- Canada has had a relatively very by

reference material published af the
visis in Montreal. For previous

portion see Vol. 9 No. 12, Jan, I3, 1979,
i ¢

Examine the internal

'DOWN WITH REVISIONISM,
LSHEVIZE THE PARTY! PREP

—Reference material published at the request mad

commercial wars, etc., these children of the rrue manufacturing
Pperiod, increase gigantically during the infancy: of Modemn
Industry. The birth of the latter is heralded by a great slaughier of

onc hand, Quebec is an oppressed Iu‘lion. Then it says, “English
a b rief history as a unil ion.
‘The original act of Confederation took ;;rliw a m;rﬁ::\nmn:::l
years ago." In other words, Confederation *unifiéd™ the
“English-Canadian nation™. This is a complete falsification of
history. Historical fact is that feudal France, feudal Spain and
capitalist England colonized North America’ (Holland and
others played minor roles but were squeezed out), These
Em:opean ‘colc_miec proper” massacred and enslaved the Native
nations and tribes, forcing others into enclaves and generally
Jursuing a policy of genocide which continues to date, Colonial
policy, based on racism, aggression, war, robbery and slavery,
especially the chattel slavery of the African Ppeople, was a “hot
house™ for capitalist development in Europe. The opportunist
embellishment of imperialism in the 20th century is repeated in
its image of English colonialism. These authors claim to be.
Magxists, so let us cite a few things Marx has to say about
colonialism in the new world: :

“The discovery of gold and silver in America, the extirpation,
enslavernent and eniombment “in mines of the aboriginal
population, the beginning of the conquest and loating of the East
Indies, the turning of Africa into a warren Jor the commercial
hunting of biack-skins, signalized the rosy dawn of the era of
capitalist production. These idyllic Pproceedings are the chief
momenta of primitive accumulation, On their heels treads the
commercial war of the European nations, with the globe for a
theatre. It begins with the revolt of the Netheriands. from Spain,
assumes giant zﬂmm.v}em{:h England’s Anti-Jacobin War, andis
still going in the opium wars against China, &c.

“The different momenta of primitive accumedarion distribute
themselves now, more or less in chronological order, Pparticularly
aver Spain, Portugal, Holland, France and England. In England
ar the end of the 17:h century (i.e. 60 years before the conquest of
Quebec — Ed.) they arrive at a systemarical combination,
embracing the colonies, the national debi, the modern mode of
raxation, and the pi system. Th h d in
part on brute force, e.g.. the colonial sysiem. But they allemploy
the power of the state, the concentrated and organized.  force of
society, fo ‘hasten, hot-house . fashion. the process of
rransformation of the feudal mode of production into the
capitalist mode, and 1o shorten the transition. Force is the
midwile of every old society pregnant with anew one. It is itself’
an economic power. I

“Of the Christian colonial system, W, Howitl, a man who
makes a specialty. of Christianity, says, the barbarities .and

[
means of the press-gang . . . . i
“Whilst ‘the cotton industry introduced child-slavery .in
England, it gave in the United States a stimulus 1o the
transformation of the earlier, more or less patriarchial slavery.
into a system of commercial exploitation. In faci, the veiled
slavery of the wage-workers inEurope needed, for its pedestal.
slavery pure and simpie-in the new world, ' | :
“Taniae molis erat, to extablish the ‘eternal laws of Nature of
the capitalist mode of production, to complete the process of
separation between ‘labourers and conditions of lebour,” 10
transform, at one pole, the social means of production and
subsistence into capital, at the opposite pole, the mass of the
population into wage-labourers, inlo ‘free labouring poor’, that
artificial product of modern society. If money, according 1o Au-
gier, ‘comes into the world with a congenital blood-stain on one
cheek’, capital comes dripping from head 1o foot, from every
pore, with blood and dir.” (Capital, ¥ol. 1, pp. 751-760).
When we speak of Anglo-Canadian colonialism we arc
speaking of a particular aspect of the process Marx analyzes in
pan above. It has nothing to do with “founding a nation™, it has
to do with scattering nations to the wind, of proclaiming
“surplus-value making as the sole end and aim of humanity”, The
colonial settlers thrown out of the United States afterthe War of
Independence were re-settied in England’s North American
colonies. They became the social base for the establishment of
Anglo-Canadian colonialism. Their state structure was
established by the Constitutional Act of [791. Upper Canada,
with York as its centre of power, was the first English colony
established without direct access to a sea-port and was so
established as to be the gendarme, the oppressor state, which
together with the Anglo-French capitalist clite (Chateau clique)
ruled in Montreal over Quebee and continued to plunder the
wealth of the Queb¢c masses and Native people. When the
peasant masses in Quebec rose up in revolt in 1837, joined by
some sections of the poorer settlers of Upper Canada, the Anglo-
‘Canadian colonial ruling class together with the English army
crushed the uprising with fire and sword, the hangman, prison
and penal colony. a
The transformation of the state structurein Canada leading to
Confederation was niot in any manner of means a “cncession”
by the English and Anglo-Canadian ruling class to the popular
revolutionary sentiment of the masses. Marx explains clearly,
“Today (1867 — Capital was published the same year as
Confederation) Jndusirial - supremacy implies commercial
supremacy. In the period of manufacture properly so called, it is,
on the other hand, the commercial supremacy that gives

desperate outrages of the so-called Christian race,
every region of the world, and upon every people they have been
able 1o subdue, are not to be paralleled by those of any other race,
however fierce, however untaught, and however reckless of
mercy. and of shame, in any ‘age of the earth. (William
Howiit; ' Colonization and Christianity: a' Popular History of

* the Treatment of the Narives by the Europeans in all Their

Colonie, ondon, 1838, p. 9. On the treatment of the slaves
there is a gl wilation:in Charles Comte, “Traite de la Le-
gislation™ 3me ed.,  Bruxelles, 1837. This subject one must study
in detail, 10 see what the bourgeoisie makes of itself and of the
labourer, wherever it can. without restrainr, model the world
afier its own image.”) The history of the colonial adminisiration
of Hollend — and Holland was the head capitalistic nation of the
17th century — ‘is one of the most extraordinary relations of
treachery, bribery, massacre, and meanness.” (Tomas Stamfor
Raffles, late Lieut. Gov. of that island: ‘The History of Java,"
London, 1817) . ... £ 2

“The English East India Company, asis well known, obtained,
besides the political rule in India, the exclusive monopoly of the
tea-trade, as well as of the Chinese trade in general, and of the
transport of goods 1o land from Europe. Bul the coasting trade of
India and between the islands, as well as the internal irade of
India, were the monopoly of the higher empiloyvees of the
campany. The monopolies of sait. opium, betel and other
commodities,  were inexhaustible mines *of wealth. . The
entployees themselves fixed the price-and plundered at will the
unhappy Hindus. The Governor-General 100k part in this pri-

industrial prede Hence the role that the
colonial system piays at that time.” (Capital, I, p. 754)

