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Defends Socialist Ideas On Minneapolis Witness Stand

'SWPI 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 stepped 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 took 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 new 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, etc., 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 bas ever been ut-
tered, deriving terrific power of convincing 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-
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James P. Cannon, SWP National Secretary

ant generalizations from the rich experience of the American
labor movement.

Moreover, the lawyers retained in the labor trials of the
past were perhaps able criminal lawyers, but ignorant of or
essentially not sympathetic' with the proletarian views against
whichthe: 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 direet 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

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 foundations of all

make out precisely what these men stood for.

In this, too, Cannon was far more fortunate than his Amer-
ican predecessors. He was able to expound his testimony under

the great teachers who have preceded him. ~

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-

In this Cannon was more fortunate than his American pre-
decessors. Parsons, Haywood, Vineent 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-

man.

cent fabrie.

With perfect harmony of purpose joining them, the ques-
tioner and answerer wove their thoughts together in a magnifi-

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 Prosecutlon

primer by new generations 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 capitalism and the tribune of the
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

- workers, and made inevitable this jury 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 rock 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

-
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government’s “seditious ¢
cialist Workers Party and

a dramatic presentation of his
MILITANT on March 29,
ment, which completely refuted
Socialist Workers Party advocated
armed overthrow of the govern-
ment by a minority,

The article, written in question
and answer foym, states in part:
“Both our membera and the
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

| do not assume responsibility for

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

of the war

loses Case

. 26. — The defense in the
onspiracy”’ trial of the So~

-

Local 544-CIO ended the

]

own article published in THE

1941, months prior to the indict-

government allegations that the
against Hitler is in the hands of
Roosevelt and Churchill represent-
ing the American and British
capitalists. That is unfortunate,
and we 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

Hitler, the greatest enemy of the
working class . . . We do not be-
lieve in individual action nor in

Until we gain a majority to our
ideas there is nothing for us to
do but to educate workers untﬂ
we get a majority.”
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‘Captive’ Mine Workers Forced To Arbitrate

Government Strikebreaking Th reats, Lack of
Full CI1O Support Lead to Ending of Strike

By ART PREIS
Overwhelming government and employer pressure, aided by
the refusal of the Hillmanite-Stalinist leaders of the CIO to give
more than lip-service to the ftght of the United Mine Workers,
CIO, has forced the “captive’ coal mine workers to end their
strike for the union shop with an agrcement 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 froni
the pro-war leaders of the CI0,
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. Jobn L.
Steelman, “resigned” director of
the TUnited 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 as 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
issues — 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 prin-
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 etrikebreaking 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-

taney and courageous union loyal-
ty of the striking miners that
they have been compelled to yield
on their traditional opposition t¢
compulgory arbitration. They
showed by their overwhelming
support for the strike, backed by
the growing - sympathetic strike

a.ction which involved almost
200,000 commercial mine workers
by the time of the settlement, that
they were ready and willing for
a last-diteh fight. They held their
picket lines in the face of the
murderous violence of the com-
panies, whose agenis shot and
knifed over a score of strikers,
and against the almost unpreced-
ented pressure of the government,
big business forces and the pro-
paganda barrage of the capitalist
press.

MINERS FACED
TREMENDOUS 0ODDS

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 union
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 the
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 majority of CIO leaders, that
the CIO resolution of endorsement
for the mine strike constituted nd
guarantee of continued united

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

STRIKE BROUGHT
OUT CONTRADICTIONS
The mine strike brought into
sharpest 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.

| The boss war economy comes into

inevitable conflict with the mneeds
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 decizive for winning
the war, because he hopes that
the hated swastika flying over the
spires of the Kremlin will 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 give them
(Continued 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.
out of capitalism toward socialism. But the government is lying, .
when it says that the Russian Revolution was accomplished by

force and violence on the part of the working eclass.

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
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. .
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 — i. 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

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-

established that, with the collapse of Czarism, all the labor and

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.

the authority of the overwhelming majority of the people, and
the violence came, not from the workers and peasants but from

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
Schweinhaut was his rapidly reading, with .a “triumphant” ex-

sons of October”, and conecluding with: “Now doesn’t that dis-

prove your story, Mr. Cannon?” Schweinhaut knew better, but

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)

by an elementary recital of the unquestionable historical facts.

viet government on November 7, 1917. Those indisputable facts .

peasant parties and organizations united to set up the Soviets;

In short, the Soviet government was legally established by -

the reactionary, outlived minority which refused to abide by the-

pression on his face, some ten pages from Leon Trotsky’s “Les-

are doing a gingle thing that helps -

the action of small groups ., .
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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 stép 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 leadership, with few ‘exceptlons, enhstcd as recruiting ser-

geants for Roosevelt’s imperial-*
ist war.

A resélution endorsing, Without
qualification, the war program of
Roosevelt, applauding the aboli-
tion of the Neutrality Act, and
‘calling for convoys on all seas,
placed the CIO on record for the
first time in favor of another “war
to save the world for democracy.”

All the convention's resolutions
and speeches demanding protec-
tion of labor's rights, were thus
submerged by their political sup-
port of the war, This basic poli-
tical stand implied that so far as
CIO leaders are concer ned, labor’s
r‘lghts would have to bBe saerified,
along with the lives of Mmillisns,
to satisfiy the imperialist lust of
Wall street.

CIO delegates, led by the Hill-
manite-Stalinist bloe, demanded
“patiohal unity” and struck a
harsh ngte of reactionary intoler-
ance and frenzied warmongering,
denouncing as agents of Hitler all
whio would not support Roosevelt
and Churchill,

WARMONGERS READY

"TO “SHELVE THINGS”

Few delegates openly admitted
that their pro-war stand would
inevitably ean the shelving of the
rights and just demands of labor,
But Leo Krzycki, of the Amalga-
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 Deing to shelve the
things we are entitled to

Most of the other leading CIO
gpokesmeén avoided such a direct
admission of the conseguences of
their support of the war, and tried
“all out” sup-

with the maintenance of the
rights and the conditions of lahor.

CIO President Philip Murray’s
ppeeches expresged the dilemma
of the CIO leadership. His closing
speech before the convention was

a mass of confusion and contra-

dictions.

“I'8ay to the government of the
United States of America,” he
said, “the National CIO is here
with it§ Heart, its mind, its body,
its everything, its life, its blood,
and its limbs, Drepa.red to ma'ke
whataver ‘sacrifices may be neces-
sa.r_v to prntect this thing we call
democrac_y o i

At the same time, he had {o in-
dicate that all is not milk and

honey for labor, even With respect
to Roosevélt’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 America a clance ”

This self-abasing plea to Roos-
evelt for “a chance” was nol
enough. Murray also begged for
“justice” from American business.
“I ask you, Mr. Anierican Busi-
ness-man, to mete out to labor
more than you have — mnre of
the thing to which they are en-
titled *

This attitude of gubserv!ent en-
treaty permeated the comvention
‘delibérativhs, All that the CIO
Teadership now usks of the pro-
fiteers and the imperialist masters
iz a little “honesty . . . fair play

..faith in labor,” 48 Murray put
!t. They are asking the Morgana,
Graces and Girdlers, who have at-
tempted to drown the workers'
rights in blood and violenﬁ to
“play fair.”

PROGRESSIVE STAND
ON MANY QUESTIONS
Nevertheless, the militancy and

pressure of the CIO ranks com-

pelled a prokressive stand on sev-
eral questions, In parcticular. a
militant resolution was passed,
calling for the organization of
the open-shop South and tha abol-
ition of the Poll Tax system,

These progressive resolutions are:

in danger of being buried under
the weight of the war program of
the convention which
that the great battle to organize
the unorganized, to bring indus-
trial unionism to the Ameriean
mass production workers, be sac-

How; for instance, does the pro-

war CIO leaderghip propose to

achieve unionism in the Bourbon
South, without a prolonged and
bitter struggle that will bring it
into «sharp conflict with the Roos-
evelt administration and its noll-
tax political machine in the
South? How does it propose to or-

‘ganize the open-sshop Standard 0il

companies, the aircraft industry,
ete, without militant strike ‘ac-
tions?
ROBINSON ON CANADA

That support of the war leads
to the surrender of militant meth-
ods was very clearly demonstrated
by an incident in the convention.

