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(8) Lenin, What is to be Done? In Essential 
Works o f Lenin, Bantam Matrix Edi
tions, 1966, pp. 143-144

(9) La classe ouvridre et le mouvement 
marxiste-ldniniste dans las pays capita- 
listes, in Rruga e Partise, No. 11, 1972. 
Quoted In the Supplement Croons /'or
ganisation marxiste-ldniniste de lutte 
pour le Parti, p.14. Translated from the 
French. (Reprinted by Western Voice).

NB: C e rta in  p a r ts  o f th is  p a m p h le t 

w e re  re c t i f ie d .  P le a se  re fe r  to  th e  

p re s e n ta t io n  a t th e  b e g in n in g  o f th is  

b ro c h u re .

(IN  S T R U G G LE !, O c to b e r 1 9 7 7 )

nomism and revisionism  in their various forms. W hile the capita lis t 
crisis reduces thousands of workers to extreme poverty (there are now 
more than 800,000 unemployed people in Canada), stirs up the anger 
of the working class and m obilizes them, the subjective conditions, 
the conscious leadership of this movement by a proletarian Party, are 
sorely lacking. Therefore the task of M arxist-Leninists is to achieve 
their unity on the basis of the M arxist-Len in ist princip les within an o r
ganization that will wage the struggle fo r the creation of the pro le ta 
rian Party.

Mao Tsetung teaches us that “it Is only if the Communist Party is 
united that the unity of the whoie working class and of the whole 
nation can be achieved”. Now, at a stage when the party does not 
exist yet, the priority  m ust be to create it. Some opportun ists claim that 
we must build mass organizations, d issipate our e ffo rts  in mass work 
and thus build the Party from the bottom up. It was precisely in con
nection with com m unist work in the trade unions that Lenin upheld the 
fo llow ing princ ip le  against the econom ists of his time: the progress of 
mass work depends on the political and organizational progress of 
the Party itself.

“If we begin with the solid foundation of a strong organization of 
revolultonaries, we can guarantee the stability of the movement as a 
whole and carry out the aims of both social democracy and of trade 
unionism. If, however, we begin with a wide workers’ organization, 
supposed to be most “accessible” to the masses (...) we shall 
achieve the aims neither of social democracy nor of trade unionism 
(■■■)”  (8)

The 5th Congress of the Com m unist International reaffirm ed that 
the firs t p riority  must be given to the build ing of the Party as long as it 
is not firm ly established in the main factories of the country: “The 
fundamental defect and the origin of all the weaknesses of our work 
In the trade unions lies In the fact that the party cells in factories are 
lacking or are still in embryo. The building of cells is a prerequisite 
for the building of base factions, for the strengthening of the activity 
of all party membres In the trade union movement and for the achie
vement of a Unitarian line at all levels of the trade union organi
zation.”

This is why the priority  of M arxist-Leninists right now is to create 
the organization of struggle fo r the proletarian Party. This M arxist- 
Leninist organization will bring together the forces of the young 
M arxist-Leninist movement, perm it its contact with the masses, 
ensure the developm ent of the strategic and tactical lines and conse
quently give a scientific guide to the com m unist work in the trade 
unions. The Marxist-Leninist organization is an essential prere
quisite for Marxist-Leninist work In the trade unions and to negate 
this fact is tantamount to launching out into activism and sponta- 
neism of course, but also to pratically rejecting the leading role of the 
party in the revolution.

W hat are the tasks of M arx is t-Len in is ts  In the trade  
unions at the present stage? “The Marxist-Leninist parties 
struggle neither to set right and educate the reactionary trade union 
leaders nor to improve and reform the trade union centers but to en
lighten the proletariat and give its struggle healthy political and ideo
logical foundations” (9) This is all the more true when the Party does 
not exist: M arxist-Leninists do not have to struggle fo r positions in the 
trade unions at the present stage. On the contrary they must intensify 
political propaganda and agitation, propagate M arxism -Lenin ism  and 
bring together the conscious w orkers who lead and wage the daily 
struggles in their trade union in order to enable them to assim ilate 
M arxism -Lenin ism  in the meetings, circ les and cells of the M arxist- 
Leninist organization. Why can’t we put forw ard a broader program  
right now? Precisely because it is impossible, w ithout a M arxist- 
Leninist organization o f struggle for the Party, to centralize the expe
rience of struggle of the w orkers ’ movement and even the experience 
of the M arxist-Len in ist movement, and translate this experience into 
slogans and a revolutionary program.

