁdrxﬁﬁ;})le means of contra-
ception and abortigaeté give women real control over the
function o -bearing, Finally, we must rethink our
tradits View that the care of children is exclusively
e responsibility of the mother. The demand for co-

assumes that the care of children should be seen as an
important part of all social activities, that children would
benefit greatly from increased contact with their peers and
other adﬂltc_ and that parents themselves should learn to
enjoy and love other children.
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The struggle for survival

in rural Canada

By DON MITCHELL

The struggle to survive has
always been a central feature
“of farm life in Canada.

The CPR. the

grain com-

~ panies. the machme companies

: a«ri‘(‘:ﬂltur‘al production in

and financial institutions have
drawn the surplus wealth out
of farm pmducbon while the
farmers made the sacrifices, did
the back-breaking werk and
built up debts—for land, ma-
chinery and livestock.

In the 70 or more years of

become more sophisticated and
the margin of return to the
produwr and the community

leavinz the farm com-
mumt}_-‘
and interest payments to out-
side corporate interests.

‘i‘i’n are_the c:lam victims

mgiou whose wealth is drained
off by capitalisis in Toronto,
New York and Housion

This is the process described
and defended by the federal
government's Task Force on
Acrncﬂlture One need only
clrn«e throu(rh rural Saskatche-

ods of cvp]mtatmrs have —l_mph

in the form of profiis”

wan to see the effects of this
process.

Farms and communities lie
abandoned while those who

remain are more highly taxed

for services that are being

systematically with drawn—

schools. hospitals, post offices.

In response to pressure and
advice farmers have enlarged
their farms, bought larger
machinery and increased their
total production by 40 percent
since 1945. In competing for

1 they've cut their num-

cess and enslaving themselves
with larger debts, longer work
days, and lower incomes.

farmers= in the face of the
corporate interesis. Farmers
still cannot control product
prices or production costs.

TASK FORCE
RECOMMENDATIONS

The Government Task Foree
en Agriculture recommends
that governments accelerate this
process and complete the de-
struction of rural Canada by
implementing = the following
policies:

1. The elmination of two-
thirds of the remaining farmers
and the conversion of family-
operated farms to commerci-
ally-owned and managed farms.

2. The shifting of produe-
tion from finished produets for
export to the supply of raw
materials for American eom-
mercial agriculture (ie. the
annual export of 500,000 feeder
cattle to U.S. feedlots).

3. The elimination of sub-

ment irom a"rl(‘ultﬂl‘e in fa‘ or
of private management and
control.

large corporations rather than
farmers. Farmers will be driven
from the land and either swell
the ranks of the unemployed
in the cities or work for cor-
porate farms on the land they
once owned themselves.

THE NDP ALTERNATIVE

We in the New Democratic
Party must not only reject the
trend towards centralization,
continentalism and rural de-
population. 'We must support

Farm women are fighting
for their rights

sidies and floor prices on all

decentralized

and create through public
poliey an aliernatlve of a re-
vitalized and expanded rural
Canada.

An effective policy for agri-
culture must go beyond the
surface reforms of acreage
pavments and commodity sub-
sidies to basic changes in the
structure of the Canadian
economy. We must retain more
productive wealth from agri-
culture and resource mdustnes
in the region of production.

mduetnal econ-

omy in rural Canada. By
reversing the flow of capital,

uianon and skills we can

people to the already congested
cities in central Canada.

The prerequisite of any
changes such as those proposed
in the Waffle resolution on
agriculture is the willingness
and the power to bring them
into effect. A growing mxhtancy
and desire for change ameng
progressive farmers must be
encouraged by the NDP
through political organizing in
rural areas.

. The struggle i against time.
nless farmers can be awak-

Simed 1o challenge the social

destruction spelled out in the
Federal T'ask Force and recog:
nize and understand our com-
mon enem 'there wﬂl be no

The federal Task Force on Agriculture pre-
dicts that two-thirds of Canada’s farming popu-
lation will be eliminated within a few years.
Farmers are, even now, being forced off the
land and into the cities.

Farm women, in particular, are victimized
by this situation. Farm women have traditionally
worked as hard as their husbhands to make the
farming operation succeed, Besides raising their

3% chlidren, they have milked cows, driven tractors,

=

and hauled produce, and, as a result they have
earned respect in the rural community.

adn spite of this, at a “Farm and Home
Week” in Saskatoon spomsored by the Univer-
sity of Saskatchewan last fall, farm ‘Wwomen were
told that since their husbands would ‘probabls
have trouble finding werk (unemploy ment bei
what it is). they (the women) should “ease the
tranﬂmon fmm the rural to the u banm-
munity” by “re-training” as smi' s” in
order to support the family in “a difficult
period of adjustment.” The implication is clear:
there are no jobs for the men, but there are
jobs for women who, in order to support their
families, will work for lower pay.
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Even the Royal Commissien on the Status
of Women fails to deal with this contradiction:
it recommends (in all sincerity) that “rural
women be given the same access as rural men
to any re-training programs that may be spon-
sored for the re-training and rehabilitation of
farm people.”

Clearly, this sort of “alternative” is an insult
to farm women. It totally ignores the fact that
a good many farm women are angry about the
corporate destruction of their way of life; angry
enough to organize, make demands, and be mibii:
ant. Indeed, many farm women are actively
involved in organizing for the National Farmers’

Union—they are fighiting exploitation, not
~ succumbing to it
“What does Waffle mean to farm women?

The agricultural policy of the Waffle group

openly challenges corporate exploitation of farm-
“ers, and insists on the right of farmers to deter-
mine‘their own destiny. If the Waffle continues
to reflect the-needs of the people, and continues
to involve the p&;};ﬂp in .the process of real
political action, then farm. women will be an
integral part of Waffle.




Let the Waffle and the NDP as a whole claim at |
year 1970. We woke up and
strations in the fall of 1970 (
“The Energy Poker Game,”

members, a memorable speech b

a tough resolution from the

east one major achievement for the
protested during the resources nightmare. Our energy demon-
1,000 people in Toronto), the publication of Jim Laxer’s book
numerous speeches on this issue by Wafflers and party caucus
y Tommy Douglas on the resource sell-out in October, and

Ontario NDP convention on the need for public ownership of

resource industries—all these add up to a major campaign that put the government where
it belongs . . . on the defensive. Because of the importance of this question and the ques-

tion of industry and development, we are devotin

faceted examination of these questions.

g the next 6 pages of this paper to a multi-

Canadian Underdevelopment
The Case of the Missing 'M;zemhmm Marine

On a cold and foggy morning
in February 1970, a group of
people gathered at Vancouver’s
Burrard Dry Docks to watch
the launching of the Imperial
Skeena, a small tanker built for
Imperial Oil. A small ship, but
- the first that the shipyard had
seen for years, and the last it
would see for some time.

The mink-clad wife of the
Imperial Oil executive probably
thought it was the blow from
her bottle of champagne that

did it, but workers underneath

the belly of the boat strained to
free the hull from the wedges
and winchings, and the Im-
perial Skeena slid silently down
the ways and disappeared inte

the mists of the harbor. The
executives quickly withdrew to
the comfort of the Burrard
corporate offices to celebrate
the completion of a mutually
profitable venture, but the men
who built the ship could only
turn their collars to the cold,
and go home to face the cer-
tainty of layoffs and unemploy-
ment now the ship was done.

