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CANNON ANSW

Defends Socialist Ideas

4

‘SWP‘ Leader Gives Program

For Labor’s Emancipation

By Felix Morrow

MINNEAPOLIS, Nov. 21 — During the last three days
James P. Cannon, National Secretary of the Socialist Workers
Party and one of the 23 defendants in the “sedition” trial, has
been on the stand as the first defense witness. When his cross-
examination was concluded today and he stépped off the stand,
Jim Cannon had written into the history of the American work-
ing class one of its most glorious pages. -

He had gone on the stand, presumably, as a defendant on
a criminal charge — plotting to overthrow the government by
force and violence. But not for a moment was Jim Cannon on
the defensive. From the first he toock the offensive, his testi-
mony constituting a detailed indictment of the decaying capital-
ist system which resorts to war and fascism and to such frame-
ups as this prosecution.

‘Throughout, Jim Cannon spoke as the tribune of . the people,
chronicling their terrible grievances against America’s Sixty
Families, and proudly depicting the Marxist program for trans-
forming this war-torn world into a socialist world of peace and
plenty.

Jim Cannon’s testimony, both on direct and on cross-examina-

tion, will undoubtedly go down in history as a ‘hew landmark in

the coming of age of the American labor movement. Many cour-

ageous and class-conscious working class leaders have stood up

in a capitalist court, bravely defending themselves and refusing

to betray their fellow-workers and their principles — the Hay-

market martyrs, Sacco and Vanzetti, Eugene V. Debs, Bill Hay-

wood, Tom Mooney, Warren K. Billings, eté., ete. But Jim Can-
‘non’s testimony did much more than that.

His testimony constitutes pethaps the most persuasive Amer-

.ican presentation of the case for socialism that has ever been ut-

tered, deriving' terrific power of convineing hearers and readers
from the fact that the man who is urging it is doing so while

facing possible conviction and a sentence up to sixteen years.

SPOKESMAN FOR THE TROTSKYIST
PROGRAM

Jim ‘Cannon could do this not only because of his own per-
sonal qualities, but because he-is the spokesman for the richest,
most comprehensive program of socialism that has yet been for-
mulated — the program of Trotskyism. As Lenin rose, thanks
to the fact that he stood on Marx’s shoulders; as Trotsky built
on Marx and Lenin; so Cannon built on the foundatiens of all
the great teachers who have preceded him. N

In this Cannon was more fortunate than his American pre-
decessors. Parsons, Haywood, Vincent St. John, Gene Debs were
mighty men — but how meager their socialist doctrine! The
workers’ movement of their time had hardly sensed the broad
historical significance of the socialist thought of Europe — of
Marx, Engels and their disciples. Although they were splendid
agitators, men like Debs and Haywood knew pitifully little about
scientific socialism. Hence they were unable to develop signific-
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ant generalizations from the rich éxperience of the American
labor movement.

Moreover, the lawyers retamed in the labor trials of the
past were perhaps able criminal lawyers, but ignorant of or

essentially not sympathetic with the proletarian views against -
which: the: trials. were.really.aimed. At most.the. defense counsel -
might have been a civil libertarian like Clarence Darrow, sin- -

cerely desiring to win for his client the right to espouse his

views, but not himself sharing those views or even really un-

derstanding those views in any detail. Guided in direct examin-

ation by such defense counsel, even a Bill Haywood or a Gene

Debs could explain his views in court in only a half-formed
and chopped-up version. Reading the stenographic record of .
those trials, it is hard to see how even a fair observer could

make out precisely what these men stood for.

In this, too, Cannon was far more fortunate than his Amexr-
ican predecessors. He was able to expound his testimony under
the 'guidance of an attorney who was not only skilled and learned
in the law, but one who has also been a comrade in the revolu-
tionary movement for more than two decades — Albert Gold-
man. With perfect harmony of purpose joining therh, the ques-
tioner and answerer wove their thoughts together in a magnifi-
cent fabric.

Long after this trial is, settled one way or another, long
after this particular battle of the class-struggle has receded into
the past, the stenographic record of this courtroom dialogue
between Albert Goldman and Jim Cannon will be read as a

Effectively Answers All
Dlstortlons Of Presecutlon

pnmer by new generatxons in the socmlist movement.

. Perhaps even more dramatic interest came when the dlalogue ]
"“ended; when Goldman, having concluded his direct-examination, .

*turned the witness over.for cross-examination to Assistant U.

' S, Attorney-General Schweinhaut, who came from Washington,
sent by Attorney-General Biddle to supervise this case. The

local prosecutor, U. 8. District Attorney Victor Anderson, had
handled most of the presentation of the government’s case. When,
however, it came to making the supreme attempt to prejudice
the jury against the chief witness for the defense, Schweinhaut
himself took over the cross-examination.

From then on it was no longer dialogue. Now it became

debate. The spokesman for capltallsm and the tribune of thev

people crossed swords.

SCHWEINHAUT’S TRICKS

- The - technical rules- of - the court were all in favor of the
prosecutor. He could ask questions well-nigh at random, shift-
ing from subject to subject, filling his questions with broad
innuendos in an.attempt to prejudice the jury against the defend-
ants. He could interrupt Cannon at almost any- point, and he-
did, seeking to break .down.the effect upon the jury of what
Cannon was saying. He suddenly produced, torn out of context,"

" sentences and. half-sentences from Marx, from Lenin, from Trot- -

sky, from the 1929-1941 files of .the Trotskyist press, from for-
gotten pamphlets — and demanded that Cannon answer, yes or
no, whether he agreed with the quotations.

Yet, despite all these advantages on the side of the prose-
cutor, Schweinhaut was worsted in the great debate. Perhaps
‘not in the eyes of jaundiced observers. Perhaps not in the opin-
ion of those hostile or prejudiced against the labor movement.
Perhaps not to a jury chosen under a reactionary method which

‘weeded out of the jury venire all trade unionists, all industrial -
~vworkers, and made ‘inevitable this juty composed predominantly

of small-town businessmen. But any observer present who was

at all ready to-listen to both sides had to concede that Jim Can- .

non had pulverized Schweinhaut’s trumped-up case.
It was not mere debating skill that enabled Jim Cannon to

triumph over the Assistant U. S. Attorney General. Mr. Schwein-

haut was undoubtedly the best that Attorney-General Biddle and
official Washington could produce for this unsavory assignment.
But the prosecution foundered on the rock which splits all frame-
ups eventually: the jrock of the,truth.

What, indeed, could Schweinhaut do to bolster the indict-
ment on which this trial is being held?

CANNON’S ANSWER TO THE CHARGES

The central charge in the indictment, from which all the
other charges flow as corollaries, is that “the said defendants
and their co-conspirators would, and they did, accept as the ideal
formula for the carrying out of their said objectives the Rus-
sian Revolution of 1917, whereby the then existing Government
of Russia was overthrown by force and violence. . .

Cannon’s answer to this fundamental charge was completely
conclusive. Yes, he declared, those defendants who are members

<

CHARGES

n Minneapolis Witness Stand

government’s

Socialist Workers Party advocated |
armed overthrow of the govern-
ment by a minority,

The article, written in question
and angwer form, states in part:
‘“Both our
workers whom we influence must
go to war and do what they are
told by the rulers of this country,
So long as we do not have a ma-
jority behind us we are in no
position to do anything except
obey orders. It- is true that we

4.do. not assume responsibility for

this warin any way whatever, but
to draw from that fact the con-
clusion that we thereby help Hit-
ler win, lacks logic and common
sense.

BULLETIN!
Defense Closes Case

MINNEAPOLIS, Nov. 26. — The defense in the
“seditious conspiracy” trial of the So~
cialist Workers Party and Local 544-CIO ended the -

presentation of its evidence yesterday at noon.
Closing arguments for the prosecution and de-
fense start today. It is expected that the jury will
have received its instructicns from the judge and will
retire to consider its verdict by Saturday.

Attorney Albert Goldman, defense counsel and
one of the 23 defendants, concluded the defense testimony with . |
a dramatic presentation of his own article published in THE
MILITANT on March 29, 1941, months ‘prior to the indict-
ment, which completely refuted government allegations that the

members and .the:

The conduct of the war’

®

‘against Hitler is in the handsof
Roosevelt and Churchill represent- -
ing the American and British
capitalists. That is unfortunate,
and Wwe are trying to convince the
majority of the working class that
they should take the power 'of
government and the conduct of the
war into their own hands,  but
we defy anybody to show that we -
are doing a single thing that helps

Hitler, the greatest enemy of the-

working class . . . We do not- be-
lieve in individial action: nor 4 .
the action ‘of small- groups <

Until we gain a majority to our
jdeas there is nothing for us.to -
do but to educate’ workers untxl
we get a majority.” .

r g

‘Captive’ Mine Workers Forced To Arbitrate

Government Strikebreaking Threats, Lack of
Full CIO Support Lead to Ending of Strike

By ART PREIS
Overwhelmmg government and employer pressure, aided by
the refusal of the Hillmanite-Stalinist leaders of the CIO to give
more than lip-service to the flght of the United Mine Workers,
CIO, has forced the “captive’ coal mine workers to end their
strike for the union shop with an agreement to submit the issue

to binding arbitration,

- Faced with the threat of large-
scale military intervention — 50,-
000 fully-equipped regular army
troops were mobilized for strike-
breaking duty — and lacking the
assurance of decisive support from
the pro-war leaders of the CIO,
representatives of ‘the ‘“‘captive”
mine locals met last Sunday and
agreed to the settlement approval
by the UMW policy committee
at the demand of Roosevelt,

It is possible that Dr. John L.
Steelman, “resigned” director of
the United States Conciliation
Service who was named as the
decisive arbiter on Roosevelt’s
three-man arbitration board, may
finally vote the union shop or
some compromise to the “captive”
miners a8 an attempt to revive
faith in the government’s “im-
partiality.” But there is no ques-
tion that labor has suffered a
blow with respect to those basic
jssues ~— the right to strike and
to oppose compulsory arbitration
— that developed out of the mine
controversy and far transcended
the immediate union shop demand
directly involved.

‘Roosevelt ,used the strike to in-

voke his *“no-strike” policy and
to establish in practice the prim-
ciple of compulsory arbitration.
This raised the mine strike from
the plane of a dispute over the
union shop to a conflict between
the entire CIO and the govern-
ment over the right to strike,

ROOSEVELT’S ANTI-LABOR
HAND STRENGTHENED

In this latter sense, the miners’
acceptance of arbitration under
compulsion of Roosevelt’s threat
of army strikebreaking has un-
doubtedly strengthened the anti-
labor hand of Roosevelt and
heightened the assurance and
boldness of the Administration in
its drive to force the union to
surrender their right to strike and
submit to government domination
and control,

It is no discredit to the mili-

tancy and courageous union loyal-
ty of -the striking - miners that
they have been compelled to yield
on their traditional opposition td
compulsory arbitration. They
showed by their overwhelming

support for the strike, backed by |-

the growing - sympathetic strike

action which involved almost
200,000 commercial mine workers
by the time of the settlement, that
they were ready and willing for

la last-ditch fight. They held their

picket lines in the face of the
murderous violence of the com-
panies, whose agents shot and
knifed over a score of strikers,
and against the almost unprecéd-
ented pressure of the government,
big business forces and the pro-
paganda barrage of the capitalist
press.

MINERS FACED
TREMENDOUS ODDS

If the miners retreated it was
because they felt that they were
confronting insuperable odds a-
gainst which they would be
smashed to pieces in a continued
frontal assault. They had to with-
draw to a. defensive line. which
they continue to hold,

' This position was forced on
them in part by the attitude of
the Hillmanite-Stalinist leader-
ship of the CIO, which ran hog-
wild in the recent CIO national
convention in its sycophantic de-
monstrations of support for Roos-
evelt’s war program, They were
restrained from openly backing
the Administration against thé
miners only by the tremendous
pressure from the CIO ranks and
the fear that their own wunion
base would be undermined by a
ruinous defeat of the mine union,
the very heart of the CIO.

The action of the CIO conven-

tion in voting ‘unanimous support

to the miners unquestionably was
the decisive factor in staying theé|
hand of Roosevelt from an im-
mediate and viclent strikebreak:
ing attack on the miners.

But this action was so far nulli-
fied by the unqualified political
support accorded Roosevelt by the
vast n’iajority of CIO leaders, that
the CIO resolution of endorsement
for the mine strike constituted né
guarantee of continued united

CIO backing should the strlke
have eventuated in a real show-
down.

STRIKE BROUGHT
OUT CONTRADICTIONS

The mine strike brought into
gharpest focus the insoluble con-
tradiction in the policies of the
CIO and the trade union leader-
ship generally. The necessities
of Roosevelt’s imperialist war
program, which the Hillmanite-

Stalinist CIO leaders support un-
conditionally, demand a totalita-

rian organization of the economic
and political life of the country.

"I The boss war economy.comes into

inevitable conflict with the needs
of the workers, whose rights and
freedom of action the government
seeks to stifle at all costs, Thé

trade union leadership wants to.

reconcile this fundamental con-

(Continued on Page 6)

Libyan Front Is Of No
Use To Defense Of USSR

It Serves Interests
Of British Empire,Not
The Workers State

By HENRY KELLER

The Nazi offensive against
Moscow, Rostov and the Cau-
casus goes relentlessly forward.
With utter disregard of the cost
in human lives the Hitlerite
high command throws millions
of men into the conflict to gain
even the smallest ground in their
advance. Hitler is ready to incur
these losses to achieve the con-
quest of Moscow, even though it
may not be decisive for winning
the war, because he hopes that
the hated swastika flying over the
smres of the Kremlin w111 have-

a demoralizing effect on the So
viet population,

For more than two months the
Red Army and the Soviet workers

{before Moscow and Leningrad

have stayed the march of a mili-
tary machine that routed and dis-
persed the forces of the great
western powers, France, Britain
and Belgium in less than two
months, The Soviet workers have
been building a barricade of hu-
man bodies to keep the arch-rep-
resentative of world capitalist re-
action out of Moscow. It is not
for want of courage or valor or
stamina or any of the fighting
qualities that constitute the mor-

ale of an army of victory, that
‘the Red Army has been beaten

back for the Soviet soldiers

have exhibited these quali-
ties in superabundance. The
Soviet workers lack qualified lead-
ership and allies — to these glar-
ing defects, the fruits of Stalin’s
policy, Hitler owes his victories.
IMPERIALISTS WILL NOT
SAVE USSR

Even today, as the war ap-
proaches a fatal climax, Stal-
in’s policy is one of dependence
on the treacherous capitalist rul-
ers of the British and American
Empires, on Roosevelt .and
Churchill. It was a foregone con-

clusion that the chiefs of Anglo-

American  imperialism would
promise much and give little, that
they wanted not a Soviet victory
but a new battlefront to glve them
(Contmued on page 7)

of the Socialist Workers Party proclaim that the Russian Revo-
lution is the greatest event in history; it is the great example .
for the working class in every capitalist country of the way. -

when it says that the Russian Revolution was accomplished by =
force and violence on the part of the working class.

The full implications of the prosecution’s indictment of the .
Russian Revolution were brought out in the government’s pre-
sentation of its case. Its contention was that the Russian Revo-
lution had been made by an illegal conspiracy of an armed minor-
ity. That contention could scarcely be proved by the socialist
literature introduced by the government and admitted as evi-
dence by the judge. These government exhibits included the
Marx-Engels “Communist Manifesto” of 1848! (The presumed _
effect of the name of it on ignorant jurors was probably why a2
it was introduced). It could not be proved by the literature of
the Socialist Workers Party.

So. . . the government resorted to proving that the Russian
Revolution was an illegal conspiracy of an armed minority. . 4 *
proving it by testimony of government witnesses that various
of the defendants had said words to that effect in private con-
versations! That was the heart of the prosecution’s case: one
government witness after another taking the stand to testify.
that V. R. Dunne, or Carl Skoglund, or Max Geldman, etc., in a
barroom or in a parked automobile or in a union clubroom, in
a personal conversation, had stated that the Socialist Workers
Party was plotting an armed revolution soon — 1i. e., by a minor-
ity — just like the Russian Revolution. »

TESTIMONY DEFENDS THE RUSSIAN
REVOLUTION

In the direct testimony Cannon punctured all this clap-trap
by an elementary recital of the unquestionable historical facts.
He gave a chronology of the main events in Russia in 1917 from
the fall of the Czar in March to the establishment of the So-
viet government on November 7, 1917. Those indisputable facts .
established that, with the collapse of Czarism, all the labor and
peasant parties and organizations united to set up the Soviets;
that the Soviets were from the first the most authoritative body,
in Russia; that the Lvov-Miliukov and the Kerensky cabinets de-
rived their sole authority to govern from the consent of the
Soviets, which during most of the February-November period
gave a majority to the Social Revolutionary and Menshevik par-
ties; and that only when the Soviets gave a majority to.the
Bolsheviks and the authority to do so, did the Bolsheviks set up
the Soviet government on November 7, 1917. P

In short, the Soviet government was legally established by .
the authority of the overwhelming majority of the people, and
the violence came, not from the workers and peasants but from
the reactionary, outlived minority which refused to abide by the-
decision of the majority.

Against these unassailable facts Schweinhaut could throw
himself only in vain. In cross-examination he could only try,
by dishonest questions, to foist upon the jury an impression that
Cannon’s recital of the history of the Russian Revolution' was not
really the whole story. Typical of the corrupt methods used by -

pression on his face, some ten pages from Leon Trotsky’s “Les- '
sons of October”, and concluding with: “Now doesn’t that dis- .

prove your story, Mr. Cannon?” Schweinhaut knew better, but j
obviously hoped, by his reading to rural jurors a text full. of

strange expressions, that he would confuse them and they Would‘
accept his . deliberately false 'conclusion.

(Contmued on page 2)

out of capitalism toward socidlism. But the government is lying, . .

Schweinhaut was his rapidly reading, with .a “triumphant” ex- - g
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Leadership’s Support

With Need For Militant Campaign Methods.

for War Conflicts

By JOE ANDREWS
DETROIT, Nov. 22. — The first major step toward re-
ducing the dynamic Congress of Industrial Organizations to a

mere agency of the government’

s war machine was taken at the

Fourth Constitutidnal Convention of the CIO, where the entire

top leadersh1p, with few exceptlonﬁs i

6

listed as recruiting 'ser-

: geants for Roosevelts 1‘mper1al-v

1st war.

A resolution ‘endorsing, Without
quahﬁcatlon, the war program of
Roosevelt, applaudmg the aboli-
tion of the  Neutrality Act, and
'calllhg for convoys ‘on all seas,

plat:ed the CIO on tecord for the,

first tlme in favor of another “war
to save tlie world for democr acy

All the convention’s resolutions
and - speeches - demanding protec-
tldn of lab01 s ughts, were thus_
su’bmexged by their political “sup-
port of the war, This bas1c poll-r
tlcal stand 1mp11ed that so far as
CIO leaders are concer ned, labor’s
rlghts wéuld Nave to be sacxlﬁed
along with the lives of mllhons,
to Fatisfiy the imperialist lust of
Will street.

CIO delégates, led by the Hill-
manite-Stalinist bloc, demanded
“natiéhal unity” and strack a
harsh ngte of reactionary intoler-
ance and frenmed warmongering,
denouncmg as agents of Hitler all
who would not support Roosevelt
and ‘Churchill.

WARMONGERS READY
TO “SHELVE THINGS”
Few delegates openly admitted
that their pro-war stand Wouldi
1ne‘V1tably inean the shelving 6f the
rights ‘and Just demands of labor.
But T.eo Krzyceki, of the Afialga-
mated Clothing Workers, gave
voice to the underlying feeling of
the pro-war CIO leaders, when he
said, “Let us.say that in these ex-
traordinary times we are willing
for the time being to shelve the]
things we are ‘entitled to
Most of the other leading CIO
spokesmén avoided such a direct
admission of the conseguences of
their. support of the war, and tried
“to reconcile their “all out” sup-|
port of Roosevelt’s. foreign poligy,
with the ‘maintenance of the
rights and the conditions of labor.
CIO President Philip Murray’s
gpeeches expresged the dilemma
of the CIO leadership. His closing
speech before the convention was
a mass of confusmn and contra~|
dictions.

“I'"$ay y 6 the g0ve1 nment of the
Unit ed States of Amenca,”, he
said, “the Natlonal CIO iz here
with its heart its ‘mind, its body,ﬁ
its everything, its ht‘e, its ‘blood,
and ‘its hmbs prepared to make
whatever ‘Sacrifices may be neces-
sary to protect this thing we call
democracy ”

At the same tlme he had to in-

tax political
1 South? How dodes it propose to or-
ganize the open-shop Standard 0il

honey tor labor, even with lespecr
to' Ridosevélt’s attitude toward la-
bor: “And to you, Mr. President,
‘I ask you in the spirit of justice,
‘in the spirit of righteousness, to
sit down and ponder Just a little
more than you have, the need of
giving labor in Amberica a ¢hancs.”

