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Chapter Three

The Declaration for the New International and the Problem
' "of the Independent Labour Party: June - December 1933

o

'Trotsky' s writings during the summer of 1933 continued to try to
provide to his suppofterlé: the theoretical explanations bj which he
hoped to enable them to respond to the changes which the victory

of Hitler and the political collapse:;qf'}the Communist International had
produced, tracing these changes a,!é""ﬂ"my dffected the Labour Move-
ment of the world as well as the relatwns of the imperialist powers .
to each other and to the Soviet Umdn The discussions among the
British Trotskyists can be underd’tood by reference to the success.
ion of Trotsky's writings. (1)

The first step amounted to estabhshmg that there had been a serious
defeat in Germany, for the press of the Communist International .

was disposed at first to deny that there had been a defeat, or to
evade the question, treating the events of March 1933 at worst as

a passing incident and at best as a positive gain for the workmg-

. class. (2) The German Communist Party had collapsed without a

fight and consequently, in. Trotsky's opmlon, could never. offer
itself again as a force capable of leadmg German workers to rev.

| olutmn The second step, therefore, must be to recognise that the
~ foundations for a new Communist party must be laid for Germany,
| 'mthm the general strategy of trying, as before, to regenerate the

Communist International. The third step was to draw the conclusmn

) from the success with which the apparatu’s of the Communist
,,\.Tn‘rLrnatwnal was able to silénce discussion of the events leadmg to
‘ the German debacie and of the policies of the Kremlin in that period,

In Trotsky s opinion, the defence of the U.S. S.R. and of the social
conquests of the October Revolution, already endangered before
1933 by the internal policies of the Soviet bureaucracy and by the
Vblunders of the Communist International under its domination (the all-

‘ iance with the "Lefts" on the General Council of the Trades Union

Congress in Britain in 1925 . 27, the alllance with the Kuommtang
in China in the same years and the defeats for the British and the
Chmese workers to which, in his opinion, these policies contrlbuted)
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could no longer after summer 1933 be entrusted to the Soviet
bureaucracy. He wrote in July 1933, under the title,

"t is necessary to build Communist Parties and an
International anew." .
[]

Then, as the fourth step:

"In a number of countries more or less important left wings
have already separated themselves from the Social-Democratic
Parties... Such is the odd combination of historic conditions,
in a certain sense 'unforeseen’, which opens up new opportun-

ities of activity and progress to the Bolshevik-Leninists. We

. must utilise them all the way.”" (3) ‘

Trotsky therefore advised his political sympathisers in Britain to

establish the best relation they could with the left-ward moving

militants of the I.L.P. (See also Chapter Four), by joining the party

in a body, perhaps leaving some of their members in the Communist
Party if they still had a wide field of work there. His proposal went
on: '

"Today the revolutionary workers of the 1. L.P. still hold
~a+'" on to their party. The perspective of joining a group of
" forty, the principles of which are little known to them, can
by no means appeal to them. If within the next year they
should grow disappointed with the 1. L.P. jthey will go, not
to you, but to the Stalinists, who will break these workers'
necks." (4) .

These developments can be traced through the journal, "The Red
Flag" and the internal discussion materials of the group. For ex-
ample, the third issue of "Red Flag", that for July 1933, carried as
its principal article Trotsky’'s "Problems of the Soviet Regime" (5).
The leading article in this issue, which is unsigned, took up
crific:ally an attack on the foreign policy of the Kremlin written by
Brockway in "New Leader"”, June 17, 1933. In a style like that of
the exiled Russian Menshevik‘s, Brockway presented the rulers of
Russia as: '

"putting the interests of Russia before the interests of the

world working class."

He gave as one example the renewal by the Soviet Government of the
commercial agreements and the non-aggression treaty be't\ve_en_ Russia

- and Germany (which dated back to the 1920s) a few weeks aftér.. the

Nazi coup d'etat.
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Brockway wrote:

"Communist policy contributed to Hitler's victory. TFor when
Hitler triumphed, the first government to conclude a treaty with
Hitler was the Soviet Government, .when it signed the Berlin
Treaty, which included a complete financial and economic agree-
ment. Through this treaty, the Communist International has
come out against & boycott by the international working-class;.
but this is the only possible way of bringing Hitlerism down by
striking at it during its initial period of economic weskness, "

The press of the Communist International tried to rebut these argu-
ments by replying that the agreements were no more than an applic-
ation. of the Soviet Union's normal struggle for peace, that their
signature showed how Hitler had been forced to acknowledge the grow-
ing might of the Soviet Union, and that the boycott of German goods, , |
proposed by the Second International, was a "social-fascist" policy,

which would strengthen Nazism by rallying the German workers round

it. (6) . ‘The "Red Flag" argued that Brockway was wrong, aIidAthat

. the official writers of the Comintern could not deal adequately with

his'mistakes, because they were handicapped by the over-optimistic
tone of Comintern propagand and, therefore, deprived of the one
good argument which the Kremlin had to use against Brockway.

This was that the Soviet action was necessary, since the Kremlin _
was having to negotiate from a position, not of strength but of weak-
ness, due to the mistakes of the ruling Stalin faction which had con-
tributed to the defeats of the working-class, not only in Germany, but

in China.
The "Red Flag" adopted a recent argument by Trotsky that the sit-

" uation had to be accepted as it was, as in the negotiations at Brest-

Litovsk in 1918: ,
"It is impossible to withdraw at will from an unfavourable
relationship of forces." (7)

Trotsky allowed that it remained true that the ren'ewall of the treaties

would strengthen Hitler's hand in Europe, but the "Red Flag" replied

to Brockway:

"To put forward the idea of the U.S.S.R. breaking with Germany
now after the crushing of the German workers and the weakening
of the U.S,8.R., is to be guilty of adventurism of the worst kind. "

It drew the further conclusion, however:

"All along the line, the fight must be prepared against this
leadership (in the Communist International J. A.). We urge on.
all our comrades in the Communist Party and the [.L.P. the need
to examine, criticise and define positions, in order to nail down
responsibility and to prepare for a radical change in all spheres
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of working class policy."

Brockway also criticised, in the same article of June 17, 1933, the
refusal of the Soviet Government to return the Chinese Eastern Rail-
way to China. There was a long historic background to the argument
about the circumstances in which the Soviet Government could be ex-
pected to hand over its rights - which derived from Tsarist treaties -
in the railway, which crosses Manchuria, to some governmental auth-
ority in China. Following the defeat of the Chinese Revolution of 1925 -
27, Trotsky took the point of view, as against Brockway, that the
unfav;:aﬁrable situation of the Soviet Union had to be accepted, regard-
less of who was to blame for it, and that: |

"1f today the Left Opposition were at the head of the Soviet State
in its immediate practical actions it would have to start from

the existing relationship of forces resulting from ten years of
epigone Stalinist policy." (7)

" The front page of the July 1933 issue of "Red Flag" also carried the

first of a series of appeals for support for the demand that the Chinese
Government release from prison the Chinese Communist Ch'en Tu-hsiu,

whorm it described as:

"an old revolutionary fighter and one of the founders of the
Chinese Communist Party. During the 1925 - 27 period of
growing nationalist struggle, Chen was political secretary of
the Chinese Communist Party and in that capacity loyally carried
out the policy of Stalin and Bukharin. In 1929 he came to the
conclusion that the Left Opposition policy on the Chinese Rev-
olution had been the correct one and aided in the unification of
the existing Left groups in China into the Left Opposition......
It is typical of the present leaders of the Communist Party of -
Great Britain and of the International Labour Defence that not
a word of protest has been raised on behalf of our comragde.
The Communist press ig silent when the worker arrested does
not accept the present policy of Stalin.'

There is also a short note about the expulsion from the Hackney Local
of the Communist Party of a Trotskyist called Wally Graham, (8) and
"Rad Flag" is reported to be on sale now in nine shops, seven of them
in London, one in Manchester and one, that run By Frank Maitland, in ‘

Edinburgh.
The fourth issue of "Red Flag", dated August, 1933, faces squarely'

the problem which the 1.L.P. presented to the group. The main,
front-page article is headlined:
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"A United Communist Party? Some Remarks to Members of
the I,LL.P, *

"Many members of both parties, seeing the immediate advantages
to be derived from organisational unit i are not concerning '
themselves with the political basis for unity. In order to lull
any doubts that may have been engendered by past eXperiences,
the C.P. officials make great efforts to convince the I, L.P.

that unity will be achieved democratically. .. The basis for unity
is to be 'the programme of the Communist International’. , ..
although supposed to be held every two years, there has not

been a World Congress for five years.... Plenums have been
held, the only result of which has been to drive the Communijst
‘Parties still further along the road to catastrophe....The May
issue of the Bulletin of the Revolutionary Policy Committee
contains an article which supports this slogan of the 'United
Communist Party'. We gather from this article that the R.P.C..
takes the curious view that the C.P.G.B. is weak, not because
its policy has been wrong, but because it has wrongly applied

the Comintern's policy." (23) o

The article goes on to attack the R.P.C. in rather hostile language:

"This is a truly extraordinary argument and will not stand any
close examination. We would ask the R.P.C. whether the
'united front from below! y the theory of social-fascism, the
building of Red Trade Unions, to mention only three aspects

of Communist policy, originated with the C.P.G.B. or the
Comintern?.... The revolutionary workers of the J. L.P. must
fight for their organisation to declare itself openly on the main
political questions of our time. ", , :

Trofsky contributed to this, the fourth issue of "Red Flag", "The Left

Opposition and the S.A.P.", (9), which "Red Flag" entitled “"Trotsky
On German Left Socialists. " _
There was also another, shorter piece by him headed, "On Zinoviev
and Kamenev", (10), and another, longer appeal for the c&mpaign to
secure the release of Ch'en Tu-hsiu. The "Anti- Fascist Congresg"
at the Salle Pleyel in Paris on June 4 and 5 was reported under the
head-line, "What Do They Fear? Gangster Methods gt Anti-Fascist
Congress", which detailed the attacks on supporters of the Left Opp-
osition by the organisers, and which included an extract from the declar-
ation of the TrotSkyist delegates to the meeting, summarising their
criticism of the "Third Period". (11)

The September 1933 issue of "Red Flag" (no. 5) appeared, like those
befor,e“it, as -

"organ of the British Section, International Left Oppositior_;
(Bolshevik-leninists). " .

The discussion ‘on Trotsky's proposal that the group should enter the
I.L.P. was just starting,
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‘the Communist International: (14)

The front-page article is entitled, f"I_‘ov)ards New Revolutionary
Advance';, and is signed with the initial "G", presumably meaning
Groves. It reads rather like a sermon calling on the members of the
I.L.P. to renounce their centrist sins. (12) Trotsky contributed to
this issue, "Fascism and Democratic Nlusions", (13) which critici ses
the claim of the"Apr'il' 1933 Presidium‘of the Executive Committee of

i

"The establishment of an open. fascist dictatorship accelerates

the tempo of the development of'a proletarian revolution in ,
. Germany by destroying all democratic illusions of the masses

and freeing them from the influence of the Social-Democracy™,

Trotsky commented:

"The smashing of the Weimar democracy by Hitler can no more
put an end to the democratic illusions of the masses than
Goering's setting the Reichstag on fire can burn out Parliamen-
tary cretinism"”". . .- :

The same issue addressed an "Open Letter” to the old militant,

" Tom Mann, appealing to him to suppor't' the ca,mi)aign for the liberation

of Ch'en Tu-hsiu, whom he had met when on a visit to Ching in 1927.