7~ The anguish felt by the ship-

yard workers at Burrard is
typical, and resulis from the
building industry. Th
in turn the result of a deliberate
government decision that Can-
ada will not have a merchant
fleet of ships to conduct its

trade, that we will be dependent
on foreign fleets to conduct our
shipping, that we therefore
have no need of an advanced
shipbuilding indusiry nor of
ancillary secondary manufac-
turing, that death was not
inevitable,

During the Second World
War, Canada’s shipbuilding
developed phenomenally. We
were the world’s fourth largest
producer of ships: in addition
to military vessels, Canada pro-

death,

freighters: thousands of Cana-
dians became skilled ship-
builders. At the end of the war
we had a large merchant ma-

~rine in the hands of a Crown

Corporatien (Park Steamships
1id.). a skilled body of seamen
to operate it. and facilities to
serviee it

In June 1945, the Liberal
government, through Veterans’
Affairs Minister Ian MacKenzie
promised:

“We are not going to repeat
past mistakes. It is the deter-
mined policy of the present
government that Canada is in
the shipbuilding business for
good. The navy and merchant
marine that you made are going
to be maintained and expanded.
The ships you built will carry
Canada’s trade to the end of
the world, creating employment
and opportunity for Canadian
workers.”

No sooner had the solemn’

promise been made to main-
tain Canada’s fleet, than the
Liberals proceeded to liquidate
it. Canada’s merchant fleet was
dismantled and sold at scan-
dalous prices to foreign private
shipping companies as a delib-
erate government policy.

In 1947, 20.2 percent of all
Canadian overseas trade, im-
port and export, was carried in
ships owned and registered in
Canada. By 1953, that percent-
age dropped to 4.3.

Now 99.8 percent of Can-
ada’s overseas trade is carried
on foreign ships, at rates set by
international shipping cartels,
and increasingly under Pana-

manian and Liberian registry
that masks, for tax purposes,
the invasion of American
money in shipping.

Canadian capitalism has
never shown any interest or
ability to change this situation.
Just as a passive junior partner
is accepted in other sections of
the economy, Canadian capital-
ists in the shipyard business
have opted for the benefits of
restricting themselves to ship
repairs, the occasional naval or
government service ships, and

small coasting vessels. This is
lucrative activity for the com-
% ite the uliea—

panies. which deait
depressed state of the industry
still manage to show handsome
profits, in large part coming
from direet government sub-

ernment work. But althongh
Canadian taxpayers have fin-
anced the profits, this kind of
activity provides little employ-
ment in the yards, and virtually
none in other secondary sec-
tors.

In keeping with this limited
scope, Canadian shipvards have
made no attempts to modernize
or upgrade facilities to incor-
porate vastly improved con-
struction methods in use in
many other countries, and in
most cases have not even econ-
sidered or even hypothetically
planned for such expansion.
While - other countries have
virtually perfected assembly-
line production of 200,000
D.W.T. (dead weight tonnage)
ships, and are constantly im-
proving on that, Canadian fa-
cilities remain virtually un-
changed since the war, with
drydock capacities less than
one-tenth that size. Clearly
Canadian capitalists have no
desire to get into any real
shipbuilding program.

On the other hand, Canadian
corporations which are involv-
ed in shipping show a fantastic
ability to avoid bestowing any
benefits whatsoever on Cana-
cians, For example, that model
corporate citizen, Canadian
Pacific, has undertaken to ship
enormous quantities of coal

from B.C. (where the U8

Kaiser Corporation is liberating
it from:us)" to Japan. To do
this, CP. built 10-57,000
D'W.T. bulk carriers at a cost
of 3$80,000,000. The ships,
named after Canadian folk

heroes ranging from Cornelius

sidies on_private construction,
¥ e ﬂ‘“ s

Van Horne to H. R. McMillan,
were of course built in Japan.
Now if that were not enough
for a company that is asking
for an 80 percent subsidy on
passenger service on the rail.
way they stole from us, C.P.
had the gall to set up a dummy
company in Bermuda (C.P.
(Bermuda) Co.), and thereby

avoid employing any Cana-

dians, and completely aveid
paying any corporate tax or
even registration fee to Canada
on the operation of these ships.

It i
shipb

issge if left to the
our corporate class

On the world scale, there is
a shipbuilding boom. New ton-

doubled

there are some 3,750 oecean-

going vessels under conmstruc- -

tion or on order, according to
Lloyd’s Register of Shipping.
Wartime cargo ships have
reached the end of their lives
and are being replaced, and
new types of ships to carry
bulk eargo and containers are
being turned out as well.

Canada accounts for virtu-
ally none of this record volume
of shipbuilding. On the con-
trary, our yards have reached
a record low in activity. The
past year has seen massive
layoffs in all yards, and the
permanent closure of at least
two. There are few large pro-
jects in sight, and not even
any thought about ocean-going
projects.

* K K

The shipyard unions on both
coasts and in Quebec have
been demanding the re-estab-
lishment of a Canadian mer-
chant marine for over 15
years. ‘At the last CLC conven-
tion, the Congress went on
record as “demanding the
federal government take im-
mediate steps to reconstitute
the Canadian Merchant Marine,
thereby providing jobs for

shipyard workers, seamer:;'éﬂﬂd._d--
workers in subsidiary..ifidus-

tries.”

=
at™

~=The means of accomplishing
that re-establishment must not
be a disastrous continuation of
mass subsidies for privately
owned shipyards. It would be
criminal folly for Canadian
working people to continue to
provide direct profits to those
who have shown no response to

Canada’s needs.
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five years 1963-68, and today,
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Potash:

one way not to
develop resources

A lump of potash has a dull appear-
ance, a foul taste, and feels a little

As such it is a good symbol of the
“New Saskatchewan” heralded by Lib-
.eral election propaganda during the
1967 provincial election.

The “New Saskatchewan™ constituted
a celebration of Saskatchewan’s hinter-
land relationship with continental capi-
talism and the alleged death of the
radical politics of the CCF, Farmers’
Union, etc. The local Board of Trade
proudly proclaimed Saskatoon as the
“Potash Capital of the World.”

Since then the conservative vision of
the “New Saskatchewan” has faded and
revealed the reality of the “Old Saskat-
chewan” with its economic depression
and renewed political activism. The
potash industry is in trouble, and Sas-
kaloon no longer calls itself the “potash
capilal of the world.”

Thatcher has had to give legal sanc-
tion to a potash cartel that has restricted
Saskatchewan output and jobs, that has
used its power to force farmers to pay
artificially high prices for potash in
fertilizer,

Potash, a medium-sized resource in-
dustry ($700,000,000 capital investment
and over $100,000,000 annual sales) is
a case study in the folly of entrusting
economic development to private cor-
‘porations, especially foreign ones.

By 1950 it was known that nearly
hall of the world’s potash reserves lay
under the Saskatchewan prairie, and
that a combination of growing U.S. de-
mand for fertilizer and dwindling U.S.
reserves warranted the development of
a large Canadian potash industry.

The CCF cabinet considered, and re-
jected, the idea of public deveiopment
of potash. It justified its decision on
the grounds that its primary goal was
to achieve a model “welfare state,” net
to become a risk-taking entrepreneur.