This self-abasing plea to Roos-
evelt- for “a chance”  was noi
enough. Murray also begged for
“justice” from ‘American business.
“I ask you, Mr. Antericin Busi-

more than you have — more of
the: th1ng to which they are en-
titled »

This attitude of' subsex vient en-

A1l that the CIO

is a little “honesty f»nr play

..faith in labor,” 4s Munay put
1t They are asking the Morgans,
Graces and Glrdlers, who have at-
tempted to drown the workerd
rights in Blood and violence, t6

| “play fair.” ‘
| PROGRESSIVE STAND

ON MANY QUESTIONS
Nevertheless, the militancy and
pressure of the CIO ranks co.n
pelled a progressive stand on ‘sev-
eral questions, In parcticiular. a
militant resolutiéon was passed,

the open-shop South dand tha abol-
ition of the Poll Tax system.

in danger of béing buried under
the weight of the war program of

the unorganized, to bring indus-
trial unionism to the American
mass production workers, be sac-

‘rified:to the -interests.of the im-|
perialist war,

How, for instance, ‘does the pro-
war CIO leadérship propose to
achieve unionism in the Bourbon |
South, without 'a prolonged and
bitter striiggle that will bring it}
into«sharp conflict with the Roos-|
evelt administration and its poil-

machine in the

‘companies, the aireraft industry,
ete, without mihtant strike “ac-
tions?

ROBINSON ON CANADA
That support of the war leads

to the surrender of militant meth-
ods was very cleaxly demonstrated

dxcate that “all. 1s not rmlk and

by an 1n01dent in the con\rentlon

ﬁmmmmmmmm
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ness- nian to met‘e out to laoor )

treaty permeated the conventlod
1 ‘deltberatlons
| Teddership now hsks of the pro-
| fiteers and the 1mperiallst masters

this war, NEVERTHELESS

‘calling for the organization ofi
These progressive resolutions are
the convention which . demands|

that the gréat battle to organise]:

'support you ‘all the same.”

Delegate Reid Robinson of the
Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers,
a Stalinist fellow-traveller, -des-|
cribed the situation in Canada,
where he recently was held pris- |
oner by the government,

“At the present time,” he said,
“there are ‘Some 4,000 mifers of
strike in the Kir kland Lake area.
The eyes of &ll Canadlan lab01
are upon tlns situatioh bedause 1t
means the differefice hetween re- |
cognltion and nonreco‘ mtlon of
labor in ‘Canida Utider the pres-|
ent condmons in Canada, restric-
tions that are almost of a Fascist
nature are placed upon organpized
labor. IN THIS RESOLUTINN
WE ARE NOT ASKIN(} FOR
ALL-OUT SUPPORT FOR TUB]
STRIKE OF THE MINERS 1IN
CANADA, but ask individual or-|
ganizations for their support.”

AN AMAZING RESOLUTION
“It is not the strongest: resolu- |
tion in the world,” he admitted.
The résolution folléws in full:

“WHEREAS:
has noted with regret afad d
favér the f‘req‘uent and umustined
attacks on the CIO and ity afn-,
liated unlons ‘in some sectlors of'
‘the préss of Canada, and

“WHEREAS These attacks are
partlcularly unwarlanted at this))
timé when' all the energ1es of the
millions of Wworkers in the 010\ in |
the United States and the Nal
‘tional CIO itself are dlrected to-‘
wards productmn of war matérials
for Canada and Great Britain, in

This convention

“BE IT RESOLVED: That in
spite ‘of these attacks, the Ci0
will steadfastly .continie in the
determination to give every ds-
sistance to Great Britain and Can-
ada and all their allies in the
present struggle against Ilitler!
and 411 that he stands for,

This Tesolution informing “fasc-
ist-like” ‘Canada that in &pite of
its blow against the CIO, the or-
ganlzatlon will nevertheless give |
its full suppmt to that govern-
ment reveals to the core {he real
meanmg of all-out suppmt of the
boss war. “Break our strikeés .. 7
Reid Robinson is saying. “We

HILLMANITE AND I
STALINIST COMPETITION }
In this surrender to the war in-
terests of the Morgans, Duponts
and Rockefellers, the Hillmanites

each other, in the spirit of friend-
1y contest.

“defense,” by statlng' “The C

and Stalinists attempted to outdo |

po‘l-Tax teurt Sets Date
For Execution ¢

Of Waller

December 12 is the date set
for the execution of Odell Wal-

cropper sentenced to die for the
self-defense  shooting of = his
white landlord.

A stay of execution is bemg
asked .so that the defense may
have time to file a petition for

{Michael Quill S‘tahnlst President

of the Transport Workers Union,
‘complete a war hongering speech

Roosevelt by a Hillmanite such
as ‘Jacob Potofsgky.

“Let us take this 1n a serious
manner,” said Qulll of the resolu-
‘tion on foreign policy. “Let us
prepare so that Tabor will be unit-
ed, and mnational organizations,
church organizations, and all the
American people do the one JOb
to defeat Hltler, to give the tanks

|'the guns, the planes, and yés, our

blood and our very life to defeat
Hitler and maintain ‘American Dé-

, mocracy »

_ Potofsky, of the Amalgamated

Clothmg Workers, then rofe to

1 make clear the meanmv of 4 re-
Kolttion on strikés ahd "nat‘lonal

strong Tts strength glves uy “the
dssurance thit we ¢an win our
just ‘demands wthout resort ¢
our Witimate right to Strike. ‘

This unbrxdled ‘acceptunce of
the war program and the nnplled
acceptance of its antilabor con-

rsequences expressed by most of

Ithe c10 leaders does not, how-
ever, truly Teflect the attitude of

1the CIO ranks,

WHAT THE WORKERS WANT

The CIO workers hate Hitler-
isim in all it mamf‘estatlons and
wish ‘to oppose ‘it. Nevertheless
they have not ngen up their ught
nor their intentions to fight for
deceént  living conditions. They
‘are not prepaled to - accept the
inevitable consequences of this
imperlahst war aé expressed in
Wage‘freezmg, speed -up, longer
hours abolition of their civil
rights, ‘ete. On the contrary, the
‘advanced sections of the 5,000,000
workers who have built the CILQ
into the greatest labor organiza;

_.:tlon in, American history, identify

t_he« struggle against . faseism
abroad w1th a struggle for their

‘economic rights and poiitical 1ib?

erties at home.

A second -article in this series
analyzing the results of the CI10

No sooner would someone like

ler, 24 year ‘old Negro shate- |3

than he would outdone in the ex-|
3presS1on of his subserv1ence to

convention will appear in THE|

habeas corpus on sworn evidence
that -non-payers of poll tax are
'systematmally excluded from jury
duty in Pittsylvania County, Vir-
ginia, where Waller was tried.
Waller was deprived of a jury of
his peers because of the poll tax.

If the YVirginia courts refuse,

attorneys, John F. Finerty ana
Thomas H. Stone, plan to imine-
diately ask review by the U. §.
Supreme Céurt, thus bringing the
whole poll tax issue before the
nation’s highést court,

The Workers - Defense League,
one of the organizations defend-
ing Waller, declares that it “sees
the death penalty applied in thlS
case as if Waller's action had
been a cold-blooded and malicious
murder. The evidence of self-de-
fense seems to have been disre-
gardéd. Waller felt himself in-
volved in a web of oppr'essi:on
unjustly evicted from his
and d‘ep‘ri'ved of His famfily’s share
in the crop Wthh they had work-
ed to ralse The League asks for
him the opportunity for a new
trial by a Jury Which can view
his cdse without prejudice.”

The outcome of this case vitally
cohcerns all workers,

movement to free Waller, abolish
the poll tax and end the sys-
tem of Jim Crowism, which i3
the real gullty party in th1s case,

on a writ of habeas corpus, to set
aside Waller’s conviction, Waller’s:

white as)
wéll ‘as “Negro. All workers 01-‘
gamzatxons ‘should get ‘heéhind the

Women’s G Group
Hits Trial

ST. PAUL, Nov. 19. — The
Minnesota State Board of the
WomenslInternationalLeaguefor
Peace and Freedom yesterday

heard a report on the “Seditious
conspiracy” trial gomg on in

After some dlscussmn
they unammously Adopted the

followmg resolutlon, addressed t6
Attorney General Biddle:

“We, the State Executive Board
of the Women’s International
Ledgue for Peace and Freeddin,
| Minnesota Branch, deplore the ac-

ment of Justice in thé prosecu-
tion of 28 members of the Soc1al-
ist Workers Party now under in-
dictment in Minneapohs To all
intents and purposes this trial has
become a ‘prosecution for holdlng
and advocating opmlons abott
government ~— an utiprecédentsd
trial of a legally constituted pol-
itical party.

SUPPORT RIGHT
OF FREE SPEECH

“We wish to male vely clear
that We do not m any way approve
or ‘defénd the labor tactics .of the

port “and ‘Allied Industrlal Work-

Party We do however m‘amtaln

Judge Joyce’s court in Minnea- |
| polis.

tion taken by the federal Depart-|.

| the Soc1allst Workers Palty
noted sbeaker and writer, §he has|

leaders of Local 544, Motor Trans-"

ers Union, CIO, or the pohtlcal?
_theorles of the Sdcialist Workers

e ense Of 23 On Trial

or‘"in

unreservedly the right of the de-
fendants to hold and advocate
their opinions. “Such right is
guaranteed to all citizens of the
United ‘States in' the first admend-
ment to the Constitution under
the Bill of Rights — the right
bt‘ flee speech

in ‘this hour of risis for detnoe-
racy in. the world, to strike @
fatal blow at the Very roots of
démoceracy in 6ur éWwhn lahd.”

Dorothy Schultz
Starts On Tour

teleased Jast
week when Federal Judge M.
‘M. Joyce directed that they be
acquitted, has started on an ex-
tensive speaking tour in behalf
of the other 23 defendants.

Graduate of the Un1ve1s1ty of
Minnésota and a member of the
American Federation of Teachers.
Mrs, Schultz is secretary of th!
Twin Cities Workers ' Défense
League and St. Paul organizer of
A

for many years baen promlnent

relief to the unetnpléyed
Mré. Schultz began her tour in
Chlcago where she spoke 'on Tues-

| day, Nov. 25. Other miedtings at

whi¢h Mrs, Sochhltz Will Spetk are

of ten to ferret out all informa-
tion concerning activities of work-
ers which “hamper the prog]ess
of national defense.”

The information thus gathered
could then be'distortéd by the FBI
and other anti-labor forces to per-
secute the Union and its members
Regular union activity could be
lumped indlscrlmmately ander
the headmv of actxvmes obstruct-
tive to “national ~defense,” and
linked With “subverswe activi-
ties.”

It will be recalled that the Stal-

MILITANT next weel,

By MURRAY WEISS
LOS ANGELES, Nov. 22. — The Stalinists have found a
new way to aid the Gestapo-FBI to hound militant union men.
Last week at the North American Aircraft local of the United
Automobile Workers, CIO, in Los ‘Angeles, they attempted to

push through a resolution calling for the establishment of a
union “Fact Finding Committee”*

|inists who led the North Ameri-

" UNIONS

“It il behooves olir government, |

Dorothy Schultz, one of the
five defendants

in the ﬁght for improvement of |1

being arranged for Detroit, Cleve-
land, Buffalo, Boston, New York,
Philadelphia, Reading, Allentown
and Trenton.

“We remain in completeﬁlsoll-
darity with the defendants,"’ dec-
lared Mrs. Schultz after the di-
rectéd verdict of acquittal for 'th‘e
ﬁve det‘endants “We m‘ust Ter
double olir ‘éfforts 'to save our ¢o-
fehdahts and frlends ?’

Noted thttres

Join Committee .

New members are joining the

il Rights Defense Committee
almost daily. The Natiénal Com-
mittee now numbers. 65 men and
womnten, all well-known liberal and
labor leaders. ) o
Among those who joined thé

| National Commniittés last week are

the followmg .

LOUIS NELSON mgr, of N, Y,
Joint Board of Knitgoods Workers,
ILGWU; Rev. OWEN D. KNOX,
former ‘chairman, National Feder-
ation for. Constltutlonal Liber-
ties; Mrs, ‘CAROLYN STORLIE,
member Mlnneapolls Board ot‘
Pubhc Welfale MAYNARD
KRUHGHR, professor ‘at Chlcago
_Umverslty and member'ot‘ the Na-
tional Commlttee “of ‘the Soclahst
Party, Rt. Rev. D. T, HUNTING-
TON; F. 0. MATTHIESSEN pro-
‘fessor ‘at Harvard UmVersity,
MARGARET WHEST, well- knowh
fiberal aneapohs &chool’ teach~
er; W. m. B DUBOIS, leadmg
Negro educator, plofessor at At«
lanta Utiiversity; DEWDY AL
‘BINSON, former héad of ane
sota WPA Project.

can strike last June were them-
selves victims of the FBI and the
Army officials who took over the
plant, Some of the secondary
Stalinist leaders in the North
Amerlcan local are. stlll bemg vie-

tnnized by being denied their
jobs, for their pa‘rticip_ation in
that strike, They have been

tharged with being “subversive.”
MILITANTS OPPOSED

An extremely heated discussion
took place on the i‘e"solutlon. Mil-
itant w’orkers of ‘all'p‘olitical opin-
ions launched a vlgorous attack

against the Stalinist-Frankensteen
machine. They pointed to the ob-
vious danger of this committee
being used to persecute and get
rid of militant union men. They
insisted that it was treachery to
the interests of the labor move-
ment to call the labor-hating, un-
ion-busting FBI into the affairs
of the union.

Highly s;gnlﬁcant was the ag-

tion of a group of young Stalin .
ists who split openly  with- the

Stalinist .fraction on this issne
They fought side by side with
the mllltants in defeatlng this vi-
cious resolution.

The Stalinist- Flankensteen ma-
chine in control of the local was
forced to retreat. THis obvidusly
reactiohary plan for an FBL “Fact
Fmding Com‘mlttee”

,munist Party

union aroused such a storm ¢f
protest that the chairman quickly
suppressed all discussion and ad-
journed the meeting. The resolu-
tion was referred to a committee
of three for “study.”
Progressive unionists in all in-
dustries must be on guard against
this campaign which represents
the latest ‘treachery of the Com-
JLnder. the (guise
of innocuons soundxm, £ t ,ﬁndg

ing committees” the Stallmsts are
seeklng to assist the FBI in its
efforts to strait-jacket the labo“
movement

Yok PSR RED S oy,
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But to any hal‘fway d1smter-
ested observer, it ‘was clear that
Cannon had built on the granite
foundation of facts while Schwein:|
haut was banking on ‘evoking |
backward prejudices in the jury.
Newspapermen who had writter
none-too-friendly ‘articles up to
‘that point; lawyers attending the|
trial purely ‘ot 6f professional in-
terest; conservative but fair-v
minded uhionists — all indicated
afterward that Cahnon had coh:
viced them that the ‘prosecu-
tion’s picture of a cellar-plot to
use force and violence was &
fraud. ’

THE PARTY’S
PROLETARIAN POLICY
L1keW1se ‘with the governtent’s
attempt 'to picture ‘the Proletarlah
Mllltary Pollcy ‘6t the party as |
constltutlng 1ns igatlon of dis-
obedlence by soldlers in the armed
forces. Here, too, the government
éould find nothmg in the anti-wal
literature of the Socialist Workers
Party to substantxate its charge
And here, t()o, the government
filled in the gap with testlmonyv
of government witnésses ‘aboit |
what ‘this or that defendant had
$aid in private conversations in
bars and house-parties.

Cannon broke this down with|
a ‘clear exposition of the party’s
Iegnslatlve program to secire ‘gov-
ernment approprlatlonsfor speeial ]
miliary tr aining camps where, un-
der the control of the trade un-
ions, workers would be trained in
the military arts and outstanding
workers would be trained as offi-
cers. This form of conscription,
Cannon explained, would miake
impossible such catastrophes ‘as
the treachery and capituldtion td
Hitler of the French general staff;
it would be a bulwark against
both ‘domestic and foreign fascism.
Perhaps the worst defest was

suffered by the government on'the’

unnon

lnswers

question of ‘the Union Defense
Guard, The governmeit contended
that the Tiocdl - 544 léadership,
seekme to overthrow the govern-
ment, set up the Union Defense
Guard in Minnéapolis in the fall
of 1938 under the direct instiga
tion. of Leon Trotsky, Wwho ‘sent
‘his “plans” for it thlough Emi’

‘Hanson, ‘4 unién member who had

served as a bodyguard for Trot-

sky.

COMIC-OPERA STORY

BLOWN UP' v s
Cannon ' blew ‘this ‘comic-dpera-

| concoction Gut of thé courtroom

whén he ¢itéd, with a ¢opy of the

11929 bound-vélume of The Mil-
| dtant in his lab, a dozen mnews-
l'accounts 6f that "year Treportifig

gétting up of Workers Defense:
Guards to protect working ¢lass ]
méetings from Stalinist hood-:
lums. Thege ‘decounts included the
setting up by the IWW and the
Communist League (Trotskylst)
of a Workers Defense Guard in
Minneapolis in January,‘1929 to
protect a meeting at which Can-'
non spoke Trotsky Was then 1n
‘exile ‘in "Asia, cut 6ff from “any|
contact with his associates.

‘When the Trotskyists and other
radical groups successfully estab-
lished their right to hold meet-
ings -without interference from
the Stalinist gangs, the Workers
Defense Guard was dissolved.

| Likewise, in 1939, when the Silver

Shirt menace died down, the Un-
ion Guard of Minneapolis ceased
fanctioning, In short, Cannon es-
tablished, such guards serve thé
specific purpose of protecting la- |
bor organizations against hood-.
lum or fascist violence, and no
other purpose,

To continue summatrizing the
specific points on which Canmoxd
refuted the trumpéd-up charzes of
the prosecution would be ‘a poor

|in the dramatic form of ‘striggle

8

substitute for ‘the verbatim “text

‘tween ‘the défendants on thé one

of Cannon’s testimony. Such a
summary would ‘give ‘only ‘@ thin
indication of -the authoritative
quality -of the 0r1g1nal Every
serious worker must read Can-
non’s own ‘testimony. It must be
published, not only in THE MIL-
ITANT, but in pamphlet form
and made available thloughout
the ‘capitalist world. Tor it gives
the ~message of socialism not in
the ‘drab form of a fextbook but

which, though - ‘decordusly cbn-
ducted in ‘a cdurtroom, is Hever-
theless one of the great battlés
of the ¢lass struggle.
CONTRAST BETWEEN,
DEFENDANTS AND
GOVERNMENT WITNESSES
Pe‘rhaps one of the most dra-
matic ‘aspécts of this ‘courtroom
battle must inevitably be 165t to
those Who are not here personally’
watching it — the contrast be-‘

side and the government wit-|
nesses on the other, What a con-
trast! I can at least indicate its
extent,

In the thrée weeks which the
prosecution took to present its
¢ase, the prosecution had attempt-
ed to describe the 23 defendants
as ‘skulking plotters, furtively
scheming to shoot their way into
power. The 23 are a partlcularly
vicious variely of gangster-con-
spirators, according to this tale.

Who tells this tale? The bulk]
of the prosecution Wwitnesses, all,
the important ones, are on the
payroll of Daniel J. Tobin, AFL
Teamsters  President. Add to
these the widow, sweetheart and
brothers ‘of the ‘deéeased léader
of Tobin’s forces ‘here, and others
of their supporters who have tes-
tified, -and you have 21 ¥overn-]
ment witnesges!

‘Who ‘are the most important of

theége ‘Tobin “hirelings, by “their

own testimony? Because Trotsky-
ists played a leading role in the
trade union movemsent here, these
key witnesses testified they had
joined the Socialist Workers Par-
ty. They joinéd for a short time:
they joined without any belief in
or hope for socialism, They said
they joined because of pronnses
by party members (in réality, this
was the hope of these would-be
careerlsts) that they would there
by be in line for ]obs as unlon
ot‘ﬁc1als They didn’t get the JObS
so they qult the party And when
Tobin launched an assault on Lo-
cal 544-CIO and hlred any scoun-
drel who would help h1m these

| job- hunters went on Toblns pay-

roll and now appear as prosecu

tion witnesses against the leaders ‘

| of Local 544 CIO and the Soc1ahst

Workers Party On such scum has |
the government bu1lt its frame- :

up' It is 1mposs1ble to convey
what these individuals, mostly in

their twenties and thirties, many|

of them obviously subrnorinal,
1ook like on the witness stand.
JIM CANNON’S APPEARANCE"
What a ‘contrast bétween thesd
people &nd Jim Cannon! e is
51 years 61d now and has behind
him thirty yeéars of hard battles
as a proletarian léader. His hair
is iron-gray and he is slightly
stooped. But otherwise the years
of hardships and penury have
left few harsh traces, His face
is young with the youth of the.
revolutionary spirit, ‘“Revolution
is the springtime of humanity,”
he once said, and it is certainly
true ‘of him. The years have not
tired him, but have clothed him
with the unassuming authority of
a leader who has led men so often

into battle that it has become |

second mature.
This fall he celebrated the
thirtieth anniversary of his join®

ing the revolutionary labor move-

ment. This ‘{s the third time that
he has beén indicted, ‘each time
in connection with the mass work:
ers’ movement. The first time in
1918 in Peoria, Tllinois, for organ:
izing the workers in the farm
equipment plant there. The second.
time in 1919 in Kangas, for parti

| miners, Thoge two tithés e was
in jail before bail-was placed, but
never was tried on ‘the indiect-
meénts,

Thls, ‘the third tlme, he is be-
lng tried for advocating socialism
as the solutlon for the most ter-!
rible erisis inthe history ‘of ‘man-

‘\here like a dymg dragon
cipating 1n the ‘strike of the coal | in i

kmd He isits in the witness stand,

courteously answering questions.
The scene is quiet enough. Bt to
those ‘who have ‘eyeés to ‘see ‘and
“éars to hear, the air is full 6f ‘the
sound ‘of clashing arms and ‘pow-
erful warriors colliding ‘in ‘this
arena. Decaymg capltallsm IS

ts last a‘gomes cin s‘tlll wrédk
terrible dahmare on the ngiard
of the coming socialist world.
The monster may strike down

“Jitn Cannion. But Yook “at “him}

Radiant as a youthful warrior, he
fights on to the end. He knows,
Beyond doubting, ‘that we may
lose tlie battle, but that we shall'
win the war.

