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Labor Unions Fight
Anti-Strike Laws

Rooseve.lt-.Spon.sored Bill to Curb Strikes

Is Introduced by Hous
By DON

e Labor Committee
DORE

Dec. 2. — All sections of the American labor movement
this week united in expressing opposition to the Administration
and Congressional attempts to impose legislative restrictions on

organized labor and.its rights.

. At the forefront of the battle to halt the drive for anti-

strike and compulsory arbitrationf

laws is the CIO, whose representa- |
tives summoned from all affiliated |
CIO unions convened in a special
legislative conference in Washing-
ton starting last Monday “to dis-
cuss and take whatever action
may be necessary regarding anti-
strike legislation.”

Committees of CIO leaders are
visiting Washington legislators to
fmpress on them the determina-
tion of organized labor to oppose

right to strike.

CIO CALL
~4An emergency appeal has been
gent by the national CIO to every
state, city and county CIO affi-
liate in the land to join the fight
against the threatened anti-labor
federal legislation. The call, sign-
ed by John Brophy, director of
jndustrial union councils, de-
clared: “The emergency Wwith
which organized labor is <con-
fronted at this juncture is of the
gravest mature, It must. be met
with the utmost resolution and
with swift and vigorous action.”
The most important anti-labor

bill now before the House, on
which a vote is expected this
week, is the House Labor Com-
mittee's “modifled” version of the
Administration-sponsoréed Rams-
peck Bill.

This latter bill was drafted in
accordance with the recommenda-
tions of Roosevelt, following his
special White House conference
with leading members of Congress
last week, Its principal measures
included the granting of statutory
powers to the National Defense
Mediation Board to assume juris-
diction over any labor dispute
and to order a compulsory. sixty-
day no-strike “cooling-off” period
following unsuccessful mediation
or arbitration, and giving dicta-
torial power to President Roos-
evelt to enforce compulsory arbi-
tration on any union when in his
opinion, a strike, following the
“epoling-off” period, is detriment-
al to “national defense.”

LABOR COMMITTEE BILL

In the House Labor Commit-
tee’s final recommendations, the
section of the Ramspeck bill giv-

tion to prevent the exercise of the

ing the President power to' in-|

voke compulsory arbitration was
changed to give him the power to
“geize’” any plant threatened by
strike, with a special government
wage board empowered to fix
wages in “seized” plants,

The plant “seizure” section was
substituted for the compulsory ar-
bitration clause because of the
opposition of the National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers, which
expressed fears that under arbi-
tration the bosses might in some
cages — no matter how few — be
bound to a decision considered
favorable to labor's interest
Plant “seizure” would operate
simply a8 an outright strikebreak-
ing method, preserving the profits
of the industrialists, enabling the
government to smash the unions
and then return the “seized”
plants to the owners.

“COMPROMISE” WOULD
BE FATAL

Roosevelt, it is apparent, is de-
termined to push-through.legisla-

right to strike and to force the
unions to submit their demands
to government arbitration. There

is a strong tendency among the
trade union leadership to “com-
promise” with Roosevelt to the
extent of agreeing to “voluntary”
mediation or arbitration of all la-
bor disputes in order to avoid
legislative compulsion. In reality,
this would be a step toward total
surrender of labor's rights under
the compulsion of mere threats.

USSR Scores First Major
Victory In Rostov Battle

But Fate of Soviet Union Still Depends On
Adoption of Policy of Revolutionary War

By JOHN G.

The recapture of Rostov by

WRIGHT
the Red Army — the first vic-

tory for the Soviet Union and the first major reverse for the
Nazis in this war — is most welcome news to every friend and

defender of the workers state. A position of great strategic im-

portance has been regained. Rostov, gateway

to the Caucasi_an

oilfields, commands Soviet pipe*
lines supplying the Red Army and |
the industries with indispensable
fuel, and is the pivot of the south-
ern front,

This victory gives the Red Ar-
my forces a much-needed oppor-
tunity for restoring the gravely
weakened southern front; it has
undoubtedly dealt a blow to the
morale of the German troops, and,
conversely, raised the confidence
of the Red soldiers and the So-

viet masses; it will inspire the

heroic fighters in the occupied
countries to greater action and
{nitiative; and it indicates that
it is not yet too late, despite the
terrible losses and defeats of the
first five months of the war, to
save the Soviet Union from des-
truction,

But it would be a fatal illusion
— and of no service to the de:
fense of the USSR — to believe
that now the tide has definitively
turned in favor of the Red Army.

The Nazis still hold an enorm-

Telegrams To

servation of the rights of Ame
the American people.

From Civil Rights Defense Committee

Our Committee in conjunction with Civil Liberties Union
Starts work immediately to appeal conviction of eighteen.
The struggle for your freedom is fundamental to the pre-

Defendants

rican labor and the liberties of

GEORGE NOVACK, Sec'y
Civil Rights Defense Committee

From Socialist Workers Party

Inspired by your example we pledge ourselves to go forward
in the struggle for Socialism and for the freedom of our con-
victed Comrades, Leaders and Friends.

December 1, 1941

Socialist greetings.

C. CHARLES

Acting Secretary
Socialist Workers Party

ous preponderance on the . mili-
tary arena. Despite their reverse
at Rostov, the Nazi drive to en-
circle Moscow has not been les-
gened but intensified. The ad-
vances in the Klin and Voloko-
(Continued on page 8)

’ Mapping:Aid for Other Defendants

Acquitted by a directed verdict of the judge, these four defendants in the Minneapolis “sedi-

tion” trial, (from left to right) Minneapolis Local 544-CIO Organizer Walter Hagstrom, Dorothy
Schultz, St. Paul SWP organizer, Rose Seiler, an d Local 544 Vice-President George Frosig are dis-
cussing plans to aid the fight to free the remaining 18 defendants.

American-Japanese War
Preparations Hastened

Rival Imperialists Hold ‘Peace’ Talks As
They Rush Plans for War in the Pacific
By JOSEPH HANSEN"
The hasty return of President Roosevelt to Washington
from Warm Springs, Ga., indicates that the Kurusu diplomatic

episode is nearing its end even

sooner than the State Depart-

ment had anticipated. The economic blockade of Japan which
Roosevelt organized in accordance with Wall Street’s plan to

hasten United States entry into¥

World War II has now burned
like a fuse to the very lip of the
powder keg in the Far East,
Both the American and Japan-
ese General Staffs understood per-
fectly how slight were the chances
that Saburo Kurusu could wangle
an armed truce, The basic anta-
gonism between Japanese and
American imperialism in the Far
East has been aggravated to the
degree where diplomacy requires
the bayonet to point its demands.
While Kurusu and Hull explor-

ed “peace” possibilities in the
marble halls of the State Depart-
ment, the American marines leav-
ing China to avoid becoming host-
ages of Japan were given a hurry-
up order. The gunboats Luzon
and QOahu stepped up their de-
parture to Saturday instead of
Monday and the President Harri-
son left on Friday morning in-
stead of the scheduled Sunday.

At Singapore all leaves for of-
ficers and socldiers of the Brit-
ish garrison were suddenly can-
celled and the entire garrison al-

tered. While reinforcements con-
tinued to arrive from other Brit-
ish colonies and possessions, vol-
unteers were called up and sev-
eral thousand militia men who
have been under intensive train-
ing were mobilized, On Dec, 1,
Governor Sir Shenton Thomas
signed a proclamation declaring
that a “state of emergency” ex
isted in the enlire Straits Settle-
‘ment, including Singapore.

The United States naval base
at Cavite, Philippine Islands; was
blacked out as a “precautionary
measure.” At Hawaili U, 8, army
and navy forces were placed on
a basis of continuous “alert” and
a special order was issued requir-
ing small fishing craft — largely
Japanese owned — to obtain spe
cial licenses. U. 8. consular offi-
cials at Shanghai warned Ameri:
cans again to leave occupied China

(Continued on page 7)

ST. PAUL, Minn,, Nov. 25. — The cooperative organiza-
tions affiliated with the Farmers Union in the Northwest states
of Montana, North and South Dakota, Wisconsin and Minnesota
will hold their annual convertion here the week of December 8.
This convention will bring together some 5000 delegates and

most progressive groups of the
farm population.

Meeting as the country is en-
tering a second World War “to
make the world safe for democ-
racy,” a war that has temporarily
brought some increases in farm
income and will boost costs of
farm supplies, the convention is
of more than usual significance.

‘Within the Farmers Union
(Farmers Educational and Co-
operative Union of America) are
grouped the major part of the ele-
ments that organized th& farm
mortgage sale stoppage under the
banner of the Farmers Holiday
Association in the early thirties.

TWO STEPS BY FDR
To head off the angry farmers

lat that time, fioosevelt, recogniz-

ing the threat to the capitalist
gystem in the farm situation, took
two major steps: He initiated the
AAA, and he sought friendly pol-
itical relations with some farm
organizations, After the most cri-

o A SRR 2 S il

tical period was over, -the - Su-

farmer visitors from among the®

preme Court declared the AAA
unconstitutional,

Meanwhile, Roosevelt un-
doubtedly knew that the Grange
and the Farm Bureau were not
t-he most useful organizations for
his purpose. The Farm Bureau,
drawing upon the more wealthy
farmers and financed with govern-
ment money, had already been ex-
posed to the more progressive
farmers as a sort of company
union. The Grange was a horse-
and-buggy organization that had
outlived its usefulness and dege-
nerated into a social club.

But Roosevelt found willing
friends among some of the lead-
ers of the Farmers Union, parti-
cularly through M, W, Thatecher,
manager of the Farmers Union
Grain Terminal association and
chairman of the’na.ticmal legisla-
tive committee of the Farmers
Union. As a member of the ill-
fated Hoover farm board, That-
cher was well prepared. for his

il fc A

role., As part payment for -direct-

Farmers Union Meets In

St. Paul

ing the unrest of the farmers into
“safe’” channels, Thatcher was
able to obtain a great many con-
cessions for “his” organization.
He got a large finger in the pa-
tronage ple of the New Deal
through the Farm Security Ad-
ministration, which came to be
manned in a large measure by
Thatcher’'s {riends in the Farmers
Union, as well as financial aid.
But for the corporation rulers
of the country, this was a dirt
cheap price to pay for watering
down the program of the progres-
sive farmers,
PROGRAM WATERED DOWN
. The watering down is shown by
the fact that the farmers were
turned away from their most effec-
tive means of stopping foreclo-
sures, through the Holiday de-
monstrations, and were given as
a substitute the program of agi-
tation for the “Debt Adjustment
Bill” This, in form, is a good
progressive bill; but it will never
be accepted by Roosevelt or any
other capitalist politician, except
under the most wide-spread or-
ganized militant pressure, Such

militant  pressure is blocked by

the. Thatcher leadership. -

Furthermore, the Farmers Un-

st it e e BRGRES e e

treated on the war issue, A fix
ture of the Farmers Union pro
gram for many years has been
its opposition to capitalist wars
as shown by their sharp fight
more determined than most othe:
labor or farmer mass organiza
tions, for the principles of the
Ludlow amendment providing fol
a referendum vote of the people
on war. This has been dropped.

Thatcher is doing the same job

of hitching the organized farmers

|to the war machine that Sidney

Hillman is doing in labor ranks.

The farmers of the country
have amply demonstrated that
they have the desire and the
fighting will to find a way to the
solution of their problems. They
will learn through their own ex-
periences that it is necessary, in
firm alliance with the workers of
the cities, to abolish the system
of capitalist exploitation. This
requires a sharp break with all
capitalist parties, inecluding the
war party -of Roosevelt, and the
building of a labor Party aimed
at the establishment of a Workers
and Farmers Government,

ion as an organization has re

———————————

" FIVE (5) CENTS

18 CONVICTED UNDER ANTHLABOR SITH
CT; PLAN APPEAL TO HIGHER COURTS

All Defendants
Acquitted On
Sedition Count

Minneapolis Federal Jury Frees Five More
Of Original 28 Defendants; Appeal To Be
Based On Clear-Cut Issue Of Free Speech

MINNEAPOLIS, December 2. — Eighteen mem-
bers of the Socialist Workers Party and Minneapolis
Motor Transport Workers Local 544-CIO were con-
victed here last night by a federal jury on charges of
violating the notorious Smith “Gag’ Law of 1940.
Five other defendants were acquitted.

All 23 defendants were acquitted on a second count of “se-
ditious conspiracy” to overthrow the government by force and
violence under the old Civil War anti-slaveholders’ law.

_ A jury composed predominantly of small town business
men, without a single industriale- .

worker or unionist on it, brought
in its verdict at 8 P. M. yesterday
evening, The jury had received
the case at noon Saturday.

TO BE SENTENCED
NEXT MONDAY ,

“Judge M. M. Joyce, trial judge,
announced he would pronounce
sentence next Monday morning.
Conviction under the Smith Act
carries with it a prison sentence
of up to 10 years,

Motions for a new trial will be
made by defense counsel on Sat-
urday morning. The defendants
plan to appeal the verdict to high-
er courts, if necessary, up to the
U. S. Supreme Court.

This is the first criminal prose-
cution under the Smith Act, which
is the only federal statute which
makes mere expression of opinion

the basis for g felony indictment.
The defendants were charged un-
der this act with advocating the
overthrow of the present govern-
ment, and thereby inciting insub-
ordination in the federal armed
forces. L)

DEFENDANTS' STATEMENT
Albert Goldman, defense attorney.
and one of the convicted defend-
ants, issued a statement follow-
ing the announcement of the ver-
dict, which declared:

“The government has succeeded
in winning a verdict of guilty
against eighteen members of the
Socialist Workers Party. That
does not in the least prove that
they are guilty of charges level-
led against them by the govern-

(Continued on page 2)

All the leaders of the CIO
could be indicted under the
Smith Act of 1940, alleged vio-
lation of which is the basis for
the conviction of 18 defendants
in the Minneapolis “sedition”
case. This act, which has been
interpreted by the Department
of Justice to prohibit any criti-
cism of conditions in the armed
forces as “incitement to muti-
ny”, could easily be made to in-
clude the CIO Convention’s pro-
test against training soldiers
in strikebreaking tactics or the
protest of Negro and labor or-
ganizations against Jim-Crow
practices in the Army, Navy
and Air Corps.

The Smith Act was passed in
the summer of 1940, in the
midst of the anti-labor hysteria
that followed the French de-
feat. Its author is the same
poll-tax Representative Howard
Smith, of Virginia, who is spon-
sor of one of the most vicious
anti-strike bills now before
Congress.

The Smith Act was most
widely known at the time of its
passage as the measure to re-
quire the registration and fin-
ger-printing of aliens. In addi-
tion it was the vehicle for the
Smith Omnibus Gag Law intro-
duced in Congress in 1939. This
latter measure was considered
so reactionary at that time,
that it was conceded no
chance of passage. Roose-
velt provided the disguise for
it, when he requested his leg-
islation against aliens. The pro-
visions of the original Smith

Omnibus Gag Liaw were incor-

Some Facts On
The Smith Act

porated into the Alien Regis-
tration or Smith Act. It was
hastily shoved ' through Con-
gress and signed by Roosevelt;
despite the protest of the Am-
erican Civil Liberties Union
made directly to him,

It is sufficient to record that
even so reactionary a newspa-
per as the “New York Herald-
Tribune”, July 31, 1939, was
constrained to declare the Smith
Omnibus Gag Law to be on the
“stupid level of a Nazi cam-
paign against the Jews.” The
“New York Times”, in March,
1939, called it “a compendium
of all the anti-radical legisla-
tion introduced in 'Congress
during the last twenty years.”

The Smith Act makes it a
penal offense to advocate a
revolutionary change in the
government by force or viol-
ence “or by any other means,”
or to criticize conditions in the
armed forces. ;

It is the only federal law
which makes mere advocacy of
ideas, without regard for overt
acts, a felony. Virtually every
labor .and liberal organization,
including the American Civil
Liberties Union, has attacked
the Smith Act as a clear viola-
tion of the Bill of Rights of the
United States Constitution.

The first uses of the Act have
been against labor leaders. It
was used against Harry Bridg-
es, president of the Infernation-
al Longshoremen’s Union, CIO,
who has been ordered deported.
The first-actual criminal prose-
cution under the act was the
trial of the 28 in Minneapolis,

X



. 18 Convicted
UnderSmithAct

(Continued from page 1)

ment.,

" “Tt still remains a fact that the
conspirators are Dan Tobin
(president of the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters),Presi-
dent Roosevelt and Attorney Gen-
eral Biddle who have initiated
this frameup for the purpose of
violating the will of the truck
drivers of Minneapolis and of
stilling the voice of the revolu-
tionary opposition to the second
world war.

“We intend to exhaust -every
step and every resource for ap-
peal purposes. Above all we shall
appeal to the American people
in an attempt to convince them
that the rights of free speech,
free press and free assembly are
in real danger of suppression.”

At the same time in New Yo_rk
George Novack, secretary of the
Civil Rights Defense Committee,
a body of prominent labor and
liberal figures, announced that
thé C.R.D.C., in conjunction with
the American Civil Liberties
Pnion, would appeal the convie-
tions in Minneapolis. The work of
the Civil Rights Defense Com-
mittee in mobilizing public sup-
port for the defendants has al-
ready been endorsed by scores of
trade unions and liberal organiza-
tions.

DECISION OF JURY

The 18 defendants who were
found guilty by the jury were:

James P. Cannon, National Sec-
retary of the S.W.P.; Albert
Goldman, defense counsel; Farrell
Dobbs, National Labor Secretary
of the 8.W.P.; Felix Morrow, edi-
tor of THE MILITANT; Grace
Carlson, Minnesota S.W.P. organ-
izer; Oscar Coover, Minneapolis
S.W.P. secretary.

V. R. Dunne; Carl Skoglund;
Harry DeBoer; Clarence Hamel;
Emil Hansen; Carlos Hudson;

Jake Cooper; all officers or mem- |

bers of Local 544-CIQ; and

Edward Palmquist; Max Geld-
man; Carl Kuehn; Oscar Schoen-’
feld; all active in ‘the Federal
Workers Section, unemployed and
WPA union affiliated to Local
544-CIO. ) '

The five defendants acquitted
by the jury on both counts of the
indictment were:

Miles Dunne; Kelly Postal; Ray
Rainbolt; Ray Orgon; and Harold
Swanson, all officers or members
of Local 544-CI0 or Federal
Workers Section.

HISTORY OF CASE

The prosecution was originally
initiated to help force the Min-
neapolis tiuek drivers back into
the AFL Teamsters after they
had voted to join the CIO on
June 9. On June 13, Tobin had
wired Roosevelt for aid in his
fight against Local 544-CIO.
Roosevelf replied that he was di-
recting the “government depart-
ments and agencies interested in
this matter” to act. Two weeks
later the FBI raided the SWP
headquarters in the Twin Cities,
and on July 15 the Department
of Justice secured the indict-
ments.

During the course of the trial
the prosecution based its evidence
on the testimony of witnesses
personally hostile to the defend-
ants. Most of these witnesses
were paid agents of Tobin. The
prosecution denied that it was
compelled to offer evidence of
overt acts. It based its case, in
part, on the fact that the Social-
ist Workers Party openly circula-
ted Marxist and Socialist litera-
ture, including classics such as
the Communist Manifesto avail-
able in all public libraries.

(A report of the sentences
handed down in this case and a
complete summary report of the
trial will be contained in next
week’s MILITANT).

The Defense
Reviews Its Case

By FELIX MORROW

MINNEAPOLIS, Nov. 30.—
As we sit here, waiting for the
jury to come in with its verdict
— | am writing at 8:30 P. M,,
32 and a half hours after the
jury was sent out — it is in or-
der to review the last part of
the trial.

Readers of THE MILITANT

may have been puzzled, last |

week, to read, in one and the same
issue, the story of the testimony
of the first defense witness, James
P. Cannon, and a bulletin an-
nouncing that the defense had
closed its case. Puzzling, perhaps,
especially in view of the fact that
for weeks THE MILITANT had
been filled with a day-to-day ac
count of the prosecution’s lengthy
presentation of its case,

The explanation is simple. The
progecution had taken three full
weeks for its side — fifteen court
days, The defense then took only
four court days to present its
side, that is, just a little more
than one-fourth of the time taken
by the prosecution,

Of those four days, which began
Tuesday afternoon, Nov. 18, the
first ‘defense witness, Jim Cannon,
was on the witness stand, ineclud-
ing cross-examination, for just a
little less than two whole days.
His testimony is being published
verbatim, beginning with last
week’s igssue of THE MILITANT

Cannon was on the stand Tues-
day afternoon, all day Wednes-
day, and (Thursday was the
Thanksgiving holiday) part of
Friday morning.