Admittedly welfare reforms such as
medicare were important and signific-
ant, but the failure of the CCF to pursue
its fundamental socialist responsibility
to plan economic development, means
that the CCF shares a portion of the
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blame for the current economic mess
that is the potash indusiry.

The U.S. potash cartel tried to keep
control of Baskatchewan potash de-
velopment by developing a couple of
massive mines that they hoped would

_discourage ouiside competition. Unfor-

tunately, the market for potash was so
strong in the mid-1960s that—belatedly
—three Canadian companies outside the
cartel also built mines.

American farm co-operatives, which
have a great deal of market power at
the retail end of the fertilizer business,
used the occasion to break the cartel
by diverting huge contracts to the Cana-
dian mines. Prices fell drastically: Sas-
katchewan output rose rapidly and U.S.
output began to decline.

The six U.S. potash companies with-
out Saskatchewan mines brought poli-
tical pressure (the threat of a punitive
tariff) against the U.S., Canadian and
European corporations with Saskatche-
wan mines to restore oligopoly prices
and limit Saskatchewan output.

Subject to the threat of a tariff the
four binational corporations with U.S.
and Saskatchewan mines co-operated
with the six domestic U.S. firms to
recreate an effective cartel. As medium-
sized firms they preferred to work
through the governments of Saskatche-
wan and New Mexico, the potash-pro-
ducing areas, rather than Washington
or Ottawa, and Ottawa never considered
intervention to protect Canadian inter-
ests,

In October of 1969 Premier Thatcher
of Saskatchewan and Governor Cargo
of New Mexico scurried between one
another’s capitals and jointly announced
ereation of the Potash Conservation
Board under the aegis of the Saskat-

chewan government,

The hoard set a floor price for potash
at $33.75-per ton — over 50 percent

above the 1969 price—and limited Sas. -

katchewan potash output in aggregate.
and for each individual mine. In ex-
change Governor Cargo promised to
help forestall tariff legislation.

Through the whole affair the U.S.
potash industry frustrated the efforts of

U.S. farm co-operatives to get cheap
fertilizer and cut off the growth of

mining jobs in Saskatchewan.

Several other consequences are of
note. On the rationalization of “first
here, first served” the Potash Conser-
vation Board gave quotas to the UL.S.
mines in Saskatchewan averaging 46
percent of capacity while Canadian
mines average 37 percent.

The industry had been slowly freeing
itself from complete dependence on the
U.S. market. From 1965 to 1969, over-
seas sales grew from 24 percent to 37
percent of the rapidly expanding Sas-
katchewan output. From April of 1970
(when the new floor price came into
effect) until November of 1970 (the
latest available figures) overseas sales
amounted to less than 17 percent of a
reduced total output.

At the same time the high-cost mines
in New Mexico were running at over
80 percent of capacity.

The result, of course, is that miners
are employed in the inefficient New
Mexican mines while their Canadian
counterparts cannot find work in the
richer mines of Saskatchewan.

For his part in the affair Thatcher
was rewarded by Governor Cargo with
an honorary commission in the United

States Army. He’s now Colonel Ross
Thatcher, U.S. Army.

There remain many gaps in public
knowledge of the industry. Salt dust in
the air and huge amounts of salt water
effluent from the mines pose serious
pollution problems about which the
companies maintain absolute silence.
They do not reveal financial statistics
or any other data if possible.

What is to be done? Public owner-

ship is the only rational solution and .

fortunately the Saskatchewan NDP has
committed itself to consider the feasi-
bility of nationalization when in office.

There are arguments against nation-
alization, three of which are worth con-
sidering. The first i= the orthodox
economists’ argument that the competi-
tive market forces of supply and de-

mand will, left to themselves, produce
=iy

The counter to that argument is to
realize that “competitive market forces”
have squandered $350,000,000 (assum-
ing 50 percent overcapacity) on un-
needed holes in the prairies.

The most incompetent public planning
agency staifed entirely by orthodox
economists and political hacks could
have developed the industry more
rationally. The second argument against
nationalization introduces the problem
of a potential hostile American re-
action.

The argument implicitly recognized
the fact that American economic power
is a threat to an independent Canadian
socialism. It is best considered in con-
nection with the third argument that
buying out the private corporations
would “cost” too much.

Compensation to the present owners
could be in the form of low-interest,
long-term bonds, the interest on which
could be paid from the operating
revenue of the mines. Thus nationaliza-
tion need not be a drain on money
needed for other public services.

Public compensation would have to
be at less than historical cost of con-
siruction because full compensation
would imply public assumption of re-
sponsibility for the stupidity of corpor-
ate over-investment during the 1960s.

Compensation would also have to be
conditional on U.S. agreement not to
retaliate by a boycott of Canadian
potash.

However, such a boycott is rendered
unlikely by the Americans’ need to im-
port potash above domestic production
and the high costs of importing such a
bulky commodity from a source other
than Canada.

Obviously nationalization presents

tisks. However, if Canadians are serious -

about wanting to develop the Canadian
economy for Canadians, those are the
kinds of hard decisions we (as social-
ists) must be prepared to make.

To avoid these decisions is to accept
colonial status.




A TALE OF TWO PULP MILLS

e

A NEW BREED OF HORSE TRADERS

(1) Prince Albert Pulp

The north of Saskatchewan has practically been
sold outright by the Liberal provincial government
10 Parsons & Whittemore, a New York group which
dabbles in pulp mills.

One pulp mill is already in operation at Prince
Ajbert, while a second mill has just been announced
for Meadow Lake in the western part of the province,

Almost any aspect of this scheme to exploit the
slow-growing forests of this cold region seems to
lead to disaster.

The financing of the existing operation is com-
plicated. and the spider web of deals and investments
makes a true assessment of the exact contribution of
the province next to impossible.

The Prince Albert operation was financed by a
%5 million federal government contribution, while
the provincial government put up $1.5 million capital
investment, guaranteed a $50 million loan and a %15
million line of credit, invested $7 million in a erown
corporation to cut and haul wood to the mill, and
spends an unknown amount in road construction and
gas and electricity line extension,

logical studies. Pollution of the Saskatchewan River
by the Prince Albert plant has also been confirmed.

Water for the new mill at Meadow Lake will
come from damming up Dore Lake, a popular resort,
The impounded water will be used to flush the mill
effluents down the tiny Beaver River into the Chur-
chill River system, one of the last unspoiled river
systems of the country. This procedure could seriously
affect the livelihood and health of the many Indians
in the area who depend on these same lakes and rivers
for fishing and drinking water.

Some 41,000 square miles have been leased to
the mill operations. Saskatchewan has an abysmally
poor land-inventory policy, and no attemptl was made
to assess the leased land for such alternative purposes
as recreation, wilderness and wildlife preservation,
provincial parks, or mixed use.

Attempts by the Saskatchewan Natural History
Society, the local conservation group, to have certain
areas of particular natural interest set aside in pre-
serves has resulted in only a few pitiful square miles
being given up. :

Some of the dealing in land has resulted in fan-
tastic situations. In one transaction, the provincial
government traded 200 square miles of a provincial
park (undeveloped, hence “useless™) to retrieve a
few tiny strips of land around popular resort lakes
and some picnic and camping grounds that had been
included by mistake in the original lease. A good
portion of a second provincial park may soon be
given up in return for the supposed access benefits
of the new logging road to be built through the re-
mainder of the park to get to the ceded portion.