R B I O

The ‘end of the second Week of
the drive for special fifty-cent
subscriptions for the MILITANT
and Fourth International bring’s
us the promising but ‘et ‘excit-
ing total of 27, ‘as ‘follows

Flint 888 S B 0 a s et o 1 o
New York ................ 7
Newark ..o.ooovvnnnn.... 2
Plentywood ............... 2
DEtroit  wosvoms i’ h s 2
Cleveland ................ 2
Milwaukee ............... 1
Allentown  .............. 1
Rochester ................ 1
Stockton  ............n.. 1
Boston ........... o s % il g 1
New London .............. 1
Chicago R AR R R E TR |
Duluth | cocsoaniongs i une’s 1

One of the New York branches |

1 this week pledged to secure a,

minimum of 75 of these subscrlp-'
tions before.the end of the year, |

‘and with ‘the mterest ‘we ‘have

seén developmg in ‘our publica-
tions Since the Begmnmg of the
trial the realization of this gdal
should be no job at all,

Flint 1éally went to town this

‘week on the ‘subscription businéss.
l\Iot only did it send in eight of

~]the special ‘subs but accompanied

' tllem with '8 six-month subscrip-
f tions besides, Here’s the pace; let
|all the rest follow.

We urge the branches and in-

dividual members of the party to
blunge into the
{ WOrk without delay. We want to
] see really big- results before the

‘sub-gathering

termination of the trial.
that the defense is

Now
present-

Alng our side of the -case, it is
{'more than ever important that

THE MILITANT, carrying. full
details, should.get into the hands
of as many workers as pos51ble

on a subscrrptlon ba51s We know

it can be done.

National Committee. of the Civ- - °
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THE MMlLlTANT

ames P. Cannon On The

The presentation of the government’s case against 28
members of the Socialist Workers Party and Local 544-CIO
ended on Monday, Nov. 17. The government had used 37 wit-
nesses. 22 of whom were hired agents or followers of AFL
Teamsters President Daniel J. Tobin, who had called on
Roosevelt to take action against the defendants after Local
544 voted to disaffiliate from the AFL and accept a charter
from the CIO, Two witnesses were FBI agents, one was an
employee of the Associated Industries, reactionary employers
association of Minneapolis, and the other 12 were of minor
significance.

Motions by the defense asked for a directed verdict of
acquittal for the 28 defendants, principally on the ground
that the prosecution had failed to prove the existence of a
“conspiracy” on the part of the defendants. Judge M. M.
Joyce denied the defense motions the next day; in the course
of his ruling he denied that the defendants had the consti-
tutional right to publish and circulate their beliefs. He or-
dered five of the defendants released on grounds of insuffi-
cient evidence, and ordered the trial continued.

" The first witness for the defense was one of the leading
defendants, Comrade James P. Cannon, National Secretary of
the Socialist Workers Party. His testimony, printed below,
‘was at the same time a crushing refutation of the charges
that the defendants were guilty of a “conspiracy” and g mas-
terful exposition and defense of the program, tactics and his-
tory of the revolutionary party. .

[aasacaaaa s ssessad

Tuesday, November 18, 1941
Afternoon Session

JAMES P CANNON

was called as a witness on behalf of the defendants, having been
ﬁrst duly sworn, testified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
By MR GOLDMAN:
Will you please state your name for the reporter?
James P. Cannon.
Where do you live, Mr. Cannon?
New York.
And your present occupatxon"
National Secretary of the Socialist Workers Party.
How old are you, Mr. Cahnon?
Fifty-one.
Where were you born?
Rosedale, Kansas.

e?eeeeeeeee

in the Marxist movement, Mr. Cannon?

How long a period is it since you began your career .

First Witness For The Defensé Gives Masterful
Exposition Of Principles and Tactics Of The SWP

A: Thirty years.

Q: What organization. did you first join that was palt of
the working class movement?

A: The I. W. W., Industrial Workers of the World.

Q: And did you join any other organization subsequent to
that one?

A: The Socialist Party.

Q: And after that?

"A: In 1919, at the foundation of the Communist Party, I
was one of the original members, and a member of the National
Committee.

Q: How long a period did you remain in the Communist
Party?

A.: Until October, 1928.

Q: Now, will you tell the court and jury the extent of your
knowledge of Marxian theory?

A: I am familiar with all the important writings of the
Marxist teachers — Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky, and the com-
mentators. on their works.

" Q: Have you ever read any books against the. Marxmn
theory?

A: Yes. In general T am familiar with the literature against
Marxism, particularly the most important book.

Q: Which one is the most 1mportant book ?

A: Hitler’s “Mein Kampf.”

Q: Have you ever edited any labor papers, Mr. Cannon?
A: Yes, a number of them. In fact; I have been more or

* less a working journalist in the movement for about 25 years.

Q: - Do you recollect the names of any of the papers that
you edited? ' '

A: The Workers’ World in Kansas City. The Toiler, pub-
lished in Cleveland, Ohis. I was at one time editor of The Mili-
tant. I was editor of the paper called Labor Action published in
San Francisco, and I have been on the editorial board of numer-
ous other papers and magazines published in the movement.

Q: Have you ever delivered lectures on the theory of So-
cialism and other aspects of the Marxist movement?

A: Yes, I have done that continuously for about thirty
years.

Q:  And you have written pamphlets that were publlshed"

A: Some, yes.

THE FORMATION OF THE SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY

Q: Tell us the reasons why you severed your connection,
with the Communist Party, Mr. Cannon. | ©

A ‘Well, at the time of the controversy that’ developed in
the Russian party between Trotsky on the one side, and Stalin
and his group on the other, a controversy that touched many
of the most fundamental principles of Socialism, this controversy
gradually became extended in the Communist International, and
became the subject of concern in the other parties of the Com-
munist International and I and some others here took a posi-
tion in support.of Trotsky and that led to our expulsxon from the
Commumst Party of the United States.

Q, ‘Can you give ug’ in brlef an 1dea of the. nature of the
controversy? !

A% It began over the questlon of bureaucracy in the gov-
ernmental apparatus of the Soviet Union and in: the staffs of
the party in Russia. Trotsky began a struggle for more democ-
racy in the party, in the government and unions and the country
generally. This struggle against what Trotsky — and I agree
. with- him — characterized as an increasing bureaucratization of
the whole regime, this controversy originating over this point,
gradually developed in the course of years into fundamental con-
flicts over virtually all the . basic prmclples of Socialist theory
and practice.

Q: And as a result of this controversy, the expulsion took
place?

THE SPLIT IN THE COMMUNIST PARTY

. A: As a result of that, the expulsion of our group took
_place here in the United States, as was the case also in Russia.
"~ Q: In what year was that?

A: 1928, :

Q: Tell us what happened to the group, that was expelled.

A: We organized ourselves as a group and began to pub-
lish. a paper called The Militant.

Q: And give us some idea of the size of that group, Mr.
Cannon. ‘

A: Well, there were only three of us to start with. Event-
ually we got supporters in other cities. Six months later, when’
we had our first conference, we had about 100 members in the
country.

Q: And subsequent to that, was there any party organ-

ized by this group?
© At Yes, this group called itself originally the Communist
League of America, and considered itself still a faction of the
Communist Party, attempting to get reinstated into the party,
with the provision that we would have a right to hold our views
and discuss them in the party. This proposal of ours was re-
jected by the party, so we developed as an independent organ-
ization.

In 1934 we came to an agreement with -anothet organiza-
tion, which had never been connected. with the Communist move-
ment, which had grown out of the trade unions.
ization, originally known as the Conference for Progressive La-
bor Action, took the name of the American Workers Party. In
1984, in the fall of that year, we had a joint convention with
. them and formed a common organization which we called the
Workers Party of the United States.

Q: And how long did this Workers Party exist?"

A: Trom the fall of 1934 until the spring of 1936.

Q:. And what happened then?

A: At that time our party joined the Socialist Party as
a body. -

The Socialist Party had had an internal discussion and con-
troversy, which culminated in the last month of 1936 in a split,

This organ-

in the withdrawal of the more gonservative elements. The So-
cialist Party had then issued an invitation for unaffiliated radi-
cal individuals and groups to join the Socialist Party. We ac-
cepted the invitation and joined the party in 1936, again with
the express provision which we had originally contended for in
the Communist Party, that we should have the right to main-
tain our particular views and to discuss them in the party —
that is, when discussion 'was in order, and we on our part ob-
ligated ourselves to observe discipline in the daily work and
.common action of the party.

Q: How long did your group remain in the Socxahst Party"

A: Just about a year.

Q: And what -happened, then?

DIFFERENCES WITH THE SOCIALIST PARTY

A: Well, the Socialist Party began to impose upon us the
same kind of bureaucratism that we had suffered from in the
Communist: Party. There were great questions disturbing the
minds of Socialists in that period, particularly the problems of
the Spanish Civil War.

Q: And that was in what year?

A: That was in the year 1936, but it becameé very acute in
the spring of 1937. We had a definite position on the Spanish
question. We studied it attentively and we wanted to make our
views known to the other party members. This was permitted
for some time, and then the National Executive Committee is-
sued an order prohibiting any further discussion, prohibiting even
the adoption of resolutions by branches ¢n the subject, and we
revolted against that provision and insisted on our rights.

At the same time, a big dispute arose in New York over the
election campaign, — this was the second campaign of LaGuar-
dia, and the Socialist Party officially decided to support the
candidacy of LaGuardia. We opposed it on the ground that it
was a violation of Socialist principles to support the candidate
of a capitalist party. LaGuardia was a candidate of the Re-
publican and Fusion Parties, as well as of the Labor Party.

We also insisted on making our views on this question known
and this led to the wholesale expulsions of our people.

Q: When was the Socialist Workers Party organized?

A: The last days of December, 1937 and the first day or
two of January, 1938.

Q: 'Who participated in its organization?

A: The branches of the Socialist Party which had been
expelled — these were banded together under a committee of the
expelled branches and this committee was instructed by a confer-
ence to arrange a convention, prepare it, and the expelled branch-
es of the Socialist Party sent delegates to the foundation con-
vention of the Socialist Workers Party.

Q: Did this committee of the expelled branches publish any
paper?

A: Yes, it published a paper following the expulsions, which
began in May or June, 1937. We published the Socialist Appeal,
and that became the official organ of the party after the con-
vention. Later, about a year ago, we changed the name back
to our original name, The Militant.

Q: To the best of your recollection, how many delegates
were present at the founding convention of the Socialist Workers
Party?

A: I think about a hundred.

Q: And they came from all over .the country, did they?

A: Yes, from about thirty cities, I thmk — twenty-five or.
thirty cities.

Q: Now, what did that convention do?

THE FUNDAMENTAL AIM OF THE PARTY

A:  Well, the most important tasks of the convention were
‘to set up its organization, adopt a Declaration of Principles,
and some collateral resolution on current questlons, and elect
a National Committee to direet the work of the party on the
basis of the Declaration of Principles.
Q: Did it elect some committee to take charge of the
party during the interval between conventions ?
A: Yes, that is the National Committee.
‘ Q: Now, you say that it adopted a Declaration of Princi-
. .ples. I show you Prosecution’s Exhibit 1, being the Declaration

of Principles and Constitution of the Socialist Workers Party,

and T ask you whether that is the same that was adopted at the
N Socxahst Workers’ Party convention?
: (Document handed to witness)

A Yes, yes, that is it.
-Q: ‘Who - presented the ‘Declaration of - P11n<:1ples to the

conventlon, do- you remember" o

A: Yes, it was presented by the Committee, the Nation-
al Committee of the expelled branches, which had been selected
at a previous conference of the group.

Q: What did the convention, the founding convention of
the Socialist Workers Party, adopt as the fundamental aim of
the party? ,

MR. SCHWEINHAUT (Prosecutor): When?

Q: (By MR. GOLDMAN) At that time, and subsequent to
that time, up until the present, when you are sitting in the stand
here?

A: Well, T would say the fundamental aim of the' party

-then and now is to popularize the doctrines of Marxian Social-

ism and to aid and lead in the work of transforming society from
a capitalist to a communist basis. ,

Q: Give us the meaning of the term Socialism.

A: Wall, Socialism can have two. meanings, and usually
does among us. That is, Socialism is a name applied to a pro-

. !

. way?

for the production of the necessitles of ‘the people.
‘tries, the railroads, mines, and' so on. We don’t propose — at

jected new form of society, and it is a name also applied to the
movement ‘working in that direction.

‘Q: What is the nature of that projected'society? -

A: Well, we visualize a society that would be based onthe
common ownership of the means of production, the elimination
of private profit in the means of production, the abolition of the
wage system, the abolition of the division of society into classes.

Q: With reference to any government for the purpose of
instituting such a society, what would you say is the purpose
of the Socialist Workers Party?

A: Well, we set as our aim the establishment of a Work-
ers’ and Farmers’ Government, in place of the existing govern-
ment yvhich we term a capitalist government. The task of this
government would be to arrange and control the transition of
society from the basis of capitalism to the basis of sociallsm.

Q: When you say “capltahst govemment ? what do you
mean?

A: Well, we mean a government that arises from a so-
_ciety that is based on the private ‘ownership of the wealth of
thé country and the means of. productmn by the capitalists, and
which in general represents the ‘interests of that elass.

Q: -~ And in counterdistinetion to this government you pro-
pose to establish a Workers’ and Farmers’ Government?

" A: Yes, we propose in place of the capitalists a Workers’
and Farmers’ Government which will frankly represent the eco-
nomic and social interests of the workers and the producing
farmers : -

THE BOSSES AND THE MIIIDI.E

Q:  Well, what would happen to the .capitalists? i

A: Well, under a Workers’ and Farmers’ Government, the‘
task of the government will be to carry out the transfer of the
most important means of production from prlvate owmetship to
the common ownership of the people. =

Q: Well, what would happen to the individual capltalists
who would lose their wesalth? =
A: Well, what do you mean; “happen to them,” in what

Q: Well would you klll them or put them to work, or
what?

Al Well under. our theory, cltxzenshlp partncxpation in-the
benefits of society. would be open to everybody on a basis of

equality. This would apply to former capitalists as Well as to
workers and farmerst

Q: When you: use. the term productlve Wealth,
mean any property that an individual owns? ,
A: No — when we speak of the means of production, the
wealth of the country, we mean that wealth. which is necessary
The indus-

do you

least, Marxist Socialists have never proposed anywhere that I
know, ‘the "elimination ‘of private p‘roperty’ and. personal - effects.

“We speak of those things which are necessary for the productlon

of the people’s needs They shall be owned in common by all the )
eople i

C Qe What would- happen ‘totsmall busmesses, the owners’ of
whlch do not have labor to hire?

OUR ATTITUDE TO THE MIDDLE CLASS
A: Well, the best Marxist authority since Engels is that

“small proprietors, who are not exploiters, should be in no way

interfered with by the Workers’ and Farmers’ Government. They
should be allowed to have their farms, their small possessions,
their small handicraft shops, and only in so far as they become
convinced, by the example of socialized collective farming and,
voluntarily would agree to pool their land and their resources;
in a collective effort, only to that extent can collectivization of"
small farming enterprises take place.

In the meantime, it is a part of our program that the Work-
ers and Farmers’ Government should assist such enterprises by
assuring them reasonable prices for their implements, for fer-
tilizers, arrange credits for them, and in general conduct the
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government as a government which is ‘concerned for them and
wants to represent their interests. 3

I am speaking now of small producing farmers, not of blg' ‘
landowners and bankers, who exploit a lot of people, or Who' )
rent land out to share croppers.,.We certainly intend to, soclalxze -
their land in-the very first stages of the Workers’.and Farmers
Government, turn it over to the administration of the people who.
actual]y till the soil. That also, I may say, is the standard
Marxxst doctrme since the earliest days, and the doctrine of Lenin
and Trotsky in the Russian Revolution.

THE WITHERING AW AY OF THE STATE
Q: How ‘will this Socialist society be controlled and dl-

“rected ?

A: Well SOclall‘!m naturally would have to grow out of the
new situation. ‘After the social revolution has been effected m
the political arena, and the capltahst government. has been re-
placed by a Workers’ and Farmers’ Government, which proceeds <
to the socialization of the lndustries the abolition of inequalities;
the raising of the level of the income of the masses of the people,
and the suppression of any attempts at counter-revolution by the 4
dlspossessed exploiters, the importance and weight of the gov-
ernment as a repressive force would gradually diminish.

" “Because as classes are abolished, as exploitation is ehmm—
ated, a8 the conflict of class against class is eliminated, the very
reason for the existence of a government in the strict sense of o
the term begins to diminish. . Governments are primarily in-’
struments of repression ofi!'ohigiclass against another. ACcorda.’
ing to' the doctrine of Marx and Engels and of. all the great
Marxists who followed them, and based themselves on their.doc=
trine, we visualize, as Engels expressed it, a gradual withering -
aWay of the government as a repressive force, as an armed force,” =
and its replacement by purely administrative councils, whose du-
ties will be to plan production, to supervise public works; and
education, and things cof this sort. As you merge into socialist
society, the government, as Engels expressed it, tends to wither
away and the government of men will be replaced by the ad-' '
ministration of things. !

The government of a Socialist society in reality will be an.
administrative body, because we don’t anticipate the need for
armies and navies, jails, repressions, and consequently that as-
pect of government dies out for want of function. e

Q: What is the Marxian theory as to the soc1a1 f01ces "R
making socialism inevitable?

THE INTERNAL LAWS PUSHING CAPITALISM TO BANKRUPTGY

A: Well, capitalism is a state of society that didn’t always

“exist. Like preceding social systems, it went through a period

of gestation in the womb of the old feudal society.- It grew and
developed as against feudal society, eventually overthrew it by
revolutionary means, raised the productivity of mankind to un-
dreamed of heights — )

MR. SCHWEINHAUT (prosecutor): Well, now, just a mo-
ment, Mr. Cannon. It seems to me this question could be answer-
ed much more simply than this. I suspect the gentleman is going
to make a speech now, and I don’t see that the question calls
for it at all.

Q: (By MR. GOLDMAN ) Well, as briefly as you can, de-
scribe the social forces —

A: Well, I did not want to make a speech. I wanted to
say in a few words what are the social forces that are pushing
capitalism to bankruptcy. The laws by, which —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: That was not the question that was
asked you, Mr. Witness. You were asked what were the social
forces that would make socialism inevitable, \ot some such thmg
Well, I give up. Go ahead.

THE WITNESS: I assure you that I am as anxious to com-
press the explanation as much as possible.

Capitalism operates by certain internal laws which were
analyzed and laid bare for the first time by Karl Marx in his
great works, ﬁrst in the Communist Manifesto and then in
Capital.

THE PROBLEM OF OVERPRODUCTION

Now, the two intérnal laws of capitalism which are making
inevitable its decline and its replacement by Socialism are these:

One, the private ownership of the means of production and
the employment of wage labor at wages less than the value of
the product produced by the wage laborer. This creates a surplus
which the capitalist proprietor has to sell in the market. It is
obvious that the wage worker, who receives for his labor less
than the total value of his product, can be a customer only for
that amount of the value that he receives in the form of wages.
The balance is surplus value, as Marx explained it, for which
the capitalist must find a market.

The more capitalism expands within a given country, the
more productive becomes the labor of the worker, the greater
is this surplus, which cannot find a market because the great
mass of the people who produce the wealth do not receive enough
wages to buy it. And that leads capltallsm into periodic crisis
of what they call over-production, or as some popular agitators
call it under-consumption, but the scientific term is over-produc-
tion. ‘ )

Capitalism from its- very inception, for more than a hun-
dred years, pretty nearly two hundred years, has gone:through
such crises. Now, in the: past capitalism could solve these crises
eventually by finding new markets, new ﬁelds of ,nvestmert new

fields of exploitation, and as long as capitalism could find new
areas for the investment of capital and the sale of goods, the
capitalist system could extricate itself from this cyclical crisis
which occurred about every ten years, and go on to new heights
of production. But every time capitalisni experienced a new
boom, and began to develop some new territory, it narrowed
down the world. Because every place that capitalism penetrated,
its laws followed it like a shadow, and the new field of exploita,-
tion began to become also surfeited with a surplus.