WATCH A JUDICIAL
FRAME-UP AT WORK

Sit with the defendants at
the first péace-time
seditioh trial Since 1798

 SPECIAL
Subscription Offer
valid from November 7, 1941 to
February 1, 1942
2 issiies ‘of the FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

(20c each )

8 isaves of the MILITANT (5S¢ each) both for

OARE VI, AT s e L L N T B L

i R L N O T T Ty ey

I ‘enclése 50c, for which pflease mail me the
MIEITANT and FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

Name

Address -

State

City

Mail 1o:

T
S d

116 University Place

MILITANT

New York City

‘ar Stand Imperils
rganizing

Drives

denrands

+
+

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

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 miners on
strike in the Kirkland Lake area.
The eyes of all Canadian labor
are upon this situation because it
means the differefice Bétween re-
cognition and non-recognition of
labor in ‘Candda, Under the pres-
ent conditions in Canada, restric-
tions that are almost of a Fascist
nature are placed upon arganpized
labor. IN THIS RESOLUTION
WE ARE NOT AS-KIR?G FOR
ALL-OUT SUPPORT FOR THE
STRIKE OF THE MINERS IN
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 reésolution follows if full:
“WHEREAS: This convention
_has noted with regret awd dis-
favor the frequent and unjustitied
attacks on the CIO and its affi-
liatéd unions in some sections of
the préss of Canada, and
“WHEREAS: These attacks are
particularly unwarranted it this
timeé when all the ehergies of the
millions of workers in the CIO in
the United States and the Na-
tional CIO itself are directed to-
wards production of war materials
for Canada and Great Britain, in
this war, NEVERTHELESS
“BE IT RESOLVED: That in
spite of these attacks, the Ci0
will steadfastly continue in {1he
determination to give every as-
sistance to Great Britain and Can-
ada and all their allies in the
present struggle against I[itler
and ‘all that he stands for,
This resolution informing “fasc-
ist-like” Canada that in &pite of
its Blow against the CIO, the or-
ganization will nevertheless give
its full support to that govern-
ment, reveals to the core the real
meaning of all-out support of the
boss war. “Break our sirikes . "
Reid Robinson is saying. “We
support you all the same.”

HILLMA\IITE AND
STALINIST COMPETlTION

In this surrender to the war in-
terests of the Morgans, Duponts
and Rockefellers, the Hillmanites
ahd Stalinists attempted to outdo
each other, in the spirit of friend:
1y contest.

No sooner would someone like

Poll-Tax Court Sets Date

For Execution

Of Waller

December 12 is the date set
for the execution of Odell Wal-
ler, 24 year old Negro share-
cropper sentenced to die for the
self-defense shooting of his
white landlord.

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

{ Michael Quill, Stalinist President

of the Transport Workers Union,

complete a war Ihongering speéch, |

than he would outdone in the ex-
pression of his gubserviehice to
Roosevelt by a Hillmanite such
as Jacob Potofsky.

“Let us take this in a serious
manner,” said Quill of the resolu-
tion on foreign policy. “Let us
prepare so that labor Will be unit-
ed, and mnational organizations,
church organizations, and all the
American people do the one job,
to defeat Hitler, to give the tanks,
the guns, the planes, and yes, our
blood and our very life to defeat

! Hitler and maintain American De-

moeracy. "

Potofsky, of the Amalgamated
Clothing Workers, then rose to
make clear the mcahing of a re-
golition on strikes ahd “national
defense,” by Btating: "“Thé CIO ia
stroig, Tts strength gives us the
dssurance that we ¢an win our
just demands without resort tC
our wltimate right to strike.”

This unbridled acceptance of
the war program- and the implied
acceptance of its anti-labor con-
sequences expressed by most of
the CIO leaders, does not, how-
ever, truly reflect the attitude of

| the CIO ranks,

WHAT THE WbRKERS WANT

THe CIO workers hate Hitler-
ism in all its manifestations and
wish to oppose it. Nevertheless
they have not given up their right
nor their intentions to fight for
decent living conditions. They
are not prepared to. accept the
inevitable consequences of this
i‘hitqeriali'st war a# expressed in
wagefreezing, s$peed-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 ClQ
into the greatest labor organizay

{tion in American history, identify

the. .struggle against fasecism
abroad with a struggle for their
‘ecoriomic rights and political 1ib!
erties at home.

A second article in this series
analyzing the results of the CTO
convention will appear in THE
MILITANT mnext week,

habeas corpus on sworn evidence
that non-payers of poll tax are
‘systematically 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 Virginia courts refuse,
on a writ of habeas corpus, to set
aside Waller's conviction, Waller’s
attorneys, John F. Fmerty and
Thomas H. Stone, plan to imie-
diately ask review by the U. 8.
Supreme Court, thus brihging the
whole poll tax issue before tlie
nation's highest court,

The Workers Defense League,
one of the organizations defend-
ing Waller, declares that it “sees
the death penalty applied in this
case as if Waller's action fad
been a cold-blooded and malicious
murder. The evidence of self-de-
fense seems to have been disre-
garded. Waller felt himself in-
volved in a web of oppression,
unjustly evicted fréom his home
and deprived of His fanfily’s share
in the crop which they had work-
ed to raise, The Léazue asks for
him the opportunity for a new
trial by a jury which ean view
his edse without prejudice.”

The outcome of this case vita]ly
cohcerns all workers, white as
well as Negro. All workers or-
ganizations should get behind the
movénent to free Waller, abolish
the poll tax and end the sys-
tem of Jim Crowism, which i%
the real guilty party in this case.

New Forces Supporting

Women’s Group
Hits Trial

ST. PAUL, Nov. 19. — The
Minnesota State Board of the
WomensInternationalLeaguefor
Peace and Freedom yeqlerday
heard a report on the “seditious
conspiracy” ftrial going on in
Judge Joyce’s court in Minnea-

polis. After some discussion
they unanimously adopted the

following resolution, addressed to
Attorney General Biddle:

“We, the State Executive Board
of the Women’s International
League for Peace and Freeddm,
Minnesota Branch, deplore the ac-
tion taken by the federal Depart-
ment of Justice in thé prosecu-
tion of 28 members of the Social-
ist Workers Party now under in-
dictment in Minneapolis, To ‘all
intents and purposes this trial has
become a ‘présecution for holding
and advocating 'otnmidns a¥out
government — an unprecedented
trial of a legally constituted pol-
itical party.

SUPPORT RIGHT
OF FREE SPEECH

“We wish to make very clear
that we do not in any way approve
or defénd the labor tactics of the
leaders of Local 544, Motor Trans-
port and Allied Industrial Work-
ers Union, CIO, or the political

theories of the Socialist Workers |

Party. We do, however, maintain

) efensg Of 23 On Trial

unreservedly the right of the de-
fendants to hold and advocate
their opinions. Suech right is
guaranteed to all citizens of the
United States in the first admend-
ment to the Constitution under
the Bill of nghts — the right
of free speech,

“It ill behooves our government,
in this hour of Crisiz for democ-
facy in the world, to strike %
fatal blow at the very roots of
démocracy in our oWh lahd.”

Dorothy Schultz

Starts On Tour

Dorothy Schultz, one of the
five defendants freleased last
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 University of
Minnesota and a ‘member of the
American Federation of Teachers.
Mrs, Schultz is secretary of th!
Twin Cities WorkeyYs Deéfense
League and St. Paul organizer of
the Soeidlist Workers Par ty. A
noted speaker and writer, 8he has
for many years Been préminent
in the fight for improvement of
relief to the uneinpléyed.

Mrs. Schultz began her tour in
Chlcagn where she spoke on Trtes-
day, Nov, 25. Other miestines at|
which Mrs, Schhltz Wwill speak are

AID TO FBI HOUNDING OF UNIONS

By MURRAY WEISS

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

“We remain in complete soli-
darity with the defendants,” dec-
lared Mrs. Schultz after the di-
rectéd verdicet of acquittal for ‘the
five ‘defendants. “We must re-
dolible our efforts to save our ©o-
fendants and friends.”

