' Since 1963, the n:mnh to re-cstablish a Marxist-Leninist

Comm-t Party, a lr\xly professional Leninist Party linked

the proletariat and its class allics and capable of leading
tlmnmn planned manner: hy

_and inter-connected sides, theoretical, political and practical-

. evonomic, as Engels dnmbcl. has (nvzllcd a tortuous,

Reference mnurill publlshod at the uqunt m-do by Party lclivuh in Moniml
at the Rally orglnlud by the Party to usher in the Year of Stalin

The struggle against this latest bpportunist I‘mnl with its
hndquamr- in Peking did not begin ag its leaders would like to
suggest in just the last few years — i.e. since 1974 when Teng
Hsiao-ping mobilized them from the Chinese embassy to
liquidate our Party as part of his contribution 1o the Sino-U.S.
alliance against world levoluu on. No, this fight goes back tothe

headed by Hardial Bains in
March 1963 and the formation of the Progressive Workers:
headed by Jack Scott in 1964, both in Vancouver,

pathin of  founding of the
-all hues. At the eentm of this ntmuiemd lndms it fnrwnd ina
persistent, dogged manner has been the (1963

69), the Canadian Communist Movement (1969-70) and with the
birth of the Party in March 1970, CPC(M-L), led by Marxism-

- 'Leninism and proletarian internationalism. At this time when
~ the Party and its glorious history of struggle is being set upon in
an unprecedented manner by the state, the Moscow revisionists,
Titoites, “Eurocommunists™, but especially by the latest front of’
imperialism, Chinese revisionism and its “three world” theorists
of all types, when the imperialist superpowers are fascizing their
states and preparing for world war, when cvery effort is being
nfude to liquidate our Party and Marxism-Leninism in Canada,

« the communist militants must reflect as never before upon
Lenin's  brilliant theory explaining the bond between

" opportunism and imperialism:

*“The receipt of high ly profits by the inone

of the numérous branches of industry. in one of the numerous
tries, eic., makes it lly possible for them to bribe
certain sections of the workers, and for a time a fairly
considerable minority of them, and win them to the side of the
-bourgeoisie of a gwrn i.ndaurrv or given nation against all. .‘he

BC. As history unfolded these two trends proved to be
irreconcilably oppnsed one against the other because the first

the of the i y youth and
students to. merge the theory of Marxism-Leninism with the
working class through the ion of a genuine
Leninist Party of professiongl revolutionaries, and the second
represented a wing of the labour aristocracy, a stratum of
opportunists who wanted to tie its political destiny to the
pragmatic policies of the Communist Party of China. It i is no
mere coincidence that the whole united front of

uwlut the ornmuunn of Cmniun Marxist-] l.nmmm Wh:n
the I

Teachers b, N Exﬂnph
JukSw{t.thhmonhenw-derumPWM wrotein M.n :

opportunists of all hues were ng
uprising of the masses, the youth and student movement, the
workers' movement, etc,, which weré in upheaval’ against

and The social and

1969 to anti-imperiali youth that they should not take a stand
on the.question of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution in
China because “support for or qppolmon to the cultural
is a socialist question”, that is, it‘is.a’ matter of

Kh exercised a lehold over the trade unions.
The youth and student movement was throttled by the “heroes™
of the New Left, who with the active collaboration of the
revisionists and social democrats, had for several years been
promoting U.S. imperialist theories about the “end of ideology”,
the “death of the ‘old left’ ", and gave riseto allsorts of anarchist,
syndicalist and terrorist lrﬂldl, all of which played the role of
‘tools of’ i ry intrigue for the Canadis to
inflict serious blows against the revolutionary upsurge with their
‘War Measures Act in October 1970.

In May 1968, the only organization which claimed to be
Marxist-Leninist mde from rhe Internationalists was. the

who have posed on the political scene over the last few years as
g;nume Marxist-Leninists™ mke as lhelr starting point the
ion of the Necessity for

Change written for the Necessity for Change Conference in
London in 1967. The heatt lnd soul of this document, its po-
litical: essence, is a d of the necessity for
to smash the ideology of United

States |mpenal|sm, nnd m:vnﬂbly. m one fnrm or another, of
world i In practical

" others, The berween ir
nations for the division of lhe world increases this striving. And
so there is: created that bond between imperiatism and
opportunism, which revealed itself first and most clearly in
England, owing 1o the fact that certain features of imperialist
development were observable there much earlier than in other

terms i meant a political Party
of Marxist-Leninst revolutionaries dedicated to the struggle
against opportunism in the workers’ movement. For those who
grasped the essence of Necessity for Change this meant uniting
the revolutionaries in a political Party based on the theory of the
proletariat, Marxism-Leninism (Mao Tsetung Thought bemg
considered nothing more than Marxism-Leninism

Workers' led since it wast
fo unded in 1964 by Jack Scott. Allhongh PWM had issued a call
for the formation of the Canadian Marxist-Leninist Party in
1964, the leadership proved incapable and unwilling to build
such a Party. By 1968 PWM was on the verge of liquidation
because (I\ey had not organized themselves on the basis of
Leninism in a consistent principled opposition to the modern
revisionist party headed by Buck and’ Kashtan. Instead they
conciliated with revisionism; they were a mere tool of the Chinese
Parly, v:lnch u facts now |how. also played a vacillating,

ic role in its to modern
revisionism in lhu period. Thus at a very critical ji ]um:mm inthe
history of the mass movement in Canada there was no organized
centre of MarxismsLeninism. In Toronto, the PWM, thoroughly
infiltrated by American agents and opportunist elements, split
into two anti-communist factions. One, Canadian leernuon

countries. Some writers,\ L. Mariov, for exmpb are
prone 10 wave aside the ion berween i , and

the | ip of the C: Party of China, which under

opportunism in the working class
Zlaring facr at the present time (1916) — by resnumg 10 Dmnul

those ditions of history seemed to be
leadmg together with the Party of I..nbour nf Alluma lhe

optimism’ (@ la Kauisky and like the foll

cause of the opponents of capitalism would be hopeless if it xlwzro
precisely progressive capitalism that led to the incsease of
opportunism, or, if it were the best paid workers who were
inclined towards opportunism, etc. We must have no Hlusions
about ‘optimism’ of this kind. [t is optimism in regard to
opportunism; it is optimism which serves fo conceal
opportunism. As a matter of fact the extraordinary rapidity and
the particularly revolting character of the development of
opportunism is by no means a guarantee that iis viciory will be

durable: the rapid growth of a malignant abscess on a healthy

body can only cause it 1o burst more quickly and thus relieve the
body of if. The most dangerous of allin this respect are those who
do not wish to understand that the fight against imperialism isa
sham and humbug unless it is inseparably bound up with the
fight against opportunism . . .
property relations’ consiitute a shell which no longer fits its
contents, a shell which must inevitably decay if its removal by
artificial means be delayed; a shell which may continue in astate
of decay for a fairly-long period (if, at the worst, the cure of the

‘opportunist a! is protracted), but which will inevitably be
removed.” (all\emphasés added)
The scientific nce of Lenin's theory regarding the bond

private economic’ and private |

Marxist-Leninist  C

took up a
linc as a pretext to oppose building a Mam:t-l.cnmul Party.
‘This clique has since been liquidated and its rotten opportunist
internal life revealed for all to see, A second clique organized by

struggle against Khrushchovite revisionism and Soviet locml- T

imperialism).

