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To The National Administrative Council Of The
Independent Labor Party,

A. Fenner Brockway, Secretary.

Dear Comrades:— .

For some time we have been observing with keen in.
terest and great hope the events in your party, the LL.P.
We have noted with gratification the development of your
struggles against reformism, especially since the Derby
conference. Our opinion has been and remains that a com-
plete break with social-reformism by the decisive majority
of the Independent Labor Party would go a long way to-
ward laying a sound and broad foundation for a vigor-
ous communist movement in Great Britain. A realistic
revolutionary movement rooted in the soil of the objec-
tive conditions and class relations in Great Britain. This
conviction of ours is all the more fortified by the tragic
weakness of the C.P.G.B. As you know we attribute_ this
weakness, which is even more tragic politically than
numerically, to the ultra-left, sectarian tactical line which
the Communist International and its British section have
been pursuing for some years, particularly since 1928,

It is in this spirit and approach that we have consider-
ed your last communication (January 8) to the Secretar-
iat of the Comintern. We especially greet the fact that
in your approach to the Comintern you emphasize the fact
that your “decision will not be taken with reference sole-
ly to the interests of the Independent Labor Party. As-
sociation must be considered from the viewpoint of the
world revolutionary movement in general and the revo-
lutionary movement within the sphere of British imperial-
ism in particular.” Therefore, we are certain that you
will realize that our statement to your National Admin-
istrative Council and your forthcoming Easter conference
is not a case of our interfering in your affairs, is not an
attempt to dictate to you, is not an attempt to advise
you from on high. The suggestions and proposals we are
making to you are animated solely by our desire to hasten
the reconstruction and unification of the world revolution-
ary movement which we believe cannot be achieved with-
out the Comintern dropping its present sectarian course
and returning to the Leninist tactical path. .

The encouragement you are giving to a discussion of
the fundamental problems confronting the world prole-
tariat is welcome, especially because, for some years, ob-
jective discussion has been impossible in the official ranks
of the Comintern.

* * *
A Critical Examination

We desire to consider critically a number of questions
raised by you in your communication to the Comintern.
The position we take and the conclusions we have arrived
at in reference to these questions are based not on fac-
tional animus but on ten years of experience inside the
Communist International, and nearly five years of strug-
gle outside the Communist International, fighting for a
healthier .International, struggling for a Comintern which
will be able to fulfill its historic mission as the world
party of the revolutionary proletariat. We agree with
you in your conclusion “that the rigid and detailed con-
trol of the policy of national sections by the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union thru the ECCI is bad.” You
are aware of the fact that the International Communist
Opposition to which we, the Communist Party of the
United States. (Opposition) are affiliated has, from the
very moment of its inception, advocated what you now
demand: “the replacement of the actual monopoly of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in the leader-
ship of the Comintern by a real collective international
leadership based upon party representatives who are in
a position to pass their own judgment upon the class re-
lations in their countries.”

But in your communication to the ECCI there are a
number of conclusions which we consider either mislead-
ing in implication or false in substance. For example, you
state: “In 1920 the Communist International’s economic
and political analysis led it to develop its organizational
form on the assumption of the imminence of the world
proletarian revolution and the actuality of civil war in
the chief capitalist countries.” This statement gives the
impression that you are of the opinion that the organiza-
tional structure of the Comintern was set up only to meet
an imminent revolutionary struggle. This is not so. No
doubt, at the time of the organization of the Comintern,
an actual revolutionary situation prevailed in a number
of countries; to wit Gerpany, Austria, Bulgaria, Hungary,
ete. Furthermore, at that time the trend of the world
revolutionary movement was upward. However when the
revolutionary wave receded, the Comintern then under
the leadership of Lenin, quickly recognized it and adjusted
its tactics of struggle accordingly. The theses and reso-
lutions of the Third World Congress bears this out. Yet,
the organizational structure and the 21 points of the
Comintern were not dropped. The Comintern continued
to make headway, precisely on the basis of its organiza-
tional structure and the 21 points. The 21 points proved
of great service to the Comintern in preventing an influx
of centrist, or hidden reformist elements, like MacDonald
at that time. * * »

The Crisis In The Comintern

The crisis in the Comintern is not in any way due to the
organizational structure and the 21 points or any of the
basic tactical positions taken by the Communist Interna-
tional in its first four World Congresses. In fact, the
very opposite is the case. Really, it is the dropping in
recent years of democratic centralism, as provided for in
Point 12, that is in no small measure responsible for the
chaos in the Comintern. The Comintern structure pro-
vides that “all parties belonging to the Communist In-
ternational should be formed on the basis of the principle
of democratic centralization,” and that every party center
“enjoy the confidence of the members of the Party who
are to endow this center with complete power, authority,
and ample rights”. Certainly, this is adequate provision
for Party democracy. Unfortunately, Point 12 has been
dead in the Comintern relationships for some time.