For example, the United States, which was a great reservoir
for the assimilation of surplus products of Europe and gave
European capitalism a breathing spell, has itself developed in
the course of 150 years to the point where it produces an enor-
mous surplus and has to fight Europe for a market in which to
sell it. So this tremendous contradiction between the private
ownership of industry and wage labor presents capitalism more
and more with an insoluble crisis. This is one law of capitalism.

CAPITALIST COMPETITION LEADS TO WAR

The se¢ond law is the conflict between the development of
the productive forces and the national barriers in which they
are confined under capitalism. Every country operating on a
capitalist basis produces a surplus which it is unable to sell
in its domestic market for the reasons I have given you before.

What, then, is the next step? The capitalists must find a
foreign market. They must find a foreign market in which to sell
their surplus and a foreign field in which to invest their surplus
capital. The difficulty that is confronting capitalism is that the
world doesn’t get any bigger. It retained the same size, while
every modern capitalist nation was developing its productive
forces far beyond-its own domestic capacity to consume. Or to
sell at a profit. This led to the tremendous explosion of the

World War in 1914. The World War of 1914 was, in our theory i .

and our doctrine, the signal that the capltahst world had come
to a bankrupt crisis.

Q: What would you say about the law of competltlon work- vy

ing within the capitalist system?

A: The law of competition between capitalists results in-
evitably in the bigger capitalists, the ones thh the more mod-
ern, more efficient, and productive enterprlse, crushing out' the
small ones, either by destroying them or absorbing them until
the number of independent proprietors grows continually less
and the number of pauperized people increases by leaps and
bounds, until the wealth bécomes concentrated in the hands of
a very few people; and the great mass of the people, especially
_of the workers, are confronted with ever-increasing difficulties
of an economic and social nature.

I mentioned the World War of 1914 as the signal that capi-
talism on the world scale wasn’t able to solve 'any of its prob-
lems peaCefully before They had to kill eleven mllllon men,
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and then make a peace and prepare to do it all over again the
second time. That, in the view of the Marxian Socialists, is the

sign that capitalism has cutlived its possibility to solve its own
problems.

THE ROLE OF OUR AGITATION

Q: What would you say, then, with reference to the rela:
tive importance of the economic factor moving toward Social+
ism, and the agitation for socialism of the various parties, in-
cluding the Socialist Workers Party? ‘

A: Well, now, if I could just explain here, Marxian social-
ism is distinet from what is known in our terminology as Uto-
pian socialism — that is, the socialism of people who visualize
a better form of sceciety, and think that it is only necessary to
see that a better society could exist, and to persuade the:people
to adopt it-and solve tlie problem. Marxian socialism proceeds
froni the theory that the very internal laws by which capitalism
operates drives society to a socialist soliition.

I imentioned the war — I mentioned the conflict between
the various capitalist nations which are always now in either
a state of war, or of dn armed truce preparing for war. I should
mention also the experience of the 1929 depression, as it is
called, with its fifteen million able-bodied American workers
who were willing to work, unable to find employment. That was
another- sign of a terrible unhealthiness in the social organism-
called -capitalism; and that unemployment scourge operated on
a world scale.

Now, these are the forces: that are driving. society to a ra-
tional solution, in our opinion, by the nationalization of indus-
try, the elinmination of competition, and the abolition of private
ownership.  No6w, agitation could: not effect the transformation
of ‘onle socisl order to aiiother unless these powerful internal
economlc laws were pushing - it.

The real revolutionary factor, the real powers that are driv-
ing for socialism, are the contradictions within thé capitalist
system- itself. All that our agitation can do is to try to foresee

theoretically what is possible and. what is probable in the lne
~ of social révolution; to prepare people’s minds for it,.to. cenvitice

them of the des1rab1hty of it, to try to orgamze them to accel-

tive way That is all agltatlon can do

SIGNIFICANCE OF FASCISM

Q: What role does the factor of fascism play?

A: Fascism is another sign that unfailingly appears in
-every capitalist society when it.reaches that period of decay
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and crisis, and isn’t any longer able to keep an equilibrium of
«society on the basis of democratic parliamentarism, which has
been the governmental form of rule of capitalism in its heyday.
Fascism grows, becomes a terrible menace to mankind, and a
terrible warning to the workers that if they don’t bestir them-
selves and take things in their own hands, they will suffer the
fate for years that has. befallen the people of Germany and
Italy and other countries now in Europe.

Q: Now, what was the purpose for the adoption of the
Declaration of Principles?

A: Well, the general purpose was to put down in written
form a clear statement of our principles, to inform the. world
what our party stood for, and to guide the party in its actions
following the convention, to lay down a body of doctrines and
ideas which could govern the work of the party and guide its
National Committee, in editing its paper, and so forth.

Q: Were there any seeret agreements entered into by this
committee that formulated the Declaration of Principles, agree-
ments which were not revealed to the convention or to .anybody
else?

“’THE PARTY'S NEW DECLARATION GF PRINCIPLES

Concerning what?
: Corcerning anything at all.
: Well, do you mean with regard to doctrine?

Q
A
Q

Yes, with regard to doctrine, tactics, or principles.

A: No, no — everything we stand for we put in the Dec-
laration of Principles. We couldn’t do it otherwise.

It is impossible to build a political movement on the basis
of one program, and expect that it will serve another program.
That, I could tell you, is a political law that is known to every
serious politician; a political party or a political man is bound
by his own slogans. If a party puts forward a slogan or a pro-
gram —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Well, now, please, Mr. Cannon. You
have answeied —

THE COURT "Don’t’ you, thmk thlS 1s argumentatlve"

MR. GOLDMAN: All’ x’rght"

it Q: Now, Low long was the Declaration of Principles in
effect? ’

A: From the first week in January, 1938, untll the last
month in 1940,

Q: And what happened in December, 19407

A: A specially called convention of the party adopted a
resolution to suspend the Declaration of Prineciples and to in-
struct the National Committee to prepare a new draft for the
consideration of the party at a subsequent convention or con-
ference.

Q; ‘What were the reasons for this action of the conven-
tion?’ s

A: The principal reason, I may say, was the passage by
Congress of a bill known as the Voorhis Act, which penalized
parties belonging to international organizations. That was the
principal reason.

Subsidiary reasons were that in the meantime the party had
changed -its position on the question of the Labor Party. Some
questions had become out-dated by the passage of events, and
in general we felt the necessity of a new draft.

THE QUESTION OF THE LABOR PARTY

Q: So that the Declaration of Principles did hot remain
as originally adopted during the period when it was in effect?

A: No, in the summer of 1938, we changed the position of
the party on the question of the Labor Party,

Q: What was the original position and what was the new
position ?

A: The original position, as stated in the. Declaration of
Principles, was that we did not support the proposals of some
elements in the trade unions for the organization of a Labor
Party. .

Q: By the way, what is a labor party?

. A: Well, in our terminology, we speak of a Labor Party
as a broad mass organization that is based on the trade unions.

THE COURT: Mr. Goldman, I wonder if you will be good
enough to 1dentxfy, or have the witness 1dent1fy, in the Declara-
tion of Principles, this feature of the labor policy or principle
that was changed?

MR. GOLDMAN: Thank you for the suggestion.

(By MR. GOLDMAN): Now, I show you -Government’s
Exhlbxt 1, and ask you to point to the pages and the sections
dealing ‘with the Labor Party question which were subsequently
changed.

A:. Well, on Page 17, Section sub-head No.
“Labor and Farmer Labor Parties”.

Q: Can you tell us in brief the nature of the change?

A: Well, it was a change in the opposite direction. At the
time of the adoption of the Declaration, we refused to support
these proposals for the organization of a labor party — that is,
a party based on the trade unions. By the summer of 1938, we
changed our mind about that and came to the conclusion that this
movement would have more progressive potentlalltles than other-
wise;

“Q: 'And tell us what the method used was in adopting that
change.

A: The National Commlttee adopted a reselution setting
forth its changed position. This resolution then was sent to the
.party members in the internal bulletin, and a discussion period,
I think of 60 days, was opened up in which anybody could
express his opinion for or against the change. It was discussed
very thoroughly in the party. In fact, not all members of the
National Committee agreed with the change. At the end of the
discussion period a referendum vote was taken of the member-
ship, and a majority voted in favor of the amended resolution.

THE PLENUM-CONFERENCE OF OCT., 1941

Q: Were there any other changes made, either in the
Declaration of Principles or in the Constitution during the period
when it was in effect?

A: Some minor changes were made in the Constitution at
the convention in 1939. I don’t recall what they were.

3, entitled

Q: But not affecting the main trends of the Constitution,

the main bases?

A: No, I don’t recall any changes in the Declaratlon, other
than the one that I have mentioned.

Q: Could the National Committee have changed the posi-
tion of the Declaration of Principles without authority from
the party? /

A: No, the Declaration of Principles and the Constitution
specifically limits the authority of the National Committee to the

interpretation of party policy in the light of the Declaration.

and the Constitution. So, in order to change any position taken

in the Declaration, the Committee was obliged to submit it to:

a referendum vote.

Q: ‘What, if anything, was done subsequent to the sus-
pension .of this Declaration of Principles with reference to the
adoption of a new set of principles?

A: We appointed a committee to make a new draft of a.

Declaration.

Q: And was that draft made?

A: The draft was made. We Held a conférence in Chicago
just on the eve of this trial — I think October 10, 11 and 12 —

we held a eonference of the party. in connection with a meet-.

ing of the National Committee, where the new draft was sub-
mitted and accepted by the conference, for submission to the
party for discussion and possible amendment.

OUR PRINCIPLES HAVE NOT CHANGED

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): Does the Declaration of Princi-
ples that was originally adopted, and -subsequently suspended,
teach the necessity of social revolutlon, Mr. Cannon?

A: Yes.

Q: What do you mean by “social revolutlon"”

A:  Well, a social revolution —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT (prosecutor): Was that question di-
récted at this new draft which the conference adopted in 19417

MR. GOLDMAN: No, I said, “What do you mean by ‘so-
cial revolution’.”

MR. SCHWEINHAUT:
that.

I mean, the question that preceded

(The record was. read by the reporter.)

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): Does the new Declaration of Prin-
ciples, the draft that was adopted, teach the necessity of social
revolution?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Don’t answer that, please I object
to that.

MR. GOLDMAN: He will answer in your favor.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT I wanted .to object if you were re-

. ferring to the new one. That is not in evidence, your Honor.

THE COURT: I don’t suppose he can talk about that until
you introduce it.

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, if he knows.

THE COURT: Unless you are going to assure us that you
will -introduce it; it is a time-saving device.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I will object to introduction, if your
Honor please, of a new Declaration which has been adopted since
this indictment. I would submit certainly that couldn’t be offered
by the defendants.

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, I thought that Mr. Schweinhaut in-
troduced documents subsequent to the indictment.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: 'Of course, to show a continuing ‘con-
spiracy. But can a defendant, after he is indicted, then say,
“You were wrong about what you have said because I have done
this other thing since I was indicted 7” "

MR. GOLDMAN: We will stipulate, your Honor, that the
basic principles of the new Declaration are the same as the old,

but we ought to give to the jury an idea, since our old Declara-

tion of Principles was suspended, of the nature of the new. If
you want to, upon instruction, they can’ disregard it, but they
ought to know about it. )

THE COURT: I think you ought to wait until you have the
new Declaration ready to mtroduce, and pass en to some other
item.

MR. GOLDMAN All right.

WHAT IS A SOCIAL REVOLUTION?
‘Q (By MR: GOLDMAN)
lution?” 3
A: By social revelution-is- meant a transformation, a poli-
tical and economic transformation of society.

What is meant by “social revo-

Organize Them... To Bring It About’’

Q: And the nature of the transformation is what?

A: Is fundamental and affects the property system, affects
the method of production.

Q: Is there a distinction between political and social revo-
lution?

A: Yes.

Q: What is the distinction?

A: Well, a political revolution can oceur without any radi-
cal transformation of the underlying economiic structure”of so-
ciety, the property basis of society.

A social revolution, on the other hand, affécts not only the
government, but sffects the economic system,

Q: Can you give us any examples of both the social and
political revolitions?

A: Yes. The great French Revolution of 1789 —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Was that a political or social revo-
Iution?

MR. WITNESS: That was a social revolution, because it

ur Agitatio :

transformed the property basis of society ffom feudal property
to capitalist property. :

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN):
property ?”

A: That was the whole economic system of society that was
based on rights and privileges and restrictions, and serfdom,
and so forth. Capitalist private property, which transformed the
farms into privately owned enterprises of individual farmers,
eliminated entirely all vestiges of serfdom and substituted wage .
labor, made a fundamental change in the economy of France.

Q: And can you give us an example of a political revolu-
tion?

What do you mean by “feudal .

A: Two of them occurred in France subsequent to the great
social revolution, they occurred in 1830 and 1848, — that is,
revolutions which were designed merely to change the ruling
bureaucracy of the country and without touching the property
system.

A revolution such as occurred in Panama the other day,
a simple replacement of one regime by another in a palace coup
d’etat, that is a political revolution that doesn’t affect the eco-
nomic character of society at all.

We consider the American Civil War was a social revolution,
because it destroyed the system of slave labor and property in
slaves, and replaced it by the complete domination of capitalist-
enterprise and wage labor.

PREREQUISITES FOR THE REVOLUTION

Q: Enumerate the conditions under which, aecording: to
Marxist theory, the social revelution' against capitalism. will
oceur.

A: Well, I can give you quite a nurhber.

- The first one is that the existing society must -have exhausted
its possibilities. of farther developmient. Marx. laid down as a
law that no social system ean be replaced by another until:it has
exhausted all its possibilities for development and.advancement.
That is, you may say, the fundamental prerequisite for a. social
revolution.

Then ‘I can give a number, of collateral prerequisites Whlch
have been acceptéd by our movement.

The ruling class must. be unable any longer to solve its.prob-
lems, must have to a large degree lost confidence in itself.

The misery. and desperation of the masses must have in-
creased to the peint where they desire at all' costs a radical
change. i

Unemployment; fascism, and :war become problems of increas-
ing magnitude which are patently insoluble by the existing ruling
class.

There must be a tremendous sentiment among the masses
of the preducers for socialist ideas and for. a successful revolu-

tion and, in addition to these prerequisites I have mentioned, it

is necessary to have a workers’ party that is capable of lead-

ing and organizing the movement of the workers in a resolute

fashion for a revelutionary solution of the crisis.

Q: Now, what would you say as to the actual existence
at the present time of the factor of the decline of capitalism
and the fact that it has exhausted the possibilities of further
growth at the present moment, as far as the United States is
conecerned ?

" A: Well, on a world scale, capitalism had exhausted its
possibilities of further development by 1914. On a world scale,
capitalism has never since that time attsined the level of pro-
ductivity of 1914. On the other hand, America, which is the
strongest section of world capitalism, experienced: an enormous
boom in the same period-when capitdlism as a world system was
declining. But American capitalism, as was shown by the 1929
erisis, and now by the wat preparations, has also deﬁmtely ‘en-
tered into the stage of decay.

Q: And what are the symptoms of that decay"

SYMPTOMS OF CAPITALIST DECAY

A: The symptons were the army of fifteen million unem-
ployed, the decline of production from 1929; the fact that the
higher productive index of the present day is based almost en-

tirely on armament production, which is. no possible basis of
permanent stability.

Q: What would you say as to the existence at the present
time of the second factor that you emumerated as a prerequisite
to a revolutlonaly situation, namely, the inability of the rulmg
class to solve the problems?

A: Well, I don’t think it has by any means reached the
acute stage in this country that it must necessarily reach on the
eve of a revolution. They can’t solve their problems here, but
they den’t know it yet.

MR. ANDERSON (prosecutor):
answer, Mr. Reporter?

THE WITNESS: I say, the American ruling class cannot
solve its problems, but is not yet aware of it.

. MR. ANDERSON: I see.

THE WTNESS: I didn’t mean that as a wise-crack, because
as I stated previously, the ruling class must lose: confidence in
itself, as was the case in every country where a revolution oc-
curred. :

THE ROLE OF THE NEW DEAL

Q: (By Mr. Goldman): What is the position of the party
on the attempt of Roosevelt to improve the social system in this
country ?

A: How do you mean, “improve the social system”?

Q: To set capitalism into motion again, after the depression
of 1929. °*

A: Well, all these measures of the New Deal were made
possible in this country, and not possible for the poorer countries
of Europe, becatse of the enormous accumulation of wealth in
this ‘¢ountry. But the net result of the whole New Deal experi-
ment was simply the expenditure of billions and billions of dollars
to create a fictitious stability, which in the end evaporated.

Now thé Roosevelt administration is trying to accomplish the
same thing by the artificial means of a war boom; that is, of ‘an
armament boom, but again, in our view, this has no possibility
of permanent stabxl}ty at all.

Q: With reference to the’ mlsery ‘and suffermg of ‘the
mhasses, what would you say as to the existence of that factor
in the Unitéd States?

A: In our view, the living standards of the masses, have
progressively deteriorated in this country since 1929. They
haven’t yet reached that stage which I mentioned as a prere-
quisite of an enormous upsurge of revolutionary feeling, but
milliohs of American workers were pauperized following 1929;
and that, inh our opinion, ig a definite sign of the development
of this pr‘erequisite for the revolution.

What was the last of that

‘PREDICTIONS’ ON THE SOCIAL EEWLMM%

Q: Has the party, or any responsible member of the party,
made any prediction as to the léngth of time that it will take
before the masses reach a stdge of misery and suffering Where
they will look for a way out by accepting Socialism?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Just answer that yes or no.

MR. GOLDMAN: You can answer that yes or no and then
I can proceed further.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Here is what I want to know,
whether it was in writing, or verbally, and under what circum-
stances ?

MR. WITNESS: I don’t recall any prediction in terms of
years, but the question has been raised and debated, and different
opinions prevail. I can tell you. very briefly about that, if you
wish.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I object to that:

MR. GOLDMAN: The evidence is full, your Honor, on. the
side of the Government, as to what the defendants said about
when the revolution will come, and under what conditions, and
I want an authoritative statement from the head of the party.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I will withdraw the objection,

THE WITNESS: I don’t recall any predietion as to the
number of years. We are trained in the historieal method and
we think in terms of history. i

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Please answer the question. You
said that you don’t remember anybedy’s prediction in-terms of
years; but it has been debated. Tell us who debated it, and where,
instead of what you think about. it. )

THE WITNESS: All right.. Trotsky advanced the thesis
in the early days of our movement that. America will be the last
country to become Socialist, and that the whole of Europe, So-
cialist Europe, would have to defend itself against the interven-
tion of American capitalism.

At a later stage, in the time of our 1929 crisis, Trotsky mod-
ified his prediction and said it is not by any means assured-that
America cannot be the first to enter the path of revolution.

Different opinions of that kind have been expressed in our
ranks, but there is no settled opinion that I know of — no settled
decision.

Q: (By Mr. Goldman):
factor that you enumerated as a prerequisite for the social revol-
ution here in the United States, namely, the one of acceptance
by the majority of the people of the Socialist idea, what would
you say with reference to that factor at the present: time within
the United States?

A: Somewhat lacking, I would say.

Q: Well, explain that.

A: The great mass of American people are still unfamiliar
with Socialist ideas. That is shown by various ways — by our
election results, by attendance at our meetings, circulation of
our press, and so on. It is shown that a very small percentage
of the American people are interested in Socialist ideas at the
present time.

Q: How many votes did you receive as candidate for Mayor-
in New York?

A: I don’t know whether they counted them all or not —- —

THE COURT: We will have our recess.

' (AFTERNOON RECESS)

THE COURT: Proceed.

Calling your attention to that -

(BY MR. GOLDMAN): . I call your attention to the con-
dmon which you mentioned as a prerequisite for a social revolu-
tion in the United States — that is, the one dealing with a party,
and ask you whether that exists at the present time in the United
States? )

A: No, a party sufficiently influential, no, by no means

Q: What function does the party play prior to the trans-
formation of the social order?

A: Well, the only thing it can do, when it is a minority
party, is to try to popularize its ideas, its program, by publish=
ing papers, magazines, books, pamphlets, holding meetings, work-
ing in trade unions — by propaganda, and agitation.

THE CLASS STRUGGLE IN MODERN SOCIETY

Q:. Will.you tell the court and jury what is meant by “class
struggle” as used by Marx? ’

A: Well, I can’t do it in two sentences, of course.
refer to the-class struggle in present society?

Q: Yes, confine yourself to the class struggle in present
society.

A:  Marx contended that present day society is d1v1ded into
two. main- classes. One is the capitalists, or the bourgeoisie.

The bourgeoisie is a French designation which is used- by
Marx interchangeably with the expression “the modern capital-
ist.” The other main class is the working class, the proletariat.
These are the two main classes in society.

The  workers. are exploited by the capitalists. There is a
constant confliet of interests between them, an unceasing struggle.
between these classes, which can only culminate in the eventual
vietory of the proletariat and. the establishment of Socialism.

Q: Whom would you include under the. term “working
class?” i

A: Well, we use the term “working: class,” or proletariat,
to designate the modern wage workers. Frequently it is broad-
ened in its application to include working farmers, share croppers,
tenant farmers, real dirt farmers, and so on, but that is not a
precisely scientific use of the word as Marx defines it.

