| ovestone Prepares the Front with Musteism

It is a bare two years ago that the
Lovestone faction, then in control of the
i*arty, combined with the present slratum
of incompetents of the Foster group, to
expell the Left Oppostion from the Party
for demanding a discussion of those vital
issues that lie at the bottom of the pre-
sont struggle in the Communist movement.
The principal weapons of the Lovestone
faction then—as they are of the Foster
faction today—were calumny and misrepre-
gentation of our point of view, combined
with the use of such powerful arguments
as the blackjack, the thug's knife and the
burglar's jimmy. Their later “change of
heart™, while it eliminated the more “pow-
erful arguments™ did not cause them to re-
ject the “principled” weapons in their ar-
senal, and they have continued to use them
to this day.

Lovstone’™s First Accusation

One of the main chargez made against
us by the Lovestone faction in the early
daves of our expulsion was that, aside from
heing the agents of world imperialism and
counter-revolution, we were also the allies,
or toolg (every thesizs worded it differently
In conformity with the author's tempera-
nent) of the reformiste of the Muste school,
fighing against Communism and the Party.
Lovestone, it will be remembered, waz then
advancing the brilliant postulate that the
"Troskyists are the crazsest expression of
the Hight danger”, while he and his fac-
tion were the Old Guard Bolsheviks of the
purest water, Idiotic as this sounds today
(and it was no less idiotic when first for-
mulated), it was seriously placed bheflore
the Party bureauncracy who just as solemn-
Iy voted mnine to one that it was gospel
truth.

We said and proved at that time that
the Lovestone flaction was the American
representative of the International Right
Wing, that it wazs compozed of corrupt op-
portunist leaders and apparatus men, the
logic of whose position would compel them
to go over further to the Right and end
in the awamps of social reformism. As to
our estimation of the “progressives”, it was
not affected by Lovestone's spurious erics
about the “Troisky-Muste alliance™ any more
than it 18 affected today by the hoarse
shouts of the Browder-Foster-iledacht com-
bination. 'We established onr point of view
on the progressive movement and its lead-
ers from the very beginning and have had
no reason to change it to auit factional ex-
pedieney, which was done, however, as has
now become as clear as day Iry the Love-
stone group. In the Militant of March 1,
1929, we gald:

“The wvirtual abandonment of the old
unions by the Communists, who have stood
at the head of most of the opposition move-
ments in the past Ave vears, facilitates the
emergence of the reformist group and af-
fords the Socializsts an opportunity {o re-
gain some of their lost positions. The new
movement (i. e, the C, P, 1. A)) iz a chal-
lenge (o the Communists for the leader-
ship of the coming fAghts,

“"These ‘progressives’ are weather-cocks
who rellect certain winds blowing in the
labor movement. Their emergence now
with demands which connote militancy is
an indicator of the radicalization of the
workers growing within the old unions as
well as in the ranks of the unorganized
masses. Their role, ohjectively speaking, is
to express this radicalization in words, to
harness it in action and te hend it off from
any real collision with the eapitalists and
the A. F. of L. machine.”

In our Platform, published February
15, 1929, we said further:

"The recent manifesto of the pzeudo-
progreesive group of the Labor Age iz pri-
marily a reflection of this discontent in the
ranks of the unions which the reformists
seek to divert into harmless ehannels. The
gppearance of the new movement, even in
a nebulous form with pseudo-progressives
at its head, is a sign of the abdication of
the Communists and the Left wing who
in recent years have led these movements.
The Party must penetrate every movement
of opposition and revolt against the burean-
cracy, forming united fronts with all honest
progressive workers, exposing the parileun-
larly deceptive and dangerous role of the
psendo-“Leit” and psendo-progressive lead-
ers amd struggling against them for the
leadership of the opposition movements.”