Thus, the central political issue both in consolidating the
Internationalists in Canada (1967) and then re-organizing the
Internationalists in Montreal in 1968 was for the communist

ies to unite in ition to ism and come
under the discipline of Marxism-Leninism — in short to make a
radical rupture with the ideas of the old society. For without a
political Party based on revolutionary theory, as Lenin teaches,
there conld be no revolutionary movement; there could only be
which were merely firemen
in the hands of the i taliquidat ion'and allow:
capitalism to “continue in a .mxlc of decay for a fairly long
pemd" Today all the wretched opportunists who sprung up like
poisonous, mushrooms. after 'the call of the “three world
theorists” in, Peking are in, typical pragmatic and shameless
fashion writing  their apologia for their i work in

an A agent became a branch plant of the trotskyist
Progressive Labour Party in the U.S., and called itsclf the
Canadian Party of Iabour Its hms Tor existence was to split
from the » then headed by
the CPC and PLA, md under the banner -ll nationalism is

“ideological struggle™ between "u)ﬂlhm" whether this historic
‘event should be supported .or opposed. Let us leap ahead of
ourselves a moment and bring attention to the fact that'in
Struggle!, led by Charles Gagnon, in front of a rally of “genuine
Marxist- Lenmw uwMon!lﬁl on October 9, 1976, all of whom
at that time resol d and in their press
“on a consistent basis and took up as their own political line, the
‘thmry of three worlds™, publicly madeself-criticismand bowed
in respect to this same man, Jack Scott. Indeed, in their’
theoretical journal, Proletarian Unity (Vol. 1, No. 3, February
1977), they feature Jack Scott with a photograph and by-linc
reading: “Jack Scott, a Marxist-Leninist communist devoted to
the cause of socialism for more than 45 years . . . was treated toa
numlmg ovation scveral mmun:g long by lhc pamcnpanls
paid homage to his xevululwnlw fidelity and via him, to all
those true communists who modeled the revoluuonnry tradition
of the Canadian proletariat.” (p. S1)

Would a "M-mu-lcnmut communist dc\vuled 1o socialism
for more than 45 years”, a man with “revolutionary ﬁdch
the ions of 1969 advise a conf fan 2
perialist youth to take a so-called;“non-partisan” stand towards *
the Great Proletarian Cpltural ;Revolution. Today Charles
Gagnon and his organization In S;mgg]e! claim great fidelity 10
the Marxist-Leninist line of the PLA, pose as opponents of the

. “three worlds theory” and.try through bluster and lies to paint
: CPC(M-L) with their yellnyfpauw Letus remind Gagnonand In

Struggle! what the PLA, tells international public opinion
regarding its attitude in the conditions existing at thé time
towards the Great Prolptqmn Cultural Revolution: *Our Pariy
supported the Cultural Revolution at the personal request of
Mao Tsetung, who declared to our Party that China was facinga
colossal danger, and that no onc knew who would win in China,
the socialist forces or the revisionists (From minutes of the talk
‘with the delegation of the Albanian Party and Government, May
1966). The Party of Labour of Albania assisted China at a very
eritical moment, when it was going through great upheavals and
‘'was being savagely attacked by the united imperialisi-revisionist

mmmnnry ,ittook up the banner of U.S. i
in Vietnam- under the pretext of opposing Vi

Sfront. ll the general line of | the Cultural Revolution for
the i of th italist and ionist elements who had

revisionism,
Thus, the central issue at-this tite' kb | 'the!formatioh of the
Party of Marxist-Leninists. 1t wab nlot at'all & ‘matter of
oonmcung mm: “malyxis of ' Chinata’s edunomy and in
fashio ing a “prineij ". The

ipal
rissue ‘was'* umung ‘the Marrkist-Leninists ‘in"a’ Party' to fight' '

modern revisionism dht 6hpdrtunism of allTides. But Jack Scott”
and his clique in PWM had as first_prin opposition to
formation of a Marxist-Leninist Patty, de
for over four years, One only nédds to study ‘care
‘Issued by the Canhdidn Ind

ful:ly the two

attempting to liquidate CPC(M-L). In these apologia to
“defend™ their wretched and cowardly attacks against our Party
and the International Marxist-Leninist Communist Movement,
they put on a big mr about being “historians” of the “new

between imperialism and opportunism, the absolute necessity to
“eure the opporfunisi abscess” as a precondition to social
revolution of the proletariat, has been made and is every day
making itself clear to the militant fighter-activists of our Party.
This has been especially 5o in the protracted and insidious war
waged ta liquidate our Party by the Chinese Party leadershipand
its opportunist agents here in Canada since the very founding of
the Party and before. Indeed, as we reflect seriously over the last
four years especially, but also over the very early years of
ing the Party of ‘militants on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism, the most trouble has been made by-those
both inside the Party and the alleged “Marxist-Leninists™
(including the whole gambit of revisionists, trotskyists, “three
worldists”) “who do not wish to understand" the “bond" between
imperialism and opportunism, who uimply do not et that our
social revolution of the proletariat is directed against them, is
directed against opportunism and imperialism. This explains
why instinctively oppnrlumm of all hues wage their war against
us. Every opportunist trend in Canada, every sect and clique, .
from the social-democratic wing of the labour aristocracy
(NDP), tothe modern Khrushchovite revisionists (“C*PC), to all
the sects spawned by Chinese revisionism and ‘its “three world
theory™, the trotskyites and others have one common battle cry:

“Liquidate CPO(M-L)". Thls war lhn lh:y wage under the .
of :

“genuine M
Leninism"”, whmever. is |delmml to |||e wnr wagcd against us by
the by U Soviet and

Chinese social-imperialism, etc. The ‘whole opportunist front is
financed, trained, mobilized and set into action against the
political Party of Marxist-Leninist revolutionaries because
imperialism knows that to “continue in a siate of decay for a
Jairly long period" it must ensure that the life of the “opportunist
abscess is protracted”. That is what Lenin means by the “bond™
between opportunism and imperialism, And for us who are
orpmunl our Party in Canada, a country whose whole history
is bound up with the world hegemony of the two mast powerful

imperialist states in the 19%th and 20th centuries, England (where- °

as Lenin teaches us “certain features of imperialisi development
were observable there much earlier than in other coun-
tries”) and the United States of America which emerged as the
head of the whole imperialist camp at the end of World War 11,
and is today one of the two main

" as they fancy themselves. With all

* manner of lies they are trying to cover their tracks as chicfiains of

all the opportunist, i.c. imperialist, movements which preceded
the formation of CPC(M-L), and against whom the Party was
built winning to its ranks the best revolutionary chmcnh away
from them. With the ge of hindsightthe
playing what they think is a clever game to fool the’ people.
‘What is this game they arc playing in their literary-political
efforts to liquidate the Party? They are trying to claim that the
reason they could not participate to. build CPC(M-L) was
because the “political line™ of the Party was wrong, especially its
analysis of the “principal contradiction” in Canada. For this
reason, they allege, they had to draw clear lines of demarcation
between themselves and CPC(M-L), lines which in fact had been
drawn long before by their refusal to take up the mission of
building a Party of Marxist-Leninists. In order to give some
credence to this fraud about “principled differences over polmcal
line™, lhnl is, in order to give themselves the appearance of being
!.smnm and “most correct” while the Party was “nco-
revisionist”, “nationalist”,
cnmmnlion about the strategy and tactics of the Canadian
revolution. They have distorted every position put forward by

the Party, have been unable even to point out,where the Party's
position was mistaken or inconsistent in itg’anjl: and have
instead put forward, each and every one, théir * iStortions

of Lenin's theory of imperialism. S
Secondly, their opportunist game on behalf of imperialistfi’

etc., they have made a big fussand -

eir posturing

' the

usurped key positions in the Party and state power, though it did
not agree over many questions of, pnnclple and methods which
guided this revolution and were used in it. By supporllhg the
Cultural Revolution, our Party nurtured the hope that it would
find the road of true revolutignary, struggle. led by the working
class alld iis vas ngua.rd. ri;' ymmunist_Party.“The entire period
of the great Cultural Revolution was a very difficult period for
mclali.qm in China, it created a complicated and chaotic
s|tua|mn (Letter ‘of the CC of the Party of Labour and the
‘GoVernmeni of Albania to the CC of the Communist Party anc

(Mamsl—hmmsl *Youth and Student Movement) on February
2, 1969 in Vancouver Concerning the Organization of the
Marxist-Leninist Movement in British Columbia Towards
Buildin; a Genuinely Marxist-Leninist Party in Canada™ and
PWM's “Position on Our Relationship to the Struggleto Builda
Marxist-Leninist Party in Canada” to see the different attitudes
of the Internationalisis and PWM, From the point of vicw of the
Internationalists what is decisive-is to build a Party in order to
“work resolutely towards the defeat of U.S. imperialism in
Camdn and eucwhcte. the ovmhrow of wpllnlum with the
of the of the iat”, with the

clear position that the i of pr
the mlgnnne Progressive Worker) shuuld be used “for struggle
on various problems concerning the building of a Manml-

Leninist Party™.