Of course, there are a variety of soeial concerns.
Trapline violations are not guarded against, and labor
provisions allow for only five percent guaranteed na-
tive employment in an area that has a much higher
percentage Indian and Metis population.

The government claims that 20 percent of the
jobs at the new Meadow Lake mill will be filled
by natives.. but the seven or eight percent native
employment rate at Prince Albert—despile a variety
of programs to encourage or “train” natives—makes
this promise sound hollow.

It is- not known how much of the $15 million
line ol credit has been used. The crown corporation
has lost about $500,000 in each year of operation,
while reforestation operations result in a further loss
to the government and even exceed the “stumpage”
(royalty) rates on a per acre basis in some cases.

The province has aleo agreed to some land tax
coneessions for the mill site and had some municipal
boundaries changed as the existing municipality re-
fused to agree to the tax rates demanded by the
mill. For all this, the government gets a 30 percent
interest in the mill.

Parsons & Whittemore, who claim to have invested
some 87 million—a figure that includes operational
losses—uets the other 70 percent. In spite of this, the
provincial government proudly claims to have driven
a hard bargain.

“Albert mill will likely prove to be serious. In the
initial feasibility studies, forests were assessed only
as to the monetary potential of the standing timber.
no attention being paid to the fact that regrowth takes
up to 80 years or more.
~ The cutting methods, using graders and other
heavy equipment to clearcut large areas, result in
a significant amount of soil disturbance. Often the
cutover land is reduced to a wasteland of gouged.
seraped, and piled up topsoil. littered by huge tangles
of rejected trees and stumps.

Some reforestation is carried out. but its effec-

tiveness is still unsupported by any thorough bio- C.F.1. Creates Jobs.

By the government’s own admission, the new
operation will involve “considerable risks.” It seems
“likely a native employment goal even as low as 20
percent will be sacrificed along with forest conser-
valion and water treatment for the ready expedient of
using more productive trained while labor imperied
from B.C. and the east while leaving environmental
eosts to the future. Such is the usual toll of marginal
operations.

Although the Churchill Forest Industry fiasco in
‘Manitoba is much worse, the Saskatchewan pulp mill
deals are a terrible sellout. Unfortunately, it is the
best that ean be expected from Chamber of Commerce
governments when they climb in the rink with multi-
national corporations. The whole thing is done with
the gloating rationalization that American capital is
' better than no capital at all, and after all, don’t we

logic to it. ev anadi
the bonds and bear the major risks in these dubious
projects. The alternative requires the active partici-
pation of the Canadian government both in financing
and in using pressure to open foreign markets. It has

io fend for themselves. wide open te American pene:
tration. People desperate for jobs will centinue to
suceumb to the free enterprise rhetoric of our puppet
premiers until we put forth the credible alternative
of public ownership as a national development
sirategy.

(2) Churchill Forest Indusiries

It has been suggested by some prominent party members that public
ownership is obsolete. Big business can be controlled, they suggest, by strong
governmental controls and development can be initiated by government-
financed development corporations.

The story of The Pas forest complex and the Manitoba Development Fund
should expose the fallacy of this kind of thinking. :

The Manitoba government’s takeover of this complex, January 8, may
have rescued the $92 million of public money invested by the province.

But it may have come too late to save all that investment as reliable reports
indicate that over $40 million was paid out in management fees by the
companies.

The major companies at The Pas that received public money had used
front and phony companies as well as inflated costs to, siphon it off inte their
own vauls.

As far as the government knows, the companies may not have put up a
cent of their own money despite their agreement with the government that
one-third of the investment capital was to be put up by them.

At the same time the federal government has also committed some $15
million toward the project, making the taxpavers contribution greater than the
capital cost of the project itself.

Premier Schreyer stated that there seemed to be some pyramiding of costs.
The major purchasing agent for all the companies except one was associated
with Technopulp, co-ordinator of the project. The purchasing agent charged
up to 70 percent for management fees.

The A. D. Little Co. who audited the accounts still claims that this fee
is legitimate. The man in charge of auditing the accounts has also been paid
as a consultant of one of the four principals in The Pas complex. However,
a firm hired in April 1970 to check costing procedures insisted that fees
charged were unusually high.

Although the identity of the firms involved is still unknown, some of the
companies were in an alleged scandal involving front and phony companies,
inflated costs, obsolete machinery, ete., in Sicily. The technical plans for the
complex in Sicily were designed by the Technopulp Company. which appears
to be the same group handling the same function at The Pas. The Sicilian
-operation has placed in jeopardy the jobs of 700 workers.

The Roblin government first announced the project on March 8. 1966
They claimed that it would create 4,000 new jobs. The: actual figure is closer

to 2,000 jobs. This means that the cost to the public is about $50,000 per jobi

The government claimed that plans were underway to tirain..northern
residents for the new jobs and that hali of the people employed could be
Indians and Metis. A vocational sehool at The Pas wotld be tailored to the
needs of the development. e "

No mention was made at this time that the Manitoba taxpayers would be
footing the bill through the M.D.F.

The company was to be given timber rights to 40.000 square miles of
Manitoba—that is 16 percent of the area of the province. The contract was
for a period of 20 years with two options to renew for farther 20-year periods—
a total of 60 years in all

For this the company was not even required to hire‘local people, only—
“as far as it is pessible and in such numbers as the company . deems
practical in its operations.”

The company had to agree to employ pollution control technigues as long
as these “. . . do not unreasonably inerease the cost of the company’s operations.”
This concern for company profits is all the more incredible in view of the
pollution for which pulp and paper mills are so netorious.
~ The government also agreed to provide free fire prevention serviees, free
reforestation, free aerial photographic surveys of the entire area, free sand and
gravel for roads, one-half of the cost of relocaling necessary employees from
outside the province and up to $1 million of the cost of building reads in the
area. It was also agreed that the company was to pay 37% cents per peeled
cord stumpage duties. The usual amount for spruce is $1.50 a rough cord.

The concessions given by the town of The Pas, after a bully job by the
provincial government were of the same order as thése given by the govern-
ment. The company was to be exempted from taxes on its lands for 20 years.
The Pas was also obligated by its agreement with the company to the principle
that any new anti-noise or pollution legislation which it enacted would not
apply to the company. Recently the town made a tequest to the provincial
government for the $2 million increased expenditures that the town was
obligated to undertake and cannot afford.

Premier Schreyer, whose government came to power in the election of 19694

had frequently termed the pact “not a good deal” for Manitoba bheeat®e of
the amount of public invesiment invelved but declared his geves
do its best to live with it. R

On January 8. 1971, though, the complex Wpﬁﬁ"éﬁin receivership by his
government. Government representatives.were sent to The Pas to take “physical
charge” of the projects. Arrangements were made with a Vancouver engineering
firm “to supervise completion'6f the project and bring it into production as
soon as possible” :

This, “then, s the story of the Manitoba Development Fund and the
Churchill Forest Industry. It is another example of huge amounts of public
montes being used by corperations fo increase their own power and wealth
with little or no obligation to the public who provided the money.

