- XVII-
Only Two Roads

SIXTEEN MONTHS of civil war have conclusively demonstrated that
all the roads pointed out to the Spanish people reduce themselves to
but two choices. One is the road we point: revolutionary war
against fascism. All other paths lead into the road marked out
by Anglo-French imperialism.

Anglo-French imperialism has demonstrated that it has no inten-
tion whatsoever of aiding the Loyalists to victory. Even the Stalinized
New Republic (October 27, 1937) was at long last compelled to
admit: "It is clear that by now the concern of France and England
over a fascist victory in Spain has become—if it was not from the
start—a completely secondary consideration.”

The Spanish question is but one factor in the conflict of interests
among the imperialist powers, and will be finally “‘settled”—if
the imperialists of both camps have their way—only when they
come to the point of a general settlement of all questions, i. e., the
imperialist war.

Having most to lose, the Anglo-French bloc holds back from the
war, although it must eventually fight to hold its own. Until that
moment it avoids decisive showdowns, in Spain as elsewhere. It
permitted a trickle of aid to the Loyalists from the Soviet Union
because it did not want a victory for Franco while his Italo-German
allies dominated his régime. British interests have employed the
interim to arrange with Burgos for joint exploitation of the Brit-
ish-owned Bilbao region. The first week of November, Chamberlain
announced establishment of formal relations with Franco (as small
coin to anti-fascist sentiment, the diplomatic and consular officials
were designated merely as “agents”), while Eden assured Parlia-
ment that a Franco victory would not mean a régime hostile to
Britain. Thus, the masters of the Anglo-French bloc prepared them-
selves for a Franco victory. .

Whatever fears the Anglo-French bloc may have had about a
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Franco victory, it never wanted a Loyalist victory. An early victory
would have been followed by social revolution. Even now, after six
months of repressions by the Negrin government, the Anglo-French
rulers still doubt that a Loyalist victory would not be followed
by social revolution. They are correct. For the millions of CNT and
UGT workers, held in leash by the civil war, at its victorious comple-
tion would shatter the bourgeois limits of the People’s Front. More-
over, an imminent Loyalist victory would be such 2 blow to Italo-
German prestige that it would be countered by invasion of Spain
on an imperialist scale of warfare and an attempt to bottle up the
Mediterranean. The danger to the “life-line of empire” of the
Anglo-French bloc would bring war on the immediate order of the
day. Anglo-French desire to postpone the war, thus led directly
to opposition to Loyalist victory.

The only reason the Anglo-French bloc did not openly court
Franco was that it dared not abandon its chief advantage in the
coming war: the myth of democratic war against fascism, by which
the proletariat is being mobilized to support the imperialist war.

The main pre-occupation of Anglo-French imperialism from the
first was: how postpone the war, maintain the democratic myth,
and yet begin to edge Hitler and Mussolini out of Spain? The
answer was also obvious: a compromise between the Loyalist and
fascist camps. As early as December 17, 1936, Augur semi-offi-
cially stated that English agents were working for a local armistice
in the North, while French agents were doing likewise in Catalonia.
Even the social-patriot, Zyromski, stated in Populaire (March 3,
1937): “Moves can be seen that are aiming at concluding a peace
which would signify not only the end of the Spanish revolution,
but also the total loss of the social victories already achieved.”
The Caballero Socialist, Luis Araquistain, Ambassador to France,
from September, 1936 to May, 1937, afterward declared: “"We
have counted too much, in illusion and hope, on the London
committee, that is to say, on the aid of the European democracies.
Now is the hour to realize that we can expect nothing decisive
from them in our favor, and from one of them much against us,
at the least.” (Adelante, July 18, 1937.)

The Negrin government put itself entirely in the hands of the
Anglo-French bloc; and Negrin’s speeches, notably that to the
Cortes on October 1, in dwelling on the need for preparing for
peace, and his speech after the fall of Gijon, revealed that his gov-
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ernment was ready to carry out the Anglo-French proposals for com-
promise.

