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« ,
le . In the course o" its world development ‘capitalism has k:novm two princi—-
pal historic tendencies in the national question, T™he first is characterised by the’
awakening of national conscieusness and mational movemenis, the struggle against ma-
tional oppressien and the creation of national states. The sec&r.d is the develop— .
ment and intensificatien of -all kinds of interceurse betwesn nations; the »reak-
~ down of national barriers, the creation of the internatichal unity of capitel of
”-economic life in general, of politics science, and culture, g

"Both tendencies," as Lenin remarked, "are a universal law of capital~
isme” The first is more typical of the earlier stages of capltalist develoment'
the second of the epecch of imperiglism amdcscclalist revolutiens. But the first. ‘
tendency has reappeared in new forms~during our own perind -~ the epoch of imperial-~
i8m~ particularly since the Second Imperialist War, as a result of the ZFailure to
this peint of the established wmrking class-parties in the developad oapitalist—-
imperialist countries to carry through ‘a socialist revolutinn which weuld llberate
the colonlal areas, . In the . colonial and nec-colonial warlﬁ thé national struggle
still retains a progressive content, as an integral par!: of the anti-imperialist
struggle.

'Ihe natlonal questisn arises in our own day as the expression of the in-—
complete character of the bourgesis revolution in the oppressed nation, and at the.
sgme time,xthe rotten-ripeness of developed capitalism in the oppressor nation,
0f these features, clearly the latter is the dcminent one, The possibility no long—. .
er exists anywhere e¢f a siriztly bour soistrabionzl Tevolutian: either the national
revolution grows over int o a socialist revolution and the expropriation of the na-~ .
tional bourgeoisie as well as imperialist holdings, or it must degenerate into
some fcrm of neo—-colomallsm, Imperialism excludes the possibility.ef a capitalist
solution to the national question,

Capitalism has become an "inbernational" spmstem only at the cest of
PI“’fOundlyaegravating the natienal question, through the exploitation of entire na-
tions by imperialism, Thus in the imperlalist epcch of capltalist development the
national strugzgle cannot be separated, from the anti~capitalist struggle., The solu-
tion of thls natienal questlon is ultimately bound up w1tl the victory of socie\l—
ism on a “world scales . - . s A
2o In Canaée the province of Quebec, whith is the politieal '"patrie" of
the FTench—-Canadlan natlon bears many of the features c¢f the c'lassical colonial
or neo-colonial pattex'n. The.,French-Canadlan eapitalist class”has never developed -
as a. "normal" natisnal bourgenrisie, Its political subordination to the English-
~Canadian bturgeolsie and the latter's American and British allied capitalist inter-~
"‘esﬁs ‘'was assured by ' 1837 and Confederation in 1867, which ended all possibility
of a distlnctlva-t&nch-{}anadlan bourgeois revolutien ’chrough constitutionally le~
galizing the commercial and industrial hegemony of thHé Engllsh-Canadlan capitalist.
‘elass supported by British imperialism, - Deprived of its own contral over tariff pol=-
icles, money and hanking, gna the other aceutrements »f the normal "nationgl™
state, the small French—Canadlan brurgeoisie was faced fdr all time wi‘!;h the ob-
jective neeessity to cooperate with, and the’ difficulty of competing abalnst the
Ene,lish-(}anadlan bourgecisie, oA
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3, .Ag_,a,result, Quebec passed through- its industiial revdlution, notés a "ma-
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tional"'ecohomy,lbutlaé‘a funéti&n of North_American and Canadian capitalist devel-

opment as a2 whole, This is clearly demonstrated in contemporary Quebect's economiec
structures: on the one hand, a cempartment of large-scale high productivity, rel-
atively recent enterprises and -industries, largely dominated by extraction (raw
materials) and primary products irdustries, and prcdueing primarily for the ex-

port market; on the other hand, a parallel but scarcely related atrata of small-

scale low-productivity older enterprlses devoted to secondary manufacturor , and =
producing mainly for the demestic (provineial) market, It is within this 1attermmgin~
alssctorof the Quebec economy that the fecble French-Canadian bourgeoisie is al-
most entirely confined, This is the svurce of its economic weakness as a class. '