On the part of' PWM, what was central was esta-
blishing its circle in BC and using its magazine for
“ideological struggle throughout the whole of Canada”,
maintaining “contacts with groups aspiring to build
Marxist-Leninist organizations in other areas of
Canada” and paying lip service to building “one Marxist-
“Leninist Party in Canada.” We say “lip serviee™ for two reasons:
1) PWM had four years (with many militant activists) to build a
national Party and were either unwilling or unable to do so; 2)a
letter sent from PWM to the North American Conference of
Anti-Imperialist Youth, May7-12, 1969 in Regina. If they were
serious about “the goal of all Marxist-Leninistsshould be. . . for
one Marxist-Leninist Party in Canada™ (which they wrote ina
solemn declaration on Februnry 2,1969), why wnuld they writea
letter to the North
Youth and in their first sentence say, “The Prngr:s:lve Wnrkns

*say was “devoted to

of China, Albania Today, nr. 4, 1978, p. 12)
In Struggle! a~d Charles Gagnon have proclaimed themselves
many times against CPC(M-L) and Hardial Bains; they have
proclaimed themselves in favour of the letter of the PLA; they
have proclaimed themselves i m favour of Jack Scntl aman lhcv
ialism™, a man of 4 y fidelity™.
But what are the eloquent faaso(hmnrﬂln May 1969 the | EA
“supported the Cuitural Revolution” because China was “being
savagely attacked by the united imperialist-revisionist front™,

,beuuu it hoped that China “would find the road of true

ggle, led by the workingcl dits
the’ Communist Party”. This is what' ¥revolutionary fi fdcluy
meant to the PLA in the period of the Cultural Revolution (1966-
70). Did Jack Scott not know lhal China was savage]yﬂllu:kcd
by the united nmpem!m-rc\nlmmst front™ Did he not know that
the “road of true revolutionary slmgxl: (is) led by the working
class and its vanguard, the Communist Party™?

How then shall history judge his “revolutionary fidelity” in
May 1969 when he advises the anti-i -imperialist youth two things:
1) “partisan political questions thuld be, of secondary im-
portance” and 2) “support for or opposition to the cultural revo-
lution is a socialist question and one should not require the anti-
imperialist group to take a position on it”. Can any of the
apportunist heroes explain this strange *n:vuluuunary chhl\
froma “Marxist-Leninist evoted t

Let us see what political stand the Confcmnoe. led by Hardml
Bains, took — a man Gagnon and his organization are us
enthusiastic to defame and slander as they are o promote Jack
Scott. First of all on both crucial political quéstions: 1) political
partisanship for Marxism-Leninism and hmldmg the political
Party of the proletariat to lead the ist and working
class mavement and 2) pnhlml support l'ar the Culxuml

and its involves ibil loCPC(M Ly Movemen! is umhle to send a delegate to the North A Revol in China. The

a political practice which they have been g of A alist Youth as we are rejected lht ‘suggestions” of FWM and Jack Scou and indirect

against the Party and m.. 2 since the mid-sixti at present with local organizing™? The answer is made clear in ition to the whole i front took o

‘This practice is ch d by ianism, gossip-  “some suggestions” they offer the youth. Underlying all their  militant, principled stand in support of the Cultural Revolution
ion, character police spying as first ionto the ionofa  which reads in part: “Recognizing that the Great Proletarian

and open physwul violence — methods mhgmed from their ly and i lithic Party based on the

mentors, the Soviet, Ch:neu. Yugoslav, “Eurocommunist™
o S - This

and habit of those
by the it y phil of i lhal
isof 10 oth: 50 ialist

theory of Marxism-Leninism. Point | says:“The

Cultural Revolution has been a genuirie proletarian revolution
, A

movement is the basic unity through which people can be mo-
bilized to oppose imperialism. Inan open and honest anti-imper-

Y. pel
‘and perﬁdlnul behavior in a very self- nghteoul nunner. is stock
in trade for every opportunist. Some of the worst of these types,
thoroughly opposed and exposed within the ranks of CPC(M-L)
lnd pnrpd mli of |h= Party, have, as is common in the
, become the most virulent

. The
communist fighters, the serious revolutionaries, those who have
taken up as their life mission organizing social revolution as a
practical task right here in Canada, have “no illusions abour
‘optimism’ . . . in rqurd o apportunhm

luuxnn-manumm is the stock in trade of opportunism
because its motive is to prolong the life of imperialism, of the
statiis quo, and lull the people asleep in the face of the greatest
disaster: ever facing mlnhnd the preparation of yet another
imperialist world war. The strength of our Party, its links with
mmm.ulhemlymnmlhulmpmﬂumuhbewppu
here. Thus to build-the Party, to strengthen its links with the
Masses, MEANS 10 Wa uggle a gainst opp f
~all Iluu, apeullly this latest “abscess”. the “three world
 theorists”, whose npla’;mwlh'wehvesemiuthm&-
| tyen,

our opportunist eneuucl IM

i and ist agents of
lmpermlum and npmlul restoration. A Party becomes sirong
by purging iiself’; and in an historical period when Chinese

has openly embi United States i ialism it
. would be naive to think that the opportunist attack against our
Party will not increase many-fold.. But for all that the Pzny has
become stronger, ‘clearer, more resolute and - united in its
conviction and determination to build our Leninist Party
amongst the workers and miuuonny ‘masses precisely against

such a manner a5 to turn the %

one which includes all (their emphasis) political
elements opposed to imperialism, people are brought into
contact with socialist (sic)and many other politicat phzlompmu,
and through prlc!we and the presentation of various polmcal
lines by the various political clements, chclop politically. The
main purpose of the anti-imperialist movement is to mobilize as.
many pecople as possiblc to oppose imperialism, and for the
group itself partisan political questions should be of secondary
importance.” (Learn from the Teachers by Negative Example, p.
68) Here is Jack Scott’s revisionist line of “let a hundred flowers
blossom, a hundred schools of thought contend™. This is an
oopportunist political position meant to prevent the < ion of a,

2 le in the ideol ficld between the proletariat
and bourgeoisie . . . exposed a handful of renegades, etc. taking
the ‘capitalist rnad within the Chinese Communist Party and
smashed their plot to restore mmulnm . consolidated the
dictatorship of the prolctariat in China . . . encouraged
revolutionary waves of people’s war lhrnnglmul Snulhmm Asia,
India and Palestine, and ellewhele in Asia, Africa and Latin
America and Y Mmass in
Japan, Western Europe and North Am:rwn by propagating
Marxism-Leninism throughout the world, and has . . . exposed
the true pature of the Soviet revisionist mugnde cliue as
socialist in words but imperialist in deeds, Internally the Soviet
revisionist renegade clique has intensified the suppression of the
Snml penple and spmded up the all-round restoration of

Marxist-Leniuist Party. The letter says, the same

it has stepped up its collusion with U.S.

anti-Party line, “The anti-imperialist movement, as we said
before, must be a forum where, firstly, actions ar!gmpomf to
oppose imperialism, and secondly where various political

hies contend and recruit members.” The other piece of
advice is that the issuc of the Great F

Cultural .

and its of the mvoluuunnry strugglesof
the peoples of various its expl, ion of
various East “ and i its threat of
dggression against China — the North American Conference of

Anu-lmpemlul Youth hails the Great Proletarian Cultural

tables: far from M; Lenin

" CPC(M-L), Mmunn-i.mnnm will liquidate this latest "mpld

.. growth of a malignc th:mhl ied the banner

of “three worlds™. - movement”,

It will be instructive lhenfolemr:vlewlndamyujmbow =

. the opportunists have played their 0

lution as a :mg,hty leap [orward in thé world revolution by

Luti :In'mld nmhem-de_nniwlein(be“-
as “support for or opposition to the cultural
mvoluuon zs a socialist question and one should not require the

Y game

group to take a position on it.” (Learn from the

both P jan forces within China, the
bastion of world uvoluhnn. by re-emphasizing the right to rebel
ngnnn reactionaries throughoutthe world and by exposing the

See plp\)bﬂ“’N WITH REVISIONISM!