The face of Negrin was turned not to the battle fronts but to
London and Paris. The government’s orientation was summed up
succinctly by the pro-Loyalist Matthews, after the fall of Gijon:
“On the whole, there is more discouragement here over the London
discussion than what has happened in the north.” Matthews con-
tinued:

There was a passage in Premier Negrin's broadcast last night which so
perfectly expressed the government's opinion that it deserves to be put
on record: “Once more our foreign enemies are trying to take advantage
of the ingenuous candor of European democracies by fine subtleties . . . I
am now warning the free countries of the world, for our cause is their
cause. Spain will accepr any means of reducing the anguish of this country,
but let the democracies not be seduced by the Machiavellianism of their
worst enemies and let them not again be the victim of a base decision.”
(New York Times, October 24, 1937.)

Truly that passage perfectly expressed the government's opinion.
Were not the consequences of this policy so tragic for the masses,
one would roar with laughter at the picture of the “ingenuous
candor” of perfidious Albion and the Quai d'Orsay. Fearing that he
was to be abandoned altogether, Negrin was thus begging his im-
perialist mentors to remember that he “will accept any means of
reducing the anguish of this country.” Had he not already proved
that by his repressions of the workers? *

That the Loyalist government had already agreed to support a
compromise with the fascists is attested to, not only by authori-
tative revolutionary and bourgeois sources, but also by a Stalinist
source:

A Spanish government representative who attended King George VI's
coronation outlined to Foreign Minister, Eden, Valencia’s plan for ending
the civil war. A truce was to be declared. All foreign troops and volunteers
serving on both sides would then be immediately withdrawn from Spain.
During the truce no battle lines would be shifted. Non-Spaniards having
been eliminated, Great Britain, France, Germany, Italy and the Soviet
Union were to devise a scheme, which the Spanish government pledged
itself in advance to accept, whereby the will o? the Spanish nation regard-
ing its political and social future might be authoritatively ascertained.
(Louis Fischer, Nation, September 4, 1937.)

At the best, such an arrangement would mean a plebiscite under
the supervision of the European powers. With Franco in possession

* “‘Chautemps reflects the bourgeois and fascist dislike of Valencia. He, therefore, con-
stantly urges Valencia to moderate its action and emphasize the democratic character of the
régime.”" This testimony is Louis Fischer’s! (Nation, October 16, 1937.)
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of territory including more than half of the Spanish people, and
with the Italo-German and Anglo-French blocs competing for
Franco’s friendship, one can imagine the outcome of the plebiscite:
unity of the bourgeois elements in both Spanish camps in a Bona-
partist régime, decked out at the beginning with formal democratic
rights, but ruling the masses primarily through the armed might of
Franco’s armies.

Such was the end of the road pointed out by the Anglo-French im-
perialists and already accepted by the Negrin government. There
were still objective difficulties in the way: Franco hoped to win
everything and was encouraged to fight on by Italy and Germany.
But this much was clear. If not a complete Franco victory, to which
England and France were already reconciled, then the best that
can come from Anglo-French “aid” was a joint régime with the
fascists.

Stalin might find this a bitter pill to swallow. However a com-
promise with the fascists would be dressed up, it would, neverthe-
less, be a terrible blow to Stalinist prestige throughout the world.
But rather than break with the main objective of Soviet policy
—the winning of an alliance with Anglo-French imperialism—
Stalin was ready to submit to a settlement dictated by them. He
would “find a formula.” The same arguments which were used
to justify Soviet entry into the non-intervention committee, if ac-
cepted, would justify the final act of treachery against the Spanish
people.

Let us recall those shabby arguments. “The Soviet Union em-
phatically was not in favor of the non-intervention agreement. With
sufficient support from the socialist parties, the labor and anti-fascist
movements of the world, besides the support of the communist
parties, the Soviet Union would have been able to stop the non-
intervention move in its track.”* Need we remind anyone that Stalin
never tried to rally the world labor movement before he endorsed
the non-intervention scheme? If the Stalin régime was powerless to
stop the bandits, did it have to join them? The Stalinists understood
quite well the réle of England: “The Baldwin cabinet gauged its
international action to retain the good will of the prospective
fascist dictators of Spain [and} . . . to prevent a victory by the
People’s Front . . . Sufficient has appeared . . . to make positive the

* Harry Gannes: How the Soviet Union Helps Spain. November, 1936. This was the
official Stalinist apology for supporting the London committee.
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assertion that Britain has come to its own agreement with General
Franco.”* But what mattered the fate of Spain, the future of the
European revolution? All that weighed nothing in Stalin’s scale as
against the tenuous friendship of imperialist France: “The Soviet
Union could not come to an open clash with Blum on the non-
intervention pact because that would have played into the hands
of Hitler and the pro-Nazi faction in the London Tory cabinet
which was trying to provoke just such a state of affairs.”** There-
fore? Pretend that the non-intervention committee has its uses:
“Rather than to allow collusion between the Nazis and the Tory
ministers to confront Spain, the Soviet Union strove to do a// it
could within the non-intervention committee to stop fascist arms
from being shipped to Spain!”#*** Likewise, we have no doubt,
Stalin will strive to do all he can within the committee of compro-
mise to get an equitable arrangement for the participation of the
Loyalists in the joint régime with the fascists.