For the struggle against the reformist and sold-out trade union 
leaders, for a genuine democratization of the trade unions, for trade 
union unity of action and for a revolutionary working class trade 
union movement, create the Marxist-Leninist organization of strug
gle for the Party!

mmmmW STNJMIE!
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“Revolution is the main trend In the world today”. The recent v ic 
tories of the three peoples of Indochina, Vietnam, Laos and C am 
bodia, against Am erican im peria list agression as well as the irresis
tib le  rise of the peoples of the Third W orld struggling against colonia 
lism, im perialism  and the dom ination of the two superpowers, the US 
and the USSR, are proof of the correctness of Mao Tse-Tung’s 
thought.

Needless to say, our bourgeois newspapers remain silent con 
cerning the victories of these peoples and do all they can to d iscred it 
countries such as China, A lbania and North Korea where the building 
of socialism  is taking g iant steps forward. In Canada, th is anti
com m unist campaign has assumed considerable proportions since 
the bourgeoisie has become aware that the Canadian pro le taria t’s 
vast strike  m ovement was threatening its profits and creating favo
rable cond itions fo r the m erger of the w orkers ’ movement with the 
young M arxist-Leninist movement.

This pam phlet w ill show the basis of the anti-com m unist cam 
paign in Canada and in the world and why it is once again today 
gaining strength. This pam phlet will also be a weapon to denounce 
and struggle against the co rrup t union bosses who betray the working 
class and who act as the eager defenders of the most viru lent anti
com m unism  within the organizations that should rather serve the 
w orkers ’ interests, the trade unions.

Finally, this pam phlet w ill show that the bourgeoisie and its allies 
are scared to death of the possib ility  that the pro le taria t m ight o rga 
nize itself into a revolutionary party and rally the people around itself, 
while arming itself in view of the confrontation with the bourgeoisie. 
This is what explains their anti-com m unism . Anti-com m unism  is thus 
nothing other than an attem pt to justify bourgeois repression of the 
working class and a cam paign to d iscred it the com m unist ideal, with 
the aim of isolating com m unists from  the mass of workers and sabo
taging attem pts at com m unist organization.

The bourgeoisie is scared 
to hell of communism; 
but not the people

Certain people imagine that com m unism  is an idea which poped 
out of the brains of an isolated th inker and that it has nothing to do 
with reality. These people are thoroughly m istaken since all that the 
th inkers who developed the theory of com m unism  did was to define 
scientifically the objectives and the general strategy of the working 
class’ irresistib le movement towards emancipation, which started on 
the very day that capita lis t exploitation came into being. For the ex
ploitation of the working class by the bourgeoisie is defin itive ly a te rri
ble reality that m illions upon m illions of w orkers in the world live 
through day in and day out and It Is life, class struggle, which showed 
the path of socialist revolution to overthrow the bourgeoisie In power 
and to establish the dictatorship of the proletariat over the exploiters 
In order to expropriate them and to prevent them from sabotaging 
the revolution. Marx, Engels and Lenin showed that th is was the path 
that set the stage fo r the abolition of all social classes and of all form s 
of exploitation of man by man.

Capitalists, profiteers, speculators, bankers and their political 
allies as well as all the parasites who live off the sweat and b lood of 
workers w ithin the capita list system have every reason to be scared of 
com m unism  and of socialism, which is nothing but the preparatory 
stage o f com m unism  during which the pro letaria t destroys the bou r
geois State and establishes its own power.

