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Robin Hood, we saw you shoot those men
Hiding behind goons and bouncers once again
You and Steinberg and the others, we’ve seen your kind before
Your arms crossed politely, while the blood runs.

Yes, we saw you cry in anguish
Jacques Couture (1) in your chauffered Cadillac
And the silver-tongued L’Heureux just back
From playing footsie with Trudeau and the Wage Control Act.

Today, once again our class brothers bled 
Just like they’ve bled in the past 
Like at United Aircraft: 1975 
Winnipeg: 1919 
Chicago: 1886

Comrades your blood did not flow in vain
The proletariat’s memory will long remember this scene
It’ll remember it well and make revolution.
To get rid of exploitation, that’s the solution!

(1) Jacques Couture, the “worker-priest” who has held 
the post of Labour Minister in the PQ cabinet, Andre 
L’Heureux, vice-president of the CNTU.
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£omrade workers, comrades and friends,

Without the development of communist mass propaganda, the 
workers’ vanguard is without answers when faced with false 
solutions, and without arms to instruct itsell on what its 
revolutionary tasks are. In such a situation, the vanguard is 
destined to look for its “compass” like one looks for a needle 
in a haystack.

Thus, starting a journal corresponds to the general premise 
that during the first stage of party building, it is propaganda 
which leads advanced elements to a dynamic communist con­
sciousness and transforms these working class leaders into 
revolutionary leaders. But it is not enough. It is also important 
that the creation of IN STRUGGLE!’s propaganda journal re­
sponds to the conditions of the first stage as is now taking 
shape at this time in Canada.

The unparallelled development of the Canadian workers’ 
movement places on the communists the task of achieving their 
unity. At a time when the movement is dispersed around the

country and when its fusion to the workers’ movement is just 
beginning, the necessity for a Marxist-Leninist theoretical or­
gan is all the more crucial. This is the reason why IN STRUG­
GLE! must systematically undertake the task of intensifying 
the struggle for unity and develop it through the line struggle 
based around a program, otherwise rallying will be compro­
mised and division and dispersion could pose the danger«of 
opening up the way for opportunism.

The creation of a theoretical journal is therefore an objective 
necessity at a time when we are systematically putting into ac­
tion our plan for unity of all Canadian Marxist-Leninists. 
So that this unity be a unity of steel, it must be forged around 
a clearly articulated political program.

Organize ourselves so that we can read the journal together. 
Transmit criticisms.

Organize subscription campaigns in our factories, oumeigh- 
bourhoods, unions, sehools, families, so that we can ensure 
the financial support to communist propaganda.

V y

IN STRUGGLE!
Here is a list of addresses for contacting IN STRUGGLE! across the country:
H a lifax - P.O. Box 7099, Halifax North, Nova Scotia
M ontrea l- 4933 de Grand Pre, Montreal, Quebec (514) 844-0756
Q u ebec- 290 de la Couronne, Quebec, Quebec (418) 763-4413
Rouyn-Noranda— P.O. Box 441, Noranda, Quebec
H u ll-  P.O. Box 1055, Succ. B., Hull
Toronto— 2749 Dundas Street West, Toronto, Ontario (416) 763-4413 
Regina— P.O. Box 676, Regina, Saskatchewan 
Vancouver- P.O. Box 1027, Station “A”, Vancouver, BC
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Editorial

THE HISTORICAL MISSION 
OF THE CAHADIAH PROLETARIAT IS 
TO OVERTHROW THE BOURGEOISIE 

AHD TO ACCOMPLISH THE 
SOCIALIST REVOLUTIOH

‘‘The workingm en have no country. We cannot take from them  what 
they have not got. Since the proletariat m ust first o f a ll acquire politi­
ca l suprem acy, m ust rise to be the leading class of the nation, must 
constitute itself THE nation it is, so far, itse lf national, though not in 
the bourgeois sense o f the word. ”

There is certainly good reason to recall this elementary truth that Marx 
was the first to put forth in the “Communist Manifesto”, for it is a truth 
that capitalist ruling classes are always seeking to camouflage.

While at the national level especially since the election of the PQ the bour­
geoisie is divided, various elements within the ruling class, from one fac­
tion and the other, have been exhorting the proletariat to abandon its own 
interests for the sake of the “nation”. And they’ve been singing the same 
song in every region of the country, just changing around the words a bit, 
each one trying to win the proletariat over to the capitalist plan. Each fac­
tion is also hoping to push the balance of power between the factions in its 
own favour, in order to profit to the hilt from the capitalist crisis which is 
shaking Canada.

For the members of the ruling class in Quebec, to fight unemployment and 
inflation, “English-Canadian colonialism” must first be fought. As far as 
they are concerned, the role of the Quebecois proletariat is to supply the 
foundation blocks of the Quebec “homeland”, and to make it into an indepen­
dent State. Look at how Camille Laurin, Minister of Cultural Development 
in the Quebec government, put this bourgeois plan, “To the anglophone 
provinces that ask, ‘What does Quebec want?’, the francophones of Quebec can 
now answer: a homeland... francophones in Quebec are attached to this nation 
by every fibre in their being... the government they feel the closest to is the 
Quebec government. In any conflict that could put the federal government in 
opposition to the Quebec government, they instinctively take the latter’s side, 
no matter what their party affiliations...” (from Laurin’s July 19 speech to 
the Quebec National Assembly)
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In Ontario, the monopolist Canadian bourgeoisie has lost no time in launch­
ing its nationalist “Made in Canada” rockets; after all, there can be no ques­
tion about letting the Canadian market and Canada’s international position 
weaken, can there? During the recent election campaign, Bill Davis spent 
his time declaring that the unity of Canada was above all other questions: 
“Elect me, I am the savior of our country, forget about your exploitation and 
your misery for the time being...” For this faction, whose national spokes­
man is Trudeau, if things are so bad it’s because investments are down due 
to the PQ’s election.

In the Maritimes and in the West, the bourgeois, are, like elsewhere, in­
serting their own demands into their grandiose defence of “national unity”: 
“The West is exploited by the rich provinces”, “ If we’re poor in the East, 
it’s because of Ontario and Quebec”... and all of them say to the workers: 
“Help us get more subsidies and more powers: then you’ll get more jobs...”

This type of propaganda that you can hear “from sea to sea” has but one 
aim: getting the proletariat to abandon the point of view based on its specific 
class interests so that it falls into rank behind the bourgeoisie, getting the 
proletariat to put off its main objective forever; getting it to put off putting 
an end to the real source of exploitation, of oppression and of crises, capital­
ism itself.

And we must face the fact that the bourgeoisie is still enjoying a certain 
degree of success with its appeals to “national unity”. In more than one 
hundred years of control, this class has learned how to exploit the great 
spirit of sacrifice that the people has demonstrated under difficult conditions, 
in order to get it to serve its own interests.

But to pass its lies and demagogy down through the ranks of the working 
class movement, it also counts on its agents, its mouthpieces, the labour 
bosses and labour bureaucrats. “Be more productive and things will be 
better for the country...” that’s what they say repeatedly to justify their 
latest model of class collaboration implanting tripartism on the local, region­
al and national level.

Indeed, the bourgeoisie is well-armed to spread its class viewpoint: its 
media, newspapers, radio, and television, never let up in their flood of 
messages of love and understanding, of collaboration between the classes.

What’s more, in this intense ideological campaign there are Marxist- 
Leninists and progressives who defend positions which lead to abandoning 
the proletarian class viewpoint and proletarian interests. This is most 
clearly evident in relationship to the defense of the national independence of 
Canada.

Thus, in the West there are still comrades who want to make an alliance 
with certain sectors of the national bourgeoisie on the pretext that American 
imperialism is the principal enemy.

And, in the same sense, the Canadian Communist League (Marxist-Lenin- 
ist), on the pretext of the “Three World” analysis, has just repeated to Can­
adian workers that they should unite with their bourgeoisie” to oppose the 
war preparations of the two superpowers”... Yes, indeed, help our bour­
geoisie, after all, it’s so weak compared to the superpowers...! What does it 
matter if it is increasing its military budget at a rate of 12% every year?... 
it’s all to “protect the Canadian people”. What does it matter if it is allied 
to the USA at all sorts of levels, it’s probably because “it’s more or less 
forced into it”...

Blinded by its growing nationalism, the League has closed its eyes to the 
rapacious actions of Canadian imperialism in the Third World, preferring 
to applaud, as it puts it, how positive this is in the struggle against the super­
powers. That is how the League ends up by supporting the bourgeoisie on this 
question, and totally abandoning a class viewpoint. The League forgets that 
war is only another effect of the capitalist crisis, the most important effect, 
yes, but we must fight capitalism itself, we must overthrow the bourgeoisie 
in our own country and make a socialist revolution if we want to put an end 
to crises and to counter the unleashing of world war!

The League comrades would surely be wise to learn some lessons from the 
history of the communist movement in our country; more particularly, the 
history of Communist party of Canada, the CP.
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The Party, founded in 1921, on the teachings of Marxism, led a large num­
ber of working class struggles during a period of almost twenty years, but 
during the Second World War it gradually abandonned the class viewpoint on 
many questions, and ultimately slipped into total opportunism towards the end 
of the 50s.

Thus, at its congress in 1943, on the pretext that Canada had become an 
“ally” in the struggle against worldwide fascism, Canadian communists also 
began to want to ally themselves with this bourgeoisie inside the country. To 
make itself more “acceptable” in the eyes of the bourgeoisie, the Party put 
an end to any sort of organization based on factory cell and substituted it by an 
organization based on territorial cells! Following the same reasoning, the 
Party drew up request to affiliate to the CCF (the forerunner of the NDP) 
by promising to respect its rules and its programme! For all practical pur­
poses, this request amounted to a pure and simple renunciation of political 
independence.

As well, during the war, the leaders of the Party, with Tim Buck at the 
head, even went as far as declaring that after the war there would be no 
more unemployment! In losing the class viewpoint on these questions, and 
on the necessity of the socialist revolution, the Party came to make the 
worst possible compromises with the bourgeoisie and although it continued 
to refer to Marxism-Leninism, it clearly became but another bourgeois 
party.(1)

Another negative example, this one closer to us in time, that Canadian 
workers and Marxist-Leninists might study is the experience of the Pro­
gressive Workers’ Movement (PWM) in English Canada from 1964 to 1970.

PWM, composed of Marxist-Leninists mainly from Western Canada, had 
as its goal the reconstruction of the Canadian proletarian Party.

But PWM was strongly marked by nationalism as far as the revolutionary 
strategy of the proletariat was concerned. By refusing to recognize the im­
perialist character of the Canadian bourgeoisie, by putting forward the possi­
bility of an “alliance” with a nationalist faction of the bourgeoisie against 
American imperialism, and by even going as far as proposing the formation 
of an “ Independence party for Canada”, these Marxist-Leninists abandoned 
the class viewpoint of the proletariat and its current task, overthrowing the 
bourgeoisie.

It is clear from all this that the slogan of “saving the nation” and bour­
geois nationalism are an extremely dangerous tendency for Canadian work­
ers and Marxist-Leninists. And it is also clear that it is indeed easy to loose 
sight of the class point of view of the proletariat and to end up by tailing be­
hind the bourgeoisie, just like the labour bosses and other agents of the bour­
geoisie in our ranks want. It is easy to put bourgeois nationalist interests 
above the class interests of proletarians.

And it is in order to provide arms for fighting this nationalism and all forms 
of abandoning the proletarian class viewpoint both domestically and inter­
nationally that this issue of PROLETARIAN UNITY is publishing both the 
evaluation of Progressive Workers Movement made by a Vancouver group, 
the Long March Collective and IN STRUGGLEi’s interventions at the Con­
ference on the unity of Third World countries organized July 9 in Montreal 
by the groups which make up the Comite anti-imperialiste des peuples du 
Tiers-monde, the Third World Anti-Imperialist Committee(2)

The struggle against bourgeois nationalism within the working-class 
and Marxist-Leninist movements must be intensified and this struggle is an 
integral part of the current movement to rebuild a genuine proletarian Par­
ty, without which socialist revolution is impossible. This Party must re­
present a genuine rupture with bourgeois ideology; and only if it does will 
it constitute a decisive step forward for the proletariat.

(1) We refer readers to the document we published over the summer, Fergus McKean’s “MARXISM 
VERSUS OPPORTUNISM” in order to deepen their understanding of the two-line struggle that was waged 
during this period within the CP.

(2) For an analysis of the Conference, see the July 21 and August 4 issues of the newspaper IN STRUG­
GLE!
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audiovisual material, in the following perspective:
1- To develop in the Canadian proletariat a clear 

consciousness of its historical mission. To do this we 
widely distribute documents on workers’ struggles, espe­
cially those which take into account the lessons drawn 
from the international workers’ movement and which put 
forward the necessity of the proletarian revolution, and 
of the unity of the Quebec and Canadian proletariat. Those 
documents which link the peoples’ struggles, and those 
of women and national minorities, to the struggles of the 
proletariat.

2- To develop a clear consciousness of the inter­
nationalist duties of the Canadian proletariat, by distribut­
ing documents which publicize the just anti-imperialist 
struggles of the peoples of the Third-World, the expe­
riences and lessons of the revolutionary peoples of China, 
Albania, Korea and Vietnam, and the most exemplary 
struggles waged by the proletariat of the capitalist and 
imperialist countries of Europe and of the United States.

In this work of mass distribution of Marxist-Leninist 
and progressive ideas, the C.I.P. is prepared to collabo­
rate with all those groups or individuals on the basis 
of the objectives of these distributions/productions. The 
only condition for collaboration upon which we insist is 
that our common actions be in the interests of the 
people and of the correct struggle against oppression 
and for democratic rights.

Ask for our catalogue at the C.I.P. or the Etincelle 
bookstore 4333 de Grand-Pre, Montreal, 844-0756.

C.I.P. P.O. Box 399
Station Outremont,
2006 Lauriereast,
Montreal. Tel: 5 2 3 -0 2 8 5

To learn about the evolution 
of socialism  in China and Albania, 
read and subscribe to

Chinese periodicals...

PEKING REVIEW weekly: $4.50 a year 
CHINA RECONSTRUCTS monthly: $3.00 a year 
CHINA monthly: $4.00 a year 
CHINESE LITTERATURE monthly: $4.00 a year

... and to Albanian periodicals

ALBANIA TODAY every two months: $3.00 a year 
NEW ALBANIA every two months: $3.00 a year

Available at our bookstores



“IN THE ANALYSIS OF THE---------- \
INTERNATIONAL SITUATION:

KEEP THE CLASS 
_______VIEWPOINT!”______ J

Speeches by IN STRUGGLE! 
at the July 9 ,1977  Conference Organized by

CAPT
(Third World Peoples’

A nti—Imperialist Committee)

On July 9, more than 400 people participated at the anti-imperialist conference organized by the CAPT. This conference, in which both IN STRUGGLE! and 
the Canadian Communist League (M .-L.) participated, once again permitted the unmasking of social-chauvinism, a current, which in international questions, 
abandons the point of view of the working class.
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The three world analysis

Comrades and Friends,
We are living in a period of great turmoil, where various 

contradictions interact, where every passing day supplies 
its share of new events, which have a great influence upon 
the situation of the peoples, on a world scale and in each 
country. The Communist Party of China has analysed this 
complex situation and has concluded that the world today is 
divided into three large groups of countries, three worlds. 
This analysis constitutes a precious guide for the entire in ­
ternational Marxist-Leninist movement and a correct appli­
cation of the four fundamental contradictions of imperialism. 
This is the reason why our group applies, and has always 
applied this analysis, in a consequent and revolutionary 
manner in the determination of its internationalist tasks. This 
is the reason why we have always opposed those who repeat 
it mechanically, thus masking the class character of the 
contradictions on a world scale. It is also the reason why we 
have always most rigourously opposed the numerous 
deformations of this analysis, put forward by opportunists, 
using it to peddle their stand of class collaboration with the 
bourgeoisie, and, in particular, those of the Canadian Com­
munist League (ML) who accept at last to openly defend their 
positions regarding our positions. We hope they will do so 
with the minimum of honesty, which is demanded of them, as 
part of the Marxist-Leninist movement. In order to inform 
the participants in the Conference, and to allow them to 
assess correctly the stakes of the debate today, we would 
first of all like to present certain facts.

During the last months, our group has published detailed 
texts on the issues being debated here today, in particular in 
issues no 2 and no 3 of Proletarian Unity and in the supple­
ment no 91 of our newspaper. Unfortunately, the League has 
up to now refused to develop principled polemics and since 
the publication of its “ Statement of Political Agreem ent...” , 
in the fall of 1975, it constantly repeats the same generalities. 
This has not pevented the League from multiplying its 
attacks against us, in the most opportunist way, using facts 
pulled out of context, leaving out what comes before and after 
quotations, and more and more often, out and out lying. We 
don’t have enough time here to reply to the League’s long 
list of lies. We refer the comrades to an artic le  on this sub­
jec t in Proletarian Unity no 5.