It is a story that must be told to those in the NDP who suggest that
public ownership is obsolete and that development funds and governmental
restrictions can do the job more effectively.
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A_ MARITIME SCENARIO

Nova Scotia fishermen fight back

Cadigid pom Lost Post)

The Atlantic economy is not
only = underdeveloped, it is
structurally un d e r developed,
that is underdevelopment is
huilt into the basic framework
of the economy.

Structural underdevelopment
is the result of man-made
mechanisms, the most import-
ant of which is the flow and
ownership of capital.

Land, labor and potential
technology exist in the Atlantic
region, bul can enly be utilized
in a -capitalist system when
capital iz available.

The foreign-owned firms
operating in the Maritimes are
often vertically integrated., For
instanece, iron ore is mined by
the subsidiary firm and ‘sold’
to its parent company to be
developed into a finished pro-
duct. Intercompany pricing is
arbitrarily fixed so that the
parent firm earns the profit,
meaning less Canadian taxes
can be collected from the sub-
sidiary.

The region, with its high rate
of extractive in relation to
manufacturing industries, has a
higher rate of capital outflow
than the rest of Canada.

What this means to the
people of the area is low wages,
poverty and high unemploy-
ment, and laber repression.

Look, for example, at the
fate of Nova Seotia’s fishermen.

In 1966. a young govern-
ment archeologist named Jer-

emy Akernmn (now Nova
Scotia leader of the New
Democratic Party) began to

look into fishermen’s problems
while working at Louishourg
‘on Cape Breton: he ended up
organizing the Louisbourg and
District
tion. Meanwhile, the United
Fishermen and Allied Workers’
Union (UFAWU) had become
interested in organizing Nova
Scotia fishermen. and the
Louisbourg Association became
its first local. It was the first
fishermen’s trade union local
in' the province in 20 years.
The UFAWU was soon active

Fishermen’s Associa- "

in Halifax, Lunenburg. and
other fishing ports as well.

The 235 fishermen in Mul-
grave, Canso, and Petit de Grat
were dealing with companies
that had a particular reputation
for harshness and intransig-
ence,

In  December, 1969, the
fishermen began to hold meet-
ings to draw up the details of
what they would like to see in
a union contract, and in Feb-
ruary they approached the
companies to kalk about an
agreement. The companies at
first refused outright to meet
them, then hedﬁed, saying that
they would have to consult their
head offices.

In late March, the fishermen
came back to try to initiate a
more serious discussion. Booth
Fisheries manager Earl Lewis
told them, “I’'m not going to
admit in any way, shape, or
form that you have a union.”
When the fishermen asked why
not, his reply was “no spika da
English.”

Fourteen days after the first
sirike vote began in Petit de
Grat, all the boats were tied up
in the three ports. But for more
than a month the strike was
quiet, and attracted little no-
tice.

On June 4, an injunection
against picketing at the three
planis was handed down by
Judge D. J. Gillis of the Nova
Scotia Supreme Court. The
fishermen held a meeting and
decided to defy the injunction:
they would keep up the picket
line and risk jail sentences.

On June 19 in Halifax, Nova
Scotia Chief * Justice Gordon
‘Cowan handed out sentences of
20 and 30 days to 12 fisher-
men from Mulgrave.

On June 22, three days later,
the fishermen from Canso
came to trial. When Cowan
sentenced Everett Richardson
to 20 days, Richardson replied
20 days or 20 years?” Cowan,
angry that the fishermen were
not taking his sentences ser-
iously. promptly increased the
term to nine months.

Meanwhile, the picket lines
at Mulgrave, Canso, and Petit
de Grat were being maintained
in the face of the injunctions.

Instead of breaking the fish.
ermen, Judge Cowan’s actions
were only bringing out support
for them.

NDP leader Akerman said
the sentencing of Richardson
showed “a jurisprudence re-
minicrent of 19th ceniury re-
pre%mn * The NDY said that

“what started as a fight for
recognition of the U IFAWU
has now become a fight for the
entire working class of Nova
Scotia.”

The fishermen were prepar-
ed to go to jail, but in the end
they did not have to. Their
trials were put off, until Oec-
tober 27, and the men from
Canso and Mulgrave already
in jail were released, and fur-
ther hearings in their cases
put off until October 27 as
well. The show of support had
succeeded.

However, the companies had
still not sat down to the bar-
caining table.

In one advertisement run in
Nova Scotia newspapers early
in the strike, Acadia Fisheries
Lid. deseribed itself as “a
small company, owned by an
old English family business,
still run by one family.

“In Mulgrave and Capso,”
;.the ad went on, “Acadia th-_
eries is in the hands of aood
Canadian citizens with a deep
rvespect for Canadian law and
order and concern for the wel-
fare of the communities they
live in.” :

But in fact Acadia. threugh
Boston Deep Sea Fisheries, the
English company which owns
it, is connected to the Grimsby
Group, a giant British consor-
tium. Like so many other small
companies, Acadia is the local
arm of a large multinational
corporate structure.

Booth Fisheries is a part of
the U.S.-based Consolidated
Foods empire. which in 1969
had sales of mere than a bil-
lion dollars.

By the end of July, the sirike
had settled into a test of the
fishermen’s ability to hold out
against the companies” grinding
campaign of starvation and
fear. It became increasingly dif-
ficult for the men to subsist on
their strike pay—$10 a week
for a single man, $15 for a
married man, and an extra
dollar for each child up to a
maximum of $20.

There was always a supply
of fish in Canso, where many
of the sirikers are inshore
fishermien with their own boats,
but in the other towns the
companies’ attempt to starve
the fishermen out stood a bet-
ter chanece of suceess.
fishermen were determined to
fight i, and they were helped
bv contributions of potatoes,
other vegetables, and eggs from
the Noua Scotia branch of the
National Farmers® Union.

Early in September, the
fishermen met with representa-
tives of the Federation of Labor
to work out a UFAWU negot-
ialing position that weuld be
backed by the federation.

In those meetings the fisher-
men made some important con-
cessions, the most significant
of which was a temporary with-
drawal of their demand that the
UFAWU be recognized and

concession to the companies’

insistence that the fishermen
~ megotiate as an ad hoe com: to write home about,”

mittee  instead of ‘as the
UEAWU,

When they finally sat down
with the companies over the
bargaining table in Halifax on
September 9. the fishermen
were confronted with a long
list of further company de-
mands.

The fishermen agreed to all
of them.

Then the companies demand-
ed that they be allowed to send
vessels out to sea and bring
new fish into the plants—i.e.
that the fishermen surrender—
before they would negotiate.

The fishermen refused.

“How far can you go?” ex-
ploded Reg Carter, a member

The

of the committee. “How far can
a poor fisherman go?”

Jeremy Akerman supported
the fishermen and was a fre-
quent yisitor to the Mulgrave
union hall, but the NDP seen-
ed to have litile chance of
taking even one seat. However,
Akerman did succeed in turn-
ing the previously apathetic
fishermen into a committed
band of NDP supporters. “Us
fishermen. we never paid too
much attention to pelitics be-
fore the strike,” said Eric Fitz-
patrick, a fisherman from Maul-
grave, “At election time they’d
come around and offer uz a
quart of rum or a case of heer
and tell us who to vote for—
I’d vote fer whoever came
around first. Now [ wouldn’
sell my vote for £500, [’d tell
them how I'm going to vote—
NDE.»