These are the reasons why anti-com m unism  is such a vital ra l
lying cry of the bourgeoisie. These are the reasons why it sets up such 
strong instruments of repression. Because its very existence as a 
p ro fit-m aking  class is threatened and history has shown that the 
bourgeoisie will never accept on its own free will to see its means of 
production, the basis of its power, taken away. This is the reason why 
the fam ous slogan written by Marx in defiance of the bourgeoisie of all 
capita list countries is still living in the heart of the international p ro le 
tariat, and consequently, still frightens the bourgeoisie all across the 
world: “Let the ruling classes tremble at the idea of communist revo
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lution! Workers have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a 
world to win. Workers of all countries, unite! (Com m unist Manifesto, 
1848) (Our translation)

The bourgeoisie’s gross distortion 
of the communist ideal

In order to justify the ferocious repression it exerts against the 
w orkers’ movement, the bourgeoisie does not hesitate to d is tort the 
com m unist ideal along with socialism  and the d ictatorship of the pro 
letariat, the transitory form  to achieve comm unism. And so, it 
presents com m unists as ennemies of the people, of freedom  and of 
social progress; it spreads shameless lies regarding the reality of so
cialism  in China and Albania, lies backed up by falsified statistics and 
doubtful testim onies coming from  m issionaries and CIA agents. And, 
since the 1960's and 1970’s, when M arxism -Leninism  began to in 
creasingly penetrate stratas of the working class and intellectuals 
here at home, the editoria lists of bourgeois newspapers and the other 
educated servants that the bourgeoisie has m obilized have given 
themselves the mission o f proving to workers that “ class struggle can 
be toned dow n” (cf Mr. Guay’s editoria l in the Septem ber 16, 1975 
issue of La Presse), that it is always possible to “ make reform s and 
improve the system” , and more bullshit of the same kind. Let us have 
a closer look at the argum ents constantly used by these fine gentle 
men.

“Communists want to abolish During the good old days of M aurice Duplessis' “ grande noir-
all forms Of property!” ceur" (1) and senator M cCarthy’s “ w itchhunt" in the United States, all

the bourgeoisie 's mass media from the big television networks to the 
smallest neighbourhood newspaper, not to mention the daily newspa
pers, the radio stations and the regional newspapers, persistently de 
nounced com m unists as people who wanted to abolish all form s of 
property. And so, with no reluctance whatsoever, com m unists were 
accused of wanting to confiscate people ’s bank accounts, their fu rn i
ture, their car, their house and all their personal effects for the benefit 
of the State!

This general intoxication campaign, which lasted many years, 
unfortunately terrorized a great many small merchants, craftsmen, 
farm ers and even workers, and played an im portant role in isolating 
com m unists from  the masses who d id n ’t understand the com m unists' 
true objectives in this matter. But in fact, what stand do the com m u
nists take on the question of property? Socialism and the dicta
torship of the proletariat means the abolition of the private ow
nership of the means of production, that is the factories, land, banks 
and means of communication, etc., and the use of these means of 
production by the entire society for the benefit of the entire people 
and not for the benefit of a handful of profiteers. That is what commu
nists preach! Does this mean that people won’t be able to own perso
nal effects or their parcel of land, etc., anymore? Of course not. To 
convince oneself of this, one only needs to take a look at what is going 
on in socia list China, for example.

In socia list China, the w orkers and the peasants EXERCISE 
STATE POWER, control the State through the Com m unist Party which 
represents the people ’s basic interests and which leads the revolu
tion. Artic le  6 of the Chinese constitu tion says: “ m ining resources, 
water resources as well as the forests, uncultivated land and other 
State-owned resources are the property of the entire people. The 
State has the power, according to the provisions of the law, to requisi
tion or nationalize the land and the other means of p roduction in the 
towns and in the countryside” . Therefore, there exist the two follow ing 
form s of the ownership of the means of production: socialist ow
nership by the entire people, through the State, and the socialist co l
lective ownership by the working masses, in the small and m edium - 
size factories fo r example.

1) See the central pages ot IN STRUGGLE!, vol. 3, no 2 (only In French).
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“Communists want 
to suppress freedom!”

“By attacking profits, 
communists refuse 
all forms of progress”

In the Chinese countryside, where the peasants are grouped into 
people ’s com m unes, the peasants have the right to  “ cultivate small 
parcels of land reserved for the ir own use” and “ own a few head of li
vestock on an individual basis” , (Artic le 7). Lastly, article 9 guarantees 
that the State “ protects the right of citizens to the ownership of their 
work income, savings, houses, dwelling-places and other means of 
existence” .