The most important article, apart from -Trotsky's, in the September
1933 issue of "Red Flag", was "Recovery or Crash: British Economic

.~ Perspectives", signed with the initials T.F. (wvhich the writer cannot
attribute). The article reveals a development of independent polit-

ical thinking, renouncing any "catastrophic" economic perspective of
“"ever-deepening crisis": ‘
"The picture as a whole shows a substantial groundwork for
the beginning of the transformation of the downward swing of
the cycle into the upward, certainly to a sufficiently great
extent to demand that the possibility of an upturn in the cycle
be given an important place in any serious discussion of the
economic perspective..... :
"A revolutionary party should by this time have definitely in
its perspective not only the possibility of an economic upswing,
but the revolutionary potentialities that will inevitably accompany
and be great out of all proportion to, such an upturn. Here in
England, the National Government, and then the Labour Party
along with the remnants of Liberalism, will be placed squarely
on the rack of their most recent promises to the masses, Great
strikes, with the possibility of shifting rapidly from the economic
to the political, will be on the order of the day. Earnest pre-
-parations for the approaching period should be begun at once. "

This article struck a new note. The Trotskyists, educated largely
under the influence of Palme Dutt in the Communist Party, were now
beginning to free themselves from the ‘mechanical, Kautskyits prognoses

- 97 .



L e

\

-Of over-deepening crisis which had been at the basis of the policies
of the Communist International since the Fifth Congress in 1924 and
which were influential among the Left in Britain in the early 1930's,

The last issue of "Red Flag" before the Br‘iti.sh Section divided on

the question of entering the I.L.P. is No. 6, dated October - Nov-
ember 1933. For the first time it was subtitled, "Monthly Organ of
the Communist League"”, but even so, the sub-title went on to describe
the Communist League as "British Section, International Left Oppos-
ition".. The front page, however, carried the "Joint Declaration for
the New International " of the International Communist League, the

* Socialist Workers' Party of Germany, the Independent Socialist party

of Holland and the Revolutionary Socialist Party of Holland. (15).
Page 2 carried Trotsky's, "Whither the I.L.P.?" (16) Page 3 carr-

ied Trotsky's "It isImpossible to Remain in the Same International with

- Stalin, Lozovsky and Co", head-lined here "On the Need for the New

International: A Conversation". (17) *

This issue also carried two minor but unquestionable "scoops". The
first was a letter of support from Tom Mann for the campaign to get
Ch'en Tu-hsiu out of prison. At the time Tom Mann was already
elderly, but \wa.s still pretty solid timber. (18) His letter ended:

"] count it my duty to continue to develop opinion till it shall be
_ equal to demanding and securing the release of our comrade”,
a declaration which can hardly have given much pleasure to the Comm-

unist Party. The other story was an attack on the "Amsterdam Anti-
‘War United Front Committee” which was set up in Britain, under the
secretaryship of John Strachey, after the Amsterdam Congress of

‘August 1932. Albert Einstein and Bertrand Russell had dissociated

themselves from it. The short piece .is entitled ironically "Anti-War

Fighters". It quoted a statement by Einstein:

"l say frankly that if I were a Belgian I would not refuse milit-
ary service in the present circumstances, but on the contrary
would accept it with the feeling that I would be contributirg to
the salvation of European civilisation."

Bertrand Russell was quoted as having written:
"l severed my connection with the Anti-War Movement some

-time ago as soon as [ discovered that it was a Communist body in

disguise. - This had been concealed from me at first by an ‘
impressive list of non-Communist names and by the title of the
organisation, which , as I subsequently discovered, by no
means correctly represented its aims.”
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The comment of "Red Flag" concluded:

"These defections should go a long way to enlighten all workers
anxious to fight war; and the falsity of THIS type of United
Front against War, under the guidance of the Comintern, so

un -ably led by Stalin. Workers.! Back to Lenin and his
Methods'" :

The National Committee of the British group met on July 6, 1933 and

decided on:

"a committee of responsible comrades to develop and co-ordin-
ate our work within the I.L.P.; to draw together our contacts
and sympathetic elements to work for the formation of a fraction
within the I.L.P.; to devote more space in our journals to the
question and to issue special leaflets etc., and to seek every
opportunity of entering into relations with the I.L.P. nation-
ally and wherever we have groups locally,." (19)

Broadsheets in the name of the British Section 1.L.0O. were produced
for distribution to members of the I.L.P. and two examples have sur-

. vived. One of these (20) takes up the proposal of the Communist Party

for a "Unity Congress" rather along the same formal lines as the lea-
der in the August "Red Flag". The other broadsheet reproduced the
"Joint Declaration of Four for a New International”.

Hugo Dewar, as Secretary, the Balham Group, 1.L.0O., B.L.s, wrote
to the secretaries of [.L.P. branches in South-West London on July
11, suggesting that a monthly discussion be held, especially about
.Germany and the consequences of Hitler's victory, open to all members
of Balham and Clapham I.L.P. and 1.L.O... On July 25 the Hackney
branch of the I.L.P. Guild of Youth wrote to the Hackney Group of the
I.L. O. for a speaker. (21) - .

At about the same time, on July .25, Trotsky settled at St. Palais, a
village near the watering-place of Royan on the Atlantic coast near
‘the mouth of the river Garonne. There he could receive many visit-
ors, especially Left Socialists, and was in a position to become better
informed about . the state of the Labour Mavement in Britain . He
developed the idea that the British Trotskyists should join the I L. P,
in a body and that when they did so they should declare that they would
a;:c_;ept the discipline of the majority of the Party, (22) claiming only

_the right enjoyed by other tendencies, such as the Revolitionary Pol-

icy Committee (23) to put their views forward from a platform within-
‘the Party. :
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They were not to give their opponents the handle against them that
they were trying to disrupt the I.L.P. or to "raid" it for the benefit
of some other organisation. On the contrary, they were to join it

in order to help it to counteract the destructive influences of the
Communist Party and of the old opportunists who had accompanied it
out of the Labour Party. They were to incorporate into its life the
experiences of the first Congresses of the Communist International

and of the International Left Opposition. In this way they would

turn the I.L.P. back towards the main stream of the British working-
class, the Labour Party, and would end its growing isolation, enabling
its members to struggle more effectively against the reformist bureauc-

" acy.

The first written evidence of this proposal is a letter from the Inter-
national Secretariat enclosing an extract from the minutes of a Plenum f

- of that body. Presumably this is the meeting to which the date August

19 is assigned by Trotsky (24). .
The letter appears to have been drafted on August 21 and to have been
amended by the Plenum and posted on or after August 23, The central

passage reads:

"From your letters we know of your connection with the
Independent Labour Party of Great Britain and of your work
in its midst. But all the information we receive on the
internal situation in the I.L.P. makes us pose the question
whether your organisation ought not to concentrate nine-
tenths, if not ninety-nine hundredths - of its force on the
work in the I.L.P....You could and should enter the 1.L.P.
$o as to lead it to the path of Bolshevism as well as to guard
it from Stalinist machination: these two tasks co-incide
with each other. Your work can be successful only under
one condition; that you enter the I. L.P. not only to split
this or that part from it but to help the party as a whole to
become strengthened by cleansing itself from opportunist -
tendencies and foreign elements, " '

There was also, however, a post-script to this letter, which sound-

ed a divergent note:

"P.S. To complete our proposals, we call your attention to
the fact that your entrance into the I.L.P. implies absolutely
the maintenance of your group and your press as independent
organisations. For practical reasons this may mean that one
or two comrades of the group will not join the I.L.P, and will
be publicly responsible for the press and the activities of the
- English Bolshevik-Leninists." '

No record has yet been recovered of the discussions at the Plenum
of the International Secretariat which resulted in the letter which .

modified Trotsky's proposals, nor of the discussions between its
' - 100 - . '




representative, Witte, and the Communist League in London, apart
from Witte's own report. There is, therefore, no means of know-
ingits reasons for its decision. Perhaps the Plenum did not consider
the possibility that the majority of the Comﬁmm‘.st League would reject
entry into the I, L.P. "on principle" and that those who did not enter
as faction workers, either staying in the Communist Party or occup-
ying themselves with an mdependént press, might act in such a way
as to compromise the work of the "entrists". Perhaps it may have
hoped that the post-script would attenuate the resistance of the maj-
ority of the National Committee, which included its more experienced
members, to tackling the I.L.P, from the inside. In any case, the
National Committee greeted what it saw as the concession of the 1. S.

with scorn:

'"While this proposal seems on the surface to be a modification

{ of Comrade Trotsky's proposal, it actually at one blow destroys
the main case put forward by L.T.... Trotsky advances as
his main reason the fact that our separate existence creates
barriers between ourselves and I.L.P, members.- TheI.S.
proposes to keep these barriers in existence." (25)

A little later Trotsky developed more concretely in a series of let-
ters to the British group the conditions in which he thought that some
members might not enter the I.L.P.,.These nowhere admitted the
‘possibility that an "outside" press or other activity should be main-
tained. (26) He criticised the formulation of the Plenum and his let-
ter of September 3, 1933 repeated that entry had to be complete to
be effective: '

oo

A "The Secretariat has altered so much my proposition that they
C Piffaence in suggest to our English section - if my information is correct -
) e fom that some comrades do not enter the I, L.P. in order to continue
D publishing the paper.  This plan...seems to me of no use.
e37 . Thel.L.P., and what is to its credit, has expelled two memb-
[T E A ers because they were also members of the C.P...The I.L.P.
will also distrust us for the same reason. This distrust can
only be overcome if your people get into the I.L.P. with a des-
ire to influence the Party as a whole and to become powerful
there, but not to work towards breaking away a small part from
the whole party. The publication of a small monthly paper under
the cirumstances is senseless, because the same articles are
published at the same time or earlier in the Militant...,."

