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The Crisis of Social Democracy in Canada

L.F. Conway

Gerry Harrop, Advocate of Compassion: Stanley Knowles in the Political Pro-
cess (Hantsport, N 5. Lancelot Press 1984),

James A. McAllister, The Governmeni of Edward Schreyer: Democratic
Svcialism in Maniioba (Kingston and Montreal: McGill-Queen's University
Press 1984).

LT. Morley, Seculur Socialists: The CCFINDP in Qntyrio, A Biography
(Kingston and Montreal: MeGill-Queen's University Press 1984),

Nelson Wiseman, Social Democracy in Manitoba: A History of the CCFINDP
(Winnipeg: University of Manitoba Press 1983).

[N THE MONTHS PRIOR to the September 1984 federal election, the polls
indicated a sharp fall in the New Democratic Party's popular support, even in
its western bastion. Media commentators, even staunch party supporiers, pre-
dicted the imminent collapse of the NDP to levels near the Co-operative Com-
monwealth Federation's prostration after the 1958 Diefenbaker sweep. The
NDP was out of touch, it was claimed. The NDP's answers were old hat. Such
views seemed dramatically confirmed by the controversial report by James
Laxer. former rescarcher for the federal NDP czucus, claiming that the party’s
ceonomic analysis and programme were woefully inadequate and outdated.

The NDP's response to the crisis was not surprising. The party made a sharp
right turn and focused ity campaign on “ordinary Canadians,” modestly
defending the social security net und some government intervenlion in the
cconomy, Indeed. the party simply took the ground vacaled by the Liberals as
Turner moved right to meet the Tory challenge. Another first hzd been achicved
by social democracy in Canada: the Commission for Social Affairs of the
Canadian Conference of Catholic Bishops sounded markedly tw the left of
Canada’s “socialist” party. The results, which saw the NDP salvage its posi-
tion in the House of Commons, were heralded by the strategists of moderation
as a mumph. It had worked. And that is what matters above all else in the
hurly-burly of the electoral dance.

These four books, all in various and uneven ways. chronicle aspects of the
continuing crisis of social democracy in Canada. Each adds usefully 1o the

J.E. Conway, "The Crisis of Social Democracy in Canada.” LabowrfLe Travail, 17
{Spring 1986}, 257-265.
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already vast literature on Canada’s tcnta-
five experimeni in social democracy. Not
surpnisingly, all the authors had, or have,
a morc or less intimate relationship with
the NDP. The happiness ur unhappiness of
that relationship informs much of what
each has to say. Harrop is a4 continuing
uncritica! enthusiast. McAllister was a
senior member of the planning secrctariat
of the Schreyer cabinet and remains a con-
tinuing if critical party member and
activist, now in Ontario. Morley is Litle
more than an apologist and propagandist
for the Ontario pany cstablishment which,
as a former executive assistant o the
[eader, he served loyally, and continues o
serve loyally with this book. Wiseman
wus a party activist in Manitoba in the
1960s until he Jeft the party in 1972 as an
unhappy Waffler. As for me, I, oo, wus g
party member and activist in the 1960,
lcaving the party in 1973 when the Sas-
katchewan Walfle voted 1o leave the NDP
in the wake of the repression and effective
expulsion of the Ontario Waffle. Like vir-
tually all weorks on the CCFINDP, then,
these works and this essay are aftlicred by
the  on-poing  Jove-hate  relationship
between the party and clements of the pro-
gressive intelligentsia,

Wasermnan's history of the Manitoba
CCE/NDF [ills & void in published schalar-
ship — and it is a scholarly and thorough
picee of work, despite Wiscman™s per-
sonal pohitical history. He chronicles the
peeuliarities of “*1the Ontario of the pratrie
provinces’” — the setilement patterns. the
cthnic composition, the absence ol muass
agrarian radicalism. the growih of the
working-class movement, and its divi-
sions. Wiseman trics W come o terms
with the provinee™s political schizophre-
nig: g provinee in g repion  touched
repeatedly by waves of popular discon-
teot, yel the province in the region Jeriv-
ing the maost benefit from the Ontario-
oriented confederation strategy. Manitoba
was the most conservative of the prairie
pravinces, yet plagued the federal govern-
ment through its provincial Jegislatore,

Moderates dominated the labour move-
ment. uniike British Coiumbia or Afberta,
yct the only general sirike in Canada’s his-
tory worth the name occurred in Win-
nipeg.

