. fighting power of the masses and

-

struggle and protest?

.there were only 70 in the demon-

~»un spile of these facts both the

‘movement.

_ganizations,

nsurance Congress
Sabotaged by Muste
And Socialist Leaders

.ank and File in Their Organizations, However,
Are Geing Over Heads of Leadership
to Endorse Workers’ Bill

By 1. Amter

In order to prevent the united
ont in the struggle for relief and |
r unity of the unemployed or-
inizations, and particularly in or-
or to prevent united action behind
12 Workers Unemployment and
nd Social Insurance Bill at the
’ashington Cengress on Jan. 5-T,
12 Socialist and Muste leaders of
1e opponent unemployed organiza-
ons are raising “new” issues,
hese people know that the masses
{ the United States want unem-
loyment and social insurance.
hey also know that the Workers
ill is not only the only genuine
nemployment and social insurance
1I, but is the onmly bill that will
rovide insurance for the 16,000,000
nemployed. Not a single other

!, whether drawn up by Fed-

1 or State commissions, or by

vate institutions, such as the
.aerican Association for Social
ecurity (A. Epstein), or the Amer-
*an Association for Labor Legisla-
ion (John Andrews), will afford
ne single penny of protection for
he unemployed. All the other bills
re unemployment ‘reserves” bills,
llegedly intended to provide insur-
nce for a short time for workers
1ow employed who in the future
nay lose their jobs. But all these
vills are so constructed that even
hese workers may be deprived of
nsurance. In addition, they all act
s strikebreaking bills.

The Ntationa|l Unemployment
Jouncil has proposed the united
ront to the Socialist and Muste
ontrolled unemployed organizations
~not once but many times. On oc-
:asion and in certain localities—
?ittsburgh, Youngstown, New York,
2hiladelphia, Illinois, etc. — the
inited front on certain issues has
»gn achieved. This has been ef-

ted not through the good will

the leadership and recdgnition

their part that the united front
and unity are essential for most
2ffective struggle on the part of
all the unemployed. It has been
achieved through the mass pres-
sure of the rank and file. .When
lirectly approached, the leadership
f these organizations refused the
united front; when the rank and
file spoke and acted, these leaders
had to change their position, as,
for instance, in New York, Chi-
cago, Pittsburgh.

Reject Cooperation

In preparation for the Nov. 24
demonstrations, the Socialist and
Muste national leadership of the
opponent unemployed organizations
united—but they rejected the co-
operation of the National Unem-
ployment Council. In spite of this
rejection, the locals of the National
Unemployment Council participated
in variows localities. In Chicago,
where a real united front was
achieved, the demonstratios was a
most effective one. In other locali-
ties the demonstrations were piti-

iy small. This shows not only

weakness of the Socialist and

_ste controlled unemployed or-
agnizations, but also the irresponsi-
bility of their leaders towards the
unemployed masses. Is not the aim
of demonstrations to increase the

aid them in getting their demands?
Surely that can be the only pur-
pese of demonstrations, and the
only reason that the masses partici-
pate,

What were the demands of the
Nov. 24 demonstrations? One of
the central demands was for the
Workers Bill—thebill formulated by
the National Unemployment Coun-
cil and for which the N. U. C. has
secured the support of four to five
million people in the United States.
Should not, therefore, the N. U. C.
®ave been an integral part of the
demonstrations, and would not its
participation in all localities have
made Nov. 24 a ringing day of

Weak Demonstrations

But what was the result of the
refusal of the Muste and Socialist
leaders? The best demonstration
was in Chicago—25,000, of whom
20,000 were brought into the streets
@ the N. U. C, 5000 by the Work-
¢ @ Committee. In New York, 6,000
- 27000, of whom no more than
1 were brought out by the
Workers Unemployed Union and
were kept away by strict lines from
the remainder brought into the
streets by the N. U. C. In Pitts-
burgh, about 500; Columbus, 100 to
150; Gulfport, Miss., 1,000; Milwau-
kee, 1,200; Charleston, W. Va., 100,
etc. In Newark, Ohio, despite the
bluff of a demonstration of 20,000
(out of a total population of 30,000),

stration. Other demonstrations
showed militancy, but a very weak
participation.

