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Thus, we can see that the politics of In Struggle! i
balf of 1974 were of a similar class nature to the pohr:::c?::
by Daya Varma in his splitting
central point here: both Varma

| DOWN WITH REVISIONISM, OPPORTUNIS
 BOLSHEVIZE THE PARTY! PREPARE FOR THE COMI

Reference material published at the request made by Parly activists in Montreal at the Rally

slander that CPC(M-L) abuses peopic, and that "The Bainsites
were too busy ‘fighting bourgeois hang-ups' realizing the
‘Necessity for Change’, etc., etc., . . . to undertake their own
analysis.” But the analysis of CPC(M-L) has been precisely
related to the political and ideological struggle 10 b a

at monolithic Leninist Party. And of course the apportunist agency
activity of 1970. To reiterate the  runs ing from refe o ing bourgeois hang-
and In Struggle! rebel against  ups and fights to its last breath against the Necessity for Change.
Partydiscipii s becattee thE S P el

Leninist forms, whether it be i
Aot X

. We have ly cited

from the Party's February 1973 document how Varma

. comrades to take up the terrorist line i L

- being a supporter of CPC{M-L)'s an , anl
Leninist line. Let us cite the case of his efforts to provoke the
Partyintoan “ultra-leftist” stand with regard to thie provocative
activity of the Iranians, The Party statement explains, “He
(Varma) formed a ‘secret’ anti-Party and anti-Afro-Asian clique
with lumpen clements from Iran on November 6, 1971 (please
note the dates: Comrade Bains spoke in Montreal on November
13, 1971 when the lumpen elements waiked out of the meet
and Mr. Varma advocated their expulsion while he had formed
his so-called ‘Afro-Asian-Latin American Group (Marxist-
Leninist)" with them on November 6, 1971. His proposal thar
IPSG ask for the expulsion of the duntpen Iranians was purely
designed 1o splis the Afro-Asians and then blame Comrade Bains
and IPSG for so doing.).”
- Tg appreciate more fully the modus operendi of this sort of
intrigue - and conspiracy used to split the revolutionary
movement, let us cite from a document which shows how
Varma's November 6, 1971 conspiracy was organized and
carricd out, illustrating his anti-Leninist form of Machiavellian
intrigues. Their walking out of the meeting on November 13,
1971, was intended to provoke the Party to expel them. Indeed
part of the Machiavellian enterprise was Varma's “left” posture
of insisting his Iranian co-conspirators be cxpelled by the Party,
thereby blaming the communists for their own rotten splittist
activities. A letter from this clique in Montreal dated November
7, 1971, says as follows: “. . . today, a group of us (two Indians,
three Haiitians, three from Trinidad and some of us Iranians —
£d.) had a meeting — all of us were somehow involved in AA. At
the present some of H's guys, as usual, have started sabotagi

and this is what this opportunist agency fears most. The Leninist
Party form forces “aristocratic: intellectuals™ 1o become mere
“cogs” in the Party machine, lowly “serfs” as the Russian
opportunists described Lenin's demands on them. The demand
by all the opportunists in Canada to reserve their right of
“freedom of criticism™, their pursuit of i ism as a

Six years after the triumph of the October Revolution; Stalin, in

Pledging the Bolshevik Party and himself 10 carry out Lenin's

behest, said, “We are people of ¢ We
are made of special styff. We are those who formed the army of
the great proletarian strategist — the army of Comrade Lenin,
There Is nothing higher than the honour of belonging 1o this
army. There is nothing higher than the title of member of the

Lenin.” This

Party whose founder and leader was Comrade

expresses what the Internationalists aspired to achieve in laying

lhe_bnulonmi building CPC(M-L) in the heat of class st

inst the bourgeoisic and opportunists of all hues. It is the
ng after this communist quality which all the opportunists

have in mind to liquidat

the Party “abuses” them,

liation  with their

En fact the Party ruthlessly opposes any
0l tionke. Hind| Tao e 4y

M, RENEGACY AND BETRAYAL!
NG REVOLUTIONARY STORMS!

organized by the Party 1o usher in the Year of Stalin—————

. This is why they are allscreamingthat *

. ganeering front of Khrushhovite revisionism in the 1970-71

period is a case in point. From the time of the founding of the
Party in March 1970 to the convening of the Second. Congress,
the political line of the Party was to Establish the Centr
(?ffpt-n‘ ‘the Party. In dcaling with the *left™-sloganeering front

K ite revisionism, th i p i
discussion on Daya Varma’s line in all the bodies of the Partyand
measures were taken to organize all the members of the Party to
opposc his line of “freedom of criticism™ and of a *federation™

instcad of a Party. The Second Congress of the Pantyin 1973

adopted the Constif the Party

the Centralized Organs of the Party. Throughout this period.

Leninist norms were upheld and democratic centralism was. -

strengthened. On the ideological and political front, the line of
di h

demand and condition in order to liquidate the Party was
analyzed and wiped out by CPC(M-L) a long time ago, which
explains. why the various individual “personalitics” and
“ideologues™, whosc basc is in the petty bourgeoisie and labour
aristocracy, can neither submit to Party discipline based on
Leninism, nor can they cooperate with each other to build a
permanent or lasting bloc against the Party. CPC(M-L) made a
penctrating criticism of this whole centrist line of all the
opportunists {centrism is now a popular word with the
opportunist agency in denouncing Charles Gagnon and In
Struggle!, their very own father). The Party wrote in March
1973: “Class consciousness and consciotisness of class strugglcis
the condition of the change, development and motion in the
Party and in the country. To the working classit is brought from
without by a professional contingent of cadres who daily,
actively and in a united way participate in the class struggle of
their country on the basis of Marxism-Leninism . .. All of us
have seen how the monopoly capitalists force everyone 1o
acquire class consciousness through going to educational
institutions. They force the people to go against their own class
interest and daily, without let up, they do propaganda and force
people to read their papers and books, force them to sec their
films and acquire their habits. They do this for the sole purpose
of having the people develop the outlook of the monopoly
capitalist class and for no other rcason — that is, their class

i heoretical basis) and their consciousness of class

AA (just like the Trotskyites) and even though organizationally
weare running AA, very soon these people will declare that AA is
theirs, etc. Our strategy is to tell them OK. it is all yours and we
will continue our work and change the name of the group.
Because the name is not really important (or even whoever has
started it, for instance Plekhanov started the Social Democratic
Party in Russia but it was Lenin who developed it; rather it isthe
political work of individuals that ‘will disseminate Marxist-
Leninist ideas — as a result, our programme will be, above all,
political work and di ination and accurate unds ing of
Marxism-Leninism and Mao Tsetung Thought emong our
nationalities. On this basis the group will meet cvery week and
will precisely discuss the problems of the International
Communist Movement, particularly in our own countries. Also,
we will di i i China and the C It

struggle in Canada (that is, how to oppose the working class in
Canada). And when the Party demands (not requests or appeals,
but demands) that the leading cadres actively and in a vigorous
manner destroy the outlook of the monopoly capitalist classand
build the proletarian outlook of daily class struggle against the
monopoly capitalist.outlook and make themselves the target of
revolution and the masses the larget of *revolutionary
propaganda, then the real snakesin the Party raisc their heads: It
is terrible! It is unjust! It is dictatorial, ctc., ad nauseum. And
instead of waging vigorous class struggle 1o get rid of these
b is ek

competitive outlook and behaviour wiihin the Party ranks, and it

sets by its actions in the class battles waged against the main
cnemy a model which exposcs the hollow lies and pretentious
posturing of those who. don the cloak of “genuine Marxism-
Leninism,”