Precisely in these last months, when the Anglo-French scheme
was taking final shape, Stalin found a new alibi to supplement those
provided by the Franco-Soviet pact and “collective security,” with
which to push the Loyalists into still greater dependence on the
Anglo-French bloc. Louis Fischer gave it crudely enough:

The Spanish war has assumed such large dimensions and is lasting so
long that Russia alone, especially if it must help China also, cannot bear
the burden. Some other nation or nations must contribute . . . If England
would save Spain from Franco, Russia would perhaps be ready and able
to save China from Japan. (Nation, October 16, 1937.) i
Thus, China becomes an alibi for not decisively aiding Spain,

while Spain remains -an alibi for not saving China! “If England
would save Spain from Franco . . .”

The Spanish people were also directed down the road of Anglo-
French imperialism by the Communist International, of course, and
by the Labor and Socialist International. Apart from pious gestures
of organizing fund-raising, the two internationals have called only
for the workers to get “their” democratic governments to come to
Spain’s aid. The “international proletariat” is called upon to “‘com-
pel the fulfillment of its main demands on behalf of the Spanish
people, which are the immediate withdrawal of the interventionist
armed forces of Italy and Germany; the lifting of the blockade; the
recognition of all the international rights of the lawful Spanish
government ; the application of the statutes of the League of Nations

* Harry Gannes: How the Soviet Union Helps Spain. November, 1936,
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against the fascist aggressors.” (Daily Worker, July 19, 1937.) All
these “'demands” are calls for governmental actions. Since the French
Socialists and British Laborites knew that serious governmental
action could only take place in the event of war, and since their
capitalist masters made plain they were not yet ready for war,
they objected to too precipitate nudges from the Comintern. Their
accusation of war-mongering, Dimitrov could only answer by
terming “‘unworthy speculation on the anti-war sentiments of the
masses at large”! But the socialists and Laborites were at one with
the Stalinists in putting the fate of the Spanish people in the hands
of “their” governments. For both had already pledged to support
their capitalists in the coming war.

* * *

Whence would come the leadership to organize the Spanish
masses in implacable struggle against the betrayal of Spain?

That leadership could scarcely come from the ruling group in
the CNT, not the least of whose crimes was its failure to steel
the workers against illusions about Anglo-French aid. The very
manifesto of July 17, 1937, addressed to the world proletariat,
declaring, “there is only one salvation: your aid,” launched a slogan
perfectly acceptable to the bourgeois-Stalinist bloc: "Put pressure
on your governments to adopt decisions favorable to our struggle.”
Roosevelt’s Chicago speech was acclaimed by the CNT press. Ac-
cording to Solidaridad Obrera (October 7), it proved that “‘demo-
cratic unity in Europe will be achieved only through energetic action
against fascism.”

The CNT leaders clung to their old course, merely asking the
face-saving formula of “anti-fascist front” to be substituted for
Popular Front, in their return to the government. Many of the
local anarchist papers, close to the masses, reflected their outrage at
the conduct of the leadership. One wrote:

To read a great part of the CNT and anarchist press of Spain makes
one indignant or give vent to tears of rage. Hundreds of our comrades
-were massacred in the streets of Barcelona during the May fighting,
through the treason of our allies in the anti-fascist struggle; in Castille
alone, almost a hundred comrades have been cowardly assassinated by the
communists; other comrades have been assassinated by the same
party in other regions; public and covert campaign of defamation
and lies of all kinds are conducted against anarchism and the CNT, in
order to poison and twist the spirit of the masses against our movement.
And in the face of these crimes our press continues speaking of unity, of
political decency; asking loyalty among all, calm, serenity, sincerity, spirit
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of sacrifice, and all those sentiments we are the only ones to believe and
feel and which only serve for the other political sectors to cover their
ambitions and treason . . . Not to tell the truth from now on would be
to betray ourselves and the proletariat. (Ideas, Bajo Llobregat, Septem-

ber 30, 1937.)
But the conduct of the CNT leadership grew even more shameful.

