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PCDN is tnnunwng the reference material published at the
request made by Party activists in Monireal. For previous
portions, see Vol. 9 Nos. 12, IS, Jan 13 and 17, 1979.

But what is the sum and substance of PWM's 1969 analysi
Canada? It is that “the development and success of & nn};l:n::

in Canada ‘is absol vital'in our
struggle for socialism, that no advances mwards tha goal of
socialism can be made without sucha and

normmumn.v muw»wu, ""-Fm’ i

involved in raiding “intemational” trade union locals and
organizing some unorganized workers into a “Canadian union™
central. Their politics were and remain bourgeois trade union
politics to the core, and one of their opponnnul champs, as
mentioned previously, has earned himself a position on the BC
Labour Relations Board. All their talk about a “pro-
independence party as a necessary step in the struggle for

that socialists must takean activeand leading role inthe bmldm;
of this independence movement. This is our position, and it is
based on our analysis of Canada’s present social, economic, and
political situation, as well as on our analysis of the historical
dcv:lopm:nlilhll have brought Canada to her present state.” (p.
10). This is mere deception. Their annlys:s of Canada meant
absolutely nothing to them; the issue is that they opposed the
founding of the Marxist-Leninist Party and in order to save
themselves as “political personalities”, as “Marxist- -Leninists” in
order to carry on their dirty work for Chinese revisionismand the
Canadian state, they made as much pressurc as possible to divert
the revolutionary motion of the day on a nationalist mml-
democratic deviation. On the verge of political

natio was a political cover-up to give their
trade unionist politics some pngmll-c. intellectualist cover to
hide their rank opportunism in the workers' movement and in
fact to dupe many militant workers who werc and are in fact
seeking to participate in revolutionary politics.

But the form Tnecessary for revolutionary workers in the
factorics to participate in politics, to take up all the qwemmw of

hiding out in the weeds to “build the pany"" Not until after April

* DOWN WITH REVISIONISM, OPPORTUNISH, RENEGACY AND BETRAYAL!
;BOflSﬂmzz THE PARTY! PREPARE FOR THE COMING

eference material published at the request made by Party acilvlnh in Montreal at the Rally organized by the Party to usher in lho Year of Stalin-

1974 when Teng Hsiao-ping dictated through his UNO speech

that the International Marxist-Leninist Ce

lmw lhey so unlyslm l'rom (Imr po:llmn that the enemy isUS.
the

ialds

should come under the dictate of his opportunist, anti-Leninist
“three world theory”, thus turning the moh.uomry movement
intoan agency for Chinese social-i

memo: Watkins, that the “threat is external
not intérnal”™, And if one isnot convinced llmSco!!hoidsbylhls
theory one only has to reread his treatise in 1974 in which he .

with  United  States imperialism against :umlm and the.
revolution. This is what Khrushchov did to many of the old
parties and this is what his Chinese counterpart had in mInd-for
the new parties as well. This explains perfectly clearly why Jack
Scott s0 vi attacks the fe ion of Ihz Ce

PlrlyofCamda in 1921 against th istideology.

ly quotes his. Chinese imperialist. 3ponsOrs, ay_mg
“Chinaisconfident that e from the
_will invariably, given time, develop in a propeuwe direction
internally”. 'Is that not what Mel Watkins said in 1969, and
despite Scolt’s utterances about "Canadian servants™, is that not
the pract ical political line he upholds when he abandonsthe task

and politics. 1t is precisely this line he himself had advanced from
1964 lhrough 10 1969. With . the reorgamtaunn of | the

lhe :mhnn as well as lud the resi; to

y theorysoas
ld guude their action against opportunism in the workers'
movement and defeat the agents of the NDP, revisionists,
trotskyites, and other opportunist fronts is a Leninist Party
organization right in the nclory Bnt it is precisely this Leninist
political i of. ian clements that

themselves they were making overtures to the section of youth
swept up in the euphoria of social-democratic politics of
“Walfle” in the NDP. Their aim was to build a united front of
revisionism against the Marxist-Leninist youth and hoped in this
manner to prevent the formation and blmdmg of CPC(M-L).
This explains their p lysis of political
parties in Canada. Firstly, they pmsem the most reactionary
idealist view that: “Parliamentary democracy needed political
parties in order to function and the ruling class provided the
required two thatcould go through the motion ul‘ political
contest and its aftermath: government and " This

PWM opposed like the plague.

The real self-exposure of Jack Scott’s anti- -Leninist line is his
lip service in this pamphiet to The Necessity for a Marxist-
mem Parl,vA h ismo luudznl that the I‘WM 'y on

ists in_ Montreal in May 1968 and the serious work
being done by it to prepare conditions for the urpmmuun ol' a

of | Marxist-Leninist Party and calls for a “movement
of socialists and non-socialists” to opposc the external enemy.
only?

The key lhmg 10 grasp is that none of his conclusions follow
rmm his  historical analysis,. his so-called “application™ of

Leninist Party in Canada, the b pi
politics and ideology were exposed and hg ‘was about to be
dumped into the political garbage can.

Thus he was desperate to make his conncctions with the
practical motion around Waifle and other ist circles,

ism-Leninism” to the Canadian “context”. Al the
windbaggery is a mére window dressing, a rationalization poss.
Jactum, a justification for policies already pursued. Historical

rm, uhow cbearly that Scowt simply parasitized off the anti- \

not for.the tactical purpose of winning over the

whlch \ rose up during the open polemics

elements to build a Leninist Party, but precisely to block these
elements from moving forward to make a radical rupture from

the W, is than their

hmldmg n Marxist-Leninist Party. They say: “It is clear that
socialists, specifi r.ally Marxist-Leninists, will not be able to
provide hil m thei and lead that
movement in a socialist direction without a ‘party built on
Marxist-Leninist principles. It isup to the revolutionaries to give
thei d struggle socialist content, but as individuals or

allegedly is “historical materialism™. Just on the most

issue these rascals do not clarify Lenin's analysis that imperialism
means politically a striving for reaction and violence. Secondly,

assmall groups oureffect wnuldbenum al. Onlya
nation-wide party can provide i Such an

the ic ideology and politics prevailing inthe
workers' and popular and

against Kh in 1962-63. Hisstand was not
a principled, Leninist stand, but an opportunist and pragmatic
“manoeuvre. He became nothing more than the spokesman and
salesman fur Chmese wcml lmp:mlnm just as Kashtan was for.

Socialism in Canada” is a manifesto agam‘sl the furmnnun ofa
Leninist Party, itis a of to

This is why Scatt never built
PWM ona Lenmul basis nor waged ideological struggle against
all

Marxism-Leninism.