Why is this brought forward
sharply? Because the Socialist and
Mmbmh:de:: continue their irre-
SO ¥ toward the unemployed
in refesing the united front, in keep-
ing the workers divided, net on is-
sues that the unemployed raise, but
that they themselves bring forward
in order that they, the leaders, may
continue in control of their rank
and file, This division only helps
the government and the bosses and
D{petuates the division that the

smplsyed want ended.

Muste—Socialist Split

Sccialist and Muste organs speak
ibout the “gizantic” demonstra-
=ons on Nov. 24th, the ‘“greatest
“=itpouring of unemployed since the
Uepression began” (Lasser, Dec.
14th), This is the sheerest humbug,
and only harms the unemployed

In response to the letter which
the National Unemployed Council
gent on Nov. 30, to a so-called “Na-
tional Action Commitice,” supposed-
ly representing the Socialist and
Muste controlled unempioyed or-
ve learn that the
Muste-Socialist  vnited front  no
longer exists, but is split up inte

#wo groups, as before, The political

convention of the Musteites to-
gether with the counter-revolution-
ary Trotzkyites, decided that unity |
with the Socialists is “impossible of
achievement at the present time,
mainly because of the attitude of
reformist elements (especially of
the 8. P.).” The Musteites also
speak of “bureaucratic control by
the Socialists. Those who attended
the convention of the Muste con-
trolled National Unemployed
League in Columbug, in July, 1934,
learned s?mething about bureau-
cratic control. Not even William
Green or John L. Lewis would at-
tempt to put over what Ramuglia,
Johnson and Truax (Mustq leaders),
tried—only to be rebuffed by their
own membership.

Let us, however, look at it from
the standpoint of the interests of
the unemployed. Both the Muste
and Socialist controlled organiza-
tions have endorsed the Workers'
Bill. This did not come about
through recognition by the leaders
that the Workers’ Bill is the only
real bill, but through endorsements
that were passed over the heads of
the mnational leadership by the
locals and branches.

Try to Prevent Action

What do we find today? Truax,
Ramugiia, Johnson, go about from
local to local of the Unemployed
Leagues, trying to prevent united
action and the election of delegates
to the National Congress, and
promising separate action on Jan-
uary 24th! But January 24th would
only mean a division of forces—just
what should be prevented. This
shows the sincerity of the Muste
leaders in the struggle for the
Workers' Bill.

The Socialists “talk” united ac~
tion. Early in the organization of
the Sponsoring Committee for the
National Congress, not only were
the Socialist and Muste leaders of
the unemployed organizations in-
vited to participate, but also Nor-
man Thomas. The Socialists at-
tended the first meeting, partici-
pated in “the discussion, promised a
memorandum—t hen disappeared.
The Musteites did not participate
at all. Only a short time ago the
Socialists again sent “observers”
into the Sponsoring Committee—
none other than Mr. David Lasser
himself. But cooperation? No, the
Socialist leaders of the unempoyed
organizations, who also “endorse”
the Workers’ Bill, owing to the
pressure of their rank and file,
promise action on March 4th! Again
splitting forces. This too shows the
“sincerity” of these people.

In spite of these actions, locals
and county bodies ‘of the Muste and
Socialist unemployed organizations
are electing delegates to the Na-
tional Congress.

Mr. Lasser now takes a different
tack-—following the line of the N. E.
C. of the Socialist Party. He de-
clares that unity with the National
Unemployment Council is impos-
sible because: 1—It is not “non-
partisan”; 2—1It is allegedly “domi-
nated by a single political party and
completely identified with that
party. The Unemployment Coun-
cils in turn always endorsed and
supported that party politically”;
and 3—The N. U. C, as a result of
the policies of the Communist
Party, “is committed at present to
dual unionism.”