Daya Varma tried to liquidate the Party's ‘insistence on
a.ullhﬂ’ik Quality in’the Party ranks, While Jack Scott gave his
Img of &n “independentist party”, where “socialists and non-
socialists” could collude and contend, in order to preventa Party
modelled on the Bolsheviks from being founded and built, Daya
Varma tried to push the line of “freedom of criticism”,
frecdom 1o ‘carry out his bourgeois line and introduce
raclm_mti:m and communalism into the Party and turn it into a
debating society. But he was “abused™ he wastolditis necessary
fo_r Yyouto change if you want to “have the honour of belongingto
this army*, He preferred to have the “honour™ of being an agent
of the Chinesc social-i ialists and police age
and 5o he was expelled and denounced by the Party press, which
explained why hc was cxpelled. In Struggle! tried to feign their
“unity™ talks with CPC(M-L) while conspiring o split the ranks
of the revolutionary people and assist the Chinese revisionists by
providing a base of support for the Canadian Communist
League, the outright agency for Chinese socia l-imperialism, and
contributing in a big way to promote the anti-Leninist “three
world theery”. They too felt “abused” when the Party presented
in‘a frank and principled wayexactly how itanalyzed events, and
without fear or compromisc refused to deny itself, its prin-
cipled position and Marxist-Leninist line on ‘building the Party.
Now the U.S. imperialist opportunist agency wants the
Canadian communist revolutionaries and militants to turn on
themselves, on their leadership and history by simply negating
what CPC(M-L) is and how it came into being. They want to
make the criterion for the existence of a monolithic Marxist-
Leninist Party some sterile inteliectualist debates over their
bogus "‘aunlysis" of the Canadian economy, and negate that as
first prnciple CPC(M-L) was organized to opposc modern

habits, they mobili d the the

the degenerates and the capitulators to the bourgeois state
machine and call for disunity and splits. We ask these
indivi Can i ion be brought about and

Party of China and try to relate them 10 our minute experience’
we all belicve that we have to s(udy it and unite mugiiﬁciuun).

™In accordance, we will ontinue our politicAl® work 100,

icul g our own nationalities. In terms of political
work and defending deportation . . . the name of the group will
be Afro-Asian-Latin American Group (Marxist-Leninist) (this is
not a pary). And oceasionally we will publish necessary
publications. One of our first tasks is to study political issues of
AA and ourselves and a group of self-criticism about our wrong-
doings and wrong political lines.

“The main problem which has not been.formulated is Lefr
Jsectarianism, that is, criticizing without building a group and a.

litical line. Of course, this is clearly obvious in the so-called
Canada (M-L ). We will have an analysis of each group
and if there is an attack against communism and the correct
policies of China under the name of communism and Marxism-
Leninism we will definitely put forward the correct issue (it is
liberalism if we keep quiet). But parties like the Black Panthers,
ete., even if they have some correct and some incorrect lines
should not be criticized but rather their historical development
and their good work has to-be shown . . . our first task isa study
of our past actions and comparing it with Marxism-Leninism.

“Another point is that even though 1 said at the beginning of
this letter how many people (and where from) were in this
meeting, it that thi
secret and in practice we will follow this.” -

A number of points are obvious in this conspiracy to split the
Alfro-Asian group. First of all they have clearly hatched a plan to
split the organization not on any principled basis in defence of
the prolctarian line but on the basis that support of Marxi

the outlook acquired without going through vicious
and painstaking class struggle inside and outside the Party? Can
revolution be so civil jh.v:,sil docs not affect gnyone's life? Should, ;
Tevolution and the évélutionary Patty not pure itsell o
degenerate clements? 2

“The question of habit — this is the daily dictatorship of the
bourgeoisic over the people in their lives, on their minds as to
how they think, as to how they should wage class struggle — is a
class question and a decisive question too. No one can make
much.of a contribution in revolution by keeping (and actually
fighting to keep and violently resisting to preserve) the habits of
the monopoly capitalists. It is to be and must be the discipline of
the Party that the leading comrades arc advanced, that they
reflect the ideas and aspirations of the advanced class and not of
the monopoly capitalists and that they work tiretessly to
demolish cverything which keeps the Party from organizing, /eis
Jor this reason the ionalists waged the le-ag
bourgeois-hangups campaign. It is for this reason we insist there
be mass democratic method inside and outside the Party. This is
why we insist on vigorous criticism-self-criticism as the method
of moving forward. This is why we demand that our comrades
must oppose the monopoly capitalist class, destroy its influence
inside the Party and build the new as the basis of organizing the
Party and waging extcrnal class struggle against the

\ to merge Marxism-Leninism with the workers'
movement,

This line was actually uscd by Jack Scott and others since the
1968-69 period to prevent the revolutionaries from building the
Leninist Party in the course of class struggle, As carly as August
1969, the Canadian Gommunist Movement { Marxist-Leninist),
the founding organization of-GPC(M-L), wrote: “In Party
“building the key question at the moment is not having a class

ism and terrorism wa:

line advocated by the chauvinisis in Quebec who in March 197

marched under the slogan “Kill the English® = a linc carried by
supporters of Daya Yarma on July I, (871 for which he: was
firmly criticized by the Party leadership. 1t is the Party's
insistence on strict adherence o the Bolshevik  discipline
and Leninist norms, democratic centralism and the Marx-
ist-Leninist_ ideological and political. line which  Daya
Varma opposed and which the opportunists call “abusing” .
people.. When we look back and see how the Party leadership
in 1971 avoided the “ultra-leftist" provocation and trap set by
Daya Varma in collaboration with the Iranian lumpen petty-
bourgeois ‘elements, then far from turning on its history.
the CPC(M-L) militants have in mind to kift the banner of

_the Parly's history even -higher, 10 make the  outlook.

style, method of cvery communist organizer consistent with
the Party's history of struggle against opportunism, raise it
to an even new height in realizing the even more difficult tasks
assumed by the Party at its Third Congress, the tasks of
bolshevizing itseIf from top to bottom, of building the basic units
of the Party in the factorics, mills and mines, until every factoryis
a fortress of communism. i