‘government

OPPORTUNISM, RENEGACY AND BETRAYAL! |
ARE FOR THE COMING REVOLUTIONARY STORMS!|

made by Party sctivists in Monireal at the Rally organized by the Party to usher In the Year of Stalin

slip that they read Canadian history from “clementary school

I:xlbook:", Which is why they portray the history of their =
alleged “English Canadian nation” in such dulcct tones so
pleasing to Canadian ruling circles. But we ask the i
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lllron;ha Native organization to carry 6;;1_ anti-Party mi\;ity !
and liquidate. the ‘Native: struggle. ‘For without Proletarian

discipl
of the people is diff

“defenders” of Trudeau’s *“sovercignty” who comprised this
population of %75,000” in Western Canada in 18717 »3..ma. the

_humble beginnings of the English Canadian nation there? Or

did these masses: comprise the Mctis nation and the Native
nations? Did their “elementary textbook™ describe_ how these
p:opleu.rmnp ‘with guns 1 oppose the encroachment and theft
of their lands by the “Canadian” colonizers?. How the
L of John A. Macdonald, the “father of
‘Confederation™ lied and betrayed his promises to Riel? How he
sent an' army of Anglo-Canadian mercenarics to “avenge™ the
Anglo-Canadian  agent-provocateur, Thomas Scott? How the
pricsts from Quebec in the serviee of Anglo-Canadian
<olonialism ‘duped the Métis and Native peoples and are ce-
Iebrated by the CPR for doing so? The Rebellion of 1885 isless
thana century past. The Native and Métis leaders were hanged
for fighting for their homelands. Their lands were stolen from
them, occupied by colonizers. sent not only from Canada, but
from around the world. These lands became a great escape valve
for British capitalism,

Lenin cites Cecil Rhodes in 1895, just ten years afier the

bloody conquest of the Métis-Native lands of the “Canadian® -

‘west, a conquest only made possible by the almost complete CPR
financed by British finance capital. Rhodes, who we remind our

ist d lest their el school ks fail
to mention, is the namesake of the colonial settler state,
Rhodesia, said: *] was in the East End of London” (workingelass
quarter) “yesterday and attended a ing of the 1

. , dissipated, giving the enemy time to e~
&Ioup its ranks and counter-attack. This is the: role the
opportunistsiof all hues play in practical politics. Thus it is not

just a matter of the “three world™ front embellishing Anglo-

Canadian colonialism in their propaganda with their sociak
chauvinism about “English-Canadian nation™. In their practical
politics they behave as Lenin says, as the social prop of imperial-
ism; they carry its i ogical line and sp imi: nd de-
feat, liquidating struggles and blunting the attacks of the masses.
against the statc, activity justified by its slogan and raisond'etre.
“lsolate CPC(M-L)", “Ban’ CPC(M-L)". 'ctc. This is the
reactionary banner the Chinese revisionist front has raised on
‘behalf of Canadian italism and U.S. imperiali

: '_I‘l_n: reactionary charus to mystify the correct line of the Party
is joined by renegades, one of whom just returned from Italy
where he went in the summer ostensibly o organize “revolution”
there and the other one who had a peculiar sickness and for this
reason. could not attend all the ‘proceedings of the Special
Congress. Further, following the typical method of opportunists
and police socialists, the rencgades put forward asthe Party’s line
something which it is not and then they repudiate their own
_concoction and present their trotskyitc line as Marxism-
Leninism. In this case, they cquate the' Party’s line that
indt isone of the by s of the proletarian luti
in Canada with the line of the trotskyist ' Maurice Spector and
Jack Scott, who advacated that. the struggle for independence
Was a scparate stage to be organized before the proletarian

listened to the wild speeches, which were just a cry for ‘bread,
bread * and on my way home I pondered over the scene and 1
became more than ever i of the ir of

could be d. In an anticle in the Communis
International of 1929, the linc of Maurice Spector is
qhal:lfl‘ril:d as: "That ‘we must struggle against colonial

e 1§
imperialism . . . . My cherished idea is a solution for the social

i ion, regard the Canadian bourgeoisic as an oppressed
colonial bourgeoisie, and - support for  their fight for

problem, i.c., in order to save the 40,000, of the
United Kingdom from a bloody civil war, we colonial.

This line was also correctly characterized in the

must acquire new lands 1o settle the surplus population, to
provide new markets for the goods produced in the factories and
mines. The Empire, as | have always said, is a bread and butter
question. If you want to avoid civil war, you must become
imperialists.” I the opportunists will re-check their history
books they will find that the colonial settlement of the “new
lands™ acquired in the “Canadian” west (s0 acquired by typically
English colomial methods: soldicrs, pricsts, hangmen, starvation,
smallpox-infected blankets, broken  promises, aicohol and
drugs) began in carnest in the boom of 1889-90, and then with

Political Resolution of the Third Congress of CPC(M-L) as
follows: “Jack Scotl, echoing the analysis of the trotskyist
Maurice Spector. who. in the 1920s. was the first to advance this
erroncous thesis, calls Canada an-~oppressed nation and the
struggle for independence” the main struggle.” Jack Scott's line
advocated not the formation of a Marxist-Leninist Communist
Party but the formation’of an independentist party which would
Iead the struggle for independence and then would come the time
to form the Marxist-Leninist communist Party and to organize
the proletarian revolution. That is, the line of Spector and of
Jack Scott was that Canada should become independent before

great speed in the period of massive i in
the period 1903-13.

the | to have an i capitalist
Canada which could only be brought about by supporting the

Thus, from one side one gang of social ch; takes up
the PWM line of embellishing Anglo-Canadian colonialism.
Then from another side the clique of American agents-

Confederation took place in the p of ywhen
“indusirial sup 'y implies ¢ supremacy”. Lenin
claborates further this analysis by Marx: “/nn the most flourishing
period of free competition in Great Britain, i.e., between 1840
and 1860, ing British b is poli were opposed
to colonial policy and were of the opinion thai the liberation of

:the colonies, their complete separation from Britain, was
“inevitable and desirable. M. Beer, in an article, ‘Modern British

Imperialism’, published in 1898, shows that in 1852 (two years
before the Reciprocity Treaty between Canada and the United
States enginecred by the British Colonial Office and the
Governor-General, Lord Eigin —Ed.), Disraeli, a statesman who
was generally inclined towards imperialism, declared: 'The
colonies are millstones round our necks.* But at the end of the
nineteerith century the heroes of the hour in England were Cecil
Rhodes- and Joseph Chamberlain, who openly advocated
imperialism and appiied the imperiaiist policy in the most cynical
marnner!" 4