The meat of the book begins in the era
after the General Strike. Despite efforts
by various scholars to emphasize the mod-
erativn of the strike’s goals and demands,
it is clear that the Winnipeg General
Sirike and its ruthless defeat established
moderate  political  bhegemony  in the
working-class  movement  mote  fully.
Wiseman ~hares this view, bot does pot
take it fur enough. Had the strike carried
the duy. and won even the limited
demands on which it was based. the foun-
dation for a mure militant working-class
prlitics could have been liid. The defeat
ol the sirike, and the resultant discrediting
of radical syndicalism and revolutionary
socialism, laid the basis fur the decisive
triumph of moderate sovial democricy.
The outcome split working-class political
and ceonomic struggles, as the gas and
water socialists had long advocared. Tk
working class’  political  stroggle
channelled on (o the parliamentary ¢lec-
twral road. while the ecopomic siruggle
wis channelled into moderate business
utHonism,

From the defeat of the strike onward.
a~ the CCF and its predecessors were
founded and struggled 10 win support, the
forermost lesson of the strike imformed
every move: moderation. Unable to make
a rural hreakthrough? Mure moderution
was reguired. Denounced by husiness
interests as too radical? Meet them head
on with yet morg moderate rhetoric, Una-
ble to achieve an urban ethnic breuak-
through o meet the Communist chal-
Jenge? Depounwe communism while 1rans-
liting  your moderale  programme  into
diverse languapes, Depounced as pod-
less? Retreat nto the social pospel and
clevate the maximum number of preachers
to leadership positions. The Manmitoba par-
ty’s search tor moderation and respecta-
bility culminated in the disastrons deci-

Weilk
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sion of the CCF 1o join Bracken’s "*non-
partisan™  government in 1940, CCF
leader, Farmer, becoming the minister of
labour. After two years of fruitless cffort
to nfluence the government, and a poor
showing in the 1941 election, the CCF lefi
the government.

Almost  immediately the Manitoba
party shared the surge in OCF support
which ovcorred in the mid-1940s, Mem-
bership shot from BOO 1o 4,000, A breuk-
through was made in two 1943 by-
clections: D.L. Johason won Brandon and
Berry Richards took The Pas, which Pre-
mier Bracken left to lead the federal
Tories. Thus on the threshold of an unpre-
cedented breakthrough, the party faltered.
The two new MLAS proved to be too radi-
cal und too effective. Richards in particu-
lar proved a good orator and a brilliant
organizer. (Jvernight the newcomer rose
10 prominence: 4 member of national
council. a provincial vice-president, chief
party argunizer, a possible leadership con-
fender. Almost as quickly he. and
Johnson. were laid low by the moderates,
who above all clse, in the words of Stan-
ley Knowies, did not want to be seen to be
cplaying  footsic with the  Commu-
nists. ™" 160}

There were two central episades in the
demise of Johnson-Richards, and bhoth
hud to Jo with the party’s unhappy rela-
tivnship with the Communist Party. The
CP's tlip-flops on the CCF had been
notorious: first the CCF was a traitor (o the
working class: then the CCF was called on
to join a united front against fascism: then
the CCF was denounced for suppotrting an
imperialist war: finally the CCF was
attacked  for splitting  the  progressive
torces in the war effort, In 1943 the com-
mums J.abour Progressive Party (1.PP)
unsuccessfully applied for affiliaion to
the CCF. [n 1945 the LPP called for unity
on the left, which meant at least cooperat-
ing with the Communists. Both Richards
and Juhnson advocated this  position.
refused 10 recant, and went public. The
party labelled them as ¢ither Communists

or dupes of communism.  Knowles
cmbarked on an unrelenting smear cam-
paign, resulting in the suspension of the
twi MLAs from the party and their expul-
sion from caocps. In 1948 the CCF led the
old parties, despite the controversy. with
35 per cent of the vore. though winning
only 9 scats. Richards was reclected as an
indcpendent CCFE candidate, since the
local CCF refused to run anyone against
him. Johnson, opposed by a local CCF
candidate, was defeated. Afier the clec-
tion, Richards was reinstated, while
Johnson was expelled {later joining the
cP).