The issue raised by Daya Varma, by MREQ, by In
Struggle! and others of CPC(M-L) “abusing” opportun-
ists, an issue which has been prompted and inflamed by
a sinister and perfidious  scries of lies *piled onc. upon
the ather has to do with their politics of being agents-pro-
vocatcurs and policc spies against the CPC(M-L) militants,
of laying the sorts of traps and pitfalls such as Daya Varma did
with his trick of posing as “most militant revolutionary”, not
only when he incited the Party toterrorism from the background
in November 1970, not only when he organized the May 20, 1971
demonstration. about which he sheds his crocodile  tears in
1975, and for the.ugly incident he organized and provoked in
Vancouver in August 1976. The whole charade Varma, actingon
behalf of the Chinese embassy, organized with CCL, In Struggle!,
Jack Scott, and others, ing the ridicul kyi r
being the “genuine Marxist-Leninists™ in opposition to CPC(M-
L)'s “neo-revisionism™ on the basis that they single-handedly
di he * icti between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie™, that Canada is an “imperialist
country”, and so on and so forth, has exposcd itsclf clearly in
these days when Teng Hsiao-ping wines and dines with Carter
and Nixos in the -American White House-as a fascist attack by
the combined forces of the Chinese social-impexialists and U.$,

analysis, but doing for
work and for the necessity of building a Pary.

“In North America where we have a long history of
revisionism, deep-going ideological work alone can create the
material conditions for Party building and heip our comrades
grasp the tasks of the working cl: 5 ical work
cannot be carried out without organizational work. Ideological
propaganda means taking a stand at the place of work. Militant
workers must initiate struggles at the place of work and organize
small groups of workers to disseminate the ideology of the

king class. Out of this propagas ill and
a Party.” »

This article written in August 1969 is further documentary
evidence that right from the period of the Canadian Communist
Movement {Marxist-Leninist), that is, the formative period of
the Party, the central Ieadership fought for the Leninist
principles. First of all, the idea of “Canadian exceptionalism™ or
“Canadian revolutionary theory” promoted by Jack Scott as an
obstacle to building the Party was rejected; it was affirmed that
the ionary theory of Marxism-Leninism must be applied

capitalist class. i
*“Our engmics tel] us that this is not the correct method of
dealing with comrades. For them, the Party should just demand
some responsibility — that. is, going to a demonstration or
distributing a leaflet — but otherwise they should kecp their
dzmau:nt_s to the ‘minimum’. In other words, we should be

Leninism is “left-sectarian”. But who was the chieftain of the
“left-sectarian” line if not Varma, who actually organized the
conspiracy, hatched the provocation, and then when it unfolded
gave the “left-sectarian line” of expelling the Iranians,’thus
playing directly into the whole rightist scheme. There you havea
good example of trotskyite politics. Secondly, we have outlined
here nothing else But another version, of Jack Scott's theory of
-“groups”, “ideological struggle”, “relating” Marxism to “our
minute experience”.

Jack Scott, a fellow social chauvinist, wrote in 1970 he was
going 1o apply “Marxism-Leninism as he understood it to the
Canadian context”, These are all irue followers of “Mao Tsétung
Thought” and “anti-dogmatisn1”, that is, anti-Marxist-Leninist
and ic, The socis ini fthe Iranian
splitters is described by them as Marxism as applied to “our own
nationalities™. Instead of building the unity of the Canadian

i immij and immi| these petty
bourgeois chauvinists push the Chinese social-imperialist and
racist theory that the “third world™ is “most revolutionary” and
*“pushing the wheel of ion forward". In s !
just covers up their own'cowardice. Not only are their Chinese
‘mentors among the last friends of the Shah of Iran, but the line

a This habit, the cultural
superstructure, the millions of dollars which the monopoly
capitalists spend to force people to learn their habits — is it so
inert that it ‘does not affect the world of communist
ionaries? Are the i ionaries not inside
the country dominated by the monopoly capitalist class and do
monopoly capitalist ideas not seepinto the Party? Do thesc ideas
of the monopoly capitalists in the Party not lead to liquidation?
Of course they do! Then why sh the organization not wage
relentless struggles against lhﬁ\ﬂqﬂu\lhm ideas into the
Party? More - importantly it the basis of change,
devel and motion insi Party? Isit lgs ?
How can we permit ‘innier party peace”and degenerate ourselves
to the level of the monopoly capitalists? And further, is the inner-
Party struggle based s i d i
class st Or, is it merely a matter of some ‘debates’ and
‘discussionts' about something which you have read somewherc?
At every stage of the Party building, representatives of the
monapoly capitalist class attempt to stop the march of
revolution forward and paralyze the entire organization with
their ideas. When they do such a thing, should we believein thei

to the concrete conditions in Canada, meaning (irst and foremost
building the Party in opposition 1o revisionism. Another
Leninist principle, that of integrating Marxist-Leninist theory
with the working class movement, through building the Party
amongst the advanced clements of the proletariat at the place of
work is also affirmed. The i izati

workand |

¢ ists against the genuine Marxist-Leninists, socialism in
‘Albania, and the whole international proletariat and oppressed
peoples. All their base slanders, lies and calumnies against the
international Marxist-Leninist communist parties. have been in
the nature of a great provoéation against the Marxist-Leninist
forees, an effort to make the communists lose their bearings and
trip in an extremely complicated and dangerous time for the
world proletariat and people.

Itis for this reason that the Party upholds the Leninist tactics
which cnabled the Internationalists and CPC(M-L) to advance
as far as it has, and to decpen and broaden the application of
those tactics in the lifc-and-death struggle against the
opportunists of all hues in the workers' movement, Far from
turning on itsell and denying its histofy of sell-sacrificing
struggle the Party has, at its Third Congress, passed a serious
resolution against the nefarious activitics of the social-fascist
provocateurs:

“30. The Third Congress of the
(Marxist-Leninist) holds that in fi
make a clear distinction between our real enet
friends. One of the methods social-fascists usc.
is the method of izi ions in ord
comrades in side-line struggles in order to sow confusion
amongst the masses. The Third Congress of CPC(M-L) calls
upon all our comrades to learn how 10 respone to these

Communist Party of Canada
hii i ism, we must

building a Party in order to advance the idealogical struggle .
against social democracy, revisionism and opportunism is a
direct refutation of Jack Scott’s liquidationist, anti-Leninist line
which was taken up by Charles Gagnon in 1972 to date, and is
now being reiterated by the renegadea(rom the Party whoalsoas
first principle oppose Leninist organizational forms as
absolutely necessary to divert the workers’ movement away from
the liquidationist bourgeois politics of the labouraristocracy and
petty-bourgeois democrats.

