munmmvmmmn.!mma»

. PCDN s the reference material published at the
request made by Party activists in Montreal.” For previous
‘:;n‘i;# see Val 9 Nos 12, 15 and 16, dated January 13, l7nud'

But the *heroes™ of the U.S. imperialist opportunist agency :

and the renegades have nothing whatever to say against Jack
Scott promoting, as nrly as 1970 lh: anti-| I.:mnm thesis of “two
roads”, one for another for
less capitalistically devtlnpd. mlm]y Imn countries. The
reason why isthey which is
why we denounce them for their lhnm cnnmm of the “three
world theory™, In fact they promote and embellish its essentigily
anti-Leninist features. This is why they take up theissue of “neo-
colonialism™ with respect to Canada's domination by United

must pass tirst through “one stage” then centuries later (after:

four maybe even five modernizations later) they can passon to
Jhe “sccond stage™. Such is thc anti-Leninist fog being generated
by the “left" side of the “three world front™ these days.

By raising the issue of pal - contradiction” the
opmnmmmmlymnoﬁndmfomu:muhwm
to float. their opp tics and
confusion amongat the people. ‘l’hm has not been any confusion
of the issue of who WMMIumlnmmemm:I‘

" DOWN WITH REVISIONISM, OPPORTUNISH, RENEGACY AND BETRAYALI |
LSHEVIZE THE PARTY! PREPARE FOR THE COMING REVOLUTIONARY STORMS!|

eference material published at the request made by Party activists in Montreal at the Rally organized by the Party to umr in the Year of sunn——'—-—-? .

not by the concrete conditi

of Canada . o

and the actual situation prevailing on the world scale, but by
whether or not some foreign oﬂidnl or Party agrees with the line.
The opportunists always put up airs to the effect that theyare the
‘genuine’ Marxist-Leninists because they claim that such and
sucha Party agrees with their line and recognizes their existence.

“Comrades, the communists, Marxist-Leninists, - revo-

lutionaries, leftists in North America have previous ex- -

perience with this line. During the 19603 at the height of the

mwam&mdumpophlhcthelu'l
the I lists and its in

iﬂmmmyumnnpolynpimhmmdus
imperialism. And the main blow of the revolutionaries in the
wnrhu eln- movement must h struck apainst the labour

Y mass of the youth and students, what
Wwas correct and what was incorrect was determined by who had
visited Cuba and wha had not visited Cuba. We had contempt
for this kind of activity at that time and today we have a hundred

: times more contempt for those people who promote this sort of

thing. The correctness or incorrectness of a line has to be
determined by the Marxist-Leninists in their own country and

_they analyze Ihe hnlnnul conditions there, the level of the

States lmpcnlllsm and launch their tirades against CPC{M-L) and petty who reconcile the

for agreeing with the obmus rm. of life. But what they gloss  contradiction between exploiters led by the big bonrpou-md

over are the Jusi Jack Scott I loited, led by the iat, and against

draws from the fact of U.S, lmpcruhsl domination of Canada, nf.ll hues, against the concili with

conclusions which in essence these and isionis jsm. They say, “Their line (ie.

agree with, PWM'Y). . w:mlmhylhe‘lnt:m-umﬂlu Iater*CPC(M- determine what is correct and what is

Both ‘agree that if a country is dominated by a foreign
imperialist power, then there is such a phenomenon as a “two
stage” revolution whereby in some mysterious and metaphysical
manner first an “independence revolution™ then a “socialist
revolution” is waged, the former against external =nemlem the
latter ngalml internal enem' . This fnn:uuc is

LYy, who dul no analysis of i ihurawn until 1975, choosing instead
to aid in the of Scott’s anti-M. The
Bainsites were too busy ‘fighting bourgeois hangups’, realizing

the ‘Necessity for Change’, trying to getea license to import lhc
Great Prolc!mln Cultural Revolution from Lin Piao, and

Leninism with ‘Mao Tsetung Thought' to

precisely what every pportunist gade from
Leninism has preached. And for what motives? To liquidate
mnlulmn or o steer it upa blmd alley in order to perpclual:

lism and foreign i ist- control, even if it means
simply replacing one imperialist power by another. That is the
upshot of the “theory™ propagated by Jack Scott and
embellished by the U.S. imperialist opportunist agency through
their “leftist™ demagogy.

But the issue is not as they say. The issue is Leninism; the issue
is building’ the political Party of the proletariat in Iem:lmg
olutionary actions of the class and its allics against the main

The issue is the revolution itself necessarily directing its
gainst internal and external enernies at each and every
st age vr its development in a non-stop process through to the

of world That is the issue.

History has made it clear enough that when the Russian
proletariat seized political power and exercised its monopoly
of political power against the bourgeoisie through several stages
in the development of socialism, at each stage it had to fight
against external attacks, whether the l4-nation intervention
during the civil war or the hitlerite invasion of the patriotic war,
ay well as internal from the whi rdists, to the
tevisionists and opportunists of all hues. The same historical
road has been traversed and continues to be followed with great
revolutionary principle by the Albanian people led by their
Marxist-Leninist PLA, headed by Enver Hoxha. Thisis the road
of revolution, regardiess of the specific, concrete conditions in
ciach and every country, which must be I'nllow\:d by the
proletariat to achieve victory aver the wage-slave system and
freedom from foreign oppression.

We can also see the anti-Leninist treachery lhcsc u.s.
imperialist ist agents and are pi g 10
liquidate the necessary proletarian class leadership of, the

PR d nations and nationalities within Canada. By building
their opportunist Chinese wall between the social and national
liberation revolutions, they are turning the politics of resistance
agatinst the Canadian state of the oppressed peoples into the
hands of the bourgeoisic and opportunists. They state that

‘lll.ld\lwrﬂllsltuumw and thatits “colonics™ are the
Native m d the oppressed nation o#Quebec. At one time
they even proclaimed the “north™ as a “third world country”, an
¢ii widely promoted amongst the Native people by the state, in
order to liquidate their struggles by depriving them of the
political leadership of the proletariat, of Marxist-Leninist
theory, of the Party’s hegemony, i.c. leadership, of these just
national struggles. This is the consequence of the anti-Leninist
“three world theory” promoled in the form being passed off these
davs as a *repudiation™ of “three worlds™. But in practical life it
cumes to the same thing. Can we say that the Bolshevik Party did
not lead, say. the Georgian nation, to liberation from national

; s A

d their own phony analysis. Tlml. lhgy n.nle wbn lllcy

people lhere Imm wumd In other wmdl. nobody is going to
incorrect for Canada
except-the Canadian Mlnm(-l.enmuls ‘We must resolutely
oppose those who suggest that somebody else from outside the
country can determine what is the’correct and what is the
incorrect political and ideological line for the Marxist-Leninists
in Canada. We should suspect their intentions and repeatedly ask
why they are doing this and what do they intend to achieve by it.
Why are these individuals going to some fom;n country,

needed from the baggage of others
road.