This fanaticism about keeping the CP
at arm’s length worsened with the Cold
War. The CCF joined the anti-Sovict
crusade. suppoerting Capada’s pro-U.S.
foreign policy. Richards refused to partic-
ipate in the crusade. attacking instcad
American imperialism, the Marshall Plan,
and NATO. The red-baiting by Coldwell
and Knowles against Richards mereased.
and increased  again when  Richards’
cloquence convinced the 1948 CCF con-
vention 10 pass a resolution denouncing the
Marshall Plan. This was teo much.
Richards and another MLA were expelled
in 194Y. The sorry episode ended when
Richards was defeated in the 1949 ¢lec-
tion. tunning as an independent.

The expulsions, the anti-communism,
and the later moderate Winnipeg Declara-
tion were dll in vain, Having ravaged
itseil’ in an cffort to prove its anti-
communisl credentiais, the Manitba CCF
suttered from Cold War politics anyway.
declining in the post-1945 period o vir-
tual collapse by 1953, But the architects
of maderation hung on, and with the
“new politkcal formula.”” when the NDP
was founded with organized  labour's
alfiliation. hope increased.

The stratcgy of moderation bepan to
pay off in the 1960s. Thc party pro-
graming was shifted further 1o the right.
technigues of electoral organization were
improved, and middle-class  candidates
were found. In less than seven years and
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three elections, the NDP rose from third-
pirly status to power under the leadership
of Ed Schreyer, described by Wiseman as
“pragmatic. nonideological and politi~
cally  respectable.”” (1387 Wiseman's
assessment of the NDP's two lerms 0
puwer. 1969 to 1977, 15 blunt:

The NDP's legislative achievementy . .. were
remarkable for their similarity to programs in
other provinces. Little was done that had no
been dane elsewhere in Canada, and litrle at all
af @ contraversial nature was donce after the fira
tew ycars in office. . .. (125 Lirtle in the NDP
government’s  first  performance  diverged
from what non-NDP provincial governments
did. ¢(139)

In Tact, according to Wiseman, the
NDP had come to ““hest represent smali-1
liberalism.”" “"a party that had come to
geeept the cconomic system which in car-
lier years it was s0 eager o Irans-
form. " (120, 145-6} Indeed, but far the
taste of political rule, the NDP in power
made little or no difference. The tact that
F:d  Schrever, after defeat, vcould be
vlevaied 10 the otfice of governor-general
and then later to high commissioner o
Australia - - jobs gt wovld have been
unthinkable o offer a CCFer in the past,
and cven mare unthinkable lor a CCRer (o
aceepl — seems to confimm Wiseman™s
conglusions.

Of course, Wisemnan can be partly dis-
missed by some as partisan — an unhappy
Watfler who left the party, Opposed 1o the
strategy of moderation, he would not be
likely to concede that the strategy worked
in effecting real change. McAllister's study
of the Schreyer years cannot be sa casily
dismissed. Nor does he take the line that
Wiseman takes, as do so many disgruntled
lefi-wingers. Indeed, he gives Schreyer
the  benefit of the doubt, aceepts
Schrever's own statement of his objec-
tives in power, and proceeds 1o a thorough
analysis of results; in doing so, he restates
the classic dilermnmma of social democracy.
Havinp pursued power throupgh clectoral
means, having done everything necessary
to succeed in a liberal democratic political

system, sovial democratic partics find it
difficule to effect even the most marginal
structural  changes.  Assuming  that
Schreyer wished to move towards
socialisnt, and granting Schreyer the right
to set the criteria for such modest move-
ment, MeAlister does a deft job of unveil-
ing the lack of results.