‘Thus, the issue of the evolution of Dominion self-government
and the 1867 British North Amefica Act is not at all as analyzed
by the PWM apologists for Anglo-Canadian colonialism. They
say, “Although Britain defeated the 1837 rebellion, she' could
not, without further endangering her rule, ignore the lessons of
the American Revolution. It was only after 1837 that Britain
began to institute the measures (o grant greater local ‘autonomy”
that eventually culminated in the BNA Act and Confederation.™
“Whatan idylli di i h : i

vate traffic. His favourites received contracts under dit
whereby they, cleverer than the alchemists, made gold out of
nothing. Great fortunes sprang up like mushrooms in a day;
primitive - accumulation went_on without the advance of a
shilling .. . =

The treatment of the aborigines was. naturally, most
frightful in plantation-colonies destined for export (rade only,
such as the West Indies, and in rich and well-populated
countries. such as Mexico and India, that were given over to
plunder. But even in th i p led, the Christian
character of primitive accumulation did not belie itself. Those
sober virtuosi of Protestantism, the Puritans of New England, in
1703, by decrees of their assémbly set a premium of L40 onevery
Indian scalp and everycaptured red-skin: in 1720 a premium of
L100 on_every scalp: in 1744, afier Massachusetis-Bay had
vroclaimed a certain tribe as rebels, the following prices: for a
male scalp of 12 years and upwards LI00 (new currency), for a
male prisoner L10S, for women and children prisoners L50, for
scalps of womeén and children 150. Some decades larer, the
colonial system took its revenge on the descendants of the pious
vilgrim fathers, who had grown seditious in the meantime. At
English instigation and for English pay they were fomahawked
by red-skins. The British Parliament proclaimed biood-hounds
and scalping as *means that God and Naiture had given into its
hand.’ 2

“The colonial }y.trén ripened, like a hot-house, trade and

* Further, what is ignored is that C

The central issue is ignored,

namely the revolution of English
ism from its il its i i

stage to its stage.

P make a big display about being the “defenders” of
the Native nations. They arguc that there is an inherent
antagonism between the working class and ic masses

. This these try to mystify is our linc
when we rise the question of U.S. imperialist domination of
Canada and thus they precisely cover up that it is the big
bourgeoisic whith is selling out the country and that it is only
with the overthrow. of the big bourgcoisic through the

who live on the Prairies and elsewhere and the Native. Métis and
Inuit people. Their line, copied from the racist-fascist regime of
South Africa is blish some “B. for the

that- genuine ‘independence’ can be
achicved in Canada Both negate the hegemonic role of the
proletariat in the' struggle against the U.S. imperialist

of Canada, one by saying that there can be genuine

Native people in the name of ‘mination”. Both
sides of the “three world” opportunist trend oppose the political
Party of the proletariat leading the Native people, linking their
struggles with the revolutionary class aspirations of the
Canadian working class, joining all the struggles of the masses in
one wave of revolutionary struggle after another against the
common enemy in order (o create conditions for the violent
overthrow of the whole rotten monopoly capitalist socio-

under the di of the bourgeoisic and the

* other by negating that U.5. imperialism is part of the main cnemy

of the proletarian revalution in Canada. This brings us to the
next point. f :
These renegades, having no sensg of shame. actually pose
the struggle for genuine independence in opposition to the
struggle for proletarian revolution. For example they write:
“Concerning the concrete conditions in Canada, the struggle for

economic system and its political-ideol

Do the practical politics of the summer of 1974 not exposc
preciscly this fact? Did not CPC(M-L} link the just struggle of the
Anishinabe people in Kenom to the working class movement?

because a proletarian revolution
can never be ab. for the defence of the b ™, and in
a'note at the bottom of the previous page, afler quoting Enver
Hoxha, they turn around and write: *In Canada this is what the
struggle foril means, it means reinforcing Canadian

Did it not assist the organization and motion of the Anishi;
people’s Native Caravan? The CPC(M-L) militants of their own
wish, because they arc commugist revolutionaries, worked
extremely hard to lead this struggle and provide every assistance
toit. Why is this? Because CPC(M-L) has burningclass hatred of
the Anglo-Canadian state. It is our mortal cnemy, the enemy of
our class and of all the oppressed peoplesin Canada. We directed
the Anishinabe struggle against this enemy, and we continue to
work toward setting all the just struggles of tge Native. Inuitand
Meétis peoples against this enemy, because facts of life show that
this common enemy, the state of the monopoly capitalists and
U e

meant tij
the noose around the neck of the Quel tion, retarding its
economy, to the enrichment of the En; Jon; driving its
half-starved peasant sons and daughters as emigrants to
toil as wage slaves in the New England cotton mills. Furthez it
meant d itie for the ion of Anglo-
Canadian colonial capitalism with the blessing and financial
support of English bankers to rob and plunder the homelands of
the Métis and Natiye lidian nations on the Great Plains, and
with the Im:ll:ry-\ind violence of the colonial system already
described above by Marx, st these people to the winds, reducing
them to marginal, half-starved, impoverished and backward
gonditions, a real “showcase™ for the “progressive nation

'building” of the “English Canadian nation™.

When CPC(M-L) crossed swords with the opportunists'
lifcless apologia for Anglo-Canadian colonialism in 1975 we
tried 1o arouse the revolutionary activists with some burning
hatred against the whole Anglo-Canadian colonial system. We
tried with some success to imbue some sense of shame that this

il soci i i i When

and

howed how.much pain, such.
ion to the -year-old Native nations, to the
Quebec nation, to the Métis nation of Riel, to the impoverished

s lia* of Luther were powerful  and abused peopie of Newfoundland and the Maritites, to the

mﬂl‘nn Mot ,u?lk’f:po;:foz" % 1 k h of thousands of families uprooted from their homes in

udding nd 1l h n Iy of the overa hund ‘ as wretched n or the
ﬁ:::::r,b an_ increased. accumulation. The ireasures captured . Anglo-Canadian monopoly. ¢ and U.S.

outside Europe by undisguised looting, and our me very puffed up

murder, ued back 1o the mother-country and were then
turned iug:. capital,” Holland, which first fully developed the
colanial system, in_1648 stood already in ihe acme of ifs
commercial greainess. It was ‘in almost exclusive possession of
‘the East Indian trade and the commerce between the south-east
and north-west of Europe. 13 fisheries, marine, maniifa
surpassed. those .I any other
Europe put together. Gulich forgets to add that by 164, the
people_of Holland were more. over-worked, "
brutally pppressed than those of all the rest of E-mpe pla

i e

P

In thepriod f mateacte properysocalled.It s onthe athe
: the ' commercial  supremacy .that. gives industrial
inance. Henée the prep w muczg-’-mmg
pldys at that time, It was ‘the surange God :
me&m cheek by jowl with the old Gods of Erope.
Mm]hﬁ'ﬂﬁaﬁawaﬂn‘kinkrhue&dﬂm:nﬂja]n
Ry 4 surpha e A SOk :

O RTEY siems public debis: heavy. taxes protection,

poorer and more '

LS. il props up the wage-slave system, the colonial
plunder of the Native peoples’ lands and brings such poverty,
misery and humiliation to the oppressed masses. Who else but
the modern proletariat as a social class led by its political Party
can inspire and organize the oppressed, the impoverished, the
youth, ctc. against the main cnemy?

