
But there the working class has been cut to the bone, They reoognlse 
they muBt be organised, but never see now they can stand on tneir own 
feet and put up a fight against these conditions.

20.

Tom Johnson:

When these 9 Negro beys in Scottsboro were on trial, we brought 
forward in our papers the fact that a mob of 10,000 whites were 
there demanding their lynohing, legal or otherwise. Well, these 
10,000 whites were ragged, many of them had not had a square meal 
for days, iney were poor farmers from the State of Tennessee and 
yet they constituted a real potential force of fascism beoause we 
had never approached these poor farmers without propaganda, our 
agitation, and because we have never organised them for the struggle 
against their present conditions.

In the South this question is particularly sharp because of 
course the whole development of our Negro work in the South, the 
whole development of the struggle for Negro rights of our agrarian 
work, from the pushing forward of tne immediate partial demands of 
the Negro masses, against the slave remnants found in Southern 
agriculture, against the barbar oppression of a whole national 
minority. And this struggle, by its very nature will be an exceed­
ingly sharp and violent one. I think Oamp Rill is typioal of what 

we may expect to run into in the South as our movement develops and 
it shows certain dangers we have to guard against. The outstanding 
weakness in Camp Hill situation was the almost complete lack of 
solid organisation: The fact that it was loose, that we were unable 
to control the elements under our influence, unable to dlreot the 
fight, choose ourselves the terms and conditions of battle, Instead 
we ran into it helter-skelter and it was forced upon us at a time 
when we were unprepared. Secondly, perhaps an even greater weakness 
was the fact that we had no Party in Camp Hill. When this situation 
broke we had no Party right there able to storm, able to gather to­
gether the loose ends of our movement and veld them together into 
a solid whole. Ve did not have in Oamp Hill'this kind of leadership.

Allen;

Comrades: Comrade Johnson has already done away with quits a 
number of misconceptions that have arisen V|.th regard to the Oamp 
Hill case, but I think the whole set of misconceptions with regard 
to those events must be definitely cleared up. There were refer­
ences in this Plenum, to the Camp Hill upraising, giving the inferenee 
that it was a spontaneous affair. There was an article in the Daily 
Yorker in answer to the attacks of the black Judasos that the 
Communists were responsible for uprisings and bloodshed in the 8outh; 
there was the attitude taken in the Daily Yorker that no Communists 
were present, that ve had nothing to do with the events.

Of course, nothing could be further from the truth. Oamp Bill 
was our first organised attempt to do agrarian work in the Black 
Belt of the 8outh. And as such it is the first sffort to grapple 
with the whole National liberation question at its base, the agrarian

base, and as such it is of extreme importance to tne entire Party.
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I want to deal mainly with the Soottsboro case, and certain 
apparent weaknesses In the way we oarrled on oar oampalgn. In the 
ilret place I do not agree with a number of comrades that the Party 
ploked up the case fast enough. By that I mean to say that onoe 
the oampalgn was started frbm the oentre, the Party did piok It up 
fast, bpt where we lagged behind In this campaign was precisely In 
this point, that at the oefltre the campaign was not ploked up t t x  
fast enough. It was only two weeks, or maybe three weeks after the 
first hearing at Bcottsboro that the Party and the centre fully 
realised the Importance and signlfioanoe of this oase.

MIHOR: Were we notified of It?

7es. The Southern Worker and the Party sent a reporter Into 
Scottsboro at the first arraignment and sent a telegram from Scotts- 
boro to the Dally Worker on the whole affair - the arraignment and 
the events that were taking place, and as an Indication that the 
Party was not yet ready to appreciate the significance of that oase, 
that telegram and the whole affair was very very much underplayed in 
the Daily Worker. It did not receive the importance that its signi­
ficance demanded. The Dally even lagged further behind in that oase, 
beoause it took quite a number of more weeks after the campaign was 
started in the Party itself, for the Daily to see and to treat the 
case properly. Then at the very beginning of the case, I think 
there was a great deal of confusion, especially in regard to the 
tactics we were to employ with the black Judases. In Chattanooga 
we were faoed with the problem of initiating the campaign, of laying 
the basis for it right on the field. *ne Ministers Alllanoe was al­
ready there. We began manoeuverlng with them. We manoeuvered with 
them and had quite a number of debates on precisely this subject; 
then there appeared in the Daily Worker a very long editorial which 
in my opinion confused the line entirely.