This brings us to re-cxamine all the windbaggery in lhl!
document which is passed off as *historical analysis™ of Canada.
The authors of this journal are true followers of a well-known
peasant pmgmalic philosopher, Mao Tsetung, who after every

organization could examine the problems and tasks facing it

they bellish the social ic and revis
oy 0

and and act in a collective and

parties, their only beingan ist whining
about the revisionist party scizing a portion of the labour,
aristocracy in the AFL-CIO unions.

About the NDP they say, *The roots of the NDP stem from the
great militant general strike that tied up the city of Winnipeg in
1919." They completely ignore the rise of the CCF in Canada at
the bidding of imperialism to liquidate the influence of the

“ommunist International in Canada. They create maximum -

itlusions about the NDP myjng. “The Watkins Manifesto was
issued within the NDP recognizing the need for an independent
and socialist Canada, and calling upon the NDP 1o ﬂdupl a

manner that cannot be matched by individuals, no
matter how ideologically advanced. i

“To give a specificexample, there are many: sincere people who
regard themselves as snmlnu, recognize the nccessity of

as the basis for i ialism, but do nmngm
that armed struggle must inevit take placé if i
10'be achicved. We have alrcady stated that sich people must be
regarded as our allies — but it is evident that we must not
abandon our analysis and principles in order to work with them.
‘We must therefore continue to point out the eventual necessity of
arm:d struggle —and onlya plny organizationcandothatona
i

programmeé with that goal. ‘The fact that the NDP:

an basis. Necdless to say, there are

other qu which Marxist-Leninists will have .

even agreed to debate the at the recent 5
shows how deep pro-ir i un
* among the rank and file — but the r:snllsof that debate showed
precisely where the lcadership stands on the questions raised by
the manifesto.” This reveals their sinister opportunist political
schemes. whu:h are further revealed by their inclusion of the

intheir aswellastheir

“PWM Commentary” on the Waffle Manifesto, they
a reasonable-basis for broad unity on the left on
some lmpuruml issues.™ Jack Scott md:cd spent considerable
energy “various i ist forces in
support of the document. They state further: “The statement is
also on the right track in presenting the altermative — an
independent - Canada that begins the task of socialist
construction as a sure guarantee that the nation will remain
independent.” What is this but an outright capnulauon to sul:ml-

ta carry out their own separate propaganda and organizational
work both within and outside the independence movement.
“The'formation and development of a genuine Communist
Party of Canada must therefore be considered one of the primary
tasks now facing Canadian Marxist-Leninists. This is nof ro say
that any group of people can just arbitrarily announce
themselves to the world as the Marxisi-Leninist vanguard in
Canada — they would be misieading only} themselves if they did.
But ir does mean that Marxisi-Leninisis, no matter where in
Canacla, must organize groups and movemenis that can lay the
basis for a genuine revolutionary party of the warking class.”
* But what does PWM mean when they refer to “sincere people
who regard themselves as socialists . . . but do not agrec that
armed struggle must me\nu:blyunke placeifindependenceisto be
achieved"? These “sincere people™ are none other than the

di :hm m policy to accommodate Iwms nnd turns of
ist fashion rati yas.
the “shift in pn{mpul contradiction”. Thus we have PWM
ralwnallzmg five'years of opponunm trade union politics in

trends, nor built a Leninist Party

on the basis of Lenidist strategyand tactics. Instead, slipping into

the marsh of trade unionist politics, he took the path of least

resistance in the workers’ movement, which in British Columbia.,

due m its pollllml economy and hmory. is stmnghltorwnrd
lefi-b.

revisionist trade union pollllcs Thus he Jnd his cadres simply
took up “Canadian unionism" and led an internccine dog-fight
against those labour aristocrats in the revisionist and social-
democratic trade union bureaucracy, who of cotirse fight to hald

petition with the and social for  onto their capital. But an.cnd to these politics _was being called
p.oslttunllnl]!t labour aristocracy under the hoax of buildi by the of the and their
"!nd:pcndenl!st“ movement  which would lead to: an  annoying Leninist insistence that words be trapsformed into

rty” and of! h tiny clique
its “own" Marxism-Leninism as each of them “understand it in
the present Canadian context.” The Leninist Party, Leninist
strategy and tactics are not obligatory as an impelling guide to
action: that is, as first principle, a political Party ol’ the
proletariat, a Party of Marxist-Leninists must be 10

deeds. That if in words PWM-: kept calling for-a “Marsist-
Leninist™ Party, then why not unite to buildit. Jack Scottand all
his Chinese imperialist front make a big noisc from 1975 on how
CPC(M-L) tricd to“use” Jack Scott as their *passport™ to China.
The fact is (h:u Jack Scott used his “passport™ from China to

oppose modern No, 10 the M

Leninism as they understand it in the Canadian contexi they find
“the main contradiction here is the one between U.S. imperialism
and its Canadian servants on the one hand and the Canadian
people on the other.” This leads them to quote in agreement from
the Watkins Manifesto, which states, “The major threat to
Canadian survival today is American control of the Canadian
economy. The major issue of our time is not national unity but
national survival, and the fundamental threat is external, not

and building of the Marxist-Leninist
Partyin Cﬂnnda. and, when in spite of him it was founded under
the kadcl’shlp of Hardial Bains, to liquidate the proletarian
Party in its lil’e-and-d:ulh struggle against opportunism in the
working class. .

With utter conumpl these self-rightcous opportunists declare
how “the Canadian people” “have been brain-washed (or rather
brain-dirtied) by all kinds of propaganda”™. They even denounce
the people for bcing racist and “anti-student”. So how are these
Pmudhomsls gnmg 1o bathe the masscs in the hight of their* right

are oing to form a Browderite
&

internal.” Thus, the “Canadian servants” by PWM
afe climinated by a sleight - of hand. The Carfadian P
capitalists, their Anglo-Canadian state, recede into  the

background, and PWM, an alleged “Marxist-Leninist”,
organization, concludes that <n 1970 “socialists should
participate in and help build” “an active and vigorous
independence movement™. This should be a “broad coealition
whosc purpose is the breaking away of Canada from the
American empire, the achicvement of the power of self-

democratic |l|u:|on-mung=rmg that the Waffle, an

social prop. is interested in independence. This also is a clear .

cxample as to how Scoit climinates the lcading role of the
pmlt.mrm: and the necessity 1o m|1y its allics around its own

ry cause of Cznadq th mugh
prulcla rian ion and by ing the of
the and lish the di hip of the
proletariat,

