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feating’ opportunisi  elemenis by
int the Party, the theory of ‘overcoming”
el fines of a single parly isa and
dangerous theory, which threatens io condemn the Party 1o
-paralysis and chronic infirmity. threatens to make the Party a -
* prey (o opporiunism, threatens to leave the proletariat without a
_revolutionary Party, threatens (o deprive the proletariat of its
_miain weapon in its fight against imperialism. Our Party could
101 have emerged on 10 the broad highway. it could not have
. seized power and organized the diciatorship of the proleiariat, it
could not have emerged viciorious from the civil war, if it had

4 in its ranks people like Martov and Dan, Potresov and

Axelrod. Our Party Jmmk;s in achieving internal unity and

 unexampled cohesion of its ranks primarily because it was able in

 good time 10 purge itself of the opportunist poilution, because it

5 ways able to rid its ranks of Liquidators and Mensheviks.

“- Proletarian pariies develop and become .umng' by purging
7 h i and i Joci i i

of opp
and social chauvini ial-g and social-pacifists.”
Despite all the lics and distortions, they exposc. them-
selves as factionalists* who advocate. two-line struggle in
the Party. According to their story. the differences which
they had with the Party date back to the Special q,on-
gress of the Party, if not before. Through a conspicu-
ous silence on this question, it becomes evident that from
that time to the end of July, they raiscd no differences inside
the Party. In fact, the member writes that he was a delegateto the
Special Congress. who was prescnt at the first session but missed
the i of th ionsdug toan ified illness. Did he
_raise any of his serious political questions in the Congress either
at the figst session or in writing if he were not “able™ to attend?
No, This sincere "revolutionary” raised nothing to the Congress,
the highest organ of the Party, nor afterwards, for that matter.
The only thing they refer to is that the “member” advocated a
debate after the Congress with a “responsible comrade” who ran
out on the Party right during the Congress and who they write

was expelled by the Congress. They write that the Party comrade -

answered that this is to advocate two-line struggle in the Party;
but then they have nothing further to say. So the next event
according 1o their story where their differences come up is as
follows: “During the period of July 20 10 25, 1978, | went above
the fascist ‘norms’ of ‘CPC(M-L) and had many discussions with
a few people close to me who were all more or [ess involved with
‘CPC(M-L). My comrades and | rejoice in having had the
audacity to undertake the criticism of this organization in
contempt of its norms, which have nothing Marxist-Leninist
about them. We rejoice because inhas become crystal clearthat
‘CPC(M-L)'is not a revolutionary party, and we have intensified
OlF WOrk to brand this apportunist organization and put theaxe,
1o its rotten political line." Thus, having raised no criticismy of
the political fine of the Party nor even indicating any attempts
made to raise: political criticism with the Party organization
according to the Marxist-Leninist norms, they undertake “the
criticism of this organizatior contempt of its norms™ which
they simply assert “have nothing Marxist-Leninist about them*,
Not only that, they sh: write that these were

. first formed a communalist clique 10 wage factional struggle

" direction of ‘the central bocies is tantamount to'a refusal 1o

the i ip of the'
proletariat, the building of ‘socialism to the ultimate aim’of
communism. So, one or the other. Either you had serious
differences with the Marxist-Leninist Party in which-case you
should have defended its norms and raised your criticisms in.a
principled manner and not in a factional manner or you thought
the Party was revisionis which case for you, the issue is not
that you have serious political differences so you are violating (e
norms, but because you are determined 1o destroy the revisionist
party. And if you had serious doubts as to whether the Party was
a genuine Party or not. you still would have raised vour eriticisms
according to-the norms. because either then, ix\pn‘sv}ers your
questions and this helps to clarify whether it is MarXist-Leninist
or not or it doesn't answer your questions and crificisms in which
case it is.clear that it is not the Party.

But they started off by raising their criticisms in violation of
the norms of the Party and when this was pointed out they
justified it and said they would continue on this path. When the

the leading’ bodies ‘informed all the comtades of - the
developments (which it bas jn greater-or lesser detail) they hay

* been running around wildly trying (o win comrades to,their

position, alkhough this has’ been mainly on the fringes of the
Party as they know that the actual Party comrades who have

been trained\ by the Party would not take too kindly to their

police=socinlist activity, :
: Thekeyto Leninist stratcgy and tactics is building the Leninist
Party and itx closest links with the proletariat and the op-
pressed masses. But it is preciscly their opposition (o building
the Party of a Leninist type that leads this opportunist
agency and its allies to instinctively come to : praise: the
Kautskys, - Plekhanovs  ‘and-. other ' impot ades

and 'cowards of the Second lntzmarionurl. This is not 1

youth:and 'in the peace
the war. But once Len
i in_fact in o

period of social democracy befors
m arose in 1903 in oppasition to
i iliation with

bating soc
engage in factional two-line struggle with them in violation of all
Marxist-Leninist norms, when it refuses to engage in a “mass
democracy” in someone’s kitchen, they turn around and say that
this is a sign of weakness because the Party is not dealing with
their “political differences™. But it is precisely an exposure of

Party refuses to convert itself into a | debati ty and

: then Kautsky and other heroes of the Second

32y that these-men did not write some valuable essays in their -

--roads" 1o social and national res

“suitable and ob igatory” for n
have taken up. the rotten opports
< 1

International -played an outright disruptive, . liqui
s Tuti dle th :

the

hich they delil

A ary role nie by,
prg!eiqrhl This opportunist agency no doubt fancies-itself a5
being in the tradition of eloquent essay writing, but they forget
that we live in the era of imperialism in decline, when even on the

W
o
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X regime: in Mos
ich they assert is the correct 1
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their politics that they could not raise the ¢ their.
“political differences™ with the Party on a principled basis. but

against the Party. As Lenin pointed out; “Refusal 1o accept the

resain in the Party, it is tantamourt 10 disrupting the Party:iris
a method of destroying, not of convincing. And these efforss io
destroy: instead of o convince indicate their lack of consistent
principles, their lack of faith in their own ideas.” Further, 1o sy
that the Party is being burcaucratic by upholding its Marxist-.
Leninist norms and by refusing to engage in factional struggle
with them over their “political differences™ is 10 say that they do
not consider the defence of the integrity of the Party asa political
Question. It is to say that the Party is bureaucratic if it
implements ‘the decisions arrived at through “democratic
discussion and if it insists that the minority submit- to the
majority. Lenin in exposing the line of certain Mensheviks,
wriles: “ You are a bureaucrat because you wereappointed. by the
Congress not at my will, but against it: you are a Sormalist
because you take your stand on the formal decisions of the
Congress, and not on my consent; you are acting in a grossly
mechanical way, because you cite the ‘mechanical’ majority ar
the Congress..." They go to great lengths to confuse, this
central issue. They write about how they made various efforts to
have political discussion with the Party but the Party “refused™,
The fact of the matter is that the Party never refused (o have
discussion about political questions which they might have, it
only refused to have discussion with them in violation of all its
norms and according to their dictates, ind their own document
shows that in.all cases where they supposed ly made attempts (o
have political discussion with the Party, they did this in
opposition to its Marxist-Leninist norms. For example, (and this
information is taken from their'awn document), they write that.
when “a delegation of responsiblé comrades from the Montreal
Branch™ was having discussion with one of them. another one of
them barges in and said “Comrades. why don't we have a mass
democracy”” Then they write: “The secretary (they are referring
10 a comrade from the Monireal Branch — Ed.) said: *Youdon't

“with a few people close to me who were all more or less involved
- with "CPC(M-L)"." Close indeed! They were all family members
cither from the immediatc family or through marriage. A fine
example “of how a Marxist-Leninist deals with political
differences! - 2 i
As they had, in their own words, admitted that they were
violating the norms of the Party — arid cicarly in a most serious,
anti-Party mannet — then any Marxist-Leninist knows that it
was the responsibility of the Party, which it carried out, to point
out 10 the clements the of their violatis
and that the existence of factions and the acceptance of two-line
struggle in the Party will lead to the paraiysis of the Party,
turning it from a militant and voluntary union into a loose
debating socicty: that in the Party, once discussion has taken
 place and decisions have been made, they must be implemented.
The Party exphinWm, pointing out that for them to
carry on in this to serve imperialism and reaction
objectively as it was an attack on the very existence of the
Marxist-Leninist Party. Having explained this, one oftwo things
had to follow. Either they were honest revolutionaries who
hadn't' realized the seriousness of their activities and would
rectify, come under the discipline of the Party and raise whatever
questions they had through the appropriate channels of they had.
joined the camp of io H ld insi; rying out
their activities against the Party, The developments have shown
that the latter is the case. ‘
Now, to cover up their nefarious ‘activities and to ry to
discredit the Party, they repeat overand overagain thatthe Party
was being buteaucralic as violation  of the norms of‘the Party
was acceptable as they had political differences with the line of
the Party. In a letter from a “sympathizer” of the Party to
Comrade Bains, which they have printed in an appendix to their
yellow journal, he writes: “There have been violations of the -
<norms of the Party, agreed. But it is necessary to go further and
pose the question of why there have been violations of the norms
of the Party. The response is very simple. there have been:
violations of the norms because numerous comrades, sincers
communists and those dedicated 10 the cause of the proletariai
and the revolution have a heavy.heart and believe more and more
that the political line of the Panty isincorrect concerning most of -
the i itical questions and furthe the style of
work of thé Panty, and its manner-of acting is cxtremely
- defective.” This is a subterfuge on their part. How does the fact
that someone has political differences and serious criticisms
excuse the violation of the norms of the Party, the violation of its
- integrity, of its iton discipline, without which it canniot carry out
“its mission? Either, the Pany is.a geriuinely revolutionary Party
in which case its integrity should be defended and criticisms of its
. mistakes are raised sccording 1o the norms and are then s

with, and the Party will recify: or, s Party 1 batend
isomist pariy.in which case (he {asks faciag the. Matrost

