


TRANSFORMATION ...

‘still the only magazine in Canada that deals with the theory and practice of social
change. We are not satisfied with exposing the abuses of capitalism (this is already
done by every left magazine on the continent), but will continue to concentrate on the
political practice of the liberal radicals and the so-called left, and the theory under-
lying their practice. Needless to say, we will continue to propose an alternative
course to the building of an effective and dynamic Canadian left.
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are still available of the first three well-received issues. They have contained artic-
les such as the first editorial, "Towards an authentic Canadian left'’, ""The fallacy
‘of 'community control'', "Organizing 'the poor' - against the working class', "The
alienation of radical theatre', '"Photography and the powerless', '"The house of
horrors that Jack built: a look at early childhood literature', '""Children's play and
official playgrounds', '"Sociology misconstrues the working class', and '""Working
people misunderstood: a review of James Lorimer's book', as well as in-depth
interviews with workers, "Two miners: interviews with a Canadian and Swedish

miner'”, and "Makers of our daily bread: an interview with two bakery workers".
(Individual copies of back issues, 60 cents, bulk rates 40 cents each for over ten

copies. )
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A six-issue subscription costs $5. 00 ($10. 00 institutional) and includes occasional
reprints of helpful materials. Now available Cristopher Caudwell's ""Pacifism and
violence: a study of bourgeois ethics', and ""Two articles on alienation of labour™
(Judson Gooding's revealing article, '"Blue collar blues on the assembly line" and
Bill Watson's ""Counter-planning on the shop floor'"). Fill in a subscription coupon
on page 63. |

Aduhibutory wanted

We are looking for individuals and groups who would be interested in taking over the |
distribution of TRANSFORMATION in their particular locality. It would entail looking
after selective bookstore distribution, as well as making TRANSFORMA TION avai-
lable on literature tables at various meetings and conferences. Need practical and
responsible individuals whom we can depend on. Please write to us.
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Nothing aggravates us as much as to see xeroxed copies of our articles circulating
far and wide. This is done particularly by people in the government and university
circles, who apparently rather see Xerox corporation benefit from our labour than

help us keep solvent. We have ample copies available for bulk amounts when needed,
and will mail them promptly. So please think twice before you xerox!
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LETTERS

weaknesses pointed out

I have read the first three issues of TRANSFOR-
MATION, which I think have been really excellent.
Your magazine is doing an efficient demolition job not
just of the normal ideological output of our universities,
but also of the much more subtle ideological fog raised,
often with the best intentions in the world, by radical
professionals and intellectuals who want social change,
human liberation and all that, but are absolutely incap-
able of locating themselves accurately in the society in
which they operate - and are therefore incapable of
doing much more than sowing confusion by failing to
recognize the existence of social classes and the centra-
lity of the labour process.

One weakness I detect in the magazine (and perhaps
this is unfair, given your emphasis on the essential
task of orienting the activists away from their mindless

and dead-end populism), is its failure , S0 far, to lo-
cate and describe the current oppositional forces and

tendencies within their historical context. Also, there
is the problem you have so far ducked, of intra- class

contradictions within the Canadian working class - as

well as between the elements of a left-nationalist coa-
lition that you seem to see as the immediate strategic
task of the left.

A.W., Peterborough, Ontario

(Editor's reply: Iwould like to comment briefly
on the question of a left-nationalist coalition, that the
writer suggests TRANSFORMATION sees ''as the imme-
diate strategic task of the left". I have so far only va-
guely talked about ''an authentic Canadian left", and

only in this issue is there further elaboration on the
question of "what kind of left" (see, "The impoverish-
ment of the Canadian left"). What I see happening is

that although the '"national question™ (i.e. growing
contradictions between Canada and U.S.) creates a
fertile ground for political developments, a real
"moment" for the left - there is no left to benefit from
this situation. There are individuals wandering in and
around the movements, which all are inadequate move-
‘ments. Critically thinking people leave these groups
after brief encounters and only the most limited (sec-
tarian-religious) people stay for any length of time.