4. ~~+ This basic pattern of capltallst dcvelopmen* in Quchec has had important
repercuss1ons fcr the French-fanadian proletariat, Average personal income in Tue-~
bee is 32 per cenmt., lower than that in neighbouring -- and equally industrializ- _
ed ~- Ontario; average wages are 17 per cent., lower; and unemployment levels

in Quebec are ameng the highest in the country, scarcely excecdecd by ‘those Of'the'
ecnnomically-depressed Maritime provinces, While wage rates in large-scale in-
dustry are, thanks to trade union organization, roushly commensurate with those in
similar *ndustrﬂes elsewhere in Canada, they are extremely low in the small-séale
industry producing for the domestic market, While Omtario's legislated minimum 0
wage is $1,25, that of Nuebec is only 80¢ an hour, The French-Canadian bour-
geoisie has a direct interest in the maintenance of low wage rates, Thus, all class~-
es of the French-Canadian population suffer a subordinate position economically

and politieally, within the Canadian eoenfederation, This is th¢ source of French
Canada 's exploitation as a nation, This is the source, also, of its natinnalist

ccnsciougness as an opg;asseu natioxu moe -t
S, . Natlonalist consciousness is common to some degree among all elasses of

the' French-Caladian nation, 4s the galvanizing factor behind the social ferment in
Tuebec to-day, it is a powerful and wholly progressive. force in raising the cldss- ©
consciousness of French-Canadians, their awareness ‘of their exploited posi%lon wi%h—-
in the Camadiez cenfedexrat ipn. However In Quebec -~ a hibhly industrialized soc~ °
iety, closely integrated ‘historically wi%h;n the Nbrth‘American capltalist ecenomy;-
lacking & landless peasantry, and with a develoPeﬁ industrial workingz class -- nat~‘i
ionglism is by nc mesns- an unalloyed phencmznon. In its 'purer™ forms, _the new-
nationalist consciousness assumes a separatist orientation, But separatism. both as
ideology and muvement, has tended to this point to remain the polltical preserve -
of sections of the Wuebec petty-brurgeoisie and the generally ~ professionalized
"middle classes" -~ thosc elements most conscious, of being "blocked' from accession
to the highest  pests .of Enblish-domlnated 1qdustry and administration, and least ca=-
mable recause of their secial hetrogerfty of playing an imdependant rele po*lti- L
cally, Separatism ks, in large part; a reflection .of their frustrated gggigg 5 plaf
an‘indépendan+‘class role. It ‘has nét Fecelved significant support among those classes
direetly invrlved in.the actual proﬁuctlve processes. ' .

6.5"' The French—Canadvan bouI“GOISle has hlstorlcally qerved as a partial yet
-ineffectual buffer between- the - FTench-Canadlan,Wnrkers and farmers, and the glant

North Ameriean capitalist interests operating in Nuebec., It has been, and remains :
not the competitor, but the complement °f those intercsts. It 1is in the most gener—
al sense dependent upon-imperialism - for its own continued existence as a class, _
insofar as American imperialism prov1des the main seurce of invesirert within Qusbec,
enl & major squred of available loan capital for Quebec¢ businessmen and their-—
government, All'the-ooztempcrary efforts of that government to ease the provinces

e
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vulnerable and one-sided dependence upon foreign market conditions, simply aggravate
the massive contradiciion facing this national capitalist glass:- the primary source
of the large-scale inveé%ment requlred for the Lesage ﬂovernment's proJects to’ thls
end is 1ocated in .....;...‘the Americap capital market. -

However, 1nsofar as it is ‘now belatedly developlno some of the characteristics
of a classic ™ational" bourgeoisie -- a boureoisie with few direct responsibilities
in large-scale industry — the French-Canadian capitalist class's desire to be the

-~ ~competitor of” forelgn capltallsm,—— impossible of realisation —— translates in some
circles-into a certain latent (or, .perhaps mere accurately, vestlglal) seperatism:
e.g. half-serious propésals for Massociate state™ status with English Canada, etc.
(But without massive riationalizations, an Associate State of.Quebec would mean

- ‘simply a " new and more degenerate form of neo-colonialism. ) The possibility of
a future seperate or Mautonomous” State of Quebec must not be entirely ruled

- outy however; it is hardly a probable hypothesis. Even a seperate socialist Etat.
du Quebec encircled by a capitalist North America is hlﬂh‘ly unlikelyy given the -
1nterrelated character of the Canadian class struggle, at least up to now.