Most significantly, when the PWM analyzes the “Communist™

Party of Canada they have not a single word tosay in opposition
to their Khri ite line about the road to
sacialism”, nor a single thing to say about their abandonment of
Lenin's wacmny on the strategy and tactics of proletarian
through luti y violence of

the didnloruhlp of the proletariat. Instead they direct all their
“criticism" at the correct line of the communist militants at the
1ime of the founding of the Party, when in order to construct the
Leninist political Party it was absolutely necessary to defeal the

1 social d

trotskyists, etc. with whom Jack Scott has always found it
opportune to align against the Marxist-Leninists. Further,
should be asked what is this “inevitable armed struggle™ he refers
to in the context of an “independence movement™ Here we see
more ¢learly the criminal nature of the political alliance he is
hatching on hchllf of the reactionary bourgeoisic against the
His appeared in catly 1970
just after m: NDP convention where the: bourgeoisie made a
great drama about the reformist™Waflle caucus™, and just a few
months before that other great bourgeois drama staged in
October 1970 by the “terrorist” side of this holy alliance against
Marxism- Lemmsm, i.e., the FLQ n“armed struggle” for Quebec
", In betwee: affle drama and the
terrarist FLQ drama, the real historically pro[ound event,

unheralded in the bourgeois

medi_of course, 'took place in
Canada, namely the founding/pf munist * Party of
Canada (Mnniu—Leniniu) in March , Thus to really grasp
the ious and

anarcho-syndicalist line of the One Big Union which
the general strike for the proletarian revolution, and made
building of the union organization paramount over building the
political Party of the proletariat. Why are they so obsessed with
the correct analysis of the Communist International that the
Canadian revolutionary militants have as the first and foremost-
task forming their political Party in opposition to those (and
there were one or two diehard anarcho-syndicalists who refused
1o join and build the communist Party) who promoted anarchd-
syndncnll.!m and preservation of the One Big Union movement?
The PWM in 1969 has nothing to say about modern revisionism
suppomng Soviet social-imperialism (they don't even:mention
its existence, while today, ill:cordlng to Jack Scott, this same
social-imperialism is the “main énemy"), They have not a single
word ‘1o say about the revisionist party organization, its
libcralism, its parliamentary cretinism, its rank opportunism in
the workers’ etc. Their only int is that the
i militants liqui h icalism to take up
Lenini§m as-he urged them to do in his work, "Lefr-Wing"
Commynism, an _[nfantile Disorder. This the PWM calls a
“classical example of the mechanical application of a palicy
which was right for one place to an entirely different set of
conditions”. They claim the communists were just interested in
“boring from within” ‘the AFL-CIO unions and completely
dodge the ccnusl issue of du dly which was whether tomakean
the OBU, the centre of work of

the reyolutionaries, or to builda Leninist political Party. As for
‘Leninist tactics in the workers’ muvcm:nl. (!he OBU militants

1 tres nature of Jack Scol's politics
means to correlate, as the Party so emphatically taught the
revolutionaries at the time of the FLQdrama, that terrorismand
‘reformism are twins. From the one side the labour aristocracy,
from the other; the petty-bourgeoisanarchists. Together they are
the social pnﬁp of imperialism to prevent the workers and other
sincerely palnnnc and revolutionary clements from taking up
Marxism-Leninism as the only road to the social revolution and
national liberation. Thus both the Waffle drama, heralded by
Jack Scott in early 1970, and the FLQ drama also heralded by

_him in late 1970, are two parts of the same opportunist trend set

in motion by reaction to liquidate the proletarian revolutionary
Marxist-Leninist trend ji just then !etlmg out to bmld CPC(M L)
Jack Scott’s role asan

- the alliance between reformism and |em:rum dates back to the

carliest period of PWM in 1964 when he not only conciliates with
* modern revisionism, but also with terrorism, Castroism, ete. As
the agent of Chinesc pragmatic -politics in Canada he has
consistently tried to use the signboard “Marxism-Leninism” to
veil his reformist-terrorist politics, politics which are in essence
politics of capitulation to imperialism, to the state, to the wage-
slave systern.

This 'is nll Jack Seou, this “Marxist-Leninist communist
devoted to the cause of sacialism for more than 45 years”, aman
of “revolutionary fidelity™, who headed PWM since 1964, when
it first gave & nation-wide call to build a Marxist-Leninist Party,
hasto say. 19700nthe eve of th of
CPC(M-L) Two . more lhmp in his statement ate of

The first is hi

themselves reprinted Lenin's “Left:Wi in the

ition to “any group™“just

official BC Federation of Labour journnl The {

shonly after this classic of Lenin's appeared, and it was a big

assistance to the militant workers to found the Party andbuildit

amongst the mass of proletarians, whmh in many uue- mum E
. working in reactionary lnd@umonl.

To pursue this question further we find| lhauheoemnl peeve
the PWM has against the Waflle dogument is the Wafle has
links with the CLC labour aristocracy..PWM demands that

port the fight for an independent

10 the world as the Marxist-
Leninist v-uunﬂ in Canada.” He is talking about. the
Internationalists who for over a year tricd to collaborate with
PWM ‘to build the Party, and which had been preparing

- conditions for many years, from 1963, to take up the historic task

of re-building the political Party of the proletariat based on
Marxism-Leninism. Thus, asa first principle Scott and his clique

of Chinese agents opposed building CPO(M-L).
Sewndlfhdvul ullmnuubuoppanunhtmwlw
Leninist™ to coptinue to build their.

vement. Without this necessary ingr
independent Canada will femnin just n;,

-party coliectives™ until they get the word fro
|mrom|hﬁ:muvmmmmlnmm‘anuch
Leninism. History has proven as much. When was it

for Scott and all opport\mm allies

of the Canadian people” and “must be compnsed
of Marxists and Marxists, socialists and
But ngam we have to ask, whal do the social democrats |mply
by their view that “Canadian survival” is “threatened™? Who
promotes this false issue of “survival™? None other than the
reactionary ruling class. On one side, we have the “survival”
politics of Trudeau based on the so-called “national unity”, ie.
preservation of the Anslnfnnadmn state, the nwnupoly
capitalist systemand ion of litical life in
Canada by U.S. imperialism. On the other 5|dc we have the
“survival” politics of René Lévesque, which involve tinkering
with the Anglo-Canadian state strueture in a lifeless,
reformist, meaningless manner to rob the Quebec nation of its
national liberation and perpetuate in a more acceptable formthe
wage-slave system and U.S. imperialist domination of Canada
and Quebec. So we have the “left-wing" of social democracy
pushing the Liberal Party to the “left”,and to the “left”™ of Waffle
we have the sordid mmge of Jack Scott’s “Marxist-Leninist™
front of Chinese revisionism also pushing from the “left”. And
1hiis is the sum total of their “independence™ movement, Itis no
coincidence that a mere five years after PWM's opus, the official
agency of Chiese revisionism in Canada, CCL, took up the
slogan from Watkin's arsenal and proclaimed “defend the
independence of Canada”. Nor arc we surprised to read from the
quite shameless Jack Scott that a “united Europe”, cven ifitis
reactionary, will at least be “independent™, allegedly from the
“main d.mgcr ', Russian imperialism, So we can see l‘ll:arly just
how far behind the i of the J) the