Let us examine these points.
Lasser speakes abouf “non-partisan-
ship.” The N. U. C, declares that
there is no unemployed organization
in the country except the N. U. C,,
which gladly and freely admits into
its ranks workers irrespective of
political, national or religious affi-
liation or belief. The N. U. C. makes
no distinction as to color — which
neither the Socialist nor Muste con-
trolled organization can even pre-
tend, since they both in various
localities openly jim crow the Ne-
groes, and in others will not admit
Negroes. The N. U. C. carries on a
sharp fight against any manifesta-
tion of race prejudice or superiority.
The N. U. C. has within its ranks
thousands of Socialist workers,
workers of all political opinions. We
need but point to the support to
the N. U. C. in the mining sections
of Pennsylvania, where the over-
whelming majority of the workers
voied Democrat.

On the other hand, the Socialist
Party, when it is unable to build
a local of the unemployed organi-
zation, simply baptizes its S. P.
branch an “unemvloyed union,” and
thinks it is doing “work among the
unemployed.”

We wish to state further that
practically all of the top and District
leaders of the Socialist and Muste
organizations belong to their respec-
tive political parties. Furthermore,
that it is difficult for any worker to
rise in their organizations unless he
joins the political party that con-
trols the particular unemployed or-
ganization. The N. U. C. on the
other hand, has in its leadership
workers of all political affiliations.
It is particularly the task of the N.
U. C. to bring into leadership any
and all workers who sincerely and
militantly fight for the line of the
N. U. C. Leadership is lacking in
all working class organizations, and
only the most rapid training of
leadership will enable us to carry
on the fight. As a result, there are
Republicans, Democrats and Social-
ists, as well as Communists in the
leadership of the N. U. C.

If, however, by “non-partisanship” | that

Lasser means what Sam Gompers
and William Green maintain—a so-
called “neutral” attitude towards
politics, then the N. U. €. is not
“non-partisan.” This so-called ‘“non-
partisanship” is only a cloak for
covering up all the political trick-
cry and actions of the capitalist
peliticians to keen the workers
down. The N. U. C. advocates and
will continue to advoecate militant
WORKING CLASS POLITICS. The
unemployed ahove all have to face

Communist

Party Tells‘

and Correct Errors 3

the question of politics. They con-

The Central Commitiee of the
Communist Party of the United
States of America publishes the
following letter to the “Commu-
nist” Opposition (Lovestone
group) as educational material for
our new members, showing the
inevitable ending of all oppor-
tuuist oppositions to the Leninist
line of the Communist Interna-
tional:

*
To the National Committee and all
members of the “Communist”

Opposition,

51 West 14th Street,
New York City.

We have received a letter from
the secretary of your group speak-
ing in the name of your “National”
Committee, in which is proposed
that we meet with representatives
of your group to discuss the build-
ing of a “new” organization to fight
against war and fascism, and also
to “join in a common effort to bring
about a better political understand-
ing between our organizations so as
to pave the way to complete unity.”

Surely there is no need to carry
on any discussions on the first
point. Especially do we see no
ground for discussion on the basis
of the approach to the American
League Against War and Fascism
contained in your letter. Can the
members of the Lovestone group
talk about united action seriously
and at the same time approve the
vicious and provocative approach to
the League of Struggle Against War
and Fascism contained in your let-
ter to us? . In what way is the
language here different from that
of the open enemies of the Commu-
nist movement?

The League Against War and
Fascism and its various sub-
divisions, especially its Youth Sec-
tion, represent already millions of
workers, farmers, students, intellec-
tuals, etc.,, among them important
sections of the American Federation
of Labor trade unions, and some
important socialist organizations.
Its program represents the broadest
possible approach toward mobilizing
the American masses in the struggle
against wxr and Fascism. The
League has achieved these results
despite the attacks made upon it
by the reactionary officialdom of
the A. F. of L., the leaders of the
Socialist Party and the sabotage
and sniping of the leaders of the
“Communist” Opposition, As an
example of this sabotage is it not
enough to cite the role of Zimmer-
man in the League? What has he
done to build the League in his own
local, of which he is the head and
which he represents on the League’s
National Committee?