“The Bainsites' disagreement with Scott, and the point which
they could successfully attack, was his liquidationism, his fetish
for trade union work to the exclusion of building a Party.

“Bains hammered home the neo-colony line, built a clique
around his person and attempted to gain hegemony over the
entire 'left’. He unilaterally declared his clique ‘The Party’ and
anyone who opposed him was an anti-party element, a counter-
revolutionary and a CIA agent.

“Scott and Bains, on the basis of the same analysis of Canada,
went their separatg ways, attacking the working class from two
directions.”

T'hxs is cmllem Fllll of all it reveals exactly what lhese
ists consider analym

analys:s they are :pﬂkmg aboutin 1975 is a series of nmclu
entitled "MREQ's Analysis of the Central Contradiction in
Canada™, puhhr.hed in PCDNin enrlyhnuury These iruclesof

official who is p m with the
so-called correct political and ldeolemul line and bestowing'
them with the authority to lecture to the Canadian Marxist-
Leninists about it. . . meeting some official in a foreign country
for twenty minutes is not going to provide them with what is
correct and what is incorrect. We must remain vigilant against
these sorts of individuhls. They are not interested in any
progressive and revolutionary change for Canada. On the
contrary, they are for preserving the status quo here!
Furthermore, when they spread such nonsgnse we also know that
the country in question openly declares her policy of non-
interference into the affairs of other nations, parties and people.
How, then, can we believe these individuals? Lastly, these
individuals propagate such lies about the Great October Socialist
Revolution and Comrade Stalin in the name of being ‘friends’ of
the country in question that no serious-minded revolutionarics
can refrain from questioning their motives.

“So des, even if these events look very innacent, behind

course are just the kind of thing to excite these i
These articles merely elaborated theanalysisof the Partythat the
main enemy of the Canadian people was both monopoly

- capitalism in Canada (whether of the U.S. or Canadian financial

oligarchy) and- U.S. imperialism. The cmphasis of the
claboration was to show the domination of the country by

and the actual struggles the -

by U, -m,:fmim:heme luheren i
force which is l‘;htmn that oppression? Just to say Canada is -
dominated by U.S.imperialism does not mean that the Canadian

state is oppressed. Impomhlzum nuumelhmommndaw ]

the (‘Amdnn

US.i
 is causing the oppression of the Canadian mple, At times. lhe
Canadian have

relations with -
the imperialists and at times contradictions come to a head,
depending on what kinds of deals the monopoly capitalists can
m.ke with the imperialists. If it is the sellout of Canada by the

to the US. i which
nmlla m Ilu Ut S domination of Canada, then the slogan of
Canadian isentirely a I which should

be discarded once and for all. This matter of Canadian
independence can only be settled by having a grasp of the
political economy of Canada.

*To equate the oppression of the Canadian people caused by
the U.S. imperialists and the Canadian monopoly capitalists to
the oppression of the Canadian state by the U.S. imperialists
would be to make a serious mistake. On the home front the
mistake is of the kind thatequates people with prolellrm which
gives rise to the right opportunist position that there is such a
thing as Canadian ‘independence’, independent of the actual
condlllon: of this country.

“We arc of the opinion that there are certainly  two
contradictions in Canada, the contradiction between U.S. .
imperialism and the Canadian monopoly capitalist class, on one
hand, and the Canadian people on the other (including the
working class, the intermediary classes xnd even some members
of the b isic) and  the ion  between  the
proletariat, on the one hand, and the bourgeoisic, on the other.
The leading dontradiction is between U.S. imperialism and fhe
Canadian monopoly capitalist class, on the onc hand, and the
Canadian people on the other. /'is the prolesariat which has to
lead the masses of the Canadian people in opposing U.S.
imperialism and the Canadian monopoly capitalist class.”

This prepared the Party against the illusion-mongering .
undertaken by the Chinese “three world™ theorists that the
proletariat of Canada should be called upon to “defend the
sovereignty of Canada™, a line propagated by this opportunist
agency's “comrades”, CCL(M-L). in that “ancient time" back in
the summer of 1976, The Party scoured thissocial-chauvinist line
because it meant nothing less than support for the U.S.
imperialist war plans which the Canadian state actively. even
emhusmsucally. pﬂrllc!pal:s in, ‘as part of the Canadian
ists' greed to sharc in the spoils of another-

them isa lmutcr mmplugn to undo the gains the
people, . have made uverthe
past 10 to 15 years, since the criticism and repudiation of
revisionism. And they are tryingto float revisiopism nnn‘pmwdr

an opportunist line. Under these itis

world war (as they did in the past two world wars at the cost of
turning the Canadian people into cannon fodder and mercilessly
exploited wage-slaves all in the name of the “war effort").

United States imperialist finance capital, and precedingthat, the
dominant role played by British finance capital. Aside from
¢laborating some Canadian _history and economic facts to
educale the Party and its supporters as to how:the class enemy
controls and operates the country, and how the proletariat must
direct its social revolution at both internal and external enemies,
these articles helped preparc the Party against the conspiracy to
liquidate the Party, being undertaken by the Chinese revisionists,
the US. and Canadian state security apparatus and their
opportunist agents, who emerged “full blown™ in the summer of
1975 rallied under the tattered yellow bannier of “three worlds”.
But these articles did not present any new analysis; because
this analysis was done a long time before the founding of the
Party and was enriched in the course of strengthening the Party.
CPC(M-L) ized its Third C Conle mMBy
of 1974 and provided a detailed analysis of the communist and
workers' movement as well as the economic analysis of the
country. This was nothing new for CPC(M-L) as it has paid
to the d ing and ing of the analysis
throughout its close to nine yaam of history. What was new that
was p d wasth 1} fthe new opp ist wind being
stirred up from Peking, and this was done in Comrade Bains’
speech of January 1, 1975. He said, “Comrades, as far as
activities relating to Party building and inner-Party nruggle are
concerned, the year which has been gloriously ushered in is the