On October 13, there were
200 NDP votes in Canso, an-
other 100 in Mulgrave. and a
thousand in the Straits area as

a whole — where there had
never before heen an NDP
organization.

The Tories were defeated,

and Gevald Regan would form
the next government, but he
lacked an absclute majority.

Meanwhile, a second attempi
to get negotiations soing had
proved more successful.

The agreement was “nothing
as Con
Mills said: the fhhermPn would
continue to work long heurs for
wages lower than the ' legal
mininmum, But it was a step
forward.

feel thev could hold out for
any more at this point; the
agreement was quickly ratified.

But the gains that the fisher-
men had made in forcing the
companies to an agreement
were very real, and would be
felt.

“Thev've realized that they're
all fighting the same elements,
and they've stopped fighting
each other” iz the way
UFAWU organizer Homer Ste-
vens puls it.

and best of all, it’s theirs.

876 million from sulphur}.

The foundations of the international oil trade are shaking. The Persian
Gulf countries and Libya have confronted the international 011 cartel with
a cartel of their own, and are grabbing a big share of profits that used
to end up in Western Europe and the United States. That means that the
keen interest of the American military
in Canadian oil will be heightened even more. After all, it’s

In 1968 the oil industry of Alberta took in $1,027 million in sales
($745 million from crude oil and condensate, $171 million from gas, and

What is the sovernment of Alberta taking in from the oil industry?

and the American internationals
safe, it's

Other
Royalties

close.

& =
Tender loving care for Alberta Oil Moguls

Land Aequisition and Rental
Production Facilities

Production Cost

In 1968, the average price of crude oil per barrel was $2.53; hence
profit averape $1.47 per barrel of oil.

Part of the attractiveness of Alberta oil is the truly hospitable taxation
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and with the winter
‘coming on the fishermen didn’t

In 1968 the government of Alberta received $249.9 million (893 mil- and royalty policy of Social Credit in Alberta:
lion from land sales and leases, $55 million from rentals, and $101 million Cents per bbl. (1968)

from royalties). Government Receipts in

Government

What is the future take? Persian Gulf Countries ... ... 85.0
From the province’s proven reserves it can be estimated that the Alberta TS e e e 100.7
government will receive $4.5 billion and the oil companies $31.1 billion. g e T 101 4
_-And what are their costs? “OIL WEEK” estimates that production cost, i e A e S T =
‘including production capital eutlay, is less than 20 percent of the produrt Mepda o R E g _”9'0
value. Alberta . 200

Just to be sure. let us look at one company, Husky Oil. In a recent
pathetic message, the pvfw-:&ent stated that the total expenses of the Western
Canada 0Oil }nduatrlea had been $1424billion since 1947 and the return
to date only $12.6 billion. Is this an indication of a financial disaster?
Don't worry. Estimates are in the future thev will réalize another $24.9
billions from the reserves they now control: The fact is that the oil business
is enormously profitable. Actual production costs-are far below the selling
price, as trade journals indicate.

Courtesy of OIL WEEK:

Iiem

Since 1968 almost all of the Arab countries have established state-
owned oil companies and have renegotiated their oil tax structures. led by
the emerging nations of Algeria and Libya. Both of the latter have ‘asked
for and received retroactive benefits which will bring in an estimated
$1.31/bbl. The Libyan government has bragged about the ease of renegotiat-
ing this agreement and of the $760 million in additional benefits over the
next five years that these agreements will bring. But back in Alberta, we
don’t believe in such rude bargaining.

- R The imporiance of oil as a fuel. as a pollutant. as a basic resource for
1968 EGSI".B‘I” el economic development, for a human future. not only for Canada but for
Expim alion % .10 the world, is too enermeus to be left in the hands of the oil companies.
Development T)rl]lmg ______ 07 We must, as socialists. take eontrol.

\_ . : . B J
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New press

The Politics of the _
Continental Resources Deal

T Ty o

" (excerpts)

In December 1969, J. ). Greene, Canada’s Minister of Energy,
Mines and Resources, paid a visit to Washington. Following his
lengthy discussions with (former) US. Interior Secretary Walter
Hickel, Greene made his now-famous observations in favor of @
continental energy resources deal so that “people will benefit, and
both ,countries will benefit, irrespective of where the imaginary
border goes.”

Since that time there has been much speculation about what a
continental energy resources deal would include and about whether,
indeed, such g deal is imminent. The Canadian government has
changed its emphasis from time to time since the first discussion
of the energy deal, Negotiations on the subject have been proceed-
ing, off and on with the Americans, we are told, The issue has
been clouded in uncertainfy as to its content and, as with most vital
political questions in Canada, there has been only faint-hearted
debate on the subject among the politicians.

In its most basic terms, a continental energy resources deal
means the creation of a free North American market in energy
resources, Present ownership and marketing patierns would be
guaranteed a permanent existence, with the Canadian-American
border erased in matters of energy resources. This means secure
and permanent access by American industry to Canadian energy
resources and a guarantee that nothing would ever be done to
-interfere with that access whatever Canadian needs might become
in the future. It involves a basic commitment by the Canadian
government to regard this country’s energy resources as continentc:l_
resources, and to give up-any plans it might have for the development
of those energy resources outside the framework of American cor-
porate and military interests.

Such a deal, which would begin with natural gas, oil, electric
power, cocal and nuclear energy, might eventually be extended to
include water. Whether concluded as a package or more likely
piecemeal, the deal has vast implications for the future of the
Canadian people.

The proposed continental free market in energy resources is
similar to policies pursued by our government in the past. It is the
natural extension of such policies. Many will ask what is so remark-
able about this further step toward integration of the Canadian and
American economies. The difference is that with the energy deal
we cross a threshold in our relations with the United States that will
be extremely difficult to recross. The energy deal will affect the
future scope of the Canadian econemy and will have great impact-
on the number and kinds of jobs that will be available for Canadians
in their own country. It will vitally effect our efforts"to clean up”

the Canadian environment and to protect the ecological system,
particularly in the Canadian north. Furthermore, it will greatly
increase the importance of Canada to the reguirements of U.S.
military security and economic power in the world.

As with previous moves. to integrate our economy with that of
the U.S., the Canadian government will justify the energy deal on
the grounds that it will result in great economic benefits to Cana-
dians. The experts will picture continental integration as the only
route to jobs and prosperity for the Canadian people. Our govern-
ment will be exultant that, at long last, it has secured complete
access for Canadian energy resources to the world’s largest market.
Our government will consider no alternative development strategies
and its pundits will brush aside the long-term implications of the
energy deal.

- (In Ottawa the only real debate on this question has centred
around the percentage of foreign ownership of Canadian corpora-
tions.) :

On July 27, 1970 the House of Commons committee on External
Affairs and National Defence recommended that Canada move
toward 51 per cent Canadian ownership of all corporations in-the
country. Within 24 hours of the proposal, the business community
was howling its disapproval and the chairman of the commons
committee, lan Wahn, was expressing doubts. Wahn said the 51
per cent recommendation “may never be enacted — perhaps it
wouldn’t even be practical.”’