He was followed to the stand
by six Minneapolis truck drivers
who had been members of the
Union Defense Guard here in
1938 and 1939, The most solid
type of workers, they made a
striking contrast to the scum
tused by the government as wit-
nesses. The six, testifying to the
formation of the Union Defense
Guard to meet the Silver Shirt
danger, and the faet that the
guard ceased functioning when
the fascist danger died down, ef-
fectively established that the
guard was formed for that pur-
pose and no other. This punctured
the prosecution contention that
the guard had heen designed to
overthrow the government.

The truck drivers were {ollowed
to the stand by two University of
Minnesota students, who testified
on what they had heard defend-
ant Grace Carlson say in 4 speech
at the University. Their testimony
refuted the contention of a gov-
ernment witness that Grace Carl-
son had advocated the use of force
and violence in that speech.

In the afterncon defendant V.
R. Dunne, a Local 544-CI0 organ-
izer and leading member of the
SWP, took the stand. He traced
the story of the rise and growth
of Loecal 544, defending the glori-
ous record of that famous union
against the slanders and innuen-
does of the prosecution. He was
still on the stand when Friday's
court session ended,

The following is a day-by-day
summary of the last week of the
trial: '

Eighteenth Day
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 24

V. R, Dunne concluded his di-
rect testimony and then was sub-
jected to cross-examination by
District Attorney Anderson.

Anderson devoted his time prin-
cipally to attempiing to convey
to the jurors the idea that Dunne
and the other leaders of Loecal
544 .had incited the drivers to

violence in the famous strikes of
1934, °
Anderson also, following the
pattern set by Assistant Attorney-
General Schweinhaut in his ques-
tioning of Jim Cannon, confront-
ed V. R, Dunne with numerous
quotations from Marxist Ilitera-
t_ure, asking the witness whether

‘

he disagreed or agreed with the
quotation,

Roy Orgon, Local 544-CIO or-
ganizer, was the mnext witness.
Although not a member of the
SWP, Orgon declared himself in
complete solidarity with the other
defendants. In cross-examination
District Attorney Alnderson
charged that Orgon had incited
violence in the WPA strike of
1939 and introduced into the rec-
ord the fact that Orgon was among
those convicted in the WPA strike
trial.

Ray Rainbolt, Local 544-CIO or-
ganizer, next took the stand,
Rainholt described himself as not
a member of the SWP, but vol-

unteered the information that he
had often econtributed funds to
the party, subseribed to its press,
and generally sympathized with it.

Rainbolt was head of the Union
Defense Guard during its exist-
ence, He described how it was
organized to meet the Silver Shirt
menace in 1938.

Miles B. Dunne, President of
Local 544-CI0O, was the next wit-
nesgs, Under cross-examination he
declared himself fully conversant
with Marxist literature and a
sympathizer of the SWP, in com-
plete- agreement with it although
not a menmber, He was still being
cross-examined when the session
ended.

Nineteenth Day
"TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 25

The morning opened with the
concluding section of the cross-

| examination of Miles B, Dunne.

Grace Carlson took the stand
next, principally to describe the
election campaigns of the SWP
in Minnesota (the prosecution had
sought to convey the idea that
the "Trotskyist insurrectionists”
were not interested in balloting),
and to refute the prosecution’s
interpretation of the texts of two
radio speeches made by her in
1940,

The next and last witness for
the defense was defendant Farrell
Dobbs, National Labor Secretary
of the Socialist Workers Party,
Dobbs was formerly General Or-
ganizer for the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters, HE
described the sueccessful organiza-
tion of the 1l-state over-the-road
drivers’ movement of nearly 250,-
000 truckers.

On cross-examination of Dobbs,
the anti-labor bias of the prosecu-
tion was shown when Assistant
Attorney-General Schweinhaut at-
tempted to convey to the jury thé
fdea that the SWP was con-
stantly fomenting strikes by in-
structing its followers never to
accept arbitration of any labor
dispute.

In this encounter, Schweinhaul

came off second best, for Dobbs |

testified as an expert in this
field, having negotiated and sign-
ed many union contracts. Dobbs
was spokesman for the IBT 11-
state Area Committee, which
gsigned contracts covering more
than 250,000 over-the-road drivers
and 800 employers.

SWP UNION POLICY

Dobbs explained that the SWP
trade union policy favored direct
negotiations between union and
employer, Nevertheless, at times
it was necessary and permissible
for unions to arbitrate certain is-
sues,

As an example, Dobbs cited to
the court the case of the present
United Mine Workers dispute

over the closed shop in the cap-
tive mines. Due to President Roos-
evelt’s threat to use federal troops
against the coal miners, and the
attempts of Congressmen to push
through repressive legislation a-
gainst strikers, the miners felt
it necessary to submit their case
to arbitration.

Defense Attorney Goldman
brought the defense case to a
dramatic conclusion by reading to
the jury a column written by him
and published in the March 29,
1941, issue of the party newspa-
per, The Militant. 'The article
gave the official party view on
the all-important question of SWP
activity during war-time. It said
in part:

“All that we are doing now is
educating the workers to our point
of view , , . So long as we do not
have a majority behind us, we
are in no position to do anything
except obey orders . . . We aré
trying to convince the majority
of the working class that they
should take the power of govern-
ment and the conduct of the war
into their own hands, but we defy
anybody to show that we are do-
ing a single thing that helps Hit-
ler, the greatest enemy of the
working class . , | We do not be-
lieve in individual action nor in
the action of small groups. As 1
said f)cforc, untilt we get a major-
ity to aecept our ideas, there is
nothing for us to do but to educate
workers until we get a majority.”
. This authoritative party view
was in complete contrast to the
prosecution witnesses, whose tes-
timony that the defendants ad-
vocated “armed revolution” con-
sisted of alleged private conver-
gations with defendants in saloons.
parked automobiles and house
parties.

For the defendants, the reading
of Goldman’s article was a fitting
end to their case — an affirma-
tive presentation of their firm be-
lief that their ideas will eventu-
ally win a majority of the peo-
ple,

—
—
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How the Draftee Army
Develops Initiative
Editor: ;

My first experiences in the
draftee army may give you an
idea of how effectively the offi-
¢ers are training the men to fight
against fascism.

The first thing that was im-
pressed on us is that a soldier
is supposed only to take orders
and not do any thinking for him-
self.

When after a long week of
dreary chamber-maid, ground-
janitor, kitchen-help work at our
reception center, we were assem-
bled to he told that we were to
be sent to our training center
next day, one of us asked the
natural question, “Where are we
going 7"

He promptly had his head bit
off by the ‘sergeant, who inform-
ed him tha{ it would be time
enough for him to find that out
when he got off the train. Draft-
ees, their families and friends, he
said, are not supposed to know
their destination or think about
where they are being sent to,

‘When we were put on the train
we were given a long list of rules
and regulations governing the
conduct of soldiers on trains. One
of these rules stated that before
a soldier may pull the emergency

cord, he must first obtain the

permission of an officer.
Even if he sees the train ap-
proaching a precipice, he must
ask an officer for permission to
pull the cord. This is how ini-
tiative is encouraged in the
army!
However, we may be sure that
the draftees, fresh from the farms

'and factories where they learned

that they could depend only on
themselves and their fellow-work-
ers for the protection of their
interests, will not allow them-
selves to be led over a precipice
without some action on their own
account,

R. U.

Editor:

At the close of the War Chest
Drive on Sept. 1, 1941, you pub-
lished my letter pointing to the
reasons for the non-fulfillment of
New York’s full quota in the
Drive. The readers of MILITANT
may recall that by the close of
the drive we had turned in $2,-
066.08 of the $2,500 pledged. This
amounted to 83% of our pledge.
My letter explained that the dif-
ference between the $2,066.08
turned in and the $2,500 pledged
was to be made up by some of
our comrades who were working
out of town at the close of the
drive.

Now, despite the late date, Lo-

Twentieth Day
WEDRESDAY, NOVEMBER 26

U, 8. District Attorney Ander-
son opened the final argument
for the prosecution with a day-
long speech. Under federal proce-
dure, the prosecution has the
privilege of both opening and
closing the final argument.

Ostensibly a review of the ac-
tivities of each of the 23 defend-
ants in the labor.movement, An-
derson’s argument was an appeal
to every backward prejudice that
might exist among the jurors.

Anderson urged a conviction by
the jury in the name of the sane-
tity of the family, the home, the
church, the schools and the na-
tion, Réferring to the amount of
literature on the Soviet Union
published by the Socialist Work-
ers Party, he demanded of the
defendants: “Why don't they go
to Russia?”

Uttering numerous exhortations
to the Almighty, the District At-
torney urged that the jurors go
into the jury-room with the same
kind of simple faith in the gov-
ernment case that the disciple
Paul had in Christ. “Believe, be-
lieve!” he shouted,

Anderson told the jury in a
shocked whisper that the defend-
ants held meetings “on the Sab-
bath,”

In asking the conviction of de-
fendants Ed Palmquist and Roy
Orgon, leaders of Local 544-CIO's
Federal Workers Section and ac-
tive in the 1939 WPA workers
strike, Anderson stated that the
only conceivable purpose of the
Federal Workers Section (a WPA
union) was to seize power, “to
take over Minneapolis.” ~*“Why,”

he asked, “did WPA workers need
a union? The government takes
care of WPA." Because of his ac-
tivities in organizing WPA work-
ers, said Andersgon, Palmquist
really “should have been accused
of treason,” rather than just sedi-
tious conspiracy,

ATTACKS STRIKES
IN “EMERGENCY”

One of Anderson’s chief 'cli-
maxes was his appeal to the “na-
tional emergency.” That emer-
gency, he told the jury, justified
the jurors that “you could so
find” that the defendants had fo-
mented strikes for “unreasonable
demands” at a time of “national
emergency.” Such strikes, if the
demands were unreasonable, were
part of the “seditious conspiracy.”

In the “national emergency,”
Anderson thus implied, the work-
ers mo longer had the right to
strike for their wusual demands.
Defense counsel asked the judge
to strike out Anderson’s statement
on the ground it implied abroga-
tion of the right to strike, The
judge refused.

One defendant, Ray Rainbolt,
not a member of the SWP, had
readily stated he had subscribed
to THE MILITANT, That was
enough for Anderson who stated
that Rainbolt was polluted and
continued: “It would take a saint
to read that literature and not
be poisoned by il.” .

Leon Trotsky was the red
thread in which Anderson strung
his speech. Trotsky was the “man
who gave orders,” “the arch-plot-
ter,” the *“guiding genius” and
the “fountain-head of the conspir-
acy.”

Twenty-First
and 22nd Day

THURSDAY AND FRIDAY,
NOVEMBER 27-28

Defendant and defense attorney
Albert Goldman spoke 10 hours
in two days in his final argument
to the jury, before a packed court-
room,

Golman’s address was a defense
of the right of the socialist move-
ment to voice its ‘ideas., To en-
able the jury to understand the
justice of his plea,

Labor Leader Acquitted
In Texas Frame-Up Trial

HOUSTON, Texas, Nov: 23, — An attempted frameup by the
local Texas Courts of Jack Frye, Regional Director of District
50, United Mine Workers, Cl0O, (Gas, Coke and Chemical Work-
ers) for alleged violation of the infamous W. Lee O’Daniel Anti-
Strike Law, was defeated when a jury in Judge Williford's court

here yesterday returned a
prise verdict of not guilty.

The O'Daniel Law prohibits
strikers, under penalty of a peni-
tentiary term, from “interfering
in any way” with “non-strikers”
attempting to cross a picket line.
The ‘law is deliberately worded
in such a fashion that a striker
may be framed even for talking
to a potential scab or fink,

Frye was accused of “interfer-
ing” with one, Jesse Martinez, )
lumber handler for the United
Creosoting Company of Houston.
The prosecution tried to establish
that TFrye, on July 28, had told
Martinez he would “get hurt” if
he crossed the picket line hefore
the struck creosote plant.

Defense testimony showed that
Frye had not threatened Martinez,
but had merely urged him to join
the picket line and support the
strike, He had pointed out to Mar-
tinez that because of the inef
perienced scabs messing up
the dangerous work and causing
injuries inside the plant,
Martinez would be taking a risk
in working alongside the scabs.

Martinez did not join the
picket line, but he did start to
return home. While on his way.
he was buttonholed by the hoss,
who then called the police. Be-
tween them, the frameup was
cooked up and Frye arrested.

During the trial, the prosecu-

cal New York wishes to announce
completion of its payment dn the
War Chest. Since Sept. 1st in ad-
dition to our other obligations
we have paid a total of $250 to
raise our War Chest pavment to
the final sum of $2,506.08.

L. Cooper,

Financial Secretary,

Local New York, S, W.P.
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tion revealed its intentions of
railroading Frye regardless of the
merits of the case and of estab-
lishing a precedent to be wused
against other unionists and labor
organizers, when the prosécuting
attorney told the jury that “Jack
Frye was not on ftrial here, but
all the Jack Fryes,” and urged

the jury to “Let’s make an ex-|

ample of this one.”

The prosecution’s case fell to
pieces when Martinez and another
prosecution witness got their sto-
ries crossed, Despite the prosecu-
tor's open efforts to coach the
witnesses on the stand, and make
them state that Frye had “threat-
ened” them and told them they
“would” get hurt, one witness

he outlined

the main ideas of Marxism and
contrasted the real ideas of so-
cialism with the distorted version
attributed to the deféndants by
the prosecution,

It is difficult to attempt to convey
in a few words the guality of Gold-
man’s speech, If anything could
convince this jury, consisting pre-
dominantly of men and women
from the rural areas, Goldman's
speech would have done it. THE
MILITANT will publish the ver-
batim text of Goldman’s speech
and that is the only way te ap-
preciate it. .

Goldman stigmatized as a delib-
erate lie the prosecution charge
that the defendants were involved
in a conspiratorial plot to over-
throw the government by force,
Social revolutions, Goldman ex-
plained, are not made by a few
individuals nor even by a party.
“The inéxorable laws of society,
inherent in the social system and
independent of the will of indi-
viduals, are responsible for the
development of society towards
socialism

Goldman systematically refuted
the government charge that the
SWP advocates violence, lustead,
he stated, again quoting from his
own authoritative pamphlet: “The
actual conduct of the ecapitalist
class at the present time . . , con-
firms the historical lesson and
justifies the prediction that they,
who will lose their wealth and
power, will utilize all forms of
violence against the overwhelm-
ing majority.”

Asking if the astronomer should
be held responsible for the eclipsg
that he predicts, Goldman asked
if “the Socialist Workers Party,
operating in the field of the social
sciences, should be held respons-
ible for predicting that the reac-
tionary minority would resist the
future revolutionary majority,

Goldman urged the jurors to
study carefully the SWP litera-
ture, introduced as evidence; this
literature, he declared, particu:
larly the official declarations and
resolutions of the party, should
determine the jury’s verdiet,
rather than the “private conver-
sations” alleged by the prosecu-
tion witness.

EXPOSES DISTORTIONS

He charged that many of the
excerpts introduced by the gov-
ernment were distortions, consist-
ing of isolated sentences and par-
agraphs, torn from their true con-
text, Dramatically demonstrating
the ease with with any literature
could be distorted, Goldman quot-
ed several excerpts from the New
Testament. “Think not that I am
come to ‘send peace on earth: I
came not to send peace, but a
sword.” With this and other iso-
lated quotations, Goldman showed,
Christ could also be indicted as
an advocate of violence.

Following the conclusion of
Goldman’s address to the jury at
3:30 PM. Friday, assoeiate de-
fense counsel and former Judge
Arthur LeSueur spoke for 90 min-
utes, principally on the civil lib-
erties issue,

Twenty-Third Day
SATURDAY. NOVEMBER 29

Agsistant Attorney General
Schweinhaut opened the session
with a one-hour address conelud-
ing the final argument. U. 8. Dis-
trict Attorney Anderson had made
the main argument for the prose-
cution Wednesday in a day-long
speech,

The crux of Schweinhaut's ar-
gument was an attempt to drive
home to the jury a direct anal-|
ogy between the Bolshevik Party
of Lenin and Trotsky and the
Socialist Workers Party: It may
be asserted on behalf of the de
fendants that they are today =
“tiny minority” but, said Schwein:
haut, this does not make the de-
fendants less dangerous. As proof
of this he went on to cite James
P. Cannon’s testimony that the
Bolshevik Party was only an “in-
finitesmal minority” in February
1917, yet grew speedily enough to
take power on November 7, 1917.
Schweinhaut also cited defendant
Farrell Dobbs' testimony that a
small strike of textile women-
workers was the spark that “ign-
ited the conflagration” that over-
threw Czarism.

Hence, Schweinhaut vehemently
concluded, the Socialist Workers
Party, though small today, might
make a revolution soon by “prey-
ing upon the distress and despair
of people during war and depres.
sion.” For “hungry men” could
be induced to “insurrection

BARTLETT'S TESTIMONY
The rest of Schweinhaut's ap-
peal for a conviction consisted of
rebuttal of the ten-hour final ar-
gument of defendant and de-
fense attorney Albert Goldman.

continued to insist that Frye had
merely warned them they “might”
get hurt,

The jury which turned in the
acquittal included several work-
ers, either union men or former

union men.

Schweinhaut’s main problem was
to rehabilitate the character of
his main witness, Tobin-appointed
AFL Teamsters official James
Bartlett. Goldman had proved in
a number of key instances that
Bartlett's testimony had consisted
of lies and perjury. .

Schweinhaut's answer was that
perhaps Bartlett had made errors
in statements of fact, but that he
wasn't a deliberate perjurer,

Goldman ‘had- spent most of his
time outlining to the jury the
main ideas of Marxism and con-
trasting the real program of so-
cialism with the distorted version
attributed to the defendants by
the prosecution, He spent aboul
one hour on Bartlett’s testimony

Bartlett had testified that he
left the SWP early in 1940 when,
after 3 years’ membership, he
“discovered” it believed in “force
and violence.” Goldman asked the
jury if it was possible to credit
Bartlett’s story when the testi-
mony revealed that Bartlett had
been a leading member of the
Communist Party in 1932-1934 and
a contributor to the Daily Worker,
and had read Marxist literature
since prior to 19232.

Barlett had testified that he
bought the main prosecution ex-
hibit, the mimeographed pamph-
let, “What Is Trotskyism,” at the
SWP headquarters in Minneapolis,
while he was a member, early in
1940. Defense testimony estah-
lished that the pamphlet had not
been published until March 1941,
a year after Bartlett left the
party,

# % &

The case of the 23 defendants
went to the jury at noon, Judze
Matthew M., Joyce took an hour
and a half to give his final in-
structions to the jury. He told
the jury that it could return =
verdict at any time between 10
AM and 9 PM, including Sunéay.

LATEST “FOURTH INTERNATIONAL”
FEATURES MANY TIMELY ARTICLES

The December issue of Fourth
International appeared this week
with a highly diversified and in-
teresting table of contents.

The leading article this month
deals with the Minneapolis trial
of mefbers of the Socialist
Workers Party, written by Wil-
liam F. Warde and entitled: “Ca-

pitalist Frame-Up, 1941 Model”.

It presents a thorough analysis
of the trial and its significance
to the American working class in
the struggle to maintain civil
rights in a period of preparation
for war.

A characteristically splendid
piece of writing by Leon Trotsky
dealing with French polities and
appearing here for the first time

in print under the title of “Edou-
ard Herriot, Politician of the
Golden Mean.” Written with the
inimitable clarity and incisiveness
of Trotsky, the piece goes far be-
yond a mere dissection of the
politician Herriot to an illumina-
tion of the waverings and indeci-
siveness of “radical” parties and
of bourgeois parliamentarianism
in general.

Under the heading of “Who are
Hitler's Agents in Russia?”, G.
Munis answers the slanderous
writings of Ex-Ambassador Da-
vies concerning the implications
of the Moscow Trials.