But when we review the politics of the summer of 1974 weseea
most revealing alignment against CPC(M-L) and its leadership
of the Anishinabe . movement. First we have the outright
hangmen, the special riot squad of the RCMP, used for the ﬁ:"s;

o

imperialism’s position with the aim of keeping marketsand zones
of influence.™ According to this twisted logic the monopoly
bourgeoisie is the force which stands for Canadian independence
as they equate the struggle for independence with the struggle for
markets and zones of influence: in other words to fight for
genuine independence, they say, is to fight for marketsand zones
of influence. as if this.is the basis for independence. Arguing in
this manner they negate both the U.S. imperialist domination of
Canada and the role of the reactionary bourgeoisic as the social
base forthisdomination. That ionary isie has its
own intcrests does not negate the fact that these interests are
served precisely by selling out the country to U.S. imperialism.
Every day the propaganda organs of the bousgcoisie go on and
on about how we need more U.S. investment. The bourgeoisie
gives hundreds of millions of dollars to the U.S. imperialists to
plunder our country, It is well known that the federal and
Ontario governments agreed to give Ford $68 million to build 2
plant in Ontario and the federal and Quebec governments have
made a similar offer to General Motors to build a plant in
Quebec. Stalin very clearly pointed out the nature of the

time, not surprisingly, against a' militant i

Native people and Canadian revolutionaries at Parliament Hill.
This fascist police force, about which a few more sordid facts are
known regarding its methods of »peration, was actually
established by the Anglo-Canadian state to occupy:the North-
West Territories (then including all of Saskatchewan, Alberta,
and most of Manitoba as well as the present NWT) after the first
Meétis Rebellion in 1870. Thusthe role of the RCM Pashangmen
and assassins for the Canadian monopoly capitalist class, as the
colonial oppressors of the Native peoples, has not changed nor
will it change (intil it has been smashed in a revolutionary civil
war, The monopoly press together with the high government
officials then turned the whole affair around, blaming those who
were attacked for the violence and taking the spotlight off the
burning issue of the day, namely the hereditary rights of the
Native people in Canada. Thus Judd Buchanan, then Minister of
Indian Affairs, “attached much of the blame for the violence
which marred the normally sedate opening of a new

: : £

and arrogant. For example, MREQ, the pr of Canadian
Communist League, with its burning ambition to defend the

 “sovereignty” of the Anglo-Canadian colonial state, hissed at us: +
“This

' according to CPC(ML) .
factures, |
couniry. The total capiial of the

" Canadian nation”, and was :pz:ldin' the analysis which it still
: s

rendering of Canadian history is truly incredible —

years old and another settlement of similar age in British
Columbia. . .’ So settlement of Western Canada dates from

. -early 19th century whole colonics, were

centary and in | T
established. By 1871 the population of Western Canada was over

+ 75,000 :
CP(

Wl.)_v_n criticizing the view that there is an “English *
hokds that: Con

Y group ist Party of Canada
(Marxist-Leninist) agitators.” (Monireal Star, October 2, |91.4)

But most significantly, the' so-called “genuine Marx)sl-
Leninists” of the day took up the same hue algd cry against

ie in this era in hi tothe 191h Congress ¢

of the CPSU in 1952 where he stated: “ The bourgeoisic used to be
regarded as the head of the nation; it championed the rights and
independence of the nations, placing.them "above all'. Now nota
trace remains of the ‘national principle’. Now the bourgeoisie
sells the nation’s rights and independence for dollars, The barnner
of national inde and national. ignty has been cast
overboard.” He continued 10 say that there “is o dowbt that it is
up (0 you, the representatives of the Communisi and democratic
pariies, 10 lift this banner and carry it forward if you wish to
become the leading force of the nation. There is nobaody else to
{ifi it.” Al their talk about Canada beingimperialist is to obscure
this.

The reactionary bourgeoisie has sold out this country to the
extent that there is more US. imperialist investment in this
country than in any other country in the world and Canada
is the largest debtor country in the world. The rencgades
want us to believe that it is possible for us<to organize the
proletarian revolution in Canada without opposing the U.S.
imperialist domination of Canada. They say that there
is only an internal enemy to the proletarian revolution
and negate the existence of an external enemy as well.
i ialism™ for whom _the domination

CPC(M-L)and they carry on to this day the Party's
rote in leading this just struggle of the Native people. The
opportunist paper, Western Voice, which has since self-criticized
itself out of existence for being an opportunist rag, made a big
issue about “problems of support™ because of the presence of
CPC(M-L) and the siogan “Hail the armed struggle. . . " Of
course there were many “put of™ by these slogans and more
particularly by the mass motion and just demands of the
Anishinabe people. These included the Mayor of Kenora, the
Minister of Indian Affairs, a reactionary revisionist alderman in

and of he Western Voice. The bond between

of

- Anglo-Canadian colonialism whereby the nation of Qucbec, the

- and subjection
-and colonialiring

 international finance capi

Native naticas. Métis and In
settied by monopoly

as well as the working masses

capitalism, especially since the rise of
on the world market at the turn'of

the 20th century, are topether held i ala

_opportunism and imperialist could not be scen more clearly. It
h p 2 " e s

the Ch front
posing as “Marxist-Leninist™ who exerted themselves to the
maximum to_liquidate the links between our Party and the
jonary activi he Native at that time. One

by thia political power, this oppressor colonial
state called Canada. Now the opportunists et

of the most outspoken opponenits of CPC(M-L) within the

“Native Caravan later exposed himself as an FBI agent sent

of Canada is more important than any othér country will be
a disinterested spectator when the proletarian revolution
is organized in Canada. This is besides the fact that U.S.
imperialism is also part of the internal enemy of the proletarian
ion, as the ionary.b isie is d of that
section which is merely an/extension of U.S. imperialism in
Canada as well asthose are Canadian. Commenting on the
relation between the internal and external oppressors, Comrade
Enver Hoxha states in his Report. Submitted to the Seventh
Congress of the PLA: “The impetialists and sociak-imperialists
have as their close allies the reactionary bourgeoisie of each
country where they exercise their influence. They use these allies
to do their dirty work and wield the whip on their behalf, so they
feed-and arm them to have them ready as a striking force ina
world conflagration and against peoples who rise in revolution
against their internal and external oppressors. Therefore these
See page 4: DOWN WITH REVISIONISM!




mmkmukmmumr Without
mbmhmou.yon <cannot combat the other, without
the internal
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.unupmutm You must destroy cvery kind of base the
i and created in a git y, for
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' countries.”