The important thing to understand in debates about whether
the percentage of American ownership of Canadian corporations
is reduced to be replaced with Canadian corporate ownership, is
that it makes very little difference to the behavior of the firms.
There is no doubt that given the present structure of the Canadian
'‘economy and given private ownership, of whatever nationality,
resources producing cerporations in Canada will seek a continental
resources deal with the United States. Whether the companies are
Canadian-gwned or not, they will pursue policies which will lead
to Canada’s increased dependence on raw material exports, the
effect of which will be to heighten the unemployment problem and
fo lead to o long term trend away from economic diversification

«.of Canada’s economy. Resource industries are immense profit makers
for their foreign owners but they provide few jobs. It is no accident

that unemployment is typically higher in the extractive Canadian
economy than in the more industrialized US. economy; an .energy

deal would heighten this tendency in future.

I be impending energy deal forces the Canadian people to face
up to fundamentals in contemplating their future course. It will mark
a genuine parting of the ways for Canada. Te resist the energy deal
megons breaking fundaementelly with past sccial and economic
developments in Canada. Canadian capitalists and their govern-
ments cannot avoid the energy deal because their whole history has
led them to it. At this point in Canada it becomes clear that only
sociaglism provides an alternative path that can lead us out of the
political dependency and economic underdevelopment that is our
fate under the present system.

Only through a strategy of using the resources in Canada to
develop and diversify the Canadian economy can this country ensure
all of its people jobs and control of their lives socially and politic-
ally. Only public ownership and public control of the resource
industries can break us out of the pattern of dependency and
comparative underdevelopment that has been endemic to Canada.
Public ownership of the resource industries would place the key
sector of our economy in the hands of the people. It would give
Canadians the opportunity to master the skills necessary to run
our economy and to develop it qualitatively in the interests of human
well-being in Canada.

Canada could then industrialize in the resource producing areas,
which have long been seen merely as sources of raw materials. The
wealth that comes out of the ground in the countless Canadian
mining towns would be channeled to diversifying the economy of
the resource producing areas, so that people there could pursue
a wide variety of activities and occupations.

And then we must come to terms with the environment itself.
Mankind has need of the bounties of this planet for a long time to
come. A resource policy that is geared to that future and not to
immediate profit is essential, if we are to survive. We must work
out ways of recycling resources that have already been taken from

the ground. We must place a limit on certain kinds of mindlé€s

growth that gravely compromise the future of humgpity™

The resource question Tauches__g_.’.l---@tr’ﬁddions, individually and
as a people. Following the Colambia River Treaty, critics said that
such a thing must never’be allowed to happen again. It is happening
again on g.sdch larger scale. This time the key political factor
will be'the extent of resistance to the deal before the event and the
determination of Canadians not to recognize as legitimate the
commitments that are about fo be made in their name by the
government.
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As socialists, we have long
advocated public ownership.
We have done so for good rea-
sons, These reasons make more
sense loday than ever before.

When the means of produc-
tion were privately owned, it
was once possible for serious
cople to argue that power was
diffused by the free markets.

But it has been clear for a
long time that private owner-
ship really means that power is
concentrated in the corpora-
tions. They decide the condi-
tions of work. including whe-
ther there shall be work at all
for somé of us. They determine
what goeds will be available
to us and at what prices.

The rise of the corporation
has been accompanied by the
growth of unions and the ex-
pansion of “positive” govern-
ment. This has taken off some
of the roughest edges. but noth-
ing more. The basic distribu-
tion of power has remained the
same. A small corporate elite
makes decisions and the rest
of us are impotent.

As socialists we have under-
stood this and have argued that
public ownership was the only
certain means to reduce the
intolerable concentration of
economic power.

In this century, corporate
power has escalated as the

corporation has grown vastly
in size and geographic scope.
Now we have global corpora-
tions richer and more powerful

than many of the countries
within which they operate, and
a handful of them dominate the
economy of the “free world.”

Those who call themselves
socialists but argue that public
ownership is no longer needed
are profoundly out of touch
with the realities of where
power presently lies and the
difficulty, if not impossibility,
of changing that without
changing ownership.

This has obvious implications
for us as Canadians. No other
country has fallen so complet-
ely under the dominance of
foreign - based multi - national
corporations as ours. It follows
that we have the strongest case
for using public ownership as
the alternative to foreign, pri-
vate ownership.

It is this message that we
must carry to those many Cana-
dians who value independence,
If we do, we have a very real
possibility of building a social-
ist Canada,

Instead of playing down our
historic commitment to public
ownership and pretending it no
longer matters, we should be
insisting on its necessity.

Consider the question of
democratic decision-making at
a time when more and more

people refuse to accept the

authoritarian nature of our
present society. Not only is
power presently concentrated in

the hands of a small number

of corporations, but within the
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corporation power is concen-
trated in the hands of those at
the top of a pyramid that has
a very broad base.

That hierarchial structuring
of power must be radically
altered. The likelihood of the
private corporation telerating
such an upheaval is, to say the
least, improbable. Public
ownership must be seen as a
necessary condition for the
demoeratization of the work-
place.

To see the matter in this way
is very different from arguing
that public ownership is a suf-
ficient condition for socialism.
Indeed, it is not and we should
have no hesitation in saying
so. Legislating a change in
ownership and doing nothing
more is “socialism from the top
down.” and has proven to be
anything but Liberating and
democratic. But for us as

- The Reasons For Public Ownership

—By MEL WATKINS

socialists, this means not that
we abandon public ownership,
but - that we recognize the
absolute necessity of workers’
control,

In one sense, then, we are
saying that public ownership is
necessary as a means to create
maodels of demacratic decision-
making. But in a deeper sense
what we are saying is that out
of the struscles of workers for
the power to make decisions
will come siructures that,
though we cannot definitively
label them now, will ecertainly
not be anything like the present
structure of private ownership.
Call it “soeialism from the
bottom up.”

When we are asked why we
advecate public ewnership, we

should say that it is that future
we have in mind.

Finally, there is the maiter

of compensating the private
owners. The matter merits dis-
cussion if for no other reason
than that costs of doing this
are alleged by some to be such
as to preclude public owner-
ship. They exaggerate.

As a technical matter, what
is involved in considerable part
is replacing voting shares that
pay dividends with bonds that
yield a slower return and
paying off the bonds out of the
ditference.

And while, as democratic
socialists, we are committed to
expropriation with compensa-
tion, particularly to small
shareholders, we should not
feel committed to capitalizing
monopoly profits, nor o con-
Hinuing the present maldistri-
bution of wealth. To forget that
would be to forget that we are
socialists and risk rendering
the exercise futile.

The Choice Facing The NDP

—By LORNE BROWN

At the 1971 eonvention New Democrats will be faced with a choice of

the American war of aggression in Vietnam.

whether the NDP is to become a liberal-reform or a socialist party.

The NDP, unlike the Liberal and Conservative parties, depends for its
support and financing upon trade unionists, farmers, unorganized workers,
students and the other occupational groups who comprise the ordinary people
of Canada. We are not financed by big business and, therefore, need not be
enslaved to the idea that capitalism must be preserved though it means
sacrificing the economic interests of the great majority of our people and the
end of Canada as an independent nation.

What has made the NDP distinet from other parties in this country is
that many of us have considered it more than a party designed to gain
parliamentary power for its own sake or for the sake of its leaders.