In a number of documents produced
after 1ts election, the Schreyer government,
under the premier’s signature. published a
serien of "Guidelines for the Sceventies,
laying out the regime's goals. These
in¢luded: more equality of opportunity and
of condition; greater planning: greater par-
ticipation by the people in shaping the
pravince’s destiny: more government prar-
ticipation in the econpmy; and full employ-
ment. Granted, if realized, (hese would
amount 1 major changes in 4 sogiety
dominated by capitalist economic institu-
tions. " (81 Indeed, McAllister  lets
Schreyer speak for himsclf. In 1976, Pre-
micr Schreyer vutlined a main objective of
his government I these lorms:

. to reduce differentiation. to bring about
greater equality, t reward the dignaty of work.
And | de not believe for o moment that the
dignity of sork s rewarded when somebody
who warks an the packing house or stecl milbar
smielter, tull-ume, honest etfort, who waorks n
wsense that s shirt sticks to his back . receines
one-fifth or one-sinth of somebody in an exce-
utive ur professional positon. That is anath-
ema, I suggest, w atrue Social Demovrat.

This is Tine, vague chetortc. But Schreyer
went on 1o setl a specific goal. advocating
a ratio between “"a captain of induostry and
it floor worker in the plant . .. in the vrder
of 2.5 to I and nol mure than that.,” as "y
realistiv goal to strive for,”” (54)
McAllister puts the Schreyer govern-
ment to a relentless, systematic and often
tedious test In a Microscopie examinuation
of Schreyer’s 100 months™" in power.
The legislation was ““not  partivularly
innovative.'” the major structures of the
government went “unchanged.” the plan-
ning secretarial was virtually powerless,
the growth of crown corporations was
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modest, the shift in 1ax burden was small
and not out of line with non-NDP govern-
ments, relations with the federal govern-
ment {which McAllister suggests should
have been maore conflict filled, given
Schreyer's social demogratic goals) were
among the best of the provinces, Tt goes
on and on. Minimum wages remained at
between 30 and 55 per cent of the indus-
trial compusite. Greater participation
decision  making  was  coffected  only
through “*minor measures™ with “litde
impact.” In tact, the most devastating
dssessment is that after cight and one-half
years of NDP rule, when the Tories
returned to power in 1577, very little of
subatance was altered,

Having thus  spent  five  chapters
assessing  the  Schreyer  povernment’s
record, McAllister then examines the
pelitical peculiarities of Manitoba, the
history of the CCF/NDP as 1t moderated
over the years, the transformation of the
Party inte 4 weak organization dominated
by the leader. the shift in class character
and background of the MLAs. and the
characteristics of the cabinet and civil ser-
vice. Each area of study is not new, but
the detail provided on Manitoba gives us
yel anolhier case study of the moderation,
professionalization, and clectoral trans-
tormativn of a social democratic party.
McAllister’s major conclusions are a
restatement of other assessments of other
sowiul democratic parties and merely reus-
sert the classic dilemma: **the election to
political office . . . of democratic socialist
ur social  democratic  parties  has  not
resulted in the implementation of anything
approaching a socialist economy or soct-
cty.”" (89 Finally, ““the overall evalua-
tion of the Schreyer government, in terms
of how close it came to achieving the
ideals of democratic socialism, must be
rather negative.”” (163) His swdy repre-
sears an interesting and wselul cffort T
show how and why this failure occurred in
the case of the Schreyer government.

Lest the Wiseman and McAllister vol-
umes leave you in despair, concluding

that the social democralic project is a
hopeless itlusion, the other 1wo volumes
may act as an antidote. Both tell you
everything in the CCF/NDP is ukay and
that the universe has indeed unfolded as it
should have.