His next letter, dated September 16, 1933, develops his argument
14 an‘,.;fr“'f“al'l this theme:

ey "It is worth entering the I.L.P. only if we can make our pur-
A\ p pose to help the party, that is, its revolutionary majority,

A N Y A ek b dundriatbuiniab el A it Anialiih¥ i |

‘\WIJ ‘ to transform itself into a truly Marxist party.”’
\ " |

Wt
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He wrote again on October 2, 1933:

"....if you enter the I.L.P. to work for the Bolshevik trans-
formation of the party (that is, of its revolutionary kernel),
the workers will look upon you as fellow-workers, comrades
and not as adversaries who want to sphit the party from out-
side. ., Today the revolutionary workers of the I, L.P. stll
hold on to their party.,)..Should all the members of your
roup enter the {,L.P? Thisis g purely practical question
af your members who work inside the Communist Party have
a wide field for their activity, they can remain there longer,
although I personally believe that the useful effects of their
work would be, under the present circumstances,,a few times
greater in the [,L.P)..." (27) g -

Towaf&s the end of August Trotsky wrote to ]ames P. Caihnon
- to ask that the Communist League of America help the British group.
He suggested publishing appropriate articles in the Militant for

-------

distribution to members of the I.L.P. and that the British group
should be given copies of his "Critique of the Draft Programme of
_the Comintern", with its discussion of the difference between an inter.
national communist programme and one based on "Socialism in a Single

Country." (28) '

Witte produced a written report of some length on his meetings in
London with members of the British group and with some of the lead - .
ers ofthe I.L.P...Some parts of the report are unique sources of
information. Witte wrote, for example: |

"T was able to attend meetings of two groups (Balham and
Hackney). The impression that 1 got was that these groups
carry on quite a remarkable activity among workers' organis-
ations, in the trade union movement of their districts, and in
other movements of united front (against war, fascism, unem-
ployment etc.,) It seems that their influence among workers
in general and within.various political organisations (Communi st
- Party, 1.L.P., Labour Party) is very wide and far surpasses
their numerical forces, Their literature is widely distributed.
Often they are represented as a tendency in united front action.
In the Balham Group, among others has taken place a discussion
on their activity in the unemployed movement in, which almost all
- members participated and which brought out a very remarkable
level of the members. They make a good division of work and
participate very actively in all fields of activity of the workers'
movement of their district. One Comrade of the Hackney Group,
for example, is president of a local committee of the anti-war
movement. The same group has obtained a common platform
with the I.L.P. in a park in its district, An example of the
of the activity and of the influence of the organisation is that
this group, which is in existence six months and has six mem-
bers, of whom three have come from the I.L.P. sold in July
220 copies of their paper. The majority of the comrades are
between 20 - 35 years of age. Among their members are a
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number of active women.....

"The members of the Opposition are today 40. They have
hardly lost a member since the formation of the organisation.
Ten comrades are members of the Party. They expect to
have their Conference in six months. , They are busy prepar-
ing a platform. They have not yet formed groups in"the pro-
vinces, They have contacts in, Liverpool, in Glasgow, and
through the salé of the paper in other cities, but through lack
of funds have not the opportunity to travel in the provinces to
lay the basis for organised work. , ‘ _

"Of the seven members of the leadership, five are workers
. and two are intellectuals. Among these, as well as in the
organisation, are politically qualified comrades. Their

paper has'a sale of nearly 1,000 copies. ‘Besides their
paper, there appears "The Communist" mimeographed, and

recently their internal Bulletin with great regularity, "
Witte reported that the leadership regarded the I.L, P, as a petty
bourgecis and compromised organisation in a state of deceimposi_tion: |
in their opinion, entry would disrupt their current work and oblige

~ them to’ support in public the policies of the leadership. He gives

the impression of having counter-posed & more optimistic forecast:

"1f one supposes that the majority of the I.L.P. turn towards
us, the L.O. would become in reality the political leadership
of the I.L,P...,If the wing that sympathises with us remains

& minority, the L,O. will become the centre round which will.
crystallise an entire current, " .

His report also conveys the impression that the British group's lead-
ership thought that the I.S. had not kept them fully enough informed
of the development of its point of view and that they suspected the

' 1.S5. of dealing with the I.L.P, over their heads. It also includes

an assessment of the attitude of the leaders of the I[.L.P. to the
Trotskyists, with an account of conversations with Brockway and

- Paton. (These are discussed later in the chapter on the L.L.P.)(29)

The "majority" which, in general, rejected the suggestion that the
group should give up its “independent" organisational existence, and
the "minority" which, in general, supported the proposal of Trotsky,
have left detailed records of their arguments in the discussion buill-

"~ etins of the Communist League. These arguments have frequently

been repeated in the experience of Trotskyist groups in Britain, and
not only there. They are about important political questions which
affect not only the lives and work of the members but the activity of
those whom ‘they influenced. They should, perhaps, be understood
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as too important to be dismissed as "mere in-fighting", even though
at any particular time only a small numberiof people may be involved
in discussing them.

The "majority" tended to conduct the debate at the level of practical
considerations. Their arguments may be summarised as follows:

1. ‘Trotsky exaggerated the size of the I.L.P. and the potential
for revolution of its members:
2, The National Committee had already devoted attention to them

and proposed to devote more:
3. ~They were not, as Trotsky suggested, restrained by fear of
the "malicious criticism" of the Stalinists.

" 4. 1f they discontinued "Red Flag", they would lose contact with

people who were "outside the 1. L.P., $ften for sound polit-
ical reasons." Relying on the Militant "would in no way .

compensate us for the loss of our organ..."

- 5. Twenty-five per cent of the members were in the Communist

Party and it would be by no means as easy to transfer them
to the I.L.P. as Trotsky made it sound.

- Among those who "often for sound political reasons" would not join

the I.L.P. or understand the Trotskyists if they did so, was one

~ tendency which was discovered some eighteen months later to be
" interested in "Red Flag" and "New International” as sources from

which to pick arguments with which to attack the Communist Party

-and which had no intention of trying to construct a new revolution.-

ary party or a new International, because they were supporters of
De Leon. These were the associates, in Glasgow, of Hugh Morrison.
(30) Nor did the "majority" explore the suggestion that they might
develop an International Bulletin in collaboration with the Internation.-
al Secretariat to develop their work in the I.L.P... They replied. ..

"The suggestion that the International Bulletin would be of
help is meaningless. Apart from the fact that it is now over
three months since this organ has appeared, the fact that

it is duplicated, and very badly, and in French, would make
it entirely useless,"

They argued, further, that their entry could at most mean influence
and possibly control in three or four branches in the London area,
while the very fact that they preceded their entry with a public
declaratioﬁiof their purpose would keep alive the very suspicions
which Trotsky said would be lulled by éntry. They stated however,
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that actually they did not regax;d the situation in the I.L.P. as one

* which would be resolved, as Trotsky saw it, within such a short

time as a few months,

R .
The "n'\in'ority-", which appedrs to have consisted especially of
younger people who had spent less time in the Communist Party than
the leaders of the "majority", perhaps had not been trained to re-
gard the I.L.P. with such contempt and could récognise more clear-
ly the processes at work within it. In opening their case they
claimed:

"Objections to L.T.'s proposals based on fundamentally rev-
olutionary principles have not yet been raised. Should such
objections be raised, we are prepared to meet them."

The"minority" itself then discussed a series of secondary, "practic-
al" questions before attacking at the heart of the majority’s position.
This point was reached when they challenged the "majority” to deny
that its perspective, though not declared, really meant that the group-
with its forty or fifty members --was to act more and more as if it
were an indef)endent party. The "minority" demolished this perspec-
tive &s un-realistic and as wrong on theoretical grounds, basing itself
on the arguments of Lenin in "Left-Wing Communism". Even at this,
fhe highest theoretical level which the discussion r'eac':hed', the "min-
o?rity" was not yet able to develop further the argﬁment fo the point
which it was to reach in 1936, that an intervention should be prepar-

ed in the Labour Party, and in 1933 the point was not yet raised that
" the entry into the I.L.P. could be an effective step towards mobilis-

ing a force to join the revival inside the Labour Party which was
enjoying a series of impressive electoral victories and where a dev-
eloping anti-war sentiment and movement to the Left was expressed in

~ the Socialist League.

In autumn 1933 it argued that if any were to enter the I.L.P. there
was no point in not sending in all. The group was so small that to
keep enough members outside to run an independent press and a pub-
lic "party" would reduce the number of entrists so low that they
would make little impression.

- They were more impressed than the "majority"” by the.theoretical

str‘ength of Trotsky'ls argument, but they did not yet know enough
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about the I.L.P. to understand that their work for the Fourth Inter-
national in the I.L.P. would raise arguments about every important
question of politics. They tended to assume that the struggle in the
I.L.P. would be a straight fight between the ‘growing forces of the
Fourth International and Stalinism in continuous decline. They
might well claim the nght to optimism, because the Communist Inter-

s

‘national was fresh from a ‘smashing international defeat, while the

Trotsky'xsts had just laid the foundation for the new international with
the “Declaration of Four". The "Marxist Group in the I.L.P- ", into
which the entrist "Minority" developed in 1934, made the Stalinists /‘

- their main target, while Brockway was able to maintain the illusion,

against which the Trotskmsts battled without. great success, that one
day a new international might emerge from his efforts to re- unite the |
Second and the Third Internationals, and that in the meantime his

work to stitch together the disparate groups which became the "London

Bureau" was a realistic "alternative" to the Fourth International.. (30)

Nor could the "minority" foresee the paradox that the destruction of
the Communist Party of Germany by the Nazis, and the inability of the"
Communist International to correct its course, were to open a period
in which, temporarily, the influence of the Communist Party of Great -
Britain was to rise to greater heights than ever bé;fore..

To the question of the "majority”:

"And if we fail to wm the [.L.P. as a party to a Revolutionary
point of view?..,...",

‘the"mmonty replied: ' :

1. Can a party of forty or fifty (or double, or even ten times that)
expect to establish or,’if established, to accomplish much by
a united front with & party that can count its members in thous-
ands?

2. To dismiss the [.L.P. as a party quite hopeless from the rev-
olutionary point of view, refusing even to submit the question
10 test in practice:does not such an attitude seem more likely
to have come from seeing the 1.L.P. through the eyes of
Stalinism (the creators of the theory of soéial-fascism)?. .

3. "There is a practical certainty, again provided that the correct
tactics are applied, and applied SOON, that at léast the best
portion of the working-class elements in the I.L.P. can be
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saved from the Stalinists or political indifference, and be

dravwn to a Leninist platorm.”

" In the 1ight of the evidence, a comment has 1o be made on the state-
ment in which Mr., Harry Wicks has summed up the discussion:

"At the end of 1933, the International Secretariat of the Left
Opposition proposed that we should liquidate the organisation
and enter the [.L.P. to win them over to the Fourth Internat-
ional. After a thorough-going discussion this view was re-
jected by a substantial majority, whereupon the minority en-
- tered the I.L.P...."(31) ' B
More precisely, the initiative came from Trotsky and was modified
' by the International Secretariat. It was made, not at the end of 1933,
: o I
¢ but during the late summer of that year. The proposal was not that |
| If the group be liquidated, but that it cease to exist as an organisation- |
o *1[3 ally separate and independent body appealing to the public in its own
\ name, while continuing to exist inside the I.L,P., like the R.P.C,,

S

as a faction, ' r

F

By autumn 1933 the British group had developed a functioning leading
committee, three branches and regular members' meetings, In add-
1t10n to selling their paper, their theoretical journal and their pam-’
phlets, the members attempted a new venture: o '

~ "A year ago a number of comrades in London organised the
sending of press excerpts and summaries to Leon Trotsky.
+  This work continues, Cde. Trotsky indicating from time to
'’ time the nature of the material his work requires. In order
- to make these materials more generally available, and to
~ help to meet the costs, these excerpts and summaries are
X now being hectographed in the form of FOR DISCUSSION,
' and ‘issued once a month in numbers containing 15 - 20 pages."

(32) .