The International Communist Opposition has repeatedly
emphasized that “the organizational foundation of the
Communist International as well as of its sections, must
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be democratic centralism. Revolutionary discipline based
upon democratic centralism, is the indispensible b.nding
force of the Communist Parties.” We have never forgot-
ten the lesson emphasized so often by Lenin that “if dis-
cipline stands in the service of a false policy, then it be-
comes mere grotesque foolishness”. In recent years the
ECCI, under the sole leadership of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union, has made a mockery out of demo-
cratic centralism, and has foisted on the various sections
of the Communist international a false and ultra-left

sectarian policy. . s

Relationships With The C. 1.

May we suggest that a more adequate approach to the
question of your organizational relationships with the
Communist International than the one you have proposed
on January 8th, is outlined in the platform of the Inter-
national Communist Opposition. We propose that your
N.A.C. and your National Conference should seriously

consider the following:

“The Communist Opposition fights the present inner Party re-
gime in the Communist International and its sections. It fights
against the replacement of democratic centralism by burocratic cen-
tralism,

The Communist Opposition demands of the
national :

1. The extension of the right (existing in the statutes but not
in fact) of criticism—which today exists only for the leadership of
the Communist International.

2. The preparation of important decisions of the Communist
International thru international discussions.

3. The abandonment of the mechanical transference of the points
of view and inner-party differences in the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union to other sections and of the consideration of the
questions of the individual sections primarily from the point of
view of the differences in the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.

The questions of the individual sections must be examined, esti-
mated and decided from the viewpoint of the special conditions of
the class struggle in the individual countries.

4. The replacement of the actual monopoly of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union in the leadership of the Comintern by
a real collective, and at the same time, united and centralized inter-
national leadership based upon the Party representatives who are
in a position to pass their own judgment upon the class re.ations
in their own country and who are not merely officials of the in-
ternational leadership but actually trusted representatives of their
sections.

5. The legal sections of the Comintern must raise théir own
means for regular party work. International financial support shali
be given: a) to illegal parties; b) to legal parties for special cam-
paigns and for the production and distribution of international pro-
paganda literature,

6. The international leadership shall have as its tasks: a) the
leading of international actions; b) the working-out of genera] tactic
al lines; c¢) the supervision and control of the carrying through
of the fundamental principles as weil as of the general tactical line
by the individual sections. The international leadership cannot re-
place the leadership of the sections. The international leadership
should lead but not hold in apron strings.

7. The withdrawal of all expulsions against the opponents of tie
ultra-left course.”

Communist Inter-

* * *
The Source Of The Crisis

What is the source of the crisis in the Communist In-
ternational? At the conference of the International Com-
munist Opposition held in July 1932, we declared:

“The real basic source of the ultra-left course is the false trans-
ference of the methods and forms of struggle, corresponding to a
country in which the working class has already triumphed and in
which Socialism is being built, to the Communist Parties of those
countries in which the majority of the working class has still to
be won and the prerequisites for taking up the struggle for power
have still to be create.d.” . .

Inseparable from this condition is the monopoly of the
leadership of the Russian Communist Party. This factor
has proved especially aggravating since the Russian lead-
ership has become narrower and its international exper-
iences have, with the passing of the years, been constant-
ly receding further and further into the background. Be-
sides, in view of the fundamentally different internation-
al situation today from that which prevailed before the
war, it is all the more necessary to have a genuine inter-
national collective leadership in order to enable the Com-
intern to arrive at a correct tactical and strategical course.

* * *

The C. 1. Impedes 1. L. P. Approach

It is most unfortunate that the leadership of the Com-
munist International has put obstacles in the path of the
membership of the Independent Labor Party travelling to-
ward Communism. However, the failure of the ECCI to
lend a helping hand to you comrades, should not discour-
age you and should not swerve you from your course of
helping to build a sound foundation for a mass Commu-
nist party which will be able to overthrow the British
ruling class, set up a proletarian dictatorship and begin
the construction of Socialism in Great Britain. The abuse
and filth showered on you by the ECCI, the sundry stu-
pidities and crudities of the leadership of the Communist
Party of Great Britain in its dealings with you, should not
provoke you to embark upon roads that can only lead you
to a break with the fundamental principles of Commu-
nism, or to an association with Trotskyism which is be-
coming evermore anti-Soviet in character and evermore the
quintessence of international centrism, of hidden reform-
ism today. Believe us, comrades, we have had even more
provocations than you have. We have been subjected to the
vilest slander. We have even had to face the physical vio-
lence of our comrades with whom we have no difference in
principle but with whom we differ seriously on major
tactical questions,

Yet, we have persistently clung to our objectives and
energetically fought for the achievement of our aim: “the
international consolidation of the Communist parties and
movement in the individual countries into a united Com-
munist World Party, into the Communist International,
on the basis of the tactic*al }eashings of Lenin.”

Trotskyist Influence In LL.P. Position On U.S.S.R.

That is why we do hope you will break completely with
the erroneous point of view you express in your document,
a point of view which indicates the influence of Trotsky-
ism on your approach to the question of world revolu-
tionary unity. Concretely, we think that you are wrong
when you conceive as the source of the crisis in the Com-
munist International, the following: “The deliberate policy

LP and the Comintern

of temporarily sacrificing the revolutionary movement in
one country in order to strengthen the world revolution-
ary movement by safeguarding the U.S.S.R. by a net-
work of trading agreements, non-aggression pacts, and
treaties of friendship.”