. Party’s line is correct it will by
. @ subterfuge. It is true that the Party’'s line, if it is correct, will be
- -able to maintain its intcgrity no matter what or whom makes

 line struggle in the Party over the agreed upon decisions. It is in

that there is a Party”, and the other freferring rooneof

the communalist cligue — Ed.) replied: “Maybe there isn't a
<Party in Canada™ According to them this is a sign that the Pariy
did not deal with them in a correct manner!

Their second attempt 1o raise their questions with the Party
which they write isan example of the seriousncss with which they
were raising the questions is their open letter of 40 questions
which they addressed to~all the members. suppaortersand friends

. of CPC(M-L) as well as to other Marxist-Leninist individuals

and organizations as well as 1o the broad masses™. This letter by
the very way that it is addressed. let alone by its content, negates
the very existence of the Party, unless they want to openly admit
that they are following the linc of “Mao Tsetung Thought" and
believe: that there are Marxist-Leninist organizations in a
country outside of the Party 8 years after the Party has been re-
established on the basis of Marxism-Leninism. In this document
they do not dare to reprint this letter which is a blatant exposure
of their unprincipled, lying and slanderous natuse, while they do
try to pass off the fact that they wrote this Ietter asa sign that they
were raising serious questions with ihe Party which it was
refusing to anwer,

And then there is the letter of a “sympathizer” of the Party to
Comiade Bains which we have quoted from above showing that
they justified that it was correct for them to violate the Party's
norms. And this is'also supposed to be an example showing how
they were raising their “political questions”: in a “principled”
fashion but the Party was being unprincipled because it was
refusing to disciss with them. = =~

All these things are supposed to show that the Party was so
weak it dared not have political discussion with them. What they
are also trying to confuse here is that when we refuse to answer
criticisms from whatever quarter this is supposed to indicate the -
bankrupicy of the Party's line, because according to them if the

_intelk front the apologists for imp like th S
“ have degenerated so far into American pragmatism, have taken
up with such exuberance the ideology of lies ch st

and is -

and Canada
(Marxist-Leninist). . o

1 o he power of

imperialist and social-impe;

make the slightest contribution on any front.
clarifying one or two small points: of sideline interest to the
i 'he i3 is s0 is because the alpha
and omega of their: politics is the liquidation of CPC(M-L).
us, everything they turn their attention to has to be by way of
“getting CPC(M-L)”; and as Stalin teaches us, the most base
motive in politics is spite, and these thoroughly corruptagents of
the security service are driven by spite, by base’ police motives.
Secondly, in addition to embellishing the intellectualist anti
Leninist tradition of the Second International, the Opporiunisi
agents arc covering for their real ally (though now posingas thei
eaemy), the Canadian Communist League, brought into being in
part through the efforts of Daya Varma and his elique o
renegades who took up the politics and cology of the Chinese
s in am active and conspiratorial way to liuidate the
Paty from late 1970 through 1971, The line * Jef i

front of Khrushchovite revisioni i

M IS a
the Party's,characterization of Daya Varma’ ! and

The present-day opportun ades with |
~nindsight would like to abstract events fi'o_m the I%JJO}p;no_d

completely out of context in typical metaphysical style in e

‘to push their anti-Leninist thescs and liquidate the political Par- -
ty of communists. But they can hever do that. Norcan they erect:
their Chinese Wall between the prol , headed by their van-’
guurd communist parties in:the countrics of Asia, Africa and -
Latin America and the proletariat headed by their van-
guard communist partics in the developed capitalist-revision-
ist countries, They arc all bound together by Lcninis_m by-the
theory and practice of.the Great October Sacialist Revol

- whase road is mandatory and obligatory for all countrics

outiexception.’ As a point of fact, just 10 throw Varma’s stupid

- windbaggery out the window, Russia in 1917 was a semi-feudal,

i-colonial country (under the domination of Anglo-French ©
eecapitaly with o ‘majority (80 percent) of its population
composed of peasants, but Lenin did not surround the'cities from
the countryside! He built the Bolshevik Party as.a Party able
and worthy to lead the insurrection of October and took the

political line advanced by him and his clique. An article entit led,
“Down with the ‘Left’-S] ng: Front of K. vil

1 to the countryside building the steel-like
unity between workers and peasants, a unity which is a law of

Revisionism was first printed in ‘Peopie’s Carada Daily s
JRelease. January [1, 1972, and was reprinted in Mass Line, Vol.
4. No. 54, May 6, 1973, in the pamphletentitled, Learn
from the Teachers by Negative Example,

The article analy
Asian-Latin American People’s Solidarity Movement founded
in March 1969 by revolutionaries led by the Canadian Marxist-
Leninists. It analyzes the liquidationist path followed by Daya
Varma (without mentioning him by name) and his splittist cligue
which we have already referred to. As part of this conspiratorial

in great detail the history of the Afro- *

P of prol I and'the di pof
the proletariat. All of the huffing and puffing by Varma and his
Chinese i ique about “surround the cities

and semi-colonial country

s in fact to what.an extent he adheres to the anti-Leninist
theories of *Mio Tsetung Thought™ which today he cannot refute
because ofhis servittde to Chinese sacial-imperialism, But even
his efforts to slandcr CPC(M-L) with this charge, as we shall
is other . is own -perfidious

activity of bluming others for his own sins. All these oppore
unists want to push with all their might from theirabsurd leftist

b

~

clique’s cfforts ta liquidate the Party they used their i
positions 1o usurp the Solidarity Movement's paper and
published an editorial on *People’s Ch which contained in it
all the essential components of what emerged thrce years later as
the “three world theory™. The article was writien in October 1971
just after Kissinger's “secret” diplomacy had set in motion the
petfidious rc-alignment of China’s strategy from a line of
A “very -broad. united  front of the* proletariat and the

olutionary peoples of all countri st U.S. imperialism,
i ism and reaction of various countries” 10 the line
on's visit of a “broad united fron1™, this time including
those who can be united”. incorporating in it cven the
et social-imperialism. At

in it “all
Uniited States of America a
that time in history. the the agency for
U.S. imperialism, had established diplomatic relations with
People’s China as a step in the direction of the emerging U.S.-
Chinese alliance. Conditions were set for the Chinese revisionists
to step up their linc of liquidating the newly cmerging Marxis
Leninist i nent as they proclai they would in
their article “Long Live the Victory of the Dictatorship of the
Prolctariat™ in March 1971, an article which as we showed earlier
presents the thesis long held by Jack Scoti, that the class struggle
would give rise to “various group:
would decide™ who was revolutionary or not through “debates™
and “ideological struggle”™. Thus the polycentrist and liberal-
anarchist ideas in opposition to Leninist monolithic unity in a
democratic centralist vanguard Party were given “authoritative
status” in the Chineso press. This reveals that Jack Scott had all -
along merely been carrying the line of a foreign party and had in
no way based his stand on either the historical nceds of the
‘Canadian_revolution’ nor upon the fundamental Leninist-
Stalinist teachings on building the proletarian Party. Daya
Varma became Jack Scott'sclassally, only he was in a position to
do more damage to the recently formed Communist Party of
Canada (Marxist-Leninist) because of his position inside it. He
was directlyincited by the Chinese, an act of gross interference in
the internal affairs of a fraternal Party and a flagrant act of
R

) Thisis

criticism of it. The fact of the matter is that it has defended jts
integrity in the face of all the attacks made on it, i i

talism, to puff himself up as the most authoritative
interpreter of the Communist Party of China, and hence of the

i C i etc. Varma's.
opportuitists,

based on

against CPC(M-L), like that of all the
his ion with social-imperiali

the

attacks made on it by the revisionists and opportunists of all
hues, including their latest police-socialist ablse. But the point
which they are trying to obscure ‘is thatthe disigfgration would
- v

and the state

Puffed up by his link with the Chincse machiavellian intriguers,
this jesuitical Maoist began his splittist: manoeuvres and
conspiracies to liquidate the Party at precisely the same time the
Kissinger-Nixon-M, Shaoi

have taken place, ifthe Party had agreed to al
i

<communialist factions in the Party, if it had agreed t6 allow two-

orderta obscure this and 1o make it seem that the Party'srefusal
10 have discussion with them on their “political differences”
which "proves” the “bankruptey” of its linc, that they go to such
great lengths t put on a show that they were only interested to
“raise lheu"‘;erio’g; political questions™. i
discipline in the Party must be conscious discipline but
s¢ who are incapable orunwillingtotake
s discipline, have no place in the Marxist-
. They cain give themselves every right (o go against
of the majority and to refuse o' implement those
But then they bave no ight to scream and shout that-
ity is being undemocratic if it insists that the Party is the
and voluntary union of M inists ‘and if i

g was being hatched against
socialism, the world revolution, and the International Marxist-
Leninist Communist Movement behind the backsof the world’s
people in the summer of 1971.