The rage of the masses after the fall of Santander forced the
Stalinists to utter some mollifying words, calling for a cessation
of the campaign against the CNT. Whereupon even the most left
of the big CNT papers immediately hailed “the rectification that
undoubtedly has begun to be produced in the politics of the Commu-
nist party.” (CNT October 6.) The fall of Gijon, isolating the gov-
ernment still more from the masses, led to negotiations for CNT
support. All complaints forgotten, the CNT leaders hastened to
declare their readiness to enter the government!

Of the UGT leaders, even less need be said. They had uttered
not a word in defense of the POUM. Caballero made not a single
public speech for five months, while the Stalinists prepared to
split the UGT. The pact for united action, signed by the CNT and
UGT on July 9, which could have organized the defense of the
elementary rights of the workers, remained stillborn. Though ob-
viously representing a majority of the provincial federations of
the socialist party, the Caballero group went no further than to pro-
test against the actions of the unrepresentative Prieto National
Committee. Rather than an ally, the UGT leaders simply further
weakened the already impotent CNT leaders.

Of the POUM, one can no longer speak of it as an entity. It was
riven irrevocably. All the blows of the leadership had been directed
against the left wing, while the right wing had been courted and
flattered. El Communista of Valencia had openly flouted the party
decisions, holding to a flagrantly People’s Front line, moving
steadily toward Stalinism. Finally, a week before the outlawing
of the party, the Central Committee was driven to publish a resolu-
tion (Juventud Comunista, June 10) declaring: “The enlarged
Central Committee . . . has agreed to propose to the Congress the
summary expulsion of the fractional group that in Valencia has
worked against the revolutionary policy of our dear party.”

The party congress was never held. Scheduled for June 19, it
was preceded by the June 16 raids. The POUM was entirely unpre-
pared for illegal work, as the sweeping success of the raids in-
dicated. Had the congress been held, it would have found the chief
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centers of the party, Barcelona and Madrid, aligned to the left
against the leadership. One left-wing group called for condemnation
of the London Bureau and for the creation of a new, the Fourth
International. The other declared: “It has become clear that there
does not exist in our revolution a real Marxist party of the van-
guard.” ‘

It was not, then, to the existing organizations as such that one
coulfl look for new leadership to prevent a compromise with the
fascists. Fortunately, events had only passed the leaders by. Among
theé masses of the CNT and UGT arose new cadres seeking a way
out. .

Of special significance were the Friends of Durrutt, for they rep-
resente'd a conscious break with the anti-statism of traditional
anarchism. They explicitly declared the need for democratic organs
of power, juntas or soviets, in the overthrow of capitalism, and
t%le necessary state measures of repression against the counter»re’volu-
tion. .Outlawed on May 26, they had soon re-established their press
Despite .the threefold illegality of government, Stalinists and CN'[;
leadership, the Amigo del Pueblo voiced the aspirations of the
masses. Libertad, also published illegally, was another dissident
aﬂ?:l.rChlSt organ. Numerous local anarchist papers, as well as the
voice of the Libertarian Youth and many local FAI groups, were
raised against the capitulation of the CNT leaders. Some stiil took
the hopeless road of “No More Governments.” But the development
of the Friends of Durruti was a harbinger of the future of all
revolutionary workers in the CNT-FAL
‘ Th§ masses of the UGT and left socialists had long indicated their
impatience with the pusillanimity of their leadership. But the first
overt sign of revolutionary crystallization came only in October
when over five hundred youth withdrew from the “United Youth”

to rebuild a revolutionary socialist youth organization. Simultane-
ously, the split in the UGT, forced by the Stalinists, effectively
aw_oke many left-wing workers to the problem of saving their
unions from the Stalinist destroyers. In this struggle were inescapabl
posed all the fundamental problems of the Spanish revolutiony
the nature of class-struggle unionism, the réle of the revolutionar);
party among the masses. From it would crystallize forces for the
new party of the revolution.