All this is supposed to demonstrate what the League has 
already decided a long time ago, that is, that we are sliding 
or rather, sinking into the swamp of revisionism! This, un­
doubtedly, explains why a member of its leadership, who is 
so proud to be there that he brags about it right and left, has 
developed a new form of ideological struggle: he spits on 
comrades distributing our paper, and threatens them like the 
neighbourhood bully. But the masses are less and less tricked 
by these dirty manoeuvres, and the League cannot prevent 
everybody from reading our publications. And that is preci­
sely the basis of the whole story. The League refuses to wage 
ideological struggle among the masses, including the organi­
sations where various reform ist and counter-revolutionaries 
such as revisionists, social-dem ocrats and trotskyists are 
present. Its complete contempt for the masses makes them 
act as if false solutions will be defeated by closing our eyes 
or turning off the microphones, as if by keeping its own mas­

ses in a isolation ward, it will struggle against bourgeois 
ideology which continues to influence them. For our part, we 
are entirely confident in the wisdom of the masses and in the 
teachings of Comrade Mao Tse Tung, who said:

good-smelling flowers exist only in relation to 
poisonous weeds, and develop only in struggle against 
them. To forbid the people from knowing what is false, 
pernicious or what is hostile to us, from knowing ideal­
ism and metaphysics, and from knowing the sayings 
of Confucius, Mao-Tse and Tchiang-Kai Chek would be a 
dangerous policy. It would lead to the regression fo 
one’s thinking, to unilateral views and render man inca­
pable of resisting to the trials of life, incapable of 
refuting adverse opinions” (Pekin Information (Pekin 
Review). April 25, no 17, pages 27-28. our translation 
IS . )

Flad Mao Tse Tung been a Canadian Marxist-Leninist, 
the League would have very rapidly called him the last of the 
collaborators with revisionism.

We therefore call on the organizing group of this Con­
ference and on all the participants here to be vigilant, 
in order that the Conference take place in conform ity with the 
attitudes proper to those who wage revolutionary struggle; 
this is demanded by the superior interests of the Revolution 
in our country and all over the world.

Comrades,
Our task can not be reduced to the simple recognition of 

the present division of the globe into three worlds. Our task 
is to determ ine how we must act, in order that there exists 
only one world, a world of justice, equality and freedom, a 
world w ithout exploiters or exploited, oppressors, or op­
pressed, in short, a communist world, w ithout classes. To do 
so, we must also understand the forces and contradictions 
that have produced, and continue to produce the present in­
ternational situation.

There are not fifty methods to achieve this... there is only 
one: adopt, in this as well as in all other matters, the prole­
tarian viewpoint; put forward, in this as well as other 
matters, the independent policy of the proletariat. Indeed, our 
group does not represent here the interests of the First World, 
nor those of the Second, not even those of the Third World. 
Being a Marxist-Leninist group, it represens only the class 
interests of the First World,
in this way that we can orient, in a revolutionary way, not 
only the struggle of the Canadian people but also the conse­
quent support for the just struggles of all peoples, nations 
and countries oppressed by imperialism, especially the two 
superpowers.

Thus, the globe is presently divided into three worlds: the 
two superpowers, the USA and the USSR, form the First 
World: the countries of Asia, A frica and Latin America form 
the Third World; the advanced capita list and revisionist 
countries, squeezed by these two forces, form the Second 
World. But a question is immediately raised: what are the 
forces and the classes that have brought such a balance of 
forces on the world scale and thus what must we do in order 
to transform the situation to the peoples’ advantage?
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In essence, it is the fundamental contradictions, specific 
to capitalism itself, arrived at its highest stage, its im pe­
rialist stage. This must be recalled, because the verbal d iar­
rhea of some could lead us to believe that we have entered a 
new stage of capitalism, the stage of the “ Three W orlds” ! 
On the contrary, Comrade Chou En-Lai, the great proletrian 
revolutionary, reasserted at the last Congress of the C.P.C.:

“Chairman Mao has always taught: ‘We are still in 
the era of imperialism and proletarian revolution. On 
the basis of fundamental Marxist principles, Lenin made 
a scientific analysis of imperialism and defined ‘impe­
rialism as the highest stage of capitalism’ (...) He there­
fore concluded that ’ imperialism is the eve of the 
social revolution of the proletariat’ and put forward the 
theory and the tactics of the proletarian revolution in 
the era of imperialism. (...) Since Lenin’s death, the 
world situation has undergone great changes. But the 
era has not changed. The fundamental principles of 
Leninism are not outdated; they remain the theoretical 
basis guiding our thinking today” . (1)

Like Lenin and the Bolshevik Party during World War I, 
as Stalin and the lllrd  International during the rise of fascism 
and World War II, we must firm ly join the Communist Party 
of China and the Party of Labour of Albania to develop and 
apply the same fundamental principles of Marxism-Leninism 
to the present situation. It is in this context that the three 
world analysis takes on all its revolutionary significance.

First, the analysis of the present international situation 
indicates to us that the two superpowers are today the two 
greatest international exploitors, the two strongholds of 
imperialism and world reaction, the two main enemies of the 
peoples on the world level. Any consistent struggle against 
imperialism mut be directed against them, and in no possi­
ble way can we rely on one superpower to oppose the other.

Secondly, the analysis brings out the contradictions existing 
between the secondary im perialist countries of the Second 
World and the two superpowers. These contradictions create 
favorable conditions for the peoples, which weaken the enemy 
camp, it is also possible, and necesary, to bring to light the 
double reactionary character of the bourgeoisie of a country 
such as ours. On the one hand, w ithout a doubt, it betrays, the 
real national interests of Canada by submitting it to the do­
mination of U.S. imperialism. On the other hand, it partic ipa­
tes, through its alliance with the U.S.A., in the pillage of the 
Third World, in the struggle for world hegemony, and in its 
preparation for a third world war. Our task is precisely to 
d irect the correct anti-im peria list sentiment of the Canadian 
masses against the Canadian imperialist bourgeoisie. Thus, 
the struggle against the two superpowers can not be separated 
from the struggle against our own imperialist bourgeoisie.

Thirdly, this analysis shows the fantastic strength of the 
peoples, oppressed nations and countries, which today cons­
titute the main force in the struggle against colonialism, 
imperialism , and superpower hegemonism. In this regard, 
our task is, firs t of all, to support the struggles aimed at 
“ our own”  imperialism, to unmask it completely, and thus 
kill two birds with one stone: strengthen the Third World 
and weaken our main enemy, the Canadian bourgeoisie, acce­
lerating in this way the march of the Proletarian Revolution 
in our country.

As we can see, all these tasks turn around one axis: the 
utilization of all external and internal conditions to favor the 
development of proletarian revolution in our country. As all 
authentic Marxist-Leninists we follow  the teaching of the 
great Lenin:

“There is only one real internationalism: it consists 
of working with abnegation to develop the revolutionary 
movement and the revolutionary struggle, each in his

own country, of supporting (...) this same struggle, this 
same line, and only this one in all countries without 

exception”, (our translation).

Such is not, however, the path followed by the League and 
the other opportunists in the Marxist-Leninist movement who, 
by mechanically applying the correct analysis of the Chinese 
comrades, distort it completely and thus contribute to main­
taining the present situation instead of transform ing it as 
revolutionaries must do.

Thus, using the fact that im perialist countries of the Second 
World are in contradiction with the superpowers, the 
opportunists jum p on their imperialist bourgeoisie’s band­
wagon and brag about their so-called positive acts.

The League has gone so far as to support the strengthening 
of the Canadian bourgeoisie’s army and critic iz ing us for 
our insistance in denouncing Canadian imperialism!

These comrades forget a few little things: first, that the 
closer links of the imperialist bourgeoisies with the Third 
World has nothing to do with their great generosity but is 
only due to the increasing strength of the Third World and to 
the pressures of the Canadian people. He do not have to praise 
the Canadian bourgeoisie for its objectively favorable 
gestures to the Third World, but we must, on the contrary, 
continue our fight against it and our support to the Third 
World. The more we will attack, the weaker it'll be, the more 
it w ill be forced to reduce its appetite in the Third World, 
the closer it w ill be to its end.

These comrades also forget, or hide the fact that, while 
having closer links with the Third World, and despite their 
contradictions with the two superpowers, these bourgeoisies 
maintain and even develop their ties with one superpower or 
the other. In this regard, it is quite significant that the 
strongest pressure to reinforce the agressive imperialist 
NATO pact has been coming, for the last few years, more 
from imperialist European countries than from the U.S.A. 
itself! Above all, we must not be lured by these illusions 
and must even less impose them on the masses. As the threat 
of a third world war becomes greater, the tendency for these 
bourgeoisies to develop their links with the two superpowers 
becomes stronger. This shows clearly that, if the Second 
World countries sometimes struggle, to various degrees, 
against the superpowers, it is not by good will, but in fact to 
get their share of the plunder. It is first of all because they 
are imperialists. Far from being victims that we must pity 
and support, these countries are the sworn enemies of revo­
lution and all peoples of the world.

In these conditions, when the League already announces 
that it will ally with the Canadian bourgeoisie in a national 
liberation struggle as soon as one inch of Canadian territory 
is invaded by either one of the superpowers, it abandons the 
class point of view, and replaces it by the most narrow mind­
ed nationalism, and social-chauvinism.

Going about with their work, the opportunists on the pretext 
of safeguarding the unity of the Third World, have reached the 
point of ceasing, in practice, to support all the struggles led 
by the people of these countries against local reaction.

We are in favor of the unity of the Third World, because 
it really contributes to weaken imperialism, but we don’t 
have to hide reality from the masses: the Third World peo­
ples are in many ways submitted to reactionary d icta­
torial regimes which are allied with imperialism. The sole 
real guarantee of solid unity for the Third World resides in 
the reinforcem ent of the revolutionary struggle of the peo­
ples; these are the only struggles that we support uncondi- 
tionnally.

(1) The Tenth National Congress of the Communist Party ot China, FLP. 
Peking. 1973.
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Any support to Third World countries can only be condi­
tional to steps made by the ruling classes against im ­
perialism. It’s out of the question that we stop supporting the 
peoples and tail behind such reactionaries as the Shah of Iran 
or the Sheiks of Arabia.

In fact, this opportunist line on international questions is 
only the extension of the same opportunist line on other ques­
tions which, under the guise of sterile dogmatism, constantly 
isolates one question from the other. Incapable of making a 
real class analysis, the opportunists are unable to direct the 
various struggles of the Canadian proletariat and people 
against the main principal enemy, the Canadian bourgeoisie, 
and thus end up trailing behind Pierre-Elliott Trudeau or 
Allan MacEachen, or sometimes behind Rene Levesque or 
Canon Lionel Groulx (1), or then again behind the Shah of 
Iran and other fascist dictatorships.
Comrades,

This line is contrary to the interests of the proletariat and 
the peoples. It constitutes a major obstacle to the unity of 
Canadian Marxist-Leninists, which is the only solid basis for 
the unity of the Canadian proletariat and people with all the 
peoples of the world.

As Comrade Enver Hoxha said in his Report to the 7th Con­
gress of the Party of Labour of Albania:

“ The people’s struggle for econom ic independance is aimed 
at the superpowers, against the monopolies of the imperialist 
States, against the multinationals. That is why the proletariat 
and all those who are in favor of revolution and socialism, 
must build strong links between their struggle and the strug­
gle for freedom and independence. And this can only be done 
by struggling resolutely against the bourgeoisie of one’s own 
country, by struggling against imperialism and its wars of 
plunder. That is the most efficient and direct support that the 
proletariat lends to the peoples’ liberation m ovement." (Re­
port to the Seventh Congress of the Party of Labour of A l­
bania. Editions NBE, p. 158 our translation)
Comrades,

On all points follow the slogan thrown in the faces of the re­
visionists by comrades Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin and Mao- 
Tse-Tung:

WORKERS OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE!

WORKERS OF ALL COUNTRIES, OPPRESSED PEOPLES 

AND NATIONS, UNITE!

(1) Quebec nationalist historian.

The Third World as the Main Force 
in the Struggle against Colonialism, Imperialism 

and Superpower Hegemonism

Comrades and friends,
The theme of this workshop is correctly called “ The Third 

World as the Main Force in the Struggle against Colonialism, 
Imperialism and Superpower Hegemonism” . The comrades of 
the different Third World groups present here can easily 
prove this in a very concrete way during the workshop, and I 
must say that already the expose by the comrades of the 
CAPT is a good example of this.

In fact, not a single day goes by that we do not hear of 
events that prove this. The Palestinian people, led by its sole 
legitimate representative, the Palestinian Liberation Organi­
zation, wages, in extremely d ifficu lt conditions, its glorious 
struggle against Zionism, imperialism and hegemonism, fe ro ­
ciously defending the independence of the Palestinian nation 
against all the manoeuvres which seek to take away from it 
the control of its own destiny.

In Southern Africa, the black peoples of Namibia, Azania 
and Zimbabwe have pushed the racist and reactionnary re­
gimes of Vorster, Smith and Co. to the edge of the c liff and 
it will not be long before all this scum will be thrown into the 
trash can of history.

Elsewhere in the other countries of Africa, Asia and Latin- 
America, the peoples are rising up to wage their revolution­
ary local regimes, which are an internal support for im peri­
alism and for the superpowers.

But there’s more. For many years, since the famous 
Bandoung Conference in 1955, the countries of the Third 
World have undertaken to tighten their ranks, to strengthen 
their unity in order to develop their national economies and 
to defend their independence against the imperialist powers 
and in particular, the two superpowers. This vast movement 
has taken on such an importance that even regimes as reac­
tionary as those of the Shah of Iran and the Arab Emirates

are participating, whether they like it or not, thus forcing im ­
perialism to retreat and at the same time creating favorable 
conditions for its complete overthrow.

Finally, and as Marxist-Leninists, we must emphasize this 
point, socialist China and Albania strengthen, w ithout ulterior 
motives, their internationalist aid to other Third World coun­
tries, give their d irect support to the peoples struggling 
against colonialism, imperialism and hegemonism and give 
the correct orientation necessary for victory.

All these facts show the key role of the Third World in the 
struggle against imperialism. For this reason and also be­
cause of the tremendous numerical force of these regions and 
their immense natural ressources essential to capitalist and 
imperialist exploitation, for all of these reasons, the Third 
World constitutes the principal force in the struggle against 
imperialism.

These are the facts and no one can deny them. However, 
certain dare to try. First of all, of course, the modern re­
visionists, from the chief of social-imperialism  Leonid Brez­
hnev right to Berlinguer of the Italian “ Communist”  Party, 
the loyal choir boy of the infaillib le Paul VI and supporter of 
the Italian bourgeoisie up to the point of advocating maintain­
ing Italy in the NATO imperialist alliance, including William 
Kashtan of the Canadian “ Com munist” Party who praises 
Canadian participation in the so-called UN peace-keeping 
missions which have no other goal than to determine the des­
tiny of the Third World peoples in spite of them and against 
their w ill. All these dirty characters, scared to death by the 
tremendous uprising of the Third World, try to play one coun­
try against another, one national liberation movement against 
another, in order to interfere in the internal affa irs of these 
peoples, to maintain colonialist and neo-colonialist domination 
and to pave the way for Soviet social-imperialism  and their
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United with the proletariat of the capitalist countries, the peoples of the Third World will defeat imperialism and the two superpowers.
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own imperialism. These individuals defend very precise in­
terests that are not those of the w orld ’s peoples but rather the 
interests of the new Soviet imperialist bourgeoisie, of the 
monopoly bourgeoisie of their own countries and the interests 
of the labour aristocracy, which in all the imperialist coun­
tries get rich on the crumbs from the super profits coming 
from the exploitation of the Third World peoples.

There are also the multiple trotskyist sects, those parasites 
of the revolutionary movement, who everywhere are used as 
a “ left”  cover for Soviet social-imperialism, presenting it 
as a progressive force, and at the same time, downgrading 
the correct internationalist policy of the Communist Party of 
China and The Party of Labour of Albania.

Not long ago the so called “ Communist” Party of Canada 
(“ Marxist-Leninist” ), this “ new convert” to the struggle 
against social-chauvinism, supported the Angolan movement 
UNITA in opposition to the other national liberation move­
ments in Angola.

But that’s not all. There are even Marxist-Leninists who 
refuse to recognize these facts or more exactly, systema­
tica lly try to hide them from the masses. Thus, in 1974, we 
saw French Marxist-Leninists organize a vast movement of 
support for the immense arms purchase made by the Shah of 
Iran from French monopolies, arms which had no other pur­
pose than the repression of the just revolutionary struggle of 
the people of Oman and of the Iranian people. These same 
Marxist-Leninists even pushed their sinister joke to the point 
of justifying themselves by distorting the internationalist po­
licy of the Communist Party and of the People’s Republic of 
China.

There are Marxist-Leninists like that in our country, main­
ly grouped together in the Canadian Communist League (M ar­
xist-Leninist). They also refuse to systematically support the 
revolutionary struggle of the Iranian people on the pretext of 
not casting a shadow of doubt on the progressive nature of 
the Shah of Iran. Thus the League, in January 1976, refused 
to participate in the organization of support for the hunger 
strike of the Iranian Students’ Association in protest against 
the execution of ten Iranian revolutionaries by the Shah’s 
torturers in Montreal. Their newspaper The Forge didn't 
even breathe a word about this protest when even the bour­
geois newspapers were forced to talk about it.

More recently, the League, which has already gained a re ­
putation by its attacks against our systematic denounciation of 
Canadian imperialism, has begun to accuse us of revisionism 
on the pretext that we denounce reactionary regimes in the 
Third World and their alliance with one or the other of the 
superpowers and thus divide the united front against the two 
superpowers.

We ask the League: Who divides the Third World, who d i­
vides the united front? Is it IN STRUGGLE! who presents and 
explains to the masses the reality as it is so that they can act 
to transform it? Or isn’t it rather the regimes, like those of 
King Flussein of Jordan or of Assad of Syria, which tried one 
after the other, w ithout success, to liquidate the Palestinian 
revolution, regimes like that of Castro which intervene m il­
itarily in the service of Soviet social-imperialism  against 
the African peoples or that of the Brazilian dictators in the 
service of their masters, American imperialism which sub­
jugate their people to repression and misery? Or isn’t it as 
well those Marxist-Leninists who on the pretext of the united 
front, cease all struggle precisely against those who seek to 
divide and fool the masses by hiding the reality from them? 
The answer is clear.