Before we look with mdre detail at the Party's denunciation of
Daya Varma's Khrushchovite revisionist line he was floating on
behalf of the Chinese embassy, let us jump ahead to the summer
of 1975 when his splittist, opportunist: clique, MREQ (CCL)
which Daya Varma gave birth to with his split in 1971-72 wrote .
their abuse and slandér against CPC(M-L), They wrote: “A
newspaper jointly published by The Worker, Mass Line and
PCDN on December. 1970 reported a confercnce held on China
where. the slogan was given: 'Ch'inn‘s Chairman is Our
Chairman’, ‘China’s Path is Our Path’.-

“These examples show how the CPC(M-L) blindly applies
slogans and analysis from China to the Canadian situation. The
slogan to surround, the cities from the countryside is perfectly
correct for a semi-feudal and semi-colonial country (such as
China was), where the majority of the lati

and “frends” and the "masses |

the central social-d ic thesis being pushed from

Peking, that Leninism is dead, that countries in Asia. Africaand
Latin America should be ruled by Shahs and Sheiks. fascist &

generals and social-fascist cligues; that countrics in Europe and
North America can’t possibly have prolétarian revolutions

because this will- weaken the united front against the “main
danger” Soviet social-imperialism. This is the same yellow
banner hoisted by the renegades and social-demoeratic (r tors-
of the Second: International in Western Europe, especially i
Germany, at_that crucial 5junctire of world hi ory when
proletarian’ revolution Was a pressing necessity and. it was
declared.along with Leninism, as null and v id. suitable only for
“peasant ountries”. With that terrible li 1 justification for the
slaughter of the German communi revolutionarics by the
Social-Democratic Party and Free Corps alliance, the German

revolution was drowned in blood, giving rise 1o fasci
These monsters, clothing themselves as pro-Chinege
pro-Albanian perts” are trying from both the ™ and
ht™ to negate Leninism as the universal doctrine- of the
international proletariat in all countries, and more particularly
to paralyzc and liquidine the fighting proletariat in Canada from
breaking loose of the encirclement built around it by the social-
sstate alliance in order to throttle the proletariat and

subject it to fascism and war. ! i

But ¢ven Varma's charge is a paltry effort to cover his own
tracks again. Rcmc[nh:r he was the person‘to use the anti-Leninist
form of organizing the Party ona federalist basis in order to push
his adventurist-capitulationist political content embBodied in the
May 20, 1971 de ion. And after he had b asa
Khrush i irator, splitter and wrecker aind
Y. hie has the effrontery 1o
CPC(M-L) for his own
case with this stander a;
Cp g the cities from the countryside.
Thisline was smuggled into CPQ(M-L)which Daya Varma tricd
to abscond with. It was.not the linc of either CPC(M-L} or
CPQ(M-L) and it appeared only one timme ina documentand was
never -accepted by the “Party. - Although' Varma tries. to
rystify the history of the federalist deviation in organization of
the' Party in Canada, the matter 15 fairly ' clear and
straightlorward, Not only was Varma one of the architects of
federnlist party organization, the issue itself was rectified at the
Second Congress of the Party at precisely the same time the
expulsion of this rencgade was unanimously upheld by the
Congress delegates. Thus, it was he himself- 'who pushed the Mao
Tsetung line of “surrounding the cities'from the countryside™,
And onice again we find him in the sclf-righteous posture of
pointing his finger at the Party for one of his own criminal
activities. As for the issue of the Party advancing the idea that
China's path is our path and China’s chairman is our chairman,
Varma knows very well, but opposes, the Party's Leninist’
position that we considered China’s road the road of the October
Revolution, and Mao Tsetung to be a Lenini , the foremost
Leninist in the International Marxist-Leninist . Communist
Moverient. It was for this reason, in defence of Lenin and the
road of the October Revolution against the negation of both the
modem : Khrushchovite and Titoite  revisioni \ that we
advanced this slogan about China and its leader, Mao Tsctung.
Historical experience has shown that neither did Mao Tsetung
practise. Marxism-Leninism, nor did China advance along the
Leninist road of the October Revolution. But this does not
negate the historical fact that CPC(M-L) held and still holds this
Leninist road of the October Revolution to be the only road to

subsequently expelled from the Part:

but in'a developed capital caumry‘(lirke Canada) «;Inprc the
masses live in the cities, i imply ridiculous,”
‘This clearly exposesthe anti-Leninist stand of the “three world

ialism for all the only road away from fascism and
war, # :

The opportunists are trying to wipe out the glorious history of
i See page 3: DOWN WITH REVISIONISM!



‘following Lenin's

 Great October Rev
‘and imperialism. This was the view

wn with revisionism, opportunism, ‘renegacy and betrayal! . . -

fron

our Party i it ife-and-death siruggle 1o defend Leniniem and
the rud M,yha-pcgubgr Revolution, CPC(M.L) defem;;d M::‘s
China hﬂm_ntwnu:ﬂ;}d this to be socialist China; the China
£ road.of the dictatorship of the tariat.
CPOM-L) dﬂ;m_ied the Cultural - R v e
110 be a proletari. I

n.a ofthe

evolution  because it :

at their Necessity for Change Conference in 1967 and which in
one battle after another against opportunism of all hues has led
to the foundation and building of our monolithic unity arout

the Central Committee of CPC(M-L), headed by Hardial Bains.
This Leninist course meant in’ 1968-69 right through to the time

L in to modern
3 F I 7 shared by the whole
international Marxist-Leninst Communist Movement. Itis to

~the shame of the Chinese social-imperialists that they told so

. many lies and made such efforts to hide the real state of affairs in

. their party and country,

-

76 and 8) to the i alist opp¢ :
agency and of the; conciliators to take up the politics of appos-
ing CPC(M-L) from the hypogritical stance of “support” for -

- combination 'of réasol
and n%m, foolishin:

‘pressure

the: Cana ‘communists jump over Ihe

gentlemen,

We have already quoted from the North American Conference
of Anti-lmperialist Youth held May 7-12, 1969. But ‘we quote
again from the resolution to show what the Internationalists,
against the “advice™ of Jack Scott, who did all he could to deny
the Cultural. Revolution and the necessary head-on struggle
aganst opportunism, ‘especially Soviet social-impérialism, in
keeping with Teng Hsino-ping’s line of the da y that the Soviet
Union could neverbecome a ca st country like Yugoslavia.
The resolution states: “The GPCR 1) heen a genuine
proletarian revolution on an immense scale ... 2)beenthe new
form for arousing the broad masses to struggle openly against the
handful of capitalist roaders in the Chinese communist
party.. . . 3) exposed the handful of rencgades, cnemy agents
and. absolutely unrepentant persons in power mi:ing the
capitalist road within the Chinese Communist Party and
smashed. their plot 10 restore capitalisni: 4y Become a new and
great contribution to the rheory and practice of Marxism-
Leninism by showing that the clasy siruggle does not die out with
the seizure of state power by the proletariar: 8y Demonstrated
that the letaric I fes st e to struggle in
order 1o carry out the socialist revolution in the reafm of the
superstructure through to the end; 6) Encouraged revolurionary
waves of people’s war throughout Southeast Asia, India,
Palestine. and clsewhere in Asia, Alrica and 1.atin America and
encouraged revolutionary mass movemenis in Japan. Western
Furope and North America, by propagating Marxism-Leninisn
throughowt the world and has Ty Exposed the trie nature of the
Soviet revisionist clique as socialist in words hut imperialist in
deeds. Internally the Soviel revisionist rencgade clique has
intensified the suppression of the Soviet people and sped up the
all-round restoration of capitalism; exte Iy it has stepped up
its collusion with U.S. imperialism and its suppression of the
revolutionary struggles of the peoples ol various countries,
intensified its exploitation of various East European eountries
and intensified its threat of aggression a.
American Conference of Anti-Impe:

sl Youth hails the Great
s resolution was a del
nism. it was.an act of proletarian internationalisn
strong attack on revisionism and opportunism of all hues,
against the capitalist roaders in China, against .S, imperialism
and Soviet modern revisionism. Those whe come up today to

attack  CPGIM-LYS - courageons  stand i fnour  of
the Culturat Revoluion and  against the Soviet sogial-
imperialists, Torget (h in 1969 there was a Soviet-11S,
allinee against  Lenminism  and  against the  Communis
Party ol China headed by Mao as well as People’s Albaniy
headed by Comrade Enver Hoxha. That is how things
stood at that time. and the genuine | ey ceking to
implant Lenini: n Canada after it had been liquidated by the

modern rev of the “C*P, had of necessity and indeed
were inspired by their class love for the intermational proletariat
to take o bold. unequivocating stand for Chima’s Clairman and
China’s road. But this was a road not different from Lenin’s road.
{rom the road of the October Revolution,