P
impotent opportunists, the “main runumnor.m
and particularly of socialists — iseducagional”. |
will be provided by forming a loose,. pl
bourgeois “independentist party”, and the cational)
phase of the struggle” will be complete “when a d number
of Canadians support the new party™. Such is the pasliamentary
cretinism and illusion-mongering of those who the “telt™
supporlcrx of Allende in Chile and Lévesque in Quebece. Thus we
can see just who was doing the *brain-dirtying” in the year 1970:
the same gang of ideological-political crooks who are crrying
out their perfidious act against Marxism-Leninism to 7

But now that the Chinese revisionist {rontis in total disarray,
each sect with its own “understa ndmg of Marxism-Leninism as
appln:d to the Canadian context™ excommunicating the other,
what gives them their common thread and what brought them
together? The answer is clear enough, unanimity with Jack Scott
over their hatred for CPC(M-L) and its Imdcnhl ‘ake, for
example, the latest hysteria against CPC(M-L) uhmwn together
by the U.S. xmpcnahs\nppurmmstngcncy ]nlhclr'nimunol the
American for have written
a 144-page tract entitled Tthm-mnm of Canadian limperialism.
Their “historical analysis™ amounts to the same thing Jack
Scott's did in 1970, namely to serve asa rationalization for their
practical politics in opposing CPC(M-L) and making cvery
effort to liquidate the Party'sinflucnce in the workers and mass
movement,

In their criticism of PWM, they focus their attack on the most
irrclevant portion of the pamphlet, namely its intellectualist
windbaggery on the history and political cconomy of Canada.
Their effort and activity is the same as PWM, namely to oppose
bmldmg the pnlmml Pany of lhc proletariat, becoming
rgal Party and
to dncvcrymmg possible m Ilqumau:lh\. Party. They cmerged in
Canadnan politics as part of the Chinesc front o “three world™
In July-August 1976 this imperialist

appartunist
cds

et

fascists and militarists vermin like Scott have crawled on their
knees.

And how did they get so far behind enemy lines? By rollnwmg
the line of the “Marxist-Leninist position as we understand it in
the present Canadian context”, or we can say the Chinese
pragmatism of “Mao Tsetung Tlmughl which is after all the
“Marxist-Leninist position” as he undcmood it in the Chinese
ecnh:xl a conle:u which shifted wu.h (I\; winds of “principal

nnwnumsl agency proclaimed: *After a per dof vitality late in
1974 and in 1975 when the debate among MarXist-Leninists in
Quebcg intensified to the point of laying the first theoretical
ground work for the struggle to build the Party, and the debate
among English Canadian-Marxist- Leninists d, the
pace has slowed and the ideological struggle which is the motive
Jforce of our movement at this time is stagnating.”

Here we can clearly see'they are champions af Jack Scott’s linc
proffered to the Anti-Imperialist Youth Conférence in May 1969
that “a polmml movement must struggle ideolagically for

" and “various phil hics contend and recruit

". Thus the tween Jack
Scott, Charles Gagnon, ctc. dates from the mid-1960s with the
PWM-Waffle-FLQid litical link-up, during
the War Measures Act period wuh the “Fre:-Qu:bcn—Fm
Canada™ ittee and its P of the socis
labour and from Quebec,
then throughthe “pre-party™ formed in ion to

the unity trend of Mnmsl-l..emmm building CPC(M-L) in the
1972-13 pcnod. and then culminating in the “three world™ bloc
formed in 1974-76 against CPC(M-L). Despite |d=olngual
differences™ this same bloc of reformists and terrorists remains
united today in their common goal to “isolate CPC(M-| -Ly",
which is the upshot of their “Marxist-Leninist pmmon as they
*“understand it in the present Canadian context™

Such “Marxism-Leninism” as "uwﬂemuud in (hz Canadian

members”, where “particular philosophics in the movement
should not be afraid of debate with epposing philosophics within
an anti-imperialist context,” ete. Of course, by 1974 at the call
of the Chinese révisionist “three world theory™, suddenly the time
came for a “genuine Marxist-Leninist party”, ie. a clique
prepared to propagate their ratten *“threc world theory™ was
opportune. Then the “context™ was nmmwcd somewl
mclud: the "Mamsl anmsls (ycblr:rdnys an|
y rade upport groups”, ete.,i.e all
(hu Icfl-ovm from mc upsu:gc of the 1960’ student movement
who did not want to buitd CPC(M-L), who had for years.as they
, admit mmmdmmmr insincere “self-criticisms™, followed
politicl-ideological lines). This opportunist agency

context” is out and out
And the issue has very little to do with the w—mlled “principal
contradiction”, which leads them to conclude the niain enemy of
the Canadian people is U.S. imperialism and their Canadian
scrvants (“servants” who cease (0 be an encmy wheniit btcomu

says that in the summer of 1975 Charles Gagnon's opportunist
organization In Struggle! “took the position that ideological
striiggle was principal in the struggle to build the partyand that
this entailed an ‘open and often bitter struggle of political
",” Thus we can see all these sects are children of

upedmn to tnite with “left” social )

analysis were true, the first questiona. Leninist must answer
is how to build. the political Party of the prolctariat to head the
social revolution against the internal and external cacmics. But
thatjs preme!y the problem they wanttoavoid. Thatis precisely

Jack Scott’s Ime of “ideological struggle™, which, of course, is
nothing mote than a dérivative of Mao's liberal eclectic line *leta
bundred flowers blossom™. Such a line, which Lenin castigated

See page 4: DOWN WITH REVISIONISM!