Overriding all considerations regarding the political direction of the
Fréench-Canadian bourge0131e is the obvious and important fact that that class cannot
play, even if it wants to, a role really independent of North American capltallsm
as a whole., Politecally, it strlves mainly for a greater maneuverability vis-a-vis
the English-Canadian state and, hence, foreign-capital. The corollary of this is,
that it cannot resolve the natlonal question -- precisely because it will not “and
cannot llqpldate capltallsm, the source.of.that question., -It is ‘Mnational" ... but
also, bourgeois. This fundamentdl paradox is yet another indication of the
supremacy of’class issues over national issues in the Quebec struggls. B

7. The struggle of French-Canadian workers and farmers is not orienting towards
vhe Zormation of a seperate state at this time. Althouszh the pan-Canadian and North
Amerlcan labor movements have often failed to -give adequateé recognition and support
to the super—exploited Quebec workers within their unions, the essential ‘unity of
interests of those workers with English-speaking workers both in arl out of Quebec
is only seldom being serlously challenged, even today.. Some of the most mititant
actions -- e.g., the postal workers® strike, as well as the impressive vote
registered among French-Canadian industrial workers for the NDP, the party of the
predéﬁnantly Engllsh-Canadlan labor movement; in the most recent federal election —-
demonstrate the already-existing interaction and 1nterre1ated character of the
Quebec and Engllsh—Canadlan class strugvles.

The movement toward rejection. of 1nternatlonal 8fP1]1at10ns in favor of the
creation of autonomous Quebec unions linked with the C3N, which was particularly ~
marked”in 196&, declining dragtically in importance and scope’the’ following year, "
represénts’ essentlallJ a rejection, by larve numbers of the most milifant workers,’
of thé Bireaucratic and chauvinistic misleaderships of those "irtermationals™ —-
leadershlps which have tended to.obstruct the growing wave of militaricy among
Quebec trade unionists. he w1despread demand for full autonomy for Quebec 106813,
either within or without the internationals -- a demand which is wholly progressive
and which deserves the support of all class struggle militants — represents not a
rejection of the‘pr1n01ple of internatipnal solidatity, but is rather ‘ah ‘expression
prlmarily ‘of the more advancéitempo -of the contemporary class struggle in Quebec.
Thus,” the QFL's "Natlonal Caucus" at its-last convention could, w1th perfect '

con31stency, call for trade unlon autonomy and a special constl—
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tutional statute for Quebec (some partisans also calling for an" aut onomous" labor
" party formation), yet at the samec time "oppose a relaxation of the ties betwesn
~ Canadian and international unions", as the only viable basis for the forzing of
Teal 1nfcrnatlonallsm ——— the free unien of equal partners ~== in the labor move-
, u&nt. ' :
) ‘Nationalist consciousness, insofar as it exists among French-CanaCiznindust-
rial workers, is qualified by the faet that the most militant and bitterly-ccntested
strike struggles in recent years have bean fought 1n the low-wage, low-productivity
sector of the Quebec ecconomy, and against the marginal French-Canadian bourgeoisie,’
which has far less maneuverability than its English-Canadian and American allied int-
.erests., A corollary to this generalization: 1t is already clear to advanced layers
of the French-Canadian working elass that the approaching Quebec revolution canno® sim-
‘Ply be a nationalist revolution but rmust irmediately take up the socialis®
tasks, the expropriation of private capitalist holdings, French-Canadian as well as An-
glo-Canadian and American, and their planned administration »y the workers themselres,

¢

8a. It follows from this that the French-Canadian proletariat, whieh vill be
Torceld to resolve even the national tasks of the Quebec revolution, 1s not funda-
mentally interested in a separatist solution »f its national problem, The strugsle

in "uebec 1s -a -soeial ~ a elass -- struggle, and there is no evidence to sugcest
that. the demand by revolutionary socialists for categorical separation from the Canad-
ian state would in any way raise the political censcilousness ané combativity of the
Trench~Canadian workcrs and farmers, Objectively, the class struggle in Tuehec as
elsewhere in Canadn still remains orienter volitically first and foremost aszainst
the central overnment and regime, That sovermment —- Ottawa -~ holds all the major
political powers of the Canadian (and Nuebec)capitalist state., It represents the uni-
ted interests of big Canadian capital, both Bay and St. James Streets,