These rencgades make a feebic attempt 1o cover their
tracks on  this point, pretending that they. oppose the
' other opportunists who negate that U.S. imperialism is part
: ollhmmmy by stating that “they refuse to consider
~US, imperialism as an internal enemy of the proletarian
molution in Canada™ and elscwhere “that the revolution
in Canada iz a proletarian revolution and itis directed
. against all the Canadian bourgeoisic as well as lpmn
; nhc sectors of U.S. imperialism which operate in unnd.l In

force until you have .

-

of self-

ofnotmnuhun.-uhdnhnur’om.m
ubmmuumlmnllheumndmmmdlhnm:
their trotskyist theories on one-stage_revolution. 'Directly
tnllawln; the passage quoted above ending “reactionary all

along the they write: “This line of CRC(M-L) is in
accordance with the strategy of the revolution in two
stages; a first, anti-imperialist stage, against ‘the American

tion of the main blav of the prukunn However, in
the du:holmy-lm:hlhuthmug between one-stage
two-stage revolution, they have completely mystified
Leninist concept on the stages of the m-nlmiw. and this they

whethertheyaie
the

this the that they and
shameless mcb{en who can write pages on end -pmm (h!
struggle for genuine it gainst U.S.
domination and then turn around and say ﬂu revolution is also-
“ “against the sectors of U.S. imperialism which operate in

Canada™

" .But in doing this they further expose that they are anti-
Leninists who regard the proletarian revolution exclusively as
the result of the internal developmsnl in Canada for they talk
about U.S. imperialism only in the sense that 1t is part of the
interngl encmy and thus they still negate that it is also the main
external enemy. Their entire approach to the question of the

ists who, like them; advocate the trotskyist onc-

stage revolution or who advocate two-stage revolution. The
theory of |wmp ruvol\lhnn whaml:y the first stage you
establish Canada without establishing the
dnt.ulcnlup nl’ !.h prnlenml is nomcnsc as in this era of
ion, where the net of

last five -rlllcl'SIEBMMuyur"So
much for their concrete analysis of concrete conditions!

The whole argument on the national question in Quiebec is
hndontld:mmodmn lhlthcnu-nEngh-hCunudnu
nation, and
this mythical nation, it means that it is an Engluh—chlmnm
organization. It is not necessary to prove this because “thisisa

admitted by all including Lenin.” This follows from what
they write at the beginning of this section: “In Volume 39 of his
works, Lenin differentiates, the Engfish Canadians, the French
Canadians and. the Indians.” So, comrades, we investigated
Volume 39 which is oompmed of Lenin’s notebooks on
imperialism and is over 800 pages long. In this volume th:vem
about 30 anaudirmlyloC-mda,a ind more by

any.
Within definite .’Illlﬂ"tﬂ; ks
limits, and, if it refers 10 a particular country (e.g., the national
Prwmgw'fm country). that account m:le taken of the

p.’nhl through. wrole:
categoric t of Marxist theory in investigating
social question is that it be examined

thers in the:

e
same historical epoch.” And Stalin writcs:
meubnmth-pmbhlwmbenqm«lfarmhmm'
If a dialectical approach io a question is required anywhere it is
required here, in the national_question.” But they present
absolutely oo m.llym of the mmﬂék‘n:v;lh’m and 'jle

- but nowhere does Lenin refer to the existence of three nations in

Canada. (As a secondary point here, one should remember that
Lenin supposedly made a mistake in writing that Canada wasa
colony in Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capltalism because
that was the commonly -eeewed view in Europe of Canada at
that time; is they write after they into Volume
39, which has all this information on Canada based on the
systematic and critical study of hundreds of books, essays and
articies from a multitude of different sources. . .) In this Volime
there is one reference to Canada on p. 714 of the English and on
p 754 in the French odaliun. where Lenin has notes on the
f the

financial uplul hllwv:mddnduh the b e is
mnp-bl: of defending the independence of the nation. If this
theory.is uscd to lmply v.bn there can be an :ndependen

which has an i

in the various colonies and where
beside Canada he has written in his notebook 54 percent Britons,
28.5 percent French and 1.5 pereent Indians, with the term
An;h-Snxnm being used in the French edition where Britons is
used in the English edition, and the sum of all this makes 84
pen:m.‘wlueh means Lenin lefta “nation” out of his -mlysu nr ln

word louymmx the massive propaganda which ubmsdnne ;
right in front of their noses for national and social chauvinism
under the guise of the “unity”and ‘mdcpemlelwe" frauds (except
that lh:ys:q;ponﬂx“twonnﬂnnl’lluurymwm much of this
propaganda is based). Again, they simply jump up and down,
repeat over and over again. words which they have learnied by
rotc, “oppressed and oppressor nations” in order to opposc &
serious Marxist analysis. This is truly a pathetic and despicablc
performance.

They write that there is a third nation in Canada, the nation of:
the Native people which is forming. Here they are conﬁ'umg
narion, which is an historical category, with fribe, which is an
ethnographical category. Stalin writes; /1 is possible 1o conceive.
of people possessing @ common ‘national character’, bu_l they:
cannot be said to constitute a single nation if they are
economically disunited, inhabit different territories, speak
different l and 56 forth.” We realize that they say that.

prolctarian revolution in Canada opposes the very
of Leninism. They speak of the proletarian revolution in Canada
as a scparate and self-sufficient entity opposing a separate
national front of eapital, in their words — “all the Canadian
bourgeoisie as well as against the sectors of U.S. imperialism
which operate in Canada”. They do not look at the proletarian
revolution in Canada as an integral part of the world proletarian

of the d the dis nosuch

form of state can exist u the =unmdwunn between the
and the

precisely because of the i of the and

itis very clearthat umnum\m\gn
unless these opportunists want to argue llm in

exploited classes.
opportunists who advocate the- trotskyist one-stage
revolution further confuse the issue. Qur Party, following the
Leninist thesis, does advocate that the revolution advances
mpwue through stages as it is a thoroughgoing protracted
In

revolution, primarily resulting from the of the
coritradictions within the world system of imperialism. Their
formulation that the revolution is against @/l the Canadian
bourgeoisic, clc. brings us to the next point.