L own wih fm-ﬂonum, opportunism, renegacy and betrayal! . . . front page 2

Wmﬂmmwmmuehquu Li
the Simac | Cultural R Litog L the
of the Pry Live M

WTMW&WL&%;MW-

to Him! Death to U.S. I iali

Let us analyze their posturing with respect to their so-calied
“analysis” ol'dum.dlmmmmyndl’-m-mm"—'
called “lines” on the “principsl contradiction” in Canada. First of
l-ll.wuhllanlymrklhﬂheu'lhreewoﬂd“thonmm
indeed

Mnol A Lonl, Long Life
and Al Forms of Reaction!
Er:hh:;l_mm ‘and Oppressed People and Nations of the World
adopted in May 1969- in’ Regina,
© Saskatchewan, under the direct political leymenhlp of l-!:dui
Bains. lmnmmmvdumllkhnnmwmlblempkwhom
actual: political life in those “ancient days™ back in 1969 was
“devoted to the cause of socialism” and uphelding
“revolutionary fidelity™ Was it Jack Scott whoadvanced the line
that 1) “partisan political questions should be of secondary
importance” and 1) “support for or opposition to the cultural
revolution is a socialist question and one should not require the
anti-imperialist group to take a position on it™? Or was it the
PLA led by Enver Hoxha and the Anti-Imperialist Youth led by
Mardial Bains who 1) advocated * the road of true revolutionary
struggle ‘led by the working class and its vanguard, the
Communist Party” and 2) “supported~the Cultural Revolu-
tion™ and opposed the “united imperialist-revisionist
front™ Who adopted a pragmatic stand taking the expedient
opportunist road of capitulating to the pressure of the “united
imperialist-revisionist front™ It was Jack Scott. That is an
historical fact. Who took a principled Marxist-Leninist stand in
; defence of the “road of true revolutionary struggle led by the
working class and its vanguard Commllnm Party” as well as
the Cultural Revolution™ and “assisted China at a

of lhc views po ded hy Mao
Teetung di cipal dicti their alleged
shifting from “principal” to “secondary™ polmnnlldwuled by
the expednnu of the political moment without regard to

uphold.m; pnnuphd Leninist hne of pmlehmn nhs
the
of all huesas a nnlng for nli M-mu-
Leninistsin all ci

Recall that in F:hmry ma. lnk Scott laid m!ls on PWM
being struggle the
whole of Canada”. ln May 1969, he indeed waged ideological
struggle against the resolute Marxist-Leninist stand taken by the
Internationalists on behalf of the Cultural Revolution and
Marxism-Leninism as the only “partisan” position to open up
the revolutionary road in Canada. In July 1969 hestepped up his
“ideological struggle™ against the Marxist-Leninist youth and
student movement by attacking them publicly in his Newsletter:
“The main problem of VSM (Vancouver Student Movement)
. . . and the reason other students at times would rather organize
without them than enter into unity, despite wide agreement ona
great number of ideological questions — has been a leftist-
sectarian style of work which often raises into antagonistic
contradictions -those issues that could remain the subject of
principled debate.” (BC Newsleiter, 01, 1, 1969, p. 10) The

A%hnuuumhvedby - S The seoslasi.

the world are rising, and their ¢ be th
by some sahibs sipping tea in the Himalayas, sahibs

ies” of the alhpd “left” in Canada. 'my say, “For
example; ‘'we frwl that an MpeMen: Canadian trade union

lbemlluo"lx:woﬂdudwholhgnnnmhmlhmr
byclumgt.h-uhepeaplnundonmwrh ”l‘hen:opln on.he

* world are moving towards the liberation of being; it has now.

gone l‘ull circle. The nineteenth eenmry build the stage for the
ng of the century

is of first imp in the Canadian struggle — the
League for Socialist Action (trotskyist)'and the *Communist”
Party of Canada. (how flattering these opportunists are to'the
Moscovite revisionistsl) “think  Canadian workers should
nnmn in the AFL-CIO. The two positions are in direct

this unmry‘ colonialism in its old forms is bemg dealtits duth
blow, and neo-colonialism is being fought on an ever-increasing
scale. The twentieth century will see the final destruction of
world imperialism. Whether the liberals and pacifists like it o1
not, wherever there is exploitation there will be conflict, conflict
between the exploiters and the exploited. No amount of cliches

toeach other— cleatly umty between groups holding
diametrically opposite views on what is practically to be done is
impossible™, This is an utter deception. First of all theirallegedly’
two. different strategies have nothing whatever to do with .
nruuhng to implement Leninist tactics in the practical-
economic struggles of the wnrhng class movement. Farfrom
being dnmgmmlly opposite views” they are identical views:

or plmmdu will change the Only the )!
this exploi and this deh ization will

o
liberate us.
“The historical context of the latter half of the twentieth
century u fundamnmny use context of the struggle between the
and the y (i.e. anti-i) ialist) societies
of the world. The i ialist societies, as by the so-
called Free World nations, are responsible for the staunch
of on a scale also never seen
before in history. Within the context of this struggle, the Anglo-
American young people are rising to lupporl the revolutionary
societies, and. for that purpose are meeting in England from
August 1-15, 1967. The historic significance of this conference
can only he understood with the realization that we are a

central issue of “ideology™ was and remains Leninism
versus idealism and metaphysics, in particular the “idcology” of

very critical moment, when it was goingthrough great

and. was being savagely attacked by the united i i
revisionist front™? It was the Party of Labour of Albania headed
by Enver Hoxha, the international Marxist-Leninist parties and,
in Canada, it was the Interpationalists headed by Hardial Bains.
That is also another historical fact.

But the opportunist front which emerged under the banner of
“three worlds”in 1974-76 assesses history from a different, rather
peculiar, stand. They do not ask the umpk ques(lon of who
stood | up for political principle‘against
front in 1969. For themt this is not, and was not, a very important
question, as in fact all these champions in those days resolutely
opposed forminga Marxist-Leninist Party as well asopposed the
Cultural Revolution. What' is m-gnil‘ed to be the central
question of yesterday, luday and all time is where do you stand
on the " in Canada. According to them,
that was the great issue in [974-75 when they proclaimed their
“three world™ sects in opposition to CPC(M-L). And even today
when in utter confusion and disarray, when this “malignant
abscess on a healthy body” is about to “burst more quickly and
relieve the body of ir”, these charlatan opportunist sects are ex-

Scott d d his ideology by
the ly and political stand he took with
respect to defending his to ism-Leninism,
the building of the Party and the Cultural Revolution.
But in order to shift the focus of attention precisely
away from the question of ideology, i.c. which outlook
and stand should the revolutionary youth and students
adopt to advance social revolution in Canada, Scott tries
to make the question one of “style”. We ‘will return later to
examine this question of “style”, for here again we find
that in practical terms it is really a question of ideology, that
is, lo take a stand with the revolutionaries or with the
state on the grounds that the revolutionaries “provoke”
the statc to attack them. The only point to be made

for the of the new man, the
revoluuomry man, And we are gathering together to demand

both is trade union politics, both oppose
building the Leninist party right in the factories to make them
fortresses of communism. The only difference between them is
that they have different sectional bourgeois interests as they
compete among each other for pesitions in the opportunist la-
bour ari! fora share of ialist plunder. The authors
of this opus do not inform the readers that PWM initiated and
led & trade unmn lmnd not b:sed on Leninism but on anarcho-
inorder that their cadre,
might have positions as trade union functionaries. Indeed one of
their leading lights, a son of the nppcr petit bourgeoisie and
foremost in his “violent opposition” to the Internationalists and
CPC(M-L) has carved a position for himself on the state labour
relations board in British Columbia on the basis of his position as
a “Canadian unionist”. His fellow board members are social
and

of finance upnal In short he is part of

not just changes in detail, but changes on the level.
‘This demand can nnly be pmp«ly d through i
‘work with di hat this work must b ied

bonded to it through opportunist politics and

out at grassroots lcvel, and this must be achicved through mass
work and a mass line.

