Results of the lllinois Miners' Revolt

The result of the miners' convention
held at St Louis on April 15 has already
been characterized by us 28 another set-
back to the most recent rank and file re-
volt. It failed to materialize In the forma-
tion of 5 new unien. But it does not for
one moment invalidate the correctness of
guch a course.

For the miners there is still no other
way out. The onece promd United Mine
Workers of America, in all of the soft coal
produocing  territories, is shattered—its
sorry remnants dragged Into the gutter hy
the official leeches who still try to hang on
to the graft from coal operators in reward
for preventing unlon organization.

In the first instanee, the failure to lay
the fomndation- for a new unlon, now that
thiz opportuanity was available, mnst be
charged to the Muste-Howat {ype of “pro-
gresgives” Bnt there were other impor-
tapt contribnting canses. Bome of them
were hemming In the sweep of the move-
ment itself prior to the convention. We
munst not forget that the coal miners are
atill suffering from the pressure of serions
defeats of not so long ago and reverses in
numerons  loeal  struggles to maintain g
semblanee  of unien conditions. Inm addi-
tion the fields are ravaged by unemploy-
ment. Through all of this, the miners have
continually had the sinister and powerful
foree of the comblned eoal operators, cor-
rupt noion fakers, and state police arraved
amains! them.

While thess factors in 5 sense shonld
count heavily for a new wunjon movement,
their effects naturally require great deter-
mination. driving power, and organization
to overcome. Thiz driving power was by
no means furnished and econld not e fur-
nished by the Musteite “progressives” who
became the leading factor. Their lack of
deciziveness and inability really to furnish
a progressive program came partienlarly to
i head at the convention when it faced the
centrial issne.

Serious Weaknesses Still Prevail

That the miners from the Illinois dis-
trict would show considerable caultion and
move slowly despite their being theroughly
aronsed by the treacherous Lewis-Fishwick
sell-ont agrement was to be expected. One
need only remember the shattered expec-
tations from their healthy revolt of one
vear ago which ended in the filthy harness
of the zo-culled reorganized (7. M. W. The
Left wing of the National Miners’ Union,
directed by the Communist party bureau-
cerats, fniled the miners then. Thiz official
Left wing failed the rank and file now.
It even went to the extreme stupidity of
asking the miners to boycott the St. Louis
convention.

What is the status of the miners now
after this convention? Their position,
while a precarious one, is still rich in possi-
bilities. Paradoxieal as this may seem it
Is nevertheless true. And only boldness
and decisiveness will make the latter factor
weigh heaviest in the scale.

The 8t. Louis convention officially sep-
arated all of the miners locals represented
there from the U. M. W. of Lewls, Walker,
and Fishwick; but it failed to provide a
national organization in its place. It thuns
failed really to provide the machinery of
defensive and offensive for these minors.
Surely this is a weak position to be in
It i one laying them just that much more
open fto attacks from the operators, the
fakers, and the police. It is one alao
which in no way facilitates the organization
of the unorganized fields. It ecan remain
g0 only temporarily. PBut precizely in that
lis its possibilites. We can therefore 1e-
peat: not only is there no other way out
than the organization of a new national
union, but this way out must be adopted
a8 speedily ags possible.

At the St. Louis conventlon the Muste-
ite “progressives” seemed afraid of their
own shadow. With a good delegation at
hand, with a few scores of thousands of
miners represented, they failed to provide
them with an organization or even to lay
the hasis for such. Nevertheless a foree
is =set into motion, and even for these
“progressgives” the die is east. By the fur-
ther conflict they have arrived at with the
A. F. of L. officialdom, they sre compelled
te go a bit forward, even though with pos-
sible splits, or else, to step ont. They will
undoubtedly seek to establish themselves
further as a definite factor in the mine
flelds. This is further evidenced by their
plans for another convention this summer,

Which Position Proved Correet? .