oppression” Is not one of the glorious
i the Soviet Union of Lenin and Stalin przmely the
cmaneipation of the oppressed nations, the Mourishing of their
national cultures with proletarian class content, the equality
and freedom of the nations and nationalities of the Soviet Union?
Ihis is indeed one of the great victories of Leninism-Stalinism
wwhich the revisionists have so brutally indone to the great joy of
mternats | reéaction. Let these big-mouthed “friends™ of
ask themselves: did not the PLA, led by Enver Hoxha, «
sohve the problem of the Greek national minority living. in
Alhania in a truly democratic and revolutionary manmer, so that
the. people forever speak their language and develop their good
traditions and customs from one generation to the next in
brotherhood with the rest of the Albanian people? Was there one
Murxist-Leninist leadership of Albanian-speaking people and
another for Greek-speaking as the opportunists suggest there
should be in the case of Canada — a party for the ™ mperlaim
Canada. dnd another for the opprencd" Cunmh" This is out
and out ¢ If these des want to
see the practice of this kind of ““solution™ to th: nnuonnl

year for the old to build the new. It isa year like the one
we experienced in 1968-69; it is like the year 1963-64: it is like the
year of the historic struggle waged by the Marxist-Leninist

- communists against Modern revisionism in the latter part of the

1950s and in the 1960s. . .
*“Now, what is the new? In this respect, | think'we should pay
attention to Chairman Mao's quotation. ‘be resolute, fear no
sacrifice, ‘surmount every difficulty to win victory.' This
yuotation describes what is new. It emerged durmg the Great
Pmlelnrlm Clﬂlul’ll Revolution in China in opposition to the
beiny by the revisionists within China
and elsewhere. ln Canada it emergéd dunng the upsurge of the
youth and student movement and the
U.S. imperialist aggression in Ind
youth and students dared to rise up a|

nst old lhmkmg‘ and
pnlmcal Imes. penple unonslyquesnnn:d and opposedthe U.S.

war in Today. once again.

that the should dare to struggle and dare to
win on this front in the sense of not keeping quict when wrong
activitics are engaged in on this front. Do not remain quiet
because if you remain quiet and fearfulthat the tide is against us,

then we will definitely betray the interests of the workers, and: .

masses of the Canadian people, and we will never be able to serve
their interests. So, comrades, the most important thing at this
time, the decisive thing, is that the comrades have the spirit.of
daring to say things and say what we think is correct.

“If we fail 1o oppose revisionism we will definitely not build a
Marxist-Leninisi movement here and we will also be one of the
parties which sinks into the mire of opportunism at a very. very.
crucial point. We would do better to remain isolated for a long,
long period of time. We would do better to put forward ourown
convictions for a very long period of time. Let anyone go
wherever they wish and bring back a so-called correct line — we
will despise them and we will never agree with them. We will
never change our line, no matter whe says what.”

This is what analysis is. It reflects the Party's decision to
resolutely oppose the Chinese revisionist offensive and its “three
world theory™. Nnmnller}mwmuchlhuuppvrxunmngem:ynmi
In Struggle! yell their heads off, the fact of history is that the
Party leadership oppased the theory of “three worlds” the day it
appeared in Peking Review in April 1974, That is why it was
never republished in our paper (and the opportunists have
always been the ones to yell the loudest about how CPC(M-L)
just fills its paper with reprints of Chincse documents!! so let
them try and wriggle their way out to explin the Party

hip of this ) Fi the Party, in order
to prepare its ranks for the continuing attacks by the
opportunists being mobilized by the Chinese cmbassy and
Canadian security apparatus raised the central'issuc of the day:
Be vigilant against revisionism and defend the Party's
Marxist-Leninist line. Our Parly' was under no illu-
sions that the Chinesc, for their pant, had any interest
in our revolution except to liquidate it. Their embassy and
agents had for a long time been interfering against our
Party in efforts to liquidate it and mebilize the most back-
ward clements and oppnrlumsls into an anti-Party front
when they needed it as they did in the 1974-75 period when they
mobilized their “thre¢ world™ bloc against the Party from the
uumdt. and in the 1971-72 period wl|=n they lned to ﬂoll their

pessimistic ideas are being spread and it is very that
some people find_satisfaction and solace in denouncing the
Mnugn—l.e ists as ‘ultra-lefis’. Some people insist that the

question, then let them  visit  their idi

\l:gm]awn There they will find “republics”, “autonomous
regions™, " all sorts of lugh-wundmg rhetoric and fancy
comstitutions. But what is the ‘'dark: reality? Yu;uslavm isa
cauldron of national antagonisms inflamed by lhe Tlolu wml

M ..emmigs must be denounced because according to
them there are countries in the Western zone where revolution
cannot and should not take place, anmndvuale revo]ution here
is ‘ultra-left’.

“l hl\mexpenmced a mllpk nflurmng pointsin the history of

and - national-chauvinists.  There the  Alb
languishes in impoverishment, while the bigclans take the gravy,
tighting like cats and dogs as to who should sell out what to the
Americans and: Russians.

Only true prok ed free from
all foreign finunce capital. onlya regime of the dictatorship of the

proletariat. fed by its monolithic Marxist-Leninist Party bound

liesh to the horie with the masses of vmrkmg people, can
climinate pational oppression and inequality in Canada or
. anvwhere else; whicther the country is industrially ddvanced or
industrially: backward, All the social and national quemunn left
aver from hmnrymuthindmﬂ'tﬂll""! can anly be solved by
rnllnwmg one road, the road of the October Socialist Revolu--
tion, the road of Lenin and Stalin: Had the oupnrlunuu and

the myselland one was the
turning point when Khrushchav came onto the scene of history
and the second was when he left the scene of history. These two
events. comrades and friends. took place at a time when ofily a
few people stood for what was correct and opposed what was
incorrect. Just’ imagine being Mack in 1956-57 when calling
Khrushchov a revisionist could mean being ch.rpd with anti-

“I ing front of Khr ™ agents
inside the Party to split and liquidate it. We also knew that the’
Chinese revisionists, despite all the yapping by their agents that
Canada was an “independent imperialist country”, fully
appreciated the role the Canadian state plays in international
affairs as the go-between for U.S. imperialism, and they have
been uun; that conncmon ever since Canada. at the dictate of

lic relations with China at the
time of the. Nixon-Mao talks. Their “socialist road”, the one
traversed by Tito and Khrushchov beforc them, leads to the
banks on Wall Street. Our Party isand was also very conscious of
the fact that Browderism was | floated by ail the Ang]o—Amenmn
partics and that to
American ~ imperialism on the grounds of “American
ucepllon.alnm to Lemm!m‘ has played an extremely

“ Sovietism and being branded asa paid agent of i ism. But

at that time the had not d tosuch
a scale-as 1o be able to overcome the treacheries and betrayal of
the modern revisionists. The same situation existed in 1964-65

~ and the same sort of situation is taking place today in:1974-75.