A splendid article by Mare Lo-
ris on the processes of capitalist
development, “Capitalist Econ-
omy in War,” deals with the

changes in capitalist production
preceding and following the first
world war and their sequence in
present times, including a study
of the nature of fascist economy.

.TosEph Hansen writes an ar-
ticle on two fronts of the war,
the Soviet Union and Japan, and
John G. Wright deals with “Sta-
lin’s Pre-War Purge.” C. Charles
contributes a timely work on pri-
orities and unemployn{ent.

Book reviews and editorial com-
ment complete the issue, which
can be purchased at local news-
stands and through the editorial
offices of Fourth International,
116 University Place, or from lit-
erature agents, of the Socialist
Workers Party. The magazine
sells at 20c. -

gy S i R R

e
':
1]

¥

o
A

i
!

b ¥

S




TR T

s
b

2

DECEMBER 6, 1941

THE MILITANT

— 3

Cannon Tells The Jury How Trotskyists
Oppose All The Imperialists In The War

Last week's issue of THE MILITANT printed the
first part of the testimony by Comrade James P. Cannon
on the witness stand at the government’s “seditious con-
spiracy” trial against 23 members of the Socialist Work-
ers Party and Local 544-ClO.

In his testimony on Tuesday, Nov. 18, as the first
witness for the defense, Comrade Cannon, on direct ex-
amination by chief Defense Albert Goldman, himself one
of the 23 defendants, told of the formation of the Trot-
skyist movement in this country and its history and ac-
tivities up to the formation of the Socialist Workers Party
and the present day.

He declared that the aim of the Party was the estab-
lishment of a socialist society that would abolish imperial-
ist war, fascism and unemployment.

Now go on with Cannon’s testimony on Wednesday,
Nov. 19, printed below:

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): Mr. Cannon, will you tell us the
position of the Socialist Workers Party on the causes of modern
war? y
A: Modern wars, in the opinion of our Party, are caused
by the conflict of imperialist nations for markets, colonies, sour-
ces of raw material, fields for investment and spheres of activ-
ity. :

Q: What do you mean by “imperialist”, Mr. Cannon? -

A: Those capitalist nations which directly or mdnectly ex-
ploit other countries.

Q: What is the Party’s position on the 1nev1tablht.y of wars
under the capitalist system?
A: As long as the capitalist system remains, and w1th it

“QUR PARTY IS OPPOSED TO

Q: What is the attitude of the Party towards a war which
it designates as an imperialist war?

A: Our Party is unalterably opposed to all imperialist wars.

Q: And what is meant by opposition to imperialist wars?

A: By that we mean that we do not give any support to any
imperialist war. We do not vote for it; we do not vote for any
person that promotes it; we do not speak for it; we do not write
for it. We are in opposition to it.

Q: How does the Socialist Workers Party oppose the idea
of the United States entering into the war?

A: Well, we do it as every other political party promotes
its ideas, on any foreign policy. We write against it in the
paper; we speak against it; we try to create sentiment in any
organization -we can approsch, to adopt resolutions against the
war, If we had members in Congress, they would speak in Con-
rress, in the Senate, against it. In general we carry on public
political agitation against the entry of the United States into
war, and against all measures taken either by the executive or
by Congress which in our opinion lead towards active pa1t1c1pa-
tion in the war.

Q: What do you mean by “active”?

A: For example, all measures which have been taken, which
put the United States into the war, in effect, without a formal
declaration to that effect.

“.Q: What was the Party’s position with reference to amend-
ing the Constitution to give the people the power to declare war?

FOR THE LUDLOW AMENDMENT

A: For quite awhile now we have supported the proposal
that was introduced into Congress, I think by Representative
Ludlow, and is known as the Ludlow Amendment, for an amend-
ment to the Constitution requiring a referendum vote of the
people for the declaration of a war. Our Party supported this
proposal and at times has carried on a very energetic agita-
tion in favor of such an amendment to require a referendum
vote of the people before war could be declared.

Q: And is that still the position of the Party, Mr. Cannon?

those conditions which I have mentioned, which flow automatic-
ally from the operation of the capitalist and imperialist system,
wars, recurring wars, are inevitable.

Q: And can anybody’s opposition, including the opposition
of the Socialist Workers Party to war, prevent wars under the
capitalist system?

ECONOMIC CONFLICTS CAUSE WAR

. i

A: No. Our Party has always stated that it is impossible
to prevent wars without abolishing the capitalist system which
breeds war. It may be possible to delay a war for awhile, but
eventually it is impossible to prevent wars while this system
and its conflicts of imperialist snations, remains.

Q: Then is it true that the Party is of the opinion that
wars are caused by international economic conflicts, and not by
the good-will or bad-will of some people?

A: Yes. That does not eliminate the possibility of inci-
dental attacks being caused by the acts of this or that ruling
group 'of one country or another; but fundamentally wars are
caused by the efforts of all of the capitalist powers to expand
into other fields, and the only way they can get them is by
taking them away from some other power, because the whole
world has been divided up among a small group of imperialist
powers. That is what leads to war, regardless of the will, or
not, of the people.

We do not maintain that the mlmg groups of any of the
imperialist powers now at war really desired the war. We have
stated many times that they would have been glad to have avoided
it; but they could not avoid it and maintain the capitalist sys-
tem in their country. y

ALL IMPERIALIST WARS”

~ A: Yes, that is incorporated as one of the points of prac-
tical daily policy, in the editorial masthead of our paper. If 1
am not mistaken, it appears on the editorial page as one of
our current principles, and every once in awhile there appears
an editorial or an article in the paper attempting to revive
interest in this idea.

Q: If the United States should enter into the European
confliet, what form would the opposition of the Party lake to the
war? -

A: Well, we would maintain our position.

Q: And that is what?

A: That is, we would not become supporters of the war,
even after the war was declared. That is, we would remain an
opposition political party on the war question, as on others.

Q: You would not support the war?

A: That is what I mean, we would not support the war,
in a political sense. '

WHAT THE PARTY WOULD DO DURING WAR

THE COURT: May I ask you to develop the significance
of that last statement?

MR. GOLDMAN: Yes.

Q: When you say, “non-support of the war,” just exactly
what would the Party do during a war, whlch wuuld mdlcate its
non-support of ‘the war? - .

A: Well, insofar as we are permitted our rights, we would
speak against the war as a false policy that should he changed,
in the samie sense, from our point of view, that other parties
might oppose the foreign policy of the Government in time of
war, just as Lloyd George, for example, opposed the Boer War
in public addresses and speeches. Ramsey McDonald, who-later
hecame Prime Minister of England, opposed the war policy of
England during the World War of 1914-1918. We hold our own
point of view, which is different from the point of view of the
two political figures I have just mentioned, and so far as we are
permitted to exercise our right, we would continue to write and
speak for a different foreign policy for America.

ANSWERING THE CHARGES RELATING TO SABOTAGE

Q: Would the Party take any practical steps, so-called, to
show its opposition to war, or non-support of the war?

A: Well, practical steps in what sense?

Q: Would the Party try to sabotage the conduct of the
war in any way?

A: No. The Party has specifically declared against sabo-
tage. We are opposed to sabotage.

Q: What is that — what do' you mean by sabotage?

A: That is, interference with the operation of the indus-
tries, of transportation, or the military forces. Our Party has
never at any time taken a position in favor of obstruction or
sabotage of the military forces in time of war.

Q: And will you explain the reasons why?

A: Well, as long as we are a minority, we have no choice
but to submit to the decision that has been made. A decision
has been made, and is accepted by a majority of the people, to
go to war. Our comrades have to comply with that. Insofar as
they are eligible for the draft, they must accept that, along with
the rest of their generation, and go and perform the duty im-
posed on them, until such time as they convince the majority
for a different policy.

Q: So, essentially, your opposition during a war would be
of the same type as our opposition prior to the war? :

A: A political opposition. That is what we speak of.

ON INSUBORDINATION IN ARMY

Q: Did the Party ever, or does the Party now, advise its
members or any of its sympathizers, or any workers that it

comes in contact with, to create insubordination in the United
States armed forces or naval forces?

A: No.

Q: Will you explain the reason why?

A: Fundamentally the reason is the one I just gave. A
serious political party, which is aiming at a social transforma-

_ tion of society, which is possible only by the consent and sup-

port of the great mass of the population, such a party cannot
attempt while it is a minority to obstruct the carrying out of the
decisions of the majority. By sabotage and insubordination,
breaking discipline and so on, a party would absolutely discredit
itself and destroy its possibilities of convincing people, besides
being utterly ineffective so far as accomplishing anything would
be concerned.

Q: If any expressions have crept into the papels of the
Party which would lead people to believe that the Party would
obstruct the conduct of the war, if war is declared, what would
you say with reference to those expressions?

A: Well, I would say the resolutions of the conference
of September, 1940, and my speeches to the conference which
were published, which speak authoritatively in the name of the
conference, as to Party policy, are the line by which we want to
guide the Party, and the line by which we should be judged.

I personally do not know of any articles or expressions in
the paper that divert from that line, but such expressions, in
the light of the official resolution, and in the light of the offi-
cial speeches, would be obviously unrepresentative of the real
policy of the Party.

THIS IS NOT “A WAR OF DEMOCRACY AGAINST FASCISM”

Q: Will you state the reasons why the Party would not
support a war, conducted by the present Government of the United

States?

A: Well, in general, we do not put any confidence in the
rulirig capitalist group in this country. We do not give them any
support because we do not think they can or will solve the funda-
mental social problems which must be solved m order to save
civilization from shipwreck. ;

We believe that the necessary social transition from the
present system of capitalism to the far more efficient order of
socialism, can only be brought under a leadership of the workers.
The workera. must organize themselves independently of the capi-
talist political parties. They must organize a great party of their
own, develop an independent working class party of their own,
and oppose the policy of the capitalist parties, regardless of

whether they are called the Democratic or Republican, or any- 3

thing else.

Q: What kind of a war would you consider a war wagcd
by the present Government of the United States?

A: T would consider it a capitalist war,

"Q: Why?

A Because Amerlca 15 today a capltahst nation. It is

different from the others only in that it is stronger than the
others and bigger. We do not believe in capitalist policy. We
do not want to conquer any other country. We do not want to
gain any colonies. We do not want bloodshed to make profits
for American capital.

Q: What is the ‘Party’s position on the claim that the
war against Hitler is a war of democracy against fascism?

A: We say that is a subterfuge, that the conflict between
American imperialism and German imperialism is for the domin-
ation of the world. It is absolutely true that Hitler wants to
dominate the world, but we think it is equally true that the
ruling grodp of American capitalists has the same idea, and
we are not in favor of either of them.

We do not think that the Sixty Families who own America
want to wage this war for some sacred principle of democracy.
We think they are the greatést enemies of democracy here at
home. We think they would only use the opportunity of a war
to eliminate all civil liberties at home, to get the best imita-
tion of fascism they can possibly get.

Q: What is the position of the Party with reference to any
imperialist or capitalist enemy of the United States, like Germany
or Italy?

A: We are not pro-Gem_ian. We absolutely are not inter-

ested in the success of any of the ‘imperialist enemies of the
United States.

Q: In case of a conflict between the United States and
Germany, Italy or Japan, what would the Party’s position be
so far as the victory or defeat of the United States, as against
its imperialist enemies?

A: Well, we are certainly not in favor of a v1ctory for
Japan or Germany or any other imperialist power over the
United States.

Q: Is it true then that the Party is as equally opposed to

Hitler, as it is to the capitalist claims of the United States?

A: That is uncontestable. We consider Hitler and Hitler- '
ism the greatest enemy of mankind. We want to wipe it off the
face of the earth. The reason we do not support a declaration
of war by American arms, is because we do not believe the
American capitalists can defeat Hitler and fascism. We think
Hitlerism can be destroyed only by way of conducting a war '
under the leadership of the workers.

Q: What method does the Party propose for the defeat of
Hitler?

OUR PROGRAM CAN BRING ABOUT THE DEFEAT OF HITLER

A: If the workers formed the government I spoke of, if
the workers’ form of government were in power, we would pro-
pose two things:

One, that we issue a declaratwn to the German people, a

A

_]AM[:S P, CANNCN
National Secretary of the Socialist Workers Party

' solemn promise, that we are not going to impose d@nother Ver-
sailles peace on them; that we are not going to cripple the Ger-
man people, or take away their shipping facilities, or take away
their milk cows, as was done in the horrible Treaty of Versailles,
starving German babies at their mothers’ breast, and filling the
German people with such hatred and such demand for revenge
that it made it possible for a monster like Hitler to rally them
with the slogan of revenge against this terrible Treaty of Ver-
sailles. We would say to them:

“We promise you that we will not impose any of those
things upon the German people. On the contrary, we praposaz to
you a reorganization of the world on a fair socialist Lasis, where
the German people, with all their recognized ability and their
genius and labor, can participate equally with us.” That would
be our Party’s first proposal to them,

Second, we would also say to them, “On the other hand, we
are gmng to build I,he blggest army and navy and air furce in

THE RELATION OF THE PARTY

Q: What is the chief method used ]Jy the Party to spread
its ideas?

A: We publish a press and —

Q: What press?

A: We have a weekly paper, and a monthly magazine. We
publish leaflets, pamphlets and books — not so many books, but
as many as we are able to.

Q: How are the editors of the publications designated?

A: They are appointed by the National Committee as a
rule. '

Q: What, if any, control does the Party have over the con-
tents of those publications?

A: Well, the National Committee is responsible for the
publications and exercises general supervision over them.

Q: Well, what methods are used by the National Committee’
to exercise that general supervision?

A: The most important one is the appointment of editors.
The Committee, as a whole, does not edit the paper. They desig-
nate individuals to do it.

Q: And those individuals are responsible for the general
contents of the papers?

A: From issue to issue, yes.

Q: What were the publications of the Party at the time
of the indictment?

A: The Militant —

Q: That is a weekly paper?

A: Yes -— and the Fourth International, a monthly maga-
zine,

Q: And was it always called the Militant?

A: No, at one time it was called the Socialist Appeal.

INTERPRETATIONS OF EVENTS

Q: What is the policy of the Party with reference to per-
mitting various opinions and interpretations of current events
in the Party’s publications?

A: Well, it is not prohibited. Usually, individual members
of the Party write articles with a certain slant, on current events,
that is not necessarily shared by the majority of the Committee.

Q: And does the Party take any steps to prevent such ex-
pressions of opinion contrary to the majority?

A: No. As I say, it is not prohibited. We do not have a
completely airtight uniformity, about every question, in the press.

EDITORIALS, SIGNED COLUMNS

A: An editorial is more authoritative, and the Party bears
greater responsibility for it than for a signed article. If an ar-
ticle is signed by an individual member, the possibility exists
at,any time that it is not fully responsive to the official opinion-
of the Party, or the opinion of the editorial board. Columnists
have more latitude than writers of signed articles. Columns are
not to be tampered with by the editor, unless there is something
of a very fundamental nature raised against them.

Q: What would be the attitude of the f’a;ty towards col-
umns or signed articles written by older and more responsible
‘ members of the Party, and columns and signed articles written
by less well-known members of the Party?

A: Well, so far as their impression on the Party itself is
concerned, a column that is written by a prominent leader of the
Party is taken with greater weight than columns written by un-
known columnists. We have such columnists and have had in
the past humorous columns, some of which depart more or less
from the regular line of thought of the Party, but they are
not as a rulg taken with the weight of authority that would be
given to a column signed by the most prominent leaders of the
National Committee.

Q So that a cqumn or an article mgned by you would

the world, to put at your disposal, to help smash Hitler by -
force of arms on one front, while you revolt against him on the
home front.”

I think that would be the program, in essence, of our Party,
which the Workers' and Farmers’ Government of America would
advance so far as Hitler is concerned, and we believe that is the
only way Hitlerism will be destroyed, only when the Great Pow-
ers on the other side can successfully prevail upon the German
people to rise against Hitler, because we must not forget —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT (prosecutor): You have answere&
the question, Mr. Cannon.

Q: Now, until such time as the workers and farmers in: the
United States establish. their own government and use-their
own methods to defeat Hitler, the Socialist Workers Party must
submit to the majority of the people — is that right?

* A: That is all we can do. That is all we propose .to do.

Q: And the Party's position is that there will be no ob-
struction of ways and means taken by the Government for the
effective prosecution of its war?

A: No obstruction in a military way, or by mmonty Tevo-
lution; on the contrary, the Party has declared positively. agalnst
any such procedure.

THE WAR WILL BE FOLLOWED

‘BY REVOLUTION

Q: What is the opinion of the Party as to the relatlonshlp
between war and a possible revolutionary situation?

A: Well, wars frequently have been followed by revolu-
tion; wars themselves are the expression of a terrible social erisis,
which they are unable to solve. Misery and suffering grow at
such a tremendous pace in war, that it often leads to revolution.

The Russo-Japanese war of 1904 produced the Russian revo-
lution of 1905. The World War of 1914 produced the Russian
revolution of 1917, the Hungarian revolution, near-revolution in
Italy, and the revolution in Germany and Austria; and in general,
a revolutionary situation developed over the whole continent of.
Europe, as the result of the first World War.

I think it is highly probable that if the war in Europe con-
tinues, that the mass of the people, especially in Europe, will
undertake to put a stop to the slaughter by revolutionary means.

Q: So that it would be correct to say that a revolutionary
situation is created by a war, and not by the Socialist Worke‘rs
Party, if a revolutionary situation will arise?

A: I would say it is created by the privations of the capl-
talist system, which are tremendously accelerated by a war.

TO OUR PRESS

Especially, we have columnists-to write columns., They are given
a certain latitude for personal expression, within certain limits.
Of course we would not permit anyone to write against socialism
in the paper, or against the basic principles, unless it was when
a principle was being considered prior to a conyention. -

Q: With reference to predictions or opinions about future '
oceurrences, would you say the Party is more liberal in grantlng
that freedom?

A: Yes, it must necessarily be, because predictions are not
verifiable, completely, until after the event, and different opin-

" ions arise. We have had in the Party, especially since the out-

break of the World War, conflicting opinions as to when the
United States would make formal entry into the war, or whether
or not the United States would enter the war. There were not
very many that doubted that it would, but I heard some people
in the Party express such opinions.

DIFFERENCES OF OPINION

Q: And would you say that the opinions of Party members
with reference to a possible future revolutionary situation is in
that category of opinion, concerning which there are many dif-
ferences of opinion?

A: Yes, there must necessarily be.

Q: Do you include in that category also, predictions as to
whether the revolution would be accompanied by force or not?

A: Well, within limits, within limits. There is more agree-
ment among the educated leaders of the Party who have studied
history and Marxism — there is more agreement on that question,
than on such a question as to the prospect of entry into the
present World War.

Q: But there can be, and there are, dlfferences of opinion
as to the exact time of the revolutionary situation and the ap-
proximate development of it? ’

A: As to the time of a revolution, that is absolutely specu-
lative. There isn’t anybody in the Party that has anything more
than a tentative opinion on that question. A

Q: Does the leadership of the Party make any distinction
between editorials, and columns, and signed articles, in the press"’

A: Yes, I think a distinction is made among all three of
them.

Q: What distinction is made?

AND ARTICLES IN OUR PRESS

necessarily represent greater authority than one signed by an
unknown member of the Party?
A: Yes, or one signed by you.

RESPONSIBILITY FOR SOME MATERIAL

Q: Would you make any distinction between official reso-
lutions of the Party and editorials?

A: Yes. A resolution is a formal document approved by"
the National Committee itself, or by a convention. It is thought
out, and becomes an official statement of the Party. In my
opinion that carries and should carry a greater weight than an
editorial which might be knocked out by an editor while he is
rushing the paper to press, and is not written with the same
care and preciseness of expression which obtains when a resolu-
tion is formally signed by the National Committee.

Q: Is it the custom of you, or of myself or anybody else !
in authority, to look over every editorial written for the pr’eﬁé,‘?