This conception is rooted in Trotsky’s slanderous at-
tack against the Soviet Union and the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union, in his entire theory of “National
Bolshevism”, in his whole anti-Leninist attitude towards
the problem of Socialist construction in one country,
specifically in the U.S.S.R.

You further state: “This question is of acute urgency
owing to the present foreign policy of the U.S.S.R. gov-
ernment. . . The U.S.S.R. in its efforts to guard against
military attack from imperialist and fascist powers has
relied decreasingly on the workers in capitalist countries
and increasingly on treaties with governments which are
capitalist, imperialist and even Fasecist.”

We cannot emphasize too strongly our conviction that
you are wrong in your conclusion: “that the Communist
International is being driven to the position of holding
back militants in some countries . . . and of promising
to repudiate the essential activities of its own section
in others.”

* * *

Approach To U.S.S,R. A Basic Problem

Allow us to go somewhat at length into this basic prob-
lem of the relationship between the vietorious proletariat
in Russia and the proletariat in Western Europe and
America where we have yet to win power. We hold that
the interests of the victorious proletariat in Russia, led
by the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, do not cors
flict with the interests of the proletariat in the capitak
ist countries and with the interests of the oppressed col
onial masses. We do stress that though there is a unis
formity of interests there cannot be a uniformity of tac-
tics in the two sectors of the world revolutionary move-
ment. It is obvious that a Communist party which has
already led the working class to power and victory must
necessarily use different tactics from those pursued by
the Communist parties which have yet to achieve this task.
It is equally obvious that Communist parties which are
still fighting to win a majority of the working class in
their respective countries cannot use the same tactics as
those pursued by a Communist party which has already
led the masses to the establishment of the Proletarian Dic-
tatorship. More than that. While the principles of Com-
munism are international, the tactics for the achievement
of these principles are conditioned in every country by the
s};;ecific peculiarities and objective situations prevailing
there.

What is the actual relationship between the construc-
tion of Socialism in the U.S.S.R. and the efforts to en-
hance the proletarian revolution outside of the Soviet
Union? First of all, we underscore the fact that the
problems of Socialist construction in the U.S.S.R., are not
merely the concern of the Russian proletariat but of the
entire world proletariat. Just as we can make mistakes
outside the Soviet Union, so can the Russian comrades
make mistakes inside of the Soviet Union. Therefore, it
is the duty of all revolutionists to manifest the most
virile interest in Russian problems which are in essence
of great international significance. We should not have
the attitude that Russian problems are only the concern
of the Russians, and that we outside of the U.S.S.R.,
can have nothing to say about them. We hold that
Russian problems should also be subject to consideration
and action by the collective leadership of the international
Communist movement. It so happens that we are in agree-
ment with the general line of the Communist party of
the Soviet Union in socialist construction but we have ar-
rived at this agreement not thru formal approval or fear
of touching the question because it is of the “sacred prov-
ince” of Russian communists. Rather, our conclusions are
based upon a critical examination of Russian conditions
and tasks today.

* % %
U.S.S.R. Inspires Proletarian Struggie

The U.S.S.R. the land of the proletarian dictatorship,
is the base, the center of inspiration of the international
social revolution. The successes in Socialist construction
in the Soviet Union are a tremendous help to the world
revolution. This help is not at the expense of the world
revolution. Were it not for the great victories scored by
the Soviet proletariat in socialist construction, the sec-
tarian and adventurous policies of the Comintern in the
capitalist and colonial countries would, by this time, have
reduced the Communist International to a mere memory.
Again, the Soviet Union has been a life saver for the in-
ternational proletariat.

Obviously, it is folly to separate the interests of the
Soviet Union, the interests of the First or the Second
Five-Year Plan, from the interests of the world revolu-
tion. These interests are inseparable. They supplement
and complete each other. There is no such thing as
“Soviet nationalism”. This is a pure fabrication of the
worst enemies of the international communist movement,
the Soviet Union and the entire world proletariat. Lenin
foresaw the difficulties of the international social revo-
lution and the hardships arising for the U.S.S.R. as a re-
sult of such difficulties and delay. Lenin placed this
question very well when he underlined that:

“Ten to twenty years of proper relations with the peasantry
and victory is guaranteed on a world sca'e (even if proletarian revo-

lutions, which are growing, are delayed); otherwise, we shall have
twenty to forty years of the torture of White Guard terror.”

It is clear, Lenin was right. A victory in the U.S.S.R.
is necessarily and automatically a victory for the work-
ing class on a world scale. The success of socialist con-
struction in the U.S.S.R. is of unlimited international im-
port and is bound to serve as the mightiest stimulus for
the development of a victorious proletarian movement
throughout the capitalist countries. Of course, the more
the proletarian mass movement is developed in a particu-
lar capitalist country, the more powerful a role does the
Soviet Union’s existence and achievements play in the
speeding up of the process of communist victory in that
country.

(Continued in next dissue)