REVOLUTIONARY STORMS!

because, dccording (0 these

yoke



ewswmsm,\s;?portumsm, renegacy and betrayal L.

from page 3

 étiticism”; that is, “frecdom™ within a Marxist-
ganization to. oppose the principles, theories and
‘Marx and hmn. or as’

‘with engaging Jack Scott. and all the other
p«:lmrai groups™ in their “Marxist-Leninist mnvcmenl" (wlms:
struggle™ may mean “open and often bitter nnlggle

practice. o by

anarchistic intellectuals, in “theory™ | agree with Lenin, but in
course of action hid by itiated
2 world scale in !hc a i C 7 by

of palitical confrontation”) all-of which of course has come into
bcmg as a result of intellectualizing about the *principal
" in Canada. In short they are trying to base their

owder, then Tito and, finally, with tragic consequences for the
rid revolution, by the Khrushchovite clique which usurped
ind state power in the Spviet Union after Stalin's death,
proclaimed their revisionist “freedom of criticism” line in the
20th Congress in 1956. Thus the ideological-political essence of
this whole “mob of political charlatans and counter:
revolitionaries who plbcn:d together (il even only for a brief
love-affair before going their individual directions) in Montreal
on October 9, 1976, united to.a man around the banner of “three

- worlds” (again before some of them with utter shamelessness

dumpcd this line and tried to paint CPC(M-L) with their vellow
stand) is “freedom of criticism”, or to put it in Jack Scott's words.
which they-follawed 10 a tee, “ideological struggle™.

The CPCM-L) léadership met with In Struggle! in Auguﬂ

1974, and in October 1974, a agreed in word and carried out in

deed by our Party, sct forth its views with respect to In Struggle!

_-in‘a private document. In Struggle! agreed in words, but cha-

acteristic of their base hypocrisy, they could not and did

" not give their views about CPC(M-L) and instead launched a

public abuse of slanders against the Party, In the Partys
dociment “Summing ‘up the Stage of Discussion’ between

* CPC(M-L) and En Lutie!”, a document which is a crystakclear

. Jack Scott’s books,

* belittlés the struggle against modern re

refutation of the essential lines of this whole Chinese opportunist
front opened up in Canada in this period. the Party says, *It has
become clear to us that En Lutte! looks t the questions relating
1o Party Building and wnity of the Marxist-Leninists quite
differently from us and we hold that their thinking is wrong.
While CPC(M-L) pays a great deal of attention 1o historical
experience, as it itsclf is the product of the historical process
(without struggle against modern revisionism and degeneration
of the old Party, there would have been no rise of Marxism-
I:mmsm, Marxism-Leninism  grows in  struggle

and all sorts of b is and opportunist trends)
En Lutte! makes no mention of itat all and in practice dismisses
it_altogether. It seems to us that the entire thinking of En
Lutte! begins from books, and that it has not done significant
summation of the struggles Detween Marxism-Leninism and
modern revisionism, and this also explains why En Lutte!
onism and other
opportunist trends. Through our discussions with you, aswell as
Wwhat you write in your puhiica!ium we find that you are very
reluctant ' to. examine’ the question of building the Party
historically. You base yoursell on an crroncous analysis
presented in the pamphlet For the Proletarian Pariy. (in which
Gagnon proclaims, like Scott, that “ideological struggle™ is the
principal task — Ed.)

*Dehates can never decide wha is taking the correct position
and who is taking the incorrect one. Debates are only one of
many {ypes ol activities we undertake to grasp the situation.and
the most important and decisive factor is analvsis of social
Ppractice. This analysis can be done without any debates.” In
Struggle! was incapable and unwilling to carry.out such analysis
of social practice, otherwise they might have concluded. a
“necessity for change”,
pragmatic, opportunist outlook and politics, from their rolé as
an agency of imperialism, social-imperialism and the Canadian
state, and taken up communism. Instead they pursued their line
of “ideological struggle” and *political confrontation™. The U.S,
imperialist opportunist agency came into being on the basis of
cight points, First, they recognized “En Lutte! to be the leading
Magxist-Leninist group in Canada.” Secondly. they opposed
CPC(M-L) and Henounced it as “a nco-revisionist counter-
revolutionary ofy fon”. and thirdly they catried Teng
Hsino-ping’s  revisionist - banner of “three  worlds™ and
proclaimed “Canada as a weak lmpmnhsl power of the Second
World.”

About six weeks after publishing this credo in support ‘of
intenational - counter-revolution “headed by the Chinese
revisionists, they too joined ina standing ovation to herald their
godfather, Jack Scott - who, according to the “leading Marxist-
Leninist group in” Canada” is “a_Marxist-Leninist communist
devoted to the causc of socialism for more than 45 years™ and a
man- of “revolutionary [fidelity” — at the.Monlreal “unity
conference™ of *three world” opportunist sects in October 1976,
We emphasize this to show the lineage in ideological line and
- political practice running as a consistent yellow. thread through
all of these organizations. The reason it is necessary to do this is
because the police apparatus consciously and with great effort
tries to create among the
elements in order to create a situation where a *hundred ﬂuw:n
blossom™ precisely to prevent the revolutionary proletariat from
uniting its ranks around a monolithic Leninist Pany to give the
impression there are just some “competing groups™ interested in
bookish “ideological struggle™, etc., and assist the appm‘lum\l
+lnbour aristocrats to. push their pragmatic line of action without
analysis. trade  unionist politics, parliamentary cretinism,
legalism, ete,

Historical analysis of the period since this latest opportunist
abscess has appeared with such rapidity demonstrates j  just what
the Party told Charles Gagnonand In Struggle! in October (974,
that there have been two trends since 1963, the trend headed by
Jack Scott which led to the liquidation of PWM because of its
anti-Leninist politics and pragmatic, anti-Marxist-Leninist
ideology, and the trend headed by the Internationalists. later
CPC(M-L), led by Hardial Bains, which has in a step-wise man-
ner taken up the task of repudiation of madern revisionism and
huilding a Leninist Party. As the Party wrotc in October 1974,
“Marxism-Leninism teaches that struggle against revisionism is
_the main task on the uieulomcal frontand buildinga Party bascd
on Marxism-Leninism is the only (and we dare emphasize)
concrete form of opposing revisionism.™ Thus the central issuc
has always been to found and build the Party or to engage in
“ideological struggle” in order to promote opportunist sects and
.liquidate the revolutionary movement, This U, imperialist
_ Opportunist agency ptoclaims to the world that rged asthe
latter trend and they now want 1o “prove” this by reams and
reams of “ideological struggle” in their books, which are like
othing but piagi of:

ie. a radical rupture from their °

round some intelléctualist *document”. As the Party
explained to In Struggle!, “this (revolutionary activity of the
1960s) gave ruc to two trends in Canada and Quebec. Onc mh:

them and prevent thié: Iumm
revolutionary clements from uniting 1o build the Party on a
Leninist basisand take up the struggle to dcfeat revisionism and

ism i the workers fo organize and lead all

the workers® and popular

Us. :mpcmlnm and their state. Thus, while they proclaim

“‘opposition” to their_class brothers and’ fellow-travellcrs, they

are one with the trend of uung ‘dclulu 10 oppose and liquidate
s

CPO(M-L)and its i

and n!ugmaum\nend Jack Scott in Vancouveristhe
spokesman far the negative trend and he hasSponsors
ross Canada including Quebec MREQ) wlnl:CPC(M L)
is the leader of the Marxist-Leninist trend. Anyone who is to
organize in Canada/Quebec must reckon wuh these two trends.