Hugo Dewar reported as follows, as Business Manager of '"Red Flag",
on the first three issues: (33)

May June July
Sales (copies) 913 965 1244
Receipts £3. 6. 9% £3. 18.9% £4. 3. 7.
Guarantee Fund £ 1,14.6. £3. 18.8. £4.1.11.
Sales (London) 662 699 701
. (outside '

London). 351% 366* 543
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¥ these are the figures given in the original source, "For Discuss-
ion", No. 12, but they clearly contain misprints or arithmetical err-
orsg.

.
There are other indications of the acfivity of the members and of
their interest in local affairs. In July 1933 they published as a
hectographed pamphlet Trotsky's speech of February 15, 1926,

“ "Europe and America", (price 3d.), another contribution to a world-

wide strategic view of the tasks of revolutionary Marxists, In the
same period they also issued a declaration against the nationalist
and chauvinistic tone of an article in the monthly'paper of the local
Labour Party, the "Balham and Tooting Citizen", entitled"British
people want Britain for the British". Their leaflet, issued in the
name of "The Balham Group, Communist Lea.gue", replied:

- "It is exactly the kind of slogan likely to play upon the pre-
judices against which the workers' movement has fought for
years, the patriotic drum-beating that enabled the National
Government to go back with such a majority at the last elec-
tion. Hitler is engaged in murdering and persecuting thous-
ands of Jewish workers under the slogan '‘Germany for the
Germans'....The Labour movement has always been inter-
national....The workers of other countries speak different
languages but they fight the same battle as we do, against -
the same enemy...Effective international organisation is
stopped by the separation of the world into national groups,’
a political division kept alive to further the interests of the
profit-makers. .., The younger generation, which missed
the experience of the war, grows up surrounded by the prop-
aganda of fascism,..We must say to them, "Not Britain fo
‘the British", but "The world for the workers", (34).

Some members of the British group were already in the I.L.P. and
a few had been there even before they joined the Left Opposition.
Harber, Margaret Johns and others, on the contrary, had entered ’

tthe I.L.P. only in 1933, having joined the Left Opposition first.

The leadership convened a meeting, in a letter dated October 18,(3%)
to open the discussion on the matters which the Trotskyists in the
I.L.P. were to raise there in preparation for the next Annual Con-
fefence, to be held at York at Easter 19§4. A second letter on the
same subject named Harber, another man’and Margaret Johns and
followed up the proposals of the earlier letter in greater detail. |
Neither letter, however, produced a response, and on November 8
Dewar wrote again to members of the I.L.P. fraction COnvehmg a




meeting (36), with the remark, "So far no material has been received."

Shortly afterwards those who supported the viewpoint of the minority
formed a committee, which met in Deqembér,- before the decisive aggr-
egate meeting of the whole membership at which the question of the
I.L.P. entry was to be settled. The minutes of this committee meet-

ing record:

"If their resolution (i.e. the line of the majority) is carried -
Cde. Harber to state that we are determined to enter the

. 1.L.P. on our own responsibility (reading 1.S. letter if nec-
essary) all compromise to be rejected. " %37)

The Central London branch of the Communist League adopted the
following statement supporting the "minority": (38) ,
1. That at most the I, L,P, as a party, and at least a considerable
section of the I,L.P. can be won for Leninist prihciples‘.___
2, That the winning of the I.L.P. is the paramount need at the
moment, to which all the activities of all the Bolshevik- Lenin-
. ists in this country should be focussed. ,*(
3. That the logical and practical method of winning the I.L.P.
is for the present members of the L.O. to become members
of the [.L.P..., |
4. That this effort to win the I.L.P. is incompatible with the
continued existence of a sepérate, independent L.O, organ-
~ lisation in Britain under present political conditions.
5. That no organisational or persoﬁal difficulties of members
in the existing British L.O. should be allowed to obstruct
these comrades in securing and maintaining [.L.P, member-
ship. _ 7 o
6. That in this question time is a vitally important factor, demand- -
that the National Committee commence negotiations with the |
I.L.P. at once.
7. That the above points indicate the road as far as British events
 are concerned to the formation of a Fourth International based

upon revolutionary principle.

A little earlier the National Committee "Majority" had produced a
"Report on the Work Done in Relation to the I.L.P.", (39)

- This records: ,
"Branches addressed by C(ommunist) L{eague) speakers:
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Clapham, Wimbledon, Chelsea, Holborn & Finsbury, Golders

Green, Poplar, Hampstead, South Norwood, Islington,

Willesden.

Members in the I,L.P.........Seven.

Sympathetic contacts- in, following branches: -Clapham, Balham,

Streatham, Wimbledon, Kingston, Islington, Hackney, Golders

Green, Nelson, Liverpool, Glasgow, Edinburgh, Paddington,

South Norwood, Holborn & Finsbury, Hampstead s Hudders-

field, Govan, Wood Green. ‘

Red Flags sold by following branches: Clapham, Wimbledon,

Kirkdale (Liverpool), Huddersfield, Govan, branch in

Glasgow, branch in Liverpool, Hampstead, also sold at Soc-
., 1alist Bookship headquarters of London Divisional Council,

At the members' meeting on December 17, 1933, the "majority"

moved:

1. This meeting of members of the Communist League rejects
the proposal of L. T. that we shouid liquidate the existiné ‘
o'rganisation, cease publication of our paper, and entef_the
I.L.P. as individuals, .
2. It regards this proposal as an ineffective method of decisively
influencing the best sections of the I.L.P.... , L
3. It declares that the winning of the I.L.P. can be best achiev-
~ ed by maintaining our organisation and political identity and -

our paper.

4. By our work outside through joint discussions, speaking to

branches, approaching the I.L.P. on definite questions, deal-
ing with their problems in our paper, we can aid our fractién
inside'to play an active and effective part in the present dis-
'- cussions and at the same time influence active militants who are
not at present members ‘of the I.L.P.,.(40)

The "majority" resolution was carried by 26 votes to 11, the total of |

‘votes roughly confirming the estimates that the League had forty mem-

bers.(41) Two days later the "majority" issued a statement denounc-
ing the "minority" for refuéing to accept the decision of the maj brity
and aggregate. It offered the compromise that the "minority"” should
stay in the Communist League and work in the I.L.P. under its'd“ii‘ec‘-
tion. It also asked the I S. to circulate its statement of Decem-lSe_r 19,

. together with the letter of the 1. S....(42)

- The opinion of the International Secretariat was conveyed to it in g

letter dated January 26, 1934, signed by Bauer, warning the British
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When Trotsky was writing to Groves and his associates early in 1936,
in response to an appeal from them to renew the contacts which had
been weakened after the end of 1933, he remarked:

"I will not go here into the past, for I must admit that in the
history of the split the former member of the 1. S, , Witte, who
has long since left us, played a rather malignant role." (44)

" The materials which have so far been studied do not bring out what

'\\.\ﬂ_!t‘l{f f’;'m‘ 9:"@%3‘- .

Gami de 0w
At T

L) ;-\ N
<

d teder <f

v

- LT
Fraqg e

yiow ¥a \-’h(}um@' .

e 4 f

i 3
AN

1

U

: {: - you by a bare order to enter the I.L.P.. If you yourselves will

may have been the "malignant role” of Witte in relation to the Commun-
ist League. He did not mis-represent the decision of the Plenum of

 August 1933, the post-script of whose letter confirms what the minut-

es of the Plenum show that it approved, that "one or two comrades of
the group will not join the I.L.P.". Trotsky nowhere m;antioned this
possibility, but it was not invented by Witte. There was another
wrong impression, which Trotsky later counter-acted. This was
that the Plenum demanded that the British group acc ept its recommend-
ations and would break off contact if it did not. On this point Trotsky's
letters are no less explicit than that of the International Secretariat
itself in reply to the enquiry from Groves:

2 "Itis clear, of course, that I am far from the thought that the
;- unanimous opinion of the plenum obligates you to submit to it

) ;,,,\ st silently. E_’I(?he plenum adopted, not a decision, but a proposal.., ‘

(45) and™¢
I "Of course the 1.S. did not intend and could not intend to force

not be convinced of the usefulness of such a step, your entry
will be to no purpose." (46) |
Pos sibly Witte mis-led either or both of the tendencies in the Commun-
ist League when he was in London late in August or early in September,
However, he was not alone in failing to grasp the central point of
Trotsky's proposal. The Plenum unanimously approved that "one or
two comrades will not join the .L.P.", in order to "be publicly res-

‘ponsible for the press and activities of the English Bolshevik- Lenin-

ists", and Trotsky was complaining shortly afterwards that "the Secre.

_tariat has altered so much of my proposition" that their plan "seems to

me of no use". (47) In any case, there may be some significance in
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the fact that both Witte, the representative of the 1.5. who visited
London, and Bauer, who signed the letter of August 21/23 on behalf
of the 1.S., were both to break from the International Communist
League in a short time, and were both to find their way to Brockway's
"London Bureau”". In autumn 1933 Witte could not accept the new
international orientation towards the "Left Socialist" organisations,
while in autumn 1934 Bauer strongly opposed the proposal that the
French Trotskyists should enter the S. F.1.0....

In a.ny case, personal friction developed between the leaders of the
"majority" and those of the “minority" when they could not resolve _
politicall_y the disagreements, which were evidently about important
political questions. Groves blamed the 1.5. for the split. Twenty
years later he wrote, in his obituary of Henry Sara: (48):

"A factionalism, largely imported into the movement by the
world organisation of the Trotskyists, who retained many of the
vices of Communist Parties without the numerical and financial
resources of those parties - brought division and later led to
the break-up of the original group. Friendships held together
however and it was mostly members of that original group -
all active still in the socialist cause - that gathered at Henry
Sara's funeral...." ' ~

At the level of national politics also the frustration generated in aut-
umn 1933 contr'ibuted to difficulty in resolving, in 1936 and 1937, real
problems about how to operate the tasks of entry work in the Labour
Party between the Groves-Dewar- Wicks group and the Harber-Jack-

_son-Van Gelderen group.

The British section of the International Left Opposition would in any

~case have had to discuss and -to decide how its members were to work

in the new conditions created by the victory of Hitler and the develop-
ment of the "Left Socialist Parties" whether Trotsky had raised the

question or not.