We have confidence in the wisdom of the masses because it 
is they and they only who make history. We believe that the 
masses are capable of understanding that we can support, in 
certain circumstances, a group, a party, or a class and de­

nounce them when they act against the interests of the mas­
ses. We believe that we can explain to the masses the posi­
tive nature of an organization like the Organization of Petro­
leum Exporting Countries (OPEC) in the struggle against im ­
perialism and at the same time point out the lim its of this 
organization and ask the masses to give their unconditional 
support only to the peoples of the Third World.

This has precisely been the policy put forward by Marxist- 
Leninist parties, the policy of proletarian internationalism, 
the independent policy of the proletariat. From this point of 
view, our unconditional support must be given to the peoples 
and to the peoples only. All other support to nations and 
countries, even if they be of the Third World, is strictly su­
bordinated to the attitude they take towards imperialism.

We must explain to the masses who Trudeau, Marchand, 
Chretien and the other travelling salesmen of Canadian im ­
perialism, meet when they go on business trips to the Middie- 
East, to Latin-America and to South-East Asia. We must ex­
plain to them that the agreements signed are not revolutiona­
ry, and this is what we do, and what we will continue to do.

Another point of major differences on the question of sup­
port for the Third World concerns the attitude we must take 
towards revisionism and Soviet social-imperialism . This 
question is one of extreme importance because, contrary to 
American imperialism which is today almost completely un­
masked by the peoples, social-imperialism still succeeds in 
camouflaging itself behind its mask of so-called “ natural ally 
of the people".

On this subject, the League has already accused us of 
making comprom ises with the Israeli revisionists because we 
invited the masses to attend the Conference given by mayor 
Zayad and organized by the Quebec-Palestine Association. 
What the League does not say is that Zayad, while being a 
member of Parliament for the “ Communist” Party of Israel, 
a revisionist Party, was also elected as mayor of Nazareth 
on the PLO platform, and that this Conference was organized 
by the Quebec-Palestine Association which adheres com plete­
ly to the line of the PLO and that the PLO supports these 
initiatives, in spite of their differences with the “ C” P.l. 
because they perm it the denounciation of the conditions of 
repression and misery under which the Palestinian people in 
the occupied territories live and thus counter Zionist propa­
ganda. What the League does not say is that IN STRUGGLE!, 
in its literature and during this Conference, gave the M ar­
xist-Leninist point of view on the question and has not stop­
ped denouncing the role of social-imperialism  in the Middle- 
East. As for us, our position on the struggle of the Palesti­
nian people is clear.

We unconditionally support the struggle of the Palestinian 
people and we support the correct leadership of the PLO, the 
sole legitimate representative of the Palestinian people. At 
the same time, we denounce Zionism, American imperialism 
and Soviet social-imperialism, who, with the aid of certain 
Arab countries try to liquidate this struggle and deviate it 
from its goals.

In this context, the artic le  in issue no. 90 of our newspaper 
on the speech of the representative of the PLO at the meeting 
in May is ambiguous and even erroneous on one point: we as­
sume complete responsability for this error because we are 
not people who hide our mistakes; nor who laugh at those who 
recognize that they have committed mistakes. (1) In this article, 
after reporting the position of the representative of the PLO 
on its tactical alliance with the Soviet Union and the com pari­
son he made with the Communist Party of China, we made it into 
an example for Marxist-Leninists on the question of tactical 
alliances.

(1) This is the reply which IN STRUGGLEi’S representative gave to the 
mockina and sarcastic laughter ol certain members from the League.
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As long as we consider that the PLO correctly leads the 
struggle of the Palestinian people, it is correct that we not 
dictate to it how it should conduct its affairs. But we must 
not take its tactica l alliances as models. On the contrary, 
we must denounce the role of social-imperialism  in the M id­
dle-East and all over the world. But what is the exact nature 
of this error? Is it as the League says, that we have divided 
the united front, that we have divided the Third World. On the 
contrary, the essence of this error is that we abandonned our 
independent policy in the united front, that we did not, in this 
case, adopt the independent policy of the proletariat. As for 
the League's accusation that we are proposing a tactica l a l­
liance with social-imperialism  in the revolutionary struggle 
in Canada, nobody will be fooled except those whom the Lea­
gue tries to stop from reading our publications.

Comrades,
Before concluding, we must emphasize that an important 

question is absent in the content of the debates in this w ork­

shop. It is the question of the leading force in the struggle 
against colonialism, imperialism and superpower hegemo­
nism.

All Marxist-Leninists and all revolutionaries know that 
every social movement and particularly every revolutionary 
movement is not defined by the main force being led but 
above all by the force which leads it. On this point, we must 
show absolute firmness. As the glorious Chinese and Alba­
nian revolutions teach us, the struggle against colonialism, 
imperialism and superpower hegemonism will be trium phant 
only if it is led by the international proletariat, its vanguard 
being the socialist countries, allied to the oppressed peo­
ples nations, and to the extent that everywhere in the world 
the Marxist-Leninist parties develop and take the lead in the 
revolutionary struggle.

WORKERS OF ALL COUNTRIES, OPPRESSED PEOPLES 
AND NATIONS, UNITE!

LONG LIVE PROLETARIAN INTERNATIONALISM!
LONG LIVE THE WORLD PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION!

CLOSING SPEECH GIVEN BY IN STRUGGLE!

Comrades and friends,
Despite the critic ism s which we made at the beginning of the 

conference regarding its organization and orientation, c riti­
cisms which we intend to debate with the com rades from  the 
CAPT, while taking into account the rem arks and responses 
which they made concerning these critic ism s, despite these 
criticism s, we consider that today has been principally posi­
tive. It was principally positive because it permitted the deve­
lopment of the debate among Marxist-Leninists and among 
progressives, on our internationalist tasks. On the other hand, 
we deplore the very secondary role played by the anti­
imperialist groups, who are evidently highly concerned by the 
questions which we have discussed today, and the m onopo­
lization, if we can use this word, of the debates by the Marxist- 
Leninist groups. The speech by the com rade from  the Interna­
tional Association of Philippine Patriots gave us a taste of the 
contribution that all of the anti-im peria list groups could have 
made today. I th ink that it is too bad that the com rades from 
the other an ti-im peria list groups d idn ’t speak and I feel that 
this is linked to the way in which the conference was orga­
nized to accord, as I said before, a preponderant place to the 
M arxist-Lenin ist groups present.

It is im portan t to note the differences that came out in 
today’s debate. In my opinion, it’s not the recognition or non­
recognition of the three world analysis, nor the recognition or 
non-recognition of the fact that the Third W orld constitutes the 
main force, which were at stake in the debate. There is agree­
ment on these questions. What was at stake in the debates, 
was rather the mechanical application that certain, in particu ­
lar the League, make of the three world analysis, putting aside 
not only the concrete analysis of the concrete situation, but as 
well, the class character of the contradictions which are at play 
on a w orld scale. Let’s look at what the Chinese com rades 
have to say on this subject in A proposal concerning the 
general line of the international communist movement (p-55, 
Foreign Languages Press, Peking) Let’s look at how they 
understand the developm ent of the political line of Marxist- 
Leninist g roups and Parties:

“If it is not a party that can use its brains to think for 
itself and acquire an accurate knowledge of the trends 
of the different classes in its own country through 
serious investigation and study, and knows how to 
apply the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism and inte­
grate it with the concrete practice of its own country, 
but instead is a party that parrots the words of others, 
copies foreign experience without analysis, runs hither 
and thither in response to the baton of certain persons 
abroad, and has become a hodgepodge of revisionism, 
dogmatism and everything but Marxist-Leninist prin­
ciple, then such a party is absolutely incapable of lead­
ing the proletariat and the masses in revolutionary 
struggle, absolutely incapable of winning the revolution 
and absolutely incapable of fulfilling the great historical 
mission of the proletariat.”

Here is a very im portant lesson fo r us. When we use the 
three w orld analysis in a mechanical and repetitive way to put 
aside the class character of the struggle against the two super­
powers, forgetting that we are still in the era of im perialism  and 
not in the era of the three worlds, as a com rade said a while 
ago, when we forget the fundam entally im peria list nature of 
the Second W orld countries, and we try to support the positive 
gestures of the bourgeoisies of the Second World countries, 
we fall into social-chauvinism. And if, while supporting the 
Third World countries in their struggle against the hegemon­
ism of the two superpowers, we forget the class character of 
these countries, we fall into opportunism. If, on the level of 
the struggle for the national independence of Canada and faced 
with the danger of war, we situate the question of war only 
with regard to a possible invasion of Canada and not with re­
gard to the class character of this war, once again we fall 
into social-chauvinism. If we forget the interests of the pro­
letariat on the level of the struggle of the Quebec nation for 
its right to self-determ ination and its national rights, if we 
forget and put into second place the interests of the proleta­
riat, to profit the interests of the nation, here again we are 
falling into nationalism and tailism  with regard to the bour­
geoisie.
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Our position is that on international questions, just like on all 
others, it’s necessary to adopt a class point of view, the point of 
view of the proletariat, of the interests of the proletariat and the 
peoples on a w orld scale. On the international level, th is 
means that we must unite all that can be united in the struggle 
against colonialism , im perialism , and the hegemonism of the 
two superpowers. Thus, we accord very great im portance to 
the unity of the Third W orld countries in the struggle fo r the ir 
national independence against im perialism , particu larily the 
two superpowers. But, our unconditional support goes to the 
international proletariat, particu larily the socialist countries, 
socialist China and Albania, to the struggle of the peoples, 
particu larity the struggles of the peoples of the Third World. In 
this context, the struggle against modern revisionism is of p ri­
m ordial importance.

At the present time, in our country, to be able to realize 
these tasks in a consistent way, we must link them to the strug ­
gle against the Canadian bourgeoisie, fo r its overthrow, fo r the 
socialist revolution, fo r the d ictatorship of the proletariat. In 
this way, the struggle against the two superpowers is insepa­
rable from the struggle against the Canadian bourgeoisie, the 
struggle for the socialist revolution in Canada. In conse­
quence, in our country, the united fron t against the two super­
powers must also be directed against the Canadian imperialist 
bourgeoisie.

To adopt a point of view which abandons the interests of the 
Canadian proletariat and people in the name of the m echani­
cal utilization of the three world theory, to tail behind the bour­
geoisie of another country and of our own country, is to fall into 
social-chauvinism . It is to betray the interests, not only of the 
Canadian proletariat, but of the world pro letariat and peoples 
as well.

Comrades,
To achieve the unity of the Canadian pro letaria t and people 

with the pro le taria t and peoples of the world in the struggle 
against colonialism  imperialism  and the hegemonism of the 
two superpowers, to achieve the unity of the.Canadian pro leta­
riat against the Canadian bourgeoisie, there is an essential 
instrument which we must build, the Canadian Marxist-Leni­
nist Party. For this, the struggle for the unity of Canadian 
Marxist-Leninists is perhaps the most important struggle 
which Marxist-Leninists must wage today. This struggle must 
have as its goal to unite all the Marxist-Leninists in a single 
Marxist-Leninist Party, around a political programme de­
bated in the Marxist-Leninist movement and the masses. And 
the struggle fo r the programme is inseparable from the 
struggle against the opportunism in the Canadian Marxist-Le­
ninist movement. We are confident that the struggle for the 
unity of Canadian Marxist-Leninists will triumph in the crea­
tion of a single Canadian Marxist-Leninist Party. In this 
sense, we reinvite ail of the comrades present here, to active­
ly participate in the 3rd National Conference of Marxist-Le­
ninists which will take place in the month of September on the 
subject of international questions. We also reinvite the com ­
rades from the League, and we will continue to reinvite them, 
because we consider that days such as today show by the v i­
gorousness of the debates which took place during lunch hour, 
the thirst of the militants of the Marxist-Leninist groups to 
debate these questions together. This is an important lesson 
to be learned from today. We encourage the participants in 
today’s conference to become acquainted with the draft pro­
gramme which IN STRUGGLE! will be publishing in the next 
few months, to debate and critic ize it with the goal of ad­
vancing the struggle for the unity of Canadian Marxist-Le­
ninists.

WORKERS OF ALL COUNTRIES, 
OPPRESSED PEOPLES AND NATIONS,

UNITE!

LONG LIVE PROLETARIAN INTERNATIONALISM!

STRUGGLE FOR THE UNITY OF 
MARXIST-LENINISTS!

STRUGGLE FOR THE CREATION OF THE 
CANADIAN MARXIST-LENINIST PARTY!

STRUGGLE FOR THE PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION!
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T h e  P ro g re s s iv e  W o rk e rs * M o v  e m e n t 

a n d  th e  R e d  S ta r  C o lle c tiv e :

A LEGACY OF ECONOMISM AND BOURGEOIS NATIONALISM 
IN THE MARXIST-LENINIST MOVEMENT

By Long March Collective 
Vancouver 
May, 1977 I. INTRODUCTION

As the world econom ic crisis dee­
pens, with capitalism and imperialism 
falling deeper and deeper into decay, 
we can see the burden of the crisis 
being dumped increasingly on the shoul­
ders of the working class and the mas­
ses. In Canada the wage control legis­
lation and the activities of the A nti-In ­
flation Board make this reality crystal 
clear. And this type of activity is not 
limited by any means to the Canadian 
State. On the contrary, we can see gov­
ernment after government in the cap­
italist world enacting legislation with 
sim ilar ends: to make the working 
class pay for the present crisis of cap­
italism.

Throughout the world popular resis­
tance is rising. In Canada, we see 
much evidence of this. In the past year 
the workers at K itim at staged an ille ­
gal strike against the crisis measures, 
acting in solidarity with workers in 
Quebec. This year saw the first coun­
try-wide general strike in Canadian 
history, which the labour bosses were

forced to call because of the m ilitancy 
of the rank and file.

But bourgeois ideology permeates 
the spontaneous working class move­
ment. While workers in Kitimat, BC 
and Arvida, Quebec join together in 
common cause against Alcan Corpora­
tion, the bourgeoisie is attempting to 
whip up big nation chauvinism and pet­
ty bourgeois nationalism as a contra­
diction between the workers of the op­
pressed nation of Quebec, and those of 
English Canada. While the labour bos­
ses are forced to call a general strike 
because of the m ilitancy of the rank 
and file, they still scurry to contain 
the popular resistance with tripartism , 
a new and cozy deal with the bourgeois 
State.

What is sorely needed is for the 
working class in Canada to consciously 
take up the struggle for a socialist rev­
olutionary communist Party. Because 
such a Party does not at this point ex­
ist in Canada, the struggle to build it 
must be the central task of all Marx- 
ist-Leninists. This Party will be built

by applying the historically accum u­
lated theory and experience of the in­
ternational communist movement to 
the concrete realities of the class strug­
gle in Canada, it is through this appli­
cation that we will develop our line on 
the path of the revolution as it is tested 
in the class struggle. The development 
of theory only has meaning if it is link­
ed to our central objective, fusing 
Marxism-Leninism with the workers 
movement and building the unity of 
communists, thus laying the founda­
tions of the Party in the working class 
itself. When we speak of the path of the 
revolution we must never forget that 
the creation of the Party is our first 
goal along the road.

Presently in Canada there is a young 
but growing communist movement de­
dicated to the task of reconstituting a 
genuine communist Party of the w ork­
ing class. The upcoming regional con­
ference on the path of the revolution 
marks a great step forward in the 
practice of the comm unist movement 
here in Vancouver. But we still have 
a long way to go. The movement in 
Vancouver, despite its increasing pu­
blic presence, still lacks a consistent 
and systematic practice in the class 
and the masses. We are still organi­
zationally divided. It is only through 
forming unity amongst Marxist-Leni­
nist forces that we will be able to de­

velop a consistent and systematic prac­
tice in the class and the masses. This 
conference (the May 28, 1977, Vancou­
ver Conference on the Path of the Rev­
olution) is an important step in the de­
velopment of that unity.

The Long March Collective is a 
small Marxist - Leninist collective 
which split in July 1976 from the Van­
couver Study Group as a result of a 
struggle over the correct method qt 
developing political line. (The Van-, 
couver Study Group was formed in 1972 
and changed its name to Red Star Col­
lective shortly after our split.) We 
must therefore take responsibility (up 
to a certain point) for the incorrect 
line and practice of the Vancouver Stu­
dy Group. However since our form a­
tion almost a year ago, as a result of 
our practice in the movement and the 
class, we have deepened our under­
standing of how to develop political 
line as it relates to the major ques­
tions facing the movement.

The main contribution of the Long 
March Collective to the struggle over 
the path of the revolution will be a 
demarcation from the incorrect meth­
od that the Red Star Collective brings 
to this question as evidenced in its 
pamphlet, Canada: Im perialist Power 
or Economic Colony? We will attempt 
to analyze the economist and bourgeois 
nationalist errors in the RSC contri­

bution, linking these errors on the one 
hand to the strategic line of the Pro­
gressive W orker Movement (as laid 
out in its pamphlet, Independence and 
Socialism in Canada), and on the other 
to economist errors of the RSC on the 
questions of unity and work amongst 
the working class. In order to more 
effectively carry out this task we will 
refer where we feel it is useful to the 
line and practice of the Vancouver Stu­
dy Group as we knew it, thus tracing 
the historical continuum from the Pro­
gressive W orker Movement, through 
the Vancouver Study Group, to the Red 
Star Collective.

The RSC/VSG has strong links with 
the PWM. Some of the leading mem­
bers of the VSG were in the PWM and 
others were strongly influenced by it. 
The VSG studied the PWM pamphlet, 
independence and Socialism in Cana­
da, several times and the line expres­
sed in the pamphlet was approved by 
the m ajority of the group.