What about the situation in Canada, paradise of private pro
perty? The land, the mines, the forests, the waters, the businesses, 
the factories, the banks, the farms, the means of com m unication and 
housing are exclusively owned by a handful of finance capita lists who 
have a stranglehold on the people who therefore dispose of the riches 
of society as they desire! And when the State nationalizes electricity, for 
example, or takes over scientific research in the oil sector, it is to help 
capitalist monopolies find cheaper sources of energy and in so doing 
help them  raise their p ro fit rate. Because over here, the State isn’t 
contro lled by the people, it is entirely in the hands of m onopoly cap i
talists, of the financial oligarchy, and is used to repress the aspira 
tions of the labouring masses. In this context one has a better unders
tanding of the bourgeoisie ’s anti-com m unist campaign and the goals 
it serves: halt the penetration of com m unist ideas among the people 
in order to prevent the accom plishm ent of the socialist revolution 
which would expropria te  the bourgeoisie for the benefit of the labou
ring masses!

The educated servants of the bourgeoisie always present 
themselves as ardent defenders of “ freedom ” ... for the bourgeois, 
needless to say. Indeed, under capita lism  the bourgeoisie and its 
allies enjoy freedom and dem ocracy while the people suffers from  
merciless d ictatorsh ip. Freedom for the capitalist! Freedom to exploit 
workers, to  fire  them, to close down the plant as he wishes, as was the 
case for the Associated Textile plant in Louiseville, to assassinate 
workers, to poison them, to put them in jail when they occupy a plant 
such as United A ircraft, to set the price of products, to engage in land 
speculation, to drive out farm ers and brutally expropria te  them. For 
the worker, "freedom "... to sell his work force to the capita lists and to 
make profits fo r them! These fine gentlemen are all too eager to hide 
this reality and to draw our attention to the so-called “ lim its to 
freedom ” under socialism .

Let us then come back to our exam ple of socialist China, and not 
to that of the USSR where capita lists managed to recapture power in 
the 1950’s and where they exercize a true fascist d ictatorship over the 
Soviet people. In socia list China’s constitution, article 28 guarantees 
"citizens the freedom  of speech, of correspondance, freedom of the 
press, the right to hold public meetings, freedom  to form groups, to 
dem onstrate and to strike; they are free to practise a religion, to prac
tise no religion and to spread atheism; individual freedom and the 
residence of citizens are invio lable” . (Our translation). Furthermore, 
article 24 guarantees that “ in all fields, women benefit from the same 
rights as men” , that “ all nationalities are equal in rights” and that “ e- 
lectoral units and voters have the right to exercise control over their 
elected delegates or deputies, and to replace them at anytime". (Our 
translation). Socialist dem ocracy is therefore characterized by 
freedom  and dem ocracy fo r the w orkers and peasants and by the d ic 
ta torship over the bourgeoisie as a reactionary class, while fo r the 
pro le taria t of capita list countries, bourgeois parliam entary dem o
cracy only means the “ freedom ” to choose periodically those who will 
manage the bourgeois State fo r the benefit of the capita list class.

Over here, our fine gentlem en’s demagogy, cynicism  and total 
contem pt fo r the workers and the working masses have no lim its. Ca
pitalists are g lorified fo r their so-called "entrepreneursh ip” , fo r their 
“ business m indedness” and for their “ w illingness to take risks” . 
Jacques Parizeau, the Parti Quebecois’ official bourgeois economist, 
even goes as far as stating that the “ risk” taken by the investor is the
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basis of our econom ic regime and therefore the basis of all social p ro 
gress. What a sad joke for the w orkers who get fired every time the 
“ risk doesn’t work out” and above all, what an insult for the workers 
who produce the social wealth and from  whom the surp lus value, the 
unpaid work they do, the real basis of the capita list wealth is extorted! 
Go tell that nonsense to workers, you bourgeois economist, explain to 
those who produce the surplus value and all the riches of society, who 
endure capita list exploitation, who see that crises, inflation and unem
ploym ent are caused by the anarchy of capita list production, and we 
guarantee you a fine reception when you try to make them believe that 
progress comes from  “ business m indedness” and the “ risk ” taken by 
the capitalists!

Now, fo r the comm unists, precisely, the w orker and peasant 
masses are the ones who produce social wealth, certa inly not the ca
pitalists who live o ff the sweat and blood of the working people. For 
the com m unists it is therefore natural that the working people seize 
hold of the means of production and make society function according 
to the interests of the majority. In socialist China and Albania, there is 
no inflation, no unemployment, no econom ic crises; w orkers control 
production and constantly innovate, creating new processes to 
improve production and working conditions, according to the prin 
ciple “ man is the most precious capita l” ; peasants do the same in the 
countryside. In short, the popular masses are the ones who control 
the entire society and who make it progress according to their needs 
and not according to the rapaciousness of a m inority of profiteers.