To be sure, the League is only on
the road to develop into the instru-
ment needed by the masses, As is
well known, it is the Party policy
to win to its support the broad
masses of the A, F. of L. unions,
thr- unorganized workers, all the So-
cialist organizations, all toilers and
those who sincerely wish to fight
+2ainst war and Fascism. We have
made serious efforts to enlist the
support of the N. E. C. of the So-
cialist Party in support of the
League. We have made headway
in winning S. P. local organizations
to the League despite the opposi-
tion of the N. E. C. And what has
been the role of the “Communist”
Opposition? One of Jfrying to pre-
vent the drawing in ‘of the Social-
ist Party and other organizations.

Surely the League will not be
broadened by such discussions as
Lovestone is carrying on. Even if
you were to stop your attacks on
the League and join in building it—
which surely no one prevenis you
from doing—would that change ma-
terially the situation? Hardly.
After all, why not look facts in the

* =

tinually deal with the government
and governmental agencies. Only a
correct, militant line can guide
them. It is just because the N. U.
C. is uncompromising in the fight
for the interests of the unemployed
and carries on its fight through
mass action, that the Socialist and
Muste leaders, who dicker with po-
lice and relief officials, despite their
“radical” phrases, try to change the
N. U. C. with “partisanship.” Parti-
sanship for the interests of the
workers is the basis of the work of
the National Unemployment Coun-
cils.

The second point “charges” that
the National Unemployment Coun-
cil is dominated by and supports a
certain party—meaning the Com-
munist Party. Is it not a fact that
the Communist Party is the ONLY
party that really supports the un-
employed in their struggles—mot
only by giving policy and advice,
but also by throwing its forces into
the struggle for relief, against evic-
tions, against discrimination of Ne-
gro and foreign-born, for the Work-
ers Bill? Does the C. P, noi also
mebilize all its sympathetic organi-
zations in this struggle? It does.
Does it follow then that the N. U.
C. forces endorsement of the Com-
munist Party on N. U. C. affilia-
tions? In the last elections, the
N. U. C. recommended to its affli-
ated bodies endorsement of the C.
P. on the above grounds, but also
proposed that the locals of the N.
U. C. arrange symposiums and in-
vite speakers of all parties to pre-
sent their platforms. If as a result
of these symposiums, the workers
in the N. U. C. more heartily en-
dorsed the C. P., it merely proves
that they recognize that the C. P.
represents ther interests.

The third point is drawn in arti-
ficially. The purpose of this point
is to bring down into the mnem-
ployed organizations the differences
exist even in the ranks of the
Socialist Party. The N. U. C. not
only gives support to all A, F. of L.
workers on strike—note the truck-
drivers in Minneapolis, the long-
shoremen and general strike in San
Francisco—but to workers in inde-
pendent unions that go into strug-
gle. In turn locals of the A. F. of
L. give open support to the N.
U. C. in all parts of the country,
as they suvport the Workers Bill.

The reason this point is raised
is the difference in policy in the
same unions, between the Socialist

face? You represent only a hand-
ful of individuals with very little
connection among the masses. Those
of your followers occupying leading
| positions in some trade unions in
| New York and vicinity are after all
only in these “commanding” posi-
tions by grace of A, F. of L. bureau-
crats with whom they are allied

(Zimmerman), or have lost all sup-
port of the masses as a result of
their reactionary and class col-

| laborationist policies (Keller),

{  What is true of the united front
on the field of struggle against war
and Fascism is unquestionably true
|in all other fields where the broad
| united front can be and is being
| built (unemployment, in the trade
unions, Scottsboro, etc.). Can we
| talk of united front for example in
| connection with the unemployment
insurance campaign when you speak
of the broadest movement ever built
in the history of the Communist
| movement in this country as “just
another name for the bankrupt
Unemployed Councils,” the “latest
puppet organization of the Commu-
nist Party”? Is this not going
William Green one better? Or can
we have united front in the trade
unions—where you are completely
isolated in the important industries,
or in the few locals where your
members are openly allied with the
reactionary bureaucracy, fighting
against the Communists and mili-
tant workers?