Te Nevertheless, in its organised political expression, the new nationalist
consciousness -- the subjective factor — is reflected in the demand for a seperate,
autonorious party of the “uebec workers and farmers -- a party with full control over -
its own- spructures und progran, The Parti Socialiste du Nuebec is amajor move in this
iirectlon' leading elements of the Nationalist caucus of the Tucbec Feleration of
labour are sympathetic to this demand. Such an indigenous mass labor party appears to
a likely cevelopment for the not-too distant future. Revolutionary sccialists should
solidariZe with the demand for an autonomous labor party in nu¢bec ', Agitation for
autonomy in this casze reflects the rejection of a bureacratic, ignorant and eHAuvi-
nistie English-Camadian and American leadership in the NDP and Iabor rtiovement, Re-
volutlenary socialists likewise profess no confidence in these "leaders” and their
refornist -- henee inadequate — programs., In this sense, the demand for "autono-

oy" 1s an expression of the relatively advanced tempo of tho strugzgle in Quebec, As
such it has a grogressive content, But it represents primarily a limlted, transition-
al stage in the advancement of French-Canalian workers towards a full understqndlne }
of the class charzeter: and pro-capitalist ideology of that hureaucvacy, and th01r ne~l
cﬁssity to pose a CluSS—GODSClOUS oppositlon to 1it. :

Unliko thc nationalists, we do not generalize our occeptance and support
of autonomous crgapizations,’ - Sueh ‘Support on our part has only a tactical character..
Our ‘eriterion here is whether or not sueh’ autonomy represents 2 step forward in the g
organization of the class independent of the bourgeoisie. And within "national" for-
mations we call for the closest fraternal ties with the elass organizations of the
English-Canadian and American werkers.,
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10. The question of autonomy has arisen :among our own forces mainly as an
extension of its almdst universal acceptance as a proposition among the leading
"1ayers of the French~Ccnadian revolutionary left. The proposal far the ereation of
»”a formal special statute for our Quebec forces assunes several differin- varients:

“ a) full "autonomy", a separate party with its own program and independent leadership;
or b) some form of "speclal statute"; the ingtitution, for example, of a "bination-
al committee a united Canadian sestion, the French-Canadicn comrades in turn en-
joying a fixed mlnimum or proportion of representation, regardless of their relative
‘numbers., vis-a-vis the English-Canadian corrades,

Two na jor considerations are reievanf“t&‘any resolution of this question:
a) our organizational anct pOlithul concepts’dnd b) our estimation of the direction
" of the. strubgle for self—determ1nat1on and socislism in French Canada,

‘ .

11, . Wé are a world party, because the interests of the working class are inter-
" national, oOur world movement is a centralized one, in which all national sections are
subject to the judicious interventis>n and discipline of the Internatiomal through its
leading bodies and congresses. Thus it is misleading te speak in this sense of "auto-
norty” ; no section is "autonomous" Writing in 1922 in defense of Article 9 of the
Comintern statutes, Trotsky made , explicit this, "the basic distinction wetween
“the Third Internntlonal and the Second": '

) "Like each of its eomponent Corrmnist parties,. the International iz a
" centralized organization whose leadership is concentrated in the Executive Com-
mittee, invested with full powers >y a World Congress which convenes annually.
In contrast -to all other internatienal organizationg, steeped in national pre-
Judices, the Comintern is thus not a federation of inmdependent natiomal parties, -
but a unified anrd @reat ‘World Cerrmunist Party. The Internationel has the unques -
tionable right to reject applications for membership and to expel previously
admitteld parties. In the intervals between World Congresses this right is
exercised by the ECCI, That is the neaning of Article 9 of the statutes."
e ome D —1in The First Five Years of the Communist
Internatlonal vol. 2, p. 159 '

R

The Civision of our ipternational movenent into "national" sectioms is the
logical result of the continued existence of notional states —- the normal form of ca=
pitalist rule. The multitude of nation states differing as to forms of rule, languagse,
culture, traditions, and tenpos of defelopment presents to our novement a whole range
of widely differing secondary tasks and specific orientaetions. Obviously it is of %he .
utnost importance that our respective national sections adjust our basic progran to fit
the needs of loczl situatlons that they we sun51tive to local natlonallsm and cultural
dlfferences. e .
The key factor ¢ overnfﬁg”the definition ~f "national"” sections is their di-
vision aceording to self-governing political states. A secondary factor, in coloniés
or in states: which oontgin,w1€51n their borders oppressed nationalities, where the ‘ .
struggle orients around the demend for political autonony, is the dlrectlon of that . .~
struggle toward the creation of autonomous sélf-zovermning political states. In any’
other eonditions, the<creation of a specizl statute for our Quebec section Would zon-
stitute balkanization of the forces of Canadian Trotskyism.