In conclusion, there was another, more general difﬁcuity arising to
confront the Trotskyists about the time when the discussions leading
to the split were developing. This difficulty, which their own docuy-
ments did not bring out, was that isolated parts of Trotsky's critique
of Stalinism could be taken up, in garbled forms, by other opponenfs
of the Communist International to whom he was hostile, for example,
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Social-Democrats, who did ndt, of. course, at the same time give pub-
licity to his attacks on them. In the autumn of 1933, for example,

"Plebs" carried an article by T.A. Jackson playing down the effects

of the Nazi victory in Germany and, suggesting that the K.P.D. was
acting in illegality as effectively as-the Bolsheviks under Tsarism.
Arthur Woodburn replied- sharply to Jackson's argument that the
Nazi victory represented a gain for-the working class because it

~ brought the proletarian revolution nearer ("dissipated democranc ill-

us1ons") However, in his attack he drew heavily on quotations from
Trotsky's "History of the Russian Revolution", which was selling well
at the time, to support his arguments in favou;‘ of reformism and Par-
liamentarism, for arguments against Jackson. (49)

No less embarrassing was the answer of Herbert Morrison, at the’
Annual Conference of the Labour Party in 1933, to Ellen Wilkinson's
advocacy of a "United Front" of the Communist Party with the Labour

. Par'ty When the latter commended the energy and devotion of mem- .

bers of the Communist Party, Morrison replied that the division in
the ranks of the workers in Germany had been dehberately created

by the Communist International:

"Trotsky himself has criticised the Commumst Intemanonal
for its handlmg of the situation and Trotsky is right and Miss
Wilkinson is wrong." (50)

However superficial his argument might seem to anyone who ki;e_w
what Trotsky's ideas really were, the argument of the Communist Par-

~ ty that "the Trotskyists play into the hands of the Right Wing" was

re-inforced again by Morrison's speech at the Annual Conference of
the Labour Party in 1937 &gainst Cripps and Laski, Morriéon again
was opposing a motion to admit the Communist Party into the Labour
Party, and used Trotsky as his authority for contending that the pol-
icy of the Communist Party in the period of the agitation for a Popular
Front was to the right of that of the Labour Party. (51)

Publicity of this kind, which cost nothing to Woodburn or Morrison,
was highly unwelcome and, indeed, compromising to the Trotskyists,
whom it helped to isolate from the 1eftward moving workers whom they

" hoped to influence by makmg them appear to be in the same camp as the

reformist defenders of the Labour Party leadership.
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Chapter Three Footnotes
(1) The articles through which the development of Trotsky!s.thought

(@

can be traced are:

- &
(i)  The International Left Opposition:
Its Tasks and Methods, in "Writings; 1932~ 33" p.48

(ii) The Collapse of the K.P.D. and the

_ tasks of the Opposition ‘ do. p.189
(iii) The Left Socialist Organisations
and our tasks do. - P.274
(Giv) Ttis necessary to build Communist
Parties and an International anew do. p.304
(v) Whither the Independent Labour
Party? "Writings: 1933 - 34" p.53
(vi) How to influence the I.L.P." do. p.70
(vii) The I.L.P, and the New Internat- -
- ional ~ do. p.72
i(viii) Principled Considerations on Entry do. p.84
(ix) The Lever of & Small Group  do. p.125

This list is not, of course, exhaustive.

The press of the Communist International and of its components
largely remained silent for the first few weeks after the tragic
events in Germany of March 5, 1933, awaiting the pronounce -

ment on them of the Kremlin. In the next period it tended to
suggest that, if there had been a defeat at all it would not be a ser-
ious matter, and that what had happened would be all o the good

in the long run.

Rundschau, the new name of the German-language periodical of

.the Communist International which replaced "International Press

Correspondence" when it was transfered to Basle, expressed
on April 1 the opinion: ‘

"The momentarjf calm after the victory of Fascism is only
a passing phenomenon...." ' :

In the middle of April, Heckert, the leader of the K.P.D,
(whose report the Presidium of the E.C.C,1. heard before res..
olving that the political line of the K.P.D. had been "completely
correct”) wrote in Rundschaus

"The talk about the German communists being defeated

and politically dead is the gossip of philistines, of idiot-

ic and ignorant people..."
However, the opening sentences of Palme Dutt's "Notes of the
Month", in "Labour Monthly", April 1933 (p.211), which doubt-
less were written during March, frankly admitted:

~ "A critical situation faces the world working class, By
the events in Germany the heaviest blow of the capitalist
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reaction since the war has been struck."

Dutt's conclusions, none the less, were the same as those of
the Comintern functionaries: '

"The present events have dealt g shattéring blow to all

reformist legalist illusions and have awakened masses

of workers to the desperate necessity of unity and strug-

gle." : - ‘
Rundschau wrote in the same terms on April 1:

"The open dictatorship of Fascism destroys all demo-
cratic illusions, frees the masses from the influence
of the Social- Democratic Party and thus accelerates
the speed of Germany's march towards the proletarian
revolution.™ :

"Communist International” (April 15, 1933 expressed the advan-
tages to be gained from the events of March: .

"The Hitler-Papen-Huguenberg fascist government hopes
to stop the wheel of proletarian revolutionary history by
the methods of savage terror, torture and shootings. The
emergency law will cost the German proletariat big sacrif-
ices. - But this means that the revolutionary movement
will develop and all the contradictions will increase still
more, " ' :

These generalisations may have calmed the anxieties of suppor-
ters of the Communist Parties abroad, but at the same time they
obscured the question whether there had been a defeat, from
which would follow the next question, who was responsible, and
the next after that, what was to be done. The protection of the
authority of the chiefs of the Comintern led to confusing the
minds of their followers about whether to prepare for a long
period of patient reconstruction in which the very bases of work -
ing-class independence would be re-built - or to expect an éar-
ly mass uprising. '

"New Leader", January 22, 1932, some eighteen months earlier
had reported: ' '

"A parallel situation to that developing between the
[.L.P. and the Labour Party in this country is develop-
ing between the 'Right' and the 'Left' Socialists on the
Continent. 1In Germany the 'Left' Socialists have already
left the Social-Democratic Party and have formed the
 Socialist Labour Party."

The article goes on to describe the maturing split in the Dutch
Social-Democracy, from which the Independent Socialist Par-
ty, led by Peter Schmidt, was to emerge. See also:
Braunthal, "History of the International”, Vol 1I, p.358 -
360, and Trotsky "Writings: 1932 - 33", p. 274 - 27&3.

"Writings: 1932 - 33", "The Lever of a Small Group", dated
October 2, 1933, p. 125,
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"Writings: 1932 - 33", "The Degeneration of Theory and the |
Theory of Degeneration", dated April 29, 1933, p. 215 S

Braunthal, "History of the Internatio al", Vol.II, p. 397 -
8, where he quotes from Rundschau, May 12, 1933, May 26,
1933 and January 22, 1934.

.See Brockway in "New Leader", June 30, 1933, ""Russia'-s

Treaty with Germany" and Peter Schmidt in "New Leader",
July 7, 1933 "A Workers' Boycott of Germany?". Brockway
wrote in "New Leader”, July 28, 1933, criticising Pollitt's
statement that "boycott is not a class weapon of the workers”,

- and that the Soviet offer "to sell this important strategic line

(the Chinese Eastern Railway) has inevitably been interpreted
by the Japanese militarists as a sign of Russian weakness, and
if the sale is actually allowed to proceed it will'be an encourag -
ement to them to proceed with their designs",

"Writings 1932 - 33", "On the Foreign Policy of the Sts;linist
Bureaucracy", dated May 12, 1933, p. 232. ' :

To the argument on the question of the Chinese Eastern Rail-
way, there was a long historic background. The line was

built originally under Tsarism, on the basis of concessions
exacted from China. Its purpose was to provide a direct route,
across the Chinese territory of Manchuria, to link the Trans-
Siberian Railway to Vladivostokon the sea in Russian ferri-
tory. After the Russian Revolution, on September 27, 1920,
the Soviet Government formally re-iterated its earlier denun-
ciation of all previous treaties between Russia and China and
renounced all Tsarist annexations. The Sino-Soviet Treaty
of 1924 pledged that the railway would be handed back to China
48 soon as a unified and democratic Chinese government exist-
ed and could ensure that the railway would not fall into the
hands of foreign imperialists to be used for aggression on the
Soviet Union, particularly Japan. Meanwhile, the railway was
operated by Russians and policed by Soviet armed forces,

On March 25, 1926 Trotsky presented to the Political Bureau

of the All-Russian Communist Party a general report entitled
"Problems of Our Policy with respect to China and Japan",pro-
duced by a Commission of which he was chairman. The report
included the proposal that the Soviet Government should renew
its pledge of 1924 to hand over the railway in due course, and
meanwhile, that it should demonstrate its intention to eliminate
any trace of "great-power mannerisms", to reject any kind of
military intervention and to sympathise with the struggle of the
Chinese popular masses for a single independent government

and for democracy. It should, therefore, extend the railway
and through its organisation should generally improve transport
in Manchuria, in collaboration with Chinese interests. It
should adopt broad, cultural.political measures to prevent fric -
tion between the Soviet railway officials and the Chine se people,
make the administration bi-lingual, train Chinese workers and
set up cultural-educational institutes for them and for the settle-
ments near the railway.
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At that time the Politbureau postponed action on the pledge. In
July 1929 Chinese forces under the command of a war-lord, the
son of Chang Tso-Lin, seized the railway and held it until
Soviet forces won it back in the November of the same year,
Certain critics of Stalin, such as the dissident German Comm-
unist, Hugo Urbahns, some anarcho-syndicalists and some supp-
orters of the Left Opposition, condemned the refusal of the
Kremlin to surrender the railway as an act of imperialist agg-
ression against China.. Trotsky, however, strongly attacked
this view. He argued that it called into question the duty of
unconditional defence of the Soviet Union by the Left Opposition
in the case of war, and that the retention of the railway was
necessary for the defence of the Soviet Union in the circumst-

.ances, while to surrender it could only strengthen the imper-

ialist enemies of the Soviet Union.

By 1932 the Chinese Government had lost control of Manchuria,
except for the railway, to the Japanese armies, which governed
the area through the puppet state of Manchukuo, and the Soviet
Government again came under pressure to surrender the rail-
way. Trotsky took again the point of view, against Brockway,
that the unfavourable situation of the Soviet Union, regardless
of who was to blame for it, had to be accepted, and that:

"If today the Left Opposition were at the head of the
Soviet State, in its immediate practical actions it would
have to start from the existing relationship of forces
resulting from ten years of epigone Stalinist policy."

Negotiations for the sale to Manchukuo of Russia's interest in the
railway began in 1933 and in 1934 an agreement was reached

to transfer them for about $70,000,000, one-third in cash and -
the remainder in kind. The transfer was completed in March .

1935.

Wally Graham was a worker who interested himself in the Marx-
ist League in 1931 and joined the Communist Party in 1932 in
order to work for the Left Opposition there. ‘In the internal dis-
cussion in the Communist League before the split at the end of
1933 he actively supported the "minority" and later joined the
1.L.P. He worked in the"Marxist Group in the I.L.P. "until
1935 and some time in that year appears to have ceased political
activity. Nothing more is known of him. '
He was expelled from the Communist Party on May 23, 1933 for
"anti-party" activities and for being a member of an "anti-party
group". He distributed to his former fellow-members of the
Communist Party a declaration, a copy of which survives in the
archives of the Workers' Revolutionary Party. It reads: '

"The majotity of my comrades in the Hackney Local remain
ignorant of the actual reasons for my political attitude and
the expulsion order. For fourteen months I have worked
inside the Communist Party to the best of my ability. My
reasons for doing this were that I was concerned with build-
ing up the C.P. as the leadership of the workers in order

- to overthrow the capitalist system and to build socialism.
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Knowing this, many comrades will ask, why should my
activities become 'Anti-Party'?

The answer to this is that a thinking communist is not

one who accepts orders without question; that is the dis-
cipline of the barrack square.and not of & workers' party. .
.+ 1 believed that the policy pursued by the Communist
International was likely to injure the advance of the world
revolution..,. Who will now hold that the policy of the Par-
ty in Germany has not led to disaster? '
As a communist it was my duty to raise the points in order
to avoid disaster which policies threatened. That] was
expelled for doing so after events had justified my protest
' shows that the party leaders are more concerned with their
prestige than with the revolution. I was suspended the day
before the C.I.'s manifesto on the united front appeared...
Party democracy has disappeared, criticism is not allowed. .