A comparison of the position taken by
each of the three Communist currents to-
ward this revolt movement is illuminating,
to say the least. Here where workers again
groping for a way ount; attempting to break
from the terrible scourge of official corrup-
tion and treason with which the old union
was infested. They had made a first seri-
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ons attempt with the formation of the Na-
tiegnal Miners TUnilon. This union became
an isolated sect and remained impotent
mainly due fto the seriouns blunders of the
party leadership. The Illinois miners made
another attempt in the revolt of a year ago
leading only to the disillusionment of the
present Lewis-Fishwick agreement. Mean-
while the 1. M. W. iz practically wiped
out except in the anthracite, And even
there the scourge of official corrnption and
treason has been no less prevalent. Re-
cently the striking miners at the Glen
Alden mines and the Ehamokin section of
the lower anthracite, when appealing to
Lewis for assistance, were denounced by
him with the most brutal eyvnicism. The
lesser officials conld on that basis proceed
to defend the mine owners' interests. In
the uncrganized flelds of Pennsylvania,
Ohin aml West Virginia saft coal regions,
whaterer iz left of this union is notorlous-
ly known to be only the unorganized gangs
of gunmen who seek to prevent union or-
ganization from coming into being.

The Right Wing and the Center Make
Their Position Clear

In this sitnation the Rizht wing enr-
vent, the Lovestone group, proposes their
aolution as follows:

“Therfore, what is to be done? Only
one thing! To organize now a new nation-
al anion of coal miners would only increase
the division and confusion in the rank of
the workers.

“The fight therefore must be maken up
In spite of all difficultiez in the T. M. W.
A, 1o organize a Left wing—to organize a
rank awmd file opposition. That is the only
gsolution.” {Revolutionary Age, 4-25-1931.)

True to their position, the Rizht wing
advoeates going back to the Tewis_union.
This iz condemnable not merely in view of
the faet rhat this union is decaving and
its remnantz becoming utilized by ecorrupt
officials as n means of preventing any
strogeles to better the conditions of the
miners. That by itself is not the major
consideration. No. by far of greater con-
sequence is the faet that in face of the
eXisting revolt sueh advocney, when brouzht
forward in the name of working class
policies, brands the Lovestoneites for ex-
actly what they are in this case: Definitely
to the right of even the Musteite *pro-
gres<ives”, the handle at which the cupi-
talist forces and the old union bureauncrats
pull to endeavor to prevent the revolt, to
prevent the building of a militant union.
Is rthere any difference in this from the
rile of the soclal reformists?

How did the Centrists square their
position toward thizs revolt? We have re-
ported their poliey of boyeott during the
pre-convention period as expressed in leaf-
lets issued by the N. M. U, This amounted
in sum and substance to boycott of the
movement it=elf. There followed the fee-
ble attempt, at least formally, though not
in reality, and too late to have any effect
upon the convention, to make a 180 degree
turn toward a correct position. It wag
contained in Foster's belated grticle in the
Daily Worker, proposing that the miners
attend the convention and form a united
front with the N. M. T,

The Position of the Left Opposition

From the very Inception, only the
Left had a correct revolutionary position.
We stated immediately that the first step
of the revolt must be complete separation
from the reactionary capitalist lientenants.
We proposed to follow up directly with the
organization of a new militant union as
the only way out. We proposed further,
as g means toward building one union of
all coal miners, to work for an amalgama-
tion of all the revolting sections with the
N. M. U. We appealed to the party to
accept a united front of the Commmunist
vangnard to work for this correct policy.

In politics the logic of a correct posi-
tion when applied brings its own definite
conelusion: partienlarly so in revolution-
ary politics. And so also hete. When con-
fronted with the position taken by the
Left, the party was compelled to make a
change. And willy-nilly, despite wall the
Stalinist denunciations of us, in actual
practise they could not reject our united
front proposal. Delegate Dan Winnigan of
Indiana, the only supporier of the official
party views, and we asume, with the mosl
honest intentions, beecame the first direct
supporter for comrade Allard’'s motlon at
the St. Lounis convention to “proceed and
build a new union now.” It would be
well for party members and Communist
workers to reflect deeply over (hiz com-
parison of positions. Not only that, but
alslo to draw the necessary conclusons.