A: Well, I presume that would be the ideal way, but it
does not work out, because the paper goes to press every week,
and frequently the editors who are 1mmedxately responsible for
the paper rush copy over to the printer “to keep him satisfied,
without giving it the necessary blue-pencﬂlng That happens

(Contmued on, Page 4) g



iy Rl e L R e i a 2 R s

G T e S s b e e e s 4 i L Lt et T Sl s

THE MILITANT

DECEMBER &, 1941

Want Military Trainin Under Control Of T he Unions

¢

Our Military Policy Alone Provides The Kind Of Training And Leadership That Can Destroy Fascism

(Continued from page 3)

I think frequently on any publication that is of frequent is-
suahce, ’

Q: And, frequently you and I are away from the office for
months at a time?

A: Yes. We travel a great deal.

@: And the paper goes to press without us?

A: Yes, they don’t miss us much in that respect.

Q: Does the Party accept officially all opinions expressed
in signed articles, or even editorials?

A: No. I would say, not officially, no. Signed articles by
prominent leaders of the Party, in the minds of the Party mem-
bers, have at least a semi-official status, I think, but they do

~not have the weight of a formal resolution of the Committee,

or of a convention.

CIRCULATION OF THE PARTY PRESS

Q: What is the circulation of the Militant, the weekly
organ of the Party? '
~ - A: T think it is between 15,000 and 20,000 at the present
time.

Q: What is the-’eirculation of the Feourth International?

A: T think about 4,000. That is the magazine.

Q: Now, besides the Militant and the Fourth International,
you said that pamphlets are pubhshed"

A:  Yes.

. Qr Have you any idea how many pamphletq have been pub-
lished in the last year or so?

A: Oh, I imagine half a dozen — not more.

Q: Referring to the Declaration of Principles, what is your
best estima{:e as to the number of those pamphlets published?

‘A¢ T think the first edition was 5,000 or 10,000 — I am not
sure which. That was published in 1938.

‘Q: Were there any subsequent editions?

A: No.

Q: So when you say fthe first edition” you mean the only
edition?

A: Yes, that is correct. The amendments that were made
were not incorporated in a new edition. They were only printed
in the press.

Q: And what is your best opinion as to the time when that
Declaration of Principles was fairly well exhausted, and no more
copies left, to give to the various branches for sale?

A: Well, as I recall it, the great bulk of them were sold
or distributed in the first period. Thereafter they were sold in

THE POSITION WE ADOPTED ON

Q: Now will you please explain what is called the military
policy of the Party?

A: The military policy of the Party is mcorporated in the
decisions of the conference a year ago, in September, 1940. At
that time we ealled a special conference of the Party, in connec-
tion with a plenary meeting of the National Committee, to con-
sider this particular guestion, our attitude towards conscription
and the further progress of the war situation, and there we adopt-
ed, a resolution substantially as follows:

Point 1: As long as conscription has been adopted as the
law, and once it was law, referring to the Selective Service Act,
all Party members must eomplywith this law, must register
and must not oppose the registration of others. On the contrary,
the Party specifically opposes the position of such, groups as
conscientious objectors. While we admire the courage and in—
tegrity of a rather high order that it takes to do what the con-
scientious objectors have done, we have written against their
policy and said it is wrong for individuals to refuse to register
when the great mass of their generation are going to war. So
far as we are concerned, if the young generation of American
workers goes to war, our Party members go with them, and share
in all their dangers and hardships and experience.

Point 2: In our resolution is that our comrades have got
to be good soldiers, the same way that we tell a comrade in a
factory that he must be the best trade umienist and the best
mechanic in order to gain the confidence and respect of his fel-
lew-workers. We say, in the military service, he must be the
best soldier; he must be most efficient in the use of whatever

dribbles to the branches. Whether the whole edition was sold or,

exhausted, I really don't know. I don’t remember.

Q: Did the Party continue to sell the Declaration of Prin-
ciples subsequent to its suspension?

A: No. There was an order issued by the Political Com-
mittee to the literature department not to send out any more
after the decision of the December convention.

Q: But copies that were left in the possession of the branch-
es remained there for sale, did they not?

A: Well, in the branches where there are book stores,
they sell everything. In fact, they are encouraged to sell his-
torical documents and pamphlets and books of other parties.

INTERPRETATIONS OF PARTY POLICY

Q: Would you say that there is a difference between gen-
eral Party policy, which may or may not be misinterpreted by
members of the Party, and a decision of the Party with reference
to deing something concrete? i

A: Yes. One is much clearer than the other.

Q: Explain that, will you please.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: That explains itself, I think.

MR. GOLDMAN: No, I don’t think so,

A (continued): To make a decision of the Party to parti-
cipate in a given election — in that event, the Party members
have to get out and gather signatures to put a eandidate on the
ballot. That has to be done once the decision is made. On the
other hand, a declaration of policy about the conflict between
the AFL and the CIO is not so easily assimilated. As a matter
of fact, it is a continual question of difference of interpretation,
which arises even among members of the Committee after the
policy has been made.

I can cite, as an illustration, that since we were here for
this trial we have had occasion — those of us who are here —
to complain about articles and some editorials in the paper on
the trade unien question. We thought it did not exactly follow
the last resolution of the Party. We had occasion to complain
also about their handling of the German-Russian war. We
thought their approach was not entirely in accord with the
resclution as we interpreted it.

Q: So even when an official resolution is adopted, there
are always, subsequent to the adoption, differences of opinion
as to the interpretation of that resolution?

A: Yes, that is possible at any time.
occur, but it is quite possible.

CONSCRIPTION

weapons and arms he is assigned to, and submit to discipline,
and be concerned about the welfare of fellow-soldiers in order
to establish his position in their respect and confidence.

THE COURT: May I inquire whether or not this is an oral
or a written policy that Mr. Cannon has just given?

EXHIBITS RELATING TO THIS POSITION

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, I think the Government has in-
troduced —

MR, SCHWEINHAUT: Let the witness answer the ques-
tion.,

MR. GOLDMAN: The Court is asking me the question.

THE COURT: Yes, I am asking you. I was hoping you
might develop it from the witness.

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, the Government introduced the ex-
hibit referred to by Mr. Cannon.

THE WITNE?;S: I think my speeches at the conference
in Chicago last September were introduced as exhibits here,
some extracts from them at least.

MR. GOLDMAN: Yes, I am sure they were,

THE WITNESS: This policy was developed there, and the
speech was an official speeech I made on behalf of the National
Committee at the conference.

MR. GOLDMAN: I am not introducing many things, be-
cause the Government has introduced them for me.

THE COURT: Mr. Myer, you should be able to put your
finger on those particular exhibits, I believe.

MR. MYER: I think they are exhibits 116 and 186.

It does not always

MILITARY TRAINING UNDER DIRECTION OF TRADE UNIONS

Q: Now, were there any other points discussed and adopted
at that conference, with reference to the military policy of the
Party?

A: Yes...We came out in favor of the idea of econscrip-
tion, universal military training. That is predicated on the idea
that at the present time the whole world is in arms, that all
decisions nowadays are being made by arms, or with the threat
of arms. In such a situation, we must recognize that the work-
ers must also become trained in the military arts. We are in
favor of universal military training, according to our official de-
cisipn; but we are not in favor, that is, we do not give political
support, to the method that is used by the present capitalist
government.

We propose that the workers should get military training
in special camps under the direction of the trade unions; that
the government should furnish a part of its military funds in
appropriations to equip those camps with the necessary arms
and materials and instructors, but the camps should be under
the auspices of the trade unions.

CAMPS TO TRAIN WORKERS AS OFFICERS

There should be also special camps set up under the auspices
of the unions, for the training of workers to become officers.
Government funds should be appropriated for this purpose, so
that a condition can be created to remove one of the greatest
defects and sources of dissatisfaction in the present military
apparatus: that is the social gulf between the worker or farmer-
soldier, and the officer from another class, who does not have
an understanding of the soldier’s problem and does not have the
proper attitude towards him,

We believe the workers are entitled to have as officers men
out of their own ranks whom they have learned to respect in
the course of their work and commen struggle with them, such
as picket captains, leaders of unions, men who have distinguish-

'I'HE CAUSE OF GRIEVANCES IN

In your opinion, if there have been such incidents, what
is the cause of them?

A: Well, I think there are a number of causes of discon-
tent and dissatisfaction in the conscript army. That is a mat-
ter of public comment in all the newspapers and magazines,
and various opinions and theories have been expressed as to the
reasons for it.

Q: How does the Party propose to realize the demands for
compulsory training under trade union control?

A: Well, our program is a legislative program. Everything
we propose we would have incorporated into law. If we had
a delegation in Congress, they would .introduce a bill, or a series
of bills, providing for the incorporation into the. law of the
country of these proposals, these military proposals of ours:

ed themselves in the affairs of workers’ organizations, and who
come from the rank and file of the workers. Such men as offi-
cers would be much more concerned about the welfare of the
rank and file of soldiers than a college boy from Harvard or
Yale, who never saw a factory, and never rubbed elbows with
the worker, and considers him an inferior being.

That is, I would say, the heart of our military proposal, of
our military policy.

CIVIL RIGHTS FOR THE SOLDIERS

Q: What is the position of the Party with reference to civil
rights in the army?

A: Oh, yes. We stand also foy soldiers’ citizens’ rights.
We do not agree with the idea that when you take a million
and a half young men out of civil life, that they cease to have
the rights of citizens. We think they should have all the rights
of citizens. They should have the right to petition Congress; they
should have the right to vote; they should have the right to
elect committees to present their grievances; they should have
the right to elect their own officers, at least the minor officers,
and in general they should have the democratic rights of citizens,
and we advocate that. We advocate legislation to confer upon the
soldiers. those rights, and deing away with the present ineffi-
cient military set-up. )

Q: Did the Party officially, or to your knowledge, did any
Party member now in the service, ever attempt to create insubor-
dination in the ranks of the armed forces?

A: Not to my knowledge.

Q: If there have been incidents of insubordination within
the last year, or since the Selective Service Act was passed, did
the Party either know about it, or participate in the creation
of that insubordination?

A: So far as my knowledge goes, the Party has not had
any knowledge of any such incidents, except insofar as they may
have been reported in the daily press.

THE ARMED FORCES

Q: Did any authoritative leader of the Party ever refer to
Plattsburg as an example?

THE EXAMPLE OF PLATTSBURG

A: Yes. In fact, that was part of the origin of the idea.
Ag I said before, the chief sore point in the military set-up is
the class distinction between the officers and the ranks. We
know that in the period prior to the first World War, special

camps were set up for the training of business and professional

men to be officers in the army. Plattsburg was one of these.
This was a part of the so-called preparedness campaign, before
the United States finally got into the war. The government ap-
propriated some funds, and some business men donated funds.
The government provided instructors, and furnished the neces-

sary equipment for the training of a large number of business
and professional men who were ultimately to be officers in Lh(.
army.

We cannct see why the workers should not have the same
rights. We think it is perfectly fair and reasonable, certainly
it is compatible with the existing laws. As I said before, it is
a legislalive proposal on our part. Wé would if we could, incor-
porate that into the law of the country.

THE COURT: We will take our
time.

morning recess at this

(MORNING RECESS)

Q: I call your attention, Mr. Cannon, to the testimony of
some witnesses for the prosecution to the effect that certain
Party members told them to join the Army, and then to start
to kick about the food, and create dissatisfaction. What can you
say with reference to the Party pclicy about that?

A: In the military forces, as far as our information goes
from members who have been drafted and from others whom —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Now, just a moment. You are not
answering the question at all. He asked you whether the Party
had a policy, whether it dces or does not. If so, tell us what
that policy is, not what vou heard from people in the service.

THE WITNESS: I want to explain why our policy is what
it is.

THE COURT: We have not heard that there is a policy yet.

Q: Is there a policy?

A: Yes, we have a policy on everything.

2Q: What is that policy?

A: The policy is not to support or to initiate any agitation
about food. I want to tell you the reason.

So far as our knowledge goes, from members of the Party
vho have been drafted and whom we have seen on furleugh, and

from other investigation, there is not mugh dissatisfaction with
the food in the present set-up.

Q: And if there is any dissatisfaction with food, what would
you say it was caused by?

NO GRIEVANCES WITHOUT FOUNDATION

A: So far as our informatien goes, there are only isolated ~

cases now. We do not propose to kick about the food if the
food is satisfactory. If the food is bad, the soldiers will kick
about it themselves, and they should kick about it. .

Q: What would you say about the testimony of these wit-
nesses —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: T object to that.

MR. GOLDMAN: Strike it out.

Q: Then will you state definitely, what is the policy of the
Party with reference to creating dissatisfaction in the army,
when causes for dissatisfaction do not exist?

A: T do net know of anything in the Parly program or
‘Party literature that proposes to incite grievances without foun-
dation. Where causes, for dissatisfaction exist, “they create the
dissatisfaction, not the Party.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Just a moment, please.

Q: If there have been grievances, and if there has been
dissatisfaction, is the Party in any way responsible for that?

A: No, I don’t think so, in any way at all That is the pres-
ent situation.

Q: And the people who have charge of feeding the army
are the ones responsible for that, or for the grievances?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Well, that is leading.

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, he has not objected, so. you may
proceed and answer it.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Then I will object to it now.

THE COURT: I will sustain the objection.

HOW WE SEEK TO PUT MILITARY POLICY INTO EFFECT

Q: Now, on the question of military training under trade

union control — you were speaking about Plattsburg at the time
of the recess. Will you continue and explain further the policy
on that?
E A: T used that as an illustration of how special camps were
instituted and government instructors provided to train business
and professional men in the l)el iod shortly prior to our entry
into the last World War.

In the Spanish Civil War all the parties and unions not only
had their own training camps authorized by the government, but
even supplied their own regiments, in the' fight against the fas-
cist army of Franco.

Q: Now, the present trade unions are not under the control
of the Party, are they?

A: 'Ng, they are under the control, essentially or practically
completely, of leaders who are in harmony with the present
Roosevelt administration.

Q: As I understand, the Party favors military training un-
der trade union control?

A: Yes. The idea is to give to the unions as they are, a
wider authority and supervision over their people.

Q: And that pclicy is not dependent upon the Party con-
trolling the trade uniens?

A: No. We can only take our chances that we will be in
the minority in those training camps, as we are in the unions.

WE WOULD INTRODUCE IT INTO CONGRESS

Q: What measures do you propose in order to effectuate
the policy of military training under trade union contrecl?

A:  As I think I said before, it is a proposal for a legisla-
tive program. We would have such a bill introduced into Congress
and passed, if we had the power, or if we could gain the support
of Congressmen who are opposed to us on other grounds, but
who would agree to this, This is a program that is not neces-
sarily soeialist.

Q: If any member of the Party would either attempt to
obstruct the Selective Serviee Act, or advise the obstruction of
it, what would the Party do about that?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: That is ¢bjected to on the ground
that there has been no evidence offered by the Government that
the Party attempted to obstruct the Selective Service Act.

MR. GOLDMAN: Then the Government admits that the
Party has-not attempted to obstruct the Selective Service Act?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: We have not attempted to show
that there was any attempt to interfere with the Selective Ser-
vice Act.

MR. GOLDMAN: I gathered that questions were asked a
number of witnesses, as to their age, and the necessity of their
‘going intc service, with an intention on the part of the prosecu-
tion to prove that we, somehow or another, tried to interfere.
If the Government says, “No”, I will drop that.

SCHWEINHAUT “CLEARS ATMOSPHERE”

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: We will clear the atmosphere on
that right now. We do not contend' that the Party attempted to
keep anybody from registering for the draft, or in that respect
to impede thé progress of the Selective Service Act. What our
evidence tended to show was what the Party members were sup-
posed to do after they got intc the army.

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, that is cleared up, then.

Q: If any Party member, after entering the Service, or be-
fore entering service in the army, would attempt to obstruet in
any way the functioning of the army, or would advise any such
attempt, what would be the policy of the Party with reference
to such a Party member?

A: That would be a viclation of the Party policy.

@: And what measures would be taken, if any, to deal with
that particular Party member?.

A: Well, T think he would be advised to change his att:-.
tude, or at least to discontinue his action.

Q: And if he persisted in such a policy, what would the
Party do?

A: There would not be any alternative except to make
clear that the Party has no responsibility for such action, and
pessibly we would expel him from the Party.

Q: Did you hear a witness for the Government testify that
he was told by some Party member to go to Fort Snelling and
create dissatisfaction? I think that was the gist of the testimony.
Did you hear that?

A: Something to that effect.

@: What is the Party’s policy with reference to any cre-
ating of dissatisfaction in Fort Snelling or any other military
camp?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I objeet to that, because he has
answered what it was at least twice.

THE COURT: Objection sustained.

THE PARTY'S POSITION ON THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

Q: Does the Party have an official position on the Russian
Revolution, Mr. Cannon?

A: Yes.

Q: What is that position? Has it ever been adopted in
the form of an official resolution?

A: It is incorporated in the Declaration of Principles.

Q: What is that position? :

A: That the Party supports —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Just a moment. I will object te
that on the ground that, the witness having stated that it is
incorporated in the Declaration of Principles, therefore, it speaks
for itself.

MR. GOLDMAN: An explanation of the Declaration Df
Principles is in order.

THE COURT: He may answer. /

A (Continuing): We support the Russian Revolution of 1917.
We consider that it embodies the doetrines and the theories of
Marxism which we. uphold.

Q: How many revolutions were there in Russia in 19177

A: There was a revolution in February according to the
Russian calendar, in March according to the modern calendar,
which developed into the proletarian revolution of November Tth
according to the modern calendar.

“MOST PROGRESSIVE EVENT IN HISTORY”

Q: What is the general position taken by Marxists with
reference to the Russian Revolution?

A: The one that I have given here, in support of the revo-
lution. *

Q: And what does “support” mean?

‘A: Well, that is a rather mild — it would be a mild descrip-
tion of our attitude. We consider it the greatest and most pro-
gressive event in the entire history of mankind.

@Q: And I think you said in your reply to a previous ques-
tiom, that you consider the doctrines embodied in that revolutlon
as Marxist doctrines? Explain that.

A: The theory of Marxism in our opinion was completely
vindicated in the Russian Revolution, and the theory of Marxism,
which is the establishment of a government of workers and
peasants, which undertakes to bring about a social transforma-
tion from capitalism towards socialism — all this was under-
taken in the Russian Revelution.

Q: That is, insofar as the Russian Revolution put the work-
ers and peasants in power, and expropriated the capitalists, we
support that revolution?

A:  Yes.

Q: That is the special meaning of that revolution?

A: That is the essence of the matter,

Q: Now, can you tell us anything about the legality of that
revolution?

A: Yes. . ;

THE COURT: Judged by what standards?

MR. GOLDMAN: What I mean by that is to have him
explain exactly how the revolution occurred, because counsel for
the Government tries to present it as a violent upheaval of the
minority against the majority, and the facts are the very con-
trary. I want the witness to explain the nature of that revo-

lution, g

THE FEBRUARY REVOLUTION OVERTHREW CZARISM o

A: The Czar and Czarism were overthrown in March by an
uprising of the masses, of the people in the big cjties, and the
peasants.

Q: Was the Bolshevik Party responsible for that uprising
in any way?

A: No, the Bolshevik Party was a very infinitesimal group
at the time of the March revolution.

Q: What is the meaning of Bolshevism?

A: The word “Bolshevik” i a Russian word meaning
“majority”. It acquired .a political meaning in the Russian
Social-Democratic Labor Party. In the Congress of 1903 a con-
troversy developed which divided the party into groups, the
majority and the minority, the majority called the Bolsheviks
and the minority called Mensheviks.

Q: Those are Russian words, meaning minority and major-
ity ? "
A: Yes. They split up, and divided into parties. Each call-

ed itself the Russian Social Democratic Labor Party, and in
parentheses on the end “Bolsheviks” or “Mensheviks”, as the
case might be.

Q: "Now, will you proceed and tell the jury what happened
during the.October revolution, or in our calendar in November,
1917.

A: Well, to show the chronology:

SOVIETS ESTABLISHED EVERYW HERE

When Czarism was overthrown by the masses of the people,
the whole structure of that tyranny was destroyed. A new gov-
ernment was constituted, but the new government machinery
was based on the Soviets, which sprang up spontaneously in
the revolutionary upheaval. Soviets of workers and soldiers were
established everywhere. In Petrograd, the workers and soldiers
sent delegates — deputies — to the central council or, as they

(Continued on page 5)
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called it, the Soviet; similarly in Moscow and other places. This
body was recognized as authoritative.