“We are not advocating just any kind of equitable society. We
are ndvnﬁnng a society based on the principled line; a line that

ideology. All the furor over - the “national
question™ is a bluff ‘and a' dodge to oppose Leninism from
the cover of being “Marxist-Leninist”. Today the charade is
being acted out once again only this time from the other side of

m; question — one might say the trotskyite side — with lots of

of human and the

ion of ion. With full and

lugh Impes. we resolutely recognize the Necessity for Change.”
Of course those who found it expedient in 1967 to lplu from
their organization because they never agreed with the “line™ of
this analysis also found it expedient to plnmm:, the analysis,
then distort it enough to have it published in the national

here is that there was no in the
suminer of 1969 just as there had been none before and since May
1969. Central to Scott’s position in I.hunc yum and wday
remains implacable hatred and

yomh Scan. A: the same time with hxgh

ggery about “pmlvhmt versus bourgeoisie™ and mnkmg
*class struggle unions” in order to oppose building the Party in
the factories, instead acting as eyes and ears for the labour *

'aristocracy and actually becoming a section of itin opposition to

Leninism.

Thus, we can see right from their “introduction” that by posing.
the issue of presenting a “Marxist-Leninist position as we
understand it in the . present Canadian contexi’, thesc

moral self-ri they “genuine

do not hold that the “main thing in Leninism is the

Marxist-Lerinist” * of the P Workers'

Leninism, to the monolithic unity and duuplme of CPC(M-L)

led by Jack Scott. These very same renegades from
the Internationalists who Jack Scott sct on the road to self-

His stand is one of liber: where “all

and “various political philosophies contend and recruit
‘while

communicating each other out of the “new M: Leninist
movement” so fast they don’t even know who to call their Pope
— Teng Hsiao-ping, Tito or Jack Scott — yet stifl they chew
their old rags about “principal contradiction™.

The point is that neither in 1969 nor today the issue
one of pouring through library books to determine_what
is the “principal contradiction” in Canada. The issue in
1969 was to unite the Marxist-Leninists to build the poh-
tical party df me proletariat. issue in 1974-75, as it is,

today, is to hiz Party, 'CPC(M-L), in cppﬂlluun to .
revisionism and opportunism of all hues. This is not to

ical work, iall hcre ||| Canada,
where into the ¢ of

the working class moveum;t which, despite its incredible
practical energy has for years and years been ynpmg inthedark
for lack of Marxist-Leninist l]:mry The pnml is that theoretical
“training of d Y p . is a task of the

very
. been in active oppogition to the formation quPQ(MJJ andi

in 2 number of ad hoc spontaneous
“actions” “against imperialism”. There is precisely the sum and
total of the latest opportunist abscess, the “new Marxist-Leninist
movement”, with their debates, "n‘!eolopcsl struggle”, “where
various meﬂ i d and recruit .No
wonder Jack Smn stole the show on October 9, 1976 at the
“Conference on the, Unity o! Canadian Marxist-Leninists™ in

E sect and ity which has

and some of these leading lights now

being - upper  petit-bourgeois  professionals, took upon

themselves, under Scott's tutelage, to write their “definitive”

“Marxist-Leninist™ analysis of Canada. There was to be no

“bourgeois psychologism™ here; just straight Marxist-Leninist
science applied to the concrete conditions of Canada.

Let 'us then analyze this gem of PWM, Independence and

. Socialism in Canada: A Marxist-Leninist Viewpoint (1970), and

as we do we find that its sum and substance is to make one last.
xmpo‘ent hmencal scream agaum those revolutionaries under
ists headed by Hardial Bains'~

influence in the working class
Canada was there under their banner of “thme worldl and
“isolate CPC(M-L)". Wh iefly the sub-h

In Struggle!’s evaluation of this Opportunist orgy one can
understand why Jack Scott too was in his “ideological” element.
It was an “historicevent” where the “positive aspects were largely
dominamt”, where “mistakes will be rectified next time”, a
cnnfen:nne in which “a mp forward in identification of

and

Party, the voluntary union of the ‘whose li

organizational unity is based on their monolithic -Marxist-
Leninist.outlook and political line. Proof of this historical truth'
is that not a single opportunist sect or renegade from CPC(M-L)
has assisted the working class movement to solve a single
theoretical prnblcm l'acmg the class. On every fundamental
question, whether it is on Party building, the international
communist movement, the Marxist-Leninist line for the workers'
and student movements, the issue of strategy and tactics of the
Canagdian revolation, the queluon of the Native movement, the
national question, the women's movement, the issue of resistance.
to the state, or the question of the struggle of national minority
immigrant workers — the opportunist sects mobilized under the
banner of “three worlds” have trailed abysmally behind CPC(M-

" was made, where the burning
questions of the day were “obstacles to overcome to achieve the
unity of Marxist-Leninists™ and *who composes the Marxist-
Leninist movement in Canada”, a real fete, a “conference on
unity” which was both “an arrival and a departure”™. It was
certainly a departure because once they left the conference hall
they never returned together under one roof. It was a helloand a
goodbye to Jack Scott’s whole ioni Iine of and

ing” a Marxm-Lenmm Communist Party. It should ™!

be added that the Necessity for Change Conference held in*
Lundun in Augusl 1967 dr.cllred llself against the “triple 1 of
and i i ", As we analyze the

| “Marxist-Leninist view” proclaimed by PWM, just as we shall

see laterin nnalyzmg the hysteria generated by the anti-CPC(M-
L) “three wurld” front in 1974-76, w: cannot Ilelp but reflect on
thei andi pervading
this whole opportunist trend.

In the one page “introduction™, the authors expose their utter
impotence and ignorance. First of all they raise the “national
question” in a manner raised by all social reformists, detached
and scparate from the world proletarian socialist revolution.
Lenin proved in theory and the Great October Socialist
Revolution of 1917 proved in practice that the emancipation of

nations is part and parcel of the proletarian socialist

PP

contention” among the “anti-i i Leninist
forces™, i.e. the cabal of police socialism in Canada.

Back in 1969, however, Jack Scott’sallies in Peking were notin
much position to come to his assistance. Thus, afier failing to
stop and liquidate the efforts of the Internationalists to’
orgum:e the revolutionary youth ‘and students into a

. L), distorting the Party's line and
Leninism to take up the same old revisionist, trotskyite, anarcho-
syndicalist positions which bond them to imperialism jtself,
which expose them time after time as being nothing but a
segment of the “imperialist-revisionist front”. In every practical
motion, this “three world™ front has come up in unity with the

Marxist-Leninist organization with the objest of
creating the Party, Jack Scott’s small f PWM members
went into hil ion for nine h iti

against capital, against imperialism and the domestic
reactionary classes. Thus fundamental to the liberation of
oppressed nations is the leadership of the proletariat headed by
its” Marxist-Leninist party to smash inftmnal and cxlcm]

of the prole , and in that case Leninism is the
lmzrmzmmd doﬂrme of the proiﬂanal of all lands, suitable and
obligatory for all countries without exception, including the
capitalistically developed countries”. Because if they did hold
that position they would have advanced as first principle, which
did in words in 1964, the necessity for building the
political party of the proletariat following the doctgine of
Leninism. This is precisely what the Internationalists proceeded
to do in opposition not only to the trotskyites, revisionists,
castroites, etc., but also the “Marxist-Leninists™ of the Jack
Scott-PWM type, ‘i.e., the Canadian branch of Chinese
revisionism.