The opportunists would like the revolutionaries Lo forget that
while the | ional! vigorously i the struggle
aginst the modern revisionist clique in Moscow and supported
the Great . Proletarian Cultural  Revolution against the
restoration of capitalism by the capitalist roaders in Chi 3
also vigorously rebuffed Jack Scott’s oppartunist cowardiee and
opposition ‘1o the. Cultural’ Revoluti
against madern Soviet revisionism and that it w
Scolt who five years later. posing as the real champion of China
(in fact, as it later wrned o ’
wrote his counter-revolutionary.
Revolution thesis and slanders called Tiwo Roads, exposed in
great detail by €PC(M-L). Itis too much for these opportunists
to correlate that this foul anti-communist book, which only
l‘l‘(‘(M—WIy xposed, and not once, but consistently
throughou At
China Friendship Socie

recipients af several thousands of doflars from Canada Councit,
And if the opportunists would care tosee how Canada Council is
financed they should cheek the stocks and bonds they hold as
of the prime sources of revenue. This state agency is nothing
more than the means by which 1o funnel “enormous superprofiis
(since they are obtained over and above the, profits which
capitalists squeeze out of the workers of their ‘own® country)™
whereby “ir is possible {0 bribe the labour leaders and the upper
stratunt of the labour aristocracy. And the capisalists of mp'
advanced” counries are bribing them; they bribe them in a
thousand different ways, direct and indirect, overt and covert,”
The money dished outto Jack Scott’s pocket in order to pul
his diatribe against Leninism, against the obligatory road of the
October. Revolution for the world proletariat,  line taken up by
all the opportunists of the “third world theory™ (these still for it
and those ding like In Struggl d the U.S. i iali

opportunist agency to be against it), is nothing more than a

paltry -bribe, But it does not take much coinage ta pay off a soul
so enslaved, so sycophantish to finance capital as Jack Scolt to
promote’ the bourgeois ideology of ‘the social-fascist
clique in Peking to liguidate revolution in Canada as part of their
big down payment to U.S. finance capital. For years, since 1971

at least, the. Chinese opportunists have been trying to “prove”

themselves to international finance’ capital tha(: they. could
liquidate socialism in Albania, and the International Marxist-
Leninist Communis Thisalone cxplains the Chinese
operation in Canada: 1) from the time of Jack Scott’s atfacks
wagainst the Internationalists from his position in the Chinese-

d Progressive Workers": (1964-70): 2) 10

Daya Varma's conspiracics and intrigues to split the Partyand

liquidate it (1970-72): 3) 1o the Jack-Scott-Charles Gagnon front

of “pre-party collectives” in opposition to the trend of uni}y of.

Marxist-Leninists to build CPC(M-1) 1972-74 - 4) to the

newR

of Maa's death, upholding the Cultural Revolution, fighting for

the ithic unity of the 1 ional Ce ist My

on the basis of Leninism, struggling might and main against

opportunism and social chauvinism of all hues.
The Varma slanders against CPC(M-L) publi:

from then until the death of Stalin in 1953, With the puffed-up
Srogance of a little Trotaky, Birnie advises his readers that
Scotts pamphiet “*does Bowever touch on some briel
explanations of how the socialist goals of the Bolsheviks became.
S{bverted — the Soviet experience being-a rich but relatively. -
rNapped source of mistakes 16 aid in the education of socialists

should be re-atered, in efect s

thoughout. the world.' (our emphasis) Thus, the glorious
ober Rgvulnlion, the civil war against counter-revolution,
, LD 2 i

 on War, Revol

y and pe”;- .\‘vg had:d ¢
that Scott simply lifted his allegations from one of their book

{now “Communist” League) in 1975 include &
from Jack Scott in which he brags about his own passport to
China. What Scott does not mention in this pamphlet of lies is
that his passport was renewed when he carried out the
instructions of the Chinese cmbassy, as Scott himselfl admits, to
write his anti-Leninist diatribe called Two Roads. Naturally

enough, the Chi lying p
CPC(M-L) does not mention either that the Party vigorously
denounced and exposed Scott's “two roads” theory as counter-
Jrevolutionary right from 1974 throughout the centinuing
polemic against the “three world theorists™ and their Chinesc
social-imperialist sponsors. Here is what the leader of CPC(M-
L) told a mass meeting of several hundred people in February
1975: 3

“So on the guestion of international experience, the pernicious
propaganda being carricd out is both against'learning from
Soviet experience and Chinesc experience, nay more, pitting
Chinese expericnce against Sovict experience and telling the
masses of people to learn from neither, thus blunting the great
weapon the international proletariat has of following the path of
the Great October Revolution which is continued in the People’s
Democratic Revolution of China and the Great’Proletarian
Cultural Revolution of China. Of course, between the two
revolutions there are similarities as well as distinct features but
the basic gencral course of the Chinese revolution is the path
opened up by the Great October Revolution,

“Here I quote from one so-called friend of China: 'Except for
an interlude of orre month at the founding of the state, the Soviet
Union simply carried on Czarist imperialist policies concerning
at that time, a weak and divided China: policies which included
seizure of territories, armed attacks to preserve economic
interests, collusion with the Japanese during their invasion of
China, and looting of Manchurian industry following World
War Two" And just imagine how ‘foolish™ the Chinese
communists were, that in those individuals like Lenin and Stalin

against -

s in Asia, Africa and Latin America, Birnie rediicesto
an ‘untapped source of mistakes'. This is the kind of intellectual
and spiritual poverty that ‘inspires’ the whole pamphlet; No one
Who is a true friend of China, which proclaims itself to be the heir
of the Great Octaber Revoluti d today's fthe
teachings of Marx; Engels, Lenin, Stalin and Mao Tsetung can
denounce the period of the di ip of the iat in the

the of ~ and we cited our proof as follows: “Scott of course pretends he
4 d ehe 4
d by MREQ dudnialis of the cgomm}(lOZ:'-il.’l). LI pl _u“(oul_'og{: " Fli_l -own . material ‘and  so; ,&')nzw-:ig this
-Soviet ifth - column : within the - denunciation of the non-existent 3 alta, he cite
::mr_lmunm Party in 1937-38, the Great Patriotic War against analleged i&umen_l fm;‘ri‘e!' e TTW:,{;M“J"E e
;::lsm éi?«il-.dS)‘ and finally the economic recovery from the  a ‘socialist journalist from Japan’. In truth. the quotation Scott
blﬂ:k:l.:n'l el to US. r nuclear gives is lifted from Territorial Claims inthe Sino-Soviet Conflict "
sk il (1945-53) —— all this, together with the Scwel’ (Documents and Analysis) by Dennis J. Doolin, published by
ON's unstinting  assistance for the  national liberation ' the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and Peace. Stanford

University, July L1, 1964. (This book makes 4 tvpographical -
errorand dates the statement ‘August 11, which Scott carelessly
repeats in his pamphlet — proving conclusively the source of his

 material. The quotation is from the Japanese paper Sekai Shuto

and was made by'a delegation of the Japanese Socialist Party
which had met  with Chairman Mao, The importance of this

So\-m Union with the hatred and contempt shown by Al Birnie
is Forward to Jack Scott's pamphlet,”