The government that was constituted after the overthrow
of the Czar was headed by Prince Lvov, with Miliukov as Foreign
Minister; it derived.its authority from the Soviets of Workers’
and Soldiers’ Deputies and the Soviets of Peasants’ Deputies.

In April they had a National All-Russian conference of the
Workers’ and Soldiers’ Soviets, and there they elected an All-
Russian Central Exeeutive Committee of the Workers’ and Sol-
diers’ Soviets. In May, the Peasant Soviets had an All-Russian
Congress and elected an All-Russian Central Executive Committee
of the peasants.

Q: What proportion of the population did those Soviets
represent ?

A: They represented the people, the great mass of the
people. I think it was impossible even to speak in terms of major-
ities or minorities. They were the masses themselves, The peas-
ants and the scldiers and the workers were the people; those
two bodies, the All-Russian Central Executive Committee of the
Workers’ and Soldiers’ Soviets and the All-Russian Central Exe-
cutive Committee of the Peasant Soviets, formed a joint body
which was recognized as the .most authoritative and representa-
tive body in Russia. It was by their consent that the govern-
ment eabinet ruled.

The All-Russian Executive Committee of the Soviets repudi-
ated Miliukov, who was the leader of the bourgeoisie. The So-
viet body opposed him because of his foreign policy, involving
secret treaties that had been exposed. He therefore had to resign,
because without the support of the Soviets, authority was lack-
ing; and I think that could be likened, as an analogy, to the
French system of the resignation of the Prime Minister when
there is a no-confidence wote in the Chamber.

Q: So that the Soviets constituted the authority of the
people of Russia?

A: That is vight.

Q: In what way did the Bolsheviks progress to power?

THE ROLE OF THE BOLSHEVIKS

A: I wish to go on with the chronology, if you will permit
me.

Following the fall of Miliukov, Xerensky rose — there is
a popular impression in this ceuntry that he became Premier
with the fall of the Czar. That is not so. Kerensky became
Premier in July. He was made a Minister and eventually Pre-
mier because he was a member of the Social Revolutionary
Party. That was the Peasant party, which then led the Soviets.
He was also supported by the worker element, because he had been
a labor lawyer. That was the basis of Kerensky's office; that is,
his authority was derived directly from the Soviets.

Now in this period the Bolsheviks were a small minority.
They did not create the Soviets. The Soviets were created by the
masses; they were initiated by the masses. Neither the Bolshe-
vik Party nor any other party could do anything without the
gupport of the Soviets. In the midst of the revolution of 1905
and again in the overthrow of the Czar in 1917, the Soviets
sprang up spontaneously.

The most infliential one naturally was in Petrograd, which
was the seat of government. The Bolsheviks were a small minor-

HOW THE BOLSHEVIK PARTY

Ar An armed action of 4 small group. The Bolshevik Party
‘demanded; with Lenin as their spokesman, that the Social Revo-
lutionary Party and the Menshevik Party take complete control
of the government by removing the bourgeois ministers and
make it a completely labor and peasant government, and they
Issued the promise that, “If you do that, we promise that as
long as we are in the minority, we will not try to overthrow
you. We will not support you pelitically, we will criticize you,
but we will not undertake to overthrow the government as long
as we are in' the minority.” That was the policy of the Bol-
sheviks in the March days of the revolution against the Czar,
and into July.

In July the workers in Petrograd staged a demonstration
with arms, against the advice of the Bolsheviks. The ‘Bolsheviks
advised against it on the ground that it might unduly proveke
the situation, and tried to persuade the workers in Petrograd not
to go into that aetion. It was not a rebellion; it was simply a
parade with arms. This action, carried out by the Petrograd
workers against the advice of the Bolsheviks, brought repres-
sions against the workers on the part of thg Kerensky govern-
ment.

Then the Kerensky government undertook to diseredit and
frame-up the Bolshevik Party. They accused Lenin and Trotsky
of being German spies. This was the predecessor of Stalin’s
Moscow Trials. They accused Lenin and Trotsky and the Bol-
sheviks pf being German spies. Trotsky was thrown into jail,
Lenin was forced into hiding, and repressions continued ag'ainst
the Bolsheviks, but it did not do any good, because the policy
and slogans of the Bolsheviks were growing in pepularity. One
by one the great factories and soldiers’ regiments began to vote
in favor of the Bolshevik program. )

THE ATTEMPTED UPRISING OF KORNILOV

In September an attempt at eounter-revelution was made
under the leadership of General Kornilov, who could be properly
described as a Russian Monarchist-Fascist. He orgamized an
army and undertook to overthrow the Kerensky government in
Petrograd, with the idea of restoring the old regime.

The Kerensky government, that had put Trotsky in jail, had
to release him from prison to get the support of his party to
fight down the counter-revolutionary army of Kornilov.

Trotsky was brought from prison, and went directly to the
Military-Revolutionary Committee, in which government men also
sat, and there drew up with them plans for a joint fight against
Kornilov. Kornilov was’ crushed; the counter-revolution was
crushed, primarily by the workers under the inspiration of the
Bolshevik Party. They tied up his rallroad trains; he could not
move his troops; his best troops were induced to fight against
him, and his counter-revolution was crushed.

As this was going on, the Bolsheviks became more popular all
the time, as the genuine representatives of the revolution. They
gained the majority in the Petrograd Seviet, the most influential
Soviet in the country, and in Moscow and others. The Kerensky

government was losing ground because it was not solving any of

the problems of the people. The Bolsheviks’ slogans of “Bread”,
“Peace”, “Land”, and other slogans — those were the slogans that
the masses wanted.

On November Tth was held the Congress of the All-Russian
Soviets of Workers and Soldiers. The Bolsheviks had a majority
there, and simultaneously with the meeting of the Soviets, where
the Bolsheviks had a majority, they took the power from the
government.

VIOLENCE AND THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION

Q: And was there any violence connected with the gain-
ing of the majority by the Bolsheviks?

A: Very little — just a little scuffling, that's all.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: That was in Petrograd?

THE WITNESS: In Petrograd, yes. That was also where

the Czar was overthrown.
Q: And subsequently to the’ gainmg of the ma]orlty by the
Bolshewks what vwience, if any, occurred"

Peaceful Revolut

It Exists Until Ruling Class Resorts To Violence

FARRELL DOBBS, Labor Secretary of the Socialist Workers
Party and former General Organizer for the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters. (Testimony on Page 2)

ity in this Soviet at the time'of the overthrow of the Czar.
When Kerensky became Premier, the combination of his Social
Revolutionary Party and the Menshevik Socialist Party — those
two parties together had an overwhelming majority in the So-
viets, and ruled by virtue of that. The Bolsheviks were an op-
posing faction.

During that time Lenin, as the spokesman for the Bolsheviks,
said over and over again, “As long as we are in the minority
in the Soviets, all we can do is patiently explain.” The Bol-
shevik Party opposed any attempt to seize power by a putsch.

Q: What is a putsch?

CAME TO POWER

A: One point more first. A month or so later, a special
All-Russian Congress of the.Peasant :Soviets met, and. there
also the Bolsheviks had a majority. Then the minority with-
drew from those authoritative bodies of government, and began
an opposition struggle against the Bolshevik government.

Q: What violence, if any, occurréd, and who initiated the
violence ?

A: That began following the armed struggle against the
government. '

HOW SOVIETS WERE ELECTED

Q: Who began it? _

A: The Czarists, the White Russian element, the bourgeoisie
generally, the deposed capitalists and others. They undertook
a counter-revolution, and the civil war that ensued lasted until
almost 1921. The civil war lasted so long because the White
Guard and bourgeois elements received the support, first, of the
Germans, and then of England and France, and even, the United
States sent an expedition. .

The. Soviet government had to fight against the whole ecapi-
talist world, on top of fighting against their own opposition at
home; and the fact that the Bolsheviks represented the great
majority of the people was best evidenced by the fact that they
were victorious in this civil war, not only against their opponents
at home, but also against the outside powers who supplied the
upposttmn with arms, soldiers and funds. =

Q: How were the Soviets in those days elected?

A: They were elected in the factory workers’ meetings;
that is, the factory workers would gather to elect their delegate.
Each Soviet constituted a unit of government, and the combina-
tion of Soviets constituted the government.

In the Soviet system, the factories select delegates, according
to their number, one for each 1,000, or whatever the proportion
may be. The soldiers’ regiments do the same; the peasants or
dirt farmers do the same, so that the government established in
that way, by those Soviets, represents the whole mass of the
people who are involved in productive activity.

Q: What was the number of members of the Bolshevik
Party at the time of the Russian Revolution in November, 1917?

A: Well, the most authoritative figure 1 have seen given
is 260,000, or a quarter of a milljon. That seems to be the figure
that has the best authority.

BOLSHEVIKS SUPPORTERD BY
GREAT MAJORITY

Q: And what proportion of the populatmn supported the
Bolshevik Party at that time?

A: Well, in my opinion, the great majority of the workers,
peasants-and soldiers supported them at the time they took power
and afterwards.

Q: From which group or class of society did the Bolshevik
Party get most of its members ?

A: From the workers. It was a workers’ party, a party
of industrial workers and agricultural laborers. There were some
peasants in the party, but the party was primarily constituted
of industrial workers in the cities, agricultural laborers and some
intellectuals, some educated people who had put themselves at the
service of the workers in the party.

Q: What is the best authority as to the number of workers
in Russia at the time of the revolution—by “workers” meaning
industrial workers?

A. 5,000,000.

Q: And the majority of the population co-nalated of peas-
ants?

A: DPeasants, yes.

Q: What is your opinion as to the number of members that
the Socialist Workers Party will probably have when the majority
of people in this country adopt the program of the party?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I object to that, Your Honor.

THE COURT: What is the basis of your objection?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: -He is asking this witness to guess
today as to the number of members that the Socialist Workers

o a g el it i

Party will have when a majority of the people in the United
States adopt its policy.

THE COURT: There are too many elements of bpeculatlon
in that. Objection sustained.

“CLEAR AND PRESENT DANGER” DOCTRINE

MR. GOLDMAN: I want to urge this, Your Honor; one of
the elements in this case is, as Your Honor knows, the “clear and
present danger” doctrine. I ought to be permitted to develop the
size of the party now, and the approximate size in the opinion
of experts, that the Party will have, must have, at the time a
majority adopts the program of the Party, to show, 1 submit, the
relative position of the Party at the present time. If, for instance,
it would be necessary to have a party of three million or four
million. and at this time there is a party of 2,000, you could
readily see how the doctrine of “clear and present danger” ap-
plies to that situaticn.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: It clearly calls for speculation, as
to events in the future, that no one can possibly know about now.

THE COURT: I do not see any tangible factor that has

ions

been suggested by the witness, or is involved in the question, that
would justify the assumption that he could answer that without
indulging in a great deal of speculation. I will adhere to the
ruling.

€: On the basis of the proportion of Party members to wage
workers in the Russian revolution, have you an opinion as to the
probable proportion of Party members to wage workers in the
United States at the tiime a majority adopts the program of the
Socialist Workers Party?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Same objection.

MR. GOLDMAN: “Have you an opinion” — that is all T am
asking now.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: What good is his opinion? How
can he answer that without indulging in a great deal of specula-
tion ?

THE COURT: Do you object to it?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Yes.

THE COURT: Objection sustained.

MR. GOLDMAN: Exception.

Q: What is the Party membership at present, Mr. Cannon?

A: About 2,000.

Q: Then the figure testified to by Bartlett was correct,
about? %

MR, SCHWEINHAUT:
Honor please.

I object to that question, if Your

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TROTSKY AND STALIN

MR. GOLDMAN: All right — question withdrawn.

Q: Will you tell the Court and jury what differences arose
between Stalin and Trotsky subsequent to the Revolution?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I object to that, because I do not
see any materiality or relevancy in it.

THE COURT: I would like to have the question read, please.

(Question read by the Reporter).

MR. GOLDMAN: The prosecution has contended, and I
think Mr. Anderson has made many statements, to the effect that
Trotsky, being the arch-conspirator in this case, had certain ideas
and certain doctrines, I think the jury is entitled to know in a
general way—it is impossible to go into great detail—but the
Government has opened up its case in such a way that it is es-
sential for the jury to know at least some of the basic principles
of Trotsky, who it is alleged was one of the arch-conspirators.

THE COURT: Well, if you \\11] agree to hmlt it to a reason-
able amount of testimony.

MR. GOLDMAN: I certainly will—otherwise, we might be
here two years. '

MR. ANDERSON: All we ever brought out, on Trotsky,
was some literature and speeches and pamphlets, in the Party
press.

MR. (IOLD‘\L\N 1 should think that after the prosecution
takes three weeks, that they should give me a week at least to
try the case.

THE COURT:
way.

MR. GOLDMAN: Mr. Schweinhaut made various remarks—

THE COURT: Mr. Schweinhaut has made very few objec-
tions to the direct examination, which has covered a tremend-
ously wide field.

" Q: Will you describe briefly the fundamental differences
that arose between Stalin and Trotsky subsequent to the revo-
Tution? .

STRUGGLE FOR DEMOCRACY

A: T mentioned ‘the other day that the fight originated in
the struggle over demoeracy. That was the origin of the fight,
really inspired by Lenin, during his last illness, in collaboration
with Trotsky. Lenin did not survive to take part in the fight,

I don’t think it is necessary to try it that

WHY WE DEFEND THE SOVIET

THE COURT: He may answer that.

A: What do you mean, how we characterize it?

- Q: How you characterize it, and explain the character-
ization.

A: Well, the characterization we make of the Soviet Union
as it is today, is of a workers’ state, created by the revolution of
November, 1917, distorted by the bad present regime, and even
degenerated, but nevertheless retaining its basic character as a
workers’ state, because it is based on nationalized industry, and
not on private property.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: The answer proves that my objec-
tion is good. It is not relevant in this case. I will object to it,
therefore, Your Honor.

MR. GOLDMAN: A lot of evidence was introduced with
reference to the Soviet Union, and our defending the Soviet
Union.

THE COURT: Yes, that was why I allowed this to go in.
There has been testimony here that, in the event of a war in
which the United States was involved, this Party would defend
the Soviet Union. Under that testimony, I feel that you are
entitled to show the reasons why, if that is true.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I agree with that, that they should
have that right, but I don’t see how the last answer has anything
to do with it.

THE COURT: Well, perhaps 1t doesn’t, but it may stand.

BECAUSE IT IS A WORKERS STATE

Q: Now, what is the position of the Party towards the de-
fense of the Soviet Union, and why?

A: We are in favor of defending the Soviet Union against
imperialist powers for the reason I just gave, because we consider
it a progressive development, as a workers’ state, that has na-
tionalized industry and has eliminated private capitalism and
landlordism. That is the reason we defend it.

@: That is, you consider the Russian or the Soviet State,
a state based on the expropriation of private mdustry from the

capitalists ?

A: Yes, the operation of industry as a nationalized in-
dustry.

Q: And you are defending that kind of a state?

A: Yes.

Q: Isn’t it a fact that Stalin has kllled most all of the so-
called Trotskyists in Russia?

A: Yes. We are against Stalin, but not against the Soviet
form of industrial production. -

Q: Will you explain why a violent revolution is necessary,
for a Russian revolution?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Do you mean now?

MR. GOLDMAN: Yes.
important bearmu'

THE COURT: Do you mean in the past?

NEED FOR POLITICAL REVOLUTION IN USSR

MR. GOLDMAN: No, right now. The presecution tends
to argue that because we are in favor of a violent revolution, and
the government exhibits I think will show it, in the Soviet Union
and in Germany, therefore we are in favor of it here in this
country. I want him to explain why a violent revolution is ab-
solutely necessary in Russia and Germany and that it might not
be necessary in the United States.

THE COURT: He may answer, but is this likely to be an

extended discussion?
MR. GOLDMAN: Yes, I think so, Your Honor.

| .
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Your Honor, I think it has a very

and Trotsky had to lead it. This soon developed further.

It soon became apparent to critical observers, this tendency
of Stalin to crush democracy in the party, and in the life of the
country generally. It was based on Stalin’s desire to change the
program and the course of direction of the revolution, which
could only be done by this means. Trotsky struggled for free
discussion of the problem, with the confidence that the majority
of the workers in the party would support his program. Stalin

‘and his group represented, in cur opinion, the conservative ten-

dency, based upon a certain stratum of the party and the govern-
ment, that had acquired official positions and privileges and
wanted to stop there.

Q: Stalin then represented in your opinion the party of the
bureaucratic ? d

A: The bureauecratic and conservative. As a matter of fact,
Trotsky designated it as the bureaucratic-conservative faction,
at one stage in the struggle.

Q: Interested in what?

A: It was interested in preserving its privileges, and not
extending and developing the benefits for the great mass of the
people.

Q: What form did this dictatorship of Stalin assume?

OBJECTIONS BY SCHWEINHAUT

A: It assumed the form of crushing democracy inside of the
Communist Party snd establishing a dictatorial regime there. For
example —

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Well, while Mr. Cannon is pausing;
may I objeet now to this line of testimony because it is imma-
terial and irrelevant to the issues here? It is immaterial what
form of gevernment Stalin set up in Russia. What do we care?

THE COURT: I do not see any reason why he should ‘go
into all the details. I think you should recognize that, Mr. Gold-
man, I want to give you every opportunity, every reasonable op-
portunity, to present your theory of the case before this jury, but
I do think that there is mueh here that is immaterial and unne-
cessary. 0y POTEY e 1t gy

Q: What is thc position of the Party on the Soviet Union
at present?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT:

UNION -

THE COURT: The jury will keep in mind the admonition
heretofore given them, and we will recess now until two o’clock
this afternoon.

I object to that, Your Honor.

Wednesday, November 19, 1941
(AFTERNOON SESSION)

(Hearing resumed pursuant to recess at 2:00 P. M.)

THE COURT: Proceed, gentlemen.

JAMES P. CANNON
resumed the stand, having been previously duly sworn, and testi-
fied further as follows: .
DIRECT EXA.MINATION (Continued)

By Mr. Goldman: .

Q: I think I asked you when we closed this morning, Mr.
Cannon, to explain to us the. pomtwn of the party on the neces-
sity of a violent revolutwn in the Soviet Union against the Stalin
regime, and why.

A. We are in favor of a political revolution in the Soviet
Union, That is, as dxstmgulshed from a social revolution, in that
we would not change the property forms, only the governmental
superstructure. “We would retain the nationalized property and
the collectivized farming system.

We propose ta overthrow the Stalin regime by revolution,
and in the Sonet Union that revolution must necessarily he a
violent revqlut_.mm

LA€CK OF WORKERS® DEMOCRACIES

Q: Why?

A: Because there is absolutely no democracy permitted un-
der the Stalin regime, no freedom of speech, press, or assembly,
no possibility of organizing the people in a peaceful way or reach-
ing them in a democratic process, and under those conditions in
Russia, as in Hitler's Germany, one cannot conceive of any pos-
sibility of the masses finding liberation from these dictatorships,
except by a violent revolution,

Q: And in what way —

A: There can’t be any ambiguity or alternatives about i,
just as the Czar could only be overthrow by a violent rising of
the masses.

Q: And is there any distinction in the conditions of those
countries from the condition in the United States?

A: There is, certainly at the present time, insofar as the
working people and the minority parties here have the opper-
tunity to participate in elections, to publish their papers, to con-
duct their meetings. You can very consistently and logically
undertake to proceed along that peaceful democratic road as long
as the opportunity is offered.

" Q: And the party would exhaust,all the possibilities for a
peaceful transformation if the democratic rights are given to the
werking masses? 2

A: In my opinion, to the very end, yes.

Q: Even to the end of trying to amend the Constitution of’
the United States, as provided for by the Constitution .of the
United States?

A: If the democratic proeesses are maintained here, if they
.dre not disrupted by the introduction of fascist methods by the
government, and the majority of the people supporting the ideas
of Socialism can secure a victory by the democratic processes,
I don’t see any reason why they cannot proeceed, continue to
praceed, by the democratic method of amending the Couahtutmn
to fit the new regime.

Naturally, the amendments would have te be of a very drastic

(Continued on page 6)
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character, but parts of the Constitution I would be willing to
write into the program of the party at any time — that is the
Bill of Rights, which we believe in. .