Q: What other classes, if any, are there outside of the
working - class and the capitalist class, according to Marx1an
theory"

A - Between these two main powerful classes in society, is
the elass which Marx describes as the petty bourgeoisie — that
is, the small proprietors, the small operators, people who have
their own little shops, small stores, the farmer who owns a small
farm -— they constitute a class which Marx called the petty
bourgeoisie.

Q: What would you say with reference to the professional
clagses?

A: Yes, roughly, they are included also in this petty-bour-
geois category in Marxian terminology.

Q: And what is the attitude of the party towards this mid-
dle class?

A: It is the opinion of the party that-it is not sufficient
for the wage working class alone to successfully effect the soeial
revolution, The workers must have the support of the décigive ma-
jority of ‘the petty bourgeoisie- and, in particular, of the small
farmers. - That, reiterated time and tithe agaiii- by Trotsky on

L (Cotitinued on page 5)
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the basis of the Russian and German experlences, is an absolute
prerequisite for success in a revolution — that the workers must
have the support of the petty-bourgeoisie. Otherwise, the fascists
will get them, as was the case in Germany, and instead of a pro-
gressive social revolution, you get a reactionary counter-revolu-
tion of fascism.
'Q: Define the term “dictatorship of the proletariat.”

WORKERS PEMOCRACY IS OUR AIM

A: Dictatorship of the proletariat is Marx’s. definition of
the state that will be in operation in the transition period between
the overthrow of capitalism and the institution of the Socialist
society. That is, the Workers’ and Farmers’ Government will, in
the opinion of the Marxists, be a dictatorship in so far as it will
frankly represent the workers and farmers, and will not even
pretend to represent the economic interests of the capitalists.

Q: What form will that dictatorship take with reference to
the capitalist class?

A: Well, you mean, what would be the attitude toward the
dispossessed capitalists ?

Q: Yes, how will it exercise its dictatorship over.the capital-
ist class?

~A: That depends on a npmber of conditions. There is no
fixed rule. It depends on a number of conditions, the most
important of which is the wealth and resources of the. given
country where the revolution takes place; and the second is. the
attitude of the capitalist class, whether the capitalists reconcile
themselves to the new regime, or take up an armed struggle
against it.

Q. What is the difference between the secientific definition
of “Dictatorship of the Proletariat” and the ordinary use of the
word dictatorship ?

A: Well, the popular impression. of dictatorship is a one-
man rule, an absolutism, I think that is the popular understand-
ing of the word “Dictatorship.” This.is not contemplated at all
in the Marxian term “dictatorship of the proletariat.”

Q: And how will the dictatorship of the proletariat oper-
ate in so far as democratic rights are concerned?

" A: We think it will be the most democratic government
from the point of view of the great masses of the people that
" has ever existed, far more democratic, in the real essence of the

WHM CLASS IS RESPONSIBLE

Well, it is the opinion of Marxists that it will be ac-
compamed by violence.

Q: Why?

A: That is based, hke all Marxist doctrine, on a study of
history, the historieal experiences of mankind in the numerous
thanges of society from one form to another, the revolutions
which accompanied it, and the resistance which the out-lived
2lasses invariably put up against the new order. Their attempt
to defend themselves against the new order, or to suppress by
violence the movement for the new order, has resulted in every
1mp01tant soc1a1 transfmmatlon up to now belng accompamed by
violence.

Q: Who, in the opinion of Marxists, initiated that violence?

A: “Always the ruling class; always the out-lived class that
doesn’t want to leave the stage when the time has come. They
want to hang onto their privileges, to reinforce them by violent
measures, against the rising majority and they run up against
the mass violence of the new class, which history has ordained
shall come to power.

WINNING A MAJORITY TO SOCIALISM

Q: What is the opinion of Marxists, as far gs winning a
majority of the people to Socialist ideas?

A: Yes, that certainly is the aim of the party. That is the
pim of the Marxist movement, has been from its inception. Marx
gaid the social revolution of the proletariat — I think I can
quote his exact words from memory — “is a movement of the
immense majority in the interests of the immense majority.” He
said this in distinguishing it from previous revolutions which had
been made in the interest of minocrities, as was the case in France
in 1789.

Q: What would you say is the opinion of- Marx1sts as far
as the desirability of a peaceful transition is concerned?

A: The position of the Marxists is that the most economical
and preferable, the most desirable method of social transforma-
tion, by all means, is to have it done peacefully.

Q: And in the opinion of the Marxists, is that absolutely
excluded ?

A: Well, I wouldn’t say absolutely excluded. We say that
the lessons of history don’t show any important examples in
faver of the idea so that you can count upon it.

Q: Can you give us examples in American history of a
minority refusing to submit to a majority?

AN EXAMPLE IN AMERICAN HISTORY

A: 1 can give you a very important one. The conception
of the Marxist is that, even if the transfer of political power
from the capitalists to the proletariat is accomplished peacefully,
~—+then the minority, the exploiting capitalist class, will revolt
against the new regime, no matter how legally it is established.

~ I can give you an example in American history. The Amer-
jecan Civil War resulted from the fact that the Southern slave-
holders couldn’t reconcile themselves to the legal parliamentary

THE POSSIBILITY OF PEACEFUL

Q@ (By MR. GOLDMAN): What is the attitude of the
Socialist Workers Party as far as advocating violent revolution
is concerned?

A: No, so far as I know, there is no authority among the

most representative teachers of Marxism for advocating violent |

revollition.

If we can have the possibility of peaceful revolution by the
registration of the will of the majority of the people, it seems
to me it would be utterly absurd to reject that, because if -we
dor’t have the support of the majority of the people, you can’t
make a successful revolution anyhow.

Q: Explain the sentence that I read from Page 6 of the
Declaration of Principles, Government’s Exhibit 1:

“The belief that in such a country as the United States we
live in a free democratic society in which fundamental economic
change can be effected by persuasion, by eduecation, by legal
and purely parliamentary method, is an illusion.”

A: That goes back to what I said before, that we consider
it an illusion for the workers to think that the ruling class
violence will not be invoked against them in the course of their,
éfforts to organize the majority of the people.

Q: What is meant by the expression “overthrow of the
-capitalist state?”

‘A:  That means to replace it by a Workers’ and Farmers’

"ent foundation, and it is different in all respects.

matter, than the ptresent bourgeois democracy in the United
States.

Q: What about freedom of speech and all the freedoms that
we generally associate with democratic government?

A: 1 think in the United States you can say with absolute
certainty that the freedoms of speech, press, assemblage, religion,
will be written in the program of the victorious reveolution.

Q: Now, what is the opinion of Marxists with reference
to the change in the social order, as far as its being accompanied
or not accompanied by violence?

LEON TROTSKY, photographed shortly before his death
at the hands of Stalin’s GPU,

FOR VIOLENCE?

victory of Northern capitalism, the election of President Lincoln.
Q: Can you give us an example outside of America where
‘a reactionary minority revolted against a majority in office?
A: Yes, in: Spain — the coalition of workers’ and liberal
parties in Spain got an absolute majority in the elections and
established the People’s Front Government. This government
was no sooner installed than it was confronted with an armed
rebellion, led by the reactionary capitalists of Spain.
- Q: Then the theory of Marxists and the theory of the
Socialist Workers Party, as far as violence.is concerned, is a

in a familiar working: pose.

prediction based upon a study of history, is that right?

" A: Well, that is part of it. It is a prediction that the out-
lived class, which is put in a minority by the revolutionary
growth in the country, will try by violent means to hold onto its
privileges against the will of the majority., That is what we
predict. .

Of course, we don’t limit ourselves simply to that prediction.
We go further, and advise the the workers to bear this in mind
and prepare themselves not to permit the reactionary out-lived
minority to frustrate the will of the majority.

FASCISM AND VIOLENCE

Q: What role does the rise and existence of fascism play
with reference to the possibility of violence?

A: Well, that is really the nub of the whole question, be-
cause the reactionary violence of the capitalist class, expressed
through fascism, is invoked against the workers. Long before
the revolutionary movement of the workers against the major-
ity, fascist gangs are organized and subsidized by millions in
funds from the biggest industrialists and financiers, as the ex-
ample of Germany showed — and these fascist gangs undertake
to -break up. the labor movement by force, raid the halls, assas-
sinate the leaders, break. up.the meetings, burn the printing
plants, and destroy the possibility of functioning long before the
labor movement has taken the road of revolution.

I say that is the nub of the whole question of violence. If
the workers dom’t recognize that, and do not begin to defend
themselves against the fasc¢ists, they will.never be given the pos-
sibility of voting on the question of revolution. They will face
the fate of the German and Italian proletariat and they will be
in the chains of fascist slavery before they have a chance of
any kind of ‘a fair vote on whether they want Socialism or not.

It is a life and death question for the workers that they

organize themselves to prevent fascism, the fascist gangs, fmm\
breaking up the workers’ organizations, and not to wait until

it is too late. That is in the program of our party.

. Q: What difference is there, Mr. Cannon, between advo-
cating violence and predicting violent revolution?:

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I object to that. -

THE COURT: Is this man qualified to answer that ques-
tion? Is that a question for him to answer?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: It is for the jury to determine.

MR. GOLDMAN: I will rephrase the question.

'REVOLU TION

Government; that is what we mean.
Q: What is meant by the expression “destroy the machinery
of the capitalist state?”

GOVERMENT IN A WORKERS STATE

A: By that we mean that when we set up the Workers’
and Farmers’ Government in this country, the functioning of this
government, its tasks, its whole nature, will be so profeundly
and radically different from the functions, task, and nature of
the bourgeois state, that we will have to replace it all along the
line. From the very beginning the workers’ stite has a differ-
It has to
create an entirely new apparatus, a new state apparatus from
top to bottom. That is what we mean.

Q: Do you mean that there will be no Congress or House
of Representatives and Senate?

A: It will be a different kind of a Congress. It will be
a Congress of representatives of workers and soldiers and farm-
ers, based on their occupational units, rather than the present
form based on territorial representation.

Q: And what is the meaning of “Soviet”?

A: Soviet is a Russian word which means “council”. It is
the Russian equivalent for council in our language. It means
a body of representatives.of various groups. That is what the

term meant in the Russian Revolution. That is, the representa-
tives — they called them deputies — I guess we would call them
delegates. The delegates from various shops in a given city
come together in a central body. The Russians called it the
Soviet of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies.

Q: Now, what is meant by “expropriation”?

EXPROPRIATION OF THE SIXTY

~A: No, it is not a question. of principle. That question
has been debated interminably in the Marxist movement. No
place has any authoritative Marxist declared it a question of
principle not to compensate. It is a question of possibility, of
adequate finances, of an agreement of the pfivate owners to sub-
mit, and so forth. ’

Q: Would the party gladly pay these owners if they could
avoid violence?

A: I can only give you my opinion.

Q: What is your opinion?

A: My personal opinion is that if the workers reached the
point of the majority, and confronted the capitalist private
owners of industry with the fact of their majority and their
power, and then were able to make a deal with the capitalists
to compensate them for their holdings, and let them enjoy this
for the rest of their lives, I think it would be a cheaper, a cheap-
er and more satisfactory way of effecting the necessary social
transformation than a civil war. I personally would vote for it
— if you could get the capitalists to agree. on that, which you
wouldn’t.

Q: What attitude does the party take toward the ballot?

A: Our party runs candidates wherever it is able to get
on the ballot. We conduct very energetic campaigns during the
elections, and in general, to the best of our ability, and to the
limit of our resources, we participate in election campaigns.

ELECTION CAMPAIGNS AND THE SWP

Q: What campaigns do you remember the party havmfr
participated in in the 1ast few years?

A: Well, I remember the candidacy of Comrade Grace Carl-
son for the United States Senate last year. I have been a can-
didate several times of the party for various offices. In Newark,
where we have a good organization, we have had candidates in
every election for some time. I cite those three examples. In
general, it is the policy of the party to have candidates' every-
where possible.

Q: Does the party at times support other candidates?

A: Yes. In cases where we don’t have a candidate, it is
our policy, as a rule, to support the candidates of another work-
ers’ party, or of a Labor or a Farmer-Labor Party. We sup-
port them ecritically. That is, we do not endorse their program,
but we vote for them and solicit votes for them, with the ex-
planation that we don’t agree with their program. We support
them as against the candidates of the Republican and Demo-
cratic Parties. ) :

For example, we have always supported the Farmer-Labor
candidates in Minnesota in all cases where we didn’t have a can-
didate of our own party. We supported the candidates of the
American Labor Party in New York in similar circumstances.

Q: What is the purpose of the party in participating in
these electoral campaigns?

A: Well, the first one, I would say, is to make full use of
the democratic possibility afforded to popularize our ideas to
try to get elected wherever possible, and, from a long range
view, to test out the uttermost possibility of advancing the So-
cialist cause by democratic means.

Q: What purpose did you and associates of yours have in
creating the Socialist Workers Party?

A: The purpose was to organize our forces for the more
effective propagation of our ideas, with the ultimate object that
I have mentioned before, of building up a party that would be
able to lead the working masses of the country to Socialism. by
means of the social revolution.

HOW THE PARTY ARRIVES AT DECISIONS

Q: Will you describe briefly how the party works, as far
as arriving at decisions is concerned?

A: We have already discussed the convention which, ac-
cording to the Constitution, is the highest body of the party. It
meets at least every two years, and -is made up of delegates
elected by the branches in proportion to their membership. The
decisions of the convention become the party’s guide to action
in the next ensuing period. The party is organized into branches,
and these branches are connected with the National Committee
through their-officers, correspondence, field organizers, and so on.

Between conventions, if the National Committee wants. to
advance a new idea, as frequently occurs, or if someone else in
the party wants to make a proposal that hasn’t been answered
or dealt with, we provide internal bulletins for discussion where -
the proposals can be discussed. If they meet with sufficient re-
sponse, they are put on the agenda of the next convention for
decision by the delegates.

A: Expropriation we apply to big industry, which is in the

hands of private capitalists, the- Sixty Families — take it out
" of their hands and put it in the hands of the people through their

representatives, that’s expropriation.
Q: Is it a question of principle that there should be:no
compensation for property expropriated from the Sixty Families?

FAMILIES

Q: The party, then, permits differences of opinion, does it?

A: Yes, it not only permits them:— differences of-opinion
are continuous_ in the party.

Q: So periodic discussions occur
that right?

A: Well, that is the party law. Prior to a convention, the
National Committee is required to publish an agenda, and to .
allow sixty days for discussion, and to open an internal bulletin.
for the use of the members of différent views, and all braneh
meetings in that sixty days period have to be open for discus-
sion from the floor; so that for sikty days every member who
has an opinion, no matter how it confliets with the majorlty,
has- his’ say.

' Q: Do you recolleet any diseussion that has taken: place:
since the formation of the Socialist Workers Party about vie-
lenee ?

A: Neo, I don’t reeall any discussion-on that point at. all

ATTITUDE TO THE GAPITALIST
GOVERNMENT

Q: What is the attitude of the party, and the opinion. of
the party, with reference to the Government, as it exists now,"
being capitalist?

A: Yes, we consider it a capltahst government. That is
stated in cur Declaration of Principles; that is, a government
which  represents the economic interests of the class of capifal-"
ists in this country, and not the interests of the workers and
the peor farmers; not the interests of all the people, as it pre-
tends, but a class government.

Q: What opinion has the party as to differences within
the ruling class from the point of view of more liberal or more
reactionary ?

A: We don't picture the capitalist class as one solid, homo-
geneous unit. There are all kinds of different trends, different
interests among them, which reflect themselves in different capi-
talist parties and different factions in the parties, and very
heated struggles. An example is the present struggle between
the interventionists and the isolationists. A

Q: Does the party take an attitude as to whether or not
the Roosevelt administration is more or less liberal than pre-
vious administrations? .

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: 1 object to that as irrelevant.

THE COURT: Sustained.

MR. GOLDMAN: Very well.

DIFFERENCES OF OPINION IN THE PARTY

Q: Is it possible for a dlfference of opinion to exist in_the

prior to conventions,, is:

. party on the question as to whether the transformation will be

peaceful or violent?

A: T think it is possible, yes.

Q: So that there is no compulsion on a member to have
an opinicn as to what the future will have in store for the,
party or for the workers? .

A: No, I don’t think that is compulsory, because that is an
opinion about the future that can’t be determined with scientific
precision.

Q: What steps, if any, does the party take to secure a core
rect interpretation of party policy by individual members?

A: Well, we have, in addition to our public lectures, and
press, forums, and so forth — we have internal meetings, edu-
cational meetings. In the larger cities we usually conduct a
school, where we teach the doctrines of the party. Individual
comrades, unschooled’ workers who don’t understand our- pro-
gram, or who misinterpret it, — all kinds of provisions are made
to try to explain things to them, to convince them of the party’s
point of view. That is a frequent occurrence, because, after all, .
the program of the party is a document that represents pretty
nearly one hundred years of Socialist thought, and we don’t ex«
pect an unschooled worker who joins the party to understand &l}
those doctrines ‘as pretisely as the professional party leaders..

Q: What can you tell us about the differences and degree
of knowledge of various members of the party?

A: Well, there fa big differerce of various ‘members. and,
of various leaders.

Q: Is it always possible to correct every mistake that every
member of the party makes?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I objeet to that.

THE COURT: It seems to me the answer to that is ob-

" vious.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT:
possible.
MR. GOLDMAN: That is fine.

I will stipulate that it isn’t always

‘INTERNATIONALIST TO THE VERY CORE’

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN):. What is the position taken by
the party on the question of Internationalism?

A: The party is Internationalist to the very core.

Q: And what do you mean by that?

A: We believe that the modern world is an economic unit.
No country is self-sufficient. It is impossible to solve the ac-
cumulated problems of the present day, except on a world scale;
no nation is self-sufficient, and no nation can stand alone.

The economy of the world now is all tied together in one
unit, and because we think that the solution of the problems of
the day — the establishment of socialism — is a world problem,
we believe that the advanced workers in every country must col-
laborate in working toward that goal. We have, from the very
beginning of our movement, collaborated with like-minded peo-
ple in all other countries in trying to promote the Socialist move-
ment on a world scale. We have advocated the International or-
ganization of the workers, and their cooperation in all respects,
and mutual assistance in all respects possible.

OPPOSITION TO RACIAL PREJUDICES

Q: Does the party have any attitude on the question of
racial or national differences?

A: Yes, the party is opposed to all forms of national chau-
vinism, race prejudice, discrimination, denigration of races — I
mean by that, this hateful theory of the fascists about inferior
races., We believe in and we stzand for the full equality of all
races, nationalities, creeds. It is written in our program that we
fight against anti-Semitism and that we demand full and un-
conditional equality for the Negro in all avenues of life. We are
friends of thie Colonial people, the Chinese, of all those that are
victimized and treated as inferiors.

Q: What is the position of the party on Socialism as a
world system? -

A: We not only stand for an International Socialist move-
ment, but we. believe that the Socialist order will be a world
order, not a national autarchy which is carried to its absurd ex-
treme by the fascists, who have tried to set up a theory that
Germany could be a completely self-sufficient nation in an eco- .
nomic sense, that Italy can be, and so forth. We believe that
the wealth of the world, the raw materials of the world, and
the natural resources of the world are so distributed over the -
earth that every country contributes something and lacks some-
thing for a rounded and harmonious development of the produe-

tive forces of mankind.

We visualize  the future society of mankind as a Socialist
world order which will have a division of labor between the
various countries according to their resources, a comradely col-
laboration between them, and production eventually of the neces-
sities and luxuries of mankind according to a unwersal gingle
world plan. .

THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL AND THE Swp

Q: Did the party ever belong to an International organ-
ization?

A: The party belonged to the Fourth International. It was:
designated that way to distinguish it from the three other:in-
ternational organizations which had been known in the. history
of Socialism. The first one, the International Working Men’s As-
sociation, was:-founded under: the leadership of Marx in-the 1860’5,
and lasted until about. 1871. st

The Second International was. orgamzed on. the initiative. of

(Contmued on page 6)
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The Role Of The Trotskyists In The Trade Unions

(Continued from page 5)
the German, French and other Socialist parties of Europe about
11890, and continues today. It includes those reformist Socialist
parties and trade unions of Europe, or at least did until they
were destroyed by the Hitler scourge.

The Third International was founded under the leadership
of Lenin and Trotsky after the Russian Revolution. It was
founded in 1919, as a rival of the Second International, the main
motive being that the Second International had supported the
imperialist war of 1914 and, in the view of the Bolsheviks, had
thereby betrayed the interests of the workers.

The Fourth International was organized on the initiative of
Trotsky as a rival of the Stalinist Third International. We took
part in the initiation of that movement, and we partlclpated in
its work up until last December.

WHY WE HAD TO LEAVE THE
INTERNATIONAL

Q: And what caused you to cease belonging to 1t"

A: The passage by Congress of the Voorhis Act, which
placed penalties upon organizations that have international af-
filiation, made that necessary. We called a special convention of
the party, and formally severed our relation with the Fourth
International in compliance with the Voorhis Act.