The Stanley Knowles you'll meet in
the Harrop hagiopraphy is very diffcrent
from the red-baiting, radical cruncher
who hunted down and purged those who
played "*footsie’” with Communists, Har-
rop tells us of this “*advocate of compas-
sion,”’ that ‘‘he remembers and he
cares.”” (7) Berry Richards knew a man
who remembered, who carried a grudge,
and finally got his man. Harrop speaks of
Knowles™ “selfless dedication,”” yet his
study reveals the man as a dedicated
uffice secker and holder. In many ways
Stanley Knowles symbolizes the history
of social democracy in Canada. It is the
story ol moederation and compromise
which led down the sad trail, transforming
Knowles from a principled socialist and
pacitist. when first elected in 1942 in
Woadsworth’s seat, to the man who came
fiest to be known as Mr. Pension, until
finally. today, he sits in the well below
the speaker of the House of Commaons, ill,
frail. stricken, kaown as Mr. Parliament.
It v even more pathetic than Schreyer's
acceptance of the impotent office of
guvernor-general.

It is & sad, if revcaling book. It is of
interest if only 10 see how the party itself
preftties its history and tries to elevate its
leading personalities to sainthood. Stan-
ley Knowles was barn in 1908 in the
United Swates. In 1926 he came to Canada
to work as a printer at a newspaper in
Curberry, Manitoba. moving on to Boston
for better puy. Though be still carries his
union vard, Knowles worked as a printer
for less than two years, returning to Can-
ada in 1927 to go to Brandon College to
become a preacher. He and T.C. Douglas
were  classmates, praduating in 1930,
Knowles switched from the Baptist to the
United Church, studicd further at United
College, und was crdained in 1934. While
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working as a preacher. he began his active
scarch for office, running unsuccessfully
federally in 1935 and 1940, and provin-
cially in 1941, In 1941 he became an
alderperson and the next year he won
Winnipeg North Central, which he held
through thirieen victories until 1980, suf-
fering only onc defeat during the Diefen-
buker sweep in 1958.

Harrop points out that Knowles hegan
as a defender of wveterams, the unem-
ployed, pensioners, women, and labour,
but “*he was to go on to become an ouot-
standing defender. .. of the rights and
privileges of the House of Commons. . ..
For the rest of this long career the inclina-
tions of his heart and his mind were never
tu  stray  far  from  the  Green
Chamber.”” (24) Although he supported
Woandsworth's pacifist position on World
War II, he very quickly shifted hus ground
to support the war effort. including con-
seription. In 1954 he was a hawk on the
Korcan War. He became a leading anti-
communist Cold War ideologue. but his
biographer uverlooks this and even ignores
Knowles™ central role in the Maniwba
purges. Throughout his party life he
remained “the incarnation of the party
establishment.” (113) When it was oppor-
tune to denounve communisim, Knowles
denounced it. When it was opportune w
purge radicals, Knowles purged them.
When it was opportune o attack  the
Waftle, Knowles attacked. Bur his biog-
rapher chooses not o go inlo the messy
details, though he admits that Koowles
aclually wavered on opposiog the use of
the War Measures Act an 1970, The book
15, after all, a celebration.

In oiher words, this book is almeost
entirely uncnlightening in any substantive
sense. But it is revealing, and not just as
an example of parly loyalists uncritically
rewrining histery, but abw of another
tragic  afflicion of social democracy .
Knowles loves patliament. He belicves in
i1, reveres it. It is his passion. The honor-
ary appointment te the Privy Council in
1979, which gave him the title ~"Honoura-

ble." moved him deeply, The decision to
allow him to sit below 1he speaker after
his retirement broupht tears to his cyes.
So, 100, dues sovial democracy love par-
liament. Indecd, of all the parties, the
NDP is the staunchest defender of parlia-
ment and its traditions. While Liberals
and Tories view parliament as something
to use and manipulate, the NDP really
believes deeply in i, Tommy Douglas,
Woudrow Lloyd, and Allan Blakeney
were always circumspect of the opposi-
uon’s rights as premicts of Saskatchewan.
Schreyer would never have thought ot
using disruptive tactics in opposition, nor
hesvy-handed tactics in power. Barrelt
never abused the privitepes of the opposi-
tion in B.C_ the way Bennett the Younger
has. And this is part of the legacy of mod-
cration.  Accused  for years of heing
undemocratic, of being reds | the CCEINDP
responded by becoming yet stauncher
belicvers in liberal democracy and i1
paraphernalia. Stanley Knowles has sim-
ply varried that wradition to it logical and
bizarre conelusion,