So, in this sense no coalition is possible between any

of the left groups, nationalist or internationalist, and

I would never advocate that we attempt such a coalition.
On the contrary: a left has to be built from scratch ,

and presently we need people of movement builder
calibre, people who are capable of becoming creative
Marxists (as elaborated in the lead article). These
people have to learn to intervene in an organized

fashion in all left and left-liberal activities taking

place and they have to advocate the creation of a certfain
kind of movement. Within the next few years the found-
ation of a sound left will have to be built.)

reservations about our politics

This is first of all to inform you that 1 have recent-
1y had the opportunity to read the first issues of TRANS
FORMATION. I strongly support the idea of a critical
Marxist magazine, which would deal at a relatively

analytic level with basic issues in Canadian society,

with left theory and practice. I basically liked the con-
tent of your magazine. I thought most of your criticisms
of left groups' practices in Canada were right on. 1
also thought articles on the liberalism of ""community

_control" were penetrating. However, I must confess thi

that I have some reservations about your politics. 1
was especially displeased about your inconsistency

(gi ven the definition of Marxism you proposed - cente-
red around class politics and analysis), in not critici-
zing certain types of supposedly radical left nationalisn
such as the Canadian Liberation Movement. I have de-
veloped a rapidly growing personal prejudice against
their analysis and politics. I might add that I am any-
thing but a doctrinaire anti-nationalist (of the all-natio-
nalism-is-reactionary variety). I think it is imperative
that Canadian activists have some understanding of the
concrete situation of their country, its history, socio-

economic development, cultural traditions, etc., in
order for them to be effective. I also recognize the ne-
cessity for anti-imperialist struggle. I am willing to
give guarded support to certain of the more socialistic
elements (in the Waffle) on this issue. However, the
recognition of the nation as the currently operating
historical-political-cultural unit, does not go as far
as love of patria. I believe that the nation-state has

to be smashed or at least eventually allowéd to wither

‘away. I consider groups such as the CLM, who at

times degenerate to the level of ideas such as "'patrio-
tism' and "treason', to be racist, social fascist and
utterly incompetent Marxists at their ‘worst. From mjy
point of view I hope that your magazine steers well aw:
from this course and in fact more explicitly repudiates
it - otherwise I may have trouble supporting you on po
litical grounds.
H.L., Toronto, Ontario

(Editor's note: See criticism of the Canadian
Liberation Movement in the lead article of this issue.)

the left is in a confused state

We think TRANSFORMATION is really good - parti-
cularly when the left is in such a confusing state it is
good to read sone thing which gives a solid working
class position on matters affecting Canadians.

J.T., Yukon Territor]

continued on pa'ge 62
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LETTER TO THE READERS

The fourth issue of TRANSFORMATION has been
long in coming. There are reasons for that delay and
we would like to explain them briefly.

When we first got started, we assumed that there
would be a great interest in the kind of clarification
and analysis that we proposed to provide, and that we
would fill an important gap as far as Canadian left
publications go. We were right! The response to
TRANSFORMATION has been enthusiastic, to put it
mildly. The subscriptions have increased rapidly,
despite a lack of any real advertising campaign on
our part (we couldn't afford it), and in the right book-
stores our sales have been excellent. We have been
thoroughly encouraged by the comments from our rea-
ders, as exemplified in the letters published in the
third and fourth issues.

So, our problem has not been in finding readers.
But what came as a (slow) shock to us was that there
are very few intellectuals in Canada today, capable
of and/or interested in doing critical analyses of
social practice, and undertaking thorough, time-con-
suming investigations of critical issues. Very little
is being written in the left publications in Canada
that would go beyond standard exposes (usually on
economic matters) or the usual griping about capita-
lism and imperialism. Most of this amounts to not-
hing but vigorous fistshaking and fingerwaving at the
"system'', with no attempt to deal with what has to be
done.