This pamphlet contains serious er­
rors of economism and bourgeois na­
tionalism. it  puts forward a strategy 
for two-stage revolution in Canada, 
despite the fact that Canada is an ad­
vanced capitalist country where the 
proletariat is both the main and leading 
force in the struggle for socialism, a 
country where political independence 
and bourgeois democracy were achiev-
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ed over a century ago. This bourgeois 
nationalist line led to serious econo­
mist errors. The pamphlet analyzes 
at length the necessity for a united 
front independence movement to strug­
gle against American imperialism in 
Canada. The pamphlet does not pro­
pose that communists seek to win 
workers to the tasks of party building 
or to Marxism-Leninism, but rather 
that they provide leadership w ithin the 
independence movement. Neither the 
method fo r building the ML Party nor 
the specific role of the Party w ithin the 
independence movement is correctly 
spelled out.

These errors were clearly reflected 
in the practice of the Vancouver Study 
Group. Although the RSC has made cer­
tain advances, economism and bour­
geois nationalism persist in its line 
and practice.

The RSC continues to see the task of 
developing Marxist-Leninist theory on 
the one hand, and working amongst the 
class on the other, as separate tasks. 
Thus we see an analysis of the path of 
the revolution which ignores the ques­
tion of class struggle. Rather than ana­
lyzing the relationship of the bour­
geoisie to the proletariat, we get in­
stead a factual analysis of the conomic 
holdings of the American and Canadian 
bourgeoisies. This error of economism 
around the question of the path of the 
revolution is not only evident in the 
RSC’s present practice in the working 
class, but it is also at the very heart 
of their incorrect line on building unity 
in the movement.

The error of economism in line and 
practice is closely linked to the error 
of em piricism  in method, both in the 
PWM pamphlet and RSC’s recent opus. 
Lists of factual econom ic data, a l­
though useful, are no substitute for a 
dialectical analysis of the relationship 
of class forces.

It is the view of our group that the 
Progressive W orker Movement made a 
significant contribution to the strug­
gle against revisionism in the Cana­
dian working class. In order for the 
class struggle to move forward, how­
ever, it is important for the Marxist- 
Leninist movement to make a thorough 
demarcation from the erroneous lines 
of the PWM. This is particularly cru­
cial around the question of the path of 
the revolution where we can see bour­
geois nationalist errors repeating 
themselves in our present-day move­
ment.

As a contribution to this dem arca­
tion, the LMC is publishing an analysis 
of the PWM pamphlet, linking it to the 
errors we see presently being made in 
the movement, particularly by the RSC. 
An earlier version of Section II of this

paper was debated in the Vancouver 
Study Group in the Spring of 1976. We 
see this critique as an important con­
tribution to the demarcation from 
PWM’s erroneous lines and their ef­
fect on the movement today. Not only 
did Independence and Socialism in Ca­
nada constitute the essential basis of 
unity of the VSG for several years, but 
it was this pamphlet which had the 
widest distribution of all the PWM 
material and thus influenced a number 
of groups and individuals across the 
country. We want to emphasize that 
this is by no means the thorough de­
marcation from PWM which we see 
as necessary and we would call on the 
RSC to apply Marxism-Leninism and 
utilize their knowledge and first-hand 
experience to take up the question, 
looking at the full breadth and scope 
of PWM.

As a small group, we do not see it 
as our task to elaborate a complete 
position on the path of the revolution 
at this time. However, based on the 
work that we have done, it is our posi­
tion that IN STRUGGLE! has the most 
advanced line on this question. This 
group, in its articles on the path of the 
revolution in Proletarian Unity No 3, 
struggles against the errors made by 
the Red Star Collective. IN STRUGGLE! 
applies the basic elements of Marxist- 
Leninist theory to the history of class 
struggle in Canada. It looks at the tran­
sition from colonialism and sem i­
feudalism to capitalism, examining Con­
federation, the creation of the State, as 
the “ condition for existence of the Can­
adian bourgeoisie” . It demonstrates 
that the transition to imperialism  was 
a logical consequence of the develop­
ment of the economic base. The en­
tire history is presented from the 
point of view of class struggle — that 
is, the struggle between the proletariat 
and the bourgeoisie.

IN STRUGGLE! describes the ques­
tion of State power as being “ of deci­
sive im portance” . The alliance be­
tween the Canadian and American bour­
geoisies is situated in the context of 
the international situation and the class 
struggle within Canada.

IN STRUGGLE! lays out a basic 
strategic line, a line which addresses 
the questions: what is our goal? who 
are our friends and who are our ene­
mies? how do we resolve contradic­
tions among the people? The historical 
study is not complete: it certainly 
lacks the detail of the RSC work. But 
the complete structure of an analysis 
is present. It is something that can be 
worked with, criticized, and as the 
struggle to fuse science with the class 
develops, it can be used as a basis to 
test the line in detail.
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have pointed out that the use of the term 
“ national question”  is itself somewhat 
misleading. Stalin’s (and Lenin ’s) work 
on the national question was written, not 
simply — or even primarily — to deal 
with the question of the national rights of 
State communities (countries), but rather 
addressed itself to the problem of the 
national rights of national groupings 
within States.

Stalin says: "B ut not every stable 
community constitutes a nation. Austra­
lia and Russia are also stable com m uni­
ties, but nobody calls them nations. What 
distinguishes a national community from 
a state community? The fact, among 
others, that a national comm unity is in­
conceivable without a common language, 
while a state need not have a common 
language. The Czech nation in Australia 
and the Polish in Russia would be impos­
sible if each did not have a common lan­
guage, whereas the integrity of Russia 
and Australia is not affected by the fact 
that there are a number of different lan­
guages within their borders.”  (Marxism 
and the National Question in Marxism 
and the National-Colonial Question, San 
Francisco, 1975, p. 18)

How does the PWM pamphlet deal with 
this distinction? It starts off by quoting 
Stalin’s classic definition: "A  nation is 
an historically constituted, stable com ­
munity of people, formed on the basis of 
a common language, territory, economic 
life, and psychological make-up mani­
fested in a common culture .” (op. cit.,
p. 6)

Although the existence of a separate 
Quebec nation is acknowledged, the dis­
tinction between national and State com ­
munities is not analysed. The pamphlet 
clearly states that it is addressing the 
“ national question” and only in the con­
clusion is Mao Tse-Tung’s method of 
analyzing contradictions introduced. 
Thus, for example, the opening para­
graph of the introduction states: "The 
national question, that is, the relation­
ship of national struggles to the class 
struggle, the relationship of nationalism 
to the struggle against imperialism and 
capitalism , is one of the most crucial 
and hotly debated questions on the left 
today, both in Canada and elsewhere.” 
(P -4).

PW’s framework predetermines the 
conclusions of the analysis. Blurring the 
distinction between the nation and the 
State allows PW to blur the distinction 
between the US im perialist bourgeoisie 
and the Canadian bourgeoisie. It is not 
d ifficu lt to show that the Canadian peo­
ple, taken as a whole, and the Canadian 
State in particular are subject to various

I I .  CRITIQUE OF THE PWM PAMPHLET 
INDEPENDENCE AND SOCIALISM 

IN CANADA -  A MARXIST-LENINIST VIEW

How is the struggle for socialism to 
be waged in Canada? The position of the 
PWM pamphlet is as follows: “ It is the 
position of the Progressive Worker 
Movement that the development and 
success of a national independence 
movement in Canada is absolutely vital 
in our struggle for socialism, that no 
advance towards the goal of socialism 
can be made without such a movement 
developing, and that socialists must take 
an active and leading role in the building 
of this independence movement. That is 
our position, and it is based on our 
analysis of the historical developments

that have brought Canada to her present 
state.” (Independence and Socialism 
in Canada, p. 43)

In this section we will deal with the 
argumentation which leads to the above 
conclusion and the erroneous nature of 
the conclusion itself.

Blurring The Difference 
Between The Nation and 
The State

In its pamphlet, PWM claims to be 
answering the “ national question” in Ca­
nada. Marxist-Leninists from Quebec
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forms of intim idation, domination and 
economic exploitation by US im perial­
ism. If the fram ework is “ the nation” , 
then it is easy to conclude that the main 
enemy is the foreign imperialist. But 
if we look, not simply at “ the nation” , 
but at what really exists, namely the 
Canadian State community, the theoret­
ical fram ework is broadbened to include 
the full range of possibilities. It is hence 
more scientific.

In discussing the State community 
taken as a whole, we do not ta lk about 
the “ national question” . This refers, as 
we have said, to various national com ­
munities w ithin the State. We speak rath­
er of contradictions, particularly the 
“ principal contradiction” . PW refers 
to the theory of contradictions (p. 43), 
but only after the "nation vs, im peria l­
ists” fram ework has been established 
and applied. The question of the princi­
pal contradiction, as applied to the Can­
adian State community, clearly allows 
for various theoretical possibilities be­
sides the “ US imperialism and its Can­
adian servants vs. the Canadian people” 
set forth by PW.

The “ national question”  method runs 
counter to a basic method of analyzing 
contradictions in the theory of Mao Tse- 
Tung: “ As opposed to the metaphysical 
world outlook the world outlook of m ate­
rialist d ia lectics holds that in order to 
understand the development of a thing we 
should study it internally and in its re­
lations with other things; in other words, 
the development of things should be seen 
as their internal and necessary self­
movement, while each thing in move­
ment is interrelated with and intereacts 
on the things around it. The fundamen­
tal cause of the development of a thing 
is not external hut internal; it lies in 
the contradictoriness w ithin the thing. 
This internal contradiction exists in 
every single thing, hence its motion and 
development. Contradictoriness w ithin a 
thing is the fundamental cause of its 
development, while its inter-relations 
and interactions with other things are 
secondary causes. Thus m aterialist dia­
lectics effectively combats the theory 
of external causes, or of an external mo­
tive force, advanced by metaphysical me­
chanical materialism  and vulgar evolu­
tion ism .”  {“ On Contradiction” , Selected 
Works, Peking 1965, Vol. 1, p. 313. 
Emphasis added)

The PW pamphlet fails to apply this 
method of analyzing contradictions. The 
“ Canadian nation”  is set in opposition 
to the British and American im perial­
ists. Canadian history is described as a 
series of ‘ lessons' to and ‘capitu lations’ 
by the Canadian bourgeoisie. The ac ­
tions of the imperial power at all times

were determ inant in the historical pro­
cess, while contradictions w ithin Canada 
seem to have piayed no part in its his­
tory. There is no meaningful analysis, 
for example, of contradictions between 
various economic sectors of the Cana­
dian bourgeoisie at various times, the 
history of capital accum ulation, the de­
velopment of the Quebec national ques­
tion, the internal nature and contradic­
tions between what PW calls the “ capi­
tu lationist-reform ist bourgeoisie” , the 
“ comprador bourgeoisie”  and the “ na­
tional bourgeoisie” .

Common Culture — Not a 
Sufficient Basis To Define A 
Nation

PW also does itself a disservice by 
failing to examine fully the application of 
Stalin’s definition to Quebec and Englsh 
Canada. A full application of Stalin's 
theory would not damage PW’s argument. 
But PW relies solely on the “ common 
culture”  criterion to determ ine that 
Quebec and English Canada are nations.

Quebec, it is argued, “ had to develop 
a national culture and national identity 
as a matter of survival in the face of 
British attempts to Anglicize the French 
Canadians”  (p. 8) “ English Canada” , 
on the other hand, “ where no such 
clearly recognizable ’national cu lture ’ 
exists... is a nation most importantly 
in the fact that its people wish it to be a 
nation.’ (ibid.)

While Quebec and English Canada 
each fit into Stalin’s definition of the 
nation, PW’s method of “ proving” this 
is clearly wrong. Quebec did not develop 
its national culture merely as a matter 
of survival. This argument is tauto­
logical, a form of c ircu la r reasoning: 
Quebec’s culture survived as a matter 
of survival, it seems to suggest that 
before the British came Quebec didn’t 
even have a common culture! In fact, of 
course, the struggle for the survival of 
the Quebecois culture was and is firm ly 
rooted in material conditions, i.e., deep 
historic roots, stable community, com ­
mon language, territory and economic 
life. And while the historic roots are 
not as deep for EngiishCanada, the ma­
terial conditions of nationhood are all 
present. The common culture is weak, 
owing to the strong im pact of US im per­
ialist culture — but it exists.

The argument that English Canada is a 
nation principally because “ its people 
wish it to be a nation” , in an extremely 
dangerous one, which runs counter to the 
methods of dia lectical materialism . Ac­
cording to the materialist method, social 
grouping and classes, political and eco­
nomic struggles, etc., are not defined 
or interpreted according to how indivi­

duals, classes etc. wish them to be de­
fined. We might wish that Canada’s sys­
tem of bourgeois dem ocracy was truly 
dem ocratic; certainly the bourgeoisie 
considers itself to be part of a demo­
cratic system. But looked at objectively 
and through an application of historical 
materialism the Canadian State emerges 
clearly as a system of dem ocracy for 
the bourgeoisie and dictatorship against 
the proletariat. Marx stated. “ Just as 
our opinion of an individual is not based 
on what he thinks of himself, so we can­
not judge of such a period of transform ­
ation by its own consciousness; on the 
contrary this consciousness must be ex­
plained rather from the contradictions 
of material life ...”  (Contribution To A 
Critique of Political Economy, Selected 
Works. Moscow 1935, Vol. 1. p. 356).

The main weight of Stalin’s work is 
the argument that common culture alone 
is not a sufficient basis to define the 
nation. “ It is possible to conceive of 
people possessing a common “ national 
character’ who, nevertheless, cannot 
be said to constitute a single nation if 
they are economically disunited, inhabit 
different territories, speak different 
languages, and so forth. Such, for 
instance, are the Russian, Galician, 
American, Georgian, and Caucasian 
Highland Jews, who, in our opinion, do 
not constitute a single nation... It is only 
when all these characteristics are 
present together that we have a nation.” 
(op. cit., pp. 22-23, emphasis in orig i­
nal).
PW’s Version of History

The 1837 rebellion is seen as the end 
of any hope that the Canadian bourgeoisie 
might have a history of its own: “ The 
defeat of the 1837 rebellion in the two 
Canadas signalled the defeat of the bour­
geois-dem ocratic national revolt in Ca­
nadian history. What the defeat meant 
was that Canada’s advance towards de­
m ocracy and industrial capitalism would 
take place not independently as in the 
United States, but w ithin the confines of 
imperialist domination... Of the classes 
that had taken part in national-democra­
tic  political activity before 1837, the 
upper sections made their deal with im ­
perialism, rather than take a stand for 
independence. It was this union of the 
upper sections of the Anqlo-Canadian 
bourgeois class with the merchant — 
monopolists of the Family Compact that 
formed the basis of a real comprador 
class, a bourgeois ruling class which 
acts not independently, but in the ser­
vice of the foreign imperialists.” (op. 
cit., pp. 13-14, emphasis theirs).

Confederation, we are told, was 
brought about “ as a deal amongst three 
principal partners: the capitulationist- 
reform ist bourgeoisie of Toronto, the
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The defeat of the revolt of 1837 did not signify the 
defeat of the bourgeois revolution in Canada as 
PWM claims. On the contrary, Confederation in 
1867, permitted the bourgeoisie to constitute itself 
as a leading class, at the head of the Canadian 
State. And the Canadian bourgeoisie has never and 
will never hesitate to use this State to maintain 
its domination and to exploit the people.

The rebellion of 1837 was only the beginning 
of the bourgeois revolution.

1867, the year of Confederation: a 
lovely family photo of the “fathers" 
of capitalist exploitation in Canada.

As early as 1919, the bourgeois State was 
not shy about resorting to blood and violence 
to repress the uprising of the workers in 
Winnipeg. It acted no differently on July 22, 
wounding 7 millworkers at Robin Hood.
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comprador-bourgeoisie of Montreal, and 
the giant British monopolies that do­
minated much of the economic life of Ca­
nada.” (p. 16) Although the existence of 
an apparently indigenous “ re form ist” 
bourgeoisie is consistently acknowledged 
(and it is admitted that both “ reform ist” 
and “ comprador”  fractions sought bene­
fit from post-Confederation western ex­
pansion), PW persists in arguing that it 
could never be any more than a puppet. 
“ We have not exchanged a comprador 
bourgeoisie for an independent national 
bourgeoisie as our national ruling class; 
our comprador rising bourgeoisie has 
merely exchanged foreign m asters.” 
(PW, p. 18)

A national bourgeoisie does exist, 
we are told, which "dream s of becoming 
the capita list ruling class of Canada to 
the exclusion of foreign im perialists” . 
PW does not enlighten us as to the com ­
position of this group, its econom ic or 
political base, the dynamics of the con­
tradictions between it and the “ com pra­
dor”  bourgeoisie, etc. The possibility 
that bourgeois nationalism might be a 
tactic  that the Canadian bourgeoisie 
keeps handy for use on specific occa­
sions to advance its class interests — 
this is not discussed. Instead we are told 
that this mysterious fraction fa ils to act 
for fear of revolution, while the efforts 
of its ideologists are dismissed away.

So a Canadian bourgeoisie does exist; 
it is conceded that this class can even 
perceive its own interests. But in action, 
all it can do is dance like a puppet or 
tremble like a leaf. We are never to 
find out how and why the Canadian bour­
geoisie shifted allegiance from Britain 
to the United States after World War I.

The role of the Canadian banking sys­
tem, com m ercial ventures and the em er­
gence of m ajor Canadian controlled cor­
porations are not explained. The 
im perialist ventures of these companies 
are ignored. The role of the Canadian 
State as protector and sponsor of these 
interests receives no examination. What 
did the Canadian bourgeoisie gain from 
the shift to dependence on US impe­
rialism? Did it carve out a sphere of 
econom ic activity for itself under the 
eagle’s wing? PW does not attem pt to 
tell us.