of Leninism, Stalin clearly writes:
”2) Slllu of the mmhlloll. and strategy. Smmgy is the
of the

Nicaragua there is one nation of Indians, Negroes, etc., and a
second nation of Europeans or that in Argentina ﬂm:e is the
Argentinian nation and the nation of French, Spllush and
Italians. As to their “fact admitted by all mcludmg Lenin” we
have shown that this is not the case. So who is it that they are
referring to when they say that the existence of the English-
Canadian nation is admitted by all? Stanely Ryerson; a leading

|dm!ogue, wrote a whole book to show that there

a}' the re he el of e di for the

They refuse to make any disti between the

and non-monopoly bourgeoisie and argue that because we do
make this distinction that we are giving the call for a two-stage
revolution in which the first stage is the struggle for
independence and the second stdge is the struggle for proletarian
revolution. They write: “The ‘CPC(M-L)' absolutely and
persistently refuses that in fhe era of imperialism, in a country
like Canada, that is in an imperialist country, the whole
bourgeoisie is i ryand cannot playa progressive role.” In
their conclusion to this section they write: ™. . . they establishan
antagonistic contradiction on.ly with the ‘compradors’, the
‘lackeys’, and other formulations which imply the same thing,
‘mancpcly capitalist class’, and the ‘reactionary bourgeoisic’. All
theie : ity

ple

of the h fam.r (main and .w:onda-ry
reserves), the fight to carry out this plan throughout the given
stage of the revolution.”

Stalin then goes on to point out that the Russian revolution
had already entered its third stage. Now, when these
opportunists advacate one-stage revolution it is not a Qquestion
that they simply didn't know how the term stages of the
revolution was used by Lenin and Stalin, because like Trotsky,
they oppose the dcvelopmclll of the revolution in a stepwise
manner through stages in ~ssence. This is the central thing in all
‘their ranting and raving, that there is onc-stage pmlclamn

En Lutte! and the League give this propaganda
and so does the Canadian government. But the opportunists
based on their lies about Volume 39 went on to write: “If Bains
does not agree he should prove that everyone is wrong except
himself.” We hope that these rencgades will not be too
disappointed, if we, instead of Comrade Bains, prove them and
the bourgeoisic and their otheragents wrong, and show that they
are completely ignorant of the Marxist-Leninist definition of a
nation.

In the immontal classic, Marxism end the National Question,
Stalin wrote: “A nation is a historically evolved, stable
community of people, formed on the basis of @ common

ion against all the b ic at onee, and lamage territory, economic life, and psychological makoup
that making any distis between the and nun- ina lture.” Further on, h It
sections of the ie is to advocate il is only when ail these characteristics are present that we have a

contain between the
and the bourgeoisic. They show themsclves ready to-conciliate
with a so<called bourgeoisic which is *national’, ‘weak’, ‘anti-
imperialist’, or whatever. Imperialism is reaction all along the
line and the role of the bourgeoisic can no longer be
progressive: i is reaction ali along ihe line.”
This refusal on their part to recognize the distinction between
the e divni
Kautsky's theoretical critique of imperialism and when it is

with the bourgeoisic. They are playing at the seizure of state
power. On the one hand, they demh the struggle for genuine

nation.” Stalin also points out that Russia and Austria are not
considered nations and makes a distinction between a national

d against U.S, and thereby
detach the Canadian revolution from the world revolution and
“negate that the proietarian revolution must be regarded.
primarily as the result of the development of the coniradictions
within the world system of imperialism, as the result of the
breaking of the chain of thé world imperialist front in one

and a political community, a state. He points out
that while both are stable communities, a state is conceivable
without a common language while a nation is not. The English
Canadian nation which they are talking about which they say
excludes Quebec does not have a common territory and to the

extent it has a common economic life that economic life includes *

Quebec. So much for their English Canadian nation. Further,
the Plny has explained the historical development of the

of the Quebec nation and the development of the

connected with the question of the revo]uuon in Cmuda « country or another.” On the other hand they advocate thatin one

proceeding througn stages it is ch stroke the iat will climinate the monopoly and the non-

Lenin wrote: “Kautsky's critique nf li isi unludmg small ol' town and

nothing in common with Marxism and ser P connlq‘ and m.hl.-h h

to propaganda for peace and unity with the opp and target of

social-chauvinists, precisely for the r¥ason that it evades and s, they neglle that'the main target of the revolution at this
mp hasto be U, S. infperialism and the reactionary bourgeoisic

obscures the very profound and fundamenial contradictions of
the eiween and free

compeition which exisi us[de Dby side with i1, between the gigantic
‘operations’ (and. "profits) of finance capital and *honest®
trade in the free may el. the contradiction between cartels and
trusts, on the one hand, and ron-cartelized industry, on’the
other, e1¢.” 5

This they also do when they take Lenins statement that
imperialism is reaction all along the line and then say that “it™,
referring to the entire bourgeoisie, *is reaction all a]un;duclin:
because the very point Lenin makes on ﬂm qmnon is thxl

in politics is in h

and mymfy the =ntn= issue. Lcmn writes: "Economiml’!y

who dominateall aspects of the life of the country. They deny the
“very profound and /md’ammrnl cammdlalom" "belwren
d free de by side with it".
They are opposed to unﬂxm out lhe main enemy at the given
stage of the forcesto
hit atit, and of nemrnhzm. the other forces which are not the
main enemy at that point but whé cannot be mobilized. They
underrate the importance of the direct reserves of the mvnlllllun.
such as the small farmers and fishermen and the revolutionary
movement of the colonies and the dependent countries, and they
pay no attention to the indirect reserves of the revolution which

To acquire full

all mmptl.lllun must be eliminated, and not only on the home
market (of the given state). but also on foreign markets, in the
whole world. Is.it economically possibie, ‘in the era'of finance
capital, to eliminate competition even in a Soreign state?
Certainly it is. It is done through a rival's financial dependence
and acquisition of his sources of ‘raw materials and eventually of
all his enterprises.