In chapter 2, “Nati d i ism™, inadditi
ignorant clap-trap such as “feudal conc were not
to the development of. large national communities™ (Engels
teaches us that one of the historical contributions of feudalism
was that it gave risc to national communities, not only large ones
as the glorious national struggle of Albania led by Skanderbeg
against the Ottomnan Empire in the 15th century attests), we find
outright opposition to Lenin's theory on imperialism and the
national question. Their description of imperialism in the
colonial and semi-colonial world is actually a social-chauvinist
embellishment of imperialism. “On the one hand it (imperialism)
introduced advanced capitalist methods, technology and
concepts to many areas of the world still in the grip of feudalism,
but on the other, attempted to prevent the subject peoples from
‘making use of such methods, technology, and concepts for their
own ‘benefit. On the one hand imperialism had to introduce
capitalism on a limited scale in minywunlrlcs but on Ehc other
hand to obstruct the of i class-
s that could challenge its control of the colony.” In such dulcet
tones is the barbarism of imperialist plunder and slavery por-
trayed. It is even suggested that there is a “progressive aspect™
to the imperialist mon.'.ter which Lenin scientificallyana lyud as
“moribund, de lism”. Its law is the

toalotof

encmies. But the opportunists in PWM do not pose the g

in this manner. They raise every side-line issue to confuse the
central point, and then pose a completely false problem, in
=xacr.ly the sam¢ manner as the latter-day trotskyites and

and final statement, an alleged “analysi€” of Canadian
economics and politics designed to plot a strategic line for
hqmdlunl the :!fortl of !he Marxist-Leninists to build a

trotskyites, xevmomm. lice and mass media of the I
bnurgrmm 1o, liqui Po the links between the Party and the
masses — their holy alliance is cemented ‘around the slogan
“isolate CPC(M-L)*
And those who are “the most dangerous of all . . . are those
. who do ndt want to understand” that this “three world™
uppununm front n bonded to unpemhlm. whethcr |: u U. S
Sovie

to note here is the fact
that levenl of the authors uf this last croak from PWM, entitled:
“Independence and Socialism in Canada — a Marxist-Leninist
View" (1970) were, student elements who split from the
Internationalists in 1967 at the urging of Jack Scott. Their
“rebellion” againat the Internationalist leadership was based on
their opposition to the ideological line of “Necessity for Change™.

- Chinese i
Canadian mpemhm — theyareall in the camp ul‘ampemlum
and reaction and’ building the hﬂy means building it against
them.

IL. The fraud of zing” the “principal diction™
is & cover 1o oppose the Marxist-Leninist Party
and Lenin's theory of imperialism

This latest .opportunist abscess which has plhemd on the
healthy body of the Canadian revolutionary movement is not the
first to try -:E hide lﬂ utterly mmn political opportunism
behind an i guise. s such as ;h;
intellectualist Spector and the tnde union Macdonald
their apposition to building the Marxist-Leninist Party behind

Not that those who in 1976 gave a standing ovationto
Jack Scott in Montreal as a “Marxist-Leninist communist
devoted to the cause of socialism™, as a man of ¥
fidelity™ also oppose the ideological essence of the

“Necessity for Change”. The whole Jack Scott-Peking “three
world” front, including the rea! tricksters like In Slnlule! and

posing under the “three world” banner do. They
assert that “the relationship of national independence to
socialism has been a matter of debate for some time now™, and
they, the PWM, are pun.mg forward a “Marxist-Leninist
position as we understand it in the present Canadian context.”
Here we have the heart of the matter. These pragmatists think
there is something called “Marxism-Leninism . . . inthe present
Canadian context”. They assert that “It is not cnough merely to
declare that socialism is the answer to Canada's problems, that
only through socialism will racism, ete.
be done away with. To say this is merely to state a truism, a
truism that is equally valid in the United States, in Vietnam, in
India, in England, and in every country in the world. Surely no
one would argue that the road to socialism isabsolutely identical
in all these countries, and in our country as well. Precisely, the
question is: how is the struggle for socialism to be waged in
Canldl?"‘

Marxist-l

the renegades and their “advisors” who have made
and now proclaim to heaven their love of the International
Marxist-Leninist Movement in their last hope to liquidate the
Pasty through their grotesque charade, have made it their
business 10 laugh and scorn at this document “Necessity for
Change", thﬂerymlnol'whithmdn:hiverdowndmnpmn
But the essence of this in that the y youth
and students maised in the Anglo-American imperialist mhun:
must make a radical rupture from the outlook of

inists in
l969-10 when the central issue on the world scale for all
communists is the struggle against modern revisionism. Like a
true follower of Togliatti, this reformist is concerned about the
“Canadian road” to socialism, a road different from the October

drive for minmum profit through wars of aggression, through
impoverishment and ruin of peoples and the plunder with fire
and sword of peoples and nations, especially of those less
capitalistically devcloped. Right at the time ‘when U.S.
imperialism was waging the most barbarous war in human
history nplrm the heroic V:elnnmm nauan, these * Mnrxlsl-
Leninists”, i.c. Chinese  of i 1i
present not only an embeliished view of imperialism, but a line’
which leads to the enslavement of nations to imperialism and
social-imperialism. They say “in countries dominated by
imperialism . . . the nation would not reach its full development
except through the fight against imperialism. (Their italics.)
Prevented by imperialism from developing fully the national
culture and ic life, the fact of nationhood would
assert itsell most boldly in the peaple’s will for independence and
freedom.™ i

Here we have from the representatives of Chinese revisioni.
in Canada in the 1969-70 period the germ of what is Lo emerge
four years later as the nnu Lemmst theory of “three we-'ds", Be-
sides by that 4 aation can

“partially” develop (for what does “not reach its ful develop-
ment” and “from developing fully” suggest if not (nat there is
sofiie “positive” aspect, some partial development, which is pre-
cisely the role of opportunist ideologists, to soften the conuem-
nation nftmpcmhsm. create illusions, dull the cutting edge of

Revolution. Stalin posed the question to the oppo of his
day: “One or the other: Eiiker the peasant question is the main-
lhfng in Lenbu'mr, nnd in liml case Lemn.ttm is not suitable, not

:the outlook of egocentrism and individualism. ‘It 'is not a

.dncnm-mdedvdhnmboohfurmyﬁdd of the bourgeoisic

uuumdmihenmwnﬂyw"lud“umlndhmn lnfmthe

for P ., for those
which are nol [peasant countries.

y Leninism in its war against cpponumim). the Yine
advanced is counter-revolutionary. Every nation is divided into
classes. The issue is, as Lenin proved in theory and practice, that
the proletariat must, through its Marxist-Leninist Party, lead the
nauon npunn both internal class enemies (the reactionary

landlord classes) as well as against the external

“Or the main thing in Leninism is the of the

_ proletarias, and in that case Leninism is the international

imperialist enemy. In the era of imperialism and prolctarian

pponummmﬁu.mﬁnuthnmemuymtc&lm is
the painfully derived analysis of the leading youth and student

molnﬁmﬂuﬂmwmhlbmkmymfmmme
2 of

headed by its Marxist-Leninist party. Thus, the most burning
central question in Canada in 1969 was the founding of the
Marxist-Leninist Party; no other question was of decisive

political tlmgofeolownndmi-um ism means 1o break from the portance. But PWM, far from presenting a “Marxist-
:?ﬂumgtmmﬁ?h’ om'hl:;kw. fromthe “C"PCforitis . whole worid philos outlook of s life- ﬁmmn" position, had taken up the pmmmn of aclmg as the.
rooudmlhmwm“wl"‘l‘"". experience. shows, embraces the whole range of ideological  buffer for its outright
ism — the ;uﬂ‘n: Whate! mmum:mhukm.emmm of p i -Ihum pp the _ullhc FParty. All
Marxist-Leninist Party, whatever works to ptele"! one's  “Mao Teetung Thought". As farasits their revisit T y about the “national question in
 private capital in thwllﬂ—re\nlb political market, is | any honest person can see where it stood politically: “noamount ' Canada is meant to cover up and hide their rotten opportun-

elenum-mmr

of Cold War slogans is going to prove that people of China and

ist politics which were one and the same as their alleged

It was the

doctrine of the proletarians of all Iamis mmtbfe nndab!ign:ory revululm:l there is no other road forward.