Later in the same year, in the Militant
of September 15, 1929, we continued to ex-
press the point of view we still hold to:

“Without the Communiszt Ileaven the
new progressive movement will have no
backbone., It will retreat on all basle gues-
tions before the onslaught of the entrench-
el reactlonarles and hecome a shield for
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them. The movement which Muste and
similiars seek to stullliy is a genuine move-
ment from below, It has strength, it ia
growing and will continue to grow as the
growing horror of capitalist rationalization
drives discontent deeper into the ranks of
the magses of the workerz, Withont asking
anybody's perinission the Communists must
become a part of it influence it from with-
in, push it to the Left and help to shape it
into an effective fighting force. Huthless
eriticism of the Muste leadership is an in-
tispensahle part of this work for the future
of the movement.”
How the Estimates Have Been Tested

The two years that have elapsed since
our expulsion has aflorded more than am-
ple opportunity to test the validity of all
the contentiong in this question: Love-
astone’s and oursg, The latter has been ver-
itiedd by a doxen experiences; the contempt-
ible record of the MMuste adherents in the
11linois coal fields; their persistent genu-
fiections before the A, F. of 1. high priests
in the iextile field, particularly in the
sonthern strikes; their respectable ecam-
paign on unemplovinent; their anti-Com-
munist virulence which is backed up by
the solid Socialist front of Oneal, Thomas
and Co,; and s0 on and so forth. As to
l.ovestone's contentions concerning the
“Trotsky-Muste alliance™, they were pulb
forward in cynical disregard of established
facts, and were thrown overboard just as
eynically and with just as little explanation.
BBut for that, in striking confirmation of
our evaluation of these Right wing adven-
turers the fantastic allegations of “anity"
made against us have given way fto the
reality of unity between Lovestone and
Muste—and worse. It is not the first time
that such displacements have occurred in
the struggle against the Left Oppozgition!

Lovestone's formal change of [(ront,
{formal, because it has been his view for
a long timed, comes simulianeously with
the transformation of his paper into a
weekly, which is to be the point of depar-
ture for a “deep parlicipation in mass
work”., For the Right wing., this “partici-
pation in mass work™ has always been ox-
pressed in the most disgracefnl opportunist
manenvering £nd umty with any faker in
the labor movement who was compelled to
daub his cheeks with a spot of rouge in
order to diztract the attention of workers
moving to the Lelt.

In recent vears, this game has been
played by the Hight wing under the war
ery against the Lelt of "Down with the
sectarians™. It was in the fight agnnst
“gsectarianism”™ that the Chineze workers
and peasanta were finally put under Chiang
Kai-Bhek's ironm heel; that the Communist
Purty was harnessed to the LaFollette-Fan
Moll chariot =zo as to draw the petiy bour-
geoisic Lo power over the proletarian bar-
rers; that the Communist lamb united with
the Purcellian lion in the deadly comfort
of the Anglo-Russion Committee, Incapable
of working like Bolshevike among the
maszes the Right wing fed the tendencies
towards real sectarianism on the one hand,
and of zocial reformism on the other. The
same holds true of Lovestone's present
“mass work™ and “united fronts”, which
o the one hamd give the Centrist sectar-
ians demagogic arguments against a genu-
ineg united front of workers, and on the
other hand., buttress the rampartz of re-
formism, Muste style,

Gitlow on the Progressives

The offical announcement of the
change comes in an article by Ben Gitlow
entitled “Progressives and Left Wing™ ( He-
vidutionary Ape, 12-13-1930.)  To those who
are at all acquainted with the Lovestone
method of elaborating policies, 1t is evi-
lent that the artiele is not a heginning but
a enlmination. That is to say it was writ-
ten by agreement, for the record, and only
after the preliminary negotiations had been
held around the table with blinds drawn.
between Lovestone and Muaste.

In this article, Gitlow discovers, almost
two years after the fact, that the official
program of the Muste group “iz acceptable
to the Communists and the left wing in the
trade unions.” And if the matter were al-
lowed to rest there, things might not be
g0 bad, But Gitlow continues to evaluate
the Muste group by what he writes and
even more by what he carefully omits to
write. Ag the prospective ally of Muste
within the executive committee of the C.
P. 1. A, that is, as a prop from the Leflt
for Muste's ax-grinding against the extreme
Right wing of Oneal and Co., it iz easen-
tial for Gitlow to utter a few well-chosen
words of criticism. One is directed with
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one eye peeled for the Lovestoneite rank
and file, at the “movement in Zeneral”, in
which fts policies are gently chided being
based on “faith in the bureaucracy.” Lest
anyvone should misjudge this entirely loyal
und well-intentioned “rebuke”, Gitlow has-
tens to add: It iz the duty of the Com-
munists in the trade unions to build up the
Left wing forces in the unions so as to
make possible a closer union and possibly
an amalgamation of the genuine progress-
ive forces of the Muste movement into the
Left wing.”