Also of great importance in this article defending the Leninist

P how 1o bypass the rock instead of sieering the ship.
on a head-on collision course. The provocations against the
Party are not individual creations but are the handiwork of the
state. It is the state which is behind all these attacks. It launches
them in order to cause maximum confusion in the Marxist-
Leninist Communist Movement. The Third Cdngress of
CPC(M-L) calls upon comrades ta use the method of mass
democracy to settle these issues. The Third.Congress of the
Communist Party of Canada (Marxist-Leninist) affirms that the
method of building the Party is the mass democratic method. All
the revisionist and opportunist sects are terrified of the mass

Party principles is the rcfutation of the bourgs
adventurist politics. It is a big self-cxposure of Daya Varma and
his clique in MREQ (“Communist” League) that they denounce
the Marxist class analysis of political policics. They say in their
1975 slanders against CPC(M-L) that political action that
can be adventurist not whole classes.” This is truly the ideology
of "Mao Tsetung Thought™ which rejects the Marxist-Leninist
class analysis. Further it shows how jumpy they are over this
issue of ism, for it is precisely their petty i
politics which led Varma and his clique to advance the
ist politics of terrarism in the face of the October Crisis

“sensibieness’, request that they should refrain fromdoingsoand
not wage class :;mw: against them but co-exist! No, we will do
no i ‘e will unite th d i

that organizing for revolutiom in Canada is “left- is
nothing more than a call for capitulation to the class enemy.
“Thirdly, we see their liberal and friendly attitude toward the
social chauvinism and liquidationism of the Black Panther
Party. Thus once again we find the twins of terrorism anfl
reformism_clinging together. This is: precisely the twin-bill
Promoted by the imperialists and their police to liquidate

in 1970 and continuing this in Montreal. But once lhsy fail to
liquidate CPC(M-L) with their adventures, they. like Mao
Tsetung, swing 180 degrees in policy and adapt the linc of utter

method. Mass “forbids the methods of

sophistry and rhetoric and of spouting uninvestigated nonsense.
Na investigation, no right to speak! Mass democracy demands
strict adherence to Marxism-Leninism. This is what the
revisionists and the opportunists of all hues hate most: While
they have made hysterical declarations to ‘wipe out CPC(M-L)',
their political and ideological lin¢s are so bankrupt that theycan
only hold their own *followers’ by preventing them from talking
10 members and supporters of CPC(M-L). It is for this reason
that their sects must be built on the basis of conspiracies. The
social-fascists arc past masters in declaring the existence of
antagonistic, contradictions where there is no abjective basis for
these to exist and they smooth over antagonistic cofitradictions
where there is an objective basis for their existence. Various
i declared that their diction with CPC(M-

revolutionary line and smash up the h of these
reactionaries. We will overcome the paralysis caused by them
and struggle against their splittis itics. Only in thi il
we change, move and advance to a higher stage.”

“This Inlnil_n'u stand on the quality of Bolshevik Party
membership is what gives fise 1o the opportunist howls about

to state the
of CPC(M-L) for "provoking police”. Here again we can see the
unity between terrorism and reformism; both lines are class
politics -of the petty bourgeoisic and labour aristocrats to
liquidate proletarian, i.. Marxist-Leninist, politics in the
working class movement. Thus in 1971 while Varma was
intrigui iring with Chincse revisionism to liquidate

i political-organizational forms necessary for the  CPC(M-L) “abusing people”. Why the US. i p g and :
"l':::m 10 defeat its class enemy. ; i i i the Canadian C st League ~ CPC{M-L)and turn it into anadventuristand reformist scct, the

* ‘What we have here then is a handful of petty bourgeois rightist.  in denouncing the class struggle against “bourgeois hang-ups®,  Marxist-Leninists were organizing to advance the level of Party
elements being mobilized by the Chinese embassy and its agent,  for the radical rupture of communist militants {rom the old  organization and Leninist norms to rebuff these liquidationist

* Daya Varma, to liquidate the Party once the agent fromthe = workd outlook in the course of their temperingin class struggle,  ©fforts of the alien class :!emgm! around Varma, elements v{ho
outside, Jack Scott, could notachieve his p niiag in vew Y actions as well as study and criticistm and seif- ~ have since been re-mobilized as the agency for Chinese social-
the Patty from being founded. In the criticism made of In - criticism, is because they reject the Leninist stand on Party ~ imperialism. ] ; i i
Struggiel-in an open and principled manner through private  building, They are themselves the followers of “intellectualism™ Thus, in the whole issu of the Party “abusing” opportunismis

g . to. In Struggle!l in October 1974, we find and -Marxist 8", and “confused  political - the issue of the very essence of a Leninist Party. Isit to be a Party

. precisely the same politics as practised by Varma coming under _ principles”. In 1967, the onali h hetask  of the new type, a Party for fihe bour )
fire. Now how did the leadership of In Strugge! choose to  of b Sy on that risetoa  the iat or not? The facts show that it is the Party’s
behave? They took up precisely the same reactionary stance ss . new mian: “The of this confe canonly insistence on strict adherence to Bolshevik - disciplinc.
did, that is, they blamed the Party for “abusing” them,  be with the that we arca for  Leninist. norms and democratic centralism and to its
 indtead of asessing.the justness of the criticism. This is not  the de ofa new man, the man. And we  Marxist-Leninist idcological.and political line which the op-
: , not even honest is-den ic behavior. Then - are i 8! Bot just changesin detail, but  portunists call “abusing” people. The correct manner in
mperialist opportuni pushis Afer hof Leninonly - which the Party dealt with Daya Varma and the “left™slo-

L) was antagoni at the same time, they called themselves
*Marxist-Leninists’. On the other hand, they declared Canadato
be o “bourgeois democracy’ and said CPC(M-L) *provokes the
police”. Their fascism and degencration have gone sa far that
every reactionary attack of the state on CPC(M-L) is passed off
by them as the ‘state’s altempt to give credibility to CPC(M-L)", -
or as 'CPC(M-L) provaking the police’. By using this method,
the social-fascists act as disruptive elements in:

1. The Marxist-Leninist Communist Movement

2. The working class movement

3. The youth and student movement

4. The solidarity and friendship movement, etc.
The Third Congress of CPC(M-L) holds that it is only the
reactionary bourgeoisic who has the mission to disrupt the
Marxist-Leninist Communist Movement, the working class
movement, the youth and student movement and the solidarity
and friendship movement. The Third Congress of CPC(M-L)
calls upon all our members to vigorously defeat this line of
disruption carried out by the social-fascists of all hues.”