Theoretical struggle, so essential to social change
and movement building, is under these circumstances
completely missing, as are analyses of the state appa-
ratus in its various forms (law and the courts, psych-
iatry, public education, state radio and television, the
National Film Board, and different state agencies that
intervene in the daily lives of the Canadian people), and
of other institutions through which the capitalist class

‘maintains its hegemony (such as the family, the trade-

unions, religious organizations, bourgeois arts and
sciences, the media and so on). More significantly, no-
where can you find critical examinations of varieties of
left practice, past and present. This is the kind of
foundation work that remains yet to be done, and with-

out which we cannot develop any effective collective
political practice.

The inability/unwillingness of the left intellectuals,
whose responsibility it is to provide such analyses, to
actually to do their work, comes down to the fact that
the universities are succeeding in producing not intel-
lectuals, but petty-bourgeois careerists and anti-intel-
lectuals (people still feel proud of dropping out of uni-
versities, rather than struggling it out there as well,

and they boast about rejecting all knowledge and all
theory in favour of the shallowest kind of "activism'').
Canadian intellectuals, of course, would have to be-
come practicing intellectuals, i.e. critics and de-mys-
tifiers of the capitalist order, before they can be one
bit helpful to the working class in this country.

Another syndrome of the theoretical/practical
backwardness of the Canadian left intellectuals and
activists, has been the fact that they have caved in en
masse in front of the state's counterinsurgency prog-
rammes (Local Initiatives Program, Opportunities
for Youth, and others), through which they have been
tied up since last summer in useless ""research and
action projects', detrimental to the working class
and devastating to their own political development.
The state has in fact succeeded in creating out of these
activists a permanent welfare elite, that lives from
project to project, grant to grant. It is significant
that after a year's experience of state financed ''radi-
cal'’ activities, barely one critical self-examination
has been published by any of the participants (exclu-
ding some whining accounts on how the government
has not been ''fair" to the grant receivers, and some
"clever' advise on how, supposedly, to rip off these
grants!) We have, therefore, taken it upon ourselves
to provide a thorough analysis of the capitulation of
Canadian radicals, in our next issues.

Some self-criticism is in order here, too. If we
would have understood a year ago, as we do now, how
profoundly pathological the Canadian left is, and how
weak and incompetent the radical activists and left
intellectuals are, we would not have promised to pub-
lish a magazine every two months. We would have sta-
ted then, as we must now, that TRANSFORMATION
will be an irregular publication until such a time when
enough people will emerge to do serious intellectual/
self-critical work.

What this means is that we intend to continue to
publish, despite the rather considerable difficulties
in our way, and in order to go on with our work, we
need your continued support, both in terms of money
and constructive criticism. We will continue to need
subscriptions, as bookstore sales are a give-away
from our point of view, with most bookstores taking
a 40% cut. We also need bulk orders for study groups,
political formations, conferences, university classes,
trade union caucuses and so on, since these latter
have been the most effective and economical methods
of distributing TRANSFORMATION.

We sincerely hope that this issue has been worth
waiting for. On our part, we will be waiting for your
critical response. m "
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By Marjaleena Repo

“Marxism is a theory of liberation or it is nothing”, Raya Dunayevskaya, Marxism and freedom.

Perhaps the most visible phenomenon (and the
most painful) on the scene of social change in
Canada today, is the lack of any real left alterna-
tive to either bourgeois or liberal radical politics.
The left in its totality consists of small groupings
and tiny organizations, all equally alienated from
the working class population and unable to effec-
tively challenge the power of the present rule and
the systematic disorganization of the working
class, undertaken by the liberal radical elements.
On the contrary, these left groups that appear to
compete with the middle class radicals, do so
only in terms of out-doing the latter in liberalism
and misleadership. Thus, for instance the Com-
munist Party of Canada, in its desperate atte mpts
to overcome its prolonged alienation from the
working class, can be found participating in such
anti-working class developments as "'poor peo-
ple's" groups and public housing tenants' groups -
which have tended to be more and more the same -
not as a critical element, confronting the