Join Committee |,

New members are joining the
National Committee of the Civ-
il Rights Defense Committee
almost daily, The National Com-
mittee now numbers 65 men and
wonten, all well-]movm liberal and
labor leaders.

Among those who joinad W
National Committéeé last week are
the following: . :

LOUIS NELSON, mgr. of N, Y.
Joint Board of Knitgoods Workers,
ILGWU; Rev. OWEN D. KNOX,
former ‘chairman, National Feder-
ation for Constitutional Liber-
ties; ‘Mrs, CAROLYN STORLIE,
membér Minneapolis Board of
Public Wéltare: MAYNARD
KRUEGER, professor ‘at Chicago
Univeraity and member of the Na-

tional Committee of the Socialist

'Party, Rt. Rev. D, T, HUNTING-
TON: F. 0. MAT‘THIFSBFN, pro-
fessor at Harvard University:
MARGARET WHST, well-knowh
liberal Minneapalis &chool ‘teach.
er; W. E. B. DUBOIS, le'tding
Negro educator, professor at At‘
lanta University; DDWEY AL
BINSON, former héad of ane
sota WPA Project.

LOS ANGELES, Nov. 22. — The Stalinists have found a
new way to aid the Gestapo»l*BI 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”*

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

The information thus gathered
could then be distorted by the FBI
and other anti-labor forces to per-
secute the union and its members.
Regular union activity could he
Iumped indiseriminately under
the heading of activities obstruct-
tive to “national defense,” and
linked With “subversive activi-
ties.”

It will be recalled that the Stal-
inists who led the North Ameri-

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

tilnized, by being denied their
jobs, for their participation in
that strike, They have been

charged with being “subversive.”

MILITANTS OPPOSED
An extremely heated discussion

took place on the resolution. Mil-
itant workers of all political opin-
ions launched a vigorous attack

against the Stalinist-Frankensteen
machine. They peointed 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 FB1 into the affairs
of the union.

Highly significant was the ag-
tion of a group of young Stalin
ists who split openly with th«
Stalinist fraction on this issne
They fought side by side with
the militants in defeai!ng this wvi-
cious resolution,

The Stalinist-Frankensteen ma-
chine in control of the local was
forced to retreat. This obviously
reactldnary plan for an FBI “Fact

mupist Party.,

Fmding_ Co_'_mmittee_” Wwithin the

union aroused such a storm df
protest that the chairman quickly
suppressed all discussion and ad-
journed the meeting. The resolu.
tion was referred to a committea
of three for “study.”
Progressive unionists in all in-
dustries must be on guard against
this campaign which represents
fhe latest treachery of the Com-
Ynder, the guise
of innocuouns soundine. “fact,.find.
ing committees” the ql,,ll,",t..‘ are
seeking to assist the FBI i11 its
efforts to strait-jacket the labos
movement. '

s

Subscribe to the
'Fo_drfh 'lnterhaffqnh_l_f"

(Continued from page 1)

But to any halfway disifiter-
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 writterd
none-too-friendly articles up to

that point; lawyers attending the|

trial purely out 6f professional in-
terest; conservative but fair-
minded uhionists — all indicated
afterward that Cdnnon had con:
vineeéd them that the prosecu-
tion’s picture of a cellar-plot to
use force and violence was 4
fraud. '
THE PARTY’S
PROLETARIAN POLICY
Likewise with the Zovernment’s
attemipt to picture the Proletarian
Military Policy of the party as
constituting instigation of dis-
obedience by soldiers in the armed
forces. Here, too, the gove‘rnment
¢ould find nothing in the anti- -wal
literature of the Socialist Workers
Party to substantiate its charge.
And here, téo, the gdévernient
filled in the gap with testimony

of government witnésses about |

what this or that defendant had
said in private conversations in
bars and house-parties.

Cannon broke this down with
a clear exposition of the party’s
legislative program to secure ‘gov-
ernment appropriations for spéeial

miliary training camps where, un. |

der the control of the trade un-
ions, workers would be trained in
the mllltary arts and outstanding
workers would be trained as offi-
cers. This form of ‘econseription,
Cannon explained, would make
impossible such catastroplies s
the treachery and capitulation to
Hitler of the French general staff:
it would be a bulwark against
both ‘domestic and foreign fascigm

Perhaps the worst deféat was

suffered by thegovernmientdnthe’

annon

nswers °

edition’

1:arges

questwn of the Union Defense
Guard, The government contended
that the T.ocdl - 544 leadership,
seeking to overthrow the govern-
ment, set up the Union Defenge
Guard in Minneapolis in the fall
of 1938 under the direct instiga-
tion of Leon Trotsky, who sent
his “plans” for it through Bmi®
Hanson, a unién member whoé had
served ag a bodyguard for Trot-

! sky.

COMIC-OPERA STORY
BLOWN UP

Cannon blew this comic-opera:
concoction out of thé courtroom
when he cited, with a ¢opy of the
1929 bound-volume of The Wil
itant in his lap, a dozen neivs-
accounts ‘6f that year reporting
getting up of Workers Defense
Guards to protect workingz eclass
meéetings from Stalintst hood-
1ums. Thesge daccounts included the
setting up by the I'WW and the
Communist League (Trotskyist)
of a workers Defense tha‘rd in
Minneapohs in Januarv, 1929 to
protect a meeting at which Can-
non spoke. Trotsky was then in
exile in “Asia, cut off from ‘any
contact with hig 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
functioning. 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 summarizing the

specific points on which Cannoxd

refuted the trumped-up charges of

the prosecution would be a poor |
substitute for the verbatim ‘text

P T T

of Cannon's testimony. Such a
summary would give only a thin
indieation of the authoritative
quality of the original. Every
serfous 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 throughout
the ‘capitalist world. For it gives
the message of socialism not in
the drab form of a textbook but
in the dramatic form of st!‘uggle
which, though ﬂecorous]y con-
ducted in ‘a cdurtroom, is never-
theless one of the great battlés
of the class struggle.
CONTRAST BETWEEN
DEFENDANTS AND
GOVERNMENT WITNESSES

Perhiaps one of the most dra-
matic d@spects of this ‘courtroom
battle must inevitably be 1dst to
those who are not here personally
watching it — the contrast be-
tween the defendants on the one
side and the government wit-
nesges on the other, What a con-
trast! I can at least indicate its
extent,

In the three weeks which the
prosecution took to present its
case, 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 par ticular}y
vicious variety of gangster-con-
spirators, according to this tale.

Who tells this tale? The bulk

of the prosecution witnesses, all
are on the]

the important ones,
payroll of Daniel J. Tobin, AFL
Teamsters President. Add to
these the widow, sweetheart and
brothers of the deceased léader
of Tobin’s forces here, and others
of their supporters who have tes-
tified, and you have 21 Eovern-
ment witnesges!

‘Who are the most important of
these Tobin ‘hirelings, by “their

own testimony? Because Trotsky-
ists played a leading role in the
trade union movement 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 promises
by party members (in reality, this
was the hope of these would-be
careerists) that they would there-
by be in line for jobs as union
officials, They didn’t get the Jobs
S0 they quit the party. And when
Tobin launched an assault on Lo-
cal 544-CIO and hired any scoun-
drel who would hel‘;'l him, thés'e'
jobhunters went on Tohms pay-
roll and now appear as prnsecu-
tion witnesses against the leaders
of Local 544-CI0 and the Socialist
Workers Party. On such scum has
the government built its framé-
up! It is impossible to convey
Wwhat these individuals, mostly in

their twenties and thirties, many |

of them obviously &ub-normal,
look like on the witness stand.
JIM CANNON’S APPEARANCE

What a contrast between thest
people and Jim Cannon! He is
51 years old now and has behind
him thirty years of hard battles
as a proletarian leéader. Hig hair
is iron-gray and he is slightly
stooped. Buf 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-

| never was tried on

ment. This ‘is the third time that
he has beén indicted, "each timc
in connection with the mass work
ers’ movement, The first time in
1913 in Peoria, Ilinoig, for organ.
izing the workers in the farm
equipment plant there. The second.
time in 1919 in Kangas, for parti
cipating in the strike of the coal
miners, Thofe two tithés We  was
in jail before bail-was placed, “but
the indict-
ments,

This, the third time, he is_be-
mg tried for advdcating socialism
as the solution for the most ter-
Fible crisis in the history of man-
kind. He sits in the witness stand, |

courteously answering questioﬁs.
The scene is guiet enough. But to
those who have eyes to see ‘and

‘ears to hear, the air is full of the

sound of clashing arms and ‘pow-
erful warriors colliding in this
arena. Decaying capitalism is
here like a dying dragon which
in its last wgonies can &till wreak
terrible damage on the vanguard
of the coming socialist world.
The monster may strike down
Jilm Cannon. But Yook at him!l
Radiant as a youthful warrior, he
fights on to the end. He knows,
beyond doubting, that we may
lose the battle, but that we shall
win the war.