How does the leadership in Great Britain explain the fact
that the turnover of the Party membership is tremendous,
2,500 join and 2,000 leave in a year. We are outside the
unions and have little influence in the factories. These
questions must be answered, and this can be done only by

4 genuine correction of past mistakes, with full democratic
discussion within the Party, by comrades standing together
.against the bureaucracy and for the restoration of democracy

within the Party".

For details of the "C.I. Manifesto",.see Appendix to Chapter IV
in which the "United Front" between the I.L.P. and the Commun -

ist Party is discussed.
"Writings: 1932 - 33", dated April 27, 1933, p.210

"Writings: 1932 - 33", dated May 23, 1933, p.242, where it is
entitled, "Zinoviev and Xamenev capitulate again”,

The official statement convening the proposed Anti-Fascist Con-
gress (see "Daily Worker", March 7, 1933, for full text) was
issued in the name of the "Revolutionary Trade Union Opposition -
of Germany", the "General Confederation of Labour" of Italy and
the "Revolutionary Trade Union Opposition" of Poland. It was
addressed, over the heads of leaderships of national organisations,
to'all factories and local workers’ organisations (revolutionary,
reformist and Catholic Trade Unions, unemployed organisations,
local organisations of the Communist and Socialist organisations,
Workers' and Youth Sports Leagues, Anti- Fascist and peasant
organisations) and all who are ready to fight for the cause of the
toilers against Fascism", :

The basis which it proposed for the united front and for partic-
ipation in the Anti- Fascist Congress combined:

Physical Defence against Fascist attacks

A Demand for Insurance against Unemployment - :
Demands for Democratic Rights and for joint defence forces to
protect workers' meetings.
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Joint struggle of all the toilers against the robber tax policy
and against mortgaging of peasants' farms on account of non-
payment of taxes and debts...."

Joint struggle against all who hold back the fight against wage
cuts. :

. The statement declared, on the one hdnd, "Every worker must

now realise that Hitler's seizure of power in Germany is the
result of the collaborationist policy of the Social Democracy"
and, on the other hand, "the struggle against Fascism must
now be advanced to the forefront as the most important task”,
though nowhere did it declare unequivocally whether there had
really been a defeat or not.

- The terms of this appeal are not quite consistent with those of
"“the directive which the E.C.C.1. issued at about the same time

to Communist Parties to appeal to Social Democratic organisat-
ions for joint action against Fascism on a basis of abstention
from mutual criticism. Perhaps the two documents have to be
seen a&s complementing each other, and the call for the Anti-
Fascist Congress, issued in the name of subordinate and little-
known organisations without directly committing the Kremlin it-
self, as a cautious attempt to restore the authority of the Comm-
unist International. = The question of how far the Communist
International should share with Social Democracy the responsib-
ility for the victory of Nazism could not be indefinitely suppress-
ed, with the exiles arriving in London, Paris and Prague and
telling their stories, and the "Manchester Guardian" publishing
the horrifying reports of its correspondent inside Germany.
Hugh Thomas, the biographer of John Strachey, describes his
subject's embarrassement at the methods by which the Commun-
ist Party of Great Britain was trying to handle this difficulty .
(se€e'John Strachey", by Hugh Thomas, p. 135):

"This problem (that of the attitude of the C.P. to non-
Marxists) came up acutely during 1933 over the continuing
temptations offered to the communists by the disintegration
of the I.L.P. At this time the I.L.P. was in considerab-
le difficulties, with many members drifting over to the com-
munists. Brockway, the chairman and editor of the "New
Leader", had made an effort to prevent this, suggesting
that some of the blame for the seizure of power by the Nazis
had to be attributed to the communists, thus inviting a vig-
orous attack from Pollitt under the headline, 'Brockway
Goes Over to the Counter-Revolution'. This seemed to
Strachey far-fetched and ineffective. To Dutt he wrote:
'The 1.L.P. leaders, however politically illiterate they
may be, are quite experienced, subtle and unscrupulous
controversialists. 1 am particularly worried about the
effects of the German experience, Itis so damnably easy
for the enemies of the party to put over t}'me“]_?aroc.kway case

of'the C, P, of Germany was to blame too'.

Another possibility, which does not seem to have occurred ei -
ther to Strachey or to his biographer, is that Pollitt was making
the best of a bad case by abusing the opponent's attorney, that
the tracks of the E.C.C.I. had to be covered somehow and that
an examination of the actual record of the K.P.D. would not d

the C.P.G.B. much good. -
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Strachey's anxiety was not unfounded. However, the critics of
the German Communist Party did not always make the best of
their case. For example, one J. Brown wrote in the monthly
"Journal" of the Amalgamated Engineering Union for July 1933
that Hitler's victory was caused by working-class disunity, for
which the Communist Party was wholly to blame., This attempt
to absolve Social Democracy supported the view of Walter ,
Citrine that in Britain the Labour Party must stand for "demo-
cracy against dictatorship". It did not carry much conviction
with people who knew that Social Democracy in Germany had |
supported the bourgeois parties in cutting unemployment bene-
fits and in bujlding cruisers, in the hope of preserving the
Weimar constitution and as the "lesser evil" to Hitler, that
Hitler had come to power constitutionally through the Weimar

"‘institutions and that, after March 1933, the Social-Democrat-
‘ic and trade union leaderships in Germany had made one conc-

ession after another to Hitler, without avail, in the forlorn -
hope that the Nazis would spare them (see Braunthal: "History
of the International”, Vol.Il, p. 385) :

"Mistakes and defects" in the work of the X.P.D. were, indeed
admitted at the Seventh Congress of the Communist International
- two years later. '"International Press Correspondence", Aug -
ust 3, 1935, reports that in the discussion of the report of the
E.C.C.1. presented by Wilhelm Pieck, one "Franz" contributed:

"The heavy guilt of social democracy for the victory of
fascism over the German working class is proved by hist-
ory. We must nevertheless state self.critically the mis-
takes and defects of the Communist Party of Germany,
which prevented the Party from freeing the majority of
the working class from reformism. The chief mistake
was the lack of elasticity in the policy of the united fromt,
schematically making no difference between the masses of
the S.P.D. members and officials like Severing, Zorgiebel,
etc., and the lack of work in the reformist trade unions
and mass organisations...."

Such statements could be made in 1935 about the K.P.D. to sus-
tain the myth that the "mistakes" of the K.P.D. had consijsted |

of incorrectly applying the line of the E.C.C.I., and to justify
the "turn" to alliances not only with social democrats but with
bourgeois parties in "Popular Fronts". They have been more
freely made in later years by those who wish to dissociate them- .
selves from the "excesses" of Stalin.

The I.L.P. did, in fact, have a hand in the Congress. "New
Leader" reports (April 14th, 1933): :

"The Consultative Committee of the I.L,P. decided to
reply to the invitation to participate in the International
Anti-Fascist Conference by making it clear that the I.L.P,
can only take part in such conferences when it is allowed
the opportunity together with the national parties of the
Left of other countries to participate effectively in the
preparatory organisation".

"New Leader", May 19, 1933 reports that the National Council of

the I.L.P. endorsed this statement, objecting to direct contact
being made with lower bodies and the rank and file "with a view
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to detaching them". However, the rift in the lute was mended
and "New Leader" published (June 9, 1933) an uncritical,
though rather naive account by someone whom revolutionary

. ' phraseology evidently impressed and who had little grasp of

the political questions at issue. -
Trotsky had taken up the appeal for the Congress in April 1933.
His statement about it (see "Writings: 1932 . 33, p.173) advised

- the Congress to:,

accept the proposals of the Second International for joint action;
condemn in principle the formula of "united front only from
below"; . ‘ .

renounce in no case the right to criticise temporary allies;
wind up "Red Trade Unions" and enter the reformist unions;
renounce "the infamous competition with fascism" under the slo.-
gans of "national liberation" and "a people's revolution” for
Germany;

renounce the theory of socialism in one country, "which nour-
ishes petty bourgeois nationalist tendencies and weakens the
working class in the struggle against fascism", and to mobilise

| the European proletariat against Versailles and anti - Versailles

chauvinism under the banner of the Soviet United States of

Europe; : -
discuss frankly the causes of the victory of German fascism and
the ways to defend the working.class of Austria, the next victim
to be. !

- The Conference was reported at some length in three articles

in the New York "Militant" for June 17, June 24 and July 1,1933.
The first reproduced from the Trotskyist German-language or-
gan, Unser Wort which described the conference as "an empty
parade”. The second (signed with the initials $.G.)was head-
lined: "Left Opposition Excluded at Anti-Fascist Congress".
The Congress had been held after délays, postponement and
changes of venue, and the Daladier Government had refused to
allow it to be held except in a hall identified with the Communist
Party. The scene had naturally been dominated by the "free
lances"”, the Radical deputy, Bergery, the novelists André
Gide, Victor Marguerite and Henri Barbusse, the professors
Prenant and Nejedly etc. The French Communist Party kept
well in the background, but all the same those in charge went to
extreme lengths to ensure that the voice of the Left Oppositon was
not heard: '

"It remained for a member of the Y.C.L. of France to take
the floor for a presentation of the views of the Left Oppos-
ition. This was entirely unexpected and consternation rei.-
gned in the ranks of the bureaucracy. Before the young
orator could conclude his remarks with a declaration of con-
crete proposals, put forward by the Left Opposition, the bur-
eaucracy organised a monstrous noise throughout several ‘
parts of the hall to drown out his voice.," '

The third article remarked: "If the Congress was not held under
Government protection, it played the game of the foreign policy of
the Daladier Government”. WNo Soviet workers' delegation was
présent. The report claimed that supporters of the Left Oppos-
ition carried mandates from workers' organisations in Spain,
Belgium, Greece, Switzerland, Poland, Germany, Italy,
Hungary, and France sufficient to qualify for a hundred delegat-
es. ‘ - |
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' The organisers took their credentials from them but refused to

issue cards admitting them to the hall. Trotskyists who did get
in were isolated, prevented from speaking, beaten and thrownm
out, with such excessive zeal that others were so treated by
mistake. "Revolution Proletarienne”, July 10, 1933, reprod-
uces a report on the Congress from "It' Ecole Emancipe” that
the Trotskyists were prevented by physical force from taking
part in the Congress. It records that a Balkan delegate pro-
tested against the Radical Bergery being allowed to speak when
Trotskyists were not allowed to speak, and that he was beaten

" and thrown out, A young Socialist militant also was attacked,

(12)

apparently for the same reason, and as a result his delegation

. walked out of the Congress. :
There is no subsequent mention of this Congress of any importance

in the literature, or of any activity to which it might have given
rise. ‘

More substantial extracts from this article are perhaps worth |
while here, to show what the group thought about the I.L.P, :