This is the Party's correct assessment and- response to the
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,Down'wzth revisionism, opportunism, renegacy and betrayal’ i ﬁ-om page 3 S

ehz.  that cr(xM L) . “abuses” people. But the
mvm tindertaken Iw Dlyn ann m 1970-71 were not

The posturing of the U.S. imperialist opportunist agency as
the “critic” of CPO(M-L)'s ‘rightist” stand, is in fact an

o ist wlm limm could not live up to the Party’s qualifi-
: beinga y. Had that beenthe
. case, Daya Varma couid easily enough have urned on his life
. and even engaged in some democratic and progressive activity
-under the leadership of the Party. No, Mslnmly hld a definite
+ political and idc ical character Pany
on behalf of the perfidious “nne: bclwecn Chinese wcul-
impcmh!m and U.S. imperis . It was thus not a matter of
resisting change, but of actively trying to reverse the Leninist
political and' ideclogical line of CPC(M-L) and its mass
organizations; he wanted to take the Partyaway from its Leninist
course and impose upon it the dictate of the Communist Party of
China, xtw w«llcd “Mw Tsetung 'ﬂmu;m ol‘ prxgmam:
pi ion to-U.S. i Thus, in
order to gmp llu essence of the sharp political-ideological
struggle between CPC(M-L) and present rencgades, opportunist
sects and police spies who rallied to the yellow banner of “three
worlds™ inthe winter of 1974 through 1976 ang after, we have
gone aver in detail the Party’s exposure of Dny- Varma's “left-
slogancering front of Khrushchovite revisionism™,
Such is the activity of the is
front in its efforts to liquidate and paral;

i  of the rightist politics of the “three world” front.
What they hope to do, as in the case of Jack Scott, isto paint the”
Party with the yellow colour which is their own colour and that
of the League. Thus it is no accident that they should begin their
latest Yankee “research paper”, an intelicctualist pack of lies,
with an embellishment of Jack Scott, and then conclude it with
an apologia for Daya Varma. The [ast paragraph in their latest
tract reads: “As for Hardial Bains, he has nm yet lppnmd onl

dehind
pahn fmbdm:hComm.

md wm-bk character

.; causes a JMmdial stagnation, M Io a waste of energy.: [n
y between word and deed. We have all syffe

mough jmm this Iy, yet come the dnlrodr and lh!

“Practical Workers' of the new Iskra Wwith their profound

from under the skirts. Whi

Second International had been revolutionary Marxists at some
point prior to the First World War, the same cannot be said for
Bains. He has never been a Marxist-Leninist. His 'party’ has
never been a Marxist-Leninist party. Bains remains what he
always has been — a charlatan, a social chauvinist, a lncul-

slowly in timid zigzags)

precepi: ¥
with the content/ -
" That is wh

question of

fined

I’Infni IM ¢

mittee was' formed. The
ﬂf lhtfoma makes . any .

" upalittle and served up to'the rnmb,vm editorial boa

g ahvays and
thing . ipline. We shall either
sict) with m:’mi@ ‘businessiiki
ands.

fuhrhtnhmlal’uny dwmrw‘m!oflﬂ
The intrinsic. falsliy of this’paslilon ineviiably. leads
anarchist profundity of elevating the disunil
phliuiml’ly proclaim 1o be obsolete 1o & pri i
i Democratic organization. There is no peed.for
higher and lower Pariy bodies and authorities

lllead you, if you r o len v 7

patriot and a Yt’ ph front for Kh
fevisionism.”

This trotskyite lmpol!lll -abuse and assertion n.llurnlly
presents not a single argument or historicai fact to back it up.
What it does do is embellish the “charlatans, social c!luuwauu.
sqcial-patriots™ of the Second International as well as those who'
are following the lead of Peking to embrace the same course of-
rencgacy and be:ﬂya}. First cl’ all to call the kaders of the
Second i y Marxists” before World

movement and the political Party of the pmlmrm CPC(M-] L).
that it has taken up every possible position, every possible angle
from which to aim its sights on the Party. Thus, in October 1976,

all factions and sects were united as one in support of the “three
world ‘theory” and in dic-hard opposition to CPC(M-L). The
Party refused to support his anti-Leninist theory, hailed the
Report to the Seventh Congress of the Party of Labour of
Albania, resolutely denounced the “three world theory™ as anti=
Marxist in atelegramme o the PLA which CPC(M-L) printed in
PEDN ih November 1976, and again at its Third Congress,
February 6to March 13, 1977, took a rewlul:e stand lymillh:

War [ is itsclf an :mbelhlhmcnl of the opportunists and
chauvinists who actually headed the social-democratic partiesin
Europe before World War L. Lenin only refers to the Oemnn

o q'ut.ulom of mcm-s, we. are hearing it again in
n 1o

of organizations is. a nawral and inevitable product of the
mentality of the anarchist individualist when he'siarts 10 elevate
his_amarchist deviations (which at the ourset may: have been
accidental) 1o a system of views, (0 special differences of
primlpl:. At the Congress of the League we witnessed the
beginnings of this, mmhhM. in the new iskra we are Wilnessing -,
aiiempts 10 elevate it 10' @ system of ‘views. These attempis
strikingly. confirm what was already said at the Party C‘angms
abou the difference berween the point of view of the b

Jor Pphrase. Pacing
— we have heard this refrain in

of ministries, departments, etc, (ste Axelrod'sarticle); thereisno.
need for the part to submit io the whole: there is no need for any..
Yormal bureaucratic’ definition of Party methods anging
matters’ or of purting ways. Let the old circle .rcrappmg be

sanctified b) taik about grnuinely
methods of organization. =
“Thisis whohas been ugh th

of the faﬂory can’ and should ltatil alesson (0 :murrln:r i
The cl

mm the staie o, w'ancy when he used 10 fight shy o] the
. / worku/:frlzn Nw rfchcr

the - wider

s ofk rag
i Social.

intellectual who attaches himself to the_Social-Democratic

renegade Kautsky asa I'urmer Mar: )usl p
his “Marxist" words i
deeds. Central to the opponumlm of Kautsky, Plekhanov and
others was the discrepancy betwéen their words and deeds, their
failure to grasp the essence of revolutionary dialectics of class
struggle which inevitably and necessarily leads to a bloody,
violent hand-to-hand war between' the prol:umt and the
bourgeoisie. The prlcllc! of their opportunism meant first and

in

“three world theory™ and d
pnluml-adeoiumcal line and began lu narry propaganda and
agitation against the “three world theory™ as wellas the capitalist
Testorationist activity of the Teng-Hua cligue. When it became
obviaus from the July 7, 1977, PLA cditorial against the anti-
Leninist “theory of three worlds” that the whole International
Marxist vLcmmsl Comrnumsl Movement was united as one

foremost to Leninist principles of Party organization,
It is most revealing that this opportunist agency should have
something positive to say about the “Marxists” heading the
opportunist Second International. Leninist Party principles
actually came into being as a result of untiring struggle against
the opportunism of the Second.International, especially with
regard to the farms of Party organization. At this point it will be