Since amalgamation is a rather serious
affair, and assumes-a closer political affin-
ity than is required for a blec we are en-
titled to know who are the “"genuine pro-
gressive forces". Gitlow sheds illumina-
tion on thiz point with a heavy hand: “A
definite break with :.ht-:: Socialist Party is
inevitable just as scon as the progressives
make a clean break with the bureaucracy.
Such elements as James Oncal and J. B, 5.
Hardman (Salutzky), the errand boy of
Sidney Hillman, have no place in a genuine
progressive movement.” By the process of
gliminating these two elements, we arrive
arithmetically at the “genmine progress-
ives': Muste, Bright ~Dudenz, Norman

Thomas, Stanley, Hoelscher et tutti quanti.

Who Are The Mustes.

These are the people who play the
same role in the American movement—with
all due regard to proportions—as the Pur-
cells and Cooks played in the British move-
ment. When the workers move to the Right,
they are indistinguishable [rom the open
bureaucracy or elze lie fallow and un-
neaded. When the workers move to the Left,
they act a8 sieves straining all the mili-
tancy out of the workers' moods for strug-
gle, preventing the full foree of the work-
eras from striking at the body proper of the
labor lieutenants of the capitalist eclass,
That they =erve at the same time as a
channel through which the workers ex-
press their discontent is alzo true, and does
not change the fundamental fact of the
function they perform. Their wordy radi-

calism is pot eostly and obligates them to

nothing; it is cheap, considering how ef-
fectively if temporarily, it deceives work-
erg into faith in Left soecial reformism and
retards their development to Communism
and revolutionary struggle, In every sense
of the word, they are brakes on the Left-
ward movement of the workers,

Gitlow does not say a word abont fhis.
The whole article fails to utter a word of
criticism or even to mention Muoste at all,
except for the incidental reference we have
just quoted, because to all intents and
purposes, the Lovestoneites have already
“amalgamated™ with the Muste section of
the C. P. I. A—amalgamated behind the
seenes, by purely diplomatic negotiations
at the top without incommoding explana-
tionsg to the rank and file workers of the
Right wing.

The Right wing, . e, the lignidaticn-
izt point of view on trade union work,
which does not and cannot have anything
in common with the revelutionary point of
view iz to strengthen this brake. It unites
either integrally or in bloc with the Left
reformists by putting the Communists un-
der their command. If a bloc or united
front with Left social democrats is neces-
sary and tactically advisable—and very
Mrequently it i%, and should be made-——it
can only be done by rigidly maintaining
the organizational and political indepen-
dence of the revolutionists, by making tem-
porary agreement2 even with the reformist
legders in order to set the workers in mo-
tion—but to set them in motion can be
accomplished only by an incessant struggle
against these leaders. Lovestone follow-
ing here the classic position of the Right
wing under which the Stalin-Bucharin re-
gime operated for years in their unity with
the national bourgeoizie of China, the labor
bureaucracy in England, and others, pur-
sues a directly opposite path.

The Hight wing is the principal in-
strument—whether it is conscious of it or
not=—of the forces opposed to revolution
for the liguidation of the Communist move-
ment, and itz degradation to the position
of the social democracy. The unprinci-
pled merger with Muste and his associates
is only a replica of what has happened with
the Right wing groups in other countries.
COne need not be the seventh son of a
geventh son to foretell the role the Lowve-
stone group will play in the Muszste move-
ment. We have had a harbinger of the
next future in the shady game the Right
wing has just played in the International
Ladies Garment Workers Union TLocal 1,