All sorts of. nunumlu! 'dm are being lprud under the hnu
that |he people g them: are or anti-

renegades ap ounce of Leninism in theirskullsthis i is

they would have Jevelled at’Jack Scott's 1970 pamphlet. But| .
heciuse they are at one with Scott.’ "they miss the point. and -
nist Imntm -

reiterate frony the “nﬂm’ side” the Chincse re!

cres or gai being leftist’, etc. And.
of course, just ds on previous occasions, the opportunist line is
‘sanctioned not in Canada, but from

role in pi g the from makinga
radical rupture with prsgmnnsm and organizing a Marxist-
Leninist monolithic Party against the particularly corrupt and
large social base of opportunism in the working class.

The Party at that time, as was the whole Intcrnational
Marxist-Leninist Communist Movement, was under great
pressure to submit to the dictate of Peking. One form this
pressire took was to promote the idea that “inter-i imperialist

, contradictions™ were of such an order that the prolctariat should

But this opp: agency has not the slightest interest in nor
capability to deal with the Party's real analysis. All they are
capable of responding to is elaboration of thg analysis because
they are intellectualists and are very excited by quotations from
books;-tables,-various stories, etc., all in-the tradition of an
Amcrican university “rescarch paper” which these bookwarms

Swere so well trained to read and write: But historical matcrial-
ism, scientific analysis of the actual class struggle unlolding
internationally and nationally, and the practical tasks facing the
vanguard Party of the Canadian working class is simply beyond
them. Ta dea] w:|l| the material world of class struggle. the

ding to be salved in order to
bmlda Pany uniting Marxist-Leninists in monolithic unity gocs
against their whole world outlook — their right to on
“debates" endlessly in their circles and cligues, embracing-cach
other one day, excommunicating ¢ach other the next. but alw:
holding hands when it comes to attacking CPC(M-L). This iy
what police sacialism is all about. Its “strgngth™ is nothing more
than its living connection to the police and gencral stalf of the
armies. as Lenin said long ago about the whole Second
International.

Point ane is that the opportunist agency understands
“analysis” the same way the imperialist iniversity professors du
Secondly, they-do not even mention that the key guestion lucing
the international and Canadian communist movement
in 1974-75 as in 1963-64 and 1968-69 was delence of Mars.
ism-Leninism and proletarian internationalism
modern fevisionism of all hues. Their obsession is that CP
L) held the view that the main enemy of the Canadian peopl

U.S. imperialism and Canadian monopoly capitalism. becatse
to their feeble minds this view resembled the view of Jack Scott
1l just

But they do not raise the central issue, which is not
matter of deciding who the main cnemy is. but is I
‘foremost an ideo-political question of who in the present er:
organize and lead the people in revelution. whether it ha:
national liberation character in addition to the: soc
revolutionary character or not. In short. what social class stands
at the centre of our ega.
According to these
L) merely copied Jack Scott's analysis.'But what wa:
in 19697 His analysis was that an independentist pary. a
pluralistic party. d fa Tito. Khrushchoy and the 100 flower
blossomers, should be founded. and ‘in practical terms every
effort was made to prevent *Bains” and the Inte
from founding CI’C(M L). This opportunist age
allits impotent vi ic abuse has to ad mit that whil
“fetish for trade umnn wnrl (nice n:n]'\hrmnm fo
an  outright and

Cram-

counter
revolutionary doing his utmost to whnmgc the founding of the

Party). Hardial Bains and his comrades uctually lounded the
Party. But this historical fact sticks in their craw like irp
bone, just as it did in the throat of Jack Scolt in 1970 and the
throat of the Canadian bourgeoisic. their state, the revisionists
and their Muscovite masters and the Chinese opportunists in
Peking as well. They said in 1978: “He (Hardial Bains)
wunilateralty declared his clique THE PARTY  and anyone who
opposed him was an anti-party element. a counter-revoluti
and a CIA agent.” Recall Jack Scott's admonition in 197
is not to say any group can just arbitrarily announce thems
to the world as the Marxist-Leninist vanguard in Canadu. .
In nine years all that's changed is “any group™ has
clique™..and “arbitrarily announce” has become
declared™. What both Scott and this epportunist agen
what unites them as counter-revolutionarics and outright agents
of the state as well as foreign governments is that adian
revolutionaries, under the kadcrship of their own free.clection.
built a Marxist-Leninist Parly in Canada without mkml.

be ilized to defend the “i - of various capitali

to the opportunists lpmdmg these ideas, the mmnﬁ! or

there are s

ical and' political lines has to be

Imperhlm states. Comrade Bains also dealt with this questionin
his speech: “Is l'he Canadian state as it exists at this time

from the and their
agents.

See page 4: DOWN WITH REVISIONIS!




- Down with revisionism, opportunism, renegacy and betrayal!: . . from page 3

- Canadian history, cconomics and politics had anything to do
with  him reaching erroneous conclusions ' about an
“independentist” party. All his intellectualization is merely a
form of post facto rationalization for his und, two-

ent practical activity in liquidating efforts to

build a Marxist-Leninist Party. Similarly all the intellectualist
froth churncd out by this opportunist agency, as well as the less

. Let us recmphasize, nonc of Jack Scott's bogus analysis of

revolution came only in 1949, some thirty years later than the
October Revolution. On this account too, we are not in a
position to feel conceited. The Soviet Union differs from our
country in that, firstly, tsarist Russia was an imperialist power
and, secondly, it had the October Revolution. As a result, many
people in the Soviet Union are conceited and very arrogant.™
And what is at the centre of their attack: the Party, CPC(M-L),