~ The ‘end of the second Week of
the drive for special fifty-cent
subscriptions for the MILITANT
and Fourth International brings
us the promisin but noét excit-
ing total of 27, ‘as follows:

Flint .........ccevvnn... 8
New York ....oooovennnnns. 7
Newark .o.ovvvvvnnnnnn.. 2
Plentywood ............... 2
DEERGIE: i in e 2
Cleveldnd ................ 2
Milwaukee ............... 1
Allentown  ............... 1
Rochester ................ 1
Stockton ................. 1
Boston ................... 1
New London .............. 1
Chicago ..................1
DRMWEE  wervoonstiiouma el 1

One of the New York branches
this week pledged to secure a.
minimum of 75 of these subserip- |
tions before the end of the year,

1 plunge

and with the interest we ‘have

seen deve]opmg in our publica-
tions ‘since the begmnmg of the
trial the realization ‘of '‘this goal
should be no job at all.

Flint réally went to téwn ‘this
week on the subscription busiridss.
Not only did it send in eight of

':Ehe special subs but accompanied

them with 8 six-month subscrip-

| tions besides, Here’s the pace; let

all the rest follow.

We urge the branches and in-
dividual members of the party to
into the sub-gathering
work without delay. We want to
see really big. results before the
termination of the trial. Now
that the defense is present-

{ing 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_ possible
on a subscription basis. We know
it can be done.
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James 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 nf 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 a mas-
terful exposition and defense of the program, tactics and his-
tory of the revolutionary party. :

[ s o

Tuesday, November 18, 1041
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:

Q: Will you please state your name for the reporter?
A: James P. Cannon.

Q: Where do you live, Mr. Cannon?

A: New York.

Q: And your present occupation?

A: National Secretary of the Socialist Workers Party.
Q: How old are you, Mr. Cahnon?

A: Fifty-one.

Q: Where were you born?

A: Rosedale, Kansas.

Q.

How long a period is it since you began your career
in the Marxist movement, Mr. Cannon?

First Witnéss For The Defense Gives Masterful
Exposition Of Principles and Tactics Of The SWP

A: Thirty years.

Q: What organization did you first join that was purt 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 memibers, 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 Marxian
theory ?

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

Q: Which one iz the most important 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 26 years.

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

A: The Workers’ World in Kansas City. The Toiler, pub-
lished in Cleveland, Ohio. 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 published?

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 expulsion from the
Communist Party of the United States.

'Q: Can you give ug in brief an idea of the nature of the
controversy?

A: Tt began over the queshon 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 pnnclples 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?

A: Yes, this group called itself originally the Communist
Léague 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-
jzation.

In 1984 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
1934, 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: From the fall of 1934 until the spring of 1936.

Q:. And what happened then?

A: At that tinve 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 1935 in a split,

This organ-

in the withdrawal of the more conservative 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 Socialist 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 became 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 on 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: 1 think about a hundred.

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

A: Yes, from about thirty cities, I think, — 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 guestions, and elect
a National Committee to direct 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 I ask you whether that is the same that was adopted at the
* Soclallst Workers’ Party convention?

(Document handed to witness)

A: Yes, yes, that is it.

Q: Who presented the Declaration of Principles to the
convention, do you remember?

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: Well, Socialism can have two meanings, and usually
does among us. That is, Socialism is a name #pplied to a pro-

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 on the
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 which 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 “capitalist government,” what do you
mean?

A: Well, we mean a government that arises from a so-
ciety that is based on the private owmership of the wealth of
thé country and the meangs of productlcrn by the capitalists, and
which in general represents the interests of that class.

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 MIDDLE

Q: Well, what would happen to the capitalists?

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 private ownership to
the common ownership of the people.

Q: Well, what would happen to the indwidual capitalists
who would lose their wealth?

A: Well, what do you mean, “happen to them,” in what
way ?

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

A: Well, under our theory, citizenship participation 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 farmers. '

Q: When you use the term “productive ‘wealth,
mean any pmpe.t'ty that an individual owns?

A: No — when we speak of the means of procduction, the
wealth of the country, we mean that wealth. which is necessary
for the production of the necessities of the people. The indus-
tries, the railroads, mines, and so on. We don’t propose — at
least, Marxist Socialists have never proposed anywlere that I
know, the elimination of private property and personal effects.

do you

“We speak of thosé things which are necessary for the production

of the people’s needs. They shall be owned in common by all the
peop!e

- Q: What would- happen ‘to'Small businesses, the owners'of
which 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

THE INTERNAL LAWS PUSHING CAPITALISM TO BANKRUPTCY

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 calis
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 mewtable, or 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 internal 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 tlie great
mass of the people who produce the wealth do not receive enough
wages to buy it. And that leads capitalism into periodic erisis
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 investment, new
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CLASS IN A WORKERS STATE

government as a government which is concerned for them and
wants to represent their interests.

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 socialize
their land in the very first stages of the Workers' and Farmers’
Government, turn it over to the administration of the people who
actually till the soil. That also, I may say, is the standard T
Marxist doctrine 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 di-

“rected ?

A: Well, Socialism naturally would have to grow out of the
new situation. Aftéer the social revolution has been effected in
the political arena, and the capitalist government has been re-
placed by a Workers’ and Farmers’ Government, which proceeds
to the socialization of the industries, 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
dispossessed exploiters, the importance and weight of the gov-
ernment as a repressive force would gradually diminish.

' Because as classes are abolished, as explojtation is elimin-
ated, as the conflict of class against class is eliminated, the very
reason for the existence of a government in the strict sense of .
the term begins to diminish. . Governments are primarily in-
struments of repression ofi'ofigiclass against another. Aecords - -
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 cf 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.

Q: What is the Marxian theory as to the somal fcuces
making socialism inevitable?

U

fields of exploitation, and as long as capitalism could find new
areas for the investment of capitul and the sale of goods, the =
capitalist system could extricate itself from this cyclical erisis
which occurred about every ten years, and go on to new heights +
of production. But every time ecapitalisnl 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 preducts 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 --
and our doctrine, the signal that the capitallst world had come
to a bankrupt erisis.

Q: What would you say about the law of competition work-
ing within the capitalist system?

3w

A: The law of competition between capitalists results in-
evitably in the bigger capitalists, the ones with the more mod-
ern, more efficient, and productive nnterprisel, 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 indreases by leaps and
bounds, until the wealth becomes 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 ecconomic 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 million men, . ;

(Continued on Page 4)
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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 ocutlived 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 scciety, 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 the problem. Marxian socialism proceeds
from the theory that the very internal laws by which capitalism
opeérates drives society to a socialist solation.

I mentioned the war — I mentioned the conflict between
the various capitalist nations which are always now in either
a state of war, or of an 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 indas-
try,_th‘e elimination of competition, and the abolition of private
ownership. Now, agitation could not effect the transformation
of onie social order to another unless these powerful internal
economic laws were pushing - it.

The real revolutionary factor, the real powers that are driv-
ing for socialism, are the contradictions within the capitalist
system itself. All that our agitation can do is to try to foresee
theoretically what is possible and what is probable in the line
of social revolution; to prepare people’'s minds for it,.to. convifice
them of the desirability of it, to try to organize them to accel-
erafe it and to bring it about in the most economical and effec-
tive way. That is all agitation 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 democratie 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 Prineiples?

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 secret agreements entered into by this
committee that formulated the Declaration of Principles, agree-
ments which were not revealed to the convention or to anybody
clse?

THE PARTY’S NEW DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES

Concerning what?
Q: Concerning anything at all.
A: Well, do you mean with regard to doctrine?
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 answered —

THE COURT: Don’t you thmk this is argumentative ?