For us it was an achievement of no
small importance that delegates supporting

the Left Opposition views beemme the ont-
standing banner-bearers in the fight for a
new militant union; that there were cer-
tain weakness in this fight we have already
pointed out.  Nevertheless these delegates
aueceeded in making clear their eritical at-
titude to the Musteite “progressives”. They
made correct eriticism of the party-directed
N. M. U. while simultaneously maintaining
A correct attitude for unity of action of
the Communist vanguard,

What of the Future?

The fallure of the present revolt move-
ment to crystallize as yet into a new na-
tional wnion will undoubtedly be taken ad-
vanfage of by the coal operators jointly
with the 1. M. W. cfficials and backed up
by the state police. They will endeavor if
possible to crush this movement before it
assumes “too"” definite proportions.  That
the miners, however, will know how to
fight back is already indicated in Indiana,
in Kentucky. s well as in the anthracite
Gilen Alden and Shamokin Valley strikes.

As far as the reformists of the Muste
school are concerned the following is well
to bear in mind: At certain periods re-
formists are compelled to take a progress-
ive direction. Inevitably they will agzain
revert fo reformism. One vear ago tha
Musteites went into g combination with the
Fishwick-Walker reactionaries, But the
miners’ revolt movement, when the forees
becoms  renlly  unleashed,  will develop
el faster than the “progressivei=m” of
the Muos=teites and go bevond these narrow
confinez.  Bince the ultimate solution  of
the working ela=s ean be fonnd only througeh
revolutionary action. the reformists, when
reverting  to rheir natural position. he-

come a distinct barrier. Thus the rile of
theze “progressives” within and In rela-
tion to -the movement: Yesterday in tha
camp of reaction, today “progressive’, while
tomorrow standing pat and then again re-
actionary. Hencee this  conclusion: this
leadership must be replaced by the Left
wing.

Victory for the coal miners can best
be assured when they rely solely upon their
own class forces. The next convention of
the revolting elements planned for this
gslilner can numestionably become an im-
portant step on this road. But it would
be quite clear that suech an achievement
is directly conuected with and dependent
upon the ahility to strencthen the forcea
which really fight for a new militant un-
ion. The Miners' Eduneational Leagues now
organized at several points in Ilinols can

become valuable instruments in this ro-
eS8,

It should be clear that these leagues
shonld specifieally be made the instra-
ments of the Left wing. Ours is the task
of imbming them with the neces=ary spirit
aml clarity of purpose and to fully estahb--
Ish the Left winge leadership within them,
In their activities these Leagues should by
all means wse every possible pressure to-
witrd the definite building of g new naiational
union upon the loecal and distriet Molicy
Committees which are established by the
St Lous convention decision. The further
policy of fighting for amalsnmation with
cther revolting sections and with the Na-
tionil Miners Union remaing as COrreet as
before. We of the Left Opposition again
bropose a united front wirh {he party for
nnity of the Cowmmunist vanguard in the
struggle toward this goal.

There will be no zenuine Left wing
without the Imilding of the Communist

forces. Int  this  =ense we urge the Com-

munist coal miners to hmild the Ieft (Come-
munist Opvosition direstly in the fields.

Who Has the «Leopard’s Spots»?

While reading the Mareh Issue of the
Preletarian the offieinl organ of the ’ro-
letavinn party, a little item directed at the
Left Opposition of the . 1. canght the
writer's artention. The  article which  is
written up under the heading of “I'arty
Notes™ (Chicago) takes izsue with certain
statements made in the one and only arti-
cle dealing wirth the Proletarian party that
has appeared in the Militant up to the pre-
sent date. The statement which drew most
of the I'. I'. writer's fire was one which
=poke of juterest shown by some of rhe
P. I, mewdbers in the fundamental fquestions
rivised by the Left Opposition and inter-
preted this as the healthiest sigm of g
ferment in the ranks of the I". P. that has
been seen for years.