Here, then, was the Herculean task of the Bolshevik-Leninists
These Fourth Internationalists, condemned to illegality by thé



248 Revolution and Counter-Revolution in Spain

POUM leadership even at the height of the revc?lution, or%amzeekd-
by those expelled from the POUM only mf the igrlx;eg&ofwliiz :);ethe
ing @ to the masses, must help to fuse the 1g of
Il;l(%[}Mwa);he revolutionary socialist Youth and the poht;call:y
awaken’ed CNT and UGT workers, to create t.l;ebcadses o eioe
1 i i hat party, if based on revo-
lutionary party in Spain. Could t ;
ii:i(:):ary foilmlzlations, be any but a party standing on the platform
Fourth International? . . _
Of\tY}/lleler: uélse indeed, would it seek for }nternatlona_l comrade
ship and colla’boration? The Second and Thlrd Internationals wericz
theP organs of the betrayers of the Span};s(l)lUl;liopllel. dl\;g; rx:;lsldi
I ft wing of the calle -
an arbitrary act, when the le L g for e
-called “International Bureau
ation of the London Bureau, the so-ca ' | Darea
i iali ity.” his center to whic e
lutionary Socialist Unity.” For t .
;%Ulrivohl;(i bee};l affiliated, had sabotaged the fstﬁlgglg against
i had fallen victim.
in’s frame-up system to which the POUM
Sta\l;(/nh?lert?; POPUIZ'I itself had from the first denoun;ed :{he Lflfaosczw
i - i lysis,” the London Bureau
trials and propagated a “Trotskyist analysis, reau
i i i It had refused to collal
had worked in the opposite derCt.lon. . oltab,
i issi i i the Moscow trials. y ?
orate in a commission of inquiry into oW hy 2
: i joi P.—C.P. “Unity campaign
kway—then launching a joint LL P Unity ca ;
]ir—gclu:;?é out the reason: it would “cause pre;udlc.e‘m SOV.let
circles.” Brockway therefore propose.d ce-a commlssmlil to (;r;
vestigate Trotskyism! When taxed with this course, Brockway .
fended himself by impugning the character of the Commission o
iry headed by John Dewey. )
In?\:;;?;lwhile they London Bureau was blow(lingﬁ up. ;It‘hek iAﬂl:e
t attacke
ialist Workers Party of Germany) had first ked
I(V?c?;:clzgﬂtrials but soon abandoned criticism of Stahms;n,c sxgnmg;
joi ’ le’s Front in Germany. Juvenind Comunis
e T om0 1 don Youth Bureau: “The
orted the split of the Lon on ;
gzl;n; 3&’}05:}11) had placecf itself in a Stalinist and reactionary po-
si.tién'. .. The Youth of the S.A.P. had signed one of the rl:losf
shameful documents which the history of ltIhe P%eg;l;nl w(;);rsirii)
v ea
ment has known.” On the very day the
3::: errested as Gestapo agents, Julio, PSUC yout}} organ (June 119)_
under the headline, “Trotskyism is synonymous with countelrl-revo uS
tion,” had hailed the policies of the L.L.P. ang3 IS..A.P.fy?}Lllt L%;::;gn
’ i ish affiliate o €
oudly pointed out that the Swed.ls' ’ ]
g:ief; :Vasy slt)eadily approaching a Stalinist People’s Front policy.

Only Two Roads 249

Even fouler was the position of those other “allies” of the POUM,
the Brandler-Lovestone groups. For a decade they had defended
the Stalinist bureaucracy’s every crime, on the basis of a false
distinction between Stalin’s policies in the Soviet Union and the
erroneous policies of the Comintern elsewhere. When Zinoviev
and Kamenev were done to death, these lawyers for Stalinism had
hailed the dread deed as a vindication of Soviet justice. They '
had likewise defended the second Moscow trial in February, 1937.
I was myself present at a public meeting in the Lovestone head.
quarters when Bertram Wolfe apologized because a POUM repre-
sentative had just called the trials frame-ups! Only after the execu-
tion of the Red Generals had the Lovestone group—with no ex-
planation—begun to reverse its course. In ten years they had done
their utmost to aid Stalin in pinning the appellation counter-
revolutionary on the Trotskyists, and even when they had been
driven to accepting Trotsky’s analysis of the Stalin purge, these
foreheads of brass remained as ever the implacable enemies of
the resurgence of the revolution in Russia as, indeed, elsewhere. As
the S.A.P., the Swedish affiliate, etc., move out of one end of the
London Bureau, they are being replaced by the Brandler-Lovestone
movement. The change has scarcely brought improvement!