ing & host of sophists and lllnponn.u“M.mu" “for .,nm,,{m,f without the K on the heels of Tito, who advanced

. who the ruling class sets to work n-du andday to i the, Here one must choose.” the line of the * road of , of “non-
.people with lying U8, i is siall For Leninism the mlulwn of the muunal question is alignment”, " etc., in order to open markets for plnnder by the

~masterful in this art of deception as the istry of the dent on the onthe of the p Soviet Hi ti-Leninist line advanced in

1970 by the opportunist ideglogists of PWM became crystal clear
when Jack Scott becaifie-one of the champions of the “three
world theory”™ in 1974. Today, it is clear for all who want to see
why Chinese revisionist agents posing as “Marxist-Leninists” in
Canada want to embellish impealism as having some “positive
aspect”. The reason is because their chauvinist Chinese social-
imperialist sponsors are glutting themselves with foreign finance
apml to “modernize” China so it can take its “place in the
sun” as a world imperialist power. They have become the biggest

page 4: DOWN WITH REVISIONISM!



lwpmg tomeopeonﬁnwthzym
Their _“ﬁshupmmunpﬂ'hlhm is

g /against “imperialism” -- an inter-
imperialist fight. not a proletarian revolutionary fight to abolish

: ﬂplhhndlbo&ﬁmpmllmplmdu from the face of the earth.

“This conocept of the “nation” in a “fight against imperialism”

‘Roadsintoa thesis that *China is confident that countries
freed from the imperialist yoke will invariably, given time,
develop in a progressive direction intcrnally” and that a “united
ront” against the “imperialists” can admit “a country that is
under internal reactionary rule, provided it resists the

] m!ms
. Is not the line advanced in I%QbyPWM the same in
| essence as that advanced by Jack Scott in 19747 It is the same
 anti-Leninist class-collaborationist, social-imperialist line. Itisa
. negation of the proletariat as the class at the centre of our
. historical epoch, the only social class that can emancipate all
*other oppressed masses through its social revolution against
‘capital - internal and external. Can all those who stood up to
applaud Jack Scott in  October 1976 as a “Marxist-
Leninist communist devoted to the cause of socialism™, a man of

“revolutionary fidelity”, not correlate that this.man has been .

pushing his anti-Len'nist, anti-October Revolution line
" consistently since the formation of PWM in 19647 That he
openly takes up this social-chauvinist thesis in 1969 and again in
1974, and can they not correlate that this representative of

Chinese chauvinism and social-imperialism has been the most
' virulent police agent-provocateur to prevent the formation of the
Marxist-Leninist  Party -and its further development and
consolidation? No, they cannot make such a correlation precisely
because they are his class brothers; they are bonded one to cach
other as repn:sentanm of imperialism. Now imperialism has

evolved four years later in Jack Scott’s rotten opportunist book, -

imperialists and refrains from ihterfemg in the internal affairs of .

 monopoly profits by the capitalists” which makes it p

.Wa:hmmmmm
opportunist “three worid" Munnnluthmv-iomu, " more
cliques bound to imperialism and prolongingitsrotten

trotskyite
life. The fight to build our Party today, to strengthen its links

with the honest fighting elements of the proletariat and patrigtic,
democratic masses, means to intensify with ecven more:

determination and vigour the fight that has been going on against
the opportunist holy alliance and its Chinese fevisionist front
right since the time of the founding of our Party and before.
Let us return to the 1969 PWM tract. We have seen how they
falscly pose the issue of “nationalism” in order to oppose
Leninism. What divides their “left” is not “nationalism” versus
“socialism”, but imperialism versus social-imperialism. In short,
their “left”, right since the days the Internationalists waged
mlenuus struggle against revisionism, trotskyism, New Leftism,
anarchism, etc. on the UBC campus in 1963, is divided between
its allegiance to U.S. imperialism, Soviet social-imperialism or
Chinese social-imperialism. This is what their “ideological strug-
gle™ is all about: to which imperialist bloc should they bond
their particular brand of opportunism. It is and has llwlys been
for these Anglo-American opportunists merely a question of
pragmatic expediency as to how best serve their private capitalist
interest in sharing what Lenin describes as “the receipt of high
ble to

d not only mmmhm its rule over Quebec, but even
for English mercantile-landlord capitalism to
hepmboldom!he'lhrtm Colnmeswhxhwettanthevem
of rebellion from English colonial rule. The class which led that

. rebellion which ave me to the nation of the United States of
. America was the capi

class. Faced with the practical politics
of counterrevolution, the Colonial Office in England made a
pact with the reactionary ruling strata in Quebec, mainly the
feudal Catholic Church, the largest landholder in the colony, to ,
the effect that it could share power and keep its hold over the
masses through control over education, religion, civil law, etc.
provided it ‘maintain its onalty to English colonialism. Thus, the
whole struggle for “survivance” was actually enslavemnent of the
rural and urban masses of Quebec by a semi-fendal Church and
its obscurantistideology inalliance with and on behalf of English
colonialism and capitalism. The pact between the ruling elite in
Quebec and the Anglo-Canadian ruling class, whether inalliance
with and subject to British imperialism or United States

imperialism as it evolved in the late 19th and 20th centuries
.remains to this day. The central issue; neither today nor ever in

the past, has been a “language” question. It has been a question
of socio-cconomic system, of which class held state power, which
class stood at the centre of the different historical epochs and

“bribe certain sections of the workers, and for a time a fairly
considerable minority of them, and win them 1o the side of the
bourgeoisie of a given industry or given nation against all the
others.” For a very long time. because of the special monopoly
position of first English, then United States imperialism, the
ruling class has been extremely successful in preventing the
proletariat from giving rise to a monolithic Marxist-Leninist
Party which devotes its boundless revoluuonary energy to
fighting opponum:m to building the communist movement "m

haped them ding to its aspirations and outlook. Today on
a world scale the proletariat stands at the centre of our era. As
CPC(M-L) has maintained throughout its history, the historic
task of liberating Quebec from all forms of national oppression
and humiliation emanating from Anglo-Canadian colonialism,
U.Ss. uupemlnm. ctc. falls to the whole Canadian proletariatled
by its Marxist-Leninist Pany. uniting in the social revolution
against monopoly’ capital and imperialism all patriotic and
democratic forces of the urban and rural petty bourgeoisie, semi-
proletarians and other democratic, patriotic el to

" i.lke mﬂhum of uth:rfalrly recent Clnqdilus, immi

igrants {0
country, drafted u resolution entitled “Victory to the Nlﬂ,

. Liberation Struggle of the People of Quebecl” which has far

‘more scientific mn;lumdprolmmnchuummnitsm tent
than the opus magnus ¢ of PWM led by a veteran im grant
“Marxist-Leninist communist” “devoted to_the cause of
socialism for morc than 45 years”™, a man of “revolutionary
fidelity”, who.was'a member ‘of the Third International and
leader of the “Marxist-Leninist™ I'WM for I' ve years. “This.
resolution states as follows:
| “Recognizing: — ThalQuehecunnalmnoppreuad byAngio—_-_- ;
Canadian colonialism and United States imperialism, that the
Quebec people have been subjugated, exploited, oppressed and
discriminated against, that the culture, polmcs and economics
are in the hands of unpenaluu tnd serve the mtt:em of
imperialism,

~— Thatthe mvolutlonary ltmgale bemg wapd in Quctm:l‘or

" its national liberation is an integral part of the international

struggle against United States imperialism, the number. one
enemy of the oppressed penple and oppressed nations all over |he. :
world including the American people.. £
.— That the heroic Québécois people have been fi ghlmg the
foreign rule for more than two hundred years, that they have no

illusions about the nature of their smlggle nor lhc identity of -

their principal enemy.