This ist: agency then quukly evolves its:
“demarcation” from the rest of the opportunist “three world”

hinery, etc. Rmunll disparity, trade defi ls, ruin-llnn d
pinnde_r of the natural resources, direct _expropriation of-1h
surplus value

mob with an atuack “Unmask In Straggie!, De
Ga,
Counter-Revolutionary League (Social-Fasc ): An Exposure
of the Canadian Agents of the Revisionist and Counter-—

To say that these trends did not emerge hi lly and to
suggest that these trends have no basis in the working class is to
not look at the facts and 1o ignore them. To do s0 is to make a
serious mistake.™

Of course it was no “mistake” on the part of In Slm;glc'mune
up with the Jack Scott trend for they had been linked with it
politically and ideologicatly for many vears, and eenamly since
Gagnon published  his call for “ideological struggle” in’ his
pamphlet For the Proletarian Party six years ago (October
1972). But one of the peculiar features o all these opportunistsis
that somehow their life is not mmp]etc, they cannot consolidate
their old imperialist xdmlugw in-new form, until they actually
meet the Party, parasitize off n\nnnl)ms and convert itintoan
arsenal for imperialism. There is no mystery whatever to' this
process. The bourgeosie has been mullccmnlly moribund nncc
the time. Karl Marx created historical G

y Theory of ‘Three Worlds”.” February 1978), An

amusing side-note to this pamiphiet is that they use a grotesque

and crude cartoon originally published in a magazine founded
and published as the “theoretical journal” ‘of the so-called
“Englu!k&luﬂnn" “genuine Marxist-Leninists™ (“three world”.
thr.omll) When the cartoon was published for the first time in
1975, it was directed against CPC(M-L), (which of course is still
| these “comrades” as the “min enemy”) In

gnonism’” (October. 1977) and * *CCL(M-L)", The Canadian -

 from this nununn- mlnury.economc. polit

year
mnnopnly llctom mh as those of the
chemical u;vnuwlm, etc., and all the sta

and npmnul decimation onlu people. etc.al
the “grave neo-colonjal cumequgm;c:" of US:
imperialist mvamené in Canada. = i

country
the peoph and the

ry. 1
thesis that Canada is dependent on imported finance capitaland

regarded by
February 1978, it is used against their “ ™ in
“Communist”™ lum Wwho have remained loyal to Teng Hsiao-

ping and Chinese social-imperialism. s
Today, this U.S. imperialist opportunist agency.wmherwnh :

"a few renegades from CPC(M-L), are puffing themselves up as

the most vociferous critics of the *threc world theory”, and the -
mesg loyal “comrades” of the International Marxist-Leninist

of ideologists who have come up to prolong the life of capitatism
have had to prove themselves s champions in “refuting”
Marxism. and since the Great October Socialist Revolution,
Leninism as well. Thus, as Marx remarked himsell, he is to
“blame” for Proudhon’s miseducation for he only half educated
Proudhon, and with Proudhon’s French philosophy.and German
cconomies he ran amuck in the French workers' movement for
decades bringing it impotence, confusion and utter dmmay We
can see the same ph inCanada. Since th

the Internationalists and their activity of opposing revisionism,
expecially since 1968 when they took up Marxism- Leninism nnd

-

and the Party of Labour of Albania. But
‘we.must ask these sclf-deluded buffoons ‘nd U S. agents: what

from foreign monopolies  for its; “economic .

prosperity”. The ‘people, first and foremost the industrial *

proletariat, sce matters from precisely the opposite side of the
barricades. masses  suffer the “grave ..neo-colonial
consequences™ on' their backs every-duy. and they are lmmmg

" with hatred at the ever-worsening state of affairs plaguing them.

Thus the revolt of the proletariat against the wage-slave system is
inextricably interwoven with the revolt of the great masses of the
Canuhnn Ppeopleagainst U.S. lmpemlum. agalllil!“"le fumyn

kersin

International Marxist-Leninist' C are you'

referring to? In Canada this movcmcnl‘intm(?olnmunm Pﬂ!y :

of Canada (Marxist-Leninist); it .marches as an equal in
munnlqlhlc unity with its sister partics. whether old or young,
large or small. The renegades {rom CPC(M-L) by jumping with
such shameless haste into the arms of the perfidious U.S.
imperialist opportunist agency have thereby declared, albeit.on
their knees, open nhellmn against the International Mamsb

the
‘Canada. Hence wc are not speaking ol’"lwo revolutions”, first
agdinst the fammrs lh:n against the domestic reactionaries.
Thisis the il nonsense by Juck Scott

in order to push his reformist-terrorist politics of alliance with .

Waffle and FLQ (the “left-wing™ of René Lévesque). But such
politics precisely perpetuate the “neo-colonial”’ position’ of
Canada; precisely facilitate U.S. imperialism and the Canadian

the task of building the . every faction of the of
alliance has had 1o pal e off the Party, distort its polmcal—
ulcnlng, \lu.xn«l style of organization, etc., present it as their
very “own™ in a caricature of Marxism-
this is the ideology of imperialist pragmatism_an ideology which
the Internationalists hit with ruthless fury in their document
Necessity for Change, the. very document all the opportunist
elements instinctively hate and curse and do their utmost to
denigrate by picking up its most irrelevantsecondary features
and wurmvlglm.m lmnhucnlml.m.nl, is of the de the

their passport, or the outrageous gossips, rimours and slanders

_ “they may have on their lips. The International Marxist-Leninist
Communist Movement has no ears for this poison, and these

elements will yet learn onc or two things about Leninist-Stalinist
party norms, ing they refused to learn inside CPC(M-L).