PW’s view of the national bourgeoisie 
suggests that, due to political weakness 
and fear of revolution, it has failed to 
fight for the “ exclusion of foreign im ­
perialists” . (p. 14) It seems to suggest 
m oralistically that this class betrayed 
the nation. But is it not equally concei­
vable for a fa irly large indigenous bour­

geoisie to define its class interests as 
compatible with those of the US or Bri­
tish im perialist system, seeing that its 
class interests are best served through 
such an alliance rather than struggle at 
any given time? Contention and collusion 
go together in relations between bour­
geois groupings — but at any given time 
one is dominant. In Canadian history it 
seems to have generally been collusion.

However, all these factors are at odds 
with the inexorable conclusion of the PW 
pamphlet: “ Canada is no more than a 
neo-colony, a fully integrated part of the 
American em pire” , (p. 28) In “ The Pre­
sent Situation” , PW documents the 
crushing American influence over our 
economy, politics, culture, and trade 
union movement. These facts are unde­
niable, and provide evidence that US 
imperialsm is one of the main enemies 
of the Canadian proletariat. But all these 
“ facts”  are no substitute for an analysis 
of the dynamics of the role of the Cana­
dian bourgeoisie, “ the ir”  State, and the 
relationship to imperialism and the 
struggles of the proletariat. The pam­
phlet uses an em piric ist method of ana­
lysis. It substitutes a list of facts for an 
analysis of class contradictions in Ca­
nada. Its version of history is not a 
history of class struggle.

Two-Stage Revolution

In the conclusion, “ Program For 
Struggle” , the various errors of anal­
ysis reach fruition. It is argued that 
the “ main contradiction here is the 
one between US imperialism and its 
Canadian servants on the one hand and 
the Canadian people on the other. This 
simply means that in Canada, the 
main oppressor is the “ continentalist” 
American bourgeoisie through its ser­
vants, the Canadian comprador bour­
geoisie.” (p. 43) The question of the 
indigenous bourgeoisie and its active 
role in exploiting the working class, its 
imperialist ventures, its attempts to 
play off the interests of the super­
powers and other imperialist countries 
— all these are ignored. The objective 
existence of the Canadian State as an 
instrument of this class is not included 
as a factor in the strategy.

For a developed capitalist country 
with a highly differentiated working 
class, which forms the m ajority of 
the population, where there is a separ­
ate State structure, no foreign military 
occupation, and an existing capitalist 
class, it is argued that the secondary 
aspect of the principal contradiction is 
“ the Canadian people” . This is a direct 
extension of the fallacy discussed earlier

in this criticism , that the national com ­
munity is substituted for the State com ­
munity. As we have pointed out, Stalin’s 
analysis of the national question refers 
specifically to oppressed nations within 
States; this can be extended to colonies 
where the imperialist power exercises 
d irect control over the State apparatus. 
But the PW argument that since Cana­
da, as a nation, is oppressed by US 
imperialism, the main contradiction is 
between US imperialism and the Can­
adian people, does not fall into either 
one of these categories. If the US oc­
cupied Canada, or if the Canadian gov­
ernment took all its orders from Was­
hington, under threat of force, the con­
tradiction would be as PW describes it. 
But in fact the Canadian bourgeoisie is 
quite willing to maintain its alliance 
with imperialism, and quite capable of 
taking certain initiatives which reflect 
an important measure of manoeuvring 
ability. It is certainly quite capable of 
finding its own ways to attack and ex­
ploit the working class.

It is quite easy to show that US im ­
perialism has a strong presence in 
Canadian economy, politics, culture 
etc. If Canada were occupied or d irect­
ly controlled by Washington, the con­
ditions for a national liberation strug­
gle would clearly exist. But this is not 
the case. Canada is not a national com ­
munity lacking an independent State 
structure: it is a State community with 
an internal class structure, m ilitary 
apparatus, etc. of its own. Within the 
State community there are two nations 
and national minorities. Any form ul­
ation of the principal contradiction in 
Canada must take account of these re­
alities.

Basing itself on "US imperialism vs. 
the Canadian people” , PW goes on to 
argue that the central task of “ socia l­
ists” is “ working amongst the various 
sectors of the Canadian population and 
uniting as many Canadians as possible 
against their number one enemy, US 
im perialism ” , (P. 44) An independence 
party “ will be the organized expression 
on a nation-wide basis of the various 
tasks that will have to be carried out in 
working for Canadian independence.” 
(p. 48) It is expected that such a party 
might be elected to government, leading 
to US m ilitary retaliation of one form 
or another — “ but until then we must 
d irect our blows at the superstructure 
of politics, culture and ideology in o r­
der to achieve a position of being able 
to threaten the im perialists’ rule over 
Canada at its economic base,”

The strategy for the working class 
would be to seize the leadership of the 
independence struggle, ensuring that
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nationalized foreign property would be 
“ turned over to the Canadian people” 
thus ensuring that “ the struggle against 
the national exploiters (which is now 
being waged by the foreign exploiters 
in their own interest) could be waged 
by the Canadian people with the former 
assets of the imperialists plus the 
power of the working class which will 
have gained m ilitary experience in the 
struggle against im perialism ” , (p. 49) 
It is only after this trip  through Fan- 
tasyland that PW proclaims the necess­
ity of a genuine communist Party as 
“ one of the primary tasks now facing 
Canadian Marxist-Leninists” (p. 50).

The argument that the central task 
of “ socialists” is the formation of a 
united front type independence party 
while the genuine communist Party is 
relegated to “ one of the primary tasks” , 
is another form of the objectively re­
visionist “ united front” political lines 
which were prevalent in the Canadian 
Marxist-Leninist movement at the time. 
We will deal with this problem later 
on. But first we will examine the theory 
that the independence party could hold 
off the “ national exploiters” (with the 
help of the “ foreign exploiters in their 
own interest” ) throughout the struggle 
of “ blows at the superstructure” and 
military confrontation with imperialism.

Stated in other words, PW’s strategy 
for socialism seems to be the follow ­
ing. The “ broadly-based" independence 
party will do propaganda, organizing and 
non-m ilitary political work against US 
imperialism. The “ comprador bour­
geoisie” would not interfere, nor would 
US imperialism, until the party gained 
power through parliamentary means. 
The national bourgeoisie (i.e. “ national 
exploiters” ) has been too busy fighting 
off the Americans on its own to inter­
vene till now. At the point when the 
parliamentary wing of the Independence 
party begins to expropriate American 
interests and hand them over to the 
“ Canadian people” , the US or “ right- 
wing Canadians”  would likely take m ili­
tary action. Under leadership from the 
working class, the m ilitary forces of 
US imperialism would be crushed. We 
would be rid of US imperialism, and 
ready to take on the national bour­
geoisie, which, presumably, has been 
waiting in the wings all this time — 
perhaps quaking at the thought of tak ­
ing action amidst all this bloodshed. 
At this point, then, the “ struggle against 
the national exploiters” would move to 
centre stage (one wonders what their 
mechanisms of exploitation might be, 
given that the Americans, we have been 
told, controlled just about everything). 
The Canadian people would crush the

national bourgeoisie with the aid of the 
form er assets of the imperialists and 
the power of the working class — and 
Canada would move on towards socia l­
ism!

As PW states earlier on, “ Recogniz­
ing US domination as being the chief 
obstacle on the road to socialism, 
socialists should direct themselves to ­
wards removing this obstacle” , (p. 44) 
PW seems to believe that, given that 
Canada is a colonized nation, we can 
build a united front against US im peri­
alism and the compradors, while hold­
ing off dealing with the question of the 
capitalist class relations within Canada 
until the “ obstacle” of US imperialism 
is removed. The PWM pamphlet, in no 
uncertain terms, proclaims that the 
struggle for socialism in Canada will 
take place in two stages: first national 
independence, second socialism. This, 
in the Canadian context, is a bourgeois 
nationalist strategy.

Furthermore, to argue that the sec­
ondary pole of the contradiction is the 
“ Canadian people”  is also erroneous. 
As we stated earlier, Canada is a de­
veloped capitalist country, with a highly 
differentiated working class which com ­
prises the m ajority of the population. 
Canada has a separate State structures 
which is controlled by the Canadian 
bourgeoisie. There is no military oc­
cupation of our country. To argue that 
the Canadian proletariat can unite with 
a “ national”  bourgeoisie against US 
imperialism is clearly absurd, especial­
ly when this struggle must aim at the 
destruction of the power of the Cana­
dian bourgeoisie as well. The second 
pole of the contradiction must be the 
Canadian proletariat and its allies, not 
the “ Canadian people” as a whole.

Theory of the Party

PW is very clear that it considers it ­
self to be operating from a “ socialist” 
perspective. In fact, it defines itself as 
providing a “ Marxist-Leninist perspec­
tive” , and formulated the main question 
as “ how is the struggle for socialism 
to be waged in Canada?”  (p.4) It might 
be pointed out that PW talks about so­
cialism, but barely mentions com m u­
nism, a reflection of the parliamentary 
illusions discussed in the previous sec­
tion, as well as the standing on its head 
of the united front strategy to be dealt 
with in this section. But PW does claim 
the Marxist-Leninist method as its 
own, so we will give it the benefit of the 
doubt — or, more precisely, seek to de­
term ine to what extent the PW pam­
phlet applies the basic strategic and or­

ganizational theories of Marxism-Len­
inism.

It has already been shown that one 
major attempt by PW to apply ML the­
ory to Canadian conditions (Stalin’s 
theory on the national question) was mis­
leading, incorrect and unscientific. We 
have also shown that PW failed to fo l­
low through on its class analysis, par­
ticularly with regard to the Canadian 
bourgeoisie, and liquidated the question 
of the Canadian State. Furthermore, 
its scenario for the chain of events 
leading to the Canadian revolution has 
been shown to be sheer fantasy, relying 
as it does on the assumed complacency 
and paralysis of the Canadian bour­
geoisie and its State apparatus during 
the first stage of a two-stage process.

But let us, for the purposes of the 
analysis in this section, assume that 
PW’s conclusions about the fundamental 
character of Canadian society are cor­
rect. We assume, therefore, that Cana­
da is a neo-colony, where the principal 
(“ main” ) contradiction is “ between 
US imperialism and its Canadian ser­
vants on the one hand and the Canadian 
people on the other.” What are we to 
make of PW’s strategy in the face of 
this analysis?

Basically, PW calls on “ socialists” 
to carry out a united front strategy, 
“ working amongst the various sectors 
of the Canadian population and uniting 
as many Canadians as possible against 
their number one enemy, US im perial­
ism .” (p. 44) This is the main task of 
socialists as defined by PW. “ At this 
stage, the struggle for independence is 
the struggle for socia lism ." (p. 49)

The concrete steps of this united 
front struggle are as follows:

(1) Breaking the ideological hold of 
imperialism over the Canadian people 
(p. 44)

(a) Exposing the Liberal, Conserva­
tive and Social Credit parties.

(b) Winning the progressive section 
of the NDP.

(c) Anti-im peria list work on cam ­
puses and in community groups.

(d) Building an independent Canadian 
union movement, specifically the Coun­
cil of Canadian Unions. “ It is an absol­
ute necessity that an independent Can­
adian working class movement provide 
leaderhsip in Canada's anti-imperialist 
struggle.” (p. 47) (The CCU is now 
called the Confederation of Canadian 
Unions).
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(2) Building an independence party. 
“ The party will be the organized ex­
pression on a nation-wide basis of the 
various tasks that will have to be' car­
ried out in working for Canadian in­
dependence. In addition to the various 
organizational tasks... the independence 
party w ill be able to make use of the 
electoral process to publicize and agitate 
for the goal of national independence.’’ 
(P- 48)

(3) Independence party wins parlia­
mentary power. It moves against US 
interests.

(4) US invades or engineers a right- 
wing coup. M ilitary resistance by the 
Canadian people, led by the working 
class.

The main priority, the anti-im peria list 
united front, is clear. The strategy and 
tactics of the united front are the main 
subject of the analysis in the "P ro­
gram for Struggle’’. But PW, we must 
remember, defines itself as a Marxist- 
Leninist group. And so, almost as an 
afterthought, we are told that the fo r­
mation of a comm unist Party is “ one 
o f”  the primary tasks facing Canadian 
Marxist-Leninists. PW’s central task 
for socialists is to build the anti-im ­
perialist united front. No other realistic 
or honest interpretation can be derived 
from such statements as “ The necessity 
is to build the broadest possible united 
front in order to free the nation from 
foreign dom ination” (p. 49) But building 
the comm unist Party is relegated to a 
secondary importance: “ one of the pri­
mary tasks” . While the party is men­
tioned, it is clear that forming the united 
front is principal.

What are the tasks of the ML Party 
as defined by PW? Only two concrete ex­
amples are given: (1) “ to give the in­
dependence struggle socialist content” 
and (2) “ to point out the eventual necess­
ity of armed struggle” . The “ socialist 
content” is a four-point program whose 
most salient points are that "national­
ized property belongs to the Canadian 
people" and “ the right of ali nations 
to self-determ ination” , including Que­
bec. {p. 50)

The Marxist-Leninist Party is not on­
ly relegated to second place as an or­
ganizational objective — its political 
tasks are barely explained. There is 
no mention of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat. In fact, what PW does is to 
place the united front ahead of the Par­
ty — and in so doing, it flies in the face 
of the historic lessons of the inter­
national proletarian movement.

On December 27, 1935, in the midst

of the anti-Japanese war and the struggle 
against Chiang Kai-Shek’s betrayal of 
China, Mao Tse-tung stated:

“ The special feature on the revol­
utionary side at present is the existence 
of a well-steeled Communist Party and 
Red Army. This is of crucial im port­
ance. Great difficu lties would arise if 
they did not exist. Why? Because the 
traitors and collaborators in China are 
numerous and powerful and are sure to 
devise every possible means to wreck 
the united front; they will sow dissension 
by means of intim idation and bribery and 
by manoeuvring among various group­
ings, and will employ their arm ies to 
oppress and crush, one by one, all those 
weaker than themselves who want to part 
company with them and join us in figh t­
ing Japan. All this would hardly be 
avoided if the anti-Japanese govern­
ment and army were to lack this vital 
factor, i.e., the Communist Party and 
the Red Army. The revolution failed in 
1927 chiefly because, with the oppor­
tunist line then prevailing in the Com­
munist Party, no effort was made to 
expand our own ranks (the w orkers’ and 
peasants’ movement and the armed fo r­
ces led by the Communist Party), and 
exclusive reliance was placed on a 
temporary ally, the Kuomintang.”  (“ On 
Tactics Against Japanese Im perialism ” , 
Selected Works, Vol. 1, p. 166)

Le Duan, First Secretary of the V iet­
nam W orkers Party, presents a sim ilar 
view. He states that the founding of the 
W orkers’ (i.e. Communist) Party in 
February, 1930,” ... marked a funda­
mental turning point in the history of the 
Vietnamese revolution. It meant the 
propagation of Marxism-Leninism to a 
colonial and semi-feudal country, the 
first necessary preparatory step lead­
ing to the most glorious insurrection­
ary period and the greatest leap fo r­
ward in the evolution of the V ie t­
namese nation.” (The Vietnamese Rev­
olution: Fundamental Problems, Essen­
tial Tasks, Hanoi, 1970, pp. 12-13)

Le Duan goes on to say “ The interest 
of the revolution and that of the nation 
require that one should constantly en­
hance and consolidate the leading role 
of the Party w ithin the Front, firm ly 
maintain the Party’s independent line 
and organization, and oppose all tend­
encies to downgrade the Party’s role 
and dissolve in the Front.” (Ibid. p. 
33)

Both Vietnam and China were coun­
tries in which the direct m ilitary pre­
sence of foreign imperialism was an 
established factor in the struggle. This 
made it much easier to build the united 
front than it could possibly be in Cana­
da, where foreign m ilitary occupation is

certainly not a prevailing feature. Yet 
in both China and Vietnam, building the 
Communist Party and the propagation of 
Marxism-Leninism were a precondition 
fo r the creation of the united front. A l­
though PW concedes the necessity of a 
Marxist-Leninist Party, nowhere does it 
suggest that the united front is itself a 
product of such a Party. Yet this is the 
very essence of the Marxist-Leninist line 
on the united front strategy, proven time 
after time in the history of struggle! The 
Party is in fact the only vehicle for car­
rying through on the practical and theo­
retical tasks of the united front strategy: 
“ Only the proletariat and the Communist 
Party can lead the peasantry, the urban 
petty bourgeoisie and bourgeoisie, the 
destructiveness of the unemployed 
masses and also (provided the Com­
munist Party does not err in its policy), 
the vacillationand lack of ghoroughness 
of the bourgeoisie — and can lead the re­
volution and the war on to the road to 
v ic to ry.”  (“ Problems of Strategy in Chi­
na’s Revolutionary W ar” , op. cit. p. 192).