MR. GOLDMAN: All’ rfght'

.- Q: Now, low long was the Declaration of Principles in
effect?

A: From the first week in January, 1938, until t.he 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 Principles 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? .

A: The principal reason, I may say, was the passage by
Congress of a bill known as the Voorhis Aect, 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 not 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 identify, or have the witness identify, 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
Exhlblt 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. 3, entitled
“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 potentialities than other-
wise.

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

A: The National Committee adopted a resolution 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 amernded 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.

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

A: No, I don’t recall any changes in the Declaration, 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? P

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 Deeclaration 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 conference 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 revolution, Mr. Cannon?

A: Yes.

Q: What do you mean by “social revolution?”

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: I mean, the question that preceded
that.

(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 o introduction, if your
Honor please, of a new Declaration which has been adopted since
this indictment. I would submit certaialy 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 introduce, and pass on to some other
item.

MR. GOLDMAN All right.

WHAT IS A SOCIAL REVOLUTION?

‘Q (By MR. GOLDMAN)
lution 7”

A: By social revolution- 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: TIs 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 distinetion?

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

A social revolution, on the other hand, affects not only the
government, but effects the economic system,

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

A: Yes, The great French Revolution of 1789 —

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

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

ur Agitation

transformed the property basis of society from feudal property
to capitalist property.

Q@ (By MR. GOLDMAN):
property 7"

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,

What do you mean by “feudal

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?

A: Two of them oceurred in France subsequent to the great
social revolution, they occeurred 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, according to
Marxist theory, the social revolution against capitalism will
oceur.

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

The first one is that the existing society must-have exhausted
its peossibilities, of further 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 fandamental prerequisite for a. social
revolution.

Then I can give a number of collateral prerequisites which
have been accepted by our movement.

The ruling class must be unable any longer to selve 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.

. 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 producers 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
fashien for a revoluticnary 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 faet 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 attdined 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
¢risis, and now by the war preparations, has also definitely 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 enumerated as a prerequisite
to a revolutionary situation, namely, the inability of the ruling
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 oe-
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, i

A: Well, all these measures of the New Deal were made
possible in this country, and not possible for the poorer countries
of Europeé, because of the enormous aceumulation of wealth in
this country. 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 the Roesevelt administration is trying to accomplish the
same thing by the artificial means of a war boom; that is, of an
armament beom, bul again, in our view, this has no possibility
of permarient stability at all.

Q: With reference to the misery and suffering of ‘the
masses, what would you say as to the existence of that factor
in the United 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, in our opinion, ig a definite sign of the development
of this prerequisitc for the revolution.

What was the last of that

‘PREN&TIONS' ON THE SOCIAL REWI.IJTIGN

Has the party, or any responsible member of the party,
made any prediction as to the length 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 historiecal method, and
we think in terms of history.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Please answer the question. You
said that you don’t remember anybody’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): Calling your attention to that
factor that you enumerated as a prerequisite for the social revol-
ution here in the United States, namely, the one of accéptance
by the majority of the people of the Socialist idea, what would
yvou 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: Idon’t know whether they counted them all or not — —

THE COURT: We will have our recess.

'~ (AFTERNOON RECESS)

THE COURT: Proceed.

(BY MR. GOLDMAN): - I call your attention to the con-
ditwn 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? . v

A: No, a party sufficienitly 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. Do you -

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 divided 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 eroppers,
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 Marxian
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
classes?

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 decisive ma-
jority of the petty bourgeocisie and, in particular, of the small
farmers. That, reiterated time and titme again by Trotsky on

(Continued on page 5)
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(Continued from page 4)
the basis of the Russian and German experiences, is an absolute
prerequisite for success in a revolution — that the workers must
have the support of the petty-bourgeoisic. 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 DEMOCRACY 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 refercnce to
the capitalist class?

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

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

A: That depends on a number 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 hetween the scientific 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 di¢ctatorship of the proletariat oper-
ate in so far as democratic rights are cohcerned?

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

WHAT CLASS IS RESPONSIBLE

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

Q: Why?

A: That is based, like all Marxist doetrine, 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
classes 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
11nportant socml transformation up to now ‘being accompanied by
vmlence

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 as 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 ean
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 minorities, as was the case in France
in 1789.

Q: What would you say is the opinion of Marxists as far
as the desirability of a peaeeful transition is concerned?

A: The position of the Marxists is that the most economical
and preferable, the most desivable 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
favor 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-
jcan 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
dori’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 education, 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
efforts 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’

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

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

A: 1T 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 revolution.

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, in a familiar working pose.

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 governnient
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
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. s

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 don’t recognize that, and do not begin to defend
themselves against the fascists, 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, from
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,

'REVOLUTION

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 profoundly
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’ state has a differ-

“ent foumiatien, and it is different in all respects. 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 private 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 havmg
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 eritically. 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 aetion
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.

" Cannon Charges That It Is “Always The
uling Class” That Initiates Violence

Rulers ‘Want to Hang Onto Their inleges, to Remforce Them by Violence Against Majority’

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

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 prior to conventions, is
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 diseussion, and to open an internal bulletin
for the use of the members of different views, and all braneh
meetings in that sixty days period have to be open for discus-
sion from the floor, so that for sixty days every member who
has an opinion, no matter how it conflicts with the majority,
has his say.
' Q: Do you recolleet any discussion that has taken place
since the formation of the Socialist Workers Party about vie-
lence ?

A: No, I dor’t reeall any discussion on that point at all,

ATTITUDE TO THE CGAPITALIST
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 capitalist government. That is
stated in our Declaration of Principles; that is, a government
which represents the economic interests of the class of capital-
ists in this country, and not the interests of the workers and
the poor 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. '

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: I object to that as irrelevant.

THE COURT: Sustained.

MR. GOLDMAN: Very well.

DIFFERENCES OF OPINION IN THE PARTY

Q: Is it possible for a difference of opinion to exist in the
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 iz no compulsion on a member to have

an opinion 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 scientifie
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 al}
those doctrines 'as preéisely 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 %
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: I will stipulate that it isn’t always
possible.

MR. GOLDMAN: That is fine.

‘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 stend 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 the 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 helieve 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 umversal single
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 1860’3.
and lasted until about 1871, ,

The Second International was organized on the initiative of

(Continued on page 6)
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the German, French and other Socialist parties of Europe about
1890, 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 participated in
its work up until last December.

WHY WE HAD TO LEAVE THE
INTERNATIONAL

Q: And what caused you to cease belonging to it?

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, Organize
Popularize Our ldeas

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 Unorganized And

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
(;ocuments 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 reascn 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 union work, — to be the best mech-
anics at their trade, to become influential by virtue of their
superiority in their abilities and their 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: Well, 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 general we are in favor of industrial unionism. That
is, that form of urnionism which organizes all the workers in a
given shop or given industry into one union. We consider that
a more progressive and effective form of organization than craft
unionism, so we support the industrial union principle.

The CIO has found its &reatest 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

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 exist-
ence of democracy in trade unions?

A: The Declaration of Principles, and all of our editorials
and speeches, are continually demanding a democratic regime in-
side the unions, demanding 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
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 UNJONS
Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): In what way does the party try

‘to win influence in the unions?

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

Q: How?

A: First of all by cur 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 subseriptions 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
by some higher body and the work is not inconsistent with our
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 International Organizer of the
Teamsters’ Union at one time.

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

THE DEFENSE OFFERS SOME 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.

GOLDMAN EXPLAINS

MR. GOLDMAN: We do not claim there was a change in
policy, Your Honor. We submit it, simply for the jury te 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 his
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 moadify it by some
subsequent act. I will sustain the objection.

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

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 evidenee 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 publiahed in the Bocialist Appeal

of December 28, 1940.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT No objection to Defendants’ Ex-

hibit G.
THE COURT:

It will be received.