“against this new i trend, the

themselves split up, and under instructions from the state, one
agency took up yet another political-ideological posture, this
time feigning support of the PLA, and from thisangle continued
their fire at the Party. By this point they were reduced to the most
completely wretched state of outright lies. While CCL launched
“attacks against their erstwhile “comrades™ for taking up the
“Bainsite” line, these social-fyscist cliques in In Struggle! and the
opportunist agency, had to launch their :myclopcdm of liesafter
the Internationalist Rallyin April l91H in Montreal. in order to
carry on théir cifor 'y ranks, sow
conlusion, and attempt to liquidate the Party byasslnll through.
sheer lies. This is an old tested hitlerite method. It is a fact of
history that when the nazis were trying to break the iron will of
the German communist prisoners they would try 10 induce them
to read Trotsky's voluminous lies and slanders against: the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolshevik) and Comrade
Stalin. All the German communists gloriously ri ipped these nazi
protfered lies 1o shreds and faced their nazi executioners with
slogans to Stalin and the Third lntenuuanal Only a few

usefultoq length precisely what Lenin hnmsclhcn:hcuhc
i ahnnl the i f forms of Party

letarian'who has b ofhis
class interests: For insance, this same “Practical Worker' Df the
new Iskra with whpse profundity we' are already Janmtiliar
denounces me for visualizing the Pariy as ‘an immense factory’
headed byad d;ngglw in the shape of the Central Committee (No,
57 Supplement). ‘Practical Worker' does niot even guess thai the
dreadful word he uses immediately betrays the mentality of the
bourgeois intellectual who is familiar neither with the practice
nar with the theory of proletarian organization. For the factory.
which seems only a bogey to some, represents that highest form
of capitalist cooperation which has united and disciplined the
proletariat, taught it to organize, and placed it al the head: of all
the other sections of the 1oiling and exploited population. And it
is precisely Marxism, the ideology-of the proletariat irained by
capitalism, - thai has taught and is teaching unstable
intelieciuals 10 dmmguuh between the factory as a means of

- “The of which [ three years
‘ago in qummm of tactics is being resurrected mdny in

" appiication 1o questions of organizarion. Take the following

argument of the new editors: *The militant Social-Democratic
drend in the Party,’ says Comrade Alexandrov, ‘should be
maintained not only by an ideclogical struggle, but by definite
forms of organization.” Whereupon the editors edifvingly
remark: ‘Not bad, this juxtapesition of ideological struggle and
Jorms of organization. The ideological struggle is a process
‘whereas the forms of organization are only . . . forms" (believe it
or not. that is what they say in No. 36, Suppleruent, p. 4, col. I.
bottom of page!) ‘designated to clothe a fluid and developing
content — the developing praciical werk of the Parsy." That is
quite in the siyle of the joke about a cannon ball being a cannon
ball and a bomb a bomb! The ideological siruggle is a process.
and the forms of arganization are only forms clothing the
content! The point at issue is whether our r(ltolnglrnf.wmggk is
to have forms of u higher type 1o clothe it. forms of Pariy

w-venng ehmentswﬂ’tlnkcn inby the
from
the Third Inlematmml into the Third Ruch whm they became
Fifth Column 'agenis against the anti-fascist united front, Our
rencgades are following the same footsteps.

Today's trotskyite allies of the “three world” social-fascist
front have come fullcircle to charge CPC(M-L) with the very
crimes commitied by themselves and the League. While in
October 1976 they were standing in ovation for Jack Scott,
today, they are carrying out a mock attack against him from
a trotskyite position in an effort to cover up nnd embelhah

binding on all, or the forms of the old disunity and
the old circles. We have been dragged back fram higher to more
primitive forms. and this is being justified on the plea that the
ideological struggle is a process, whereas forms — are just, fumu
That is just how Comrade Krichevsk:
drag us back from the tactics-as-a-plan 1o iactics-as-a-process.
“Take the pompous ialk of the new Iskra abous the ‘self:
iraining of the proletariat’ which is directed against those who
are supposed 10 be in danger of missing the content because of
the form. (No. 38, editorial.) Is this not Akimovism No. 2?
Akimovism No. | usedto. Jmufv Hrr .‘mr.k wardnessof a sectionof

the cnnmwmvulmmnlry essence of his politi

attack on - Leninism, In the same manner, hy posturing

as the “most loyal™ followers of the Party of Labour of
Albania, and g Ihetec nique learncd from the intelligence:
agencies of m_of wrapping their idcology

impcs
of lies in m(cllcrlualnst packaging, they have ‘assaulted - our
Party from  this “leftist” stance. This effort has won them
the affection of anti-Party elements expelled for trying
1o pressure CPC(M-L) to take up anti-Leninist stands on
the basis of allegedly “following™ the International Marxist-
Leninist Communist Movement. In this manner they are trying
‘to force the vanguard Party of the Canadian proletariat onto the
treacherous path of denying itself, its history and its Leninist
bolshevik principle of  self-reli and ian inter-

the Social- tactical tasks
by referring to the more prr[uund' content of the ‘proletarian
struggle’ arid the self-training of the proletariat, Akimovism No.
2 justifies the backwardness of a section of the Social-
Democratic -inselligenisia "in._ the “theory and practice of
organization by equally’ profound references to organization
being merelyaform, the mainandimportant thing being the self-
training of the proletariat. Let me iell vou, genilemen who are so
solicitous about the  younger hmm:r. that the proletariat is not
afraid of i and The prole will do
nothing to have the. waulu professors amlhrgh-w!malumlmrr
who do ot want 1o join an organization, recognized as Pariy’
mrmhrrs rmerely because dmv work urider the control of an

nationalism by distorting and “copying” in the manner of a gra-
maphone the views of fraternal Parties, which in effect would be

a slander against our fraternal comrades and liquida--

tionist"activity of turning the Canadian’communist militants
against their own leadership, history and confidence to meet the
hmunc msks sct out by the Party's Third Congmu These
by the U. agency and the

handful of renegades p-r-dmg as a “regroupment” of deserters
and c-plmllhom:ll from CPC(M-L) arc the most degencrate
and shameless activity yet pulled off by the “three world" frent
directed against our Party and the Canadian prolctarian
revolution. The sole aim and purposc of this activity by the U.S.
imperialist opportunist agency and the rencgades is fto
*‘speculate on the extremely complicated and  difficult
international situation so gravely threatening mankind as'a
result of the Chinese betrayal of socialism and the world re-
volution, and in so doing they hope to weaken the resolve and
determination of the Canadian proletarian revolutionaries. But
the Canadian Marxist-Leninist militants united in CPC(M-L)
determined that through their self-sacrificing efforts and

Leninist discipline they can and will make a contribution to-

he pi is trained by its whole iife for
organization Jfar more radically than many an intellectual prig,
Having gained some ufdersianding of our program and our
tactics, the proletariat will not start justifving backwaredness in
organization by arguing that the form is less important than the

based on fear ‘of starvasion) and the
factory as a means of organ l.mlnn {zludpllnr ba.mlnn m”ﬂ ‘tive
work united by the conditic i
form of production). The duuplmc and organization
come 50 hard to the bourgeois intellectuial are especially easify
acquired. h; the proletariat jusi because of .this factory
yrhnnlm,; Mmml Jear of Jinlr srhuﬂf aml uiter. Sailure 1o
actor ' are
dmmrmum aflhr ways of rhmkmx which rrjrnf the petiy-
hourgeois mode of life and which give rise 1o that species of
anarchism  which the German - Social-Democrats ~ called
Edelanarchismus, i.e., the anarchism of the 'noble’ gemtleman. or
aristocratic. nnarrhl;m, ar 1 would call it This aristocratic
istic of the Russian nihilisi.