1

theoretical-practical shortcomings of these groups,

but following instead whatever direction the dom-
inant elements in these groups - the declassed,
often lumpenized working class elements are tak-
ing.2 With its presence, it so happens, the Com-
munist Party helps to legitimize these groups and
to perpetuate them, since although incapable of
providing theoretical leadership, the party mem-
bers involved in these organizations make avail-

able their organizational skills from running mim-
eographing machines to helping with briefs and
other materials.3

The Trotskyists, likewise, have made it their
long standing practice to support a whole variety
of separate interest group activities, and are mak-
ing, in effect, sure that these fragmented activi-

1) See two articles in previous issues of TRANSFOR-
MATION, both of which deal with the role played by
the liberal radicals, ""The fallacy of community con-
trol" and "Organizing 'the poor' - against the working
class', in vol. 1, no. 1 and no. 2.

2) This requires some clarification. The "poor peo-
ple's" groups we have already dealt with in earlier
issues, but the tenant organizing has to be examined
and analyzed in a later issue. Suffice it to state that
most, if not all of tenant organizing in Canada is dir-
ectly financed by the state. A detailed and thorough
examination of the state financing of "radical' activi-
ties in Canada, will appear in our {fifth issue.

3) Recently, after the second "Poor People's Confer-
ence'', held in Toronto, a new group was formed, Ont-
ario Anti- Poverty Association, in which members of
the Communist Party play significant roles. It could
be said that without the Party involvement, the group
would not exist today, and would not be in receipt of
close to $100, 000 in state funds.
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ties remain fragmented. Thus, despite the fact
that they call themselves a movement, with a
definite program (which by itself is a reflection of
an attempt to deal with the totality of experiences
under capitalism), they have, for the last decade
at least, been taking over very primitive attempts
to deal with a particular group's oppression - and
made sure that these attempts remain primitive!

The anti-war movement in Canada, the women's
movement - all initially narrow concerns, remain
narrow through the active interference of the Trot-
skyists, presently in control of the anti-war and
what is left of the women's movement. The anti-
war movement which long since should have star-
ted talking about the war in Quebec and the strong-
hold of imperialism over Canada - talks only about
Vietnam and the WUS, with lame references to
""Canadian complicity''. The women's movement,
which began as an expression of increasing num-
bers of women understanding their overall oppres-
sion, talks nothing but abortion today and has been
reduced, for all practical purposes, to a lobby for
making abortion easier. Similarly, the Trotsky-
ists in the tenants groups, talk housing and only
public housing at that - as if that was all there is
to working class existence in public housing pro-
jects. It is expected that they will soon talk gay -
in order to take over the Gay Liberation Move-
ment - although what is sorely needed now is a
radical critique of homosexuality and not its
wholesale endorsement.

On the West Coast, it appears that a so-
called revolutionary movement, the Partisan
Party, has taken over the role of liberal radicals.
It is they who are advocating "community control™
(over the police, for instance) and attempt to
organize "the poor" (welfare recipients, the unem-
ployed, and "street people'). And they are ad-
vocating these things not by introducing a working
class content to the vacuous demands, but by pre-
senting these same "classless' concepts with an a
abundance of ''revolutionary' rhetoric of the Power
to the People variety.

The rest of.the Canadian left, the Canadian
Party of Labour (CPL), an extension of the U.S,
Progressive Labour Party and clearly dominated
by it, the relatively recent formation, the Can-
adian Liberation Movement (CLM), the Commun-
ist Party of Canada (calling itself, for some un-
known reason, '"Marxist-Leninist"', CPC (M-L),
the Canadian Weathermen imitators such as the
Red Morning in Toronto and New Morning in Hal-
ifax, and a new development, the East Coast
Socialist Movement (ECSM), remain both physi-
cally and theoretically absent from the issues
affecting the Canadian working class, unless these
are strictly labour union struggles, such as strikes
and the demand for Canadian unions. The so-called
“"anti-imperialist" struggles, advocated by various
groups tend to remain within the confines of the
campuses, and have little or no relevance to work-
ing people in this country, such as the 85% quota
on university teachers, advocated by the CLM,
which is in reality nothing more than a demand