In fact, when official spokesmen of the bourgeoisie such as 
Jacques Parizeau and Co. exalt p ro fit and capitalists, they also 
defend a whole conception of the world based on individualism , se l
fishness, material stim ulations and “ the strongest are always right” ; 
these servile lackeys even go so far as to state that the capita lists are 
the ones who “ create” jobs and that w ithout bosses and foremen 
workers would have no interest in the ir work! Under capita lism  where 
workers w ork to make profits for the capitalists, this is certainly true, 
and this shows that the bosses must use violence to extract profits; 
under socialism  however, workers and peasants work fo r themselves 
and the entire people and have a greater interest in social progress. 
But this, the disciples of p ro fit and free enterprise are sim ply inca
pable of understanding.

As we can see, the anti-communism of the bourgeoisie and its 
educated servants is nothing but demogogic propaganda trying to 
hide the harsh reality of the crisis and the ineluctable downfall of the 
capitalist system arrived at its imperialist stage. Today this cam
paign is stirred up with renewed vigour because hundreds of 
thousands of workers are going on strike and struggling against the 
crisis throughout the country, thus creating favorable conditions for 
the penetration of communist Ideas. For the bourgeoisie, which must 
absolutely cut the masses off from the workers' vanguard in order to 
avoid at ail costs the generalization of the present revolt and its pro
gress to a higher level of consciousness and organization, the stakes 
are high: that of socialist consciousness personified In the proleta
riat's revolutionary party, the Marxist-Leninist Communist Party.

The ruling class attempts to cut the vanguard off 
from the working class

In a certain sense, the bourgeoisie ’s present attack against com 
m unist ideas is a good thing. It shows that com m unist ideas are be
ginning to deeply penetrate the Canadian working class, thanks to 
com m unist agitation and propaganda by M arxist-Leninists and 
thanks also to the examples furn ished by the authentic socia list coun
tries that the ruling class is incapable of hid ing from the people. But if 
the M arxist-Leninist movement is to develop, become consolidated 
and take root in the working masses, and if the fusion of comm unism  
with the w orker’s movement is to be achieved in a true proletarian 
Party, ideological struggle, the propagation of com m unist ideas, must 
be intensified so as to be able to rally the advanced w orkers to com 
munism.
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The basic effects 
of repression

Class collaboration 
encourages repression

But th is task is being undertaken in a precise context, that of a 
country where repression against the Canadian com m unist move
ment produced im portant wounds: the destruction of the Canadian 
com m unist m ovement with purges in the unions and the d isin te 
gration o f the Com m unist Party of Canada (CPC), the corruption and 
arrival o f re fo rm ist union leaders, co llabora tors and anti-com m unists, 
and the spreading of “ redba iting ” and fear of com m unism  amongst 
the people.

S ince the founding of the CPC in 1921, the Canadian ruling class 
has had only one idea in m ind: to prevent it from  developing and d i
recting the struggle of the working class. That’s why the com m unist 
leaders were savagely attacked during the ’20's, '30’s and ’40’s. 
Several were killed by the RCMP and others were deported, as was 
the case with the com m unist m iners in Noranda in 1934(2), and of 
course many were beaten and im prisoned for having defended the 
working class. For the bourgeoisie had seen the huge im pact of com 
m unist ideas on the Canadian working class after the Russian revolu
tion of 1917, especially when thousands of w orkers went on strike 
during the W innipeg General Strike of 1919.

For the ruling class, all means are justified: it doesn’t hesitate to 
turn to fascism to crush a com bative working class, as happened 
during the Depression of the ’30’s, as happened in Germany, Italy and 
later in Spain. In Canada, the federal governm ent under R.B. Bennett, 
a m illionnaire  and reactionary leader of the Conservative Party from  
1930-35, ferociously crushed the workers and unemployed who were 
organizing, occupying factories and dem onstrating everywhere in 
Canada against cris is policies.