In failing to give primacy to the build­
ing of the new comm unist Party, PW 
leaves the door open fo r an attempt to 
build the united front in the absence of 
the leadership of the organized vanguard 
of the proletariat. In fact, PW calls for 
the formation of a legal, parliamentary 
"independence party” which would, 
apparently, be the principal leader and 
organizer of the “ independence move­
ment” . So we have not one party but two 
— a “ genuine” comm unist Party for 
Marxist - Leninists, and an “ indepen­
dence” party in which “ socialists must 
be ready to unite with non-socialists in 
the struggle for independence.”  "so ­
cia lists”  are being called upon to 
build two parties, one a “ com m unist” 
Party, and the other — presumably — a 
social democratic, or perhaps even an 
openly capitalist party. To silence those 
who might protest that PW is going a 
little too far (out in right fie ld), a handy 
quote from Left Wing Communism... is 
drawn out of the arsenal, (p. 49)

It should be noted, however, that in the 
sases of both China and Vietnam (to 
name but two examples), Marxist-Leni­
nists only troubled themselves to build 
one Party in each country. The bour­
geoisies in both countries had their own 
parties, organized factions, etc. These 
were welcomed into the united front on 
the basis of clearly enunciated princi­
ples, which included acceptance of com ­
munist Party leadership over the liber­
ated regions and liberation army, the 
preservation of Party independence and 
freedom of critic ism  (see, for example, 
above quote from Le Duan). PW warns 
us of the danger of submerging “ social­
ist a im s”  in the front.
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(p 49) — but since it has already advocat 
nd a fundamentally reform ist route of 
struggle, its reminder doesn’t quite sink
In,

What PW is really telling us is that the 
"Independence struggle”  (itself the first 
ntnge of the struggle for socialism) will 
have two m ajor phases. The firs t would 
bo the legal “ institutional” phase when 
there would be “ educational” work, 
community organizing, and the building 
of an independent union movement. This 
phase would culm inate in the building of 
an "independence” party which gets it- 
fioll elected to Parliament. Only after all 
this would the second, m ilitary — and 
perhaps illegal — phase begin.

Thus, for the entire first phase — 
which could, presumably, last a long 
time — socialists are to rely on bour­
geois legality. The only preparation 
against physical repression called for is 
ttiat the Marxist-Leninist Party “ point 
out the eventual necessity of armed 
struggle” .

Two months after he wrote Left Wing 
Communism, Lenin presented his views 
on the fundamental tasks of the inter­
national communist movement to the 
second congress of the Third Interna­
tional. He did not equivocate on the 
absolute importance of illegal work 
under all circumstances.

“ In all countries, even in those that 
are freest, most "lega l’, and most 
"peaceful’ in the sense that the class 
struggle is least acute there, it is now 
absolutely indispensable for every Com­
munist Party to systematically combine 
legal and illegal work, legal and illegal 
organizations. Notwithstanding their 
false and hypocritical declarations, the 
governments of even the most enlighten­
ed and freest of countries, where the 
bourgeois-democratic system is most 
“ stable”  are already systematically and 
secretly drawing up blacklists of Com­
munists and constantly violating their 
own constitutions so as to give secret 
or sem i-secret encouragement to the 
whiteguards and to the murder of Com­
munists in all countries, making secret 
preparations for the arrest of Commun­
ists, planting agents provocateurs among 
the Communists, etc.... A combination of 
illegal and legal work is an absolute 
principle dictated, not only by all the 
features of the present period, even that 
of the proletarian dictatorship, but also 
by the necessity of proving to the bour­
geoisie that there is not, nor can there 
be, any sphere of activity that cannot be 
won by the Communists; above all, it is 
dictated by the fact that broad strata of 
the proletariat and even broader strata

of the non-proletarian toiling and ex­
ploited masses still exist everywhere, 
who continue to believe in bourgeois- 
democratic legality and whom we must 
undeceive without fail.” (“ Theses on 
the Fundamental Tasks of the Second 
Communist International", Collected 
Works, Moscow 1966, Vol. 31, p. 195-6).

The problem does not end with the 
question of “ security” . It is not simply 
that PW fails to take seriously the fact 
that the objective of communists is the 
destruction of the existing social order, 
and ignores the possibility that the 
powers-that-be are eternally on guard 
against real and perceived “ seditious 
conspiracies” . For underlying PW’s put­
ting off of the “ m ilitary” question is an 
openness to compromise with, and 
failure to demarcate from, the revi­
sionism and opportunism of trade union 
bureaucrats, of the social dem ocratic 
parties (particularly the NDP), and of the 
Communist Party of Canada.

PW on the trade union 
movement

The entire analysis of the trade union 
question in the PW pamphlet is w ithin the 
framework of the struggle for inde­
pendence. Nowhere is there mention of 
the need to win the members of the trade 
unions to communism. Nowhere do we 
see a strategy for transform ing the trade 
unions into comm unist organizations.

The strongest statement we can find 
on the politics of the trade union move­
ment is the following: ” ... But the most 
important aspect of the AFL-CIO con­
trol (of Canadian unions) is the political 
control that goes with it. While a trade 
union organization is not itself a political 
party it can support political parties (like 
the Dem ocratic Party in the US and the 
NDP in Canada). Furthermore, its 
activities can have important political 
consequences — for example a trade 
union centre could support, or refuse to 
support a political general strike at a 
critical point in a nation’s development. 
Because of this kind of political power, 
the CIA has been interested in trade 
unions for years, and the C IA ’s influence 
in the AFL-CIO is well documented." 
(P-47)

What PW fails to point out is, first, 
that certain political parties do not 
simply receive “ support” from the trade 
unions. In fact, of course, social demo­
cratic parties like the NDP, the British 
Labour Party, the German Social Demo­
crats, etc. are the product — the political 
expression — of opportunism within the 
organized trade union movement. “ In 
England, Canada, Australia and other

capitalist countries, labour disputes are 
‘settled’ by the organs and institutions 
appointed by the local bourgeois govern­
ments, such as industrial courts, concil­
iation and arbitration commissions, and 
so on. These organs are appointed, de­
pending on their importance, by the 
Minister of Labour or other government 
authorities. By accepting and supporting 
these mechanisms of the bourgeoisie, 
the reform ist and revisionist trade union 
leaders wait for the bourgeoisie to settle 
these labour misunderstandings and con­
flic ts .”  (Filip Kota, Two Opposing Lines 
in the World Trade Union Movement, 
Tirana, 1974, p. 59-60).

This fundamental, compromising a tti­
tude towards the bourgeoisie is the 
principal characteristic of the Canadian 
trade union leadership, either taken as a 
whole or in its various parts — including 
the leadership of the Confederation of 
Canadian Unions (CCU) which is en­
dorsed in the PW pamphlet. In fact, the 
CCU has attempted by every possible 
means to gain the recognition of the 
bourgeoisie by seeking admission to its 
"industrial courts, conciliation and arb i­
tration commissions, and so on.”

PW fails to distinguish between trade 
union support for bourgeois parties like 
the Democrats and the NDP and support 
for Communist Parties. It fails to take 
up struggle against the fundamentally 
reform ist and class collaborationist 
character of the entire Canadian labour 
bureaucracy. To raise the spectre of 
CIA-AFL-CIO interference in a “ poli­
tical general strike”  is sheer demagogy, 
given the utter failure of PWM to uproot 
the origins of class collaborationism 
within the Canadian working class.

PW hitches its wagon to one particular 
trade union organization, the OCU — des­
pite the fact that the OCU leadership, 
announced policies, etc., fall squarely 
within the framework of reform ist union­
ism. Furthermore, this central is quite 
a localized, almost isolated phenomenon, 
based largely in western Canada, parti­
cularly B.C. It has made no significant 
inroads into the heartlands of Canadian 
industry in Ontario and Quebec. In fact, 
in its strategy for the trade unions 
(p. 47) the pamphlet fails to even take 
note of the Confederation of National 
Trade Unions (CNTU), the reform ist 
Quebec-based central, which for some 
time has had several times the mem ber­
ship of the CCU.

This fixation on the CCU as the basis 
of the proletarian strategy against US 
imperialism is fundamentally an oppor- 
turist organizational device which makes 
it possible to avoid taking up the central 
task of building the proletarian Party by
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To rebuild a real Marxist-Leninist Party in Ca­
nada, draw on the lessons of the history of the 
Communist Party of Canada!

Today, the CP is a party which is totally sold-out to the imperialist bourgeoisie. 
Here, William Kashtan (leader of the CP), William Dewhurst and Sam Walsh 
(leader of the CPQ), those phony worker leaders, bargain with the leader of re­
visionists of all colours, Leonid Brezhnev.

In the 30’s, the Workers’ Unity League, crea­
ted by the CP, struggled to organize the non- 
organized and fought against wage cuts. At the 
time, the CP was a real revolutionary Party.
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(In the first instance) demarcation from 
opportunism and winning advanced 
workers to communism. “ Theory for the 
intellectuals, economic struggle for the 
workers” is the inevitable corollary of 
thin line. For all that really counts, at 
Inttsl at this point in PW’s strategy, is 
for the workers to join the CCU and vote 
for the independence party. Nor can PW 
plead ignorance on this score, for it did 
claim to be a Marxist-Leninist group, 
end it did raise “ the necessity for a 
Marxist-Leninist Party” — in a most 
underdeveloped and desultory fashion.

It should be noted that the liberation 
forces in South Vietnam had to contend 
with a corrupt C IA-controlled trade 
union movement in the cities right till 
the end; nevertheless the liberation 
lorces managed to develop active sup­
port within the urban working class, and 
oven to infiltrate their cadre to the high­
est levels of the unions. What PW seems 
to forget is that the essence of the battle 
In the trade union is to win the workers 
to their class objectives.

PW's critique of the Communist Party 
ot Canada (CP) does not dwell on the 
Party's failure to take up the revolution­
ary class struggle. The pamphlet con­
centrates instead on the CP’s tactical 
errors of the 1930’s — in particular the 
dissolution of the Workers Unity League* 
In 1936. Although it is mentioned that the 
CP “ was never really a revolutionary 
party", no attempt is made to understand 
wtiy. Instead, the subject of analysis 
is why the CP acquiesced in the takeover 
of Canadian unionism by the CIO. (PW, 
p. 22-25) We are clearly left with the 
impression that, had the CP built a Ca­
nadian - based class - collaborationist 
trade union central, it would have been 
onough.

No mention is made of the impact of 
Browderism on the CP. In fact, the revi­
sionist proposal that communists build 
a non-communist party in Canada (PW’s 
Independence’ Party) echoes the liqui­

dation of the CP in 1943 with the creation 
of the Labour Progressive Party, whose 
election platform was to the right of the 
CCF. At least the CP of the '30’s and 
40 s had the excuse that it was trying 
to deal with an international emergency 
in the form of the world fascist 
offensive!

While the CP is treated as a total 
write off, PW does not entirely exclude 
“ some hope, however illusionary” , for 
the NDP. It speaks with general approval 
of the W atkins manifesto of the NDP’s 
“ W affle”  movement (p. 63-65), suggest­
ing that if the manifesto were adopted, 
the NDP could conceivably become a 
“ genuinely anti-im perialist party over 
the dead bodies (figuratively speaking, 
at least) of the opportunists and labour

fakers who now dominate the party” , (p. 
64). Thus, while it is admitted that the 
basic problem of the CCF-NDP is that 
its “ political vision could not break out 
of the confines of capita lism ” , the solu­
tion proposed by PW amounts to bour­
geois nationalism. In its critique of the 
Watkins document, PW says workers 
“ must be the leading force in the fight 
for the independence of the nation so 
that more advanced objectives may be 
the more easily achieved.” (p. 63)

Unfortunately, PW does not tell us much 
about the political content of working 
class leadership although it does 
encourage the Waffle in its “ struggle” 
inside the NDP.

Although PW pays lip service to the 
need to build a Marxist-Leninist Party, 
its program for that Party, as well as 
its critique of class collaborationism 
and revisionism, liquidates the central 
task of party-building — winning ad­
vanced workers to communism and 
demarcation from opportunism.

The Red Star Collective of today was 
known for the four years preceding Sept­
ember 1976, as the Vancouver Study 
Group (VSG). For part of those four 
years the VSG was the only political 
group in Vancouver which sought to base 
its work on Marxism-Leninism.

However, the work of the group up till 
the summer of 1975 consisted ex­
clusively in weekly living room discus­
sions of ML classics and various topics 
of Canadian history. There was no cons­
cious attem pt to apply ML theory as a 
guide to action in the class struggle. 
Meanwhile, a major section of the group 
was engaged in “ building the independent 
Canadian union movement”  - i.e. working 
to advance the organizational develop­
ment of the Confederation of Canadian 
Unions (CCU), without trying to build a 
revolutionary Party or win workers to 
Marxism-Leninism in a systematic way.

Leading members of the VSG, includ­
ing some of its founding members, had 
been active in the PWM. Among other 
VSG members were ex-members of 
groups which had drawn inspiration 
from the PWM line.

When the PWM pamphlet, lndependen< 
and Socialism in Canada, was debated 
in the VSG in late 1974, it won nearly

Summary
The pamphlet was an attempt to apply 

Marxism - Leninism to the concrete 
conditions in Canada. However, the argu­
mentation and conclusions of it do not, 
on the whole, represent a correct appli­
cation of ML theory to the Canadian 
situation. It makes four major errors — 
revisionism and bourgeois nationalism 
in its strategic line and point of view on 
class contradictions, economism in its 
tactica l line and empiricism  in its 
methods of analysis. It liquidates the 
struggle to build the Marxist-Leninist 
Party, promotes two-stage revolution 
in a developed capita lit country, and 
does not call for the dictatorship of the 
proletariat. Its line on the trade unions 
liquidates the task of winning workers 
to communism.

* The Workers Unity League was founded by the CP 
in 1929. Affiliated to the Red International of 
Labour Unions, it provided militant leadership to 
the struggles of Canadian workers in the early 
years of the Depression. In 1936 the CP leader­
ship dissolved it in favour of the CIO, one of the 
US-based forerunners of the CLC.

unanimous approval. It was agreed that 
support for - or at least acceptance of 
- the PWM pamphlet was a condition for 
membership in the group. The line was 
described as follows: “ The m ajor con­
tradiction in Canada is between the peo­
ple of Canada (the vast m ajority of which 
are of the working class) on the one hand 
and the US imperialists on the other... 
the task of socialists is to build a nation­
al movement and in ject it with socialist 
content ... Much of this work is done on 
two levels, spreading working class 
nationalist ideas on the broad mass front 
and more specifically socialist ideas on 
the narrower more personal fron t.”

The concrete application of building 
the “ working class nationalist move­
ment”  and “ in jecting”  it with socialism 
was the work in the CCU, specifically 
its CAIMAW affiliate (Canadian Asso­
ciation of Industrial, Mechanical and 
Allied W orkers). The section of the VSG 
active in CAIMAW stated its position to 
the Western Voice Collective in Sept­
ember 1975(A Statement on the Strategic 
Importance of the Canadian Union 
Movement and Related Subjects). The

* * Vancouver Study Group

III. RSC-VSG : THE 
EVOLUTION OF THE 

PWM LINE
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line of this statement is consistent with 
the PWM pamphlet and reflects a 
practical application of many of its eco­
nomist and revisionist errors. And given 
the numerical importance and political 
leadership provided by the CAIMAW 
group in the VSG, it is d ifficu lt to disso­
ciate this text from the VSG as a whole.

This “ Statement” re jects the posi­
tion, attributed to IN STRUGGLE!, that 
“ the real issue is revolutionizing the 
w orkers” . It defends the revisionist tac ­
tic of having communists take elected 
positions on a non-communist basis. 
It draws a distinction between winning 
advanced elements to communism and 
politically educating the widest number 
of workers — with the im plication that 
different types of propaganda are suited 
to the different ‘ levels'. It defends the 
CCU’s attempts to win favour with the 
NDP.

Thus, the parallels and sim ilarities 
between the present line of the RSC and 
PWM pamphlet do not fall from the sky. 
The link between the RSC and PWM has 
ideological, political, practical and per­
sonal aspects. If we look at the text, Ca­
nada: Im perialist Power or Economic 
Colony?, from the perspective of the 
PWM pamphlet, It is in order to situate 
the present position in the context of 
is concrete historical development.

It should be pointed out that many 
Marxist-Leninists across Canada have 
for years been calling on the VSG-RSC 
to sum up the lessons of the PWM 
experience. Not only has the RSC failed 
to take up this task till now, but it even 
continues to claim, as it did in the open­
ing plenary of the Second Conference in 
Montreal, that the PWM merely “ a llow ­
ed for the possible interpretation that 
it supported a two-stage revolution.” 
(Documents of the 2nd Conference of 
Canadian MLs on the Path of the Revolu­
tion in Canada, Montreal, 1977, p. 48). 
With the exception of a few offhand re­
marks such as this, the RSC had nothing 
to present in the way of a demarcation 
from or defence of the PWM legacy.

Explicit in the Marxist-Leninist theory 
of knowledge is the need to test line in 
the masses and through this process to 
refine understandings, correct errors, 
and move forward. It is only open and 
public demarcation from past errors 
that allows us to make advances in our 
understanding and practice. Thus the 
RSC’s failure to demarcate clearly from 
the PWM line is an expression of an 
unscientific and undialectical approach 
to developing political line. Marxism 
develops, as Mao has told us, in the 
struggle against what is anti-Marxist.

By failing to account for the line it 
defended in the past, the RSC hides be­
hind backwardness and holds back the 
development of the struggle to develop

the proletarian line on the path of the 
revolution. On the one hand, the RSC 
claims to have a line today which is d if­
ferent from that of the PWM. On the 
other, it defends the PWM against the 
charges of economism, bourgeois nation­
alism and revisionism. If the RSC has 
been able to reconcile these two posi­
tions, it should make this public.

Class Struggle: The 
Missing Ingredient

The RSC has made some advances 
over the line of the PWM. Instead of 
addressing the “ national question” , the 
RSC seeks to define the “ principal 
contradiction” . Instead of setting the 
“ Canadian people” against “ US im pe­
ria lism ” , the RSC now argues that the 
contradiction is between the proletariat 
on the one hand, and US imperialism and 
the Canadian bourgeoisie on the other.