This opportunist agency, for all'its bluster about Canadian
tmperialise and = i

slick bot equally pe chi d out by the fin
Struggle!, the League, Red Star Collective, et. al. regarding an
clusive “principal contradiction™ is mere eyewash to justify their
counter-revolutionary activity in trying to liquidate CPC(M-L)
and its links with the revolutionary masses. As such these
criminal clements arc harbingers of fascism in Canada, for only
by the Party ing its links with th leading them
forward in struggle and imbuing the advanced and honest
clements with the confidence which can only come from
revolutionary theory, can the state’s fascist activity against the
working class and people be opposed, can the energy of the
masses be aroused to overthrow itin violent social and national
revolution. There should not be the slightest twinge of doubt by
any honest and progressive person that the so-called “debates™
between oge group of these social-fascists (the so-called “sell-
criticized” faction that in words repudiates the “three world™
theory — Gagnon's In Struggle! and its offspring) and the other
wing (including Scott and the League) mean anything significant
except 1o point out their utter reactionary, sectarian nature,
What unites them in outlook and practical politics. both in the
heady days of unity (way back in 1976) and in their acrimonious
fi 1 with ther, is their many tong iti

to CPC(M-L). to Leninism and the road of the Great October

5 ge « €lC., says yes, but there
is “another road” for the Native people, a road of national self-
determination that is outside the tasks set by the Canadian
proletariat. In practical politics if means: CPC(M-L), hands off
the Native struggles, and to the Native revolutionaries it means
don't move forward to become disciplined members of CPC(M-
L) and fight for its monolithic line amongst the Native people.

* The League and In Struggle! adopted the same “ultra-
2 + ) & ST :

y", i.e. and pose, in
the winter of 1974-75 when they pontificated that the students
did not have “interests of their own” and therefore the political
Party of the proletariat had no business organizing the students.
In 1973, In Struggle! said that the workers' strike movement
likewise should not come under the direction of the i

- " the Chinese

struggle” to “recruit memibers” while waging their war on behalf

of modern revisionism of all hues to liquidate CPC(M-L) — the
opportunist penmcn are most enthusiastic to promote Jack
Scott as a theoretician and political leader who made serious
mistakes in analysis. Similarly theyare eager to paint CPC(M-L)

with the brush of “copy cat town criers” (as MREQ clai- -
med in their yellow journal of 1975). The efforts of all the:

revisionists, from Jack: Scott's bioc, to the William Stewart-
Kashtan Muscovite clique, the trotskyites, etc. are ta proclaim
loud and wide that CPC(M-L) is incapable of scientific analysis
and merely “copies” or “imports™ “alien ideologies”™. Of course
this  hysteria on their part mercly covers up certain obvious
historical facts about their own paltry existence. The Kashtan-
Stewart clique for example copied  holus bolus the revisionist:

. consistently by them from the 1960s and before, thro
- present. It is an histori

- iron-clad 132 i : 1
| expased Scott’s agentin the youth movement. So muchso that in

liberation”, etc., a line widely promoted by the U.S. im
to ensnare the youth and devastate them, a linc |

fact and well known thatat that well-

attended meeting, Hardial Bains waged a ferocious struggle
against these erroncous, revisionist-imperialist views, and with
based on facts and scientifi

_the very course of the debate, this -dhmn_:,nl' “youth i:u!l_urc': i
“Marxist-Leninist™ disguise. openly capitulated, admitted he -
was wrong in ing drugs in the

2]
-youth movement and made a public self-criticism in front of the -

people.: o =
The Necessity for Change Conference held in August 1967 was

Jine of “peaceful i from the Khrushch

revisionists in the Soviet Union, actually helping pave the way.
for capitalist restoration there, Their “fidelity” to Moscow is
ensured by the fact, as all honest elements know. that their whale
apparatus is financed from the Soviet Union — through business
connections, sales of journals, ete. This opportunist agency,
together with the rest of the Jack Scott “bloc™ copied holus bolus

Party. Always it amounts to the same counter-revolutionary
liquidate the links.bet the i 'y motion

and its p ian line in
CPC(M-L). This is why none of the opportunists have hit Jack
Scott’s line of “two roads”, because these two roads are
on the one hand revisionism-opportunism and class colla-
baration, and, on the other, proletarian class struggle, led
by CPC(M-L) which is the road of building the Party
just as Engels says, “in a planned way from its three co-
5 o

Revolutipn as the ohfigatory road for the Canadian lution.

Despite all of its opportunist agency's huffing and puffing
againgt Jack Scott's “analysis” they have had not one word tosay
st his pamphlet Two Roads — the Origins of the Sino-
Sovier Dispute. written in 1974 to herald the “three world
theory™ in Canada. The reason for thisis that if they take up Jack
Scott's political line advanced in 1970 and compare it with his
view in 1974 they would have to draw the obvious conclusion
that he has been all along. ing ananti-Leninist revisioni
thexis. Then they will have yet another “self-criticism™ for giving
this man of “revolutionary fidelity™ a standing ovation in those
ditys long past back in October 1976. They might even have to
acknowledge, something they can never do, that CPC(M-L)'s
analysis presented to In Struggle! (their proclaimed “most
advanced group™ in 1974 (and public ailable since 1975) was
abo correct, namely: “all this gave rise to two trends in Canada
and Quebee. One is the Marxist-Leninist trend. and the other is
the opportunist (revisionist and dogmatist) trend: Jack Scott in
Vancouver is the chicf spokesman for the negative trend and he
has sponsars across ‘Canada. including Quebec (e.g. MREQ),
while CPC(M-L) is the leader of the Marxist-L.
Anyone who is to organize in Canada/ Quebec mustreckon with
these twa trends™,

Thiy is what CPC(M-L) said about Jack Scott in 1974, Jack
Seott said as follows: “The Soviets rose to power in an imperial
Russia which was the oppressor of other nations. A crucial part
ol the Sovier heritage were the imperialist claims and conquests
f the defunct Czarist regime . . . China on the other hand. had.
several centuries before, ceased to be an oppressor nation and
hird itxelf become a nution The act of social liberati

inist trend, '

an ted sides, the theoretical, the
political and the practical-economic (resistance to the capi-
talists)”. The opportunists of all hues have no class interest
in doing such a thing because their consciousness reflects
their social being, their existence as part of that strata corrupted
and bribed by the superprofits of imperialism in order to act as
the carriers of bourgeois ideology and politics into the working
class movemeni. In this the “three world” Chinese socialk-
imperialist front is no different from the Muscovite revisionist
front or the social-democratic front tied to Western'imperialism
headed by the United States.
CPC(M-L) never claimed that it came onto the political scene
in Canada with a fully‘detailed analysis of Canadian society. In