It is quite clear that Jack Scott, the ideological and political .
ally of MREQ (as evidenced by their quoting him in their anti-
Pnrly slanders as well as by the formal “unity” conferences, etc
and identity of line on the international situation) acted as the
public figure hoisting the anti-Leninist line of “two roads” and
“threc worlds™ in Canada, Their whole attack is against CPC{ M-
L) for upholding the Leninist doctrine and the necessity to build
a Lexinist political Party. None of the opportunists. including
the heroes of In Struggle! and the opportunist agency who have

was that it was immediately picked up by the Soviet
social-imperialists and used to slander the position of Chairian
Mao and the Chinese Communist Party. If Scott harboured ofe
ounce of friendship towards China, or even a shred of bourgeois
honesty he would have cited the fact that the same book carried
an alleged interview with Premicr Chou En-lai by Okada,
Socialist member of Dict, in which Chou: En-li is quoted as
saying: “1) There were some incorrect comments by the Ja panese’
press concerning Chairman Mao Tsetungs tement,” We'
mistakenly took this to mean that the allegations by Mao
Tsetung over the post-World-War Two boundaries were a slan-
!:ler. We sincerely believed as communists and proletarian

ctome out these later days as the "y " of the
International Marxist-Leninist Communist Movement have
id a sifigle world against the anti-Leninist theory of “two
5" which is but another version of the “thréc world theory™,
But CPC(M-L) carried out propaganda against Scott’s thesis of
“two roads™ from late 1974 preciscly at the time when all the
Opportunists mobilized as agents of the Chinesc counter-révo-
lution joined their forces to assault our Party. In the conclusion
of the pamphlct against Scott’s opportunist alliance against
Leninism in Canada (which is the sum and total of his life’s work)

" to.the CC of the C

that Mao Tsetung could not have taken a stand
that would in essence be social-chauvinist and an atta against
Stalin's leadership of the Soviet Union, ; '
‘The PLA hassince informed world public opinion in its Zetrer
of the CC of the Party of Labour and the Government of Albania
ist Party and the Gy 1 of China
{(July 29, 1978) written in response 1o the perfidious and hostile
act of the Chinese revisionists against socialist Albania of several
historical facts kept secret previous to that date. We have learned

i_r says, “Jack Scot1, however. does not to the

wha ‘simply earried on Crarist policies ning, at
that time. a weak and divided China’ they found the salvaes of
the Ch revolution and to date they are calling upon the
entire Chinese people to read their works and learn from them!!!
T'o what absurdity these individuals go!?!

{ere 1 quote from another individual who also calls himself a

p between the Canadian and Chinese people in his
pamphlet, Two Roads, because he denies the true nature of
socialist Ching as the inkeritor and fighter Jor the same road
opened up by the Great Ociober Socialist Revolution by Lenin
and Stalin. To distort and deny this b Iistorical fact is to

alled “friend’ of China: It should not be lorgotten, cither,

that historical experience has demonstrated too clearly how a

putsch-style seizure of power from above (as in Russia in 1917),

. in the nuture of things, readily deteriorate into a dictatorship

new class of commissars, with their own material class

. Solzhenitsyn’s The Gulag Archipelago may have its
but it carrics terrible warnings too.'

“And then we have an example of another individual who
first raises the phoney issue of whether or not one should follow
what is called 'China's niodel'. Then he deviously suggests that
there are some individuals who want to follow ‘China’s model’,
The two quotations and the one example | have given have one
thing in common, that is they all despise anyone following the
road of the Great October Revolution. It is very significant to
note that these individuals do not attack China directly, they
merely attack the Great October Revolution. Lenin and more
often Stalin and those who attempt to apply Marxism-Leninism-

unde
interests

engage in opy ist. revisionist politics. And therc can be no
fight nst imperialism and superpower  politics - and
hegemonism without a fight against opportunism and modern
visionism. the main enemy of the working class and oppressed
Rations. The ordinary Canadian masses have great enthusiasm to
fight against U.S. imperialism and the Canadian monopoly
u s, and superpower politics. They also have great
cnthusiasm for the [riendship with the People’s Republic of
China. the lode star for the world's peoples. We have criticized
Jack Scott’s pamphiet in order to further advance the Canadian
people’s struggle against superpower politics, and advance the |
fricndship between the Canadian and Chinese people. 8y
upposing the opportunist, nea-revisionist line of Jack Scotr's
‘wo-road’ theory, we are opposing imperialist and’ social-
imperialist lines being s the Canadian re ionary
furces. Only by uniting the genuine Marxist-Leninists and
isalating the sham ones, the real opportunists and splitters, can
we advance the struggle against the main enemy, modern

d P ginthe

opened up the path for social revolutions of the proletariat all
over the world and the struggles of the oppressed nations and
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America. China has followed
the path of the Great October Revolution and remaining loyal to
the: basic teachings of Marxism-Leninism actually organized
People’s Democratic Revalution and has come a long way from
semi-colonial and semi-feudal society to a socialist society setting
a brilliant example for the nations and people of the world in
their own struggles. At the present time, the struggles of the
nations and people of A Africa and Latin America are
developing against imperialism. colonialism, neo-colonialism
and hegemonism of the two superpowers and the proletariat of
the imperialist and social-imperialist countricsisawakening. Itis
at this very al time' when the revolutior
strengthen their ranks and build unity in sfruggle that the
pernicious attempt is being made 1o detach the Chinese
revolution from the Great October Revolution and sow
confusion, “These individuals who are doing this have a sinister
motive. These individuals make no distinction between the
Soviet Union of Lenin and Stalin and the Soviet Union of

ary people should

and deepen and broaden the genpine [riendship
between the Canadian people and the Peoples Republic of
China."

Taday, Jack Scott's paymasters, the monopoly capitalist state
and the Chinese social-imperialists, are rejoicing that the
friendship between the Canadian and Chinese people has been
dealt such a serious blow by the counter-revolution in China
which has opened all the windows and doors (o the banks of
interngtional finance capital, 1o flood China with i iali:

¢ _"The Chinese thesis on the rect

for example, “3) In summer 1964, Chinesc propaganda took up.
the Sino-Soviet border problem, Referring to a talk of Mao
Tsetung with a group of Japanese socialist parliamentarians. it
claimed that China had been dispossessed by the Russian Czars
of vast territories of hundreds of thousands of square kilometres,
that in Europe, too, the Soviet Union had territorial problems
which had emerged as a result of the Second World War.

“The Party of Labour of Albania did not approve of Mao,
Tsetung’s raising the problem of rectification of borders.
According to the view of our Party, the Chinese leadership was
making two gross mistakes. In the first place. the raising of the
borderproblem at that moment did not assist. the ideological
struggle against Khrushchovism. On the contrary, it provided
the Soviet leadership with a powerful weapon against China and
the Marxist-Leninists in order to neutralize the effect of the
ideological struggle they were waging to expose  the
Khrushchovite betrayal and to present aur struggle asa barder
dispute of territorial claim. On the other hand, by calling into
question the rectification of the borders of the Soviet Union with
some European countries following the Second World War, J.¥.
Stalin 'was unjustly attacked, and the aceusation levelled by
international reaction against him for creating ‘spheres of
influence’ was backed up. The Chinese leadership agreed with
Tito, who, when it came to redress the injustices Yugostavia had
suffered in the past at the hands of the victorious powers, upheld
this thesis and raised his voice to the skies. while he kept
completely silent about the injustices done 10 another people, if
they were in Yugoslavia's favour.

simple as that. It expressed the chan

and bourgeois nationalism. it was an instigation of w
Europe. E ;

“In keeping with Leninist norms. in the spirit of complete

corruption, slavery and poverty once again. Today's “friends” of

andina manner, the Central Committee
of the Party of Labour of Albania informed the Central

China, along.with the “social prop" of imperialistn
by Scott and his opportunist cliques, are the monopoly
capitalists themselves, who have Jack Scott and his allics to
thank for assisting them obtain a “passport to China™. What a
victory Scott can boast to his paymasters — see, the proletarian
representatives of Canada can not go to Peking for their
proletarian class brothers are crushed by social-fascism. Instead
you, owners of banks and multi-national corporatiens, can sip
tea like sahibs not ondy in the Himilayas, but in Peking too, and
plan your investments and schemes for enslaving to the
maximum the proletariat and people both of China and Canada.
Thus. it seems the “two roads” for China, like for the Soviet
Union and others. is the road of proletarian revolution and

i hip of the p iat, the road of October, or the road

Khrushchov and Brezhnev. Nor do they make a disti
between the: China of Chiang Kai-shek and the China of
Chairman Mao. They muddle everything upand then they attack
the Great October Revolution, It is ly imp that
clear lines are drawn between these individuals and the Marxist-
Leninists,™

The Party also published in its press a pamphlet against Jack
Scott’s anti-Leninist tract. With reference to the remarks in the
preface, the pamphlet Two Roacls states:

“Birnic bases his profoundly anti-communist slander against
the first socialist socicty on the nature of the Great October
Socialist Revolution itself. He says;

b .. after a virtual a
small band of Bolsheviks, was for
former’ Czarist officials and pseudd4revi nary opportunists
into its power structure which eventuaily helped promote the
development of an clite bourgeois class . . . .' 2

“Anyonc. familiar at all with the history of the world
communist movement during the past sixty years or so will
recognize that Birmie, is simply. repeating all of the slanders
against Bolshevism promoted by Kautsky and the opportunist