While Harrop mahkes 31 clear trom ihe
oulset that his is a parfsan view . Morley
dltempts 1o present his celebration of the
Ontario party establishiment gs o dispas-
sienate miellectual analysis. The reader 1s
immediately left specchless by Morley ™
theorctival approach. He suggests that the
hastory of 1he Ontario CCF/NDP is analog-
ous W the human organism’s growth and
survival,”™ He elaborates: " The develop-
ment of any mstitution from sectarignism
o seculansm s typical and normal and
parallels the development of the human
personality  from childhoond w0 adubt-
hood. . . .77 (4-5) From there om it ts pre-
dictable where Morley intends 10 take us:
the party's early cadicalism was mere chil-
dishness: the party’s present moderation is
maturity.  According  to Morley. the
Ontario CCF's  personality  has  gune
through five stages of growth.

The first, infantile stage, fasting from
1932 o 1942, was the seciarian period.
Two years after the founding ol the CCF,
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the Ontario section was dissolved and
rcorganized by pational office because
**the CCF clubs had been thoroughly infil-
trated with Communists and Marxists of
more exotic persuaston.’’ (40} Alas, it
was too late, since the United Farmers of
Ontario disaffiliated. offended by the use
of the word “"comrade.®” Alas. further,
the parental rebuke by the nativnal office
did not convinve the party to mend its silly
ways. The Ontario CCF continued to
abienale many by its “"style of presenta-
tion,”” ils "ringing declarations,”” and is
advocacy of an “‘unacceptable . . . degree
of state control.”” The split over the war
invited “‘the wrath of patriotic English
Canuadians.” The party refused to aban-
don its sectarian characteristics. which
included “lack  of popular  appeal.”™”
demands for *“total dedication and sae-
rifice”” from its members, and “distegard
for community sensibilitics.”” But all was
not lost, “like a child, its personality con-
fained the secds of maturity”™ as 2 new
group of leaders emerged who were
“eomfortable in the dominant political
culture.”” {41-5}

This group ushered in the neat stape,
“the pursuit of inevitability,” when the
party was convinced victory was Tiear.
The period 1942-51 was characterized by
preat gains by the CCF, and included two
perivds as official opposition (1943 and
1943). But the dream and confidence were
shatterced in the 1951 election: 19 per cen
uf the vote and two seats,

The next stage, 1951-64. was the
“guest for respectability " Convinced
that its leftism was the problem, the party
developed “'a modern and  moderate
image.””  Gaibraith’s  thought  hecame
influgntial and the parly lcadership pur-
sed “middle-class types™™ for a new
membership base. The failure of the new
NDP to make the expected breakthrough
led 10 the fourth stage. “the quest for
power’” from 1964-71. The party had a
sense of power “tvery similar to that
which 2 young adult feels fresh from
schood or university ., . in terms of aftect-

ing things in bis |sic] own life.”" The
quest for power failed, however, ushering
in the last stage from 1971 onwards, *“the
quest for relevance.”” In Morley's words,
““the party in Omario has become
mature.”” {72, 89, 98}