One of the m ost ardent defenders of the bourgeoisie was 
M aurice Duplessis, the scourge of the Quebecois working class from 
1936 until 1959 (except during W orld War II). He not only savagely 
crushed the m ajority o f strikes in Quebec in textiles, the asbestos and 
copper m ines and other industries, but he also systematically orga
nized the hounding out of progressive w orkers and com m unists in the 
unions as well as attacking the right to unionize and the right to strike 
itself. A fter his fam ous Padlock Law of 1937, aimed at close all hall be
longing to com m unists (or accused of being so), Duplessis launched 
a savage offensive against the most basic rights of the working class 
in 1954, with Bills 19 and 20. Bill 19 perm itted Duplessis to decertify 
any local union in which the executives were suspected of being com 
munists, while Bill 20 took the righ t to strike away from  the w orkers in 
the pub lic sector. Throughout his reign, Duplessis brandished the 
com m unist scarerow to make the people believe that strikes were 
part of a world conspiracy on the part of the USSR. He even called the 
very religious and very bourgeois newspaper Le Devoir a “ bolshevik” 
organ. This shows the extent to which anti-com m unism  was used in 
any and all ways in order to fight all opposition.

The w orst thing that can happen to  the working class when re
pression hits is to  be betrayed by its leaders. During the '40’s and ’50’s 
the Canadian and Am erican com m unist parties ceased to act as the 
real leaders of the working class that they had undoubtedly once 
been, and adopted a passive attitude, pacifist and unmoving re
garding anti-com m unist and even anti-w orker repression. As well, the 
bourgeoisie managed to co rrup t many union leaders, when it d idn ’t 
use them  to  replace true working-class leaders, so as to better control 
the union m ovement and to strike out against the sincere m ilitants 
who defended the interests of the working class.

In the United States, the John Lewis’ and Tony Boyles' (miners) 
Leonard W oodcock’s (UAW), Jim m y Hoffa’s (Teamsters) and natu
rally the Georges Meany’s (president of the AFL-CIO) and his assis
tant Jay Lovestone (d irector of international relations for the AFL-CIO

2) Refer to pamphlet No 14 on the labour movement for more details.

WSTRUCCLE! Pamphlet no. 15 /  Page 7

A c lear result: 
fear of com m unism

and fo rm er com m unist leader now so ld-out to US imperialism), 
helped by the CIA, the FBI and the capitalists, undertook in the ’40’s 
and ’50’s a fight to the finish against the com m unist leaders in the 
unions. W ith the purge com pleted, Meany and Co. s im ply so ld-out the 
AFL-CIO to Am erican im perialism  by, for example, supporting the 
war in Vietnam and by organizing the corruption of the union m ove
ment th roughout the world (3). They even collaborated with the bour
geois State when it passed one of the most reactionary anti-union 
laws in Am erican history: the Taft-Hartley Law (1947), that allowed the 
State to put unions into trusteeship, imposed an obligation to give 60 
days notice before declaring a strike, abolished the closed shop, and 
gave bosses the right to contest the right of the union to represent the 
workers even after having been accredited and the right to fire  any 
w orker suspected of being a com m unist. The Landrum -G riffin  
amendment of 1959 certainly m ust have inspired the Bourassa go
vernm ent and its Bill 29 and 30. It elim inated from  leadership posi
tions any person possessing a crim ina l record and it perm itted the 
governm ent to supervise the elections of union leaders and perm itted 
putting into trusteeship unions that declared illegal strikes.

In Canada and in Quebec, the class collaboration of the union 
bosses also perm itted the crushing of the working class and the com 
m unist movement. D idn't Duplessis public ly thank Claude Jodoin 
(CLC) and Roger Provost (who was leader of the QFL before Louis 
Laberge) fo r not having protested against Bill 19 and 20 and for 
having refused to cooperate with the CTCC (later the CNTU) against 
these laws?

Even today, how many union bosses resort to the same rotten 
tactics? A few years ago, the w orkers from  Canadian Steel incurred 
the anti-com m unist attacks of Jean G erin-Lajo ie because they th rea 
tened to pull out of the Steelworkers. In the summ er of 1975, the 
postal workers denounced the intim idation and anti-com m unist cam 
paigns undertaken by the union bosses in order to prevent the d is tri
bution of the ir m ilitant newspaper. In certain places the union bosses 
openly told the bosses not to hire workers known for their “ troublema
king” ideas. At the Labour College of Canada, Jean G erin-Lajo ie 
waged a fierce struggle against M arxist lecturers, undoubtedly 
because his nice job  at $35,000 per year was being threatened.