Second  Internitional. Trotsky and his ‘left’ opportunist
imperialist agency (the so-catled ‘fourth” international), and the
‘outright reactionary line of Chiang Kai-shek. The latter tises

ed éoup by a relatively
inForpnnlr a host of

SU:.

almost the same terminology as Birnie. Chiang says: ‘Lenin’s

;_u:szu! <oup _d‘e_l:nl in Russia, in 1917, not only ushered in a

emergence of the “three world theory blocof unists (1974
of the US i iali it

the PLA and the Iternational Marxist-Leninist. Communist
Movement (19777

and have joined together in'a ravcous chor

: .came to pose :_:mjly threat to hi
Asii 0

 dictatorshi

butal: d a chain of events which later

of capitalist restoration and imperialist slavery, the road of
Khrushchov and Teng Hsiao-ping. With their “victories” in
China the international financiers and their police chiefs think
they can pull the same thing off in Albania; they dream of it and
make their plans. The propping up of the In Struggle!-
opportunist agency front as “pro-Albanian” is one side-show in
their international conspiracy to liquidate socialism and the
Marxist-Leninist PLA and the International Communist
Movement. They are rallying to theifranks the doubters, thosé
who have taken to God, building or lamenting over gods that
failed. They are opposed to dialectical materialism, they cling to
their historic idealism. their metaphysics, refuse to analyze the
material world of proletarian class struggle and the continuing
neeessity to build the monolithic Leninist Party of the bolshevik
1ype as the “only (and we dare emphasize) concrete form of
opposing revisionism".

- Throughout the renewed assault against Leninism in, the

summer of 1975 the Parly waged a consistent counter-attack,
both i and forthe principles of Leninism and
the monolithic unity of the International Communist
Movement, The series of articles entitled: “Mao Tsetung
Thought — the Marxism-Leninism of Our Era”, was despite the
litle and the ion over the actual ideo-political content of
“Mao Tsetung Thought", a confusion eliminated and rectified at
the historic Third Plenum of CPC(M-L), a defence of Leninism
and the Marxist-Leninist communist movement, against the

isionist theories of “itwo roads” and Canadian

bothin
and Europe.’ Chiang proceeds to claim: °I came to the

conclusion that 6nce the Ryssian Communists consolidated their

tical power, the possibility of a revival of Czarist ambitions
against China could not be ruled out.’ Later in our criticism of

" “thespecific ‘examples’ used by Scott 1o slander the Sovict Union

during the period of the dictatorship of the proletariat, we shall

" show how in fact it is impossible not to conclude that

these two ‘friends of China' and ‘experts’ on 'Sino-Soviel’

- relations, used Chiang Kai-shek as both a source of ' i

“exceptionalism™, the theories meant to erect a Chinese wall

of the Party of China and Chairman
Mao Tsetung personally of its opinions on these yuestions ina
letter addressed to them on September 10 1964

“The letter reads in part;

“ ‘We think that raising territorial problems with the Soviet
Union now would gravely harm our stduggle. If we were lo do
this, we would be giving rheenemya powerlul weapon to fight us,
and this would paralyze our march for d.

* *Under the pressure of Khrushchoy's revisionist proy
da, under the influence of Khrushchov's slandersand calumnics,
and for many other reasons, the masses of the Soviet people will
not understand why People’s China is now putting forth
territorial claims 1o the Soviet Union. they will not ; i
and Soviet propaganda is working to make them revolt af
you. But we think that even truc Soviet communists will not
understand it, nor will they accept it. This would be a colossal
loss for aur struggle.

*. ... we think that we must not open old wounds. if any, we
must not start a controversy and polemics ove ether o not
the Soviet Union has appropriated other countries' land: but our
only concentrated siruggle should be spearhvaded against the
great ulcer, against the great hetrayval, represented by
imperialism and modern revisionism, the traitor gronps of
Khrushehov, Tito and all their henchimen.'

“The Central Committee of the Communist Party of China did
not reply to the principled and correct letter of our Party, The
Chinese leadership never gave our Party any explination on this
question of so-called importance. Mao setung limited himself
to a verbal statement to the effect that ‘we will not reply to your
letter because we do not want to stir up polemics'. In our view,
which is in keeping with Leninist norms, the exchange of
opinions, comradely criticism and each other’s enlightenment
are normal things between two communist parties, They can by
no means be considered polemics.

“Despite this incorrect siand of the Chinese leadership, our
Party did not make this disagreement public. It continued its
revolutionary struggle against imperialism and revisunism
together with China.”

Our Party of course had no knowledge of this historical fact,
nor could it have had. We had assessed the social-chauvinist
policies crystallized in the “three world theory™ as a product of
the “capitalist roaders™ within the Communist Party. a bourgeois

between the and national i and
extinguish the Leninist theory as the doctrine of the world
proletarian revolution, the doctrine of proletarian vanguard
communist parties in all countries of the world, 3
opportunist agency and others would like to forget that in
1975, they joined in the chorus of promoting the “two road
theory and attacking the great life and work of J.V. Stalin, by
ing the Chinesc revisionist thesis that, Stalin and the

well asideological inspiration’ in their writing of 7o Roads.
“ “Bimie proceeds. to. cast slander against the glorious
ic f the ari ion'of 1917 and the first
of the proletariat which lasted in the Soviet Union

Soviet UrTien'uf the dictatorship of the proletariat acted as
social-imperialists after World War Il Jack Scott made

aimed at liquidating the Marxist-l.eninist line of
Mao Tsetung. That is why we always cmphasized our support for
Mao Tsetung's China and the Marxist-Leninist line of Mao
Tsetung and the Cultural Revolution. This was an expression of
our unbounded loyalty to the monolithic unity of the
International Marxist-Leninist Communist Movement against
all the attacks. of the main cnemy, the imperialist-revisionist
<counter-revolutionary front, in which we included, and correctly
30, the Canadian representatives of the “three world theory”,
with whom we never for a moment conciliated or spared in'our
a

4 big point of this in his pamphlet Two Roads, n
10 Mao Tsetung the assertion that borders in Europe and Asia

In fact our articles in defence of
. See page 4: DOWN WITH REVISIONISM
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Down with revisionism, opportunism, renegacy and betrayall-. . . from page 3

Leninism were directed precisely against the line of accusing the
Soviet Union headed by Stalin of territorial annexation after
World War IL In essence our political stand against the

ives of Chil inism in Canada was identicalin

<content to the line of the PLA. i :
‘This stand of CPC(M-L} in 1975 against the calumnies and lies
promoted against Stalin and the Bolshevik Party, against the
glorious socialist regime of the Soviet Union after World Warll,
was directed against the whole Canadian opportunist front,
cluding teday's “critics™ of “three worlds™, both In Struggle!

and this opportunist agency, and was undertaken by CPC(M-L)

“an its own initiative, based on its own analysis of both the
- opportunist. stands and the authoritative documents of the

ist M . in defence of Leninism
linism and against Khrushchovite, Titoite and Chinese
revisionism, Those who bray so loudly today about b:ingl’ai(h(ul

enational Co

territories for markets, etc.”” The Cold War was declared by
Anglo-American imperialism, by Winston Churchilt at Fulton,
Missouri in 1946, when he formally passed the mantle of world
empire from the failing hands of British imperialism, to the rising
‘star’, U.S. imperialism. Who declared the era of ‘detente”? The
traitors to ism and the di ip of the proletari;

¥ .llllllﬂl'l'ly had to say about the Sovm

Union_ under the leadership of Comrade Stalin? They said

emphatically on March 23, 1966 in a letter fully endorsed by the
1ith: Plenary Session of the: Eighth Central Committee that:
‘. - at the 20th Congress of the CPSU you (modern re i

" Canadian communists wh
O o

~ Canadian state and its’ opportunist”front, stood loyal 1

of the Chinese

Leninism. CPC(M-L) stood loyal to the Leninist norms of
x SRl ionalism and in defence of the

did. Khrushchov declared the doctrine of ‘peaceful competition®
with U.S. imperialism; Brezhnev declared the era of ‘detente’,
‘Why does the Toronto Workers’ Unity mix up these two periods
of Soviet history, of the history of our International Communist
Movement? 7 g

“How did matters really stand at the end of World War II? The
world was split up into two camps: the anti-imperialist
ds ic camp and the anti-d icimperialist camp, with
aims and objectives diametrically opposed. .

“The democratic camp was made up of the Soviet Union and

to the line of the Third International and the
maovement are merely hypocrites and liars. In 1975 when the
pressure. of Chinrese revisionism was in full swing to slander
and Stalin’s Soviet Union and to promote a line of “two
all the opportunists, including In Struggle and this

the ies of people's d Atits head stood the Soviet
Union. It was by the entire i ional di i
and workers’ by all inded persons

fighting in defence of d:m’ncmry. fr;ednm and the independence
of the peoples. The aim of this camp was to secure world peace,
the ind ds f Lthe peoples, d: and progresstoward

oppoftunist agency. took a cowardly and PP
stand. while only CPC(M-L) stood firm and courageously
refuted these slanders and lies against Stalin and the Soviet
Union of the post-war period.