But as with the PWM pamphlet, the 
RSC’s ideological fram ework and method 
of analysis are an incorrect application 
of Marxism. The RSC avoids the bour­
geois nationalist error of analyzing Ca­
nada within the context of the “ national 
question” . It has taken steps forward 
from the two-stage strategy for revolu­
tion put forward by PWM. However, the 
RSC fails to demarcate from the 
em piricist methods of Independence and 
Socialism in Canada. It presents us with 
what it itseif describes as an “ econo­
mic analysis” . This em piricist method 
is part and parcel of the error of econo­
mism. What is missing from both Inde­
pendence and Socialism and Red Star's 
recent interventions on the question of 
the path of the revolution is the essential 
ingredient of the fundamental contradic­
tion of capitalism: class struggle bet­
ween the proletariat and the bourgeoisie.

The RSC claims to provide us with a 
basis for determining the principal con­
tradiction in Canada, but restricts itself 
to the history of only one aspect of that 
contradiction: the bourgeoisie. The 
struggle between the Canadian bour­
geoisie and first British, then American 
imperialism, is described as the motor 
of Canadian history. And at that, the po­
litical aspects of that history are 
considerably less explained than the eco­
nomic.

The RSC ignores the fact that in capi­
talist society the motor of history is 
the fundamental contradiction between 
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie.

Despite IN STRUGGLEI’s attem pt to 
base its work on this elementary reality, 
the RSC seem to be quite confident to 
“ dem arcate” from the “ dogm atism ”  of 
IS! expressed in its alleged absence of a 
“ concrete analysis” . Meanwhile, the 
RSC is happy to tell us what the principal 
contradiction is, having ignored the 
relationship between its two aspects!

As we suggested above, one advance 
made by the RSC over PWM is its re­
cognition of a Canadian bourgeoisie 
which has autonomy and defends its own 
interests. But the RSC waffles on the 
character of this bourgeoisie and the 
significance of its existence. They admit 
that it controls key areas of the economy 
— not only banking — and functions 
through monopolies, but deny that money 
and production have merged to form 
finance capital. They adm it that it has 
reached the point where it can carry out 
imperialist ventures, but deny that the 
basis for this activity is a stage of 
development of the Canadian bourgeois 
class. Instead, imperialism is reduced 
by the RSC to a numbers game — what 
percent of what sector must the bour­
geoisie control before it can qualify as 
imperialist? The RSC admits that the 
Canadian bourgeoisie uses the State to 
defend its class interests, but lacks 
a clear line on whether the Canadian 
bourgeoisie actually controls the State. 
PWM, at least, was consistent on these 
matters. It simply declared the Canadian 
bourgeoisie to be insignificant, power­
less, and incapable of standing up to US 
imperialism in any way.

The RSC fails to provide us with a 
political analysis of the State as an ins­
trum ent for the domination of one class 
over another. It mechanically transposes 
its analysis of economic forces to the 
question of State power, without provid­
ing a concrete analysis of the class 
forces actually at work, is the only ser­
vice which the stage renders the bour­
geoisie the protection of its banking 
interests from the Rockefellers? What 
about the current offensive of the Cana­
dian State against the working class — 
wage conrols, attacks on immigrants, 
cutbacks in UIC and social services? 
Whose class interests does the Canadian 
State defend with these actions? It should 
be noted that the PWM pamphlet in deal­
ing extensively with the question of the 
State, argued that “ it does not matter 
which government it is, federal or pro­
vincial; or which party it represents, 
Liberal, Conservative, Social Credit or 
NDP; the feature that unites them all is 
their subservience to US im perialism .” 
(p. 35) The RSC has yet to clearly de­
marcate from this position.

The RSC criticizes IN STRUGGLE! 
and the CCL(ML) for applying Lenin’s 
definition of imperialism both incom ­
pletely and dogmatically. It then goes on 
to apply Lenin totally mechanically, 
arguing that two of his criteria are not 
found in Canada: (a) the sharing of the 
world by monopoly cartels, and (b) the 
territoria l division of the world “ among 
the biggest capitalist powers” . It should 
be pointed out, first, that Lenin was des­
cribing an era of development of the

PROLETARIAN UNITY August 1977/  27

capitalist mode of production. That each 
criterion might not fit a country exactly 
does not in itself mean that this country 
has not reached the imperialist stage of 
development. Second, we contest the sue 
gestion that Canadian monopolies do not 
share in the spoils of the international 
cartels.

The RSC's case concerning the te rri­
torial division of the world is the most 
curious aspect of its argument. They 
suggest that since Canada has no co ­
lonial territories and no m ilitary appa­
ratus capable of defending its ventures 
abroad, it cannot be described as impe­
rialist. But by this measure, we wonder 
how West Germany or Japan could be 
described as imperialist countries: they 
both lack a strong m ilitary force and 
have both been subjected to US m ilitary 
occupation for over 30 years. It seems 
that it might be necessary to be a super­
power to qualify as imperialist accord­
ing to the RSC. But even this might not 
be enough. RSC argues that the export 
of culture is one aspect of imperialism, 
and observes that “ if they've begun lis­
tening to Stomplin’ Tom in Jamaica we 
haven’t heard about it .” (p. 73) Perhaps 
we should wonder whether peasants in 
India do Russian folk dances while they 
work the fields? Perhaps the Soviet 
Union doesn’t even make it into Red 
Star’s very elite definition of an impe­
rialist country?

Despite these errors, RSC’s current 
position does represent some sort of 
advance over the PWM pamphlet, which 
did not even bother to refute the line that 
Canada is an imperialist country,** 
and dismissed as Trotskyist any sugges­
tion that Canada has an independent 
ruling class. The RSC recognizes the 
existance of an indigenous Canadian 
capitalist class, furtherm ore it re­
peatedly disclaims a two-stage revolu­
tion in Canada. What does it propose 
instead?

In its seventy-nine page text. - Cana­
da: Imperialist row e r or Economic Colo­
ny? — the RSC says almost nothing about 
the strategic or tactica l implications of 
its line. It. argues that the “ shared 
perspective”  of IN STRUGGLE! and the 
League must be defeated “ not because 
our group and others would be excluded 
(or would exclude themselves) from the 
Party, but rather because such a Party 
would not represent a correct applica­
tion of Marxism-Leninism to Canada and 
thus would be unable to lead the Cana­
dian working class to v ictory.”  (p. 66)

But we are left to speculate on how, in 
the view of the RSC, vitory w ill be won. 
The RSC seems to be going in several 
directions at once. It is d ifficu lt to see 
how its few strategic conclusions follow 
from its preceding analysis. By failing

to correctly take up the question of State 
power and its relationship to the princi­
pal conradiction and by refusing to draw 
out the strategic implications of its posi­
tion, the RSC has not clearly demarcated 
from the old PWM “ united front against 
US im perialism ”  strategy.

As a strategic statement of the “ path 
of the revolution” , the current pamphlet 
of the RSC marks, if anything, a retreat 
from the scope of the PWM pamphlet. The 
earlier text looked at the history of the 
proletariat, attempted to analyze the 
question of the State, and ontained an 
elaborate strategic and tactica l line. Un­
fortunately, this admirable scope was 
not matched by a rigorous application of 
scientific principles to the analysis, 
leading to the serious economist, bour­
geois nationalist and revisionist errors 
we cited above.

The RSC admits that “ many questions 
remain unanswered” , including “ class 
analysis” , “ the specific personal links 
between capital and the State” , and other 
matters (pp. 6-7). But they do not ex­
plain why they chose to ignore these 
questions.

One explanation is the em piricist me­
thods of the VSG-RSC, their mania for 
“ research”  and “ concrete analysis” 
which prevents them from seeing the 
forest for the trees. They have been 
unable to do a statistical analysis of the 
composition of the proletariat or to 
establish a total picture of the personal 
relations between the bourgeoisie and 
the Canadian State. * * * So the proletariat 
will just have to wait before it can apply 
a line on class unity or attack the State 
as an instrument of class oppression.

Economism takes many points of 
departure in the Canadian Marxist- 
Leninist movement, but it always leads 
to the same thing: theory for the intel­
lectuals and economic struggles for the 
workers - which can only liquidate the 
fundamental objectives of the proletariat.

In our view, the Red Star Collective 
is putting forward a thoroughly economist 
point of view on how to develop political 
line and how to unite the ML movement.

In its position paper on the unity of 
Marxist-Leninists published last March 
29 RSC states: “ The priority for all 
Marxist-Leninist groups must be 
development of correct line leading to

Summary
The text Canada: Imperialist Power 

or Economic Colony? contains some of 
the major errors of the PWM pamphlet. 
The analysis is economist in that it fails 
to draw out a revolutionary strategy, and 
essentially ignores the history of prole­
tarian class struggle in Canada. It is 
em piricist in that it relies on a long list 
of “ facts”  of one sort or another, rather 
than the explicit and systematic applica­
tion of Marxist-Leninist theory to the 
subject at hand. The RSC fails to demar­
cate against bourgeois nationalism by, 
on the one hand, failing to present 
a history of class struggle in Canada 
but instead presenting a history of the 
struggles of the Canadian bourgeoisie 
against foreign imperialism, and on the 
other hand failing to analyze who holds 
State power.

We do not describe the RSC work as 
revisionist. It stops short of promoting 
two stage revolution, nor does it argue 
for the creation of an “ independence 
movement” as a priority over building 
the ML Party.

Thus, the RSC is correct in its claim 
that its present position is not the same 
as the line it defended when, as the VSG, 
it upheld the PWM pamphjet. But it cer­
tainly cannot claim to have broken defi­
nitively with the errors of the PWM line.

**  Since the first publication of this text, we dis­
covered that in fact the 67-page PWM pamphlet 
devotes half a page to the question of Canadian 
imperialism. The “refutation” on Canadian 
imperialism contains some of the RSC’s main 
present arguments, in embryo form.

* * * The earlier version of this sentence as publish­
ed for the Western Regional Conference on the 
Path of Revolution, May 1977, was a typogra­
phical error.

unity. Until this goal is achieved, the 
winning over of new recruits to the 
movement from among the conscious 
workers must be a secondary task. It is 
only the Marxist-Leninist Organization, 
founded on a clear political program, 
which w ill be able to take up this task 
in earnest. Those workers who are re­
cruited into the MLO, as into any ML 
group at present, w ill participate as 
communists, undertaking all tasks 
(primarily to create the Party), not as 
some separate category called “ advanced 
w orkers” . That viewpoint which calls for 
Marxist-Leninists to recruit “ advanced 
w orkers" on the basis of general

IV. THE RSC’s ECONOMIST LINE ON 
HOW TO CARRY OUT THE CENTRAL

TASK
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abstract principles of Marxism-Leni­
nism, condemns those workers to sitting 
in limbo as second class communists 
until a political program is worked out 
by the MLO” .

This formulation makes economism 
into the guiding line and method for 
building the Marxist-Leninist Organiza­
tion of struggle for the Party. At a time 
when the forces of the ML movement, 
particularly in the Vancouver area, 
remain extremely isolated from the 
working class, the RSC elevates this 
isolation into a principle by making 
“ secondary”  the winning of workers to 
the movement until the MLO is built.

The RSC shows contempt for the w ork­
ers in putting forward the view that 
workers who are won to Marxism- 
Leninism at this stage must (presumably 
because of their stupidity) sit idly by 
while “ com m unists” (i.e. intellectuals) 
develop the program of the MLO. The 
practice of the Marxist-Leninist move­
ment in areas of the country where 
a systematic practice in the class has 
been developed for some time (parti­
cularly Quebec) shows the fallacy of this 
arrogant attitude. Advanced workers who 
are sympathetic to ML, as well as those 
who have rallied to ML. groups, par­
ticipate actively in the struggle to 
develop a revolutionary program for the 
MLO, as can be witnessed by the recent 
national conference in Montreal.

Rather than small groups in Vancou­
ver (and elsewhere) overcoming the 
organizational backwardness which 
ensures these groups’ isolation from the 
class, RSC offers its own prescription - 
every small group in the country should 
continue to work in isolation from the 
masses, w ithout a consistent practice 
in the class, to develop lines on all the 
questions currently facing the Marxist- 
Leninist movement.

As we have already seen (Section 11 of 
this paper), the Progressive W orker 
Movement was totally pre-occupied with 
its incorrect strategic line of an inde­
pendence movement as the first stage 
of the struggle for socialism. While re­
cognizing the need for a Party, PWM 
failed to make party-building central. 
The main task of “ socialists”  was, a c ­
cording to the PWM pamphlet, the build­
ing of independent Canadian unions and 
the independence movement in general. 
The practice of the VSG was a direct 
application of this line.

The RSC has rectified some of the 
most glaring right opportunist errors of 
its history. But its failure to demarcate 
clearly, e ither from PWM or from its 
own recent practice and political line, 
means that the legacy of economism and 
bourgeois nationalism remains with the 
RSC.

The RSC recognizes that party-build­
ing is the central task, but makes 
debates over strategic line in the ML 
movement primary (and particularly the 
adoption of its own bourgeois nationalist 
line) and denies the central importance 
of the struggle to win advanced workers 
to Marxism-Leninism, thus testing and 
developing strategic line through class 
struggle.

In the past, members of the VSG-RSC 
have argued that the defeat of American 
unions in Canada is a pre-condition for 
the struggle for socialism to be waged 
effectively. Members of the VSG, in the 
position they presented to the Western 
Voice Collective (mentioned above), de­
fended the CCU’s support for “ progress­
ive” features of the NDP government’s 
Labour Code and the NDP’s appoint­
ment of a CCU representative on their 
Labour Relation Board which aided the 
organizational aims of the CCU, without 
any demarcation from the fundamentally 
bourgeois, and class collaborationist 
character of this strategy. This line of 
reasoning is quite consistent with the 
PWM pamphlet, which focussed its c r it­
icisms of the NDP and CP on those 
parties ’ “ betrayal” of the struggle for 
national independence, and their support 
for the “ im perialist”  CLC.

These tendencies in the RSC’s line and 
practice are also evident in their present 
work in the class. As late as last Fall, 
RSC opposed including the class collab­
orationist trend within the OCU unions 
as part of the demarcation against op­
portunism in the w orker’s movement for 
the tactical unity coalition of Oct. 14. 
This despite the fact that a represent- 
active of the CCU sits on the bour­
geoisie's Labour Relations Board, the 
vanguard of tripartism  in BC.

The consequences of this line are quite 
striking. The defence of the CCU as an 
organization is placed ahead of the 
struggles of its members. In an article 
published in IN STRUGGLE! (vol. 4 
no 7, page 6) the RSC calls the Alcan 
strikers at K itim at “ naive” and sug­
gests that they erred in fighting for “ an 
unwinable demand” . The RSC defends 
CAI MAW’s refusal to participate in a 
support com m ittee for the strike (the 
Alcan workers are in CASAW, another 
CCU affiliate) on the grounds that 
“ internal factors are key in the resolu­
tion of any contradiction.”

The RSC failed to grasp the class 
significance of the Kitimat struggle. The 
workers there took on the State and the 
RCMP in a struggle which challenged 
the foundations of the wage controls. 
This struggle united workers of the two 
nations, English Canada and Quebec.

But all the comrades of the VSG-RSC 
could do was complain that the CASAW

local didn’t go through proper channels 
in seeking support: “ there was no spe­
c ific  request to the CCU for the 
establishment of a support com m ittee” . 
Where were the communists of the RSC- 
VSG while the proletariat was setting 
up barricades in Kitimat? Sitting in their 
union office waiting for a phone call!

We must also say that we do not view 
the RSC as the only Marxist-Leninist 
formation in the Vancouver area that 
comm its economist errors (although they 
have elevated their economism to a 
principle and are the clearest expres­
sion of this trend within the ML move­
ment locally). The other small groups 
in Vancouver (including our own) have 
yet to definitively break with this error. 
To “ lower our profile” by partially or 
completely withdrawing from reform ist 
activities in mass organizations does not 
constitute the defeat in practice of the 
VSG/Western Voice local legacy of 
economism. In fact, it simply replaces 
one form of economism with another. 
Instead of actively participating in spon­
taneous struggles on an economist basis, 
there has been a tendency to withdraw 
from the day-to-day struggles of the 
workers to debate in small groups the 
“ correct line”  on the path of the revolu­
tion and other questions.

The tactical unity of local groups 
around a Marxist-Leninist line for Oct. 
14 and March 8 were important steps 
forward in combatting the isolation of the 
local movement from the class. But unit­
ed interventions at certain privileged 
moments cannot substitute (as the RSC 
implies in its “ unity”  paper) for an on­
going and systematic practice in the 
class on a communist basis, in the 
struggle to build the Marxist-Leninist 
organization of struggle for the Party 
(MLO).

The LMC holds the view that the strug­
gle to develop a correct orientation on 
the path of the revolution in Canada, as 
well as every other m ajor question of 
political line which must be debated and 
resolved to form the MLO, must be 
struggled over in full view of the working 
class and with the greatest possible par­
ticipation of the advanced elements.

Although it is only in a practice 
extending over years or even decades 
that the correctness of the lines on the 
path of the revolution will be definitively 
tested, the initial development of lines 
in isolation from the masses and their 
day-to-day struggles will guarantee that 
errors are made.

Marxists-Leninists who find them ­
selves organized into small groups which 
are incapable of carrying out the tasks 
of communists must find means to re­
solve the contradictions which prevent 
them from carrying out these tasks.
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The RSC’s prescription for every 
small group to develop complete analyses 
of all the questions being debated by the 
movement places the interests of small 
groups ahead of the interests of the pro­
letariat and the Marxist-Leninist move­
ment. If their advice is followed, the 
economism still prevalent in the local 
movement would be reinforced and we 
would continue to divorce the struggle to 
build the MLO from the day-to-day 
struggles of the proletariat and the 
active participation of the advanced 
workers in the struggle over ideological 
and political line.