12. Why such a rigid conditioning of thc terns for gn autononous party? The
basic objection to the concepﬁ of an. autonomous:or federated French-Canadian revolu-
tionary party is that it violates our understanding of demoeratic centralism, which
assumes the capacity of the united French- and English-Cansdian leacership, armed with
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9¥ appreciation of the national question, to formulate a program which takes into ac-

.

count the particular features of each of the two nations, and whleh meets .the ‘objec-
tive requirements of each national 51tuat10n.-JThe coiioep+ of eutonomy ‘, vidlates
our principled position in support of the _supremaecy of class politics over national
differences. To deny the comrades of the "other: natlon" the right to decide 4in com~
radely: collaboratlon ‘with us the program of our movement — a pragrém for Which They
too-are responSLble vER members of a ¢ommon movement oriented,toward power, at. the fe~

.. deral l&Vel of govermient’ -2 is to. deny their capacity to rise above whatever'"na+ion-
alr: prejudlces and misunderstandlnps they Prg subject to.t' : e

L " We can tactlcally support autonomy for mass formations of the French-Cana-

“di&n Working class not under our lpadership, precisely because they dd not adhere to

our- program nor are they governed by our orgapizational coucepts., ‘Their polltlcs ‘are
eclectie; their leaderships, pragmaticy They should ‘bPe regarded as essentially trans-
itional fonnatlons; which develop-or staﬂnate depending on ‘the degree of correspondence

Jetween tHeir programs and objective 1e&lity as it is revealed to the workers through
their experiences,. Our support for these aubtoncmous formations concretizes our- -pali-

e

tical recognition of Freneh Canada's rlbht to self-determination. Co L «uzwnv

Democratic centrnlism by contrast is basea on.the "lona view" whlch,ﬁia-
lectac&lly*ﬁescribes the natiopal question Withln thée larger,context ot fhe class ‘ques-

“tione- For us, the demceratic centralist party is the rep031tory ‘of, the most advanced

thought ~of the working class, Tt is'nok% a conglomeration>of conflicting lobbies, pres-— -
sure broups, ‘or diverse 1ﬁeoloe1es contendin;; for organizational and political hegemo-
ny. It 'is centralized, a”cimbat party, with one ultimate aim -- to lmad the working
class to $he conguest of state power and the transition to socialismy To effect that
aim, it is necessary to reject federalistlc organizatiohal concepts. Our program for
the state - self—determlnation —=_.cannot be confused with our concept of the g -.x
democratlc centrﬁllsm.u . S

- ¥
[T . e B
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13. . Our concept of the’ democratxe eentralist party is derlved historlcally from
the Bolshevik party of Lenin's day -- a. party wh;ch succeeded in moblllzlng and uniting
the advanced workers of many different nationalitles oppressed under the Czarist auto-
cracy, to carry out the world‘s first- vsooiallst revolution, In this respect, the po-
licy of #he Bolshev1ks on the or anlzational ‘rélation ef the party to the national _
questlon is partlcularly 1nstrue%ive. Ftr"as Lenln p01nted out in 1905 "in no other

And the mov exe nt against- naflonal Qppr8331on throuthout the Czarist emuire, in whieh
the dlmlnant'Qu351an -nation constltuted only 43 per cent of the total populatlon
te play a key role in the'flnal ‘dissolution nf that emplre./ "Fer the oprressed na-

tions of RUSSlﬁ"the overthrow of the monarchy inevitably meant also their own" national;”""’

revoluflon.“~ (Trotsky, History of the Russian Revnlutien)

In the course of the three Russian revolutions ef 1905 and 1917, national
demands1appeared in all their fomms -- from federalism, to "autonomous" assoc1ate states,
to cemplete separatian and political independence.. The 31gn1flcance of these nation-
alist demands 1n the .context of Russia's capltallst development is well 31tuated by
Trotsky: - -

"Whereas in the nationally homogeneous states the bourgeois revolutions
developed powerful centripctal tendencics, rallying to the idea of overcoming
particularism, as in France, c¢r overcoming national disunicn, -as in Italy & Ger-
many, —--in nationally heteregen¢ous states on the contrary, such as Turkey,
Russia, Austria-Hungary, the belated bourgeois revolution rélcased centrifugal forces..
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In spite eof the apparent contrariness of thesec processes when expressed in
mechanical terms, their histeric function was the same. In both cases, it was
a question of using the national unity as a fundamental industrial reservoir.
Germany had for this purp03e to be united'“Austria~Hungary to be divided."