* He thinks af the Patty organization as a monstrous Sacrory':he

regards the subordination of the part 1o the whole and of the
minority to the majority as ‘serfdom’ (see Axelrod's articles);
division of labour under the direction of a centre evokes from

building of a veal party, the class-conscious worker must learn to
distinguish the mentality of the soldier of the praletarian army
from the mentality of the bourgeois intellectual who flaunts his
_anarchist talk, e must learn to insist shat the duties of a Part);
meimber be fulfilled not only by the rank and file, but by the
‘people on top’ as well; he must learn 10 treas khvostism ‘in
‘matters of organization with the same coniempt with which in
the old days he used 1o treat khvostism in matiers uffaﬂl_t.(!-
with i i3
anarchism is the last characteristic feature. of the new Iskra’s

atritude 1owards matters of organization, namely, its defence of

aulonomism as againsi centralism. This .is the meaning in
principle (if it hasany such meaning)* (* Reference to footnote —

“Ed.: 1 leave aside here. as in ihis chapier generally, the 'co- =

_optiehal’ meaning of this outcry) of its outcry againsi
bureaucracy and’a-um:rary, of iis regreis over the ‘undeserved
neglect of the mon-fski * (who defended g at the
(‘ nngm:). aj’ ll: comical howls nbaul lhe demlmd /br
*of its biner

methods’, etc., eie. The opportunist wing of an_r pariy always
defends and justifies all retrograde tendencies, whether in

program, tactics or organization. The new Iskra’s defence of
retrograde tendencies in matters of orgenization (khvostism) is

closely connected with the defence of autonomism. True,

autonomism has, generally speaking, been se discredited by the
rhm vears' propaganida work q{ the old Iskra that the new Iskra
i still assures us of its
by printing the word.

centralism in italics. Acrually, it is enogh 10 opply the slightesi
touch of criricism m l}w pnnrlpln af the ‘true Social-
* (ot of the new Iskra

‘for the autonomist :mudpo[m 10 be detected ar'every step. Is it
not _now clear 1o ail .and sundry that on_ihe subject of
organization Axelrod and Martov have swung over to Akimov?.
Have they not solemniy admitted it themselves in the significant

fmnafmglmmimlomrrymmu people being tr dinte. - words, ‘undese, neglect of the '? And what was
‘wheels and cogs’ (10 turn_editors into ¢ ibi being ~ itbut ism that Akimov and his friends defended at our

considered a particularly atrocious species of such  Party Congress?
¥ ion of the fe rules of the Party “It was autonomism (if not anarchism). that Mariov and

calls forth a contemptuous grimace and the disdainful remark
(intended for the formalbu ) that one couid very well dispense
with rules altogether,

“Incredible as it may seem, it was a didactic remark of jus this
sort that Comrade Mariov addressed 1o me in the Iskra, No. 58,
quoting, for greater wrngln my own words in A Letter 10 a

Axelrad defended at the Congress.of the League when. with
.amusing zeal, they tried io prove that the pari need nor submii 1o
the whole. iM&i the part is autonomous in defiming iis relation to
the whole, that the rules of the League Abroad, in \which the
relation is thus formulated, are valid, in defiance of the will of the
Party mnyarflv in defiance of the will of the Farty centre, It is
100, that Comrade Mariov is now openh:

Comrade. Well, what is it if not ‘ari ism," and
khvostism (o cite examples from the era of disunity, the eraof the
circles, to justify the preservation and glorificarion of the circle
vpirn and anarchy in the era of the Party?

“Why did we not need rules before? Because the Party
«onsisted of separate circles, unconnecied by any organtizational
tie. Any individual could pass from one circle to another at his
owh ‘sweet will,' for. he was not faced with any formulated
expression of the will of the whole., Disputes within the circles
were not settled by rules, 'bus by a struggle and by threats to
resign.’ * (*Reference to footnote — Ed: Sce Lenit, Collected
Works, 4th Russ. cd.. Vol. VI, pp. 205-24.) citing the experierice
of a number of circlesiin general and of our own editorial circle
of six in parsicular. In she era of the circles, this was natural and
inevitable, but it never occurred to anybody to extol it, to regard
it as ideal; everyone complained of the disunity. everyone was
tired of it and was eager 0 see the isolated circles fused into a for-
mally constituted party organization. And now thai this fusion
has taken place, we are being dragged back and, under the guise
of  higher organfmnanul views, treated o, anarchist
To those who are accustomed to the loose

content. I is not the pi but certain our
- Pariy who lack self-training in the spivit of organization and
durlphm. in the spirit of hostility and contempt for ana((hul
phrasemongering. When they say that it is nor ripe JSor
organization, the Akimovs No. 2 libel the proletarias juss as the
Akimovs No. | libelled if when they said that it was not ripe for
the political siruggle. The proletarian who has become a
conscious Social-Democrar and feels that he is a member of the
Party will reject khvostism in maiters of. organizalion with the
same contempt as he refecied khvostism in ters of tactics.
"“Finally, consider the profound wisdom o) tical Worker'
in the new lka. Pmpﬂly undemoad TS
Smilitan®

dressing gown and slippers of the Oblomov circle domesticisy.
formal reles seem. narrow, restrictive. irksome, petty and
lmmmrmﬂr a. bond of serfdom and a fmer on the ]rn
“process” of the tdeological siruggle.

1o replace the narraw :m‘lz lies by the brued .Pan v die. It was
unnecessary and impossible to give formal shape (o the internal
ties of acircle or the ties between circles, for these ties rested on
[riendship or on a ‘confidence’ for which never reason or motive
“had 10 be given. The Party tie cannot and must noi resi oneither
uf Ihzsp. it must be founded on formal, 'buleaurmm-alb' worded

defending in the columns of the new Iskra (No. 60) on the
question of the right of the Ceniral Comuiitiee to appoint
members to the local committees. [ shail noi speak of the puerile
saphisiries which Comrade Martov used to defend autonomisim
at the Cangress of the League, and is still using in the new Iskra
(*Reference to footnote — Ed.: in emumerating rthe various
pamzmphs of the Rules, Comrade Martov omitted the very: one
“which deals with the relation of the whole o the part: tha Central
Commistee ‘allocates the Party forces' (Sec, 6). Can forces he
allocated without Party workers being transferred from one
committee 10 another? It is really awkward 10 have to dwell on
Ssuch rudimentary things.) — the important thing here is o note
the undoubted tendency 1o defend sutonomism as against
centralism, which is a fundmmmal characteristic  of
ism in matters of