I think that editorial had a great deal to do with causing the 
comrades to make this mistake not only in Chattanooga, but in other 
parts of the country, and in that way delved the momentum of the 
campaign. That editorial very definitely, in my opinion, presented 
the problem precisely of manoeuverlng with the black Judases, of 
trying to form a united front with the black Judases, and that did 
a great deal in swaying the mind of the entire Party on this pre­
cise point, and the harm it caused is still apparent today.

1 think the biggest weakness in the whole Scottsboro oampalgn 
today are, firstly tnat we nave not obtained the necessary organisa­
tional results we might have obtained out of it secondly we did not 
lead it into the direction of a struggle for national liberation, 
and if there ever was a oase where we could do this it is the Scotts- 
ooro case, and I think that arises out of the same sort of oonfusion 
as was in that Daily Worker editorial, and whioh, from the discussion 
in tniB Plenum, appears to me to still exist in the minds of many 
comrades.

I think tnat although the manner in which the oriticism was 
carried on was not the way to present the issue, I think the orltlolsm 
of Com. Heyward was to the point. I tnlnk tnat when we speak of 
formalism it means more than merely the relations of comrades person­
ally, relations in Party units or in our work) it also applies very 
seriously to the way lines are presented and worked out, the polltleal



22.
line, and I think Com. Minor does present precisely an example of 
that kind of formalism and 1 think Com} Haywood was decisive in 
his criticism, not of Comrade Minor personally, whom we all ree- 
peot as an experienced revolutionary, but of certain deviations, 
should I call them, from the Party line on the Negro question. I 
also think that in replying to the criticism of Com. Haywood,
Com. Browder was also guilty of a certain formalism. On the one 
hand Ooa. Haywood did not only pick out certain statements in the 
artiole of Ooa. Minor in the July communist, but developed these 
various points to show where the thing was, more than aerely one 
or two or three errors, but really represented the misoonoeption . 
on this subject.

I think Com. Browder in hie reply limited it almost entirely 
to choosing two or three, sentences in the article. I think this 
is also formalism. When you have an article before you you can 
always find there certain lines supporting your point of view.
It is not a question of Just that but a question of a complete 
misconception of the matter.

In Com. Minor's speech to the Plenum on the first day in his 
distinction between the petty-bourgeoiele and Negro masses and 
petty-bourgeois Negro leaders - that was a formal distinction.
I do not think it was a significant distinction, I think wo oannot 
refer to petty-bourgeois masses when speaking of the Aaerloan bour­
geoisie or even of the Latin American countries or colonial 
countries, but I think this is one of the speoific features in the 
Negro question in this country - that we have no petty-bourgeois 
masses, or we may have it to a very small degree but not to a 
significant degree. Yes, perhaps lb0,000 small landownere or may 
be today 100,000. This is, comparatively speaking, ineigdfleant 
quantity. But in speaking of the role of the blaok Judaeee. 
Browder: Do you think Comrade Minor's line ie entirely inoorreotT

I do not think Com. Minor's line is entirely lncorreot, but 
it is lncorreot to the extent where it neede criticism and I 
think that in oarrying on the work in Ohattanooga, for instance, we 
need a sharp and clear policy on this problem.

Welnatone: >

The revolutionary upsurge, to employ Comintern language, also 
manifests itself in struggles of the Negroes in the growing 
activities on the part of the Negro masses. What can we say about 
the developments upon the Negro field. The report made by Comrade 
Browder in recording the suooeeeea was indeed correot. Is mast 
take pride lm our aonievemente with regard to the Soottsboro oase, 
in developing a mass movement, in conducting struggles against the 
1AA0P, we must take pride in the oourageoue battle of our oomradea 
|n Ohloago in connection with the murder of three Negro workers 
which set an example for the entire Party a  maintaining the open 
leadership of the Party, in the movement and keeping in the fere-’ 
ground immediate demands and developing a movement around them.
Also using it for organisation of the unemployed and as our comrades 
report with building the Party. Undoubtedly Ohloago presents num­
erous problems, many dangers but la ay opinion along the linos which