Teng Hsiao-ping at the UNO in’ April 1974. Of course these
“copy cat town criers” swallowed this poisonied food a bit too
quickly and got sick in the stomach. This ially so when

theory of “three worlds” propounded by -

to oppose with all means available the
ious and d being p d by the
revisionist-imperialist conference hosting Mareuse, etc.ietc. OF
course, the cameras and TVs were focused on the Marcuseevent:
it was given the big promotion. But history has thrown these.
lying p ists for i inlism and social-i lism inta
the garbage can. But the for Change C £ based
on the efforts of the revolutionaries themselves, hcﬂdt@l by
Hardial - Bains, ‘analyzed the historical experience of the
lutionary and the social develc and by no
idence arrived at the sam as Marxand Lenin

the PLA denounced this theory as anti-Leninist on July 7.1977.
CPC(M-L) of its own will and guided by its own Leninist
criticism of the “three world theory”™ had denounced it as “anti-
Marxist™ in November 1976 and then at the Third Congress of
the Party in February - March 1977 (the theory being denounced
internally as well as externally in the Party before November
1976, and all promotion of it being censored from the Pany’s
press). Only after the July 7, 1977 PLA editorial did the U.S.
imperialist opportunist agency volunteer its nauseating “self-
criticism™ in orde’ to carry on its copy-cat activities in order to
stop the Canadian Marxist-Leninists from building the Partyon

the basis of their own efforts in cooperation and coordination . -

with the International Marxist-Leninist Communist Movement,
not as a gramaphone for a foreign Party. In Struggle!. after
vacillating for a couple of months (they still publicly promoted
the “three world” theory even after the July 7, 1977 PLA editorial
was published). they too decided that they should stop being
“town eriers” for Jack Scott and his revisionist friends in Peking.
#As for the various trotskyite sects they too peddic their “thcories™

fact the Party was built in tothis line of intell
impotency. CPC(M-L) was founded in 1970 “to fight and
combat revisionism”. From 1968, with the re-organization of the
Internationalists as a Marxist-Leninist Youth and Student
Movement, to the founding of the Party and since, the Party has.
fought for Leninism, has fought to put the proletariat and its
Party at the centre and head of the Canadian revolution, While
this opportunist agency has much to say. as do others. about the
alleged errors of analysis CPC(M-L) has made about the nature
of the Canadian economyand politi not onc of

in the centres of finance capital. whether London or
New York, and channel their counter-revolutionary wares on
behalf of the imperialist bourgeoisie as well. Now the U.S.
imperialist opportunist agency has gone to Bukharin under the
hoax that they are being loyal to the Sixth Congress of the
Communist International of 1929. Who they are loyal to is
crystal clear. The New York Times made a lot of noise about
restoring Bukharin in 1978 and this U.S. imperialist opportunist
agency is merely carrying out the orders of U.S. imperialism ina

them has raised the fact that at every period of its history and
growth the Party has put the modern proletariat and its Party at
the centre of polities in Canada. In fact they all rise up precisely
to oppose this. !

What. for example. does the 1970 Political Report say:
does it follow the line advocated by Jack Scott that the
“ind " struggle should be led by anyone but the

in China was simultaneously an act of national liberation. It sct
toot on the revolutionary path unencumbered by the. weighty
huggage of an imperialipt heritage and its attendant complex
problems, Asa mnscquekgﬂgnﬁe.x was more closely attuned to
fears, anxicties “and - problems of the oppressed, more
hnowledgeable of the strengths and  weaknesses of the

) -+« The exigencies o ise and . tactical

prolctariat and its Party? It says just the opposite:
“The Canadian working class will, profit mest from such a
ion (i.e. anti-i i lution) and is. in the final

analysi

. the genuinely anti-imperialist ¢lass. and is the main
force as well as the leading force of the iali

loyal and perfidious manner.

merging Marxism-Leninism  with the working class and

revolutionary movement in Canada as a result of the founders

and leaders of this.motion, on the basis of their rejection of
bourgeois ideology. taking up. the historical necessity of
building the proletarian : Party. The analysis which led
these - revolutionaries 1o make a radical rupture from

The Internationalists and CPC(M-L) came into being by '

~— the Necessity for Change. It was not a matter of just reading
some books; it was a mattér of summing up and from this
simmation theorizing what must be done to change the world.
The answer was that the youth and students must make 1 radical
rupture. with  imperialist-pragmatic ideology and take up the
mission of the proletarian sacial revolution. : -
This “*hodge-podg=" of “pseudo-Marxist’ psychology” and
“eonfused political principles™ concludes by saying: =
*The historical context, of the latter hall of the twenticth
century is fundamentally the context of the struggle between the
imperialist and the revolutionary (i.¢. anti-imperialist) socit
of the world. The imperialist societies. as represented by th :
called Free World nations. are responsible for a blood bath and
oppression {internal as well as external) on a scale never
witnessed before'in history. The revolutionary soci on the
other hand. arc responsible for the staunch development ol
resistance movemcnts, on a scalc also never seen hefore in
history. Within the context of this struggle, the Anglo-Americin
young people are rising to support the revolutionary societics,
and for that purpose are meeting in England from August 1-15,
1967. The historic significance of this conference can only be
understood with the realization that we are a movement for the
development of a new man, the revolutionary. man. And we are
gathering together to demand not just changes. in detail. bul
changes on the fundamental level. This demand can only he
properly presented through collective work with direction,
we believe that this work must be carried at the grassraots
and this must be achieved through mass work and a
“We are not livucntingjusl any kind of equifable s
are advocating a socicty based on principled line: o line that
P the  devel of human resous and the
complete elimination of ian. With full ion. and
high hopes, we resolutely recognize the necessiry for change.”
This historic call to the Anglo-American youth was
revolution against that “strange God™ which had “proclaimed
surfilus-value making as the sole end and aim of humanity™.
ki !

the ideology of per is
in the Necessity for Change ‘docuinent. But the op-

ortuni to denigrate this d asan ially non-
political document. For example MREQ (founded as a pro-
Chinese revisionist sect through a split from the student section

revolution.” Now even if we follow the logic of this opportunist
agency that Canada itsell is an imperialist country then by
definiti o

retreat. the necessity to rely heavily on trained
inherited from the previous regime. and the compelling need
under the pressure of events to have recourse to coercive
meisures rather  than persuasion, all made their vital
contribution to the shaping of the Russian revolution.