We Try To Strengthen The Trade Unions, Orgahize
- The Unorganized And Popularize Qur ldeas

Q: What role do Fourth International resolutions play in
the party?

A: Well, they have a tremendous moral authority in our
party. All the sections of the Fourth International have been
autonomous in their national decisions, but the programmatic
documents of the Fourth International, wherever they are ap-
plicable to American conditions, have a decisive influence with
us. -
Q: So you accept them, in so far as they are applicable to
American conditions?

A: Yes — it is not the letter of the law for us in the sense
that our Declaration of Principles is, but it is a general ideolog-
ical guiding line for us.

Q: Now, does the party interest itself in the trade union
movement ?

A: Oh, yes, immensely.

Q: And why?

OUR INTEREST IN THE TRADE UNION MOVEMENT

A: Well, we view the trade union movement as the basic
organization of the workers, that should include the great mass
of the workers, and must include them in the struggle Yo defend

their:interests from day to day. We are in favor of trade unions,

and participate in organizing them wherever 'we can.

‘Q: And what is the fundamental purpose of the party in
trying to strengthen the trade unions and organizing them wher-
ever they are not organized?

A: Well, we have a double purpose. One is that we are
seriously interested in anything that benefits the workers. The
trade unions help the workers to.resist oppression, possibly to
gain improvement of conditions; that is for us a decisive reason
to support them, because we are in favor of anything that bene-
fits the workers.

‘A second reason is that the trade unions, which are big mass
organizations, offer the most productive fields for us to work
in to popularize the ideas of the party, and the influence of the
- party.

"~ Q: What instructions, if any, are given to party members
with reference to their activity in trade unions?

A: Yes, our party members are instructed to be the best
trade unionists, to do the most work for the unions — be most
attentive, most active in the ynion work, — to be the best mech-
anies at their trade, to become influential by virtue of their
superiority in their abilities and thelr actions in behalf of the
workers in the union.

.Q: Does the party take a position with reference to the
CIO and the AFL?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT:
your Honor please. ‘

" THE COURT: What is the materiality of that, Mr. Gold-
man? )

MR. GOLDMAN: Wel], it would explain the fight here in
Local 544-CIO, about which the witnesses for the Govemment
testified.

THE COURT: He may answer.

‘THE WITNESS: Yes, we take a. position,

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): And what is that position, Mr.
Cannon?

THE CIO AND THE AFL

A: In genéral we are in favor of industrial unionism. That
is, that form of urtionism which organizes all the workers in a
given shop or given industry into one union. We consider that
a Imore progressive and effective form of organization than craft
_unionism, so we support the industrial union principle.

The CIO has found its greatest field of work in the big
mass production industries, such as automobile and steel, which
hitherto were unorganized, where the workers were without the
protection of any organization, and where experience proved it
was impossible for the craft unions, a dozen or more in a single
" shop, to organize them. We consider that a tremendously pro-
gressive development, the organization of several million mass
production workers, so that, in general, we sympathize with the
trend represented by the CIO.

But we don’t condemn the AFL. We are opposed to craft
unionism, but many of our members belong to AFL unions and
we have, in general, the same attitude towards them as.to CIO
unions, to build them up, to strengthen\ them, improve the condi-
tions of the workers. And we are sponsors of the idea of unity
of the AFL and the CIO; it was written in our Declaration of
Principles; so that while we are somewhat partial to the CIO
as a national movement, we are in favor of unity on the provi-
sion that it should not sacrifice the industrial union form of or-
ganization.

Q: What would you say as to the extent of the influence
of the party in the trade unign movement, at the present time?

'A:  Well, it isn’t very great; it isn’t very great.

Q: Are there any unions now where a majority of the exe-

I object to that as immaterial, if

‘to win influence in the unions?

cutive board are party members?
A: I don’t know of any except possibly here in Minnea-
polis. ‘

DEMOCRACY IN THE TRADE UNION

Q:  What is the party policy with reference to the emst-
ence of democracy in trade unions? -

A: The Declaration of Principles, and all of our edl'corxals
and speeches, are continually demanding a democratic regime in-
side the unions, demandinig the rights of the members to speak
up, to -have free elections, and frequent elections, and in general
to have the unions under the control of the rank and file through
the system of democracy. -

Q: And what is the policy of the party with reference to
racketeering and gangsterism in the unions?

A: Similarly, the Declaration of Principles denounces rack-
eteers, gangsters, all criminal elements — summons our mem-
bers and sympathizers to fight relentlessly to clean them out of

the unions, and forbids under penalty of expulsion any member

I do not offer this, Your Honor, to show that we changed. On
the contrary, I offer this to show that our principles remained

the same.

However, I am not taking any exception to Your
Honor’s ruling. I will let it stand as it is.

I just wanted to

show the prosecution and everybody else concerned that we did
not think we committed a crlme, and we continued to do the

same thing,

THE COURT: Well, that is argument.
MR. ANDERSON: Yes, we have heard that before.

MR. GOLDMAN:

I want to offer in evidenee, Your Honor,

Defendants’ Exhibit F, the resolution on international relations,
adopted at the special National Convention of the Socialist Work-
ers Party on December 21, 1940 and published in the Socialist

Appeal of December 28, 1940.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: No objection to Exhibit F.

 THE COURT:
' MR. GOLDMAN:

It will be received.
I offer in evidence Defendants’ Exhibit

G, being a resolution on the Declaration of Principles, adopted
at the Special National.Convention of the Socialist Workers
Party, December 21, 1940, and published in the Soclalist Appeal

of. December 28, 1940.:

MR. SCHWEINHAUT No ob:ectlon to Defendants’ Ex-

hibit G.. . .
THE COUR.T

It wﬂl be received

DISAFF ILIATI ON FROM IN TERNATIONAL

MR. GOLDMAN:

I will riow read Defendants’ Exhibit F:

“Whereas, federal legislation (the Voorhis Act, etc ) has been °
.adopted by Congress which. imposes burdensome requirements on !
political organizatxons affiliated to intemational bodies, including

the formal -pertodic. reg'xstration
and
“Whereas, su,ch re‘gulations

of lists of 1nd1vidual members.

could be of service only to the

enemied of the workers, the Fourth (Specisl) Natiowal Conven.
tion of the Socialist Workers Party hereby resolves:

“l. To formally discontinue its affiliation: to the Fourth
International as of this date.

“2. To continue its struggle for socxahsm as a completely:
autonomous party.

“3. While complying with the provisions of the aforesa.ld
legislation, we affirm our opposition to this and any similar meas-
ures designed to disrupt the international solidarity of the work-
ers. We assure our co-thinkers in other lands that nothing in -
this decision of compliance with arbitrary discriminatory leg-
islation alters in any way our ardent sympathy with their own
struggles for socialism.”

DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES WITHDRAWN

Now, I will read Defendant’s Exhibit G:

“The Declaration of Principles of the Socialist Workers
Party — adopted by the Foundation' Convention (Dec. 28, 1937
to Jan. 3, 1938) — requires some changes and additions to bring
it up to date and to éorrespond with new developments whxch
have transpired since the Foundation Convention. N

“This task can be performed satisfactorily only after ade-
quate time has been provided for consideration of proposed
changes and their djscussion in the ranks of the party. As a
step towards the preparation of this task, the Fourth (Special)
National Convention resolves:

“1. To suspend and withdraw the Declaration of Prinei--
ples adopted at the Foundation Convention. ,
_“2. To authorize and instruct the National Committee. to‘
prepare a draft of an amended Declaration of Principles for sub- -
mission to- the party for discussion and eventual decision by
Party convention or referendum.”
]

Next week’s issne of THE MILITANT will contain four:
more full pages of ‘Con‘u‘ade' Cannon’s testimony on direct examin-
ation by Chief Defense Counsel Albert Goldman and on cross
examination by Assistant U. S. Attorney-General Schweinhaut
for the prosecutlon. In it Comrade Cannon deals with such ques=
‘tions as ‘the attitude of the Socialist Workers Party toward the ~
capitalist- government in time of war, the party’s Proletarian -
Military Policy, the question of Workers Defense Guards, and -
other questions of extreme importance to every class-conscious
worker. Make sure you get next week’s issue for ‘this historic
material' N

of the party to give any direct or indirect support to any gang- =~

ster or racketeering element in the unions.

Q: Is there such a policy of the party as controlling the
unions ?

A: No, 'a union is an independent, autonomous organiza~
tion and —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Well, now, you have answered the
question. He asked you if there was a policy with respect to
controlling the unions, and you said, “No.”

MR. GOLDMAN: Let him explain.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Why does it need explanation?

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, there are at least, I should say,
25 or 50 pages of evidence about the party controlling unions.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: And the witness has said that there

is no such policy. That disposes of it.
THE COURT: Well he has answered this question, cer-
tainly.

OUR ACTIVITIES INSIDE THE UNIONS
Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): In what way does the party try

A: We try to get our members m the umion the leading
influence in the unions.

Q: How?

A: First of all by our instructions to our members in the
unions that they must be the best trade unionists in the wunion,
and they must be the best workers on the job. That is first,
in order that they may gain the respect of their fellow workers
and their confidence.

Second, they have got to be active in the propagation of our
ideas to their fellow workers. They have got to be busy and
active in all union affairs — try to get subscriptions to our
paper, try to influence union members to come to our lectures
and classes and, in general, work to gain sympathy and support,
for the party and its program. We do say that, surely.

Q: What policy does the party have with reference to
placing party members in official positions of the unions?

A: Yes, whenever they can be fairly elected, we certainly
encourage them to try.

Q: But through elections? '

A: Through elections, yes. Also if they can be appointed
principles, we advise them to accept the appointment, as in the
case, for example, of Comrade Dobbs.

Q: Appointment for what?

A: Dobbs was appointed Internatlonal Orgamzer of the
Teamsters’ Union at one time.

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, you will
please keep in mind the admonitions of the court. We will recess
until ten o’clock tomorrow morning. 4

THE DEFENSE OFFERS SCME EXHIBITS

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 19
MORNING SESSION
JAMES P. CANNON
DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued)

MR. GOLDMAN: If your Honor please, I offer in evidence
a resolution on the Labor Party, concerning which there was tes-
timony yesterday, that it modified the Declaration of Principles
on that particular subject. I do not think it is of sufficient im-
portance to read it to the jury. The jury can have it.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Is it marked as an exhibit?

MR. GOLDMAN: Yes, it is Defendants’ Exhibit D.

MR. GOLDMAN: *
draft of the revised Declaration of Principles, submitted to the
plenum conference, the one concerning which the witness testified
as having been held about six weeks ago, at the conference in
. Chicago, to substitute for the Declaration of Principles suspend-
ed in December, 1940. This is Defendants’ Exhibit E.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: We object to it on the ground that
no change in policy of the Party since the date of the indictment
should be pertinent to the issues here. 3

GOLDMAN EXPLAINS
" MR. GOLDMAN: We do not claim there was a change in
policy, Your Honor.. We submit it, simply for the jury to read
it, and see what light it can throw on the general issues raised
by the indictment. There was no change in fundamental policy.
" There may have been changes in formulations, but there was no
change in fundamental policy. We do not claim that there was.
THE COURT: Well, what other legal effect would that
have, than a self-serving declaration indulged in long after the

date of the indictment?

" MR. GOLDMAN: On the same theory that counsel for the
* prosecution, offered articles subsequent to the indictment; on their
theory that this is a continuing conspiracy, we are entitled to
offer documents and articles subsequent to the indictment, show-
= ing that there is no continuing conspiracy, Your Honor. There

I now offer in evidence, Your Honor, the’

never was a conspiracy; there is not now, and there has not
‘been at any time a conspiracy.

. MR. ANDERSON: I understood that counsel withdrew hlS
objection as to the date of the government exhibits that were
after the date of the indictment.

THE COURT: As I recall, your objections were withdrawn,
and a record was made — I called particular attention to it,
that your objections were withdrawn as to documents rendered
after the date of the indictment.

MR. GOLDMAN: Yes.

THE COURT: And the indictment was returned on the 15th
day of July, 1941.

MR. GOLDMAN: By the way, Your Honor, a committee
was appointed, of course, to draw the revised Declaration up be-
fore the indictment. That is the testimony. '

THE COURT SPEAKS

THE COURT: But they did not do anything about it, so
far as the indictment here is concerned. About six weeks ago,
I suppose about the time this case was set for trial, there was
a plenum held with reference to some new principles. These
defendants are to be measured, as I see it, in the light of their
activities as they existed as of the date of the indictment. With
reference to the reception of evidence showing a continuing
course of conduct after the date of the indictment, the author-
ity is universal to the effect that they may be shown to have
continued that course of conduct. That is as far as the prosecu-
tion is concerned. Now then, if a man is charged with commit-
ting an offense, and long after the date when he is charged with
committing the offense, he does something else, and he says,
“That proves that I did not commit the offense which in the
indictment I am charged with” — he then was advised, and he
knew what the charges were. He cannot mddify it by some
subsequent act. I will sustain the objection.

MR. GOLDMAN: I want to urge one point, Your Honor.

_ not reconcile the »
contradictions between his support
. of the strike and the war,

(Continned'from page 1)

“flict of interests, This is impos-

sible. _

An example of this is the poli-
¢y of that group in the CIO which
is centered around Philip Murray,
CIO President and former right-
hand man of John L. Lewis. At
the CIO convention, Murray ini-
tially took a strong stand in sup-
port of the mine strike. But this

-« support became increasingly weak-

" . : . : itical su t of
by some higher body and the work is not inconsistent with our ,;_ened a5 his pelitical, 5 .ppor ©
“the war became the dominant ex-

pression of his position. He could
{rreconcilable

His
political line determined his final
attitude, which was a clear readi-
ness to capitulate on the mine
issgue,

Murray’s position was distin-

-guishable from that of the Stalin-

igts and Hillmanites only to the

. gxtent that he still reflected dome

desire to attempt to reconcile the
basic contradictions. The Hillman-
ite-Stalinist leaders have since
abandoned the attempt. They are
unreservedly for the war and
have openly made thelr choice
with the bosses as opposed to the
workers.

As for John L. Lewis and his
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Miners Forced To Arbitrate

Tfollowers, their position\ in
mine strike was weakened basic-

ize the CIO forces around a pro-
gram of fundamental opposition
to the war.

As a result there was an ab-
sence of sufficient pressure from
the ranks of other unions upon
the CIO leaders to fully support
the strike.

IMMEDIATE
CONFERENCES

As an immediate consequence of
the advantageous position Roos-
evelt has achieved through the
outcome of this strike, the Ad-
ministration is - now pressing
ahead with its plans for legisla-
tivé curbs on labor. It is a vir-
tual eertainty that Roosevelt will

the

demand the enactment of anti-

"strike and compulgory laws de-
ally by the failure of Lewis dur-.
ing the past two years to mobil |

spite the opposition of the unions,
confident that this opposition will
not express itself in militant and

“effective forms.

This does not at all mean that
Roosevelt has already succeeded
in shackling labor. It merely
means that he is in a more fav-
orable position to,do so, On the
other hand, the actions of the Ad-
ministration in this union strug
gle have made the labor policies
of the government more suspect
than ever to millions of workers,
Roosevelt’s open partiality to the
steel corporations, his strikebreak-
ing threats, the exposure of the
anti-labor role of the National De-
fense Mediation Board, have im-
measurably reduced the prestige

ably, the conflict between

of the government in the eyes of"
important sectors of the workers.

Moreover, as the war progresses,
Roosevelt will attempt to  make
greater and greater inroads into
their living standards and impose
ever severer regimentation, Inevit- ~
the
needs of the war and of the work-
ers must flare up into- renewed
and fiercer battles.

The mine strike crisis has re-

vealed the crisis of organized la-
bor as a whole. It is a crisis of
program and leadership. Defense
of the interests of the workers is
predicated squarely on opposition
to the war. Only that leadership
can successfully lead the workers
in defense of their rights
and conditions which upholds a
program of uncompromising oppo-

sition to the imperialist war, @
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Negro Struggle ‘{
= Py Erest Williams ===

The Mine Strike and the
Negro People

SKIN
TSLL-F E

“The appeal ‘of Representativé Mitchell of 1l-

lindis, only Negro member of Congress, for Ne-
groes to repudiate the struggle of the United
Mine Workers of America and remain “loyal to
their government,” is typical of the Negro mis-
léaders whose careers depend on quieting down
the militancy of their people.

"“Ne‘groes could make no greater mistake,” sta-
ted Mitchell, “than to allow John L. Lewis to
influence and persuade them to follow him in his
wild tirades against the interests of the United
States Government Up to this time the Negro
has' a Tecord of loyalty to this government un-
""'ssed by any racial group in the world.”

0bv1ously Mr. Mitchell chooses to ignore the
faet that Negro miners have a vital stake in the i

“ fight ‘between the United Mine Workers and Big
Stedl over the closed shop PoF ‘the “captive” coal

mihes. e dellberately distorts what the Pitts-

burgh Courler pomted out in the November' 15

issue e that the struggle is of great significance
‘for all Negro workers. A ‘ldarge proportion of
these miners are Negroes, and they provide a

arge percentage of the unhion membership and |
lofiees e g B © SR . by men in the service. This $tm-

1 maly was made by ‘General Head-

leadership.

History of the UMW

“When the United Mine Workers 6f ‘Afierica
Was first organized in 1890, it already had abéut
1,000 Negro mihers among its members. The
official attitude of this tmion has ‘always been
to ‘éticourage the active participation of Negro
workers. Its constitution made provisions to in-
stre equality between black @nd white mewh-beivs;
Many Negro thiners Were sént intd the field as
organizers, and many became officers in various

In the words of ohe 6ld Negro miner, who has
been a ‘member of the union for twenty- “one years
and i§ secretary of one of the locals, “the United
Mine Workers of Anerica has done more to re-
niove hatred and ‘prejudice in the labor move-
ment and to testore harmony and good will be-
tWeen man and fWan than any other agency in
the country

Durmg the strlkes of 1908 and 1919 the Negro

1ss‘ue Was never raised by the mlners or by the
umon — but always by the tnine owners, the
new'papers and the commumty In both these

A similar attémpt to raise the race issue was
made in the recent strike in the “captive” mines.
The entire Negro membership of the UMW is
estimated’ at between 50,000 and 100,000. The

Co“i‘ler estimated that applommately half the

miners affeécted by the strike were Negroes, and

that nearly all are union members. ,
‘Yet the newspapers featured articles and pic-
tures showing Negroes as scabs who refused to
support the union. If a Negro scab was beaten
up, or if he fought with the pickets, 1mmed1ately

the race aspect was stlessed No 1nd1catlon was

givén that the great majorlty of Negro ‘Tthiners
. belonged to and act‘lvely suppor‘ted the strike of
the uMw.

Préssure Against S‘('rlke

The full pressure of the capitalist class was
hurled 4t the miners in an-attempt to break their
- strike. The Roosevelt ‘Administration, the Nation-
al Defense Mediation Board, the newspapers, ete.
— all openly refused to consider the miners’ de-
mands or to give them a sympathetlc hearing.

. -And they were aided in their crushing blows
against the UMW, against the CIO, against the
interests of the white and Negro coal miners, as
well &s workers in other industries, by “mislead-
ers” such as Representative Mitchell! This “rep-
resentative of the Negro people” betrays those
whiom he supposedly represents by helping the
forces of react1on, those who are Tesponsible for
the whole Jim- Crow set-up in the navy, the
army, ete., who do nothmg to prevent discrimina-
tion against Negroes in industry. Instead of
ﬁghtmg for the interests of his own people, he
calls upon t e Negroes to support those who .
forced thein to abaridon their March on Washmg-
ton ‘for jobs, those Wwho try to crush every at—
spt of the Negro péople to 1mprove their con-
itions. This Judas ‘calls upon his people ‘to dern-
ate “their loyalty to this United States
Go\zernment » to forget their own interests!

Loyal ¥o Union

It is only through the labor movemenht which
encourages the organization and participation of
Negro workers that Negroes can win &n equal
place for themselves in industry, and improve
their working conditions. Many years of bittér
struggle have taught the Negro people that they
must fight militantly for all their gains.

Most of the Negro coal minérs have already
set an example by bécoming 16yal union members,
by ‘participating in the task of building localy,
by ‘helping to organize other sections of coal
miners. During the strike, always a crucial per-
iod for a union, they demonstrateéd their faith
in' the union, and in ‘the fact that both Negro
and white workers must fight together for their
mutual interests, — in this case, against Big
Steel. They deserve the fullest support 'of the
Negro people, and all workers throughout the
country.

The ‘soothing anld mlsleadmg advice of men
. like Mitchiell ‘¢an only lead to defeat. For a pro-
gram of v1ctory, Negro workers must tead and
participdte ‘in all uhion struggles, all pollt1cal

. struggles, which will further the mterests of
all: workers, ‘lack 4nd- white:

J ourhal
| plaints, “typical of many receiv-

"kkeeplng with - technical,
‘| §i6nal, or special tratning.”

| “PREATED AS MACHINES”

|lowing letter are

1+ “Regimental )
| hot ‘explained " before, while, or
{soon after they take place. Ex-
{’planations would vastly increase

As part of its drive to stifl
war plans, the Roosevelt admi
brand. the well-known facts
| forces. as nothing but
The New York Times for

| tions at Washington, reports that
General George C. Marshall, Chief
of the United States Army Staff,
in a broadeast on Civilian Week
declared that “an Axis propagan-

rupt Army morale, and by clever

have been upset, and members of
Congress misled.”