8

for "jobs for educated Canadians' - hardly a
radical (going to the roots, that is) demand. The

same can be said about the petition campaign
("National Petition for People's Canada''), initia-
ted by CPC (M-L), in which they collect signa-
tures for assorted - and often repetitive -
statements, such as '""Canada belongs to the people",
"The Canadian people have every right to kick the
U.S. imperialists out of Canada', and "The
Canadian people have the sacred and inviolable
right to fulfill their national aspirations of
independence and the building of a prosperous
Canada'. The petition has circulated on the
campuses, where students are sufficiently alien-

ated from any reality to perhaps even sign it (about
10, 000 people are supposed to have signed it), j
since it commits them to nothing at all. But try
to take the petition to working men and women in
this country, and the first person with a head on
their shoulders would point out that it is totally
absurd to collect signatures for something that
cannot be "petitioned', namely independence and
socialism. Meanwhile the busy-work of the
petitioneers continues. ..

In its present state of alienation from
the society around it, the organized left in Canada
can not, it goes without saying, be the slightest bit
helpful to those activists, students, workers and
professionals alike, who are prepared to move
beyond liberal radical and narrowly economic
demands. Those few activists who might venture
near the left organizations, seeking some real
direction, invariably become turned off left
politics in general and what is offered to them as
"Marxism" in particular. Others simply find the
left activities from the ultra- Maoists to the
Waffle - ritualistic, bizarre and lacking in human
content - and therefore do not even go near them.
Unfortunately in both cases the activists' political
development becomes arrested - a condition
prevalent among activists all over Canada and
in all walks of life.

It can then be said - and this will be
repeated over and over again in this article - that
the major obstacle to the development of a
dynamic, vital, creative Canadian left, in touch
with the needs and aspirations of the oppressed
humanity in this country (working class men and
women, native peoples, the Quebecois), is not
the ruling class, the state and its various sectors
but the left itself. Whereas the ruling class

obstructs by design and from its class perspec-
tive, the left obstructs out of ignorance and sheer
incompetence. The former one understands and
struggles with, the latter is harder to forgive,
since as Henri Lefevbre so aptly puts it:

"The wor‘ft alienation is the blocking up of devel-
opment. "

4) Henri Lefevbre, Sociology of Marx, Vintage Books,
1969, p. 9. T



The undialectical left

What, then makes the left so incompetent?

There is one critical failure that encompas-
ses all of the present left groups from the old
Communist party to the newest developments.

This is their inability to perceive reality dialecti-
cally and to deal with it (to act) accordingly. This
inability - as I will take the opportunity to demon-
strate - has lead to the gross failure of the left

to deal with the quality of life (the experience

of living) in a (relatively) highly developed

accurately be called "economist', and which sees
man as ""homo economicus™, a largely and often
purely economically motivated animal. The left
will talk about ""imperialism'’, "capitalism',
"bosses'", '"exploitation'’, ""profits'’, and so on -
but only in terms of how these phenomena affect
one's pocket book. What they will not talk about

is the central experience in a capitalist society
(and, sorry.to say, in many so-called socialist
societies as well) which Marx called '"alienation
of labour'’, the estrangement of the producing man
from his product (be it a thing, a service, an idea

or a work of art) and through this from himself and

industrial society. All groups and formations,
without exception, share a view which can

his fellow human beings (see Note on alienation
of labour, p. 9). This experience, as we will

