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SOME THCUGHETS  ON GO””PV”““T FUNDING 1“CGR1NM3 REFORMIET FCMUNITY
GROUPS AND RADICAL POLITICS v

by Lanny Becknan

I want to cocnsider, among other tring —function of
government fugnding programs for small, ind ﬁ-en* community
grourse. for more than a yeér, 1 have beeA volved in
the liental FPatients Association, a particula ccessfu
exzmple of a community group. I have spend a 1 e amnhﬂ+ of
time pursuing government funding for MPA. Of tbe 570,000 we
have received in our first year, xm the arge mago”v+"
has come from goverrment, particularly t“J al government
(CY”\— $14, CC0: OFY - €5,000 last year and expecting $27,000 ¢
this year;— LIP - %385 ,000). I strongly bell~vm that the success

U
of MPA ( sgroup of ext emely ovppressed rto totally
disorganized people) is crucial. My views on government funding
are shpped large’"‘bv ny commitment to MPA. ”May are also
shaped by my socialist conviction that revolutionary change
is necessary in Canada.

T,et me make that the first of-a list of axioms:

1) To solve sccial, economic and political problems,
revoluticnary changes in the stbucture of Canadian soclety
are requlred.
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5) Probably the most ppomising and successful 6w& Imeentﬂ
over the past 5 years have been in the gr owth of pr 1
reformist, "single-issue" comnunity r“c" s, X%k

like MPA to or ize on the basis

iv+0“~ﬁﬂﬁli” and to serve very

e e include welfare

oo *pﬁanus CrouDs, b, gay lib, native groips etc.
I believe there a hig ity that the eventual coalition
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of such “eople's groups.can provide an important politjcal base;
further, that tris base will be composed Cf’uﬂﬁ“le who have had
actual experience in organizing, in working with other oppressed
people vis-a-vis real needs and in dealing with established
structurese. x - -

I'm not claiming t“¢+ reformist, communi%y organizing ought
to revnlace explicitly radical organizing (tre +two have to evolve
togethfr) but I bellevo that, of the tw reformist organizing
represents the more realistic =R a‘tevnat1VQ at this time for
building a potential movenment..

Obv1ouﬂ“y, the sovernment has different wiews. 1t believes
that funding community groups will, 1in the lomg run, eithsr
produce no significant changes or, in the short run, will
involve potentizl radicals in harmless, refofmiut activity

and may even put band-zids on a few social preoblems. In any
case, the government views the issue of coﬁmvwitv organizing
and of providing funds as basically tnimportant.

The amount of money invested in prograns like CYC, OFY and
LIP is trivially small. Of the one bll““o dollars spent on
the Winter Works program, only 50 to 100 million went to com-
munity groups. "Comvumztv davelo“mkﬁ*” procrams are given crumbs,
I thinrk the govermments main mo*“me in funding these programs
is PR, is in providing a showcase by creating 8 small number
of jobs while the image crﬂ°t 6 is that problem unen nlovw€nt
youth "unrest" ete. are being recognized and &
Obviously, they are not.

Another characteristic of these programs is thatthey offer
ﬂobs, not to poor,working cl-ss or underclass people, but rather
to unemployzsd, middle class university backgrouvnd young peorle.
It may be the case (and this is probably an element-—albeit a

minor one-- in the government's *otivev that these Jobs will

block the radicalization of middle cla kids. But on the whole

I doubt this is the case. The ”O“P”““* vas begun by pri ivileged

voung people in universityes. The bulk of r initiative

is still taken on by this sort of person. Hhowever, a major

problem in their political grow h- has been the isclation and ivory

tower quality of university politics. The generation of rhetoric
i ty e

«
. about class oppression, DOVer ¢. has occurrsd in a veacuunm.

m . . . .

The dives of university radicals and working class poor alnmost
never meet, just as the student m vement and the labour movement

have ne¥fer formed any viable coalition.

]

. It has always been true of revolutionary situations that
the political leadershin sprang from middle cZiss intellectuals.
However, during the €60s, the gulf between- thece people-and ordin-
ary working class people remained enormous bv virtue of the
solation of radicals at universitjes. During the past few
years, university radicals have--with or withcut ?“VCPHW“Ht
funding--~begun to move out of th unf’ﬂ“c1+" and into (what is

e i
wrongly call°d) the community. 1 see this move as essentiale
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to excvge ete *he number of politically conscious
are working in government funded community grourse.

The number is small he“e as everywhere. I aiso don't zmx want

to imply that very many funded grours are imminently politicel

or even that they serve PP needs of oppresseé yeo*le. Certainly .
the majority of OFY and I projects are 1igeral in the worst
sense, serve only the 1*vanVPn needs of the middle class

and may even retard political development.
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; capitalism
Cenadian \SREXZEY cannot solve its own problems. Programs like
LIP are ﬁle 1y desparate attempts to polish the surface of the
problens., negardless of government “ollcy, n»position will con-
tinue to gow. The question here for political people is whether
LIf tyve programs will accelerate or impede this opposition,
Ag I've stated i belleve the former to be the case.

Given the present economic situation--which is still f=o
from depression level--I do not see other political al ernatlves
growing more auickly, nor do I see their being retarded by LIP
programs. I feel progressive organizing must occur wherever
possible. Reformist®m grours offer that possibilityd In spite
of itself, ILIP .nd OFY are kindling tnat possibility in a small
number of nrogacus. From my point of view, radi cals (who ao not
have tne vower to abolish LTPS ought to engage in liberating as
much of that money as possible for progressive groups.

In fact, LIP end OFY reco gnize the potential political d: nger
of their policies. orrect for this by building im maximunm

insecurity into the they fund. The g?@ﬁ* mqwo ity of

funds are allotted ries, meaning that no groupz (if it

uses the noney as s n the application) can ever build a

viable economic basce sure the continuatior of the group.

These procrams make or try to) that all funds are scent
soon.as they are is The tressury of erf croup stays alw
close to zero. No al base can be lzid.

I Insecurity is built in by providine *“nu~ for short
pericds of time’ & mos, OFY = 4 mow*ﬁﬁ, CYC which used to

sign 2 year eontract now will onl ign ccn*r“cts for one ,
year at a time.) rogram generate a large
number of small, v nd tra group manages
to achieve any n of siz neg will be ter-
min-=ted (as MFA hs n told 't receive funds
for '73, the reaso ng tha ablished). The
government's goal make fundlng is cut off before
a groupr becomes polit: 211y thbeatening; the group's goal is
to make sure that it is threate v the time its funds are
cut of:,

< ¥
@t is important to press for a) longer serm fund ings

b) a greater p proportion of fundélk, allotted to nonuv'*dﬁy ex%en—
ses and c¢) fewer restrictions on the use of fumds, ie., treasuries

should be =2ble to built up, capital expenditures ought to be
permitted etc. I don't iracine the fovernment wlll respond too
positive Y to these demands, however, they're more likely to
acguiesce here than to proposals of abolishing community funding

programs., '

-~

While the meney is available, it should be used to build
community egroups. <The ~overnment will retain its policy of
funding only small, short term projects (636@9% for backward

established agencies like the YLCA) Political hope arises from
the bos"*b ]f+* that these small groups will %”*"q to merge into
a people's collective of grours. Otherwise cormunity groups will
remain fragmented and powerless 2s have explicitly radical groups.
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I believe that money for real groups will
when they become a ﬂotnntlnl threat to establis
Tne obaectlveq of +kuse grours ought to be %
base so trat when funds are terminated, the gr
disintegrate, but will ccns+1tute a viable orga
for further political action.
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eloﬁ a collective
(s) will not
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