“In this respect also the Chinese revolution shows a markedly
dillerent line of development.™

Not.one of the opportunist sects has yet to even acknowledge
Jack Scott wrote a pamphlet called, Twe Roads. let alone

directed to hing the state power and
overturning the socio-cconomic system is an anti-imperialist
revolution. Following its Leninist essence the Party emphasized:
“But as all the anti-imperialist revolutions in the world today are
part and parcel of the world socialist revolution, it- will be a
serious rightist error if the Party of the proletariat does not take
the ip of the anti-i fali ion. and does not
mobilize the working class as thé main force of this revolution.
‘At the sam¢ time, not to mobilize the Canadian people to the

¢ ity social-chauvinist, anti-Leninist, Chinese i
e, Yet this pamphlet appeared on the scene in' 1974, two years
helore the “unity conference™in Qctober 1976in Montrcal where
all these counter-revolutionary chieftains led their followers to
~tand and cheer this outright social-fascist agent of the state. Yet
CPCIM-L) published a thirteen and a half folio page essay in
PCIN called *The Real Aim of the Pamphlet Two Roads — The
Origing of the Sino-Soviet Dispuse, written by Jack Scont:
Phoney defence of China and real slander of Leninism and the
Gireat October Revolution®. which showed in great detail and
with conchusive documentary evidebce that Jack Scolt was
promoting a line on the Great October Socialist Revolution. on
Leninism and Stalinism, identical to, literally plagiarized from.
the fascist Chiang Kai-shek and the CIA. How is it thase
bookwaorms can pick out some side-line details regarding the
Workers' College Committee elaboration of CPC(M-L)'s
of 1he main enemy in refutation of CCLs “three world
luptrap, but simply dare not even mention CPC(M-L)'s
aathing denunciation and refutation of Jack Scott's counter-
fevolutionary revisionist thesis on “two roads™, a thesis which he
has consistently pushed. a thesis meant to prevent the proletariat
from organizing its own political party 1o carry out its mission to
e ate itself and liberate the nation from wage slavery and
imperialist domination, The reason is simple ¢nough; on the

gestion ‘of “two roads™, of pushing an anti- Leninist thesis that~

divides the question of national liberation from proletarian
revolution. these titoites, trotskyites, revisionist agents of the
stilte arc one with cach other. Our Party then believed that Mao
‘Isetung could not have uttered such reactionary words as Jack
Scott but our furtherinvestigation shows that Mao Tsetung and
Chiang Kai-shek were buddies when it came down to the
" question of Stalin and the, Soviet system and in their Chinese

national and social chauvinism. Here.is what Mao Tsetung

writes: “Sccond, our rcvdiution came late, ' Aithough the
Revolution of 1911 which overthrew the Ching emperor
. preceded the Russian revolution, there was no Communist Party
At that time and the revolution failed. Victory in the people’s

against the pri i istomakea
left error. Both the rightist and the ultra-left (lcft in pretension
but right in essence) errors will liquidate the anti-imperialist
revolution.” Here the central thesis of Leninism is uphcld against  *
Jack'Scott’s line fora pluralistic “independentist” line leadingthe
anti-imperialist strugglc. Thus neither in 1970 nor today doés the
issue centre caround the question of the inter-imperialist
contradictions in the ruling elass. that is how much room to
manoeuvre the Canadian financial oligarchy has-with respect to
the overall domination of U.S. finance capital. how they fight out
amongs! themselves the division and re-division of the
and international market. The issue was and refiai
question of political power, of building the political Party df the
proletariat o as to lcad the working class and its allies to social
revolution. The Party upheld the same linc through its Second
Congress as well despite the continuous pressurc . of Chinese
revisionism 1o introduce eclecticism with their theories of
shifting principal and s:condnry{:bmf'lgii:tiuns in an effort to
liguidate the international ~ Marxist-Leninist. Communist
+ Movement. CPC(M-L) upheld at its Second Congress that: “Out
of the three classes (“monopoly capitalist class™, “working class™
and “petty bourgeoisie from the rural and urban areas”). the
working class is the only class in ascendancy. It is increasing in
numbers as well as in it 1o deal with the problems of the
nation. Iti& the historical destiny of this class to organize the anti-
) The C ist Party of

of CPC(M-L) in 1971-72 and which later changed inta CCL. in
1975 to “found the Pany™ on the basis of the “three world
theory™), wrote in 1975 that Necessiry for Change “is a hodge-
podge of intellectualism, ‘pscudo-Marxist psychology and
confused political principles. It is devoid, of class analysis and
harps on the alicnation of the individual or *I" The opportunist
agency presents the same sort ot view: atter chiming that
CPC(M-L) merely “copied” Jack Scott's analysis of Canada (as
printed in “Independence and Socialism. a’ Marxist-Leninist
View"), they write. “The Bainsites were too busy ‘fighting
bourgeois hang-ups’, realizing the ‘Necessity for Change', trying.
to get a license to import the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution from’ Lin Piao, and attacking Marxism-Leninism
with *‘Mao Tsetung Thought' to undertake their own phoney
analysis. Thus, they stole what they needed from the baggage of
others marching along the capitalist road.”

Several points should be made against these lies. Firy. all of
these police agents using the metaphysical outlook of the
imperialist bourgeoisic take every event out of the concrete
historical circumstances. The Necessity for Change Conference
was not held in December 1969 as claimed by MREQ. Thisisa
mischievous lic to hide the fact that the Conference was held in
London, England, from August 1-15, 1967. in direct ideo-
political toa confe p by the imperialist
bourgeoisic called Dialectics of Liberation. This conference was
host to all the, superstar social-fascist ideologists and political
opportunists U.S. imperialism was floating to liquidate and
mislead the revolutionary upsurge of the youth and student
movement and prevent Marxism-Leninism from merging with
the working class movement. Imperialism had to prevent the
revolutionary intellectual youth from taking up the ideology of