In the struggle that opposes bourgeois ideology to proletarian 
ideology, the ruling class doesn’t hesitate to use any means necessary 
to remain the dom inant class. For instance, it has already m obilized 
the Catholic clergy to co-opt the w orking class’ fighting sp irit by cana
lizing it into class collaboration organizations. To give an idea of the 
role of organizations such as the JEC and the JOC (4), mention only 
that during the struggle to unionize Dominion Textile and its 
subsidiary M ontreal Cotton Valleyfield in 1946, the Vicar of Valley- 
fie ld, the fu tur cardinal Paul-Em ile Lbger, stirred up the young 
m em bers of the Catholic organizations of the city and organized the 
wrecking of the offices of the union under the excuse of “ chasing the 
com m unists out of the city". It was Blair Gordon, the rapacious boss 
of Dominion Textile who jum ped with joy, while the fledgling fascists 
pillaged to their heart’s content.

Also, the birth and the first 40 years existence of the CTCC (Con
federation of Catholic W orkers in Canada) shows the dom ination of 
the reactionary clergy over the Quebecois workers. Often, the unions 
of this center were only pseudo-organizations, controlled by the 
bosses and the local priest. Even during the '40’s and '50’s, the CTCC 
was completely controlled by the clergy and its ideology of class col
laboration.

Thus the anti-com m unist repression of the 1930's, '40’s and 
’50’s, the cam paign of histeria of Duplessis and the clergy, and the 
reactionary c lergy’s control of the unions contributed to creating a 
clim ate of fear and d istrust regarding com m unist ideas am ongst all 
the people and even amongst the workers.

3) For more Information on the corruption of American, European and African unions by 
the AFL-CIO and the CIA, read Filip Kota's book, “Two Opposing Lines in the World 
Trade Union Movement", Gamma Publishing Co., New York, 1976

4) JOC: Jeunesse ouvriere catholique; a Catholic youth organization for young workers. 
JEC: Jeunesse etudiante catholique; the same type of organizations but tor students.
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Increase the spreading 
of communist ideas

“ The central task of M arxist-Leninists at th is stage is to work for 
the m erger of com m unism  and the w orkers' movement. It is through 
com m unist propaganda and agitation that they will accomplish this, 
that they will link themselves to the masses and have a com m unist 
leadership trium ph in the struggles of the masses” . (5)

Thus, with the situation created in the labour movement by the 
long dom ination of bourgeois, reactionary, anti-com m unist and re fo r
m ist ideas, the young M arxist-Leninist m ovement must concentrate 
its e fforts on the central task at the present time. One of the aspects of 
this task that we m ust never forget is the conscious, broad and sharp 
struggle against all form s of bourgeois ideology that are polluting the 
labour movement and orienting it towards false solutions.

We must struggle systematically and resolutely against the ideas 
peddled by the ruling class and its obedient servants, whether they be 
its political parties, its means of propaganda, everywhere where they 
are seen or heard: be it at school, at work, in leisure activities or in cu l
tural fie lds, etc...

Naturally, particular attention must be paid to the agents of the 
bourgeoisie in the w orkers ' movement and to their false solutions: the 
social dem ocrats and revisionists of all sorts.

The social dem ocrats would like to canalize working class resis
tance against the capita list crisis and im perialism  in favour of 2 bour
geois parties that are anti-worker and pro-im peria list, the PQ and the 
NDP, and towards their solutions such as bourgeois nationalism , the 
partic ipation of the unions in the institutions of the State, pro fit- 
sharing between m anagement and workers, and other reform ist 
dead-end alleys.

The revisionists are the traitors, those who betrayed the working 
class cause and who spread the most hurtfu l illusions, be they the 
“ peaceful road to socia lism ” , or the “ anti-m onopo list a lliance” for 
example. These people are found in the “ Com m unist" Party of 
Canada, com m unist in name only, for they have revised and betrayed 
M arxism -Lenin ism . We must carry on a resolute struggle against re
visionism  and its various form s to tear the working class vanguard 
away from  bourgeois ideology.