During this **strange, eventful his-
tory,’” in the bard’s words, the party did
not drift right, as many allege. according
te Morley, but merely adjusted to reality
like any sensible adult. The many purges
which Morley documents must have had
more 10 do with disciplining unruly chil-
dish behaviour than with repressing ideas.
The dissolution of the party in 1934 over
its endorsation of a common front, the
expulsion of a Sudbury MPP in 1948 for
alleged communist sympathies, the policy
“to rout out Communists from all posi-
tions of political influence,”” the many
expulsions of Trotskyists in the [950s and
19605, and the expulsion of the Waffle in
1972, all these do nut signify a rightward
drift. Indeed, ecven those who were clearly
not Communists but who resisted anti-
communism were swept aside, as the
party strove to Cdissociate itself caom-
pletely from the Communists in Can-
ada.” 1206, 84) As Morley says, The
leadership firmly, sometimes almost hys-
terically, repudiated any attempts by the
Communists or others to associate them-
selves with the CCF/NDP and did what it
vould to make the people of Ontario aware
of the purty s basic anti-communist posi-
ton, " (87)

Joe McCarthy waould have been proud.
Bul Morley cannot find & rightward drift.
He concedes, however, that the party
“did not continue to say in the 1960s and
1970s what it had said in the 1930..7
adding: “*It was not so much that the
rhetoric was difterent but that the policy
concerns of the party were different. The
issaes which have symbolically engaped
the party over the last twenty or thirty
years have, with one exception, not been
those of centrad socialist concern.™ (132)
What were these new issues that engaged
the maturing party? They included:
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“liguor licenses for cockrail lounges and
beverage rooms;” ““the problem of per-
milting margarine to compete with but-
ter;” “changing ... hydroelectric pow-
er. .. from twenty-five lo sixty cycles:”
NATO (the socialist exception™; “public
assistance 10 Roman Catholic  high
schools:™ “controlling resource  indus-
tries.” and “abortion on demand.” {132)
But this is not 4 right turn. This is just
maturity,

Morley's bouk s uselul precisely
because it provides a justification lor the
party establishment — it tells us how they
sec themselves uand their actions. The
blindngss is self-evident. But, you see,
the party’s direction had nothing w do
with power struggles and Faction fighis,
with opportunism and anti-communism. It
with just @ process of maturation. Moriey,
who intervicwed gighteen prominent party
figures, did not even bother to inlervicw
leaders of the Ontario Waffle, like Laxer
or Watkins, And he certainly made no
effort 1o find the vietims of varlier purges
to hind vat what they had to say.

While Morley does not go biolugical
on us by suggesting that such eiements
were health-threatening bacteria gobbled
up by heroic white cells, clearly he views
such episodes as irrelevant outbursts of
infantite tendencies that the maturing per-
sonality repressed, much like harbaric
material from the id s repressed by the
scnsible and rational ¢go. As political
theary, Morley's book is self-serving non-
sense. As propaganda, it is marvellous,
cven hilarivus. By the way. you'll be
happy 1o hear that “"the party has not sul-
fered any mid-life crisis.” (232-3) Mor-
ley does not say when he expects senility
to set im,

These {vur valumes raise the question
of whether social democracy. in any
meaninghul sensc, s stil) alive in Canada.
Each crisis in the party’s history. whether
in Manitoba, in Ontarie, or at the lederal
level, has been met with the same simple-
minded solution.  Meoderation.  Move
right. Failure to succeed 1n the early years

was blamed on too much radicalism. The

solution? Expunge radical ideas from the
parly’s programme, expel radical party
members, especially if they are too auc-
cessful in challenges for leadership and
ideological hegemany. When moderation
and expulsions failed to deliver the clec-
twral poods, what was needed? Yot more
moderation. When that fatled, the solu-
tion was better public relations, and new
and more shiny electoral machinery.
When that failed, yet more moder-
ation was required. Socialist or ledt social
demacratic ideas were never given serious
consideration, except in what Morley sees
as the infantile phase of the party’s early
years. Those who  later advocted  Jelt
tens, even modest ones. were swept
aside. The fact that Wiseman and McAl-
lister can only find liberal ideas alive and
well in the Manitoba paety, and that Mor-
ley seex the issue of butter verses mir-
garine as i sign of political maturity, calls
into question the NDP™s ¢laim to the status
of a social democratic, labour-oriented
pehitical party.