Note on alienation of labour

"What constitutes the alienation of la-
bour? First, that the work is external to
the worker, that it is not part of his nature;
and that, consequently, he does not fulfill
himself in his work but denies himself,
has a feeling of misery rather than well
being, does not develop freely his mental
and physical energies but is physically ex-
hausted and mentally debased. The worker
therefore feels himself at home only dur-
ing his leisure time, wheareas at work he
feels homeless. His work is not voluntary,
but imposed, forced labour. It is not the
satisfaction of a need, but only a means
for satisfying other needs. Its alien char-
acter is clearly shown by the fact that as
soon as there is no physical or other com-
pulsion, it is avoided like the plague. Ex-
ternal labour, labour in which man alien-
ates himself, is a labour of seli-sacrifice,
of mortification. Finally, the external
character of work for the worker is shown
by the fact that it is not his own work but
work for someone else, that in work he
does not belong to himself but to another
person,' (Marx, "Alienated labour', in
'Economic and Philosophical Manuscripts. )

For a beginning discussion of how bourge-

ois sociologists ignore the phenomenon of "ali-

enation of labour', see the review of James
Lorimer's Working people, in TRANSFORMA-
TION, vol. 1, no. 3. For an elaboration on
how so-called Marxists also have ignored the
concept, one would do well to read Raya Dun-
ayevskaya's much neglected work, Marxism
and Freedom (first published in 1958 and re-
cently with a new paperback edition), and Is-
tvan Meszaros Marx's theory of alienation
(Merlin Press, 19770, should be out in paper-
back also), as well as Henri Lefevbre's work,
Sociology of Marx, Dialectical Materialism,

and his most recent, Everyday life in the mod-

ern world, Of these Dunayevskaya's book is

by far the most readable, since she has a pas-
sion and ablility to communicate to the oft for-

gotten "average reader'', whereas Meszaro's

work reads like a PHD thesis and Lefevbre,
despite his brilliant insight into the meaning
of Marx, and the distance between Marx and
the s',-called Marxists, has forgotten that
there are people outside university circles who
want to know, Thus he writes unnecessarily
obscurely.

All these authors understand the political
significance of the rejection of the concept of

""alienation of labour' by the organized left.

As Lefevbre puts it:
"For many and obscure reasons institu-
tional Marxism refuses to listen to talk of
alienation. It either rejects the concept or
accepts it only with reservations and pro-
visos. The dogmatists see it merely as a
staging post in Marx's thought, quickly su-
perseded on the one hand by his discovery
of dialectical materialism as a philosophy
and on the other hand by his formulation
of a scientific political economy. (Capital).
To them it seems misguided to bring back
the concept of alienation, independently of
any idealist systematization, so as to make
use of it in the critical analysis of 'reality’
and incorporate it in the categories of so-
cial sciences (especially sociology) or so
at least they pretend. Why? Obviously for
political reasons which are both short-term
and short-sighted. We cannot confine the
use of the concept of alienation to the study
of bourgeois societies. It may enable us to
to uncover and criticize numerous forms
of alienation (of women, of colonial and ex-
colonial countries, of work and the worker,
of 'consumer societies', of the bourgeoisie
itself in the society it has fashioned in ac-
cordance with its own self-interests, etc.),
but it also enables us to uncover and criticize
ideological and political alienations inside
socialism, particularly during the Stalinist
period. Institutional Marxists choose to re-
ject the concept so as to avoid such risks
and to blunt its cutting edge." (From the
foreword to the Fifth Edition, Dialectical
materialism, Jonathan Cape, 1968, pp. 16-17)




find out, is ignored and belittled by the left as
something trivial and "private'" - in contrast to
the ""substantial” content of economics. Not sur-
prisingly, since the left in its totality does not
understand the actual concerns and life experi-
ences of the people they claim to represent, it
remains permanently distant from these very
people.

On the reverse side, the working class in
its totality is barely aware of the fact that the
left exists: it knows the left groupings from in-

frequent newspaper reports of political demonstra-
tions, from occasional newspapers and leaflets
handed out to them (if they happen to be on a
strike), and the once-in-a~while political posters
which appear so out of place in a working class
neighbourhood, calling the inhabitants to protest
the war in Vietnam, to join an "anti-imperialist
struggle' or an "area revolutionary co mmittee"

or just simply to "'smash imperialism'' or to
""'smash racist unemployment".