That section of the Constitution which protects private prop-
erty rights, we think, would absolutely have to be changed in
the society which we envisage, which eliminates private property
in industiial enterprises of a large-scale nature,

Q: But it is your belief, is it not, that in all probability the
minority will not allow such a peaceful transformation?

A: That i3 cur opinion. That is based on all the historical

* precedents of the unwillingness of any privileged class, no matter

how it is outlived, to leave the scene without trying to impose
its will ¢n the majority by force. I cited examples yesterday.

Q: What is the —

A: I might give you another example on the same point.
For example, the Bolshevik revolution in Hungary was accom-
plished without the shédding of one drop of bleod, in a completely
peaceful manner. !

Q: When was that?

A: Thatwas in 1919. The government that was established

Our Party "Regarded Him AIll The Time As The

following the war, of which Count Karolyi was Premier, came
to what it considered the end of its resources — it could not con-
trol the country, did not have the support of the masses, and
Count Karolyi as head of the government, on his own motion,
went b the head of the Bolshevik party, or the Communist Party,

rather, of Hungary, who was in prison, and summoned him to -

take charge of the government in a peaceful, legal manner, like
the change of a cabinet in the French Parliament — of course,
prior te the Petain regime. .

Then this Soviet government, having heen established in this
way, peacefully, was confronied by an uprising of the privileged
class, of the landlords and the big owners, who organized an
armed fight against the government, and eventually overthrew it.
The violence on a mass scale followed the change of the govern-
rent, did not precede it.

MARXISM IS OUR PARTY’S GUIDE TO ACTION

“Q: What is the position that the party gives to Karl Marx
and his doctrines? _

A: Karl Marx was the originator of the theories and doe-
trines and social analyses, which we know as scientific socialism,
or Marxism, upon which the entire movement of scientific social-
jsm has been based since his day.

In the Communist Manifesto of 1848 his ideas were sketched,
and then in other big volumes, notably in Capital, he made a
most exhaustive scientific analysis of the laws governing the
operation of capitalist society, showed how the contradictions
within it would lead to its downfall as a social system, showed
how the conflict of interests between the employers and the
workers would represent an uninterrupted class struggle until
the workers gained the upper hand and instituted the society of
socialism.

So Karl Marx can be viewed not only as the founder of our
movement, but as the most authoritative representative of its
ideology. .

~ Q: Does the party accept all of the statements found in all
" of the books written by Karl Marx?

A: No, the party has never obligated itself to do that. We
do not consider even Marx: as infallible. The party accepts his
basic ideas and theories as its own basic ideas and theories. That

. does not prohibit the party or members of the party from dis-

agreeing with things said or written by Marx which do not strike
at the fundamental basis of the movement, of the doctrine.

Q: And you interpret Marx, or you apply the Marxian
theories, under conditions that prevail at the present time, is
that right?

A: Yes. You see, we don’t understand Marxian theory as a
‘revelation, as a dogma. Engels expressed it by saying our theory
is- not a dogma but a guide to action, which means that it is a
method which the students of Marxism must understand and
learn how to apply. One can read every letter and every line
written by Marx and still not be a useful Marxist, if one does
not know how to apply it to the conditions of his own time.
There have been such people, whom we call pedants.

Q: You are acquainted with the Communist Manifesto, are
you not? o ; :

©A: Yes.

THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO OF 1848

Q: And you remember — I think it is the last clause of the
Manifesto, where Marx and Engels, co-authors, say: '““We disdain
to conceal our aims,” and mention something to the effect about
violent revolution. Do you remember that?

A: Well, it says, “We disdain to conceal cur aims. We
openly say that they can be achieved only by the forcible over-
throw of all existing social institutions.”

Q: When was the Communist Manifesto written?

A 1848,

A: Subsequent to the writing of the Communist Manifesto,
did Marx ever write anything with reference to the possibility
of a peaceful revelution in demoecratic countries?

A: Yes.

Q: Where was that written, and explain to the jury what
was said.

A:  Well, the most authoritative place where it is stated
and explained is in the introduction to the first volume of Marx's
master-work, called Capital, the introduction by Frederick En-
gels, who was his co-worker, who was the co-author of the Com-
munist Manifesto, and is recognized universally in the movement
as completely identified with all of Marx’s ideas and theories,
who as a matter of fact edited and compiled the second two
volumes of Capital, after the death of Marx.

Q: What did he say in that introduction?

A: This was the English translation of Capital-and the
introduction was introducing the volume to the English public,
.and he stated — I think I can quote almost literally — that he
thinks the work of a man who, dufing his entire life, was of
the opinion that the social transformation in England, at least,
could be effected by purely peaceful and legal means — he
thought such a book should have a hearing from the English

A WORKERS STATE WILL LEAD

A: No, not in our view.

Q: Is it true that there is Communism in the Soviet Union?

A: No, there isn’t any Communism in the Soviet Union.

Q: Is there Socialism in the Soviet Union?

A: No — well, I would like to clarify that now. Socialism
and Communism are more or less interchangeable terms in the
Marxist movement. Some make a distinction between them in
this respect; for example, Lenin used the expression Socialism
as the first stage of Communism, but I haven’t found any gther
authority for that use. I think that is Lenin’s own particular
idea. I, for example, consider the terms Socialism and Com-
munism ‘interchangeable, and they relate to the classless society
based on planned production for use as distinet from a system
of capitalism Dbased on private property and production for

' profit. '

Q: Could there be a Socialist society and a dictators‘t}ip
like Stalin has at the present time?

A: No. According to Marx and Engels, as you approach
the classless Socialist or Communist society, the government,
instead of hecoming more of a factor in human affairs, becomes

. less and less and eventually withers away and disappears, and

is replaced or evolves into an administrative body that does
not employ repression against the people. -

So the very term government implies, in our terminology,
a class society, — that is, a class that is dominant and a class
that 4ds being suppressed. That holds true whether it is a

capitalist government, which in our views oppresses or sup-
presses the workers and the farmers and represents the inter-
ests of the big capital, or a workers’ and farmers’ government
immediately following a revolution which represents the interests
of the workers and farmers and suppresses any attempt of the
displaced capitalist class to resist its authority or to re-estab-
lish its rule.

publie. That is very close to a literal report of what he stated
in this introduction.

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ENGLAND
AND EUROPE

. Q: And why did Marx have that opinion with reference
to England? :

A: Well, he had that opinion with reference to England
as distinet from the autocratic countries, because of its parlia-
mentary system, its democratic processes, and civil libertarian
method of political procedure.

Q: So at the time that Marx and Engels wrote the Com-
munist Manifesto in 1848, there was no democracy in existence
on the European continent, is that right?

A: The whole of Europe was seething with revolutions at
that time.

Q: And no democratic processes were available?

A: At least not in the stable system that had been estab-
lished in England. .

I think I should add, to get the whole picture of this in-
troduction that I am speaking of, that Engels said, after he
had made this remark which 1 have reported, he said: “To be
sure, Marx did not exclude the possibility of a pro-slavery rebel-
lion on the part of the outmoded and dispossessed ruling class.”
That is, after the transfer of power.

Q: What would you say is the relationship of the Declara-
tion —

THE COURT: Pardon me, Mr. Cannon. Would you be good
enough to elaborate a bit upon the significance of that pro-slav-
ery phrase?

THE AMERICAN CIVIL WAR

THE WITNESS: Yes.
ican Civil War. Marx and Engels attentively followed the Amer-
ican Civil War, wrote extensively about it in the New York
Tribune. A collection of those writings, both political and mili-
tary, have been published as a book, which is a classic in our
movement, and -what Marx undoubtedly had in mind when he
spoke of a “pro-slavery rebellion”,. was an analogy with the Amer-
ican Civil War, which he had characterized as a pro-slavery
rebellion on the part of the Southern slave owners. Of course,
he did not maintain that the English bourgeoisie are slavehold-
ers in the same sense, but that they exploit the workers.

Q: Now what, in your opinion, is the relationship between
the Declaration of Principles of the Socialist Workers Party
and the theories of Karl Marx?

A: Well, I would say that in so far as we understand Marx-
ism and are able to apply it, it is an application of the Marxian
theories and doctrines, his whole ‘system of ideas, to the social
problem in America.

Q: That is, the Declaration of Principles is based then upon
the fundamental theories of Karl Marx?

A: Yes, we consider it a -Marxist document.

Q: What is the position that the party gives to Lenin?

A: Lenin, in our judgment, was the greatest practical lead-
er of the labor movement and the Russian Revolution, but not
on the plane of Marx in the theoretical field. Lenin was g dis-
ciple of Marx, not an innovator in theory. To be sure he con-
tributed very important ideas, but to the end of his life he
based himself on Marx, as a disciple in the Marxist movement
of the world. He holds a position of esteem on a level with
Marx, with this distinction between the merits of the two.

Q: Does the party, or do party members agree with every-
thing that Lenin ever wrote and published?

A: No. The same attitude applies to Lenin as to Marx.
That is, the basic ideas and doctrines practiced, promulgated
and carried out by Lenin, are supported by our movement, which
does not exclude the possibility of differing with him about this
or that particular writing, or of individual members of the party
differing with Lenin on important respects, as has been the
case more than once in our party.

Q: By the way, is it true that there is a Communist gov-
ernment in the Soviet Union?

TO CLASSLESS SOCIETY

But once the resistance of the old out-lived exploiting class
is broken, and its members become reconciled to the new society
and become assimilated in it, find their place in it; and the
struggle between classes which is the dominating factor in all
class societies is done away with, because of the disappearance
of class distinctions; then the primary function of government
as a repressive instrument disappears and the government with-
ers away with it. This is the profound conception of Marx and
Engels that is adhered to by all their disciples.

BLANQUISM AND OUR MOVEMENT

Q: Did Lenin ever use the term “Blanquism” to designate
a certain type of movement?

THE COURT: What is that?

MR. GOLDMAN: Blanquism.

THE WITNESS: Yes, he wrote more than one article in
the course of the Russian Revolution, more than once he wrote,
“We are not Blanquists.”

Q: Now, what is meant by “Blanquism"?

A: Blanqui was a figure in the French revolutionary move-
ment who had followers in the Paris Commune of 1871. Blanqui
had his own conception of party and of revolution, and his ideas
are known among the students of the history of the labor move-
ment as Blanguism.

Q: What are his ideas?

A: Blanqui’s idea was that a small group of determined
men, tightly disciplined, could effect the revolution with a coup
d’etat.

Q: What is a “coup d’etat”?

A: That is a seizure of power, a seizure of state power by
armed action of a small, determined, disciplined group; they
would, so to speak, make the revolution for .the masses.

Q: And what did Lenin say about that?

I think he had in mind the Amer-

‘Theoretical Inspirer and Teacher Of Our Movement”’

. A: Lenin opposed this view and his articles were written
in answer to opponents who had accused the Bolsheviks of aim-
ing to seize nower without a majority. He said, “We are not Blan-
quists. We base ourselves on mass parties and mass movements,
and as long as we are in the minority, our task is to patiently ex-
plain the proktlems and issues until we gain the majority, and
as long as we are in the minority we will not try to overthrow
veu. You let us have our freedom of speech and press, give us
the opportunity to expound our ideas, and you don’t need to fear
any Blanquist putsech on our part.”

Putsch, as I explained before, is an attempt of a small
group to seize power by surprise tactics.

Q: So Lenin depended upon mass parties and upon gaining
a majority for those mass parties, did he?

THE SUPPORT OF THE MAJORITY

A: Yes, in the early days of the Communist International
— it is a period that I am familiar with through close study
and personal participation in the movement — he hammered
at this idea all the time, not only against his critics in Russia,
but against’ various individuals and groups who came toward
support of the Russian Revolution, and had some distorted idea.

In Germany, for example, in 1921, the German party, which

The Part Comrade T'rotsky Played In Our Movement ~

had recently been organized, attempted an insurrection without

having the support of the masses; this became famous in the
literature of our international movement, as “the March action.”
The tactics embodied in it, the conception of some of the German
leaders that they could force the revolution by their own de-
termination and sacrifices — this whole idea, the March actiom
and all the ideas embodied in it, were condemned by the Second
Congress of the Communist International at the insistence of
Lenin and Trotsky. They refuted this theory, and they counter-
posed to it mass parties, mass movements, gaining the majority.

They put out the slogan to the German party that it should
aim t¢ have a million members. Zinoviev, who was Chairman
of the Comintern, on the German question made that one of his
leading ideas, that the task of the German party was not to get
impatient or to try to force history, but to be busy with agita-
tion and propaganda and have the goal of a million in the
party.

Q: These million members would not by themselves make
any revolution, would they?

A: Naturally not — Lenin did not expect to have a major-
ity of the population become members of the party, but to sup-
port the party. But the very fact that he proposed — or rather,
Zinoviev who was the lieutenant of Lenin, acting as Chairman
of the Communist International proposed — as a slogan, “A
million members in the German Party,” certainly was a power-

ful indication that they did not expect to get a majority of the.

people until they had a numerically powerful party.
Q: Now, what relationship, if any, did Leon Trotsky have
to the Socialist Workers’ Party?

RELATION OF TROTSKY TO THE SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY

: Well, our niovement. in 1928 — when our faction was
expelled from the Communist Party — we had adopted the pro-
gram of Trotsky.

We supported his program from the very beginning — and

this was long before we had any personal contact with him, he

had been expelled from the Russian party and was exiled in
the Asiatic wilderness at a place called Alma Ata. We had no
communication .with him. We did not know where he was,
whether he was dead or alive, but we had one of his important
programmatic documents which was called, “The Criticism of
the Program of the Comintern.” This book, elaborated his the-
ories as against those of Stalin at great length and in funda-
mental respects. This was adopted by us as our own program
and from the very beginning we proclaimed our faction as Trot-
sky's faction. "I

We worked for about six months here without any com-
munication with him, until he was deported to Turkey, Constan-
tinople, and then we established communication with him by
mail. .

Later, various leading members of the party visited him.
We had very extensive correspondence with him, and in this cor-
respondence and in visits by individual members, we had an ex-
tremely close relation to him and regarded him all the time as
the theoretica] inspirer and teacher of our movement.

Q: When did you first visit Trotsky?

A: I visited him in France in 1934 — that is, for the first
time after our expulsion from the Communist Party.

Q: And what role, if any, did Trotsky play in formulating
the doctrines of the Socialist Workers Party?

A: Well, he played a very important role. Although he
did n6t write our party documents, his ideas interpreting Marx-
ism in our time were the source from which we got our main
concepts and rewrote them in American terms, tried to apply
them to American conditions.

Q: Did he write any articles about conditions and develop-
ments in" the United States in those days?

A: I don’t recall that he wrote much in those days about
America.

Q: Did he at any time in those days tell you as to what
practical action should be taken in the United States by your
group? '

A: Yes. One of the subjects of controversy in our early

days was what kind of activity we should occupy ourselves with.

He supported the idea of a purely propagandistic activity
in our early days — that is, as distinguished from what we call
mass work. We were so few in numbers, we could not hope
to do anything except to try to publish a paper and convert
some people to our basic ideas; a very, very modest task of
routine propaganda was assigned by the necessity of the situa-
tion to our group at that time, and he supported that.

AFTER TROTSKY CAME TO MEXICO

Q: When did you first make frequent contact with Trotsky?
A: He was driven out of France and then out of Norway
and finally received asylum in Mexico by the action of President
Cardenas. If I am correct as to the exact month, I think it was
January, 1937. ' '

Thereafter he lived in Mexico until August 21, 1940, when
he was assassinated. In the period that he was there we made
frequent visits to him. I personally was there to see him twice,
once in the spring of 1938 and again in the summer of 1940.
Other party leaders and party members visited him frequently.
I personally ‘maintained a very active correspondence with him,
and so did other members of the party, and I would say we were
in very, very intimate contact with him after he came to
Mexico. .

Q: What did the Socialist Workers Party do with reference
to helping Trotsky guard himself, and also with reference to
aiding him in his expenses?

A: We knew that Trotsky was marked for assassination

by Stalin, who had killed off practically all the important lead- .
ers of the revolution through his mass trials and his purges and '’

frame-ups and so forth. We knew that Trotsky, as the greatest

of all the opponents of Stalin, was marked for assassination,

and we undertook to protect him. We set up a special commit-
tee which had the sole purpose of collecting funds to support
this endeavor.

We supplied guards, we supplied money regularly and sys-
tematically for transforming his house into as close to a fortress
as possible. We collected and supplied the funds to buy the
house for him., We supplied the expenses of the guards who
were sent there, and in general, in every way possible, extended
ourselves to protect his life and facilitate his work.

NATURE OF DISCUSSIONS WITH TROTSKY

Q: What was the nature of the discussions that you held
with Trotsky while you were there?

A: All the important problems of the world movement.

Q: Any problems,of the American labor movement?

A: Yes.

Q: Did you ever discuss the question of Union Defense
Guards and Local 544 with him?

A: No, I personally had no discussion with him about 544
Defense Guards. We discussed with him the question of Defense
Guards in General. This, I think, was in our visit in 1938.

+Q: Do you know of your own knowledge whether Trotsky
had many visitors?

A: Yes, I know that he did. I know that he had many
visitors, because in my capacity as Secretary of the Party I fre-
quently was called upon to give letters of introduction to people
who wanted to visit him. He was visited, not only by our mem-
bers, but by journalists, by school teachers, a history class rwhich
used to tour Mexico, and he was visited by public people of
many kinds and opinions while he was there.

Q: Then the discussions that you had with Trotsky referred,
and related to general political questions, did they not?

A: Yes — yes, questions of the war, of fascism, trade union-
ism —

Q: But they had nothing to do with party activities, branch-
es, or of particular sections of "the party?

A: No, I don’t recall that Trotsky ever interested himself
in the detailed local work of the party; I don’t recall that.

TROTSKY’S WORK

Q: How busy a man was he?

A: Well, he was the busiest man I ever saw. Trotsky, in
addition to all his political work and his enormous correspond-
ence, and his journalistic work — and he wrote innumerable
articles and pamphlets for us — he wrote for magazines and
newspapers, such as the New York Times, Saturday Evening
Post, Liberty, and other magazines — and in addition to that, he
produced in the eleven years since his exile to Turkey in 1929
to his death in 1940, a literary output greater by volume than
that of the average writer who does nothing else but write.

He wrote the three huge volumes on the Russian Revolution
which, from the point of view of literary labor, could be con-
sidered a life task by any writer. He wrote a full-sized book

Next week's issue of THE MILITANT will conclude
the- testimony of Comrade Cannon on direct examina-
tion by Defense Attorney Goldman, and cross-examina-
tion by Assistant Attorney-General Schweinhaut. Every
worker who is interested In the issues in this trial will
‘want to read the full transcript of this historic debate
between the National Secretary of the Socialist .Workers
Party, representing the interests of socialist ideas and
militant unionism, and the carefully picked spokesman
for Roosevelt and Biddle, representing the interests of the

warmongering politicians and capitalists.

called, “The Revolution Betrayed,” and he wrate his autobiog-
raphy and innumerable smaller books and pamphlets and ar-
ticles in that period.

Q: The party, then, never ‘hothered him with minor ques-
tions of policy and activities?

A: Not to my knowledge; I know I never did.
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‘LABOR WITH A WHITE SKIN

I h CANNOT EMANCIPATE ITSELF
e WIIERE LABOR WITH A BLACE
SKIN BRANDED" KARL

Negro Struggle

@&==—= By Ernest Williams

Negro Workers and the CIO
Convention

The recent convention of the CIO in Detroit
mapped plans that are of vital importance to
Negro workers throughout the country. Dy lar
the most significant was the decision to launch
an organizational drive of the CIO in the deep
South. '

With the majority of mass production indus-
tries in the North now organized, the mext step
is the organization of the underpaid Negro and
white laborers of the South,

It is roughly estimatéd that there are well over
200,000 Negro workers already in the C10. The
largest proportion come from the United Mine
Workers, the United Automobile Workers, as well
as steel, meat-packing, ete, Now comes the drive
to organize the Southern industrial workers and
the cheated amd underprivileged share-croppers
and the agricultural workers.

These plans were greeted with great enthusiasm
by the delegates, and particularly the Negro del-
egates who understand that the Nezro people
will benefit vitally through such a drive.