The Bolsheviks developed their program correspondln&ly.A

"Ienin early learned the inev1tabill+y of this developnent of aentrl-
\vfugal national movements in Russia, and for many years stubbornly fought -- most
particularly against Rosa: Inxemburg -~ for that famous paragraph 9 of the old
party progrem which formulated the right of nations to self-determination --
that is, to complete sepsration as states. In this the Bnlshevik party did not
by any means undertake an-evangel of Separatlon. It merely assumed an obliga-
tion to struggle implacably against every form of national oppression, including
the forcihle retention of this or that nationality within the boundaries of the
general state. Only in this way could the Russian proletariat b:adually win the
confidence sf the ﬂppressed nationalltles. :

®But", contlnues Trotsky, "that was only one sids of the matter. The.
policy of Belshevism in the national spherc¢ had also another side, apparently
contradictory ts the first. but in reality supplementing it. Within the frame--
work of the party, and of the workers' organizations in gereral, Bolghevism -
insistedwn @ ri-id centralisr, implacably warring against every taint of na-
tionalism which might set the warkers ene against the other ~r disunite them. .
While flatly refusing to the bourgeois states the risght to impose canpulsory
citizenship, or even a state language, upon a national minority, B:lishevism at
the same time made it a verily sacred task to unite as closely as possible by
means of voluntary class discipline, the workers of different nationalities.
Thus it flatly rejected the national-federaticn principle in tuilding the party.
A revolutionary organization is not the prctotype of the future state, but mere-
1y the instrument far its creation, An instrument ought to be adapied to fashici-
ing the. product- it ought not to ineclude the product., Thus a centralized organi-
zat ion can.buarantee the success of revolutionary strubr!e - wyen where the taulk
is to destroy the centrallzed oppression of the nationalities,” : : =

--History of the Hussisn Revol u+1en
vol, ITII, pp. ¥7-8 :

There can be no. dsubt that this is an accurate présentationlof'Lenin’sApQ»
sition on the structure of the party, In the spring of 1905 he wrote, in referrirc tu
the oppression of nationalities under'Czarism: ,

"The more onerous this bondaze, the zreate. yet the necessity for ‘he
elosest union between the proletarians of different nationalities, without which
a vietorious struggle acainst the oppression would be impossible. The more the
despoiling autocracy does its Yest to sow discord, distrust and hate between tise
nationalities oppressed by it,..yet the more must we social-democrats work ¢
combine all the isolated social-democratic parties, belonging to diverse nation-
alities, into a single Russian Soc1a1pDemocra+ic labor Party."

—-translated from Osuvres Completes,
tome 7, pbO1, Moscru~-Faris 1974,

In a letter ta Maxim Grrky, written in the latter nalf of February, 19:%. le~
nin was cven more categorical. A . ‘ :

"With us, even in the Caucasus, Georgian and Armenian and Tartar and Rug-~
sian soclal—democrats worked tobether, in a single social-democratic crganization. .
fq; mygre than ten years. This is nu phrase, it is the proletarian solution to the
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national -question,  The only solution. It -was the samie at Riga t60: Ryssians, Ietts,
and Lithuanians;- only the separatlsts the Bund, remained apart. And so too at
Vllna.“?* o
--ibid,, tome 35, p.80
- (emphasis in original)

When, after the revolution, the question of the party's structure was again
raised, albeit in different circumstances, by certain comrades in the.French section,
Trotsky, speaking in the name of the 1eadership of the Communist International, reaffir-
med the by-now traditional distlnctlon nade by the Bolshev1ks between the structures 6f
the state and party : o ) e
at i~k
"Phe federalistic principle is- completely ncompatlble with the,aetual
intercsts of the revolutionary organization. References to the federative constil. -
tution of the Soviet Republic must be recognized as false to the core bgcause the -
organization of the Communist Party cannot be identifiéd with the organlzation of
the Soviet State. 1In all the Federated Rerubnlcs the Communist Party is unified and
rigidly centralized. Communists in the Ukraine, in Georgia, in Azerbaijan and else-
where are linked with Communists in Moscow, Petersburg and so .on, not by. elements eof
federalism but by elements of strlgtest democratlc centralism. Only thanks to -the e
unity of this centralized organization of the working .class ﬁhs Soviet Russia. able to
defend herself in the struggle against. .her countless enemies. The International
categorically warns against the appllcatlon ofw the princi ples of federalism and .
autonomy inside a revolutlonary party which.nust be the m1¢h€§ lever of revoluy-
tionary actlon.” : :
: ,~JPhe~First Five Ygars of the Qommunisg S
. Internatiomal, vol. 2, pp. 144-5, New . =
Vyﬁj_,YGI‘k,’*l-QA:ﬁ.' T S T SR SR