This lengthy qlmmlinn should be studied and re-studied forin
his arguments against the opportunists of his day, falsely called
Marxists by the U.S, imperialist agency and the renegades who
follow in their tracks against Leninist Party forms, he calls upon
the cl; workers o ish-the mentality of a
soldier of the proleiarian army from ithe mensality of the
bourgeois intellectual who fiaunis his anarchist talk . . . 10 insist
that theduties of a Party member be fulfilled not only by therank
and file, bui by the ‘people on top’ as well . . .” Our Party has
always upheld the Leninist norm that the whole Party must
observe unified discipline, at every level. In November 1970,
when Daya Varma “at the top” took it upon himself to violate the
discipline of the Party and destroy its Leninist norrs and. change
the line of the Party and advance the slogan that “under certain
conditions the Party is not necessary™, the Party fought him and
lus eron ies every 'step of the way and has continucd to fight for

and.
activitles’ (The fralics are (o make it look more ‘o)

rule:

revolutionaries can naturally materialize only if such activities
exist’ (new and clever!): ‘The organization itself. being a form"
(mark that!), ‘can only grow. simultancously® (the italics are the

lifting the siege of mumalmlul reaction by actually
the revolution forward in Canada, a task whu:h though
srduous and protracted, is not only possible but historically
nrnuury and rulluble The renegacy of the deserters inthe hz
o the grave

and
no matter how much they manocuvre -nd scream abuse at
CPC(M-L)and its hey b

they it
in the cyes of honest fighters hereand internationally, The hatred

and contempt their perfidious ity evokes from the loyal'
communists is actually a factorin helpmuhe Party grit its teeth:
and in a revolutionary sweep characteristic of its ten-year and
more history of resolute nppanuvn 1o all forms of renegacy,

"»ﬁhnh«et

author’s, as. 1oiation) "with the growth of the
revolutionary work which i iis content.’ (No. 57.) Does this not
remiind you very much of the hero in ihe folk ale who, on seeinga *
Juneral, cried:' Many happy returns of the day'? F am sure there is
noi_a practical worker (in the gmulnt 3ense of the term) in our
Pariy who does not und d tha it form of our
activities (Le.. owr organization) that has been lagging behind its
content for @ very long time, and lagging desperately, and that
only the Simple Simon in the Party could shout 10 those who are
lagging: 'Keep in line: don' run ahead!" Compare our Party, er
us say, with the Bund. There can be no question but shat the
content® (*reference to footnote — Ed: I will not mension the
Jact that_the content. of our Pariy work was outlined at the
Congress fin the Pprogram, elc.) in the spirit of revolutionary
Social-Democracy only at the cost of a struggle, a struggle

against the _very mrl—hha-i.m and the very Marsh whose

in our ‘minority’. On

. this question of ‘content’ it wnul:i beinseresting also to cos

Jor example, six issues of the old fskra (Nos. 46-51) with rwelve
issues of the mew Iskra (Nos. 52-63). But that will have to wait for
some_ other time.) of the work of our Pmy is im-
measurably richer, more ,broadcrmddnpullmrm

" of the Bund. The scope of our theoretical views is wider, our

- the: influence we_exercise on the

program: more.
o lem(wmmlhomwdwlmmm)
: zlgpuhaf«bpalllhlworkqﬂlnhdmmdﬂhhemw

ﬂlrnu-gﬂve{r u )updwaovammdmhmmlmlom
and general sirikes grander, and our work among the non-
prolésarian strata more mk. And.the ‘form'? Compared
the Bund, the form® of our work is lagging
mnn\n b:;;y::v:uldbrbmlbm-

ey

strict 10 which can alwle safeguard us
from the wilfulness and caprices characterisiic of the circles,
Jrom the circle methods of scrapping thai goes by the name of the
f[red pmce.u of the ideological .rlmulr.

Iskraryro, ith the
d:damc remark that 'confidence is a drllcu te matier and cannot
be knocked imio people’s hearts and mindy. (No. S6
Supplemm) 1]-: :dlmu do nm realize that by ;.ht; talk about
their

theyare

of the Leninist norms ever since. Daya
Vnnm and his friends demanded special discipline. for
themselves. Just like we fought Daya Varma ‘sattempt to destroy
the Leninist norms of the Party, so we fought the recent renegade
from the Party who also wanted special discipline for himself,
Justlike Daya Varma, the recent nneudeaLw tried to organize
a conspiracy at the base and incite various people to violate the
Party discipline, but the Party and its members firmly upheld the
principle of one uniform discipline for everyone in the Party —
whether “on top", or at the base and his attempt at organizing a

and When 1
was.a member of a circle only — whether it was the circle of the
six editors or the Iskra organization — I was entitled to justify
my refusal, say, 10 work with X merely on the grounds of lack of
confidence, withoui sialing reason or motive. But now thar |
have become a member of a party, I am no longer entitled 0
plead lack of confidence in general. for that* would
throw open the doors 1o all the freaks and whims of the old
circles; | am obliged o, give formal reasons for my-‘con-
fidence' or ‘lack of confidence’. that is, I mus: cite a formally
established principle of "our prograni, -tactics or. rules;
1 must not just declare my ‘confidence’ or ‘lack of confidence’
without giving ry reasons for them, but\ must realize that
account must be given for my decisions — and generaily for
all decisions of any section of the Party — to the whole Party; |
am obliged 10 adhere (o a formally prescribed procedure when
giving expression to my ‘lack of corifidence.’ or when trying lo
secure the acceptance of the views and wishes that follow from
this lack of confidence. We have risen above the circle view that

‘confidence’ does not Jhave 10 be accounted for 1o 'Iu P-rty wew :
demands adM

which 1o a formaily p
expressing, accounting for and testing our confldence. Bui the
editors are trying to drag
new views on organization!
“Listen to the way our so-calied Pmy rdlmrs talk abom the
literary groups the: might demand ‘répreseriiation 'on. the
ed‘mr.hl bo-rd. *We shall noi gel indignant dnd begin to shoit
ahout ' we are drm hed By nheu

to smash the Party was foiled. And it is precisely the.
dnlfemlu between the “mentality of a soldier of the prolesarian”
army” and “the mentality of the bourgeols intellectual who
flaunts his anarchis talk” and especially the insistence “that the
duties of a Pdrty menber be fulfilled not only by the rank and
Jfile, but by the ‘peaple on top” as well . . ."which demarcates the
militants of CPC(M-L) from the holy nl!xanoc of opportunism.
mcludmg especially the bloc of “three world theorists”,
mclndmg also In Strugglel, the U.S, imperialist uppor.
tunist  agency and the renegade "regroupment”.  The
flagrant znl:-l.emnm activities of the renegatlcs m the
peak - for th

10
Bol;lnevuk dlmpllne, 1o Leninist nomu, to democratic
centralism and .to' the correct Marxist:Leninist ideolo-
gical and political line of the Party are blatant, They describe
their renegacy and betrayal as “the spiit” of “real Marxist-
Leninists", but the fact of the matter is that one member of the
Party. nr-mztd 2 communalist clique of which the centre was
an -1;:" u:Iﬁ'u h':. brother-in-law, and his sister-in-law and
w nnur-nd lnuuleubo
mhd.uvu, none of who! anty, in ﬂy.fnemi A s
10 divulge f lnhgtwl’.ny information and to conduct a slande;
. and unprincipled campaign against it o

and i
" For this he was cxpelled from i Tfne - lu:le ::1:‘51
they have published amply: tes' their unprincipled and

.nm-hny nature and ||sovn just Bow correct the Party was, -
o e .. TOBE CON‘I'INIJED_

Is, But as we proceed wﬂlx the