We will document this historic fact with 4 lengthy quotation
from the essay published by our Party entitled, “*Mao Tsetung
Thoughy
of the essay which follows, the author had singled out Jack
Scoi’s many years of counter-revolutionary *activity in

the Marxism-Leninism of Our Era”, In the portion

socialism. This could bc attained only in struggle .against
imperialism.

“The imperialist camp had the USA as its leading force, It
relied on the reactionary classes and on all the anti-democratic
forces in the capitalist countries. The aim of this camp was to
save the old capitalist Lorder‘ to suppress the : workers'

i iohal-li i . 10 re-
establish the capitalist regime in the countries of peoplc's

2 ) in to the
nist unity.between the proletariat headed by their vanguard
-Murxist-Leninist partics in all countries. To this end the
wuthor cited as an  authority from the Communist
Party of China a section of the “Constitution of the Com-
munist Party of China” adopted at its Ith Congress in
“The. Communist Party of China upholds proletarian

T
le

. By making use of their great economic and milit:
potentinl, the U.S. imperialists sought to establish th
domination over the world. To achieve this aim, the imperi

ly lashed out at Stalin. Stalin was & great Marxist-

anily of - the' International  Marxist-Leninint. Communi

Leninist. In ‘attacking Stalin you were

Leninism, the Soviet Union, communist parties, China, the

peapie, and all Marxist-Leninists of the world. . . Russia is the
native land of Leninism and used to be in the centre of the
il working class . After Stalin's death the

leaders of the CPSU, headed by Khrushchov, gradually revealed

their true features as betrayers of Lenin and Leninism,” (Central
Committee of the Communist Party of China, Leirer of Reply

. teftained  from any  public criticism of. xl'w
Communist Party of China or Mao Tsetung, who we then still -
regarded asa Marxist-Leninist, Now at this juncture of history
when the unwarranted myth of Mao has been exposcd by the
facts of life and the Marxist-Leninists everywhere arc analyzing
the roots of his pragmatic and sociak-imperialist policies, policies
which have consistently led China away from. the road of the
October Revolution and socialist construction, we have the .

dated. March 22, 1966 of the Ceniral C
Communist Party of China to the Central Committec, of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union) Is it possible that a ‘great
Marxist-Leninist’ could lead the Soviet Union and engage in
‘imperialism in deeds'. What is Workers® Unitytryingto smuggle
into the Canadian communist movement? What is En Lutte!
trying to smuggle into the Canadian communist movement with
their assertion that ‘after the Second World War, a new crisis
arose within the international communist movement when the
leaders of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union definitively
broke from the principles of Marxism-Leninism, . > When after
the Second World War, the Marxist-Leninists of Canada
demand of In Struggle!? Not until cight years after the Second
World War. The Report to the Tenth National ‘Congress of the
Communist Party of China clearly says that, ‘over the last two
decades the Soviet revisionist ruling clique, from Khrushchov to
Brezhney, has made a socialist country degenerate into a social-
imperialist country.’ Two decades from the date of the report
(1973) is the year 1953, the date of Comrade Stalin’s death, If the
& H

headed by the USA | hed a frenzied hostile against
the Soviet Union and against all the socialist, freedom and peace-
loving forees,

“Does Waorkers' Unity recognize the authority of ‘our
i of forces at the end of the Second

tionalism and opposes geeat-power it firmly

with the genuine  Marxist-Leninist parties and
izations the world over, unites with the proletariat, the
oppressed people and nations of the whole world and’ fights
together with them to' oppose the hegemonism of the two
SUPErpoOweTs the United States and the Soviet Union, to
overthrow imperialism, modern revisionism and-all reaction,
and to abolish the system of exploitation of man by man over the
globe, so that all mankind will be emancipated.” These were fine
nd CPC(M-L) fully supported and continues to support
. s we have done in the past. but insists on like deeds also.
Our v had no illusions whatever about the practice of
Chinese revisionism attempting to liquidate our Canadian Party
andiassist counter-revolution. but it was our correct assessment
ot (o owke the fight against the Chinese “advisors™ to thie
apportunist trend, but to focus all our class hatred and energy in
lighting the € se-agents such as Jack Scoll, In Struggle!,
MREQ-CCL. this opportunist agency, elc., etc.. and in this way
uphold Leninism and proletarian internationalism. Thus after
citing these correct words from the Chinese constitution, we
added:

“To illusirate how once an individual or group which
considers itsell ‘M. Leninist’ but refuses to recognize the
international authority of the leading comrade, and the leading
Party. and follow the-general line laid out by them for the

on the
World War until 1953 when Comrade Stalin died? Clearly they
do not. The Canadian Marxist-Leninists should ponder over this
seriously, Why? Because our analysis is word for word taken
from the History of the Party of Labour of Albania published
under the authority of the Institute of Marxist-Leninist Studies
at the Central Committee of the Party of Labour of Albania. We
recognize this authority, not because the Party of Laboiir said it,
but becatise it is correct. Furthermore, we know it is correct not
because of some ‘creative application of Marxism-Leninism’, but
because the social practice of the Albanian Party of Labour asa
leader in fighting imperialism, socialimperialism. modern
revisionism, Titoism and every other reactionary trend in or out
of the world i . has been i
Marxist-Léninist, consistently correct. Marxist-Leninists in
Canada demand to know why the Workers' Unity collective in
Voronto set themselves apart from the authority of the Albanian
Party of Labour!

“Furthermore the Marxist-Leninists in Canada tell the
Torontoe Workers' Unity clearly and in no uncertain terms just
who called Comrade Stalin an imperialist warmonger. Harry
Truman called the Soviet Union an imperialist power at the end
of the Second World War. Winston Churchill said the same
thing. Tito said it. Trotskyists and social democtats joined in
the chorus. The deposed kings, . queens, junkers, landlords,

italists, nazi collab. ing the people’s justice in the

nternational movement inevitably opens the door ta revisi
and trotskyism, Echnncmy written by Workers' Unity,
“w small colleetiv (s Leninists in Toronto® " (actually a
small group of scabs and anti-communists who, in addition to
helping to liquidate various workers' struggles such as the
Artistic Woodworkery strike when they were disguised as “strike
support committees™, did a quick costume change to re-appear
on the stage as “Marxist-Leninists™, and have now done yet
another costume change, and have now re-emerged as genuine
followers of the *three world theory” in” CCL). “The essay,
‘Imperialism and Canadian Political Economy' is itsell a
complete rejection of the central thesis of Chairman Maoahd the
Communist Party of China with respect to the two superpowers
being the main encmy of the world's peoples. But aside from their
completely wrong line on the guestion of the Canadian political
cconomy, and their enthusiasm for the vicious anti-China, anti-
Mao. Tsetung arch-revisionist, Tim Buck, let us see how their
*free-lance Marxism-Leninism' ends them up in the camp of the
Titoists and Khrush i isionists on the
question of the | i Ci ist M
‘The Soviet Union, which was the world's first socialist state, is
now a.country which has expericnced a restoration of a
bureaucrat-capitalist class. It has deserted all principles of
proletarian i i ism, and has i since the end
of the Second World War followed @ course of “socialism in
words and imperialism in deeds’. Both through the ‘cold war’
DPeriod ancd the more recent period of detente, the Soviet Union
has consistentdy vied with U.S. imperialism in carving out
territories for markets, and raw materials, in expansion of arms
production and in subjecting one country after another to its

- influence and policies.” Marxist-Leninists across Canada should
" askthis Toronto Workers' Unity what is the source of your ideas?
What is. your authority for this statement that the Soviet
Union ‘consistently since the end of the Second World War
followed a course of ‘socialism in words, and i ialism in
deeds™ Where did you get this idea that ‘both through the “cold
war® period and the more recent period of detente, the Soviet
Union has vied with U.S. i ialism in carving out

¢

Theysay: *

people’s democracies and who pinned their hopes on Anglo-
American imperialism to restore their lost paradise, added their
creaking voices,

“After 1956 Khrushchov and the modern revisionists also said

Party of China led by Chairman Mao Tsctung can
be 80 precise, why is En Lutte! so evasive, inaccurate? Why use
the Sccond World War as the dividing line; why promote the
same line of Red Imperialism as promoted by Churchill, Dulles;
Tito and their nazi allies? From where do these ‘genuine Marxist-
Leninists” get their ideas? What does In Strugglel mean by
speaking of Marxism-Leninism and Mao Tsetung Thought” in
its important policy statement of December 12, 19747 Was this
Jjust a slip?” i

Now we know the answers to these scrious questions posed in

of the p le of the U.S. i i i ugén‘cyjoigr:i bya
handful of simply with the of
indsight: see how y CPC(M-L)is.allalong

they were supporting Mao Tsetung and Mao's Ghin_m.']'h_is isthe
rencgades’ big excuse to become outright pniicc.»mcs nm_i
supporters of the “three world” bloc. In short. it is their excuse to
continue along their own road of supporting Mao's subjective
.idealist world outlook and ic politics of collal i

with imperialism. For CPC(M-L), support for Mao and Mao’s
China meant support for Lenin and the road of the October
Revolutien. That is the toad the Interhationalists set out on
against Khrushchavite revisionisn in 1963 and it is the road the:
Party = continues along today -against ~revisionism and

: opportunism of all hues, including so-called “Mao Tsetung

Thought”. It is precisely against Leninism these vile opportunists
and renegades are rebelling on their knees. But the Party grows
stronger by purging such elements, and isdetermined to fulfill its
duty to the Canadian proletariat and complete the tasks set out
far the Party at its Third Congress. By building the Party in the
centres of production and waging a ceaseless, Leninist class war
against social-democracy, revisionism and opportunism of all
hues, we shall prepare conditions so that the proletariat, through
one wave of revolutionary struggle after another, will eventually
topple the monopoly capitalist system itself and defeat the U.S.
imperialist domination_of Canada.