Anglo-Canadian oppressor state, Herc for example, we refer to
articles in the June 25, 28and.30, 1977 issucs of on_ulz': Canada
Daily News. We are sure that thesc opportunists are aware of
such articles, but being unable to refute them, they acted like
ostriches sticking their heads in the sand and hoped that theic lie
about Leninand the incing”argument that the exi

the English Canadian nation was “admitted by all*, would save
them. Here we like to point outa ple of what
could only be described as police-socialist logic. On the one
hand, they implied that Lenin was wrong in saying that Canada
was a colony in 1916 and that his mistake was that he had based
himself on “the generally widespread and accepted view in
Europe at that time™. In other words, mistakes can be made if
you base yourself on the ‘generally widespread and accepted
view'and then they turn around and say that the proofthat there
are two nations is that this thesis is “accepted by all”. What is

at times can be of prime importance for the advance of the
ion and which include “the and conflicts
among the h Y, which can

is that they follow the logic of imperialism,

be utilized by the prolmrflar to weaken the enemy and to
strengthen its own reserves.” This is the charactcristic of
Trotsky's theory of permanent revolution which placed lhe
reserves of the pml:uml in the camp of the enemy. This is a
Leninist ignoring of the necestity of mobilizing all the possible
, foroes to it lt lhz mlin enemy even if !he fnrea be only

that truth is what works, So, if they can prove their
argument by saying Lenin wasa charlatan who made the mistake
of ‘basing his arguments simply on a generally accepted view,
then they will argue in that fashion; then. an another occasion if
it serves their interest they will present the “gencrally acccpted”
view as proof! The point here is thatan honest individual may be

genuinely eonﬁu:d and present wrong arguments or reach

b i i and the di ip of

“The American trusis are the supreme of the and
of imp: ism or They de not
means of el rivals, bur  the prol

rorulnnh’_v resort to political, even criminal, methods. It would
‘e the greatest mistake, however,. 10 believe that the trusts can-

not establish their monopoly by purely economic methods. Re-
ality provides ampie proof ihat this is ‘achievable” 1 trusts
undermine their rivals’ credit through the banks (the owners of
the trusts become the owners of the banks: buying up shares);
their supply of materials (the owners of the trusts become the
owners of the railways: buying up shares); for a ceriain time the

- trusis sell below cost, spending millions on this in order ioruina -

competitor and then buy up his enmpn.m, ‘his sources of raw
materials (mines, land, etc.).

“There you have a purely economic analysis of the power of
the trusts and their expansion. There you have the
economic path 1o expansion: buying up mills and faciories,
sources of raw materials,

“Big finance capital of one country can always buy up
in another, p country and
does so. this is fully

will be u-ed to regulate and eliminate them. But
the state power, as well as the economy, military, =ulmre.m= is
not controlled by them but by the Us. lmpenlhm and
reactionary bourgeoisie who thus constitute the uumenemy ln
fact, while the contradiction between lbc monopoly
ic and the U.S. iali

wrong But a scrious indivi will not lie about the

facts and say Lenin said something which he didn't say and he

won't argue in one way one minute and turn around‘-nd argue

the oppasite way the next minute just to prove his point.
Further, this s nat just & wrong canclusion which they are

mchmgm mid-air, but h

s.ymg lhn lhc En;lub-:pen kmgCallndllm are thesourct of the

f Quebec. They write: “According to him, the
oppressor ol’ ‘the Quebec nation isthe oppressor state and not the

of the

enemy, it docs not negate the l‘-cl that their ennmd ions with ‘oppressive English Canadian mnen g They have violently taken
them are fundamental, that ap m: of the isi
the mercy of and are i to th trusts i of all hues, to try to implicate the

and that it may be possible to mobilize sections of them as
tactical reserves under th: hegemony of the proletariat in the
struggle against the main enemy. \

and
‘masses of the peoplein the oppression of the nation of Quebec by
ascribing to llu: oppressor stalc, which was established by the
British and is today domi by the US,

‘They accuse CPC(M-L) of “sufferil isgusti
chauvinism™. While this contains their distortions about
‘Canada’s roke in the world and their nonsense about “the colony
of Native Indians”, the prime feature is that it uomp!elziyfllnﬁc-

ists, the name “English Canadian nation”, In fact, with
their “three nations™ nmry, which is mmly an embellishment
on the “two nations” theory, they assist the reactionary
bourgeom: Dby telling the Quebec peaple that their enemy is not

what the Party's state
and its parti of states. As .

Economic ‘annexation’ is fully ‘achievable' without political
annexation and is widely practised. In the literature on
imperialism you will constantly come across indications that
Argentina, for example. is in reality atrade colony’ of Britain, or.
: that Portugal is in reality a ‘vassal' of Britain, eic. And that is
actually  so: -economic dependence upon British . banks,
indebtedness to. Britain, British acquisition of iheir railways,
mines, land, eic., enable Britain lo ‘annex’ these couniries
economically without violating their political indepmdmw
“National self-determination means political 'llhaldﬂm.
seeks 1o violate h inde ljs
annexation ofien makes economic annexation easier, cheaper

{easier to bribe officials, secure concessions, pus ‘through
i

1o the Pll'ly'llllllndﬁ lonrds ll-e Native lndnnl, the Party has.
always vi ide and all
the state attacks against the Native people and has provided the
Nnive people with material as well as propaganda support in

the ie and its oppressor state and that in
order to win nancml liberation, this oppressor state must be
destroyed, but rather their enémy is the “English Canadian
nation”. This proplnndl is_also that the English—spﬂakmg
proletariat has a stake in the suppression of Quebee which is
none other than a refurbished version of Trudeau’s line that it is
in the interests of the Canadian people to maintain the

struggles in defence of lbelr hml M hmdlnry luhu, m
def:nee a( their way of life. As to
that it has ai Canada's i

|.n m-mmnuheworld‘-mvu.wmmrunmmm
in NATO and NORAD, in the UN forees™, in the

f the nation of Quebee. - They completely obscurcin
this manner that the Canadian statc is not only the enemy of the
Quebec nation and of the Native people but also of the

ZICCin vmm.ﬁ-wppnnmmuymhunmﬁm.

..m.elg‘lhel’myhldmmenn

propaganda agai
Canada's proparation for imperialist war mndiﬁdgﬂlewurld
on the side of U.S. i Astoj

mping

and the broad masses of the people throughout
Canada, On the contrary theyare carryingout the most insidious
propaganda that the English-speaking proletariat and people
have common cause with the state which not only oppresses the
Qnebec nation but also oppresses them. This propaganda of

eic.) .more .