It was stressed by many Nggrol delegates that
such a drive by the CIO would help in the fight
to abolish the poll tax in the South. 1In fact,
many insisted that only through the cooperation
of the CIO was there any hope of wiping out
these reactionary laws

The attitude of Negro workers toward the CIO
and its plans to organize in the South was prob-
ably best expressed by Rev. Owen II. Whitfield
of Missouri, a delegate from UCAPAWA and rep-
resentative of the cotton field workers of Ala-
bama and Arkansas. He declared:

“We Negroes in the South don’t fear Hitler
bombings because we haven’t anything to be
bombed. However, we are interested in the CIO
because we helieve that the CIO is more apt to
give the Negro a square deal than any other or-
ganized labor group in America. We, in the
South, are expecting the CIO to come fo our
rescue, to do in fact, what the New Deal has
been able to do only in theory.”

Resolutions of Interest

The CIO once again reaffirmed its attitude of
welcome toward Negro workers and toward the
active participation of Negroes as union leaders
and field organizers. It endorsed a resclution
condemning the practice of lynching and endors-
ing the prineiple of Federal anti-lynching legis-
lation.

Another résolution condemned all racial and
religioug discrimination in defense jobs and in
the Army, and called upon all CIO affiliates t&
use their, resources to stamp out diserimination,

Then a resolution was adopted on the unity of
Negro and white workers, stating that the funda-

mental interests of both are the same, and reaf-

firming their opposition {o any and all forms of
diserimination and pledging to work for. the elim-
ination of outworn prejudices in American life
Woth among employees and employers,

Attitude Toward War

At the same time that plans were made for an
sorganizational drive in the South, Murray and
other CIO leaders issued statements in full sup-
port of the Roosevelt Administration and its pro-
war policies, There was an obvious contradiction
here. To organize the South, the CIO will have
to fight bitterly against those same Southern poll-
taxers and landlords who control the legislative
anl municipal powers of the South and who are
the leading advocates of war in this country.

However, the Negro delegates at the conven-
tion, representing those to whom this *“war for
democracy” is the greatest deception, had some-
thing a little different to say.

‘Walter Harden of the UAW stated: “While
Hitler is a menace to the world, diserimination
that existed against Negroes before the Hitler
menace came, cannot be forgotten, The only dif-
ference between the Jews of Germany and Hit-
ler’s government, and the Negroes residing below
the Mason and Dixon line in America, is that
in Germany the Jew has something that can be
taken away. "™

Other stdtements were made to the effect that

“if we are fighting-for demoeracy abroad, it would
be better to also fight for democracy at home,
or to be ass‘l‘trecﬁ first, that democracy exists
here in the United States.”

Need for Militant Action
A real drive to organize workers in the deep
South can be successfully carried out only
through militant action. Not only must the fight
be conducted against the redetionary landlords
and employers, but it must also fight tooth and
nail against their lynching and polltax methods
of terrorizing and silencing the masseés of people.
The militants of the CIO must gnard against
any attempt to abandon this organizing drive in
the South on the plea of “national unity” The
only unity worth while is the solidarity of the
working class, Negro and white, Southern as well
as Northern, throughout the country.

Announcing
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sions and decisions at Detroit

n in South, Voted by
et Violent Opposition

By JOE ANDREWS
In spite of the strong pro-war stand of the CIO convention
and the general political retreat ol the leadership, the discus-

dealt in a progressive way with

many important and crucial problems of the American workers.
“Outstanding organizational decision of the convention was the

firm resolve to organize
South.

The resolution unanimously
adopted on this point, put the
CIO invasion of the reactionary,
poll-tax and open shop South as
point number one on the CIC

agenda for the coming year,

Other militant resolutions which
gave the convention a progressive
aspect, such as attacks on the
poll' tax system, against Negrc
discrimination, against lynehing
and the like are linked with ar
all-out campaign to crack the vig
flante Bourbon dictatorship in the
South.

The CIQ, with its ability to in
gpire all the exploited, has al
ready made its first successes in
the South. The victory of the
United Mine Workers in abolish
ing the wage differential in South
ern mines, served to bring a ray
of hope to Southern workers
blacl- and white, who have been
given the dirty end of the stick
in this country, The closed shon
contract achieved by the historieal
Ford strike victory, established
the CIO in Dallas. Cities such as
Memphis, Birmingham, Atlanta
and Norfolk, have been success-
fully opened up for organized la-
bor by the CIO victories in min-
ing, auto and steel.

Sounding the tocsin for this
drive to bring industrial union-
ism to the white and Negro worl-
ers in the South, President Philip
Murray said to the CIO degelates,
“That is your job , .. Nobody else

of the National CIO for the en-
suing year is going to be one of |
organizing the ... Great South.
the great South must bhe m'g:mmd
before thiz convention mests next
year!”

Murray further said, “Insofar
as the CIO iz concerned, thera is
not going to be anything to stand
in our w'vay of organizing the
South during the current year.
We have to do it, we zre going
to do it.”

DELEGATES CITE
SOUTHERN CONDITIONS

Delegate after delegate rose to
hig feet to support this hold slo-
gan. And many CIO organizers,
who had fought the union fight
the hard way, during the past
couple of years in the South. re
counted tales of anti-union bru-
tality equalled only by the lahor-

the

is going to do it. Yes, the slogan |

smashing violence of Hiller's
storm ftroopers.

Delegate Miteh, of the Steel
Workers Orgeanizing Committee
formerly of the Mine Workers
told of the Mine Workers cam
paign in Alabama, in which or
ganizers were shot and killed
where companies had their gun-
men stationed at every mine . in
the state., He pointed out that
it was the poll tax senators in
Congress, representing those
areas where the workers were un-
organized and terrorized, who
were the strongest advocates of
vicious anti-labor legislation,

“When we talk about democ-
racy,” said Mitch, “we are not
getting democracy here in our own

country, We want democracy
here . . . and we want to whip
Hitler , , . but we want to whip

these other Hitlers in this coun-
try ... "

Although a start has been made,
the deep South is today largely
unorganized, It is still the domain
of low wages, lynching, intimida-
tion, and anti-labor terror, ruled
with an iron hand by the South-
ern employers and landlords, As
one delegate pointed out, “In the
South there are millions of work-
ers in textile, furniture, wood-
working and in farm labor that
have had no chance to join the
fold of the CIO, We are going to
be confronted with a migration
of Northern industry into the
South if something is not done
(to bring organization to those
workers.”

| Delegate Baldanzi of the Textile
‘Workers pointed out, “It must
be a double-barrelled campaign,
we must carry the fight against
the poll tax, we must carry on a
fight for legislation, we must see
to it our organizers are not beaten
up and tarred and feathered. The
workers in the South are ready
for freedom, if we can provide
leadership.” ’

This delegate hit upon tihe
kernel of the problem of organ-
izing the South. That it is the
most important organizational
problem confronting the Iahor
movement is unquestionable, But
the full implications go far be-
yond an ordinary organizational
campaign.

Any seriouns struggle to smash
the open shop rule of the Sotth-

ern land and industrial barons.

Southern Drive Is A Key Task Of CIO

View of CIO Convention

Delegates representing 5‘000 000 hrgamzed in dustrial workers are shown in this general view,
looking towards the speakers platform, of the CIO national conventioni held November 17-22 in
Detroit.

will inevitably lead to a clash
with the whole apparatus of the
United States Governmént, in-
cluding President Roosevelt him-
self.,

The whole "apparatus of the
Roosevelt administration is loaded
down with labor-baiting poll téx
Congressmen from Southern
states; these Congressihen are in
the forefront of the current cam-
paign in Congress to shackle and
manacle the Iabor movement, and
their purpose is above all to keep
the labor movement out of the
South.

The Roosevelt party's firmest
base is these Southern Democrats,
who for years have been the most
powerful force in that party's ap-
paratus. Roosevelt has refused to
push the Anti-Lynch Bill in Con-
gress, because he has feared a
revolt on the part of these poll
tax Democrats, whose support is
80 necessary for his war pro-
gram, A CIO drive in the South
would mean therefore, opposition
from the Roosevelt administra-
tion, in response to the demands
of the Southern Congressmen and
industrialists,

© Added to this fact, the CIO will
face in the Soufh the same anti-
labor campaign under the guise
of “national defense” which has
characterized every major strug-
gle to bring bargaining rights and
union conditions to war indus-
tries in the recent period.

The steel, aireraft, munitions

and~ ordnance  industries are
gpreading throughout the South
precisely because the big business
interefts seek out the sections
which offer low wages, the open
shop, and the protection of openly
red¢tionary, terroristic state and

‘municipal governmental agencies.

SOUTHERN WORKERS
READY FOR DRIVE

The Southern workeérs aré more
than ready for the CIO campaign.
Just as the Ford workers, who
lived under the whip for so many
years, answered the CIO campaign
by flooding the ranks of the CIO
and by conducting a brilliant mil-

itant fight for wunionism, the
Southern workers, Negroes' and
white alike, will spring into the

battle for unionism at the first
sign of a real (‘amp'ugn by the
CI10,

But no half measures will sue-
ceed in the South, A fight to or-
ganize the South meéans a battle
with the government; it means
militant actmn to defend the very
lives of the workérs' in' the union,
Tt méans a struggle with Stand-
ard 0il, whose agents patrol the
streefs of Southern cities, guns in
hand, ready to murder the organ-
izers and members of the union.

The delegates to the CIO con-
vention who unanimotsly voted
for the Southern drive as the most
important organizational task for
the next year, are mistaken if
they believe that Roosevelt, whose
war policies the convention up-

held, will prove his “fairness” by
repaying theéir support of his for-
eign policy by aiding them to or-
ganize the South. Roosevelt will
act as he acted on the Anti-Lynch
Bill. He will support the poll tazr
Congressmen, the Rockefellers
and the Bourbon dndustrialist-
lamdlords, and ﬁgkt the C10 every
imh of the way.

But the militant membership of
the CIO demands that the task be
done, and it is equal to the task
The Southern millions, deprived
of their economic and political
liberty, are equal to the tmsk,

The most uncertain factor bear-
ing on the ultimate success of
this drive is the political tie of
the CIO leadership to the Roos-
evelt administration and its war
program. This political attitude
confronts the CIO leaders with
a fundamental contradiction. In
the showdown fight that must en-
sue in any effective unlon organ-
ization drive in the South, they
will in - all likelihood meet the
opposition of the government. The
CIO has the choice of successfully

organizing the South and smash. |

ing the greatest reservoir of open
shop strength, thus facing s
break with the Administration, or
watering down the drive and re-
treating on the basis of the CIO
leadership’s po]!tical commit-
ments.

(A third article in this series
on the results of the CIO Natibn:
al Convention will appear in next
week’s MILITANT).

(Continued from page 1)
and both the British and Dutch
began cleéring the port of their
ships.

In Australia, Prime Minister
John Curtin summoned an emer-
gency meeting of the War Cabinet
to discuss developments in the
Far East. Sidney was described
officially as “now a war station.”
At Hongkong British troops
were held in “an advanced state
of preparedness” following a three
day test of defenses. All leaves
were cancelled and navy men were
ordered to stand by,

From Batavia came the report
that the Netherlands East Indier
Army Air Force was ordered mo-
bilized, The Dutch Java-China
Japan Shipping Line announcec
suspension of its services ftr
Shanghai and Japan thus.cutting
off direct sea communication.
Thailand sent a “military rep
resentative” to Singapore to con
fer with the British Far Eastern
High Command.

AREAS ALREADY MINED

ment in Washington disclosed that
the sea around Vladivostok has
been proclaimed a prohibited area
by the Soviet government. This
was understood to mean that the
area has bheen mined.

The Japanese government has
revealed that the approaches tc
Yokohama, Kobe, and other port:
were mined, Virtually all the Ja
panese in Hongkong left on Dec
2 via steamer for Canton. The
liner Puji Maru sailed from the
Netherlands East Indies with
more than 1,000 Japanese subjects
The Tokyo

Dispatches to the Navy Depart-

newspaper Asahi asserted that the
closing of Japanese consulates in
the United States was imminent
A heavy flow of Japanese troops
and materials into Southern Indo
China was reported, with British
armies in Malaya massing for ac
tion in the event of Japanese in-
vasion of Thailand. For the first
time in seven months Japanese
planes bombed the Burma road,
Manila reported that a Japanese
fleet headed by 16 cruisers and
gome aireraft carriers was near
British and Dutch Borneo,

“PEACEFUL INTENTIONS”
For domestic consumption in
Japan, Kurusu insisted on the
peaceful intenticuns of the impe-
rialist Japanese government. For
domestic consumption in the
United States,, Hull insisted on
the peaceful intentions of the im-
perialist Roosevelt government.
What was actually discussed be-
hind the closed curtains of secret
diplomacy can only be surmised.
Tt wag permitted to “leak out”
| to the American press that Kur-
usu was insisting on the policy
of Japanese expansion whereas
Hull was insisting on Wall Street
domination of the rich mnatural
resources of the Far East.

The Chinese representative was
“unfortunately” late at the first
conference of the Allied powers
in Washington because of *ill-
ness” In the opening stage of
World War II, it will be recalled.
the British imperialists closed the
Burma road for some months and
turned over a huge sum of Chi-
nege funds to Japan in the hone
of reaching a deal with the Jap-
anese imperialists,

We may surmise that

the

American-Japanese War
Preparations Hastened

Chinese government feared Kur
usu had brought a proposal for
“peace” at the expense of China,
Kurusu quite conceivably propos:
ed a deal that would have divided
the Far East including Sfbe_l‘ia
between Wall Sireet and the Jap-
anese imperialists, '

As demonstrated by the mili-
tary moves of the past period, the
economic blockade also seems to
have forced Japau 111{,0 movmg

southward for the time being, di-
‘ectly across Anglo-American im-
nerialist interests. Her relatively
small reservés in face of the en-
ormous regquirenients of a major
war have riveted her eyes on the
flal')ulous wealth of the ‘East In-
dies. Here is o0il enough for her
military machine, here already
developed are all the natural re-

dustry, On top of this there is
the prospect of easy plunder and
loot, not to s&peak of the large
stores of food supplies that could
be shipped immediately to Japan
to' quiet the unrést at home,
Against this ifi thé eveht of
“Northward expansion,” she must

meaaﬁre the notoriously severe

sources she requires for hér in-|

Siberian winter weather, the fact
that a Red Army comparahle in
strength to her own available
forces is entrenched there. The
resources of Siberia are largely
undeveloped, especially oil, © On
top of this is the calculation that
Stalin will eventually be forced
to withdraw the Red Army forces
from Siberia to strengthen the
European front. By waiting long-
er, Japan hopes to seize Siberia
‘at a much lower price than would
be possible at the present time.

Whichevér direction of expan-
sion Japan takes, however one
thmg ig clea.r Wall Street’s plan
to utilize the Far East to hasten
entry into World War II is rap-
idly nearing its fruition,
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Why Did Hitler =
Resurrect The
Anti-CominternPact?

L By Jack Weber

Why the Pact Is Now Revived

Why did Hitler feel it necessary to bring out
and polish up the Anti-Comintern Pact at this
time? Most people considered that pact well buried
at the time the Hitler-Stalin Pact was signed in’
1939, For that reason Hitler’s bid to be con-
gidered as a super-Wrangel at the moment he
invaded Russia, failed compléte]y of its purpose.
Why the second staging of this poor comedy?
its resurrection

The most obvious reason for
has to do with the German
attitude towards the war. One of the overhead
expenses of dictatorship is that the masses are
always taken by surprise by the sudden moves

The signing of the pact, with

masses and their

of the Fuehrers,
Stalin came as such a surprise, but at least it
was probably a more or less pleasant surprige in
one sense, since it seemed to assure the Germans
that at least there would be peace with Russia
so that any war might be a short war,

The sudden invasion of the Soviet Union was
dgain a surprise, this time a most unpleasant one,
particularly in view of the faet that Germany
was still at war with an uhbeaten England. The
initial surprise has turned into dismay and now
into gloom everywhere in Germany as the masses
become aware of the terrible and unending losses

of men and material deep in the steppes, The
renewal of the Anti-Comintern Pact was a weak

attempt at keeping up morale as the prospect of

the end of the war fades into the dim future.
Goebbels and Hitler were trying to reassure the
masses that the war might be long but the
victory would surely be theirs. See! Hitler was
saying to the masses, all these countries sign this
pact because they believe, whether they like it
or not, that we will win the war,

The German people' must have felt little com-
fort however in seeing the new signatory powers—
Finland, Denmark, Slovakia, Rurha.nia., Bulgaria,
Croatia and Nanking-China. These weighed little
in their minds against the entry of the U. S, on
the side of the enemy. The Nazis failed miser-
ably in this first aim, to reassure the Germans
and to present them with some concrete fruit of
the much-touted “new order” in Europe.

Effect On Japan-U. S. Crisis

A second aim was to préss Japan back in-lime
and ‘thus disrupt the Washington conference be-
tween Hull and Kurusu, But Berlin need not
credit itself with the breakdown of the attempt
at compromise. That breakdown was due ,to the
fundamental nature of the imperialist confliect,
Hitler will be elated at the spread of the war fo
the Pacific because it will weaken the enemy in
the Atlantic. But the Germans masses will get
little comfort over the thought that this means
the extension and prolongation of the war.

The pact did serve Hitler’s purposes in the case
of Finland. This was the Nazi method of forcing
Finland to give an wmnequivocal negative answer
to Washington and London in their attempt to
have her drop out of the war, It seems likely
as a result that England will declare war on
Finland, as well as Rumania and Hungary, as
demanded by Stalin.

It is possible that Hitler also had in mind
what might happen after Litvinov arrived in
Washington, He wanted to lay first claim to the
Anti-Comintérn Pact! For it is not impossible
that the Allies will yet sign their own Anti-Com-
intern Pact, Is seems safe to predlct that
thvinov that League of Nations advoecate of de-
mocracy, is reaﬂy to make concessions on behalf
of Stalin lookmg towards the “democratization*’
of the Soviet Union — after the war. Stalin
seeks in this way to obtain external support for
the continuance of his regime, a support that
will be lacking completely inside the Soviet Union
whén the war ends. )

Not for nothing did Roosevell try to persuadé
the Catholic clergy here that Russia allowed per-
fect freedom of religious worship, Not for nothing
did Hopking fly to Moscow and come away
“thrilled” to give the signal for a complete re-
habilitation of the Kremlin dictator in the éyes
of the American masses. Davies’ infamous article
in the American mag‘azme fits into this same
scheme of things, The Allies propose to extract
political concessions for their aid, and Stalin is
nét unwilling.

Intervention and Intervention
Demotracy — to the capifalists — is something
entirely different from proletarian révolution. The
Soviet Union — they say — has no business in-
terfering in the affairs of other countries, Stalin

~has agreed to that, as his speéches clearly indi-

ca{ed' Not only his speeches, but his endorse-
ment of the “Atlantic Charter” The Comintern,
originally designed for working class intérven-
tion wherever the workers needed aid, designed
then also as the instrument for rallying prolet-
arian aid for the Soviet Union precisely in a sit-
uation such as the present one, must be publicly
sacrificed. Sinee the Comintern under- Stalin long
ceased to be the instrument for the proletarian
revolution, nothing real will be sacrificed by this
concession.

The democracies propose in this fashion to
malke clear to the workers that they have no
right to intervene anywhere in the present world
situation — as a class, The workers may think
it strange that this notice should be served at
the very moment when the imperialists of all
lands show how necessary it is for them to in-
tervene in every corner of the earth — for their
own interests. But there” is intervention and in-
terventwn At the least the present aituatlcm is
pregnant with political lessons for fhe workers.
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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.

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-
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They Fear CP Ranks
Will Learn The Truth

With lies and slanders, the Stalinist Sunday
Waorker, November 30, in an article, “Trotskyism
Continues to Give Its Services to Hitler,” seeks
to misrepresent the Trotskyist program for an in-
ternational revolutionary class-struggle defense of

-the Soviet Union as “striving to hand over the
Soviet Union to [itler.”