Yesterday, the Hevolutionary

Mew York., There the Lovestoneites made
a united front to elect the notorious Louis
Levy as local manager, the same Levy who
expelled the Teft wing workers [rom the
union, and who now hypooritically poses
a8 a “progresgive” hecause Sigman, whose
leyal henchman he has always been is at
pildls with the ruling section of the bureau-
eracy. Against Levy, the Revolntionary Age
had not a single word of criticiam to make,
but on the contrary, practised a deliberate
deception anmnouncing in the first issue of
its weekly “MILITANTS () WIN IN T.0CAL
1", In other words the "mass work™ and
the “united fronts” of the Right wing con-
sigls of investing treacherous elements like
laevy with the approbation of a revolution-
ary label. Tf so thoronghly discredited a
type as Levy can find aid ang comfort, even
for a day, from Lovestone, why shouldn't
Muste and Thomas expect at least as gen-
erous a deal?

Not the least characteristic phase of
this whole situation is the manner in which
the l.ovestone leaders have consummated
their plans, Their problem is indeed, no
small one: to lead their memberzhip into
a merger with social reformists of the Levy
or Muste stripe, to confront the workers
in the Right wing camp with a blunt deci-
sion would never do for the Lovestone lead-
erg, first, becanse it would be the honest
way and second, it would shock them out
of faith in the leadership. It must there-
fore be done gradually almost impercepti-
bly, by "enlightenment” while the arrange-
ments have already been signed 2nd sealed
at Lthe top,

Little by little, therefore, the tone of
criticism of the Muste group iz moderated,
thinned down to a whizper. Yeasterday's
gocinl reformizta and weak-kneed pseudo-
progresaives become today, "militants™ and
“wenuine progressives”; tomorrow  they
will be irreproachable comrades-in-arms.
Age, out of
habit and regard to the membership, still
snoke of Lore's Yolkszeitung as “counters
revolutionary™; todav, it isn't such a bad
paper after all, especially when yon recall
that Laore iz on the C. P. L. A executive
committee. Mnste iz brought down to the
Lovestone onen forum, not so much as an
ideological opponent with whom to dispute,
but to show the ranks that he is not half a=
black as he is painted cand Muste, it should
be added in justice, delivered a speech
which fitted this plan like a glove: he has
hiz own troubles with Oneal and doesn't
mind s0 harmless an ally as Lovestone).
The idea is to put the thing over “in smaH
doses”. for it would be too hard for any
worker trained in the Communist movement
to sawailow at one gulp.

In turning his face to " mass work"™,
that is, to the role of chamberlains of the
Left social democracy, Lovestone at the
game time inevitably turps hizg back upon
the Communist Party amd t(he Left wing,
that is, upon the bullk of the revolutionary
movement in the country. The desire for
A second party-<hanging between social
demorvracy amnd Communism-—has been at
the back of the Lovestone leaders’ minds
fromn the beginning. Natarally, the resist-
ance of the Communist workers in the
ranks iz encountered here,

The first feeler is ont now, in the per-
sonr of Bert Miller, who accuses the lead-
ership of “gectarianism”, that is, of not go-
ing st enongh away from Communism.
Thig iz no faction fight: it iz a division of
labor. Miller demands an accelerated tempo
and does it as clumsily a= he always does
everyvibing elze. Lovestone holds back s0
as (o wield “reluctantly and under press-
ure”™ Iater on, That Miller iz condemmned,
means little, if anything. It should be re-
membered that Lovestone took his [ollowers
out of the Party under a barrage of attack
on Bedacht becansze the latter-- scoundrel
that he wag!—favored affiliation to Brand-
ler., While shouting at Bedacht. Lovestone
led his followers into Drandler's camp-——
“srilfully" and by degrees. Miller today is
Bedacht yesterday. An incidental figure
imself he is mevertheless the dusk of
Lovestones twilight.

Bertram Wolle, who has coined more
lnclklesa phrases than any other two men
in the Right wing, once accused the Left
Opposition  of “travelling with express
gpeed” awav from Communism. We are
not prepared to say al exactly what rate of
speed the Right wing has moved away from
Communism, in the last two years esapeci-
ally but it has become pretty plain that
they are not impeded in their voyage by
any heavy principled bagzage. And the lit-
tle they took alomg with them at the start
cannot last long at the rate they are going.