DISAFFILIATION FROM INTERNATIONAL

MR. GOLDMAN:

I will now read Defendants’ Exhibit F:

“Whereas, federal legislation (the Voorhis Act, ete.) has been
adopted by Congress which imposes burdensome requirements on
political organizations affiliated to international bodies, including
the formal ‘periodic registration of lists of Individual members;

and

“'Whereaa. .suc.:h regulations ¢ould be of service only to the

enemies of the workers, the Fourth (Specisl) Natiowal Conven-
tion of the Socislist Workers Party hereby resolves:

- The Role Of The Trotskyists In The Trade Unions

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

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

“3. While complying with the provisions of the aforesaid
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 diseriminatory 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 torrespond with new developments which
have transpired since the Foundation Convention.

“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:

“1l. 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.”
e —————————

Next week's issne of THE MILITANT will contain four-
more full pages of Comrade Cannon’s testimony on direct examin-
ation by Chief Defense Counsel Albert Goldman and on cross
examination by Assistant U. 8. Attorney-General Schweinhaut
for the prosecution. 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 mext week's issue for this historic

material!
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Miners Forced To Arbitrate

(Continued fro‘m page 1)
flict of interests, This is impos-
gible.

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. Lewlis. At
the CIO convention, Murray ini-
tially took a strong stand in sup-
port of the mine strike. But this
support became increasingly weak-
ened as his political support of

“the war became the dominant ex-

pression of his position. He could
not reconcile the Irreconcilable

contradictions between his support

of the strike and the war His
political line determined his final
attitude, which was a clear readi-
ness to capltulate on the mine
issua,

Murray's position was distin-
guishable from that of the Stalin-

igts and Hillmanites only to the
extent that he still reflected gome
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 their cholce
with the bosses as opposed to the
workers.

As for John L. Lewis and his
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I'o]lowers. their position in the
mine strike was weakened basle-

ally by the failure of Lewis dur—!
ing the past two years to mobil- |

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

As a result there was an ab-
gence 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 leglsla-
tivé curbs on labor. It is a vir-
tual certainty that Roosevelt will

demand the enactment of anti-
'strike and compulsory laws de-
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

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 reglmentation, Inevit-
between 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,

Local 544-CIO
by

GEORGE E. NOVACK

foreword by
" JAMES T. FARRELL
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IH BRANDED" —

NEgro Slruggle

| BY Ernést Williams

The Mine Sti¥ike and the
Negro People

"The appeal of Representativée Mitchell of II-
lingis, only Negro member of Congress, for Ne-
groes to repudiate the struggle of the United
Mine Workers of America and remain “loyal to
théir government,” is typical of the Negro mis-
leaders whose careers depend on quieting down
the militaney of their people.

“Negroes could make no greater mistake,” sta-
ted Mit.chell, “than to allow John I. Lewis to
influence and persuade them to follow him in his
wild tirddes against the interests of the United
States Government. Up to this time the Negro
has a record of loyalty to this govemment un-
surpassed by any racial group in the world.”

0bv1ously Mr., Mitchell chooses to ignore the
faet that Negro miners have a vital stake in the
fight between the United Mine Workers and Big
Steeél over the closed shop for the “captive” ¢oal
mines. He deliberately distorts what the Pitts-
burgh Courier pointed out in the November 15
issue — that the struggle is of great significance
for all Negro workers. A large proportion of
these miners are Negroes, and they provide a

large percentage of the union membership and
le‘adership.

3 - LY » LY - e
History of the UMW

When the United Mine Workers of Aterica
was fivst organized in 1890, it al'eady had about
1,000 Negro miners among its members. The
official attitude of this union has always been
to encourage the active participation of Negro
workers. Its constitution made provisions to in-
sure equality between Black znd white members.
Many Negro miners were sent into the field as
organiZers, and many became officers in various
locals: v

In the words of one old Negro miner, who has
been a member of the union for twenty-one years
and is secretary of one of the locals, “the United
Mine Workers of Amlerica has done more to re-
move hatred and p1e,1ud1ce ‘in the labor move-
ment and to restore harmony and good will be-
tWeen man and man than any other agency in
the country.”

Durmg the strikes of 1908 and 1919 the Negro
mitiers mught faithfully for the union. The race
1ssﬁe Yas never raided by the miners or by the
union — but alw‘ays by the mine owners, the
néwspapers, and the community. In both these
strlkes, ‘the Ku Klux Klan Was 'used in an attempt
to bLe‘ak_ug the un?ty of N(. ro. an(l Wwhite work-
ety " ’

A Sitnilar attempt to raise thc 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
Courier estimated that appwnmatcly half the

mihers affected 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, immediately

the Tace aspect was stressed. No indication was |

givén 'that the great majority of Negro ' miners

- bélénged to and actively supported the strike of

the UMW.
Pisssure Against Strike

The full pressure of the capitalist class was
hurled at 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 sympathetic 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 as workers in other industries, by “mislead-
ers” such as Representative Mitchell! This “rep-
resentative of the Negro people” betrays those
whom he supposed}y represents by helping the
forces of reactlon, those who are responsible for
the Wwhole Jim-Crow set- -up in the navy,_the
army, ete., who do nothing to prevent discrimina-
tion against Negroes in industry. Instead of
ﬁghtmg for the interests of his own people, he
calls upon tlhe Neg'mes to support those who
forced themm tu abandon their March on Washmg—
ton for ans, those who try to crush every at—
te‘mﬁt of t'he Negro péople to improve their con-
ditions. This Judas calls upon his people to dem-
onstrate “their loyalty to thls Uhited States
Government,” to forget their own interests!

Loyal ¥o Union

It is only through the labor movement which
encourages the organization and participation of
Negro workers that Negroes can win an equal
place for themselves in industry, and improve
their working conditions. Many years of bitter
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 loyal union members,
by participating in the task of building locals,
by helping to organize other sections of ‘coal
miners. During the strike, always a erucial per-
iod for a union, they demonstratéd 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 and misleading advice of men

. like Mitchell ‘can only lead to defeat. For a pro-

gram of victory, Negro workers must lead and
participate in all union struggles, all political
strupgles, which will further the interests of
all ‘workers, black 4nd white:

e Heuvers.” T T A

| * “Regimental

brand the well-known facts a
rorces 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
declaréd that “an Axis propagan-
da attack has beén started to dis-
rupt Army morale, and by clever
methods the families of soldiers
have been upset, and members of
Congress misled.”

But what are the real facts?
So great is the dissatisfaction ex-
pressed by men drafted into the
armed forces of the United States

| over the quality of training and
| the type of officers in charge of

this training that General Head-
quarters itself has been forced
to give their complaints official
cégnizance!

This fact is made clear by the

| appearance of an article entitled,

“Complaints by Soldiers,” printed
in the Army and Navy Journal
for November 1, 1941, giving a
summary of complamts written

. hy men in the service. This sum-

mary was made by General Head-'
quarters of ‘the United States
Army and sent to ¢ommanding
generals in the field.

| SUMMARY OF

COMPLAINTS
The

J bu'r'z'lal

a "ré'a'ctionary
lays
¢laim to having been “spokesman

"of the services since 1863, makes

no editorial comment. However,
its excerpts from the summary
provides us with proof passed by

ted States Army itself that mili-
tary training as conducted by the
bourgeois officer caste is incap-

for a real struggle against fas-.
cism.

From the official summary, the
‘Journal quotes that the com-
plaints, “typical of many receiv-
ed” deal “in general” with:

“a. Wastage of training time.|
“b. Poorly trained exercises.
e, Inadequately explamed mas

“4. Lack of confldence in oi‘ﬁ-
‘cers. -

“a, Illiterate and unintelligent
non-commissioned officers.

“f, The need of educational in-
struction. in units to build up and
maintain patriotic zeal and en-
thusiasm of soldiers in the Army.
“g, Lack of opportunity to

‘Frogress.

“h. Assignment to duty not in
'keeping with technical, profes-
sional, or special tratning.”

“TREATED AS MACHINES”

The paragraphs from the fol-
Jowing letter are “memorandum
of observations and suggestions
based on ten weeks’ experience
a a Selectee’:

maneuvers are
not explainéd " before, while, or

|soon after they take place. Ex-

planations would vastly increase
the interest of the men in the’
rather arduous work of the man-
euver.

“Men should be familiarized to
‘some extent with the organization
of the Army. No instruction in
this has been given in 11 weeks,
though it would clearly help men
to visualize their place in the
schemeé of things. They are treat-
ed 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; explanations of its
strategic significance to Ameri-
can defense; and discussion of the
possibilities that may be in store
for this country.”