= just as seeks to replace democracy
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x ‘word learned by rote, i
. opportunist finds out that somic “Canadian™ hnkhualnneh

in another while overlooking the peculiarities of

country,
mluﬁundpolldnluhuwuhipl.mhnwlﬁmyhvew
*the domain of the

Duphc all M talk’ about doing concrete analysis of
concrete they.

paragraphs from the theoretical organ of the CPUSA from
W 1930. WE Im“m IDMGmunilulsow 1902)
ot done by
qunﬁqmmhw:nm(mhwumlulyﬂum
conditions in that country), even

fosters narrow n-uomlum in Quebec whu:h
nlﬂ to divide the ¥ the

outside of Q1 pp of Quebec. “At th
n foments social chauvinism in the rest of Canada by sayingthat
the pm]tlarhl in the rest of Canada has common interest with
the Canadian oppressor state. : :

Turning truth on its head, these renegades denounce the
Party as being chauvinist, innexationist and racist for pclnl)n'

the Native peoples® nation isin its formation, but they provide no
indication of what arc the signs of this; are they denying that the
Native peoples speak different languages, are economically dis-
united, ctc.? As to the attitude of the Party towards the Native
people, they write: . . . and all that the ThirdTCongress found to
say concerning the Native people is that it was ‘extremely
sympathetic to their cause’” This again is an outright lie.

Referring to the mmcnary bourgeoisie, the Tmrd Cangress
wrote, things: "It has the of the
Native peopleand is throwing them off their hereditary lands and
smashing their traditional way of life;"and in listing the strategic
aims of the Party, it included: “5) Restoration of the hereditary
rights of the Native people.” Through our practice we have
concretely demonstrated our support for the actual nlmgglus of

. the Native people, whether.it was the armed occupation at

Anishinabe Park, the Native Peoples Caravan, demonstrations
in support of the hereditary rights and against the genocidal
policies of the rich and their state, production of literature, étc;
while these opportunists are actually working to divert the actual

. concrete struggle of the Native people in defence of their

hmdlmy rights by giving the line that their struggle is fora
nation in the north. Further, here too, these opportunists aim
their main guns not at the bourgcoisie and its statc but at the
people and the Party. They write: “The chauvinism which exists
inthe Quebec naticn in relation to the Native people and the sclf-
determination of their nation, including their ng)nuus:mssmn
cannot be denied. This right should be defended in English
Canada as well as in Quebec and foremost it should be defended
before the ‘Marxist-Leninists' who do nothing but peddle the
chauvinism of the big bourgeoisie in regards to the nation of the
Native people.” As to the attitude of the Quebec nation to the
vac peuple, hmcry has proved that it is anything but
5§y f the Méf is proof of this.
Are they unaware, that in the rebellions of the Native and Métis
peoples in the 18705 and 1880s, that they had the support of the
settlers and for that reason the Anglg-Canadian state formed the
North West Mounted Police to suppress lheu—slmggk and that
when the state Iumg Louis Riel there was an uprising in Quebec
against this? This is the logic of palice socia! when the facts
show that the p and I 8
the Native p:oplu, then they impose some non-existent demand
on the struggle, and then witha great hullaballoo and rightcous
“revolutionary outrage” they attack the 'Mzms( Leninists and
the people for not ing this thus
mystify the actual oppression and g:nnclde by the rich and their
state, ing that the Marxist-L the agents of the
bourgeoisic and that the masses of the people are the problem
because they areafflicted by bourgeois idcology. While there isa
grain of truth that bourgeois ideology does have itseffects onthe
people, it is precisely these yellow rencgades who help to
spread it in the ranks of the people by opposing the real struggles
of the people, fomenting national and social chauviniim and
obscuring, cven further, ncgating, who is the enemy.

They write: “Bains speaks of ‘revolutionary nationalism of the
proletariat’. Without doubt, he has read somewhere that
jans do ot have that nationalism s part
of bourgeois ideolpgy, but even so this docs not embarrass him
anyway.” Thus, according to these renegades, there is-no
People’s Socialist Republic of Albania and there is no question
of constructing socialism on the basis of the Marxist-Leninist
principle of self-reliance because “proletarians do not have a
homeland”. This is wh&t imperialism, social-imperialism and all
reaction is preaching and these rencgades are the willing tools of
them. The utter sh f these renegades is such that, on
one hand, they complain about the origin of the leadership of the
Party, at the samc time when it comes to serving imperialism,
social-imperialism and all reaction they complain under the hoax
that the “proletarians have no homeland”. Are they u—ymg totell
us that. because ians do mot have a h that
they do not exist in very definite countries and nations?
In the oppressed nations in this era is there any other class
whose interests represent the interests of the nation
other th«n the prolellml’! Is it nol true that only the
lead the h frall andat
the same time not to seck any privileges as the bourgeais
nationalists are interested in? For these simple-minded souls it
must be very hard to the concept of * i
nationalism” of the proletariat, which is opposed to all mlmml
oppression and stands for equality among nations as the
necessary precondition to the unity of nations.

They also write that CPC(M-L) has been giving the incorrect
slogan of *national liberation for Quebec” and that they “cannot
recognize national liberatidn in the case of the Quebec nation
because it is not the agrarian question which is the concern in

Quebec. In Quebec there exists a large proletariat and the

qlmuon yrelem.ad |s the proleumn revolution and that is all.
The f the Queb: ispartof
the task of the pmlmmn revolution in Canada.” Here, they
confuse everything!, Because “it is not the agrarian question
which is the concern in Quebec” are they seriously advocating
that we should not call for the national liberation of the -
oppressed nation onu:bec Or, perhaps in the cagerness (o say
the Party was “incorrect™ they thought that we werc using a
‘wrong formulation and that they were going to “catch us” on it.
But.the call for national liberation of Quebec means precisely
that Quebec must have the right to self-determination, including
secession if the people of Quebec so desireand we have madethis -
clear through Thisalso a scientifi tion,
50 even on this basis their criticism has no validity. Lenin wrote:
“Natlonal self-determination is the same as the siruggle for
tompftrz national liberation, for complete ind

out, llxe state as the i of the I‘nmgn

isle for subj Quebec. But it doesn’t
matter hnw many terrifying names they call the Party, they
cannot hide what is historical fact; that it is the Party which
concretely analyzed the concrete features of the national

in Canada, arid that it

-of context. Whhchqulhl‘dunuthpmmyaun
$800 million of capital™, they do not give

- the information from the chart which follows which shows that
‘export

more than 50 percent of the of capital in 1930 was to the
USA. ‘Also in quoting they conveniently kave out that
“American caj phleolﬁmntupouimom averages

is the Party which has vigorously done propaganda for genuine
national liberation for Qucbec and against the national and
social chauvinist theory of two nations and against the “unity
' fraud” of Trudeau and the “independence fraud™ of Lévesque
and all the other attempts to mobilize - the people for a
reactionary civil war. Lenin and Stalin repeatedly emphasizethe

and socialisis cannot — withour ceasing m
br :aclalim — reject -u:h a s In whaiever form, right
down foan uprising or war.” Thal uestion pluenle:j isthe

ion and that isall” is al g, but
‘we will not gointo this as there isalmost no limit xaxhe nnmbcror
wrong things they safy.

f°lmnm..

t is possible thata