No discussion is possible with you
on the united front, so long as you
carry on such anti-Communist
slanders and actions. A united
front with your handful of follow-
ers is at any rate of little conse-
quence in the labor movement, If
you change your ways and really
wish to honestly support the posi-
tion of the Party in the struggle it
is leading you can show it in the
practical daily work.

Now as to the second point in
the letter regarding “a better po-
litical understanding . . . so as to
pave the way for complete unity.”
We are sure that you are fully ac-
quainted with the position of the
Party on all important questions of
fundamental policy and tactics. We
also are well acquainted with the
view of your group. There is no
need to organize any discussion
merely for the purpose of restating
our respective positions which are
well established. The only way in
which any understanding can be
reached between us is by your group
abandoning its anti-Communist po-
sition and fully accepting the poli-
cies and tactics of the C. P. U_S. A.

It is not necessary for us to go
into the motives behind the sending
of the letter to us. But every mem-
ber of the Lovestone group who sin-
cerely wishes to fight capitalism and
be part of the Communist move-
ment ought to ask himself the
question: why did the leaders of the
group send this letter to the Com-
munist Party when only a few
months ago, after the Comintern
informed through the columns of
the “Communist International” that
all the followers of the Brandler
group who wish to come into con-
tact with the Comintern should ad-
dress themselves to the respective
Communist Parties. The Lovestone
group instead of taking this honest
course, opened up a new “offensive”
against the C. P. U. 8. A, in the
form of “an open letter” to the
membership of the C. P. U. 8. A.

Unmistakably the following are
chief reasons why Lovestone is now
compelled to make this latest ma-
neuver:

1. Because the C P. U. 8. A, is
now completely united on the basis
of the line of the Comintern and is
making rapid progress in all fields
of work, especially in the trade
unions, and in the building of the

Party and the Communist Party.
The Socialist Party supports the bu-
reaucrats in the A.F.of L. The Com-
munists support, organize and lead
the rank and file in opposition to
the class-collaboration policies of
the bureaucrats. It is this which
raises the fear of the Socialists and
Musteites, so that they do every-
thing in their power to eliminate
Communists from their unemployed
organizations. These reformist lead-
ers, bureaucratically trying to con-
trol their organizations, fear the
leadership of the rank and file
against their pussyfooting policies,

Sabotage Interests of Jobless

The rank and file of the Socialist
and Muste controlled unemployed
organizations must take note of the
sabotaging activities of their lead-
ers. The sabotage of the National
Congress is the clearest expression
of their struggle not for but against
the interests of all unemployed.
Their refusal to form the united
front, their seeking fake issues to
prevent unity, clearly expose them as
working against the interests of the
unemployed.

To the rank and file we appeal: It
is in your interest that there should
be unity. Elect more delegates to
the National Congress and the Con-
vention of the N. U. C. Buiid unity
groups in every branch and local of
these unemployed organizations.
Pass resolutions in your locals, In-
struct your delegates to the city and
county bodies to fight for wunited
front action with the N. U. C, in
your locality.

But don't wait: FORM THE
UNITED FRONT IN ACTION with
the N. U. C. on the immediate is-
sues in your vicinity. Draw up joint
demands, mobilize jointly, elect joint
leadership and go to the relief bu-
reaus in one body. Join together in
arranging the demonstrations on
Jan. 7 to back up the demands to
be presented by the National Con-
gress to the U. S. Congress. Send
resolutions to Roosevelt and your
congressmen. Prepare jointly for
the struggle after the National Con-
gress to force the U. 8. Congress and
the State legislatures to pass the
Workers Bill.

The issue daily becomes clearer:
Your leaders do not want unity,
They are doing everything in their
power to prevent unity. YOU want
unity—WE want unity. Unity must
be achieved, despite all sabotage,