. the jnecessity 1o participate in socialist
olhcuw él.mn:r with dlSCIplmc and science. all
these opportunists refuse to do bccwusc it Zoes ag.-unsl (henr

Let us now turn to their latest tract, their 144-page opus of
debates about the “main enemy"”, published in October 1978.
When they undertake to rcview the “debate” in the alleged

bourgeois souls, their cgotism, Iy

their profound subjective |lk‘lll\|‘|‘| which leads each and every
one of these sects to have its own “understanding of Marxism-
Leninism™ pplied (o the Canadian context. "Thumnm!l\ey
abandon historical materialism, analyzing 1he social practice of
the two trends in Canadal, the Marxist-|
CPC(M-1), and the revisionist and opportunist trend, then they
are reduced to their “debates™ or “ideological struggle™ which
come from books and go back into baoks.

The US. impgrialist opportunist agency, that particularly
deformed child of the marriage of convenicnce between the
FLeague and In Struggle!, with Jack Scott as the midwife, has in
its short hysterical life, really erystallized this outlook. style and
anti-communist method. In !y - August 1976, they proclaim
their “independence™ as a sect which just months before
recognized “En Lutte! as the leading Marxist-Leninist group in
Canada™ and .CPC(M-L) as a “nco-revisionist, counter-
revolutionary organization”. Through Deccmber 1976, (with
Mao Tsetung on their front cover) until the fall of 1978 when they
exhibited an imperialist cartoon showing Muo Tsctung dancing
cheek 1o cheek with Richurd Nixon, they have denounced
everything they claimed’ allegiance to from-their birth, The
s haye been dumped unceremoniously into
ir screaming brat.

Thus they were “united” with all the opportunist sects in
pport of the “three world™ theory until July 1977, when their
n the seearity apparatus saw the necessity to “cover”
1 buse With one of their agents. Hence this U.S,
de-the following “self-criticism™ allegedly after having
i he demarcation would not be
complete. however. without a self-criticism. because the ‘theory
of three worlds' has had a significant influence on and has been
partially incorporated into our political line . . . The purpose of
this seli=criticism is to purge the *|hwt\'ur|hﬁ:= worlds'from our
political lin¢ and 10 root out its pernicions, m[luemx
The theory of ‘three worlds® has had tremend,

t: Thisis a
very interesting conlmmn- By “Marxist-Leninist. movement™
lhwv mean all the opportunists who were united in the view that
lhn:r: was no- Marxist-Leninist_party in Canada, and that

et pointible

CPC(M-L) was  “countef-revolutionary” and ‘should be
“isolated”, “bunned”, etc. tGlmj.n_y that is still what unites their
“movement”. Lately both In Struggle! and these opportunists

have been streaming that: CPC(M-L) always supported the
“three world-theory™ which is such an outrageous lie that no

serious person will belicve them. Suffice it to say a review of the
whole Party press shows that not only was Teng Hsiao-ping's

‘speech excluded from its pages: but the onfy cxphmn:l‘er:nm: to

the theory (both picked up by the opportunists and ascribed to

CPC{M-L)) was a quotation from a professor (non-| Party) who

spoke.at a meeting where Hardial Bains spoke (whosc reprinted *

speech completely oppases the’ “1hree world” theory without
naming it as such), and a quotation from one of the regional
Party-led: papers whase- editor was later expelled from his
position fm not upholdmg the Party’s political line on this and

-other books (in the Amierican university tradition).
When we look llﬂmrlulul hookwem:luuheynmnbussed

“other

But let uy rvmm 1o tbls oppw(umw agency’s nwn Jjet-speed
-odyssey. In 1976; In Struggle! is the “leading group®, the “three
‘world” theary is great, Mao Tsetung is their leader. Most
n;mf cantly it is:Mao Tsetung’s most deviationist: theary that
-they uphold just a manth or two berum throwing him out. They
wme an amc!:. “Defend Mao's Analysis of the Principal
n’, in whmh lhey uphuld the very pmlo:ophlnl
American

;Dr.

:the main emmy as

. Although the Use of the term
11y related: to ‘the essay 'On
Mao Tsatung. the debate over'who s the main

& major and significant dchmhrou;hnul'
it mo vemén in Canada;

pmlcuml in'the struggle againstthat

" they clearly prove our thesis that their

central and driving activity is to pnmlyzc and liquidate the

building of the Party Ihrough Benerating an “ideological fog™, a
f i

roar of p dcs:gncd to further
weaken the will and conviction of i intakingup
as the first pnnmplﬂhe fthe Partyand gin
revolutionary. politics against the : enemy using lhe smdy of
Marxism-Leninism as a Y id order

Leninist Ci These - and capitalist class to perpetuate their rotting social
rencgades who are 5o adept at mnsrndmgducum:ms from the :ys|=m and ‘tyrannical pelitical regime against the working
C have not even di d this one ¢
principle of the C ist International, that is Alllhe Ui jonariesand ee that Canada
. its monolithic unity, ||s sleel—hk: slueld against the il is’ i d by U.S. i and to’ this yoke'a
inism. At the root of mtngues of “and ion must be organized against both the ruling monopoly
ofall hues, M the name of th tryon . capitalist class and the forcign lmpcnallsls Snch a revolution

But

must

“as far as the qumllun of staté power is concerned. Leninism

theoretically andlyzed, and the October Revolution proved this

- theory in practice, that in the era of imperialism, the sociil

revolution of the proletariat and the national liberation of the
oppressed peoples from imperialist domination is a non-stop
process. No_country, no people, can overthrow their: foreign
oppressors - unless the prolctarial headed by its vanguard
communist party leades the natior, establishes its state power
through the violent revolution. Either the bourgcmsm‘rnlc». or
the pmlepnm rules in one form or another. There is no
“intermediate slsge in.the. malur of political power.-
The U.S. i and the

merely trying to rescue the “three world theory”, only from the
"l:ﬁ i€, zrmskyuu position, With all their yabbering about

better to fight against revisionism, opportunism and all variants
of imperialist ideology and theory.

Is' their “‘concern to amlyrz the social practice of the
revolutionary movement in Canada? No. Their obsession is to
confound and distort to the maximum Lenin's theory of
imperialism, the essence of which is that imperialism is the eve of
the social revolution of the prolctariat, a revolution that can be
successful only if it is headed by a tested, principled. monolithic
proletarian Party based on Marxism-Leninism. Leninism is the
.strategy and tactics of proletarian revolution and the
dictatorship of the proletariat. But these wlndlmg;i want to
reduce Lenin to a bookworm and scribbler, not a scientist wHo,
with Party dnmplmg and partisanship, took up and defeated all
the opportunist propaganda of the “heroes” of the Second
International whose sum and substance in social practice was to
oppose and strive to liquidate the violent proletarian I

what they want to conceal is the
I:qmdnuonut line of. dcclanng the prolﬂaml as the only social
classin Canada witha . Thisis profx
untrue and the practical cunsequ:n:e of such “left™ demugag\‘ is
to tail the proletariat behind the labour aristocracy and reduce
their politics to trade unionism, The whole art of proletarian.
Leninist polmcs is to lcad the class in revolutionary struggles
against the main enemies, and to- build allianced under the
leadership of the polllwﬂl Party of the proletariat to hit ut and
eventually destroy the main enemy: Canadian monopoly capital
and U.S. imperialism.