"' .. the key weakness of the I.L.P. is that it is a
"Centrist" organisation, politically shapeless and lacking
any clear political position on the problems confronting
the revolutionary movement.....Standing in the middle
they are subject to the pressure, from the right by the
Reformist apparatus which has already cost them a con-
siderable number of members, and from the left by the
apparatus of the Communist Party with its daily press,
its rigidity of line, its cast-iron formulations and its
financial superiority, Resistance to this is only possib-
le from those who stand clearly and firmly on the basis

of Marxism. The recent declaration of the N.A.C. of
the I.L.P. emphasised that the members must regard the
1.L.P. as 'THE Party'...But what must be understood

is that declarations will not make the I.L.P. THE Party
any more than proclamations have given the Communist
Party influence in this country. Neither declarations
nor small tactical recipes can act as a substitute for a
basic political line,..A good example is the statement

of Fenner Brockway in the 'New Leader' of August 18th
which is described as 'A Policy for British Socialists'.
Beginning with the usual description of the world crisis,
the poverty in the midst of plenty, the effects of labour-
saving machinery, the article goes on to point to the
class ownership of industry and to the need for the dispo-
ssession of the ruling class by the workers. The work-
ers are to win power, but how, which is the main question,
does not emerge very clearly. A Socialist majority is
spoken of here which, encountering the resistance of the
bourgeoisie, is to rely upon the rank-and-file of the for-
ces and upon. .  action by the workers, What is meant
by a Socialist majority? A Labour majority? Or an
I.L.P. majority? Later the article says that 'we must
also anticipate that before a Socialist majority can be ob-
tained in Parliament the capitalist parties will destroy
Parliamentary democracy by a policy which, however
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constitutional in form, will be fascist in essence'., Here

‘the essence of Fascism, which is the destruction of the

whole system of bourgeois democracy is confused with the
formal constitution of Parliament. The conclusion of the

article is that the workers will need an instrument with

which to carry through the struggle for power, . The task
of the 1.L.P. is to provide that instrument; just that and
nothing more' ‘ -
And the instrument is to be the workers' council, _
To secure united action with a revolutionary Socialist pur-
pose and to develop the united working-class instrument to
carry out that purpose - is this not the authentic voice of
Centrism? We do not question the desire of Fenner Brock-
way and his comrades to achieve a revolutionary policy. |
But this is burking the central question. Soviets arise
under certain conditions but only under the leadership of

a revolutionary party can they be effective instruments

for the capture of power. This unity talk, this call for
'action', serves to hide the central question of revolution-

ary leadership. .

In a number of countries since the war a revolutionary sit-
uation has been missed or become transformed into its opp-
osite because of the lack of trained revolutionary leader -
ship. Workers' Councils, or Soviets, cannot be the subst-
itute for the revolutionary party. They can only be the in-
strument through which that Party wins the support of the
majority of the working-class. And on this question of

‘the leading revolutionary party, how it is to develop, and

its perspectives, the [.L.P. reveals hopeless confusion.

In one statement the I.L.P. is described as being the Party:
in another it sets itself the task of securing an all-in united
front and in another it speaks of unity with the Communist .
Party. S

....in spite of the favourable conditions existing, in spite
of the thousands of pounds spent every year in propaganda,
the Communist Party today, has, at the most, three thous-
and active members. Many thousands of good proletarians
have joined its.ranks, only to pass out again and to sink
into indifference-and despair. The blows of capitalism and
the treachery of the reformists compel many workers to the
side of the Communist Party. They are dis-illusioned by
their experience inside and having no theoretical standpoint
they drift out again and sink into indifference.

Instead of training the future cadre of the revolution, the
C.P.G.B. acts as an agency for the corruption of the best

~ elements of the working class. Inside the Party there is,

and there can be, no democracy. The members who stay
in are taught not to think, to learn, to relate their theory,
such as it is, to experience, not to fight for their opinion,
not to translate those into flesh and blood but to repeat
parrot-like the phrases of the "Daily Worker" and to oper-
ate the 'line' which, as the united front experience has
shown, can be reversed twice within a few months without
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the slightest murmur from the members, "

The closing paragraph, which suggested what the I.L.P. mem-
bers should do, was perhaps the weakest part of the article,
however, because it did not suggest.concrete actions in which
they should engage: ' .

"The I.L.P. can play a great part in this work, in the
winning of the best workers and in the fight for a correct
policy. Around the banner of Leninism have to be group-
ed the best revolutionary elements. On what basis? The
first four congresses of the Comintern where the basic
tasks of a Marxist party were laid dowm, together with
the application of these principles to the experience of the
last ten years. This will be found set out in the work of
the Left Opposition, which has, over this period, main-
tained a Marxist standpoint and on the heaviest test of all,
Germany, put forward all the way through the one correct
policy that could have defeated Hitler and made possible
the German workers' revolution. On this basis will be
possible the grouping of the best revolutionary elements
in Great Britain...."

"Writings: 1932 . 33", p. 295, where the piece is entitled,
‘Fascism and Democratic Slogans", and is dated July 14,1933,

De Gras, "Documents of the Communist International”, Vol.IIl.

p- 245.

"Writings: 1933 - 34", "The Declaration of Four: On the Nec-
essity and Principles of a New International", dated August 26,
1933, p.49. The declaration was signed by the representatives
of the four organisations on the day before the opening of the
Paris Conference of "Left Socialist Parties" in which they
were participating.

ibid., p. 53, dated August 28, 1933.
ibid., p.17, dated July 20, 1933.

As the present writer can testify from having met him at g stu-
dents’ meeting at the L.S.E. about this time.

"Our Relations with the I.L.P." is a statement included in the
internal bulletin of the group, "For Discussion", No., 15 - 16,
issued October 12, 1933. 1t is not the same as the longer state-
ment in the same bulletin "Our Work in and in relation to the

I.L.P.".

From the archives of the Workers' Revolutionary Party.
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One of the elements in the background of this proposal was the
efforts which Brockway had been making for some time to draw
the "Left Socialist" groups together. s In particular there was
a stronger sentiment for unity than usual in those circles in
summer 1933 as & result of the catastrophe in Germany.

When in summer 1933 the Trotskyists were reaching the con-
clusion that the Communist International could no longer be re-
generated and that the construction of new Communist Parties
and a new International had to be undertaken, there already
were several organisations in different countries and in diff-
erent stages of development which were in opposition to Soc-
ial-Democracy and which at the same time rejected the Comm-
unist International for various reasons., These organisations
had developed as best they could, in response usually to soc-
ial processes in "their own" countries, more or less in isol-
ation from each other, using whatever theoretical resources
their own experiences or casual outside influence provided.
These organisations were therefore far from homogeneous
politically. They also differed greatly in size and influence.

For many years since 1920 the leaders of the British I.L.P.
and in particular Brockway pursued the hope of drawing such
groups into an international association, to dct in some sense
as a bridge between the Labour and Socialist International

and the Third, Communist International, or as an influence on
them which might ultimately reconcile their differences and
bring them into one unified body. This study does not discuss
how far such projects were utopian after the collapse of the
Second International in 1914 and the Russian Revolution. The
experience of these endeavours in the middle and later 1930's
(reviewed later in this study) suggests that Brockway combined
great activity and finesse with an extreme political naivetd,
and that the succession of international committees and confer-
ences which he brought to birth by his efforts, were always
characterised by verbal agreements reached by mutual con-
cessions of principle and were therefore ineffective in pre-
senting any effective check on or alternative to the policies of
either Social - Democracy or Stalinism.

In one respect, however, Brockway’'s activities were effective.
They complicated for the Trotskyists the process of laying the
theoretical and organisational foundations of the Fourth Inter-
national. In Britain in particular the sustained opposition of
Brockway to the principles which the Trotskyists were seek-
ing to establish proved a serious obstacle to their work.

After many years of "contacts" and conversation since the early
1920's, arrangements were made at a meeting in Berlin in May
1932 for representatives of the Norwegian Labour Party, the
German Socialist Workers' Party (S.A.P.), the Dutch Indepen-
dent Socialist Party, the Polish I. L.P. and Bund, the Italian
"Maximalists'"and the French Parti d'Unite Proletaire" (P.U.P.)
and the British I.L.P....Their association came to be called
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the "I.A.G." (International Labour Community), the "Seven
Lefts", or simply the "London Buresu”, because its secretar.
iat was in the office of the I.L.P. in London. Early in Feb-
ruary 1933 this grouping issued a call for united action by the
German Social-Democratic and Communist Parties in the face
of the imminent threat of Nazism. In‘August 1933 the "Inter.
national Conference of Revolutionary Socialist Parties and
Groups", convened by the 1.A.G., was held in Paris. The
Trotskyist International Communist League was one of the par-
ticipating organisations and a few days before the conference
opened agreement was reached between the International Left .
Opposition (Bolshevik-Leninist), the Socialist Workers’ Party
of Germany, the Independent Socialist Party of Holland and the

‘Revolutionary Socialist Party of Holland on a joint declaration,

the "Declaration of Four: On the Necessity and Principles of
a New International” (see Leon Trotsky, "Writings: 1933 - 34",

p. 49)

However, the leadership of the British I.L.P. opposed the dec-
laration and as this was one of the leading organisations in the
I.A.G., the Norwegian Labour Party leaders having begun to
draw away from it, the political necessity to influence its. future
evolution was evident,

The Revolutionary Policy Committee was an open, organised
faction in the 1.L.P. which existed with varying levels of
activity from 1931 to 1935. At first it played a part in organ-
ising the forces which won a majority of the delegates to the
Special Conference of July 1932 to disaffiliation from the
Labour Party. After disaffiliation the R.P.C. came increas.
ingly under the pressure of the Communist International and
lost some of the Left reformists who had earlier supported it.
At the same time, its response to the difficulties which the ,
policies of the "Third Period"” presented to it was to adopt in

a primitive form certain ideas of the Brandler-ite "Right Oppo-
sition", which were brought to it by emigres from Germany. It
consequently showed much more sympathy to the Communist
International than to Trotskyism. At the end of 1935 the rem.
ains of the R.P.C. left the I.L.P. to join the Communist Party,
leaving a Brandler-ite remnant in the [.L.P....The R.P.C.is
discussed in greater detail in Chapter Four of this study.

"For Discussion", No. 15 - 16, October 2, 1933.

The date is derived from "Writings: 1933 - 34", p.88, "It is
Time to Stop", which was published in an un-numbered, un-dated
internal bulletin of the British group, according to a note in
“"Writings: 1933 - 34", p. 353. ‘

The English text of the minutes of the Plenum about the entry into

‘the I.L.P. and of the covering letter from the 1. 5. , are in "For

Discussion', No. 15 - 16. They are as follows:.
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"Extracts from the Minutes of the Plenum"

Meeting of 23/8/1933

Present: Bauer, Frank, Schwarz, Souso, Vitte.
Question of the entry of the’ Brigl.ish Opposition into the
I.L.P.
Rough draft of letter to the English Opposition proposing
entrance into the I.L.P.
Amendment; One or two comrades will have to remain out-
| side the I.L.P. to represent the English Opp-
osition, its press, etc,
Decision; Rough Draft of letter and amendment adopted
unanimously.
For the Plenum.
Bauer.

The covering letter

: August 21, 1933
British Section of the 1.L.0O.
London, England.