Mao taught us: "M arxism  develops in the struggle against that 
which is an ti-M arx is t” . That’s why com m unists spend much energy in 
the spreading of com m unist ideas and why they must show the 
masses the necessity of social revolution, the necessity of build ing a 
true proletarian Party that will lead the working class and the people 
towards the overthrowing of the ruling class and the d ictatorship of 
the proletariat. This is the role of propaganda. And how can M arxist- 
Leninists use the content of this propaganda if they don't intervene 
constantly in the struggles of the masses by intense and varied agita
tion that aims at showing the masses who are their friends and who 
are their enemies?

In order that this activity be carried out largely and effectively 
and ends up penetrating the w orking class, it goes w ithout saying that 
com m unists m ust intensify ideological struggle against erroneous 
conceptions and opportunist deviations that block the development 
of the movement and the achievement of these tasks. They must also 
surmount the present state of division that caracterizes the young 
Marxist-Leninist movement and take a step forward towards their 
unity by creating a Marxist-Leninist organization of struggle for the 
proletarian Party.

Com rade workers, sweep away the old fears of the ruling class 
and its obedient servants! M arxist-Len inist theory, the creation of the 
Party, the revolutionary leadership of the struggle fo r a society free 
from  these bourgeois parasites, a socialist society, are not merely the 
business of intellectuals or th inkers in the ir ivory towers. The theory 
of communism and the leadership of the revolutionary struggle of the 
proletariat belong to the proletariat

“The emancipation of the. workers will be achieved by the 
workers themselves”. (Marx, The Com munist Manifesto).

5) “ Against Economism” , IN STRUGGLE!, p.53

All works quoted are sold at IN STRUGGLEI’s bookstore, rE tincelle, as are the classic 
Marxist-Leninist works.

AVAILABLE IN OUR BOOKSTORES

Jorge Palacios

CHILI
I

une tentative 
de

compromis
historique

nbe

C HILE: AN ATTEMPT AT A “ HISTORIC COMPROMISE” : 
Jorge Palacios

In this first volume dedicated to Chile, Jorge Palacios, founder and member of 
llie Revolutionary Communist Party of Chile (founded in 1966), draws an historical 
assessment of the experience of the Chilean working class in recent years. Retracing 
the birth of the Revolutionary Communist Party in Chile, its break with revisionism, 
analyzing the ride of the two superpowers and in particular the treachery of Soviet 
social-imperialism in the coup d’Etat of September 11, 1973, as well as the strategy of 
Salvator Allende's Unidade Popular, Jorge Palacios's work, backed up bv facts, de
monstrates “That it’s neither Marxism nor socialism which failed in Chile, and that 
this theory, refuting those who deform it, and united with our people's heroic capacity 
to struggle, will lead us to national liberation and to real socialism” (p. 12) (N.B.E. 
editions 1977, in Erench only)

THE “THREE WORLDS THEORY” :
IS IT A MARXIST-LENINIST THEORY?
(on the theses of the new opportunist current, Roter Morgen ( KPD(M- 
L)) 1977)

The Communist Party of Germany (Marxist-Leninist) takes position in the 
current debate on the “three worlds theory”, and rejects this theory. In this pamphlet, 
the KPD(M-L) explains how the “three words theory” contradicts the teachings of 
Marxism-Leninism and the general line of the internationalist communist movement. 
This is a document which must be read by all those who want to take an active part in 
the debates and the line struggle currently being waged in the international communist 
movement on these question. (NBE Editions, 1977, in Erench only).

Ti l l  COMMUNIST PARTY OF SPAIN (MARXIST-LENINIST): 
Historical material

Ibis collection of articles from the Communist Party of Spain (Marxist- 
Leninist), retraces this party’s history since its foundation in 1964 and the bitter strug
gles waged by Spanish Marxist-Leninists under the context of f ranco’s fascist and 
bloody dictatorship, for (he defence of Marxist-Leninist principles. It also contains 
the P.C.E.(ML)’s current positions on the line struggle in the international communist 
movement on international questions. As Raul Marco says: “Once again we affirm 
that it’s not possible to struggle in a consistent way against internal reaction and the 
two superpowers, without combatting revisionism, opportunism, and social- 
chauvinism”. (p. 10) (N.B.E. Editions 1977, in Erench only)