__The above letter indicates that
all the propaganda of the Roos-
evelt administration about fight-
ing for the “four freedoms” has
proved utferly unconvincing. The
soldiers want something “addi-
tional.” Their desire for “lectures
and talks” is but the first mani-

| 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-

missionied officer, who had had
no previous military training,

fore he was drafted, and who got
a ‘big kick’ out of the first weeks
of training:”

“Eve’ryone is at this point fed

cerning Armistice Day celebra-*

General Headquarters of the Uni- |

able of preparing the workers |

who volunteered for service be- |

| up with the Army = Hot so'miich | e

By JOSEPH HANSEN
As part of its drive to stifle all opposition to Wall Street’s
war plans, the Roosevelt administration is now attempting to

bout low morale in the armed

“Axis propaganda’.

November 12, in its story con-

for what we are doing, but for
what we are net doing, The gen-
sral impression grows instead of
diminishing that a more ineffici-
ant, hidéebound organization would
be hard to find. This is particu-
larly true §ince the brigade and
division staffs have taken over
the direct conduct of affairs. The
manifestations are abundant en-
ough — a confliet of orders, an
mability to get things done on
schedule, a predecupation with
rivial details, with a master plan
lacking or incomplete.

“So far as training goés, any:
one will tell you that none of the
men have learned little beyond
what little basic training they
received when they first got hele.
and even on that they are going
stale. More damagmg is the fact
that men who want to learn are
given absolutely no opportunity
to do so. While the problem of
whipping a mass of green rec-
Tuits into an army is a terrific
‘ofie, we have been in six ménths
now ‘and the change Seems to be
for the Worse rather than the bet-
ter. Things are done only half-
Way, or in the middle of carrymg
out an order a new one arrives
contradicting the first . . .

“We are not being trained and

Complaints That Draftees Make

O T,

General Staff [tself Is Forted Tb Prmt Some Of Their I.etters

at the present rate of progress
will' go to seed. The big. cry
around here is, ‘If you are going
to keep us in the Army, at least
_each us that we are supposed to
do.”

‘GOD KEEPUS...”

From another letter which the
Jéurnal says is “typical of ma-
1y,” we are given a graphic des-
'ription of the inefficiency of the
fficer caste:

“After four and one-half
nionths in camp, I have great
misgivings as to the way We are
woing: about our defense program,

“Discipline and morale aven’t
at all reassuring. There is too
much ‘Boy Scouting’ and sloppy

planning going on. No industrial
coficern would tolerate the ineffi-
ciency of orgamzatmnal opera-
tion which we are up against,
Every man, from general to priv-

will be up against the next day
and knowing should plan for ev-
ery contingency: As often as 1o
things ‘just happen’ and qu keep

us if this goes on. Even with an
unlimited supply of the finest
equipment, no army will amount.
to a nickél’s worth if the meén
'dcn’t know d’eﬁnltely thiat’ thby
are domg their job under power-
ful and demanding leaders, who !
know what they want accom-
plishled, have a p]an in detail and

ate shionld know T doEasl what he

demonstrate their right 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
Congressmian by a draftee who is
a “university graduate and prac-
ticing lawyer:"” ’

“You have asked me to for-
ward you some of my impressions
gained of the Army since my in-
duction. I do not look forward to
the recounting with enthusiasm,
for liké many other selectees,
whatever original interest I pos-
gesged has been dulled by my ex-
periences and observations. I
speak not of the physical hard-
ships or discomforts — these I
expected. What I did not expect
Was that stupidity and ineffi-
ciency would intensify thése dif-

| ficulties to the extent they have.

“My general impression is
this: This Army is as unprepared
4s one could conveive. There is
‘chaos and a muddling and confu-

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

You
would expect problems and some
errors and omissions, but you
wéuld not expect the unintelli-
pent, inflexible and unthinkable
approach which is made toward
solution. Morale is low . . . '

‘“A great many non-commis-
sioried officers are illiterate and
uhintelligent, When they are in

command of men who surpass

Lidad

Libyan Front Is Of No
seTo Defense Of USSR

(Continued from page 1)

‘a respite to prepare their military
forces for the next stage of the
war, For months Stalin and his
flunkeys have pleaded with
‘Churchill to create a military di-
Version for the harassed Red Ar-
My — to open up a “western

{frofit.”

Chu_ j:lﬂl politely declined: it
ﬁ not “tonform to the tasks or
the policy of the British Empire.
The very conference on the high
seas between Roosevelt ana
Churchill, hailed by the Stalinists
as an inspirin._g and liberating
event for the masses of the world,
was reported to have considered
the question of opening a West-
ern Front and to have turned it
down. Only two weeks ago,
Churchill announced that nothing
need be expected in the way of
decisive overseas daction until
1943, . S
Now when the .Nazis hammer
at the very gates of Moscow, we
Tearn that the British have open
ed a “new front” — on the desent
sands of North Africa! What i€
this “new front”? By no stretch
of the imagination can a 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-
clugsion without regard for the
ghifting "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 victory in the
desert, ’

This is no diversion for the Red
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
,rwa.r is Churchill’s reply to this

clamor, By this diversion, Church-
- .
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1ill quiets his easily-quieted loyal.

Laborite opposition and discon-
certs the Stalinists.’

Moreover, the war in Libya is
a necessary part of the Wwaiy ror
the preservation of the British
Empire, and for the Churchills
this is a thousand times more im-
portant than saving the Red ‘capi-
tals of Moscow and Leningrad.
STALIN’S POLICY

Only Stalin and his bureaucracy,
concerned primarily with saving
their skins and their jobs, could
picture the Churchills and the
Roosevelts as interested or L’apzi-i)le
of assisting'in thé defense of Len-
ingrad and’ Mdéscow, It will be
small congolation for the defend-
ers of the USSR to hear from
these bureaucrats that Churchjll
has opened a front in Libya and
that — victory of vietories! —
British tanks have driven over a
hundred miles of sand,

That the workers of the Soviet

Union and the world should be
vietims of the cynical duplicity of

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

and political interests of British

and American imperialism have

‘Hothing” in® éonmant Sfth the rear|

defense 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
Q'tl'l;:'ggle at home against .their
capitalist masters.

The defense of the Soviet Union
rests only in the hands of the
international working class. Those
who say differently, théose who
turn over this defense to Church-
ill and Roosevelt prepare the road
for defeat or capitulation to
Hitler,

munist International.

the C.C.F., anq the Socialist
Workers League of Canada (Trot-
skyists), and with many of his
friends in the Jlabor movement
turning out to pay their respects
to a fallen ﬁghte. for the wnrking
class.

To the last, Comrade MacDon:
ald never wavered in his belief |
in the eventual triumph of the
workers., He looked ‘at this war
as the beginning of the end for
the present syatem and belleved
that it would end for Canada with
the union of Treturned soldiers
and workers united with

system that has meant only war
and breadlinés for them.

FIRST SECRETARY
OF CANADIAN C. P.

He was one of the founders of
the Communist Party in Canada.
and served as its first zeneral sec-
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 ill health be
cause of stomach ulcers during
the last year, to the day he died

Born in TFalkirk, Scotland, he
first became active politically at
the age of 19 when he ran for
the office as school trustee on a
labor party ticket. Soon after he
came to America - At the time of

His burial on Monday, Noy.
the occasion for:a demonstration in his honor, with speakers
from the trade umon movement*

the |
farmers to put an end to the]

News reached us this week of the untimely death of Com-

rade Jack MacDonald, well-known Trotskyist leader in Canada
ever since the expulsion of the Left Opposition from the Com-

17, was

of the executive board of his un-
jon, the Pattern Makers' Associa-
tion of Canada, from which he
was a delegate to the Toronto and
District Trades and Labor Coun-
eil.

He was one of the outstanding
leaders of the 1919 strike in Tor
onto, and a. leader in the fight

for free speech 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 pari
of his life,
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them in every respect, the result
is to permanently injure the in-
terest and ambition of the men
under them ...