But what are the real facts"
8o great is the dissatisfaction ex-

| pressed by men drafted into the

armed forces of the United States

| over the quality of trammg and
| the type of officers in charge of
| this ‘training that General Head-

quarters itself has been forced

|to give their complaints ofﬁclal
; cogmzance'

This fact is made clear by the
appearance of an article entitled, |
“Cornplaints by Soldiers,” printed
in the Army and Navy Journal
for November 1, 1941, giving a
’summaly of comnlamts Written

quarters ‘of ‘the United States

| Army and sent to ¢oimmanding
| generals in the field.

| SUMMARY OF

COMPLAINTS

The Journal, a réactionary
mlht;ary magazine which lays
¢laim to’ havmg been “spokesman

“of the ‘Servicés since 1863,” makes

no editorial comment. However,
its excerpts’ from the summatry

|'provides us with proof passed by
General Headquarters of the Uni- |-
| ted ‘States Army itself that mili-
: tary training as conducted by the

bourgems officer caste is inecap-

“4ble of preparing the workers |
for & real stluggle agamst fas- !

cism.
‘From the official summary, the]
quotes that the com-

‘ed” deal “in ‘general” with:

“a. Wastage of training time.
““p. Poorly -trained exercises
e, Inadequately explaingd ‘ma
uvers.” 3
“d. Lack of conf1dence in ofﬁ~
‘cers
“a, Illiterate and umntelhgent

‘non-commissioned officers.

“f, The néed of educational in-

“struction. in units to build up and

maintain . patﬁotw zeal and en-

. thusiasm of ‘'soldiers in the Army.

“g, Lack of opportunity to

Progress.

“h. Assignment to duty not in
profes-

The paragraphs from the fol-)
“memorandum
of observations and suggestions
based on ten weeks’ experience
‘a5 a Selectee”:

maneuvers are

the interest of the ‘men in ‘the:
rather arduous work of the fan-

| euver.

“Men should be familiarized to |

1some extent with the orgamzatlon
|of the Army. No instruction in
| this has been given in 11 weeks,

though it would clearly help men
to vistialize their place in the

| scheme ‘of things. They ‘are treat-
1ed as machines rather than as.

intelligent ‘Americans.

“Men are ignorant of America’s
immediate interest in relation ‘to-
the current war ‘and ‘explanation
of this would increase morale.

Men are not too stupid to under-;
stand lectures ‘and talks on the
present war; explanatlons of its
strategic s1gn1ﬁcance to Ameri-

The above letter indicates that

| all the :propaganda of the Roos-

evelt administration about fight-
‘ing for the “four freedoins” has
proved utterly unconvincing. The
soldiers want something “addi-
tional.” Their desire for “lectures
and talks” is but the first mani-

1 festation of a deep thirst for the
{ truth ‘about this war. '

| “INEFFICIENT,
; HIDE BOUND .

"The ‘next letter, according to
the Journal, is to a mother from

‘['a soldier “purportedly a non-com-

missiotied officer, who had had
no previous' military training,

fore he was drafted; and who got
a ‘big kick’ out of the first weeks
of tralmng

“Everyone is at thls pomt fed

da attack has beén started to dis-

methods the families of soldiers]

{ My —'to open wup a

can defense; and discussion of the |
| possibilities that may be in store
| for this country.”

who vodlunteered for service be- |

; up with the ‘Army = 1ot so'mich | e =

Complaints T hat H_Drgafﬂtees

By JOSEPH HANSEN -

e all opposmon to Wall Street’s
nistration is now attemptmGr to

about low morale in the armed
“Axis propaganda’.

November 12,
cerning Armistice Day celebra-*

in its story con-

for what we are doing, but for
what we aré net domg The gen-
dral impression grows instead of
diminishing that a more ineffici-
ant, hidebound organization would
be hard to find. This is particu-
larly true §ince the brigade and
division staffs have takeén over
the direct condtict of affairs, The

| manifestations are abundant ‘en-

ough — a conflict of orders, an
mability to get things done on
schedule, a predecupation with
aivial details, with a master plan
lacking or incomplete.

“So far as training goes, any:
one will tell you that none of the.
men have learned ‘little beyond
what little basic training they

and eveh on that they are going
stale. More damagmg is the fact
that wien who want to learn are
glven absolutely no oppmtumty
to do so. While the problem of
whlpplng‘ ‘a mass of green rec-
I‘u]tS mto an army is a tertific
ohe, we Have Been in six ménths
row ‘and the change Seems to be
£61 the Worse rather than the bet-
ter. Things are done only half-

“’Way, or in the middle of carrymg
{6ut an order a new one arrives

contradicting the ﬁrst ¥ o )
“We ‘are not being trained ‘and -

received when they first got heré, | 40 should know in detail what - he |

will be up against the next day',

General Staff [tself Is *Forted To ?rmt Soime

ke

14 Thenr Letters

at the present Arate of progress
will’ go .to seed. The big. cry

|around heré ‘is, ‘If you are going

to keep us in the Army, at least
each us that we are supposed to
do.”
“‘GOD KEEP US . .

From anbother letter which the
Jéurnal says is “typical of ma-
1y,” we are given a graphic des-

rlptlon of the 1nefﬁ01ency of the
fficer caste:

“After four and one-half
tionths in camp, 1 have great
nhsgwmgs as to the way We are
gomg about our defense program

“D1sc1phne and morale aven’t
at -all reassuring. There is too
much ‘Boy Scouting’. and sloppy
plannlng gomg on. No industrial
coficern would tolerate the 1nefﬁ-
ciency of orgamzatlonal opera-
tion which we are up against.
Every man, from general to priv-|

and knowmg should plan for ev-
ery contingeney: As often 45 not
thmgs ‘just happen’ and God l{eep

us if thls .goes of. Even ‘with an
unlimited supply of the finest
equipnent, no ‘drmy will amount’
to a nickél’s worth if: the meén
‘don’t know definitely that' they
are clomg their job under power-;
ful-and demanding leaders, who |

| know what they want accom- |

demonstrate their r1ght to faith
on the part of the men.’

“CHAOS .

This impression of the bour-.
geois officer caste is amplified by
extracts from a letter sent to his
Cohgressihan by a draftee who is
a “university graduate and prac-
ticing lawyer:” )

“You have asked me to for-
ward you some of my impressions

| gainéd of the Army since my in-

duction. I do not look forward to
the recounting with enthusiasm,
for like many other selectees,

| Whatever original interest I pos-

gessed has been dulled by my ex-
periences and observations. I

{'spéak not of the physical hard-

ships or discomforts — these I
expected. What I did not expect-
Was that stupidity and ineffi-
ciency would intensify these dif-
ficulties to the extent they have.

“My general 1mpresS1on is
this: This Arnw is as unplepared
as one colld coriceive. There is
‘chaos and a muddling and confu-

| sion beyond ‘any expectation in an
{ undertaking of this size.

You
Wwould expect problems and some
errors and omissions, but ‘you
would not expect the unintelli-
gent, inflexible and unthinkable
approach which is made toward

| solution. Morale is low . . .

‘“A great < many -non-commis-

{sioned officers are illiterate and
unintelligent. Whén they are in

Vplfi"sh‘ed, have a plan in detail and

command of men who surpass

L:byan Front ls

Of' N

f(’Crmtinued from page T])
a Yespite to prepare their military
| forces for the next stage of the

flunkeys - have pleaded
‘Churchill to create a military di-
Version for the harassed Red Ar-
) “westerni
ill politely declined: it
¢ “éonform to the tasks or
'the pohcy of the British Empne
The very conference on the h1gh
seas  between Roosevelt and |
Churchill, hailed by the Stalinists
as an 1nsp1r1n,, and liberating
‘event for the masses of the world
was reported to have cons1dered
the question of opening a West-
érn Front and to have turned it
down. Only two weeks a'_,o,\
Churchill announced that nothing |
need be expected in the way of
decisive overséas action until
1943, » . o
Now when the -Nazi§ hammer
at the very gates of Moscow, we
Tearn that the British have open |
ed a “new front” — on the desert
sands of North Africa! What is
this “new front”? By mno stretch
of the imagination can & revival
of the whip-saw situation in North
Africa be considered a military
diversion for the Red Army. Hit-
ler’s campaign in the Soviet Un-
ion can drive to a successful con-
clusion without regard for the
shifting “tides of war in North
Africa, The conquest of Russia iS
Hitler's main business today —
to ‘win this war Hitler can well
afford a ‘British vi"ctory in. the|
desert

Thisis no diversion for the Réd|
Army and Churchill knows it. Tt
is rather a “diversion” for the
British masses whose sympathies
are ardently with the embattled |
Soviet masses, who have been
clamoring for real assistance (™
the Soviet Union. The new desert
;war is Churchill’s reply to this

clamor. By this dlvelslon, Chm ch-
h]
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_;’ill quiets his easily-quieted loyal.

| certs the Stalinists.’
War,. For months Stalin and his |
with |

Rodsevelts as; 1nterested or Capable!

! friends in the Jabor movement |

|and workers
{farmers to put an end to the]
system that has meant only war

{6% CANADIAN C. P.

Laborite opposition and discon-

Moreover, the war in Libya is
a. necessary part of the Wwar ror
the preservation of the ‘British/
Empire, and for the Cliurchills
this. is a thousand times more: im-
portant than saving the Reéd ‘capi-
tals of Moscow and Leningrad.

STALIN’S POLICY ;
Only Stalin and his bureaucr racy,
concerned prxmarlly with : saving
their sklns and their JObS, could
picture the Churchills and the

of a,ss1st1nv> n th - defense of Len:
ingrad an M0rscow It Wwill be
small consolatlon for the defend-
ers of the USSR to hear from
thése bureaucrats that Chulclnll
has opened a flont in L1bya and
that — v1ctory of victories!
British tanks have driven over a
hundred mlles of sand

That the Worhers of the Sov1et
Union and the world should e
victims of the cymcal dup11c1ty of

a Churchill, is due to no other
reagon than Stalin’s desertion and
betrayal of the real allies of the
Soviet Union, the workers of Ger
many, Europe and the world. Im:
perialists cannot and will not cre-
ate any new front except a front
for imperialism — the military
and political interests of British

|and American imperialism ha\c

iothing” in® BSmman °\%tl*l fhe Yehr

defénse of the Soviet Union.

WHO CAN SAVE THE USSR?

Only the workers of the world
can create a new front for the
Soviet Union. That front today is
in Berlin, Rome, Paris and Lon-
don, it is in the workers’ political
Struggle at home against .their
capltahst masters.

The defense of the Soviet Union
résts only in the hands of the
international working class. Those
who ‘say differently, those who
turn over this defehse to Church-
i1l and Roosevelt prepare the road
for ‘defeat or capitulation to
Hi‘tler,

i

munist International.

the CCF and the Soc1a11st
Workers League ‘ot Canada (Trot-
| 8kyists), and With many of his|

turning out to pay their respects
to a fallen ﬁghte“ tor the workmg
class

To the last, Comlade Machon
ald never wawveted in his beffet
in the éventiial triumph of the
workers, He Tooked at this war
as the beginning of the end for
the present system and beheved

veturned soldiers’
the

the wunion of:
~united With

and breadlinés for them.
FIRST SECRETARY

“H'elw'as one of the founders of
the Communist Party in ‘Canada,

retary. He was among the first
to be expelled: from the Commun-
ist Party for “Trotskyism.” But
his activity in the labor move
ment commenced long before that,
and lasted, despite i1l health be

the last year, to the day he died.

first became active politically at
the age of 19 when he ran for

labor party ticket. Soon after ‘he
camle to Amerlca At the time of

that it would” end for Canada w1th'

and served as its first general sec-|

cause of stomach ulcers during’

Born in Falkirk, Scotland, hel

the office 'as school trustee on a|

§

JACK McDONALD

News reached us this week of the urmmely ‘death of Com-
rade Jack MacDonald, well-known Trotskyist leader in Canada
ever since the expulsion of the Left Opposition from the Com-
His burial on Monday, Nov.
the occasion for:a demonstration in his honor, with speakers
from the trade umon movement*

17, was

of the executive board of his un-
ion, the Pattern Makers’ Associa-
tion ‘of Canada, from which he

District Trades and Labor Coun-
‘eil.

He was one of the outstanding
| 1eaders of the 1919 strike in Tor-
onto, and a leader in the fight
for free §peech in the early
1930%s.

His comrades in Canada and
throughout the world mourn his
loss as a real blow to the working
class, and pledge themselves anew
to the realization of the society
of the future, to the struggle for
which he devoted the greater part
of his life,

“The Truth About the
Minneapolis Trial
of the 28°
°
Speech for the Defense
by
Albeit Goldman
)
ONE CENT A COPY
Bundle Rate $.90 a Hundred
Order from
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116 University Place, N. Y. C.

‘his ‘death he wag’ stlll a member - =

ters of complamt
may ‘well assume that the déepest

wasg a delégateé to the Torofito and |

them in every respect, the result
is  to permanently injure the in-
terest and ambition of the men
under them . ..

“The thing is nosc
things go wrong, but that it is
the rule and not the exception.
They go wrong in companies and
in divisions — from the higher
brackets on down there is confu-
sion which spreads and multiplies
as it goes . .. "

The effect of the type of train-
ing. and officers deseribed above
is outlined in the final letter
quoted by the Journal: *

“lI am summarizing some sig-
nificant reactions of about eight
selectees with whom I have con-
versed in the past month. They
are all between 26 and 33, with
college and, in most instances,
graduate school educations,

only that

“None of them were exactly en-
thusiastic about being drafted
but ‘all of them went into service
gladly and without resentment...

I set forth the principal observa-
tions as I recall them: Lack of

lack of enthusiasm for what they
are doing and a lack of under-
standing as to why they have
been drafied, particularly the lat-
ter. They have few complaints
about their food, living conditions
or recreation . . . But there is no
spirit, no elation, no feeling of
service and no will to sacrifice —
merely resignation and, some-
times, resentment . . . Invariably
the men 1 have talked to speak
of the inordinate waste of time,
net a waste of their own time
in the sense of a year lost, but
a waste of the time that could
be used for accomplishment in the
creation of a veteran army. After
some months of trairing, or what
has somehow passed as training,
they feel the average selectee has
learned little that would equip
him to be a fighting soldier ... ”
GENERAL HEADQUARTERS
COMMENT

One may reasonably suppose
that General Headquarters did
not include the most uncompli-
mentary or most sensational let-
Indeed, one

resentments about bourgeois of-
ficers and bourgeois training
methods has not been expressed

text of the letters it appears
clear ‘that GHQ deliberately sel-
ected complaints from those draf-
tees who have been loaded to the
eyebrows with official patriotism
and who have been misled into
believing that Wall Street’s war
is a genuine war against fascism.
Nevertheless, in conceding even
as much as it did to the pressure
of draftee opinion, and thus in-
dicating to the officer caste that
it would do well to make g better
attempt to present itself to the

ate, efficient, well-trained, comne-
tent and tlustworthy, GHQ was
forced to admit in its comment
accompanying the summary as re_
ported in the Journal:

“In many cases the letters are
undoubtedly the result of an hon-
est ‘effort toward constructive
criticism and come from highly
educated and econscientious indi-

prove conditions which they feel
need investigation and correction.
In other instances the motives
may be less constructive.”

meographed form to generals in
the field, according to the Jour-
nal. To our knowledge it has not
appeared in any of the great
daily newspapers of the nation;
nor has it been made available

drafted mien of the Army al-

concerned.

proof that the real way to prep-
‘are for a fight against fascism
is by seeking the establishment

where (1) workers are
training at government expense
but under the control of the trade
unions, (2) officers schools for
workers are opened up at govern-
ment expense but under the con-
trol of the trade unions.

A CORRECTION

The article on Page 2 of
last week’s MILITANT de-
clared that “It is estimated
that the trial will last six
weeks more.” This was a
mistake. It should have read

more.”

morale. By this is meant an utter |

at all in writing. From the con- |

draftees as intelligent, consider-|

viduals who are striving to im-,

| The above summary, it must
be emphasized, was sent in mi-

for wide circulation among the

though they -are thé ones first
= X | certainly replace it with Imperlahsm Any ‘peace

The summary drawn up by
General Headquarters is a fresh |

of a system of military training |
given |

“the trial will last two weeks

British Bosses Are

_Worried About Aims
Of U. §. Imperialism
u% By Jack Weber =J|‘

British Export and the Lease-Lend Act

The Lease-Lend Act has been quite useful to
American business in more ways than one. The
English manufacturers and exporters do not ac-
cept it as an entirely unmixed blessing for this
very reason. The finished products of British
make which require steel or metals or other mate-
rials that are being shipped to England by the.
United States, bear no sign which labéls them
as made of strictly English resources. American
business used this simple fact to exert pressure
on England to stop exports for the duration of
the war.

This export pohcy change has been far from
palatable to English exporters. The Enghsh gov-

.ernment set up a. special Export Couneil at the -

beginning of 1940 before the passage by Con-
gress of the Lease Lend Bill. This board was
created to encourage ekport in- every possible
whay, since this was the only way by Wwhich Eng-
land ‘could mobilize foreign éxchange with which
to pay for its tremendous imports of war mate-
rials. But Churchill was forced to yield to Amer-
ican pressure and the board has become 4 mére
ornament, designéd to maintain a kind of “token”
export so as to keep in touch with the forelgn
markets. = '
British business has not failed to recognize
the iniplications of the export sitdation. A great
debate has béen carried on-in the press ahd ih
the -English journals over this issue. The word-
ing of some of the articles on the subjeet has
been quite cautious, as the writers did not dare
to niake a frontal attack on the United States
in view of British depéndence on her fellow-demo-
crat. But it is not difficult to read between the
lines and see the real fear of future subservience
to the American collosus. The sub-title of one
article 6f discussion is, in fact: “Must Victory
Be Bought at Cost of Economic Subservience?”

They Have ‘Two Enemies to Fight’
Under this title we find the following remarks:
“To the oft-repeated statement that we must win
the war first, we must say that defeating Ger-
many is not all that is meant by the phrase
‘winning the war’. We must also defeat Ger-
many’s object, which is to destroy the Brltlsh
Commonwealth of Nations. We have two enemies
to fight — Germany and destitution. After beéat:
ing German arms, must we face defeat by an
equally destructive enemy, accompanied by Ger-
man ‘derision, namely, économic subverswn"”
German derision has indéed been ainied straight
along at the fact that England is becommg the
forty-ninth state of ‘the United States. Tt i‘s
clear, from- the: very nature of the discussion —
the suppr’éssmn of mhjor exporting for the dura-

. tion of the war — that it is the chafing of Brit- -

ish capitalism under the yoke of its new task-
master, the United States. The English fear
that they will not be able to recover the markeéts
which they are forced by their kindly ally to
give up for the time being. But there is nothing
for it but to endure American aid for the pres-
ent. The stage of revolt is hardly practical at thls
Junctule

Nor is the field of exports the only one eyed
with utter mistrist by the realistic Britisher. He
can feel nothing but misgiving at the influencé
exerted by this country inside the British Em-
pire. He notes that Australia and New Zealand
have indicated a certain independence by sending
their own ministers to Washington. In the nego-
tiations being carried on with Japan, Sécretary -
Hull has met not only with-Halifax to keep this
Ambassador informed, but with Casey of Austra-
lia as well.

W hat Will Haﬁpen to Canada?

Thén -there is Canada to ‘which the Unitéd
‘States pled’ged military aid the very first thmg
The seétting up of a joint defense board of the
Ogdenshurg Conferénce meéant the bringing of
Canada_all thé more closely into the orbit of
United States 1mper1a11sm The Enghsh consery-
ative magazme, Round Table, comments on thls
situation in the most frank ' manner 1magmab1e
“It is a common observation ‘that Canada is
steadily ‘bBecoming more North ‘American. . -
Canada’s continuance in the British conmection
(that is, in the British Empire) may thereforée
depend on the capaclty of British statesmen to
buxld a new Europe wth a reasonable chance of
peace ‘ahead of it.”

Thls magazine sees the tlght spot in whlch
‘the Emplre finds itself. Everythmg depends on
the furthér course of the war, of ‘course. “A very
Yong war into Wwhich the United Statés eventually
‘entered &nd Which ¢auseéd it to pit forth ‘évery
ounce of its strength, might well burn out Amer-
ican isolationism entirely, but it would almost il

that would follow Such a War would be an Amer-
ican Pesce, with Great Britain influential, but
far from domirant. The way ‘would then, as has
beéen hinted ‘dbove, Be opén for 'a new English:
speaking synthesis about the Republic.”