How did this International Bureau for Revolutionary Socialist
Unity prepare for the defense of the POUM? Its meeting of June
6, 1937, adopted two resolutions. Resolution No. 1 said:

The POUM alone has recognized and proclaimed the necessity of
transforming the anti-fascist struggle into a fight against capitalism under
the hegemony of the proletariat. This is the real reason for the ferocious
attacks and calumnies of the Communiss barty allied with the capitaliss
forces in the Popular Front against the POUM.

Resolution No. 2 said:

Every measure directed against the revolutionary working class of
Spain is at the same time a measure in the interests of French and
British imperialism and a step towards compromise with the fascists.
In this hour of danger we appeal to all working class organizations
of the whole world, and particularly to the Second and Third [ nternational
- - . let us at last take up a unified stand against all these treacherous
manceuvres of the world bourgeoisie (my italics).
One resolution for the left, one for the semi-Stalinist right—that
is the London Bureau.*

* In the June 4 issue of the New Leader, the I.L.P. leader, Fenner Brockway, gave the
POUM some advice at this critical juncture. Some revealing extracts: ‘'It is important that
POUM, together with other workers' forces should concentrate on the fight against Franco
... i Party had justifiably criticized the absence of coordination
at the front and the bad organization of the armed forces. POUM must be careful not to
appear to resist proposals which will facilitate efficiency in the fight against Franco but
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“But are not the principles you propose for the regroupment of
the Spanish masses, are they not intellectual constructions to which
the masses will feel alien? And is it not too late?”

No! We revolutionists are the only practical people in the
world. For we merely articulate the fundamental aspirations of
the masses, indeed, what they are already saying in their own way.
We merely clarify the nature of the instrumentalities, above all,
the nature of the revolutionary party and the workers’ state,
which the masses need to achieve what they want. It is never
too late for the masses to begin to hew their road to freedom.
Pessimism and skepticism are luxuries for the few. The masses have
no other choice except to fight for their lives and the future of their

children.

If our analysis has not illuminated the inner forces of the Spanish
revolution, let us recall a few words of Durruti on the battlefield
of Aragon, when he was leading the ill-armed militias in the only
substantial advance of the whole civil war. He was no theoretician,
but an activist leader of masses. All the more significantly do his
words express the revolutionary outlook of the class-conscious work-
ers. The CNT leaders have buried these words deeper than they
buried Durruti! But let us remember them:

For us it is a question of crushing fascism once and for all. Yes, and
in spite of the government.

No government in the world fights fascism to the death. When the
bourgeoisie sees power slipping from its grasp, it has recourse to fascism
to maintain itself. The liberal government of Spain could have rendered
the fascist elements powerless long ago. Instead it temporized and com-
promised.and dallied. Even now at this moment, there are men in this
government who want to go easy with the rebels. You never can tell, you
know — he laughed — the present government might yet need these
rebellious forces to crush the workers’ movement . . .

We know what we want. To us it means nothing that there is a
Soviet Union somewhere in the world, for the sake of whose peace and
tranquillity the workers of Germany and China were sacrificed to fascist
bazbarism by Stalin. We want the revolution here in Spain, right now,
not maybe after the next European war. We are giving Hitler and Musso-

[ —
that does not mean that it must accept without“irotest a return to the reactionary struc-
ture of the old arml}." This kind of advice a week before the POUM was outlawed ! That
1he task of the POUM was relentless, implacable struggle against the government, placing
no confidence whatsoever in the CNT and UGT leaders, to issue united front proposals
for concrete, daily defense of elementary workers’ rights, and to immediately combine
legal with illegal work — this was paturally beyond Brockway. The same issue carries &
letter from the I.L.P. representative in Spain, McNair, to the Stalinist leader, Dutt, be-
ginning: ‘It is painful for me to be compelled to enter into controversy with a comrade
of the C.P. in view of the desire I have to see unity among the working class parties . . .
I still hold the point of view . . . ‘the important thing to have in mind is that the Unity
campaign in Britain should engender unity in Spain father than allow Spanish disunity
to break up the Unity Campaign in Britain . . . "’
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Durruti answered:
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November 10, 1937

[The end]

Interview of Durruti with Pierre Van Paasen, Toronto Star, September, 1936