But in order to sucoeed in this great task the Leninist forms of
Party organization and discipline ‘must actually evolve and
advance; the communists must become even more steeled and
mature leaders of their class against enemics steeped in their

1t i y trade. Thus the issue again is whether to

the summer of [975. In Struggle! and the rest of the
sects, i ingthe U.S. i ialist opp istagency, did view
the two, Marxism-Leninism and Mao Tsetung Thought,
separately, and they were the practitioners of "Mao Tsetung
Thought™, that is to say the followers of the Chinese revisionist
social-chauvinist line.” When the crunch came in 1974-73
with the promotion of the “three world™ and “1wo road™
theory, and the slanderous attacks against Stalin and the Soviet

Union after’' World War Two, we d these alk

uphold and strengthen the Leninist forms of Party organization
in order to advance the socialist content of revolutionary politics
amongst the masses, or to liquidate the Leninist form so that the

ionary content is dissi and socialist revolution
suffers' a_sctback. We showed how precisely this was the
issuc at the time of the struggle against Jack Scott and re-
mained so at every juncture of the struggle against oppor-
tynism, i the Chinese brand of social-imperia-

that Mao Tsctung was issuing this line. We upheld the glorious

name and work of J.V. Stalin when once again international
opportunism had come up to sully themas part of their offensive
against_proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the
proletariat. X

Where were the opportunist heroes who are posing these days
as the great “followers” of the PLA and Comrade Enver Hoxha
in 19757 They had their heads up undcr the stinking skirts of
Teng Hsiao-ping and Jack Scott. On their knees they tried to
spew their slanders against Stalin and the dictatorship of the
proletariat: like real cowards they were wriggling and
manoeuvring to make their attacks. The U.S. imperialist
opportunist agency is especially hypocritical and slimy in this
respect. It doesn’t matter how many holy marys they utter in
ol !

similar things. Marxist-Leninists in Cannda cannot shirk their
international ibility on these historical prob in the
| ional i Marxist-Leninists,
regardless of how youngor old they may be, must take a stand on
this matter. The ‘veteran' communists had and still have a
parti i and role to educate the young
revolutionary forces as to the glorious and immortal
contribution of Comrade Stalin as the world leader and
autherity in the | i C i before he
died. But one ‘veteran® communist has only misled and
miseducated the new revolutinary forces on this vital question,
Jack Scott’s line in Two Roads repeats all the reactionary
sianders of the i ali isionists and yists about
Comrade Stalin and opens the door of eclecticism to such BrQups
as Workers' Unity. As far back as November 1967 Scott was

bscuring the i ibution of Comrade Stalin. In
Progressive Worker a story on the 50th anniversary celebration
of the Octaber Revolution reporting on the line Jack Scott gave
at the meeting says not one single word about Comrade Stalin.
Only the Khrushchovite revisionists try to deny that Comrade
Stalin was the great student of Lenin, and xh::*%din; Marxist-

18;
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Leninist who gloriously took up the ) of building
socialism, defeating fascism, and jrnpériali

", the Tact is that they were part of the opportunist
Canadian Revolutfon rag which was used as a springboard to
launch these foul anti-communist tirades. With all their
posturing these days as the true followers of the Third
International, where were they in 1975, just three years ago, when
right under their noses the social-fascists were spewing their
poison at Stalin, the Imernational Communist Movement and
CPC(M-L)? They were one withthem. And it doesn't matter how
much they manoeuvre and claim they split with CR, their own
filthy rag, with all its sclf-rightcous breast-beating in July-
*August 1976, has not one single word of criticism or self-criticism
for CR promoting its attack against the Soviet Union and Stalin.

These cheap craoks who denounce others for “copying™ are
jumping up and down to stop the Canadian Marxist-
Leninists, bound in steel unity around the Central Com-
mittce of CPC(M-L), headed by Hardial Bains, from link-
ing theory with practice to build our Party relying on our
own cfforts, following the Leninist principles of sel(-reliance and
proletarian internationalism. They can never succeed. Their path
is the road to i ion and disaster for the prol , whichis
why they are here on this earth, for they are cnrryin% out the will
of the state, of i ialism and iali ialism. * While

CPC(M-L), allegedly “isolated” and without friends according

after World War 11. On what authority does Jnék Scott present
the history of the Soviet Union without mentioning Comrade

“that)

to the on the basis of its Marxist-Leninist analysis,

feraciously fought since 1970 (and the Internationalists before

to- defend Leninism and the’ International
i M

Stalin's name? Does Jack Scott the of
Comrade Enver Hoxha's verdict that he who does not defend
Stalin is an opportunist and @'coward? Who is the authority for
our movement? The Albanian Party of Labour led by Enver
Hoxha, the Communist Party of China led by Mao Tsetung, or
Churchill, Dulles, Tito and Khrushchov? Did the Workers'
Collective not investigate and study the documents of the
Communist Party under Chairman Mao's supervision to find

Marxist-Leninist C: when it crossed
swords with those who rose up to slander Stalin and Stalin’s
Soviet Union, all those who arc screaming from the rafters
against our Parly were united as one against Leninism, were in
fact the real champlons ofa doctrine known through the Chinese
revisionists as “Mao Tsetung Thought”, a pragmatic and
opportunist doctrine which in practice never upheld Leninism
and the road of October despite their words and promises. The

lism. As CPCM-L) told In Struggle! in October 1974
just before they ran off to join the “three world" cabal in their
conspiracy apd intrigue against the Party, “The struggles of the
revolutionary people in Quebecinthe 1960shas already given rise
to new content, new experience, new historical lessons, and if
these lessons are not used to destroy the old forms which are
keeping the new content down, then the new content will fritter
away and revolution will suffer a setback. The old struggles hard
and raises its head dly to obstruct the of the
new and it is the old form which attempts to strangulate and kill
the new content. Lenin explains ‘the struggle of content with
Sorm and conversely, The throwing off of the form, the
transfermation of content.” CPC(M-L) came into existence as
part'of the new content. This is why the state machine had to hit
extremely haed right at the birth of our Party. The st te spends
much money and cffort, using all sorts of ways to discredit the
Party, splitit and liquidate it or transform it into a revisionist and
opportunist party.” This is precisely what In Struggle! took up
for its mission as did its jllegitimate chitd, the 11.S. imperialist
opportunist agency. Now'the rencgades have joined them in'the
work of trying “to discredit the Party, split it and liguidate it or

it into a revisionist and ist party.” But they
too have hit their heads against the steel shield of the Party’s
Leninist discipline, its iron-clad Marxist-Leninist logic, which
explains why they are whimpering against the Party and putting
onall sorts of childish airs about being the *most loyal followers™
of the i . They arc true foll s of Lenin's
opportunist political adversaries, the aristocratic anarchists,:
who all give homage to the Platonic conception of a Party, the
immaculate ideal, but when it comes 1o the nitty gritty of flesh
and blood, then they find th Ivesin thi by of hard
opportunists, sectarian circles of petty intriguers and police
spies, And all the while they are screaming at the Canadian
Marxist-Leninists to join them, to set history backwards. No,
that which has been created with so much effort and sacrifice by
the Canadian revolutionarics will not be so easily liquidated. Let
ther howl for the state will soon find more use forthem now that
they have told all their godsips and lics in public. It is not by
chance that the old gang of the 60s, including the FLQ “heraes™,
the descendants of the Arcand fascists and other social-
chauvinists, are being re-mobilized by the Trudeauand Lévesque
sections of italism, But whatever i they
are hatching against the Canadian proletariat and people they
will have to reckon with the Leninist poiitics and Leninist Party,
CPC(M-L).

TO BE CONTINUED