“The thing is nos
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 described above
is outlined in the final Iletter
quoted by the Journal: *

“l 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.
“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
morale. By this is meant an utter
lack of enthusiasm for what they
are doing and a lack of under-
standing as to why they have
been drafied, particularly the lat-

. 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 I have talked to speak
of the inordinate waste of time,
not 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 training, 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-
ter‘-. of cumplamt Indeed, one
may “well assume that the déepest
resentments about bourgeocis of-
ficers and bourgeois training
methods has not been expressed
at all in writing. From the con-
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 faseism.
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 a beticr
attempt to present itself to the
draftees as intelligent, consider-
ate, efficient, well-trained, comve-
tent and trustworthy, 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
eriticism and come from highly
educated and conscientious indi-

only that

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

The above summary, it must
be emphasized, was sent in mi-
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
for wide circulation among the
drafted men of the Army al-
though they are the ones first
concerned.

The summary drawn up by
General Headquarters is a fresh
proof that the real way to prep-
are for a fight against fascism
is by seeking the establishment
of a system of military training
where (1) workers are given
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
“the trial will last two weeks
more.”
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viduals who are striving to im-

British Bosses Are

Worried About Aims
Of U. S. Imperialism
L By Jack Weber ——"

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 labels 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 policy change has been far from
palatable to English exporters. The E‘:}glr_sh gov-

.ernment set up a special Export Counecil at the
beginning of 1940 before the passage by Con-

gress of the Lease-Lend Bill. This board was
creatéd to encourage export in every pdssible
whay, since this was the only way by which Eng-
land could mobilize foreign exchange 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 a mére
ornament, designed to maintain a kind of “tdken”
export so as to keep in touch with the foreign
markets.

British business has not failed to rccogmze
the lmphcatwns of the export situation. A great
debate has béen carried ¢n-in the press and ih
the -English journals over this issue. The word-
ing of some of the articles on the subject has

been quite cautious, as the writers did not dare,

to make a frontal attack on the United States
in view of British dependence on her fellow-demo-
erat. 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 of discussion is, in fact: “Must Victory
Be Bought at Cost of Ecéonomic 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 British
Commonwealth of Nations. We have two enemies
to fight — Germany and destitution. After beat:
ing German arms, must we face defeat by an
equally destructive enemy, accompanied by Ger-
man derision, namely, economic subversion?”
German derision has indeed been aimed straight
along at the fact that England is becoming the
forty-ninth state of ‘the United States. Tt is
clcar from: the very nature of the discussion —
the quppt“osmon 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 markéts
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 this
juncture,

Nor is the field of exports the only one eyed
with utter mistrust 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 Bendlng
their own ministers to Washington. In the nego-
tiations being ‘carried on with Japan, Sécretary
Hull has met hot only with-Halifax to keep this
Ambassador informed, but with Casey of Austra-
lia as well.

What Will Happen to Canada?

Thén -there is Canada to which the United
States pledoed military aid the very first thing.
The setting up of a joint defense board of the
Ogdensburg Conferénce meant the bringing of
Canada all the more closely into the orbit of
United States 1mper1ahsm The Engllsh conserv-
atwc magazme, Round Table, comments on this
sn;uatmn in the most frank manner 1magmable'
“It 1:, a common obseWatlon that Cana‘da is
Canada’s continuance in the British connection
(that is, in the British Empire) may therefore
depend on the capacity of British statesmen to
build a new Europe wth a reasonable chance of
peace ahead of it.”

This magazine sees the tlght spot in whlch
‘the Empire finds itself. Everythmg de!pends on
thée furthér course of the wat*, Of course. “A very
léng war into Which the United States eventually
entered and which causéd it to pit forth every
ounce of its strength, might well burn out Amer-
ican isolationism entlrely, but 1t would almost
certainly rep]ace it with Impel lallsm. Any ‘péace
that would follow such & war would be ‘an Amer-
ican peace, with Great Britain influential, but
far from dominant. The way would then, as has
béen hinted ‘above, be open for a mew English-
speaking synthesis about the Republic.”

This conservative organ is under no illusion
about “Union Now” or‘any kind of federation of
the Republic and the Empire on a world scale.
It recognizes cold-bloodedly that such a fédera-
tion would in actuality be nothing but the domin-
ation of the empire by Américan imperialism.
The war threatens to become precisely the kind
of war feared by the British; namely, a long war
in which victory by the allies can be achieved
only by the actual entry of the United States
with the sending of another AEF wherever neces-
sary in the world to defeat the ‘Axis. Already
writers envision the first American force being
sent to the Near East to hélp England meet the
threat to its life-line through the Mediterranean:
The British are quite right. The peace after such
a war will be a peace imposed on the world by
American imperialism, '[Inless, of course, the

worklng class of the world says its word ‘about
the whole matter.
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JOIN US IN FIGHTING FOR:

L. 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. - ,

2. Trade union wages for all workers
drafted into the army.

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

4. A peoples’ referendum on any and all
wars. -

5. Confiscation of all war profits. Expro-

~ priation of all war industries and their
operation under workers’ control.

6. For a rising scale of wages to meet the

- rising cost of living.

7. Workers Defense Guards against vig-
ilante and fascist attacks.

8. An Independent Labor Party based on
the Trade Unions.

9. A Workers’ and Farmers’
ment.

Govern-

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. '

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. On the
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 the 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
'pr_oVe that the defendants expressed the same ideas.
~ The trial judge has supported this contention
in his statement that: “The unlawful agreement

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 mearns. . .”

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
rights of every trade unionist and every progres-
sive opponent of Roosevelt's imperialist war poli-
ClESs.

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 Carribean 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 “in co-operation” with the
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 industty in this country.

In this respect, Roosevelt is just as imperialist
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 colonial 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 exploitation.

- with The Stalinist Third Pe-

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, ete,, have been flooding
into the wvarious Congressional
committees in the past months.
Northern and Southern, Republi-
can and Democratic legislators
alike have sponsored these billa.

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
esgtablishing compulsory arbitra-
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

duplicate each other in many
particulars, differing merely in
degree of severity, and almost all
combine at least two of the basie
types of proposals,

THE “EXTREME”
PROPOSALS

Greatest publicity has Dbeen
given to those anti-strike bills
which are of an extreme char-
acter., While bhills 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
Russgell of Texas.

Baile} 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*-

ping, delaying or retarding de-
fense production.”
Hoffman's bill would impose
compulsory military service on
all strikers; those strikers found
unfit for combat gervice 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” hill.

These would impede and limit

resolu- |
tions now pending in Congress |

strikes by giving statutory au-
thority to the NDMB to compel a
thirty-day “cooling-off” period be-
fore a union ecan 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, acting
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

Connally’s, which authorizes the

>

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

.| arbitrary limit to 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 in, curbing and ham-
stringing lahor makes these the
most attractive models for the Ad-
ministration to follow in this waf
period,

Unless organized labor fights
with all its power against all laws
abridging its right to strike limit-
ing its legitimate demands, invpk-
ing compulsory arbitration, and
giving the administration added
strikebreaking powers, it is a
foregone conclusion that Roos-
evelt, with the aid of Congress,
will shortly 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’

NEW YORK, Nov. 24. —

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.

Landlords, Employers, City Administration Blamed for
Economic Conditions Which Drive Harlem Youth to Crime

Sam Fitzgerald, Harlem labor

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 officialg, 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
gsearched, asked where they work,
where they are going, and where
they are coming from.

If they cannot prove that they
are working, if they have any
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

riod. )

He blamed Mayor LaGuardia,® -

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

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, b.

DOROTHY
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Weygand’s Ousting
Marks New Stage In

France’s Development

By MARCEL LETOURNEUR
The Role of Weygand

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 empire
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 gained 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. Some reports even mentioned the
conditions Weygand had stipulated for changing
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 North
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 is a
direct social and political reason. In June, 1940, Wey-
gand had been one of the foremost proponents of
immediate armistice 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 a
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 “cleaf
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 preparations to meet it.” The
Weygand ousting is only one of those preparations.

Vichy and its African colonies will he 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 exploited.
Their revolt may bring some trouble in the imberial-
ist calculations. In France itself the servility of the
bourgeoisie and its active collaboration with Hitler
will find more and more opposition in the popular

masses. Weygand’s ousting may presage new violent 4 .

developments hot only outside but also inside ~of
France. : -