Yet the fact remains that the NDP s
seen as the party of the lett, Despite all the
efforts at moderation, despite all the
ideokogical lawndering, despite all (he
purges, the NDP. in the pereeptions of
Tabour and the general electorate. is sill
seen as a soctal democratic party. And the
NDP lcadership, at least ag party mectings,
still thump their chests and proclaim their
devotion to social democracy. sometimes
even b soctalism.

The NDP in the 1980s faces anuther
crisis, a crucial crossroad, as do all social
democratic  parties  in the  advanced
capitalist world. The basic sccurity sys-
tem, developed after the Great Depression
and greatly expanded after World War [I.
i largely in place. though under attack
and crasion from the New Right. Sacial
democrats have no new vision w inspire
popular support. Most have adopied the
position of defending the Past half-century
of marginal gains, rather than extending
those gains into new arcas. The brave new
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world of a reformed, sensitive, mixed
econumy capitalism has not brought the
promised cnhancement of the uality of
life. Income redistribution has failed.
Poverty remains. The inequities of
capitalism persist, indeed, have worscened
in the last few years. The social wage
gains have been largely stolen by the
capitalist cconomy (the bowtom 20 per
cent of income carners stil] carn today the
same tiny share of income they earned 30
years &go. only now a greater part of that
trcome is made up of government transfer
payments; and the gains made arc
financed through a regressive tax system
which has increasingly lightened the tax
burden on  business while  imposing
heavier and heavier burdens on wage and
salary earners). As the fiscal crisis of the
state worsens and the New Right carries
forward its crusade to erode the welfare
system, the political crisis of social
demucracy will deepen. [f the NDP's his-
tory tells us anything, it suggesis that the
response to the crisis will be another move
resolutely rightward.

In those provinces where the NDP has
won power and remains a major party,
Manitoba, Suskatchewan, and B.C.,
social democracy seems content to con-
tinug a game of electoral musical chairs,
Defeated by more clearly pro-busingss
paries. they wait, as the NDP in Sas-
katchewun and B.C. now wait. until the
electorate hurts enough to weelect social
democrats to repair the damage. Social
democracy secms unhcertain whether there
are new fields to conquer, or, if there are.
how 1o conquer them, Guaranteed annual
incomes, meaningful worker partici-
pation, the principled extension of the
public sector, determined pro-worker
labour market interventions.  ruthless
enforcement of fair taxes on the corporate
and business sectors, aggressive planning
strategies 1o use the state 1o direct the
cconemy, such measures seem too much
for them, too controversial. Even modest

but significant reforms, like unmiversal,
publicly funded day care, the unresiricted
right to abortion. universal accessibility to
universities, massive public investment to
improve the guality of primary and sec-
ondary education. and lurther measures to
truly socialize medicine are all viewed
with alarm by the current social democra-
tic leadership in Canada,

Iy appears at this point that social
demucracy is unable or unwilling to make
a further gualitative leap w new coneep-
tions of the use of the state to {ill human
need, Io increase genuine equalily. or t
enhance the quality of life. The leadership
remains mired in the depression memality
centred in work and wages, welfare pro-
tection from starvation and homelessness,
basic health vare. and routine edu¢alion.
Perhaps social democracy has reached its
pinnacle of achicvement in the struggle
for soctalism. Perhaps the very demands
which might inspire a new wave of popu-
jar support can no longer be met pain-
lessly within capitalism. After all, that
was the promise of social democracy in
opposing  revelutionary  socialism —
socialism could be won picce by piece.
painlessly. by stealth, and graduaily.

The evidence i these volumes is
clear. The historical project of social
democracy in Canada has failed. But it is
a failure social demacracy refuses to ree-
ognize. Hints and glimmerings of that
failure have been recognized by clements
among the warking class and its sapport-
ers in provinces where power hay been
wor. But caught in the “least of evils™
clectoral trap, there appears to be no seri-
ous alternative but to suppirt the NDP and
to hope for the best. And these books in
different wiuys say that the best from
NDP regime is not significantly better. In
a phrase, the working class huas not yet
realized that. even under an NDP govern-
ment, what you've pot is pretty much
what you'll get,
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