One would think that the left in Canada
would be most acutely aware of its alienation,
its lack of impact, and that there would be an
ongoing, systematic investigation as to the
roots of that alienation. Nothing of this nature is
taking place, however. No discussion, debate,
theoretical struggle, seli-criticism, or re-
evaluation of positions. On the contrary, all pre-
tend on the one hand that they are making great
strides. On the other hand, when cornered, they
put blame on the Canadian working class, which
acoording to them hasn't yet reached the level
of consciousness required for them to embrace
these would-be vanguard groups.?® There are
references to the corrupting influence of the
"affluent society' and optimism about "objective
conditions" worsening so as to send the working
class running to their patiently waiting saviours.
The real possibility that these left groups have
nothing to offer to the working class - in the past,
in the present or in the future - has not yet i
entered the collective awareness of the left. If
this possibility were to be seriously entertained,
it just might be the end of the existing formations -
and the beginning of something qualitatively dif-
ferent. The participants of these groups just
might discover, that economics - the pocket
book - is not where it is at on this continent, or
perhaps anywhere in the world.

What the question of ""dialectics' and "alien-
ation of labour" then comes down to is that these
two terms cover complex realities, and are not
just convenient terms that indicate that one has
read the "right" books. To be undialectical, re-
fers to a life-long process, to which we, all of
us living under capitalism (and under so-called
socialism and communism) are subjected to, and
through which we are deprived of our critical
intellect and creative expression. And not to
understand the concept of "alienation of labour' is
to fail to understand the totality of our experience
in these societies. This totality of experience is,

berals who never connect alienation to its struec-
tural roots. It is therefore a real crime that the
left simply ignores all manifestations of aliena-
tion and is hung-up on something it calls "eco-
nomics."

This article, then, very specifically
attempts to describe, ever so briefly, what capi-
talism does to human beings - including those
who call themselves theleft - and how the left
is unable to challenge the processes by which
this system takes hold of our bodies and souls,

mutilating and crippling us until the great ma-
jority of us are unable to resist or rebel against

a most brutal and anti-human social order, and are
particularly incapable of transforming it into any-
thing qualitatively different.

The left, in other words, merely reproduces
the same processes that bourgeois society creates,
although under different labels. Instead of a
church there is the political organization that re-
quires total subservience and an uncritical atti-
tude on the part of its members. And, to take
another example, instead of advocating qualita-
tively different male-female relationships, the
left offers puritanism (Maoists), promiscuity
(the attempts of the elements on the New Left to
"smash monogamy''), and homosexuality (Gay
Liberation, as supported by various left groups
today. eg. the Trotsyists, the Waffle, Women' s
Liberation), all phenomena which are literally
forced on us by the present social order.

(On this question of sexuality, the left has failed
to develop a concept of healthy sexuality, for the
simple reason that more often than not these
groups regard sexuality as a '"private matter",
and not as a major political issue that it truly is.)

What, then, is dialectics?

The task of making intelligible the aliena-
tion and experiential impoverishment of the Ca-

‘nadian left, would have to start with a brief dis-

cussion of dialectics. With a dialectical approach,
I mean a mode of perceiving reality which takes
into account the material forces and concrete
conditions behind various phenomena (social,
economic, cultural, psychological, physiological,
etc.), understands the interconnection between

' these phenomena, and at the same time views all

phenomena as active processes, constantly going
through quantitative and qualitative changes,
which are the results of internal contradictions
inherent in all phenomena. (This means that all
matter, all phenomena change from within and
are not dependent on "external factors' - in

socio-political contexts called "outside agitators'.)

It is important to remember that without the
inclusion of the active process historical materi-
alism alone becomes rapidly the most mechanis-
tic kind of materialism, a simpleminded deter-

5) If it is not the "apathy' of the working class, it is
"labour bosses' or some such thing, holding back the
revolutionary impulses of the workers.

of course, systematically mystified by the ruling
elements and not understood by the radical 1li-

10