But according to the perverted logic of those nurtured on
Chinese revisionism and “Mao Tsetung Thought™, either a
country must wage a “national liberation revolution” or else it
must wage a “proletarian revolution™, thus erccting a Chincse
wall between lhc two. But such a wall exists only for those who

(msurrnctmn) and liquidate the dictatorship of the proletariat
when it was established. That trend against which Leninism grew
through struggle into the obligatory doctrine of the world
proletarial, is precisely the trend represented by. this faction
known as the “three world™ theorists.”

This explains why this: opportunist ‘agency spends all its
'mullmumisl encrgy “debating”™ who is the “main enemy™. Yet
when it comes right down to the-ability to think throtigh the

of their they show th 1
of understanding: the most clementary facts about Canadian
economic and political life. Nor are they able to analyze anything
from a scientific point of view.

In their essay *Question of Canadian Imperialism”, they make
a very big noisc about PWM's view that Canada is a “nco-
eolnny The U.S. imperialist opportus agency says: “The
uralegy drawn from this line calls for a two-stage revolution:
first, a nnﬂonnl liberation struggle against U.S. imperialism,
then, to establish the di ip of the
proletariat. Or so they would have us believe.” This unwarranted

and anti-Leninist conclusion’ illustrates prtclsely how_ hypo-

critical their alleged “self-criticism™ for supporting the “three
world theory” is. In fact they still hold to this revisionist
trotskyite anti-Leninist thcory about the Canadian revolution.
The fact that Canada is like a colony of United States
imperialism, or a “neo-colony™, in no way implics there are two
“distinct stages” of political power; that first the external enemy
isallegediy defeated and nml the internal enemy is tackled: Who
promotes this ﬂnll-l.cnml!l illusion-mongering? None other than
“* the Chinese revi that the p iatshould
“align itself with the reactionary bourgeoisic “and landlords in

. order to fight “external enemies” which in practiceamounts only

to fighting Soviet social-imperialism, and. aligning with the
United States, Japan and Western Europe.

These opportunists and renegades who beat their breasts
about how loyalithey are to the PLA and Comrade Enver Hoxha
should ask themselves how is it that “his” Leninism isthe same as
CPC(M-L)’s? How is it that hc draws the samc Leninist
conclusion: “The incurring of heavy debts by any couniry., big or
small, to one imperialism or another. is ul»mys fraught with

have isi interests 10 convert the revolutionary
struggles or the people for their own selfish ends. to violate
Marxism-| Lcmm!n\ and establish their ruling :quuc in mdcr m
and sellout th try
Tito, followed by Khrushchovand others, mcludmglhc Chln(‘m:
The casc of the Albanian revolution is clear cnough. as s the case
of the Great October Revolution. Both revolutions were carried
through to victory because of the Ieadership of the profetariat
headed by its vanguard communist Party. fn both cases internat
reaction and external imperialist intervention had to be defeated
in the course of violent struggle. In both cases the dictatorship of
the proletariat, itself-an alliance of the proletariatand peasantry
(together with the progressive inteltigentsia, ete.) led ‘by the
waorking class headed by the Marxist-Leninist Parjy. proceeded
from onc stage to the next to defeat capitalism’ and build
socialism, This is the mandatory Leninist road for all countries.
But because the U.S. imperialist opportunist agency and re-
n:gades are in fact at one with Jack Scott’s essentially anti-Le-
ninist polmcal-ldeologqml Ich they cannot criticize the essence
of his position as he wrote it in 1970. The essence of his anti-
Leninist revisionist line is found in his fundamental challenge to
the road of the October Revolution. a challenge he explicitly
publicized in 1974 at the bidding of the Chinese embassy. But in
1970, in order to cover his anti-Leninist features. he. posed the
challenge as follows: “merely 1o declare that socialism is the
answer to Canada’s problems . ., ©is mcn:ly 1o state 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 ane would
argue that the road to socialism isabsolutely identicatinall these
countrics, and in our country aswell, . . . how is the struggle for
socialism to be waged in Canada?” Here they Positthe revis
thesis of "polycentrism™. of “many roads to socialism™. A variant
of “Eurocommunism*, Tua Chinese revisionism. 1\.“.:“.,,
the u.thplns used: two i states and two
countries with ‘large peasant populations. So what they are
hinting here, and explicitly claim with their “three world theory™
in 1974, and what the so-called “critics™ of this “theory™are ulsa
saying, isthat Leninism is not mandamry and obligatory for Illc
proletariat in all countrics. But this iy precisely what is atis
the polemic apmu the, Chinese revisionists and - all the

unavoidable dangers to the freedoms, i and so-
vereignty of the country which embarks on this course™ And
what has been the course of the ruling cliques in Canadaif not to
put Canada, a country with a population of 23 million, inte a,
net debt of over $53 billion to foreign, mainly U S., finance ca-
pital? The wlmquemm of lhls pol are all'too clear, and only
a blind man, a fool ora U.S. impe agent will argue that the

United States of America docs not dictaté its policies to the
Canadian ‘state, does not violate the independence and .

- sovercignty of Canada, treating Canada as their “own backyard™

where their. will rules supreme. Furthermore, Comrade. Enver

Moxhl. !pnlm; of xmpemhll investment in lhc Soviet | Unmn

hese. tngmm. such as the revisionist Soviet Union and China,
here tlsn cannot fail to leave grave nrmlan.a!

_Leninism was_applicable unly Iﬂ*-mum couniries like

of all shades. Stalin teaches us: “Leninism i he
imternational doctrine of the proletatians of all lars, suitable
and obligatory for all courtiries w: u/wur er:rprkm. dncluding

<apitalistically dﬂ'!lu[mf countries,”” AU the time he was
izifg against the i of the Second
International and the Russian “oppositio " who! claimed

Russia.

the
equally
Leninism-Stalinism is nul applicablé for peasan muiwnl:ry lm'l
of this violates l?e objective situation in’ the world \rum[ulh»
reflected in Lenin’s historical materialist -vul’yslmhmpe
the eve of the suml revolution of the nmleluriul