This conservative organ is under no 1llu51on
about “Union Now” or’any kind of federatlon of,
the Repubhc and the E‘m}’hre on a world scale. ,
It recognizes cold-bloodedly that such a federa:
tion would in ‘actuality be nothing but the domin-
ation of the empire by ‘Américan imperialism:
The war threatens to bécome precisely the kind
of war feared by the British; namely, a long war
in which v1ctory by the allies can be achieved
only by the actual entry of the Umted States
with the sendmg of ‘another AEF wherever neces-
sary in ‘the w011d to defeat the ‘Axis. Already
writers envision the ﬁrst ‘American Torce beitig
Sent to the Near East to hélp England meet the
threat to its life-line through the Mediterratiean.
The British are quiteé right. The peace after such
a war will be a peace imposed on the world by .
American 1mper1ahsm Unless;, of course, the =
workmg class of the World says 1ts word about
the Whole Matter. : '
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JOIN US IN FIGHTING FOR:

1. Military training of workers, financed
by the government, but under control
of the trade unions. Special officers’
training camps, financed by the gov-
ernment but controlled by the trade
unions, to train workers to become
officers.

Trade union wages for all workers
drafted into the army.

Full equality for Negroes in the armed
forces and the war industries—Down
with Jim Crowism everywhere.

A peoples’ referendum on any and all
wars.

Confiscation of all war proﬁts. Expro-
priation of all war industries and their
operation under workers’ control.
For a rising scale of wages to meet the
rising cost of living.

Workers Defense Guards against vig-
ilante and fascist attacks.

An Independent Labor Party based on
the Trade Unions.

A VWorkers’ and Farmers’

ment.
—

Free Speech On Tnal

As the Minneapolis “seditious conspiracy” trial
of the Socialist Workers Party and Minneapolis
Local 544-CIO draws to its close, it becomes more
evident than ever that the government is fully de-
termined to carry through its frameup of the
defendants and railroad them to prison for terms
up to 16 years. :

i 3.

40
. 5.

6.
7
8.

Govern-

9.

Five of the 28 defendants were released last week
by a directed verdict of the judge. But this should
not lead to the illusion that the remaining 23 de-
fendants can expect similar treatment.
contrary, as Dorothy Schultz, St. Paul organizer
of the SWP and one of the defendants released,
has declared: “We must redouble our efforts to
save our comrades and friends. The rest of the

. judge’s ruling today means we must prepare for
the worst.”

That ruling of the judge, M. M. Joyce, which
denied the defense motion for a directed acquittal
of all the defendants, included the statement:

“I am unable to conclude that any group of de-
fendants under either' count of the indictment pos-
sesses the constitutional right to circulate and write
material that is seditious and revolutionary in
character. . . I am unable to conclude that when
confronted with the consequences of such conduct,
the defendants may successfully rush to the pro-
tection of the Constitution they would not amend
but would absolutely destroy.”

This ruling -is in accord with the argument of
the prosecution, which has based its case virtual-
ly on the contention that the mere expression of
socialist and Marxist ideas constitutes “seditious
conspiracy” and is a criminal offense.

In order to give an impression of substance to
its case, the prosecution is upholding a position,
fraught with most dangerous implications for the
civil rights of all labor, that the government has
the right to impose limits on the exercise of free
speech, press, assembly and political opinion. In
this instance, the prosecution{ contends that those
who oppose capitalism are automatically deprived
of the protection guaranteed by the Bill of Rights.

No such limitations or exceptions are contained
in the United States Constitution itself. All genu-
ine guardians of civil liberties recognize that the
moment limits are fixed to the exercise of civil
‘rights, such rights no longer exist. Every judicial
and policy agency would then have the power to
determine its own arbitrary limits on the expres-

sion of opinion. Such a power, in the hands of

reactionary interests, would soon lead to the aboli-
tion of all civil liberties.

The prosecution has taken the unprecedented po-
sition that it need not show evidence of any overt
acts in furtherance of thé alleged “conspiracy”.
Thus, it argues that what the defendants said or

wrote, or more precisely what admittedly hostile

witnesses falsely claimed they said, constitutes a
,,“felony’;. Thus, this prosecution is clearly an at-
tack on freedom of press-and speech. The prose-
cution has even contended that it does not have
to show any conscious agreement or common ac-
- tion between the defendants in order to. prove its
- charge of “conspiracy”. It claims it has only to
“prove that the defendants expressed the same ideas.
" "The trial judge has supported this contention
‘in his statement that: “The unlawful agreement

On the

need not have been in any form. . . It is not neces-
sary to prove that the defendants agreed in terms
to adopt the unlawful purpose and to pursue it by
common means. . .”

It is apparent from the prosecution’s cynical
flouting of all legal and traditional concepts of
civil rights, as well as its resort for “proof” to
the flimsiest type of unsubstantiated reports of al-
leged private conversations, that the government
is in dead earnest about obtaining convictions by
any means it can command.

The defendants are in the gravest danger. Their
conviction would constitute an equal danger to the
rlghts of every trade unionist and every progres-
sive opponent of Roosevelt’s imperialist war poli-
cies. :

There must be no let-down in the fight to free
the Minneapolis defendants. Now, as never be-
‘fore, the militant workers and progressives every-

where must rally to their defense. They must be®

given the greatest possible moral and financial sup-
port — and at once. One of the most infamous
frameups trials in all American history is coming
to its end in Minneapolis. It is equally a frame-
up against the rights and liberties of the common
people of America.

Working-class and liberal public opinion must
be prepared, in the event of convictions in this

case, to rally to the defense of the 23, and to op-

pose the tide of reaction which will be the inevit-
able consequences of a conviction in this case.

Imperialism And
Dutch Guiana

‘The United States Government this week con-
tinued its military occupation of strategic colonies
in the Western Hemisphere by moving troops into
‘Dutch Guiana on the Carrlbean coast of South
America.

Commenting on this latest expansion of Amer-
ican economic and military domination in South
America, the New York World-Telegram, Nov-
ember 25, stated that “the action is in co-opera-
tion with the Netherlands government, which is the
sovereign, and with Brazil, which is the largest
neighbor. Thus our Latin-American critics can-
not well raise the false issue of Yankee imperial-
1sm.”

The World-Telegram certainly presents a novel
definition of “imperialism”. It would appear that
all that is needed to remove the taint of imperial-
ist motives from the occupation of colonies by a
powerful monopoly capitalist nation is that these
seizures be conducted
imperialist robbers who originally occupied these
colonies and with the “permission” of those “larg-
est neighbors” which began to be satellites of the
dominant nation.

According to this conception of imperialism,
Roosevelt presumably would not have occupied
Dutch Guiana if the Netherlands government-in-
exile and the Brazilian dictatorship had objected.
Merely to pose this idea is to reveal its absurdity.

Of course, the World-Telegram does not men-
tion nor do all the other apologists for American
imperialism, that the one group of people whose
consent Roosevelt did not seek in his occupation
of Dutch Guiana, were the people most involved,
the native population.

Moreover, the official White House explanation
for the occupation of Dutch Guiana reveals impe-
rialist motivation on the very face of it. It is
claimed that the step was necessary to “protect”
the bauxite deposits which supply 60 percent of

. the ore for the aluminum industry in this country.

In this respect, Roosevelt is just as 1mper1ahst
as Hitler. The Nazi dictator also is “only” in-
terested in “protecting” the sources of raw mate-
rials required by the German capitalists when he
seizes the continent of Europe and fights for con-
trol of the African colonies,

The United States is controlled by monopoly

capitalists, who, like all capitalists everywhere, '

are struggling for control of the world’s markets,
sources of raw materials and fields for economic
exploitation.

The ruling capitalists in this country are not
concerned with “defending”, the interests of the
American people. They are concerned with de-
fending and advancing their own interests, which,
like those of the Nazi capitalists, are bound up with
bigger profits and greater opportunities for the
exploitation of labor.

No doubt, Hitler would like to have access to the
bauxite deposits in Dutch Guiana. And no doubt,
he would offer arguments just as fine sound-
ing as those of American imperialism to establish
his “right” to control these bauxite deposits. But
all the fine sounding arguments in the world can-
not conceal the essential fact: German and Amer-
ican capitalism are both fighting for the “‘right”
to control and exploit colomal territories for their
own profit.

Hitler justifies his imperialist ventures in the
name of “defending” the peoples he oppresses from
the “plutocratic” nations. Roosevelt justifies his
imperialist exploits in similar hypocritical terms.

_All the capitalist nations in this war are imperi-
alist. All are fighting for the “right” to rob the
colonial people. That is why the workers cannot

"support their wars and must oppose ‘them. . The

workers must fight instead for the rights of the
colonial peoples to live in. freedom from all im-
perialist exp101tat10n

Administration Backs
Anti-Labor Law Drive

Roosevelt administration itself.

prevent strikes and impose gov-
ernmental controls over the
unions. ,

Scores of anti-labor bills, resolu-
tions, etc,, have been flooding
into the various <Congressional
committees in the past months.
Northern and Southern, Republi-
can and Democratic legislators
alike have sponsored these bills.

The proposals contained in
these bills are of three major
types,

Most numerous of the measures
are those aimed at limiting or
banning the right to strike and
establishing - compulsory arbitra-

“in co-operation” with' the -

| are working, if they have any

tion of labor’s demands.

Another proposal, looked on
with particular favor by the ad-
ministration, is designed to give
added powers over labor to the
governmental executive agencies
and to re-inforce government
strikebreaking machinery. -

Going beyond these measures
intended to limit union action and
extend the government’s strike-
breaking powers, are bills which
attempt to define the demands
which- labor may legitimately
raise and which declare certain
demands to be illegal.

Most of the bills and resolu-
tions now pending in Congress
duplicate each' other in many

degree of severity, and almost all
combine at least two of the basic
types of proposals,

THE “EXTREME”
PROPOSALS
Greatest publicity has been
given to those anti-strike bills
which are of an extreme char-
acter. While bills making advo-
cacy or participation in strikes a
felony are unlikely.to be passed
at present, the fact that they have
been introduced at all and have
received a certain amount of sup-
port is an indication of the ex-
treme reactionary tendencies in
Congress.

Examples of these extreme pro-
posals are those made by Senator
Bailey, Representative Hoffman
of Michigan and Representative
Russell of Texas.

Bailey has introduced a resolu-
tion which would impose a $10,-
000 fine and ten years in jail for
those who “direct, order or encour-
age any employer or employees. .
to do any act or fail to do any
act which has the effect of stop-

Using the excuse of the mine

strike — as the chairman of the House Labor Committee says,
“Labor has forced this thing upon us” — Roosevelt has declared

his readiness to sponsor laws to+-

particulars, differing merely in.

ping, delaying or retarding de-
fense production.”
Hoffman’s bill would impose
compulsory military service on
all strikers; those strikers found
unfit for combat service would be
assigned to forced labor on war
production at army pay.
Russell’'s bill makes “foment-
ing” of strikes a treasonable of-
fense, subject to the death pen-
alty. :

“HARD COP-SOFT COP”

The administration utilizes the
introduction of bills of this type
for its own purposes, These en-
able Roosevelt to play the game
of “hard cop-soft cop” with labor,
He points to these bills and at-
tempts to intimidate the workers
with the threat of the “hard cop”
and thereby hopes ‘to induce them
to accept his own “soft cop”
measures.

Most important of the ‘hard
cop” anti-strike measures being
seriously considered in Congress,
and having wide backing, are the
Smith amendments to the Vinson
“cooling off” bill.

These would impede and limit
strikes by giving statutory au-
thority to the NDMB to compel a
thirty-day ‘‘cooling-off” period be-
fore a union can strike, with
strikes permitted only after the
union has submitted its demands
to government arbitration. The
Smith amendments would also
prohibit mass picketing; direct
the government to “protect” scabs
from “violence”; ban strikes alto«
gether except when voted for by
a majority of all workers involv-
ed, including non-union men, in
a secret ballot supervised by the
government; and would make boy-
cotts, sympathetic and “jurisdic-
tional” strikes illegal.

The administration,
through Representative Norton,
Chairman of the House Labor
Committee, is tacitly backing a
“soft-cop” measure which includes
the ' main points of the Vinson
bill and Smith amendments, It
calls for giving statutory author-
ity to the NDMB with power to
establish a 30-day ‘“cooling off”
period before strikes.

THE CONNALLY BILL

The leading bill aimed at im-
plementing the  government’s
strikebreaking powers is Senator

acting

Connally’s, which authorizes the

-

| arbitrary limit to

"|'will shortly

Flood of Anti-Labor Bills Being Introduced in Congress
Presents Preview of Labor Provisions Planned by President

: By DON DORE
The present Congressional drive to enact anti-labor legis-
lation has openly received sanction and inspiration from the

President to “seize” any struck
plant or mine and re-establish
productjon under military control.
This bill is intended to legalize
government strikebreaking inter-
vention in industries not working
directly on war orders, such as
the “captive” coal mines.

The Worley Amendment to this
bill makes the added proviso that
the government must “freeze” the
existing conditions in any ‘“seized”
plant or mine, thus automatically
preventing the workers from se-
curing their demands after the
government takes over,

This amendment is a modifica-
tion of Representative Hoffman’s
bill which would make the de-
mand for the closed or union shop
illegal, and would even prohibit
employers from voluntarily sign-
ing closed or union shop con-
tracts,

One of the most serious meas-
ures proposed to limit labor’s leg-
itimate demands is the wage “ceil-
ing” amendments to the price
control bill. This would set an
wages, and
would, in effect, make it illegal
to strike for higher wages.

WHAT ROOSEVELT WANTS

The Administration undoubtedly
plans when it is feasible to put
over legislation which combines
the three main features of all the
anti-labor bills. It will contain
the anti-strike “cooling-off” and
compulsory arbitration features of
the Railway Labor Act, plus the
establishment of an administra-
tive agency modelled after the
War Labor Board of the last war
which would have virtually dicta-
torial powers to settle labor dis-
putes and regulate labor relations
by decree, These would be sup-
plemented by wage ‘“‘control” and
compulsory open shop laws,

The success of the Railway La-
bor Act and the War Labor Board
of 1917-19.inmi curbing and ham-
stringing labor makes these the
most attractive models for the Ad-
ministration to follow in this wal
period.

Unless organized labor fights
with all its power against all laws
abridging its right to strike limit-
ing its legitimate demands, invok-
ing compulsory arbitration, and
giving the administration added
strikebreaking powers, it is a
foregone conclusion that Roos-
evelt, with the aid of Congress,
imp’ose legislative
restraints on labor <which will
take away freedom of action and
lay the basis for the annihilation
of independent unionism.

The Real Criminals In
Harlem ‘Crime Wave’

who just prior to the elections a
few weeks ago made a campaign
tour through Harlem as ‘“a great
friend of the Negro people,” the
city officials, the landlords, and
employers who force the Negro
people to live under such criminal
conditions.

INSULT TO NEGRO PEOPLE
Fitzgerald told stories of the
police and detectives who line the
streets of Harlem at night. Ne-
groes passing by are stopped and
searched, asked where they work,
where they are gomg, and where
they are coming from.

If they cannot prove that they

sort of a penknife in their
pockets, or even if the cop or de-
tective “feels like it,” Negroes
are kicked, beaten, and often sent

NEXT WEEK -

The next issue of THE MILI-
TANT will contain another in
the series, “The Crimes of Stal-
in” by Lydia Beidel, dealing
with The Stalinist Third Pe-

NEW YORK, Nov. 24. — Sam Fitzgerald, Harlem labor
and unemployed leader, spoke on the so-called Harlem ‘crime
wave’, and the real criminals who are behind it, at the reopening
of the Friday Night Forum held in the Harlem headquarters
of the Socialist Workers Party, 72 W. 125 St., last Friday night.

He blamed Mayor LaGuardia,*

rlod

Landlords, Employers, City Administration Blamed for
Economic Conditions Which Drive Harlem Youth to Crime

e

off to jail, Of course this only in-
creases their resentment, and
adds insult to injury in the minds
of the Negro people.

It was also pointed out that
every attempt must be mgde to
reach these Negro youth who are
driven to steal nickels and dimes,
or sometimes clothing, for their

food, carfare, and their daily

4

needs. They must become ac-
quainted with the revolutionary
program, and be shown the willing
ness of the advanced workers to
aid them, by helping them to un-
derstand their part in the strug-
gle of the entire working class
against the oppressive system of
capitalism.

A lively discussion on the prob-
lems of Harlem, and the prob-
lems of the Negro workers in
relation to the struggle of the
entire working class followed,
The next forum will be held on
Friday, Dec, 5.

DOROTHY
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Weygand's Oustir.ng"
Marks New Stage In
France's Development

By MARCEL LETOURNEUR
The Role of Weygand E

The ousting last week of General Maxime Wey-

gand as delegate general of France in Africa — poor-
ly camouflaged as a retirement — opens a period
of new important developments not only in North
Africa but also in France.

Weygand had been appointed with full powers in
September 1940, when the French colonial emplre
seemed threatened with disintegration. By appoint-
ing the former commander-in-chief of the French"
Army, the French government showed how highly
it valued the preservation of its colonies.

Weygand checked the DeGaullist movement, and

the unity of the French colonies in Africa was, for ,

the most part, preserved. However, a difference in
tone developed between Vichy and Algiers, Weygand
always remained lukewarm toward collaboration with
Germany and kept silent on all the schemes of in-.
tegration of France in Hitler’s “new order”.

Moreover the traditional opposition between the
army and navy kept him apart from Admiral Darlan,
who had risen to prominence and had gamed the
confidence of the Germans. Weygand’s silence con-
trasted with the more and more active collaboration
of Vichy.

This gave rise to innumerable talks about the pos- -

sibility of Weygand’s siding with the “democracies”.
No doubt great pressure was exerted upon him, and
Washington was not the least active in that task.
Many American “observers” visited North Africa in
the last year and we can be sure that their interests
were not touristic. An economic agreement had been
arranged between Washington and Weygand, accord-
ing to which the United States had in recent months
been sending to North Africa a few supplies such

as food, cotton, oil, parts for small farm tractors, |

ete. Needless to say, Washington was not motivated
by immediate economic interests, but by purely poli-
tical objectives.

sides: a large supply of armaments and the sending
of an American expeditionary force to Africa. Pub-
licly, Weygand went no farther than to declare to
an American journalist that he would defend Noirth
Africa “against any invader,” which might be inter-
preted as meaning either England or Germany.

The silent retirement of Weygand shows how chim-
eric the hopes of the “democracies” were. Of course
it was not easy for a commander:in-chief to follow,
after a delay of almost a year and a half, the path
of a general such as De Gaulle.

. The seventy-five year old Weygand is also reported
to have declared, “I am too old to become a rebel.”
But the fundamental reason for Weygand’s submis-

sion is not the matter of prestige or of age. It isa

direct social and political reason. In June, 1940, Wey-

gand had been one of the foremost proponents of'

immediate armlstlce with the Germans. His main
reason was his fear of any social trouble in case of
further resistance. He saw in an agreement with the
German Generals the best way to preserve France's
social order. ?

At the same time he hoped that by silence and
submission France could find refuge in a kind of
neutrality between England and Germany. But ar-
mistice is not peace. England was not crushed and
war went on.

Hitler’s Demands Upon Europe

With the difficulties of the war in the USSR, Hit-
ler has to ask more and more of conquered Europe.
France cannot escape from the whirlpool of war and
has to participate more and more actively” in the
struggle on the side of Germany. Hitler asks not
only submission but initiative in that submission.
Weygand, the traditional Frenchman, could not adapt
himself to this task, but, at the same time, he could
not break with the system he had himself helped
to establish. So he retired silently,

It would be naive to think that the armistice could
prevent Hitler from marshalling all the French coloni-
al empire in the struggle against England. The tempo
will be determined by the strategic plans and also the

~ difficulties of Germany, but there is no doubt that

in the near future we will witness great advances in

that direction. The ousting of Weygand is only &
preface.

This is clearly understood by the two real adver-
saries, Berlin and Washington. The first, comment-

ing on Weygand’s dismissal, declared that a “cleas

and unequivocal decision” was necessary, -especially
in view of approaching military developments in
North Africa.

As for Washington, the State Department has al-
ready stopped every economic assistance to North
Africa, and Sumner Welles has informed the French
ambassador that the Weygand ousting can mark

_ the end of the shipments of Red Cross foodstuffs

and medicines even to unoccupied France. There are
reports of a possible break of diplomatic relations
and of a British ultimatum. No doubt Weygand’s
retirement is not a small personal .incident.

As for- Vichy, its explanations are miserable as
always. An official communication stated that Wey-
gand “would be returning in a few days to his post
at Algiers.” Forty-eight hours later Weygand was
ousted. The same official denial declared that “there
would be nothing to gain by precipitating matters.”
But Hitler’s pressure was quick to force the hand of
the senile Petain.

Hitler Makes Preparations

Commenting on the British offensive in Libya, .

Berlin declared that “it had been anticipating the
new British move for a considerable time and had
made the necessary preparatlons to meet it.” The
Weygand ousting is only one of those preparations.

Vichy and its African colonies will be dmagged
out of the precarious equilibrium they try to:main- -

tain. But imperialist plans of one camp or another
are not the only telling factors. In North Africa
there are millions of natives oppressed and exzplmted.

Their revolt may bring some trouble in the imperial-

ist calculations. In France itself the servilityy of the

bourgeoisie and its active collaboration with Hitler k
will find more and more opposition in the popular <

masses. Weygand’s ousting may presage new viole
developments hot only outside but also -insid
France. ;

Some reports even mentioned the,
conditions Weygand had stipulated for changing
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