Dear Comrade,

From your letters we know of your connections with the
Independent Labour Party of Great Britain and of your
work in its midst. But all the information we receive on
the internal situation makes us pose the question whether
your organisation ought not to concentrate nine-tenths, if
not ninety-nine hundredths, of its forces on the work in
the I.L.P... It seems to us, moreover, that there are no
obstacles whatever for the entrance of the members of your
section - all of them or of their majority - into the I.L.P..
At the Brussels conference Paton said that the I.L.P. now
consists of six or seven factions. Under these circumstan -
ces there is every reason to believe that you could become
the strongest of the factions.

With regard to the I.L.P. the Comintern is now carrying
on a policy of "court-making" and apparently of financial
pressure. As far as we know, the membershir of the
I.L.P. is in a frame of mind to accept the :deas o>f Commun-
ism. DBut being theoretically and politically nsufficiently
prepared, the I.L.P. may become the victim of the intrigues
of the Stalinist bureaucracy which is capable only of de-
moralising and ruining the party.

You could and should enter the 1.1.P. so as to lead it to
the path of Bolshevism as well as to guard it from Stalin-
ist machinations; these two tasks coincide with each other,
Your work can be successful only under one condition;

that you enter the I.L.P. not only to split this or that part
from it but to help the party as a whole to become streng-
thened revolutionary by cleansing itself from opportunist
tendencies and foreign elements. Do you consider our es-
timation as correct? Do you think it possible to make the
above indicates true in all your practical work in the short-
est time, of course on the basis of the principles of the
I.L.O... -
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We are awaiting your answer with the greatest impatience.
Fraternally yours,
International Secretariat
of the I.L.O,
E. Bauer. :

P.S. - To complete our proposkl, we call your attention
to the fact that your entrance into the I. L. P. implies ab-
solutely the maintenance of your group and your press as
independent organisations. For practical realisation
this may mean that one or two comrades of the group will
not join the I.L.P. and will be publicly responsible for
the press and the activities of the English Bolshevik-Len.-
inists.

The letters are:

"How to Influence the I.L.P.", d. September 3, 1933, in
"Writings: 1933 - 34", p. 70.

"Principéed Considerations on Entry", d. September 16, 1933,
ibid. p. 84. , o . :

"The Fate of the British Section”, d. September 25, 1933, ibid.
p. 100.

"The Lever of a Small Group", d. October 2, 1933, ibid.p.125.

There are full statements of the positions of the "majority” and
the "minority" in "For Discussion”, No. 15 - 16, dated October

14, 1933.

This letter has been provided by Mr. George Breitman, of
Pathfinder Press, New York, who obtained the copy from the
archives of the late James P. Cannon, in the Library of Social
Science, New York:

"Com. J.P. Cannon

August 23, 1933
Dear Comrade Cannon,
I wish to write to you today on English matters especially,
Within the past period the Independent Labour Party has
made an enormous shift towards a revolutionary position.
The old layer of bureaucracy remained almost as g whole |
in the Labour Party. The I.L.P. consists of the youth,
In the leadership, however, there remain a few old men
(Maxton, Brockway, Paton) who are by far not in accord
among themselves.... For the rank and file of the I.L.P.
the problems of revolutionary strategy constitute entirely
a new field. In this the Stalinists reveal the preponder-
ance of their routine. We need not doubt that promises of
financial assistance are also not lacking, and, in its pres-
ent social composition , the I.L.P. is very poor.
Cur small British group has good connections with the
[.L.P. and exercises considerable influence there; the
Imprecor complains’ bitterly about it, but by systematic
work to strengthen this party, to cleanse it from the heri-
tage of centrism, to protect it from Stalinism and to
transform it into a truly revolutionary party;
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All this is absolutely possible now. Precisely in this is
now needed the assistance of the Americal League. It
seems to me that literary aid could be of decisive importan-
ce. First of all it is necessary that the Militant carry an
analysis of the situation in the'I.L.P. and in the British
Communist Party, emphasising our friendly attitude toward
the I.L.P. A number of articles and correspondence on
the basis of new material are needed. The corresponding
issues of the Militant should be sent in a considerable num-
ber of copies to the I.L.P. through our British section.
Of course, the whole work should be carried on hand in
hand with our British section. '

The pamphlets and books published by the Pioneer Publish-
ers would be of great importance for the educational work
in the I.L.P. 'The question of program should be now
placed on the order of the day in the I.L.P, and circles
should be organised for the critical study of the Program
of the Comintern. The Criticism of the Program of the
Comintern published by you would be of value in this conn-
ection. Possibly a certain number of copies of this book
as well as of others could be collected and sent to the
British section (alas, they are not in a position to pay for
it) especially for the work in the I.L.P,.. Other methods
of assistance in the above indicated work will, of course
also be found. The moment is a most responsible one’

By making the necessary efforts we may be able to reap
now what we have so patiently sown during the last years.
I shall be very glad to have you write me on this as well

as on American matters, '

With Communist greetings,

Yours,
(signed) L. Trotsky

E.D.I. (Paris) has supplied a copy of a document of about 5,000
words in English headed, "Report on the Situation of the English
Section”. It bears a note, "Rough draft translation". It is
dated September 22, 1933 and signed "Vitte",

Witte was a member of the Greek Section, named Demetrios
Giotopoulos. In autumn 1933 he developed an opposition to the
orientation towards the "Left Socialist" Parties, which he re-
garded as a "right" turn and conciliation towards centrism.

His group, the Archio-Marxists, withdrew from the Internat-
iongl Communist League in 1934 and joined the "London Bureau.
On the eve of the Founding Conference of the Fourth Internation -
al in 1938 the forces round the Spartakos Group and the -Arch-
io-Marxists united into a single organisation which the Conferen-
ce recognised as the Greek Section of the Fourth International
and was represented there.

From a document written a few years later by a Trotskyist comes
a political assessment of Hugh Morrison. This is the document

headed, "Brief Outline of the British Movement (Very much sub-

ject to correction)”. It appears to have been written in 1936 or
the early part of 1937. There is no evidence as to its author,
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“"For Discussion"; No. 12, August 28, 1933. Alas "For

and the present writer has been told by Earle Robertson that
he did not write it. It was certainly written before autumn
1937 by which time the South African group (Ralph Lee) and
Haston had joined actively in the "Militant Group" and would be
expected to have been mentioned. The document was supplied
by the Socialist Workers' Party, New York, from the archives
of James P. Cannon. It speaks of Morrison as:

"An old left-oppositionist, who developed ultra-left pos-
itions and has never joined our organised work. He
built up a large sale of our old "New International” in
Glasgow and has a small group around him, Developed
Bauer-ite position and no longer co-operates, "

"International", Vol. 1, No. 4, 1970, p. 30.

Discussion" No. 15 - 16 was to announce in Qctober:

"It is impossible to continue the publication of EXCERPTS
and SUMMARIES. The collection and editing of the
materials will go on, but until adequate facilities for
publication are found, it is not possible to make these
materials generally available'.

ibid.
The original document was supplied by the late Mr. Jim Wood,
From the archives of the Workers’ Revolutionary Party.

Sara-Maitland papers.

The original of the letter from the 1.S. is in the Sara-Maitland
papers. The minutes of the meeting of the entrist "committee"

on December 3 is in the archives of the Workers' Revolutionary
Party. The letter from the 1.S. reads:

"Comrade Groves wishes to know what the 1. S. would do
in the case the majority of the section would vote against
entry into the I.L.P, and the minority would not submit

to this decision. It seems to us that the question is’

posed incorrectly. It is necessary to do all to avoid a
split and not ask in advance what the attitude of the 1. S.
would be in case of a split,

"Comrade Groves places the question entirely on the lev-
el of formal discipline of the minority towards the majority,
but completely evades the question of discipline of national
sections with regards to the international organisation.
"Although we are absolutely convinced of the erroneous-
ness of the position of Comrade Groves and his co-thinkers
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we had not the thought of cesorting to an ultimatum with
regard to our British section. We are not doing it oY,
although events and facts of the working-class movement
for the last two-three months completely confirmed our
proposition. Even less can we permit that the question
‘be posed ultimatively within the British section, that is,
to bring the matter to a split. .

*1f the majority of the section despite an absolutely imp-
ermissible delay in the decision of the question, did not
convince itself until now of the correctess of our prop-
osition, the minority must be given the opportunity to
enter the 1.L.P. and carry on there the work on their
own responsibility. We do not doubt that this experiment
will lead to the change of position of the remaining com=-
rades. .

With best greetings, Fratexnally yours, INTERN ATION -
AL SECRETARIAT" .

Sara-Maitland p_ap'ers .

wFor Discussion's No. 15 - 16, October 2, 1933. An example
of this kind of activity appears in the advertisement in "New
Leader", October 13, 19033, that Groves was to address the
Clapham 1. L.P. on Octaber 15 on "A New International’ .

Sara—Maitland paper's .

ibia. Trotsky spoke of ng group of forty" in #The Lever of 2
Small Group”s written on October 2. Most of the members,
if not atl, lived in Londonm, and in view of the importance of
the decision 1o be reached nearly every active member of the
group would have been likely to be present. There is a let-
ter in the Sara.-Maiﬂand papers dated OctobeT 22, 1934, from
Albert Weisbord to Henry Sard, in which the writer asks what

had happened . Britain:

" Then there i3 the report by Brailsford that only about
30 of the 100 members of the Communist League followed
the advice of Trotsky.” : _
Weisbord was expelled from the Communist Party of U.S.A. In

1929 and organised 3 small group; the "Communist League of

Struggle” which proclai.med its adherence to0 the International
Left Opposition, though critical of the Communist League of
America. The Communist League of struggle used o send its
bulletins 10 anyone whose address it could get, and if a set of
them has survived, it would be found to provide an interesting
Tunning commentary o the Trotskylst movement. For referen-
ce to Weisbord, s€€ W ritings: 1935 - 36", P- 158, where

- Trotsky characterised~him as:

tindubitably closer <o the Tevolutionary type than Field.
But at the same time he Tepre sents the pure st type of sec-
farian. Hels utterly incapable of preserving proportions,
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either in ideas or actions. Every principle he turns into
a'sectarian caricature. That ig why even correct ideas

in his 13ands become instruments for disorganising his own
ranks," '

See é.lso, ibid. p, 523 and Canﬁon, "History of American
Trotskyism", p. 37 - 89 and 190 - 1.

Sara-Maitland papers,
Archives of the'Worker;'s; Revolutionary Party.

"Writings: 1935 - 36", "A_Géod Omen for Joint Work in Britain',
dated April 9, 1936, p. 293. ‘

"."Writings: 1933 - 34", "Principled Considerations on Entry", .
. September 16, 1933, p, 34.

ibid., | "The Lever of a Sma;l Grogp",' October 2, 1933, 13.1257
ibi&. ' "Ho'w" to Im."ln;ence't_hé 1.L.P. ", September 3, 1933;p.71.
"New Leader", Novemhe;r" 28, .1953.'

"Plebs™, Oct‘obel.:' and ,Novembef 1933.

Annual Report of the Labour Party Conference 1933, p. 221.

Annual Report of the Labour Party Conference 1937 s p- 163,
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