We have looked upon the NDP as one part of a movement dedicated to
achieving basic social change and leading eventually to the destruction of the
existing capitalist system and its replacement by a socialist society. To settle
for anything less would be a betrayal of ourselves and all those who have
dedicated their lives to the struggle for socialism.

Those who are trying to turn the NDP into a liberal reform party are

- operating on the doubtful assumption that the party will gain widespread

electoral support if it can only purge itself of radical ideas and assure the
Establishment that it will not threaten existing property relationships but will
be content to make the existing system slizhtly more humane.

People who think this way are merely plaving “image” politics and it
is a game which the Liberals and Conservatives will alwavs win by means of
money, advertising and charismatic leadership.

And what would we gain if an NDP government was elected by these
methods? The NDP might be in office but it would not goyern in any meaningful
sense.

We have already witnessed the sorry spectacle of the late Labor government
in Great Britain, which achieved parliamentary power on a liberal program
and then was forced by the vested interesis to be more capitalist than the
capitalists by passing anti-trade union -and racist legislation, and supperting
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That government went down to a resounding and well-deserved defeat when
millions of working people stayed home rather than going out to vote because
they were offered no meaningful choice. :

We have seen the NDP move increasingly in the direction of a liberal
reform party which no longer offers any basic challenge to the status guo.
This has not been a recent development but began in the old CCF as early
as the late 1940s when the Cold War and the prosperity it engendered convinced
many social democrats that capitalism actually works.

We are seeing for whom it works in Canada this winter with hundreds of
thousands unemployed, millions more employed at poverty-level wages, farmers
faced with bankruptey and the federal government resorting to dictatorial
measures to stifle dissent,in Quebec and elsewhere.

The social democrats who insist that capitalism works for the majority
argue that public ownership is old-fashioned and has been made cbsolete by
economic planning and government controls. These people ignore the obvious
relationship between® economic and political power.

While the great bulk of the industry and resources of Canada are held in
private hands any economic planning and government control will be done in
the interests of the corporations and not the people. It is true that public
ownership by itself will not solve all of our problems but it is a prerequisite
to building a democratic society.

People who argue that the people can control the economy in their own
interests without owning it are either deluded themselves or atiempting to sell
us a bill of goods! Or perhaps they are attempting to convince the Establishment
that they can be trusted to manage the system?

If we are to make the NDP relevant in the 1970s this convention must
adopt an unequivocally secialist program. In addition, we must continge to build
_the movement toward a socialist society through extra-parliamentary means,
cleatly recognizing that parliamentary power by itself is not real peoples” power.
Socialism is not built by leaders but by the collective efforis of trade unionists,
farmers, and other progressive people. - i
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On April 29, 1969, 11 members of the New Democratic Party
gathered informcHy in Toronto to talk of their general concern that
the party was losing touch with the need to struggle for sociglism in
Canada.

Other meetings followed and during one discussion on nationaliza-

The Waffle is a collection of members of the NDP who want te
move the party left in its policies and strategles All of its meetings are
open to all NDP members.

Wafflers have accepted the basic socnahst principle that in order
to achieve change you must organize people around your goals. We

# 23

Wafflers have strongly opposed the American corporate system

~ and American imperialism in Canada and around the world. Many,
many Americans also oppose this system and are our allies in the
world-wide struggle for self-determination and socialism for all peoples.
Some say we blame the American business elites instead of

B e s "

We can e have notloncl mdependence wrthout socmhsm in Ccnada
it

“We con't have ony kind of -necn.ngrut méependence for the mass
-of peopIe in Canada withouf socialism, for it is sociglism that gives us

4 “Why independence and socialism, rather

“Why is the Waffle called the Waffle?”

tion, a lukewarm and hedging stand on this issue came under heavy
fire, Someone arguing for a stronger position commented:~

‘If we're going to waffle, |'d rather waffle to the left than waffle
to the right.”

So be it.
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organize—or try to. So do tenants, welfare recipients, women’s libera-
tionists, workers, and party caucus members, We all know that numbers
and hearty organization make the difference.

We sign people up allright—but for the NDP, not the Waffle.

3. “Are Wafflers anti-American?”’

Canadian capitalists and politicians for the sell-out of our industries
and resources. We make no such distinctions. They are all bagmen
for the same multi-national and national corpeorations that are sucking
up profits from the hard labors of millions and millions of workers—
American and Canadian.

i erce, becuuse n C&hcdc ﬁ';e Yo Sfruggfes must go hcmd in
hand, dominated as we are by huge multi-national corporations and
their local opologists

“Is public owner g;hzﬁ f‘g»m;} necessary

';.f
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We know that private corporations and their political representa-
tives make use of people as commodities to pursue their goals of profits
and power. And when it suits their purpose to lay off hundreds of
thousands of people to cool off their economic system, then that is
what is done, We know that this corporate system does not stop at
national boundaries, but that it is an international phenomenon.

Public ownership is not a panacea, but it is a starting point, allow-
ing us to come to grips with the problems of providing jobs and distri-
buting wealth justly, allowing us to work toward the control of the
industrial system by those who work within it, allowing us to begin
to tackle the problems of bureaucracy and cenfrallzctlon

Women have learned by experience that their needs and demands
will not be recognized, even within a socialist movement, unless the
women are organized to formulate and fight for the necessary changes
in policies, practices and priorities.

The struggle for the liberation of women should be an essential
part of the socialist struggle for the liberation of all human kind. The
battles of all people who are rebelling against discrimination and
exploitation should find expression within the context of the common
. struggfe

tell it like it s -

the exploiters.
Building @ mass base of support for socialism is a slow. process
. Election battles can be a crucial part of that process. But we must not

day and year to year; we must not tone down the truth to make it look
better on the back page of a glossy brochure; we must not join the
establishment parties in their attempts to redistribute power vocally

The potential strength of the NDP lies with ﬁ-re mmgnml power
of the millions of exploited, not the financial and coercive power of

neglect the grass roots organizing work that has to go from day to

We are talking about a redistribution of power in this country,
from the corporations to the people, and the fact is that we cannot
acquire control from those who now hold it in a sleight of hand (minor
regulations and restrictions) so that the corporations will not notice
that they have lost it. The men who run Imperial Oil, General Motors
and Inco know that they have the power, and they will not give it up
because we are polite about it.

~ Finally, public ownership of key sectors: of the economy is not a
utopian solution. Its practicality has been demonstrated in many
countries, most recently in Chile.

6 “Isnt womens liberation weakemng
the socialist movement?

The extent to which they do is an indication of the strength of
the socialist movement we are building.

Some say that women’s libergtion creates internal frictions that
distract our attention from the real enemies. But we forget that we
ourselves have been brought up in a discriminatory and exploitative
system, and that we have accepted some of the attitudes and practices
of that system. We are rot reqlly fighting unless we are also fighting
the “enemies within ourselves.”

““Won't we lose electoral strength zf we

while not challenging the economic position of the corporate barons.

Socialism cannot be smuggled in through the back doors of parlia-
‘ment, or it will be booted out the same way it came in.

As for those in the party who disagree with us and like to fancy
themselves as ‘moderates,”” let them heed the words of an old-timer
from Saskatchewan who wrote us last February.

“Either they know the face of the enemy better than | do,” he
wrote, or they don’t. “If so, ﬂ\gy should say so, and say: “You are Iacked .
lay down and have rings put in your noses*' Z
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