The statement is vigorously denied. Ae-
cording to the I, P. writer there is not eren

a ripple let alone a ferment in the ealm
waters of the 1. I

Probably the best proof that the artiele
in the Militant was not far from correct
is the indignant mapner {p which the P. P,
writer denies its truth. Experience teaches
that where there is so much smoke there
Is apt to be a bit of fire. But since the
P. P. writer claims that the Militant wias
miles and miles from the truth we might
ask why it was necessary to pass a motion
that no P. P. member should discuss the
question of Socialim in one country, the
main tendencies in the C. I and other dis-
puted questions, with the Left Opposition
members, shortly after the article appear-
ed in the Militant? We understand that
snch a motion was passed (if it is not so
we wonld be glad to bhe informed) and it
strikes us that such a motion would be nse-
less if no interest in these questions were

being mavifested by any of the P, P, nien-
bers.

While the writer was neither the au-
thor of the avticle that appeared in the
Militant nor the anthor's informer he can
say withont falsehood that in his limftedd
contact with In P members (I would be
the last to ecluim that i+ is extensive) not
a few of them did zhow more than N prss-
ing interest in the disputed questions In
the International Communist movement,
Moreover, the answers ta the nuestions put
to him were not such as could be sleaned
from reading the articles in the Proletarian
dealing with “Trotskyism® which appeared
under the signature of Stanley Novak.

Question of Leoparils

The I'. I'. article referred to us az be-
ing a “leopard” spotted In the same way
as the old . P. “leopard”. Thiz should
entitle us to take at least one glance at
the P I*. “leopard™. One of the chief con-
tentions of the I'. P. against the C. P. has
nlways been that the latter would not dis-
cuss questions of program with them. Early
in the winter our Chicago group proposed
an inter-group discu=aion with the P. P.
e the question of “Awmerican program”.
The I, I*. declined, giving a8 u reason press-

ure of work., Several times comrade Oehler
who, as a Marxist, is at least equal to the
best they have, proposed to them that he
be allowed ro spenk at their forum on the
(question of wocialism in on: country and
everai other fmportant subjeets. He was.
turned down flat while 1 number of college
professors, trade union liberals and other
nondeseript  speakers were accepted  for
speaking dates. We do not guestion the
right of the P. P. to select whomever they
choose as speakers Lut the attitude mani-
fested by certain I, P. leaders in excluding
comrade Oechler from speaking on thege
subjects ix, we suggest, a little more than
akin to the methods used by the American
Stalinixrs,

Another incident that came to my mind
tock place at one of their forums. Novak
who was the speaker delivered a leciure
an the “five year plan.” Hiz lecture was
very little different than the usual ballyhoo
stuff put out by the Stalinists on the same
subject. In the discussion the writer rajsed
the question of socialism in one  country
and other basic questions written upon by
comrade Trotsky. In the rebuttal Novak
practically  disposed of these questions
by simply calling Trotsyy a scoundrel. So
far as I know not a single P. P. leader
protesied against this line of argument,
However, a few rank and file members did
tell me they not only considered the ans-
wers to my questions bad but the manner
of answering them improper coming from
this leading “anti‘Trotsky theoretician.”

Whether the leopard became spotted
through close association with the Stalin-
ists or was contaminated by a too ardent
peru=al of the Stalinist controlled Inprecor
by one Don Stanislans . Novakinsky is of
little importance. The exnmples set forth
here bear ithe unmistakable earmarks of
“the original sin™ that the I I, leaders
frequently complain against.

We, of course, do not know if the P.
P, at thiz time will see fit, at itz forth-
comdng  convention, to tmke n elear eut
stand on the important questions befora the
Interpational  Communist  movement and
thereby olign itself more closely ideologi-
citlly with one of the three factions in the
International (even if not organizationally),
or whether it will merely procrastinate. But
we =incerely hope the latier will not be the
case. S0 far as the general characteristie
of rhe I', I are comcerned the Chicago Left
Uppostrion regards them in the main as
an: henes:, sincere, hard-working group, al-
though we do not agree with thein cu aany
questizns, In our contact with them we
have always been friendly, eordial, straight-
forward and above aboard just as we hafe
been toward every other sincere working
claszs gromp., We not only stand ready but
will be more than glad to digeuss ques-
tions important to the working elass with
them at all times. We have no doubt that
such discussions will be mutnally benesficial,

—JOIIN MIHLILIC.
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