Articles of this type are intended as a “preven-
tive” barrage, to keep the Stalinist rank-and-file
from even reading the Trotskyist press by vili-
fying and falsifying our program. Our analysis

. of the Kremlin’s responsibility for the losses and
defeats of the Red Army, and the resultant peril
confronting the Soviet Union, provides too logical
and truthful an answer to the questions that are
rising insistently in the minds of thinking Stalin-
ist workers.

The Stalinist article alleges that our press
. “preaches ‘doom’ for the Soviet Union and gives
- a helping hand to the fiction of the ‘invincibility’
. of Hitler.”

* These flufikies of Stalin call it “preaching
« ‘doom’” to tell the truth about the terrible plight
- of the Soviet Union that has resulted from Stalin’s
- policies. They call it giving a “helping hand to
* Hitler,” when we correctly point out that the
» Soviet Union can be saved only by the revolution-
- ary action of the masses of Europe, especially of
. Germany, and not by reliance on Stalin’s anti-
Soviet imperialist allies. ) '

Those who actually read our press know that
“we are not “preaching doom” for the USSR when
we state that a continuation of Stalin’s policy of
staking the fate of the Soviet Union on aid from
the democratic imperialists — who have no real
interest in saving the workers state — will lead
to disaster. We are warning the workers of the
greatest danger to the defense of the Soviet Union
and pointing out the methods of struggle which
will achieve a Soviet victory. Far from support-
ing the notion of Hitler's “invincibility”, we keep
hammering away at his vulnerability to revolution-
ary attack. .

The Sunday Worker emphasizes above all that
we Trotskyists seek “to block full support by the
labor movement of a second military front —
which could turn the tide against Hitler — by
opposing any move by America to engage in mili-
tary cooperation with the Soviet Union and Great
Britain.”

The crux of the Stalinist charge that we are
“agents of Hitler” is the fact that we consistently
oppose support to the imperialists in this war, and
appeal instead to the workers of the world to form
the only “second front” which can defeat Hitler
and save the Soviet Union, the international class
front of proletarian struggle.

Which party has been proved right in its analysis
of the character of the aid which the British and
American imperialists would give the USSR, the

© Socialist Workers Party or the Communist Party?
" For more than five months, the Soviet Union
has borne the overwhelming brunt of Hitler’s mili-

tary attack. What material aid have the Allied
imperialists given the Soviet Union in all that
time? Not even the Stalinists have dared to claim
that that aid has been more than a trickle.

Material aid alone cannot save the Soviet Union,
the Stalinists are compelled to admit, and the

- Kremlin pleads with the Allies to open a “second

front”. All that Churchill has done, however, is
to start a relatively _sm"alllscale offensive in the
North African desert, an offensive that the Stalin-
ists nowhere dare to describe as a “genuine” sec-
ond front. And Churchill has made it clear that
no other “second front™ is contemplated until “pos-
sibly” in 1943. '

By this plea for a “second front”, the Stalin-
ists admit that the aid of outside forces is neces-
sary to defeat the Hitler invaders. What outside
forces can and will give the needed aid? Stalin
continues to sow the illusion that an imperialist
“western front” will be forthcoming to save the
USSR. We, however, maintain that decisive aid
to the Soviet Union will come only from the pro-
letarian masses of Europe and the world, espe-
cially through a revolutionary upsurge among the
peoples of Germany and the Nazi-occupied coun-
tries. . -

Is our program “aid to Hitler”? On the con-
trary, even the Stalinists have to acknowledge, in
the very article distorting and slandering our pro-
gram, the tremendous revolutionary ferment in the
occupied countries. “The Stalinists, however, pro-
pose to channelize this upsurge into a struggle for
the aims of ‘British and American imperialism. We
want to fan this revolutionary spark into a flame
that will drive all imperialism from the face of
the earth and ensure victory for the Soviet Union
and the socialist emancipation of the European
masses. '

It is a sufficient commentary on’ the wholesale
falsifications in the Sunday Worker article that the
author, Louis Budenz, does not dare to quote di-
rectly a’ single entire sentence, much less a para-
graph, from our press. The Stalinist workers must
ask themselves, why does Budenz fear to quote
us; why must he resort to falsifications?

To these slanders we offer the most conclusive
refutation. We invite the Stalinist workers to se-
cure copies of the articles mentioned,, but not
quoted, in Budenz's article. We invite them to
compare what we actually profess and write with
what the Stalinist leaders falsely claim is our pro-
gram. We are confident the Stalinist leadership
will be unable to “answer” the questions then
raised by Stalinist™workers,

‘Controlling’ Prices

The outbreak of the war in September 1939 was
the signal for the industrialists and speculators
to start boosting prices in anticipation of milking
unlimited profits out of the war preparations. This
year, as. American war production hits its stride,
prices are, skyrocketing in earnest.

Although strike actions have been able to secure
wage increases in many industries, price rises al-
ready have wiped out, or threaten to wipe out,
these increases.

Price increases thus become a constant factor
in compelling the workers to strike for higher
wages. Because it wants to quiet unrest, the Ad-
ministration is attempting to secure some control
over prices.

Moreover, in war time, when each individual
capitalist or corporation scrambles for war orders
and seeks to hold up the government and other
manufacturers for a maximum price on war mate-
rials, unregulated prices become a serious threat
to war production. Unrelieved cut-throat profit-
eering might reduce production to utter chaos. In-
dustrialists are already holding up delivery of war
goods to secure increased prices and profits.

For the past six months, the government has
tried to establish the authority of an administra-
tive agency empowered to fix price ceilings. This
agency, the Office of Price Control Administration,
has proved completely ineffective. Its decisions
have been openly flouted by a united front of in-
dustrialists.

On November 28, the House approved a water-
ed-down version of the Administration’s price-
control bill. This measure simply sets up another
administrative agency, scarcely different in func-
tion and powers from the present one, authorized
to fix prices in certain restricted fields and at
certain minimum levels, These levels are so high
as to guarantee the maintenance of extortionate
prices. Moreover, the bill establishes a review
board to which manufacturers can appeal against
the decisions of the price-fixing agency.

It is generally admitted that this bill will no
more be able to control prices than a pebble can
halt .an ocean wave, \

Prices can be controlled and fixed only when
production is planned and regulated. But capital-
ism in its very essence represents unplanned, an-
archic production. A disordered price structure is
a reflection of capitalism’s individualistic, dog-
eat-dog methods.

The only way the workers can offset the im-
mediate worst effects of price rises is by a con-
stant struggle for higher wages and for a rising
scale of wages to meet rising prices, '

In the final analysis, however, there can be no
definite control of prices under capitalism. Such
regulation can be effected only when the war in-
dustries are removed from the control and owner-
ship of the monopolies to be managed instead in
a planned and coordinated fashion under the con-
trol of the worke '

-

SSR Scores First Major
Victory In Rostov Battle

(Continued from page 1)
lamsk areas, admitted by the
Kremlin, imperil still further
Moscow’s lines of communications
and supply, Only three such sup-
ply routes are now actually open.
Leningrad remains besieged, and
the recent Nazi advance in the
Tikhvin area endangers not only
Leningrad itself but also Moscow,
since Tikhvin is directly on the
road to Vologda, the capture of
which would cut a vital supply
route to the capital.

ILLUMINATING ADMISSION

One of the most significant as-
pects of the Rostov victory is the
admission by the German General
Btaff that the workers of the city
played a crucial role in, driving
back the invading troops. Far
from conquering the city, the in-
vaders had entered a living in-
ferno — the flames of the Revolu-
tlon, which is still alive, were
licking at their heels. It is hardly
surprising that the German High
Command pours out its venom at
these workers; that it resorts to
bestial threats of "reprisals-
against the city's civilian popula-
tion.”

It is equally understandable
why the Nazi propaganda agen:
cies suddenly dropped this ‘‘ex-
cuse” for the retreat from Rostov,
and produced a different alibi.
Nothing is more dangerous to Hit-
ler than this news that the revol-
utionary workers of Rostov have
stripped his military machine of
its ‘myth of invincibility- in which
the Nazi propaganda machine has
so long sought to envelop it. Once
again history is reaffirming the
greatest lesson of all, namely, that
the key to the whole situation in
the Soviet Union as in Europe,
Germany and the whole world is
in the hands of the workers them-
selves.

What is necessary to spread the

tire front, and, above all, to Hit-
ler’s rear?

There is only one way, and that
is by returning to the policy and
methods of revolutionary war em-
ployed by the Soviet masses un-
der the leadership of Lenin and
Trotsky in the days of the Civil
War and imperialist intervention.
The Red Army was victorious
then because the soldiers openly
fought under the bannner of so-
cialism and international solidar-
ity; because the Soviets, repres-
enting the workers and peasants
functioned democratically behind
the lines; because the revolution-
ary propaganda disintegrated the
morale of the enemy armies.
The German High Command
who have not forgotten how their
Ukrainian armies of occupation
were “poisoned by the virus of
Bolshevism” must tremble at
even the thought of a repetition
of that struggle and strategy on’
their armies today, y
Stalin’s greatest crime is his re-
jection of this policy of revolu-
tionary war in faver of a policy
of dependence on aid from the
“democratic” imperialists,

WHAT HOLDS GERMAN
SOLDIERS BACK

As long as the bulk of the Ger-
man army continues tfo believe
that only another Versailles
Treaty, or something far worse,
is in store for them in event of
‘defeat, they will continue to sup-
port the war. Stalin's policies en-
able the Nazi leaders to tell the
German masses that the workers
state and the British Empire are
one in their war aims to crush
Germany. Goebbels is able to ham-
mer away at this point at the
moment when the German gen-
erals are trying to reform the
ranks of their southern armies
and to bring up reinforcements.
dven now as the crucial battle

victory of Red Rostov to the en-

the main weapon of the German
High Command in whipping up
the spirit of the soldiers is this
threat of what will happen to the
German people at the hands of
the imperialists if the German
armies are defeated.

In this way the effect of the.
Rostov defeat upon the morale ol

the German troops is in large
measure dissipated, Naturally.
military defeats are bound to

have repercussions, the soldiers
begin to think and the seeds of
doubt are planted, But only an
appeal to the German workers
and soldiers, pledging them sol-
idarity and support im their
struggle against Hitler and the
German . ruling c¢lass, pledging
them aid in the struggle against
“democratic” imperialists, and
against another Versailles, can
have the necessary explosive ef-
fect on the German masses.

STALIN SURRENDERS '
THIS WEAPON '
Stalin has surrendered this de-
cisive weapon- in ‘return - for
promises of aid from Churchill
and Roosevelt. What these prom-

| izes amount to ' were  shown in

Cht_a_rthtll'a recent statement that
Stalin can expect no military aid
from Britain until possibly 1943
This means — as we have per-
gistently pointed out — that the
Soviet Union with its admitted
shortage of ‘tanks and aircraft,
can depend only on the aid of
the revolutionary masses of Ger-
many and Europe.

With Stalin's policies and the
Stalinist leadership the Rostov
victory, inspiring as it is, can re-
main only an episode,

If the necessary steps are
taken, if the policy of revolution-
ary war and revolutionary appeal
to the European masses is adopt-
ed, the victory at Rostov. could
immediately be utilized for the

for Moscow continues unabated,

turning point in the war,

the elementary guiding princi-
ples necessary to conduct a real
struggle against the war.

It is important that those work-
ers and sincere liberals who sup-
port the America First Commit-
tee know what goes on “behind
the scenes” of the organization.
Because they fear such exposure,
the leaders of the Committee
maintain the strictest secrecy
concerning their records, finances,
ete. They are careful to avoid as-
sociations with people who are
openly known as enemies to the
|masses of American people,

Henry Ford, for example, was
suddenly dropped from the Na-
tional Committee of the America
First Committee, and his name
was quietly erased from the let-
terhead of official stationery. All
indications show that he thor-
oughly agrees with the Commit-
tee, and is one of its main fin-

of this notorious labor-hating, re-
actionary industrialist was dan-
gerous to a group which hopes
to gain wide popularity among
the masses,

Avery Brundage was similarly

dropped because of his open pro-
Nazi sympathies, and anti-Semitic
views, Merwin K. Hart, another
known fascist, was told by one of
the leaders of America First, that
an open connection would be
“dangerous.”
Lindbergh himself at first was
considered risky because of hi§
past friendship to the Nazis. But
it was hoped that his reputation
ag8 an “American hero,” and his
mid-West origin would give him
prestige and following.

WHO FINANCES

AMERICA FIRST?

The America -First Committee
has a huge payroll of directors.
speakers, secretaries, etc, in va
rious parts of the Uniled States
It maintain a sizeable mailing
list, issues bulletins, prints leaf
lets and speeches. There are no
dues or assessments; contribu
tions are purely voluntary,

The Committee seems to obtair
all its money from a small grour
of industrialists and financiers
Many of them belong to Amerieca’s

L 2 e
that their financial interests, their
profits, will suffer through Amer-
ica’s entry into the war.

» Naturally, these are mnot the
steel magnates, the coal owners,
the munitions makers who reap
fortunes from imperialist wars,
and are practically wholly in the
“interventionist” camp, behind
| the Roosevelt Administration.

Those in the ‘‘isolationist”
group largely Trepresent thosB
i industries which depend on the
farmers and the ordinary “con-
sumers”, rather than on arma-
ment orders.

Also, through the means of
priorities, production of these con-
sumers’ goods industries often is
curtailed. Consequently these in-
dustrialists seek some channel
through which to oppose the war
program, and U. S. participation
in war,

ancial supporters. But the name] AMERICA FIRST LEADERS

Thus we find that the chairman
of America First, General Robert
E. Wood, is also a manager of
-Sears, Roebuck and Co. which
carries almost entirely low-priced
consumers’ goods. The director of
the America First Committee in
Chicago is R, Douglas Stuart, who
iz the son of the first vice-presi-
dent of Qualker Cats, Inc. Sterling
Morton, owner of Morton Salt, is

Behind The Scenes
Of “America Eirst"‘

By MYRA WARD _

The American First Committee was officially . formed on
September 19, 1940. It represented a conglameration of con-
gressmen, financiers, fascists, and a few “liberals”. lts purpose
was ostensibly opposition to an immediate war against Germany.
However, as last week’s article pointed out, the group lacked

‘|a heavy contributor to the organ-

ization.

On the National Committee are
figures such as William Regnery,
Chicago multimillionaire, Clay
Judson, wealthy Chicago lawyer,
ete. John Cudahy, one of the lead-
ers and speakers of the America
First Committee, belongs to the
family which owns the Cudahy
meat-packing company,

Also in the “isolationist” camp
is Robert R. McCormick, publisher
of the famous Chicago Tribune,
and inheritor of the McCormick
reaper industrial dynasty.

The America First Committee
does not publicize these and many
other revealing facts because it
does not dare. 1t hopes to gain
the support of the masses of the
American people, the workers and
farmers, "How can it reveal to
these people that it receives fin-
‘ances and direction from million-
aires, labor-hating and reaction-
ary owners of industry, public
utilities, ete.? That these capital-
ists are in the “isolationist” camp
because a war will cut down their
profits? That they are not in-
terested in the common people, in
their genuine sentiment against
the war — that they will turn
against the workers and farmers
whenever their profits are threat-
ened by the militancy of the com-
mon people. How can the America
First Committee reveal these
facts? It would collapse in a mo-
ment.
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he Crimes

f Stalin

By Lydia Beidel
Stalin Goes ‘Left’ — 1928-33

BACKGROUND:

By the end of 1927, Stalin and the Communist
Parties were suffering the blows which the oppor-
tunist course of the preceding several years had
brought. To cover up his criminal mistakes, Stalin
now forced a violent and extreme turn to the left, no
less disastrous in its effects than the period before it,

In the USSR: Stalin's concessions to the rich
peasant (kulak) and the small trader (Nepman) had
enhanced the relative strength of these capitalist ele-
ments, which were menacing Soviet economy. Stalin
now swung away from them and launched a program
of forced collectivization against the peasantry as a
whole. Trotsky, exiled to Alma-Ata, warned
against the danger of this pseudo-left turn of Stalin,
both for the Soviet Union and the parties of the Com- .
munist International,

In the International: Despite the opportunistic
alliances formed by Stalin, he was in a position of
isolation by the end of 1927, The DBritish trade union
leaders had broken from the Anglo-Russian Commit-
tee, after using it for their own purposes; Chiang
Kai Shek had crushed the Chinese Communist Party .
and the Chinese revolution.

. In the capitalist world: Capitalism was plunging
headlong into the greatest economiec crisis of its his-
tory, bringing mass unemployment, starvation and
unrest to the workers and the poorest sections of the
middle class.

THE “THIRD PERIOD”

The Stalinist bureaucracy abandoned for the time
being the policy of collaboration with capitalist groups
that had proved so ruinous in the period between
1924 and 1927, went into reverse and adopted a policy
which in effect excluded united action with even
working class organizations.

In July, 1928, the Sixth World Congress of the C, T,
convened and its theoreticians laid the basis for the
“Third Period”. They discovered that the post-war
era was divided into three periods, and that capital-
ism would never survive the “third period.” According
to .this scheme, the first, from 1917 to 1924, was the
period of capitalist collapse and the first wave of
proletarian revolutions; the second, 1924 to 1929, was
the period of the stabilization of capitalism; and the
third, from 1927 on, the period of successful workers’
revolutions,

The “Third Period” was characterized by the adop:
tion of a series of ultra-left tactics by the parties of.
the C. I, and the abandonment of all alliance with
non-Communist elements in the working class and
peasantry. Purges in the International removed the
leaders of the “Second Period,” the right-wingers, the
followers  of' Bukharin, of whom Lovestone-Gitlow-
Wolfe were the American representatives. el

Stalin enunciated the theory which formed

the

basis of the “Third Period” tactics: the theory of #

focial-Fascism, according to which “fascism and the
Social-Democracy are not antipodes, but twins.” With
one gesture, the Nazis and the large numbers of
workers wha still followed the leadership of the Sec-*
ond International were lumped indiseriminately to-
gether. As a matter of fact, the main blows of the
Communist organizations were directed against the
Social-Democratic and other workers’ parties in this
period, for according to the Stalinist theory, they
were the main obstacle to the overthrow of capitalism,

“UNITED FRONT FROM BELOW”

The Second Congress of the C. I. under Lenin and
Trotsky had developed one of the most valuable tae-
tics in the possession of the revolutionary party, the
united front — to win support of the masses still
unprepared to accept revolutionary leadership,

A vulgar perversion of this tactic was now dis]leci
up by Stalin, under the name of the ‘“united front
from below.” This was to operate by dppealing to
the Social-Democratic masses to desert their party
leaders and follow the C. P, Tts effect was to nullify
the entire policy of the united front (intended to
swing masses of organized workers into joint class
action against common enemies and for common ob-
jectives) and substituted for it an exaggerated recruit-
ment campaign employing all the wrong méthods,
which resulted only in repelling the worker Socialists
from the Communist Parties and leaving them fully

under the influence of the treacherous reformist
leaders. I

EFFECTS OF THE STALINIST LINE

In the USSR: By 1930, Stalin’s policy of forced
collectivization had driven the peasants as a class
into open revolt. They refused to grow grain and the
Soviet Union faced famine. In his article, “Dizzy
With Success,” Stalin finally called a halt, but too
late to forestall the horror of mass starvation which
descended on the Soviet Union in 1931-32.

In the unions: Communist workers were ordered
to withdraw from the large trade unions under the
control .of reformist or Socialist leaders and were
organized into Beparate “Red Trade Unions,” As a
result, Communist and progressives were isolated

In the International: As economic conditions
worsened internationally from 1927 to 1933, class an-
tagonism increased and the need for real united work-
ing class action (the united front) became imperative.

In China, the Communist Party retreated to the
remote provinces, there to operate without a base in
the proletariat, and consequently without any real
influence. '

In England, America, France and the other ecoun-
tries where the Communist Parties existed, the mem-
bership of the parties now stood isolated and discre-
difed, without inTluence among the workers

But the false and ruinous policies of "Third. Period”
Stalinism, at a time when the unity of the class front
in the struggle against fascism wag
had succeeded only in further dividing
the working class and confusing them a
enemy and their main tasks.

At a time when capitalism w
gravest crisis, the vanguard of the wdrking clasg
betrayed by Stalinism and the Social Democracy was
brevented from taking ddvantage of its histor ’
portunity, and .fascism was permitted
rescue of the decaying social order,
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