In conclusion, we must agree with the 
comrades of the RSC when they say that 
the determination of the path of the revo­
lution in Canada is crucial in that the 
success or failure of the Canadian revo­
lution will depend on its correctness. 
And it is precisely for this reason, com ­
rades, that you must make clear your

own strategic formulations on the path 
of the revolution and make a sharp 
demarcation from the bourgeois na­
tionalist and economist trends within the 
w orkers’ movement, trends in the 
service of the bourgeoisie which block 
the struggle of the Canadian working 
class for socialism.

RSC should realize that party-building 
means putting the interests of the prole­
tariat first. The main block to proleta­
rian struggle has not been the absence 
of a line saying that U.S. imperialism 
is the main enemy (on the contrary). The 
main block has been economism: the 
absence of sc ientific  demarcation 
against class collaboration, bourgeois 
nationalism, racism, sexism and other 
forms of bourgeois ideology w ithin the 
working class. If RSC based its w ork on 
this recognition, it m ight begin to make 
a far batter contribution to advancing 
along the first steps of the path of the 
revolution.
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Comrade workers 
and friends!

Participate in building our newspaper and 
our journal across the country! Become a 
correspondent of IN STRUGGLE!

Send the following information to Etincelle 
Bookstore in Montreal: 4933 Grand Pre 
Street.

N am e.................................................... ..

Address........................................ ..  .................

City or A rea......................................................

Province............................................................

Occupation .........................................................

Place of w ork ...................................................

J

To buy and subscribe to  the  newspaper IN  STRUGGLE! and lo the jo u rn a l Proletarian Unity, send you r name, I 
address, occupation, place o f work as well as a check o r money o rd e r made out to  iN  STRUGGLES, 4933 de ! 
Grand Pre, Montreal, Canada.

Subscriptions to IN STRUGGLE!: 
o regular one year subscription: $7.00 
o support subscription: $10.00 and more.

Subscriptions to PROLETARIAN UNITY: 
o regular subscription (10 issues): $15.00 
o support subscription: $25.00 or more.

N a m e .............

A ddress . . . . 

O ccupa tion  . . 

P lace o f w o rk

Librairie I’Etincelie
4933, de Grand Pre,

Montreal, tel. (514) 844-0756
(one block west of St-Denis, corner of St-Joseph. 

Laurier metro, south exit on St-Joseph)

THE SPARK
2749 Dundas Street West. Toronto 

P.O. Box 841, Station “ A ” , 
Scarborough, Ontario

Librairie populaire 
de Quebec

290, de ia Couronne, Quebec 

C.P. 3308, St-Roch tel. (418) 522-2186

Hours:

Monday

Tel. (416) 763-4413

( 1 r m ile  no rth  of B loor)

10 h . to 18 h .
M o n d a y

Tuesday Store hours T u e s d a y  1 2 h . to  1 7h
Wednesday T h u rs d a y : 2 P M -7 P M W e d n e s d a y

T h u rs d a y

F r id a y 10 h . to  21 h.

F r id a y : 4 P M -9 P M  

S a tu rd a y : 1 2 P M -5 P M
T h u rs d a y
F r id a y  1 2 h . to 2 1 h .

S a tu rd a y 1 0 h . to  1 7h.

Marxist-Leninist books and periodicals from around the world publications on the class 
struggle in Canada and the liberation struggles in the Third World. All the publications of , 
IN STRUGGLE! (newspaper, journal, pamphlets, posters).
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NOW AVAILABLE

COMMUNISM

VERSUS

OPPORTUNISM

Fergus McKean

Republished by IN  S T R U G G LE !

CO M M UNISM  VERSUS OPPORTUNISM, by Fergus McKean

Today, we present for our readers, this reedition of an historic document on the line strug­
gle which took place within the Communist Party of Canada...

Fergus McKean, the author of this document, was at the time, secretary general of the 
British Columbia, provincial wing of the Communist Party of Canada (CP). Before that, he 
had been a member of the Central Committee of the CP for a period of six years. 
COMM UNISM VERSUS OPPORTUNISM is the instrument which McKean used to 
attack the direction of the CP, which he accused of having completely sunk into revi­
sionism...

Documents which deal with the line struggle within the CP are rare indeed. The present do­
cument is all the more precious in that it is the first to have tackled the question of the dege­
neration of the CP, to have tried to trace the historical origin, and to specify the factors which 
explain this degeneration. Not to mention the fact that McKean is the first to have come to 
the conclusion that it was necessary to rebuild the revolutionary Party of the Canadian pro­
letariat.

Republished by IN STRUGGLE!

THE CANADIAN 

MARXIST-LENINIST GROUP 

IN  STRUGGLEI

A brief presentation 
of Its history 

and political line

August 1977

Published by IN STRUQQLEI

THE CANADIAN MARXIST-LENINIST GROUP IN STRUGGLE! 
A brief presentation of its history and political line, August 1977

But the bourgeoisie has more than one card up its sleeve when it comes to maintaining its 
domination of the people. Apart from using corrupted union leaders just like pawns in our' 
ranks, it often disguises its imperialist policies and its projects of exploitation and oppression 
with a socialist mask. Thus we have the NDP calling itself socialist while defending the Liberal 
Party’s projects almost word for word. Thus we have a supposedly communist party, the 
“Communist” Party of Canada, entreating the NDP to make an alliance with it. And thus we 
have the country’s main trotskyist sects showing themselves hoarse trying to make us bbeleive 
that the NDP can be transformed into a party that really defends the interests of the workers. 
What a mixture! Without forgetting the “Communist (Marxist-Lenist”, that caricature of 
Marxism-Leninism, which at its recent congress claimed that there is a ”pro-communist” 
bourgeoisie in Canada!!!

IN STRUGLLE! is publishing this pamphlet in order to fight this position of the bour­
geois line within our own ranks. The main aspects of the political line that it sets forth are 
rooted in the concrete analysis of Canadian reality, and in the positive and negative teachings 
ol the working-class and Marxist-Leninist movement across the country and on a world scale, 
in the light of the theory elaborated by Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin and Mao Tse-Toung - the 
Marxist-Leninist theory

Evoking the main dates in the history of IN STRUGGLE! this pamphlet sums up our point 
of view on five fundamental topics: Canadian society, the strategy of the revolution, our stra­
tegic tasks, the internationalist tasks and the tactical line in the present situation
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AVAILABLE IN OUR BOOKSTORES

CRITICAL REMARKS 

O N

THE N A TIO N A L QUESTION 

and
IS A COM PULSORY 

OFFICIAL LANGUAGE 

NEEDED?

L en in

Republished by IN STRUGGLE*

CRITICAL REMARKS ON THE NATIONAL QUESTION
AND
IS A COMPULSORY OFFICIAL LANGUAGE NEEDED?

“The national programme of working-class democracy is: absolutely no privileges for 
any one nation or any one language...”
(Critical remarks on the national question, Lenin, Vol. 20, p. 22)

There is the call that Lenin voiced over 60 years ago concerning the national ques­
tion.

While today in our country national divisions are growing unceasingly, while on the one 
hand the Canadian bourgeoisie has taken up a fanatic, chauvinist and racist campaign to 
“save Canada”, and while on the other hand in Quebec, the PQ and all the bourgeois 
nationalists are striking the chord of the Quebec people’s national sentiments, Lenin’s 
call is still on the agenda today.

DOCUMENTS Of THE 
2ND CONFERENCE 

OF CANADIAN 
MARXIST-LENINISTS 

ON THE PATH 
OF REVOLUTION 

IN CANADA 
Montreol, April 8-9 , W77

published by IN STRUGGLE!

LAUNCH THE DEBATE AGAIN ON THE PATH OF REVOLU­
TION IN CANADA.

As was done for the First Conference of Canadian Marxist-Leninists, IN STRUG­
GLE! has published a second brochure containing all the documents and speeches 
of the Second Conference on the path of revolution. This brochure contains the different 
positions expressed at the Conference on the path of the Canadian revolution. It pro­
vides an indispensible instrument to understand the debates and the divergences on 
this crucial issue for the Marxist-Leninist movement.

Study the documents of the 2nd Conference in our readers’ circles. Organize regional 
conferences on this basis, participate in the struggle for the unity of Canadian Marxist- 
Leninists and for a true revolutionary program.

CONSTITUTION 

OF TIME

M A R X IS T -L E N IN IS T

CROUP

IN  STRUGGLE!

»  l>ubKsh«c! by IN STRUGGLE!

CONSTITUTION OF THE MARXIST-LENINIST GROUP IN 
STRUGGLE!
ADOPTED AT ITS SECOND CONGRESS

“It is with the goal of furnishing the masses with educational instruments and of stim­
ulating the debate on the questions of organization, that IN STRUGGLE! is publishing its 
constitution as adopted by its Second Congress in November, 1976.

This constitution is not a Party constitution. It is the constitution of a Marxist-Leninist 
group which is engaged in the struggle to rebuild the Party and which has struggled for 
the correct application of organizational principles within its ranks, since the beginning 
of its existence.

IN STRUGGLE! thus wishes to diffuse it in the widest way possible and to submit it to 
debate. In the future, IN STRUGGLE! intends to give organizational questions their just 
place in its propaganda and its newspaper.

Comrades, to consider the questions of organization as being strictly internal to the 
groups or organizations would be a mistake. The organization of the Party of the Prole­
tariat is of utmost importance to the masses. It is thus time that the working class grasps 
these questions, that we educate our worker comrades on this subject and that we engage 
in the polemic, for here, as elsewhere, Marxism develops in the struggle against that which 
is anti-Marxist.” (Extracts from the introduction)

Following the 2nd Conference of Canadian Marxist-Leninists:
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AVAILABLE IN OUR BOOKSTORES

FOR THE UNITY OF THE CANADIAN PROLETARIAT 
(Brief notes on the current situation)
Published by IN STRUGGLE!

a correct intervention of the commu­
nists in the immediate struggle is based on 
a Marxist analysis of the conjuncture. ... 
Despite its obvious limits, we believe that

the text we now publish constitutes a val­
uable beginning, for a more developped 
analysis of the Canadian and international 
conjuncture.”

T H E  T A S K S  

O F C A N A D IA N  

M A R X IS T - L E N IN IS T S  

T O D A Y

"A" Published by IN STRUGGLE!

THE TASKS OF CANADIAN MARXIST-LENINISTS TODAY 
(Reedition of the speech given for IN STRUGGLE!’s Second 
Anniversary, May 1975)

IN STRUGGLE! has republished' the speech given by its representative at the cel­
ebration of IN STRUGGLE!’s second anniversary in May 1975. This speech denounces the 
totally reactionary character of the Canadian imperialist bourgeoisie, both within the 
country and on the international level, and is thus directly related to the fundamental 
questions that were debated at the second conference, that is: the imperialist character 
of our bourgeoisie, its alliance with American imperialism, the camp of the revolution 
and that of reaction.

(MKtinmf Hw (wniti 4* SaMarHt
•<•< lt» M in  Owiiarat (C.J.l.O.)

A G A IN S T

E C O N O M IS M

★  Published by IN STRUGGLE!

AGAINST ECONOMISM  
Concerning the Comite de Solidarite avec 
les luttes ouvrieres (CSLO)

At a moment when the Marxist-Leninist movement is still divided concerning important 
questions, and is waging the struggle for unity around a revolutionary programme, at a 
moment also when the merger between this young movement and the working-class move­
ment is still weak, it is necessary to intensify our struggle against all deviations which 
are obstacles to the spreading of Marxist-Leninist ideology within the masses, which 
deny the necessity of constant ideological struggle to educate the masses concerning their 
fundamental interests.

Conscious of this necessity, IN STRUGGLE! has decided to publish a second edition of 
“Against Economism” to enable all workers, all progressive people and all Marxist- 
Leninists to get firmly involved in the struggle against this opportunist deviation and to 

root it out at the source.
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ONE STEP BACKWARD 
TWO STEPS BACKWARD 
A CRITIQUE OF THE 
CANADIAN 
LIBERATION 
MOVEMENT By Harry

‘While the Marxist-Leninist move­
ment in theory rejects bourgeois 
nationalism we see that we have 
continued responsibility to fight 
it, both within our own ranks and 
among the masses. It is in this 
spirit that IN STRUGGLE! has 
helped the comrade who authored 
the critique, to re-issue and re­
circulate it’.

(In English only)

RAPPORT PRESENTE 
AU VIlieme CONGRES 
DU PARTI DU TRAVAIL 
D’ALBANIE’, ENVER 
HOXHA

“In order to unite the peoples 
in the fight for freedom, inde­
pendence and social progress, 
against any oppression and exploi­
tation by whomsoever, first it is 
necessary to establish the dividing 
line, to make clear who is their 
chief enemy, against whom they 
must unite”. (Enver Hoxha - Sum­
mary of the Report presented to 
the 7th Congress of the Party of 
Labour of Albania, Special Sup­
plement to Alive Magazine, no. 
60, November 20,1976, p. 6).

TAKE HOLD OF THE 
MANIFESTO AGAINST 
BILL C-73 AND WAGE 
CONTROLS

“Sixteen months ago, the Cana­
dian bourgeoisie united behind its 
State in order to launch a fierce 
offensive against Canadian work­
ers and against the Canadian peo­
ple as a whole... Will we succeed 
in making gains and forcing the 
capitalists to backdown, or will 
we go on tightening our belts and 
having our rights taken away? 
That is the question, for this is 
what is at stake in the present 
struggle.”

Published by IN STRUGGLE!

The unity
of the Marxist-Leninist 
movement passes by 

the intensification 
of the struggle 

against opportunism

Communique 

from IN STRUGGLE' S  

Central Committee

THE UNITY OF THE 
MARXIST-LENINIST 
MOVEMENT PASSES 
BY THE
INTENSIFICATION OF 
THE STRUGGLE 
AGAINST 
OPPORTUNISM

“The time has come to wage 
the struggle at its highest pos­
sible level, on fundamental ques­
tions and finally on questions of 
program, for it is on an agree­
ment upon program, that will 
demarcate them from revision­
ism and all forms of oppor­
tunism, that the Marxist-Le­
ninists will be able to unite 
strongly and take another step 
forward on the path of build­
ing the revolution’s Party, the 
Party that will guide the Canadian 
masses to socialism”.

Published by IN STRUGGLE!

★



PARTICIPATE IN  THE THIRD CONFERENCE 
OF C A N A D IA N  M A R X IS T -L E N IN IS T S  

O N THE IN T E R N A T IO N A L  S IT U A T IO N !

The Third Conference of Ca­
nadian Marxist-Leninists will 
deal with the international ques­
tions. How to wage the struggle 
against the two superpowers,
American imperialism and So­
viet social imperialism? How 
to take a stand on the United 
World Front against imperial­
ism? How to prepare for an 
eventual third world war? What 
are the internationalist tasks of 
the Canadian proletariat? These 
are many of the questions that 
more and more conscious work­
ers at the heart of the struggle 
for the unity of Canadian Marx­
ist-Leninists are asking them­
selves.

At a time when the imperialist 
crisis accentuates in the four cor­
ners of the world, at a moment 
when the threat of a third great 
imperialist butchery is becoming 
increasingly felt, the debate of the proletariat’s internationalist tasks are cru­
cial not only in Canada, but for all Marxist-Leninists and proletarians of the world.

The Third Conference of Canadian Marxist-Leninists has assuifteTd the task of clar­
ifying these crucial questions for the future of the Canadian revolution, and if every­
one seriously prepares for it, it will certainly be an important landmark in the elabo­
ration of the program of the Canadian revolution. For only such a program could 
achieve the unity of Marxist-Leninists, a primary condition for the unity of the work­
ing class and of the entire people.

V.

Prepare the Third Conference of Canadian Marxist-Leninists using the IN STRUG­
GLE) newspaper and issue 2 of Proletarian Unity, and participate massively.

Date: September 9th (evening), 10th and 11 th 1977 
Place: Cegep Edouard-Montpetit

945 Chemin Chambly, Longueuil 
(take the 75 bus from metro Longueuil) 

Daycare available on the premises — Bring your lunch.



TO  A V A N G E  THE M IL L W O R K E R S , STRUG G LE 

A G A IN S T  THE W A G E  CO N TR O L A C T , A G A IN S T  

THE BO U R G EO IS IE  A N D  FOR S O C IA L IS M !

* Photos Pierre Villeneuve. Montreal-Matin

Robin Hood, we saw you shoot those men
Hiding behind goons and bouncers once again
You and Steinberg and the others, we’ve seen your kind before
Your arms crossed politely, while the blood runs.

Yes, we saw you cry in anguish
Jacques Couture (1) in your chauffered Cadillac
And the silver-tongued L’Heureux just back
From playing footsie with Trudeau and the Wage Control Act.

Today, once again our class brothers bled 
Just like they’ve bled in the past 
Like at United Aircraft: 1975 
Winnipeg: 1919 
Chicago: 1886

Comrades your blood did not flow in vain
The proletariat’s memory will long remember this scene
It’ll remember it well and make revolution.
To get rid of exploitation, that’s the solution!

(1) Jacques Couture, the “worker-priest” who has held 
the post of Labour Minister in the PQ cabinet, Andre 
L’Heureux, vice-president of the CNTU.

WE SAW 

YOU SHOOT 

JULY 22,

AT NOON!

JOIN THE STRUGGLE COMMITTEES AGAINST THE WAGE 

FREEZE FOR THE REPEAL OF THE DECISIONS OF THE AIB

AND FOR THE REOPENING OF OUR CONTRACTS!
211-6 Price: $1.50

PRCLETRRlRN
Theoretical journal of the 

Marxist-Leninist group IN STRUGGLE!

__________________________________ Vol. 1 No. 6 August 1977

In the analysis of the international situation:

KEEP THE CLASS VIEWPOINT!
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