Sl . TR
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14, .So rméh, then, for the position of the Bolsheviks on this question,.-Given
that Quetee- cannot be con31dered a colony in which: the primetry struggle is.ong fer po- :°
litical independence frori the ™metropolitan". country, it seens clear that there is mo
fnetitication fur the furnation in Cahada of -the first federated Bolshevik party in his-
~wry. Even if, as is the case, the Canadian bi-national state departs from the "normal”
pattern of homogeneous single-nation states, this does not in itself change the essen--
tial orientation of the struggle for socjalism. .in Canada., That: strurgle remains, as it
happens., directed first and forenost acainst the ecentral- regnne. That that regire vio--
lates the rights of one of the two nations is yet another very ‘powerful argunent against
the base of that regime -- the capitalist system., But the national oppression of Quebec
py English-Canadian and American capitalisn, far fron constituting an argument for se-. ¢
paratism, simply adds. greater urgeney to the necess1ty for the defeat of. can1+allsm,..?* e
in North Aperica as well. as Quebec., - : R 7 _ TR IR L
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15. However the very fact that the questlon of autonomy has been poseﬂ at all

-~in itself, a manifestation of the great importance of the national question to our
work in Quebec —- sugcests that  such a categorical, formal presentation of the question

is perhaps too simplistie, Our concept of democratic centralism does not rule out the
possibility of making certain provisions withih a single Canadian n party designed to take
account of the suspicions on the part of sore. Freneh-Canadian revolu+1onary .elegenks of«. ™
"domination™ by am-English-Canadian numerical majority, to show our awareness of the na-
t*onal problem and to permlt the party better to meet the particular taske posed by our
Qusbec work. One such ' conce831on , The choice.of g digtinct name for our, oueben fnrces.”7
-- la Ligue Socialiste Ouvriere; whlch is by no means a. Iitéral translaflon of "Leagues: 07
for Soecialist Aetion" - has already demonstrated 4in a neaningful way our readiness to
"Quebecize" our French-Canadian face. Another, and far more important measure, would be
to give concrete recognition to our appre01atlon of the vanguard role of the French—Ca—
nadian worke;e in the conming Canadian revolution through consciously encouraging the
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advance in the movement's leadership of Quebe¢ camrades, as the American corrades con-
aciously pranote Negro comrades to their leadership,

Sore changes in the internal constitution of the movement should not be
ruled out, It could hardly constitute a vielation of democratic centralism, for in-
stanee, to set up a permanent camission on Quebec charged with the responsibility of
keeping the national camittee infomed of develcments in French Canada, Such a per-
nenent eamission could be constituted as a sub-corriittee of the national (or "federal)
camittee of the Canadian party, composed of all Quebec NC members together with the ,
Politieal Camnittee -- or some variation of that idea, This permanent Quebec cormission
would help serve to educate the party and its lealing eadre, and would be understood by
French-Canadians as a sensiti ve gesture on our part to a question of particular concern
to then as Trotskyists.

These, and other possible measures, should be seriously considered by the

novement in the coming period, as we attempt to conecretize our position on the nmational
question,

186, The national peculiarity of Quebec presents both French~ and English-Cana-

dian. corrades with particular tasks. But there is no reascn why these tasks cannot be
coordinatied within the framework and requirements of a single Canadiar movement -~ a

movement best situated to coordinate the struggle ageinst the Cantdian capitalist regine
and its central government at Ottawa, Far from constituting an obstacle to the growth of
our forces, this position ecan provide us with an unique opportunity to demonstrabe in
practice the meaning of democratic centralism and the revolutionary socialist approach

%0 the Quebec national question, '

March 28, 1966,
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