n.way of life” and its all-embracing reu
pragmatic ideology. s

But the ch who are so in their di
of the Necessity for Change Conference. itself a big pofirical blow
against the imperialist-revisionist * conference attended hy
Marcuse and others, did far more than issue a philosophical
credo that the point however is to thange the world. a credo
which while not original to the Internationalists, wis
nevertheless resurrected by them against the imperialisi-
revisionist pragmatic alliance. The conference also proceeded 1o
undertike a political analysis of the world situation and drew
very definite political ions.on how to proceed t i
None of the opportunist detractors of CPC(M-L) ever bother 1o
mention the “Text of the Resolution Passed at the Nece:
Change First Historic Conference of the Internati
(Marxist-Leninist Youth and Student Movement)? We point out
as well that this document, together with the Necessity for
Change analysis, were published together with ather materials,
inissue 10 of Mass Line (September 17, 1969). Thatis to sity they
were published a full six wecks before the NDP Winnipey
Convention and the much publicized and promoted Watkins
Manifesto ion by both the i ialists and revisionists,
including Jack Scott, who. as we have shown, reprinted the
Walfle Document in Vol 6 No. | of the Progressive B orker.
published in earfy 1970) The NDP Convention took place
October 28-31. 1969; and while Progressive Worker Vol. §Noo L.
“Independence and Socialism ir Canada: A Marxist-Leninist
View”, is not dated, it carries the Watkins Manifesto and the
remark “introduced at the 1969 Winnipeg Convention™ (
October 28-31, 1969). Furthermore. Volume | of Progre
Worker began in 1964, thus making Yolume 6 likely published
sometime in early 1970), This chronology isimportantas we shall
see who copies who in this world later. For now, we must content
aurselves with quoting ively from thi llent d
1o put an end to the lic that Necessity for Change had anything

“whatever to do Wwith “pseudo-Marxist psychology”. or

Marxism-Leainism and bringing it o the working class in  winiellectualism™ or “canfused political principles”.
to the on The opens: “The main contradiction of history, the
the labour movement. Thus, when the youth and student st diction between iters and the it

movement was at a high tide every effort was made by
imperialism to steer it away from Leninist and Marxist

imperialist, ' socialist
Canada (Marxist-Leninist) is the political Party of this class.”

The Third Congress re-itcrated'the same basic analysis: “The
sacial revofution in Canada isagainst both the U.S. imperialists
and . the reactionary bourgeoisic and against ‘the capitalist
system . . . it is the proletariat ‘which leads the struggle both
against theU.S, imperialists and the Canadian monopoly
capitalist statc and against the capitalist system...The

This is why they financed Marcuse, Stokely
Carmichael, etc., etc. 1o promote their lines in London in 1967,

It is precisely. this conference which gave rise to
“intellectualism™ “pscudo-Marxist psychology™ and "confused
political principles™ It is this imperialist-revisionist front
employing all the demagogic slogans of the day. “power to the
people”, “black power”, “do your own thing", etc.. etc.. which led
to the road of disaster in Jonestown, Guyana. There you sée what

& g a
revolution against the big bourgeoisic, against the foreigr
imperialists and against all exploiting classes.”
This is the consistent line of the Party that has seen it through*
Bt 5
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Canada the proletariat, led by its vanguard
ly, must organize and lead the revolution against
both internal and external enemies. That.is the fundamental

++ Leninist thesis which all opportunists in Canada oppose. They

are_united as onc: lmukyiles.‘ khrushchovites, titoites, “three
world™ theorists, .in opposing. Leninism as the mandatory
doctrine of the Canadian proletariat. and the Great October .

" ' Revolution as. the only path for its social and_ nationa)]

cmancipation. ¥

In their ¢fforts to liquidate the revolutionary victorics of the
‘Canadian proletariat by attacking its political Party, CPC(M-L).
these opportunists have taken it upon themselves to completely

. distort the history of the re-founding of the Party in 1970. As a

n of Jack Sedu‘s-’“'plﬂy‘" —!more properly a “bloc™ of :
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is sharpening all over the world. The imperialists Imsduél by the
U.S. with the support of modern Soviet revisionists, headed by
the Kosygin-Brezhnev ruling clique, arc busy organizing scerel
conferences. hatching plots to impose big nation chauvinism on
the' people of the world, in order 1o legitimize and continue their

itation of the people, includi Bthe American people. At the
same time they are developing the techniyues of mass murder
and oppression. The anti-imperialists. of whom the most sulid
arc the anti-revisionists, under the brilliant feaders p of
Marxism-Leninism. Mao Tsetung's thought are uni ng the

this mpe i Lallia_ne: gave risc to — there is  workingand oppressed pronleinlnnm:mighl_\'suirmamim(N\c
ent "M.Irlxul s (s0 ." ). pom_-hsm. common enemy number one of all the world’s people, that is 11,5,
hristian-socialism; etc. Now quile I i ialism and its ices. chief of whom arc the mudern
wants to pin this disaster brought to the suffering black people  Sovier revisionists, The i ists and their e

and misled clements of the petty bourgeoisie by the revisionist~
imperialist front on the ‘Marxist-Leninist Communist Move-
ment. And their agents in this rotten business arc none other
than the “genuine Marxist-Leninists™ who are none other than
yesierday's adherents of Marcuse, Fanon, Guevara. ete. It is this
<rew, headed by Jack Scott, whose own clique in Vancouver set

. up the Advance Mattress Coffechouse (using funds collected to
purchase a press to print revolutionary literature) and used this.

Coffechouse to promote U.S. imperialist culture, promoting
sexual iscuity. drugs, dissipati i %,

as being * Y.
ft was Hardial Bains who personally waged ideological struggle
in a very big debate against one of Jack Scott’s proteges — one of
those who “rebelled™ against the Necessity for Change analysis
and joined Jack Scott’s “Marxist-Leninist” PWM — on precisely
the question of cultural degeneration. Scott’s young hero. now a

is sects and police socialists
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1l-to-do doctor in - gave the line that taking drugs

" “politica ™ and “ideok

and LSD) was “revolutionary”, an “act of

v

scared because they are attemptingto runagainst the progressive
current, which. today is the age of the workd proletariar g
scientific socialism — the main current of Aisivey. The anti-
imperialists arc gathering courage and are forcing the statis quo
and reaction the world over to give way to the new. The people’s
wars in defence of their fatherlands and againsi the most
decadent imperialism of our timesare ﬂa{innﬂb\crthc world.
Death to U.S. Imperialism! Death{ o Modern S ict
Revisionism! Long Live Marxis ‘Ih‘?nism. Mao Taetungs
Thought! Long Live Peaple’'s Wart Long Live the Gremp
Proletarian Cultural Revplution! These are the slogans working
and oppressed peoples of the world have in their minds all he
time!™ 2

TO BE CONTINUED
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