— That the Québé ly ,supp_or_t the

people
Canadian working class in their struggle against the common .
enemy - the Canadian bourgeoisic, Inck:y of United Smtes :

imperialism, :
the Nonh American Conference of Ann—Impermlm Youth
warmly hails, and with revuluuonary enthusiasm  ex~ -
presses its solid support for the heroic Québécois people, in-
cluding the national minorities in Quebec, in their just strug-
gle for national liberation from the clutches of Anglo-Canadian’

l d way from its three coordi d and inter

decided 1o set up its “pro-Albania” bloc of anti in

the vain hope that capitalist restoration in Albania will have its.

agents in Canada as the Chinese revisionists kept and nourished
theirs.' But these dreamers are going to be caught with their nose
out of joint again. Like all social-fascists these reactionaries are
looking backward and not forward. They dream that history is

" “evolving” towards capitalism and capitalist restoration and not
towards socialist revolution and socialism. Those who embraced
Jack Scott in 1976, those who had not a single word to say about
his anti-communist tract, Two Roads, written in 1974, thosé who
are united with him in their campaign of lies, ca and
slanders against CPC(M-L) and its leader Hardial Bains, they
should try to understand this much: deeds speak louder than
words. It does not matter how much Charles Gagnon and his
clique In Struggle! wriggle ahd squirm, no matter how much the
renegades and their “advisors™ scream and stamp their feet, their
practical political-ideological unity, despite all their noise about
“ideological struggle” {itself a line propounded since the distant

‘days of 1969 by Jack Scott and PWM), with the opportunists and-

revisionists of all hues to “ban CPC(M-L)", “isolate CPC(M-L)"
is a pact with the Kashtan revisionists (Soviet social-
imperialists), Globe and Mail police forces and social-democrats
representing U.S. imperialism and Canadian monopoly capital
to liquidate and crush the political Party of the proletariat,
CPC(M-L), headed by Hardial Bains. This is the crux and has
been the erux of the question since the establishment of the
Internationalists in 1963 to date. This is why Party militants
grasp Lenin’s theory about the bond between opportunism and
imperialism, and show in daily political practice, in their
ideclogical and political work a gst the pecially

amongst the proletarians, that “the most dangerousofall. . .are .

those .who do not wish to understand that the fight against
imperialism is a sham and humbug unless it is inseparably bound

up: with the fight against opportunism.” This revolutionary.

side.r. the theoretical, the political and the practical-economic
(resis o the itali

What must be grasped then about both this PWM pamphlet
(and all the practical political-ideclogical work of the
organization from 1964-66) as well as the “extraordinary rapidity

+ and the particularly revoiting character of the development of

opportunism” of the “three world”™ variety in the past four years,
is that it has had and has as its sole purpose and aim the liquida-
tion of Marxism-Leninism and our Marxist-Leninist Party,
CPC(M-L). But let us look more closely at the demagogy and
distortions thrown up by PWM in its last gasp to stop the
Internationalists from moving forward to found our Party.

“In order to push their national chauvinist line in opposition

to Leni PWM pletely distorts the history of Cana-
da. It asserts that since the oonque:t of the French colony,
Quebec, in 1760, “Quebec had to develop a national culture and
national identity as a matter of survival in the face of British
attempts to Anglicize the French Canadians.” This
analysis is onc-sided and by following its one-sidedness they,
not surprisingly, land themselves in the camp of clerical ob-
scurantism and more particularly in the Iap of the Catholic-
fascist ' historian, Liohel Groulx, who ‘moreover is the.
ideologital héfo of mdnopdly cdpitalism and U.S. 1mpenal|sp1

- — the ideological gtdfather of the politits of the Union National

under Duplessis and the Parti Québécois headed by René

Lévesque. The historical evoiution of the Frcn:h-:pcnhnl'

Québécois nation is more compl:uled than these “Marxist-
Leninist™ ch of social-chauvini say. First of all the
conquest of’ the French feudal édlony of Quebec by the English
army was the result of an’ intéf~colonialist war foughit in the érd
of mercantile capitalism. The Québécois masses were oppressed
and exploited by the French feudalists and capitalists before the

conquest, as theywere by the English mercantile capitalists and,

blish the dictatorship of the proletariat and build socialism. .

There is no ‘ other road. And as we shall see, this social-
chauvinist line about “survival” in Quebec is nothing more than
da for an “independentist” party, which indeed has

Pr
since 1976 achieved government power in the form of Lévesque’s .

monopoly capitalist, pro-U.S. imperialist PQ, a social-fascist

~ party like Duplessis's Union Nationale, dedicated to preserving:

wage-slavery and national oppression’in Quebec.

The opportunist authors of the PWM pamphlet also promote
the reactionary revisionist thesis, promoted by the scion of the
Anglo-Canadian ruling class, Stanley Ryerson, that there is an
“English-Canadian”™ nation. But they waver on the issue as they
say that this alleged nation does “not have the characteristics of

_nationhood possessed by the nations of Europe and other places

in ‘the world, ... (does) not have the national culture that
Quebec can boast of” and of course, these minor discrepan-
cies are due to “particular factors in Canada’s history”. What
are the “particular factors'™? This “nation” has “always spoken
the language of the foreign imperialist . —  whether
British or American™. Secondly, “most of our population
lives within one hundred miles of the American border”.
Thirdly, “English Canada has had a relatively brief history
as a unified nation. The original act of confederation took
place a mere hundred years ago, and the last of the provin-

“ces did not join until 1949." Thus, this is a “short period for

a national culture and a national character to evolve and
take root” and furthermore “with our dominant culture
being always the culture of the foreign imperialist it is no wonder
that we lack the distinct cultural identity many other nations
possess.”

This subjective drivel poscs as historical analysu When the
Anti-Imperialist Youth met in chma May 7-12, 1969, these
young revolutionaries, without the guidance of a Party and
under the leadership of revolutionaries, a number of whom were,

lonialism and ag the rising: fascism which is being
unleashed by the imperialists on the heroic Québécois people

every day.

Down with Anglo-Canadian Colonhlhm!
Down with U.S. Imperialism! ‘
Down with Fascism!
Victory to the Herolc: Struggle for National l.ibention of the
Québécais People!” 3

First of all llw resolution rasps the essence of national
oppression in Quebec, that it is a product of Anglo-Canadian
colonialism and United States imperialism. All of the
opportunists without exception mystify the question of Anglo-
Canadian colonialism. Indeed mystification of this question is
rooted in the whole “two nation” theory first propounded by the
English colonial governor, Lord Durham, who claimed he
perceived “two nations warring in the bosom of a single state™, all
the way to the social-chauvinist, revisionist theory (also taken up
by PQ) that through some reform the “single state” can be re-
arranged so that the “two nations” stop “warnng” in it.- It does
not matter from what side the monopoly bourgeoisie and the
opportunists come at the question of the Canadian state, they all
ignore its essential feature as an Anglo-Canadian colonial state,
an oppressor state, which must be smashed to pieces by
proletarian revolution so that a genuinely independent socialist
republic can be established which eliminates forever. the
historical problems created by the Anglo-Canadian suppression
of the Quebec nation, the. Indian, Métis and Inuit nations and
tribés, the regional disparities and oppression that the evolution
of the Anglo-Canadian Confederation gave rise to over the past
hundred and more years. All the opportunists and social-
reformists want to relegate the question of Quebec’s national
oppression to a question of reform, when in fact only violent
proletarian revolution can resolve it. :

]
TO BE CONTINUED



