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INTRODUCTION

The evidence presented by the Trotskyists at the
Minneapolis Trial in America in 1941 will go down in
history as the clearest presentation of the case for the
socialist revolution in any labour trial throughout the
history of the working ciass. Together with the trials
of the Toipuddie Martyrs, Tom Mooney, Sacco and
Vanzetti, this latest effort of the capitalist class to frame

-up the representatives of the workers, stands out as an

example, not of the power of the capitatists, but of their
fear of the genuine voice of organised labour.

It is no accident that the American capitalist class,
the mosi powerful in the world, have selected Trotsky-
ism as the representatives of revolutionary internation-
alism—the continuators of the traditions of Marx and
Lenin. The twenty-eight accused were members of the
Socialist Workers Party of America and of the Minne-
apolis Branch of the Teamsters Union, Local 544,

The principal withess for the accused, J. P. Cannon,
was a founder of the Communist Party of America and
the leading delegate at the Congresses of the Communist
International until 1928 when he was expelled by Stalin
for maintaining the principles of Leninism. An advaniage
which he possessed over the defendanis in any previous
labour trial was that the Counsel for the Defence was
Albert Coldman, not only a highly skiiled lawyer well
wnown throughout America for his defence of labour
militants for many years past, but himself a co-leader
of the S.W.P. and one of the defendants in the case.
These two, working in perfect harmony and under-
standing, one questioning, the other answering, traced
the entire casa for Socialism and the method of achieving
it. This crass examination, which forms the material of
this bookiet, is unique both in working class history and
fegal procadure. ‘It is an outline of the fundamental
ideas of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky; it is an
exposition of the complete alternative programme for the
working olass to the capitalist -programme of wars,
fascism, famines and pesfilence. '

The principal charge of the Government, and the one
from which the others flowed, was that ‘ the said
defendants and their co-conspirators would, and they did,
accept as the ideal formula for the carrying out of their
said objectives the Russian Revolution of 1217, whereby

the then existing Government of Russia was overthrown
by force and viclence . . . '’ The prosecution attempted
to prove that the Russian Revolution had been carried
out by a smali minority of people by means of an illegal
conspirasy, and that the Socialist Workers Party was
planning a similar coup in America.

Transforming the prisoners’ dock into a tribune of the
working class, Cannon not only disproved Prosecutor
Sohweinhaut’s allegations that the dictatorship of the
proletariat achieved by Lenin and the Bolshevik Party
was a coup on the part of a minority in Russia, he boldly
proclaimed the socialist programme and then turned the
attack on the Government and the capitalist class. The
ideas and interests voiced by Cannon on the one side,
and the Assistant Attorney General of the United States
on the other, were not merely American ideas and Amer-
ican interests; they were the interests of world labour
on the ong side and world capital on the other. It is no
accident thaf in Britain the bourgeois press on the one
hand and the Stalinist and labour press on the other,
hiave maintained a conspiracy of silence on the framing
of revolutionaries in the oitadal of ** demogracy ’’. To
the British workers at the present time this testimony
constitutes an A.B.C. of Marxism as applied to present
day problems. For the questions that Cannon answers
are the questions that history is posing before the
British proletariat; the solution he offers is the solution,
not only for America, but for Britain, Europe and the
entire world.

Above all, cn the key question—the building of a
revolutionary party—the workers of Britain ‘can learn
much from Cannon's expesition. At the apex of the
whole pyramid of ideas—propaganda, analys’s, agitation
—stands the Party. No matter how favourable the
situation and how popular the ideas of Socialism, without
the revolutionary party ihe workers will suffer catas-
trophic defeat. in Workers International League the
nucleus of such a revolutionary party has been forimed.
Class conscious workers seeking a solution to- the
problems posed by history—the conguest of power by the
prolefariat—will enrol themselves under the banner of
the Fourth Internatisnai—under the banner of Workers’
International League.



James P. Cannon takes the
‘Witness Stand
FIRST WITNESS FOR THE DEFENCE GIVES

MASTERFUL EXPOSITION OF PRINCIPLES
AND TACTICS OF THE S.W.P.

Tuesday, November 1¥, 1941
Afternoon So:qon

JAMES P. C‘-\I\ NON

was called as a witness on hohall of the defendants,
having heen first duly sworn, testified as fallows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

By MR. GOLDMAN:
Q: Will yvou please state your name for the reporter?¥
A: James P, Cannon.
Q: Where do you live, Mr.
New York.
And your present occupation?
National Secretary of the Sceialist Workers Party.
How old are you, Mr. Cannon?
Fifty-one.
‘Where were you born?
Rosedale, Kansas.
How long a period is it since you began vour
carcer in the Marxist movement, Mr. Cannon?
A: Thirty years.
Q: What organisation did you first join that was
part of the working class movement?
A: The IL.W.W., Tndustrial Workers of the World.
Q: And did von join any other organisation subse-
quent to that one?
A: The Socialist Party.
Q: And after that?
A: Tn 1919, at the foundation of  the Communist
Party, T was one of the original members, and a member
of the National Commiitee.

Cannon?

@f*j‘e?"‘**.?fi'@?

Q: How long a period did you rewain in the Com-
munist Party?

A: TUntil October, 1928,

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

A: T am fanubiav with all the important writings of
the Marxist teachers—Marx,. Engels, Lenin, Trotsky,
and the commentators on their works.

Have vou ever read any books against the Marx-
ian theory?

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

Q: Which one is the most important hook?

A IThdler’s ©“ Mein Kampf.”

Q: Have von ever ecdited any labour
Cannoun ? :
~A: Yes, a nnmber of them. In fact, . T have heen
more or less a working journalist in the mevement for
about 25 years,

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

A: The Workers’ World in Kansas City.
published in Cleveland, Ohio. T was at one time editor
of The Militant. 1 was editor of the paper called Labour
Agtion published in San Fraucisco. and I have heen on
the editorial board of numerous other papers and maga-
zines pnblished in the movement, :

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

A: Yes, T have done that continuously for ahout
thirty vears. :

Q" And vou have written pamwphlets that were pub-
lished ? ’

A: Some. ves,

papers, Me.

The Toiler,

THE FORMATION OF THE SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY

Q: Tell us the reasons why you severed your con-
nection with the Communist Party, Mr. Cannon.

A: Well, at the time of the controversy that devel-
oped in the Russian party between Trotsky on the one
side, and Stalin and his group on the other, a controversy
that touched many of the most fundamental principles
of Socialism, this controversy gradually became extended
in the Communist International, and became the subject
of concern in the other parties of the Communist Inter-
national and I and some others here took a position in
support of Trotsky and that led to our expulsion from
the Communist Party of the United States.

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

A: It began over the question of bureaucracy in the
governmental apparatus of the Soviet Union and in the
staffs of the party in Russia, Trotsky began a struggle
for more democragy in the party, in the government and
unions and the country generally. This struggle against
what Trotsky—and | agree with him—characterised as an
increasing bureaucratisation of the whole regime, this
controversy originating over this point, gradually devel-
oped in the course of years inte fundamental conflicts
over virtually all the basic principles of Socialist theory
and practice.

. And as a result of this controversy, the expuls:on
took place?
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T-“HE SPLIT IN THE COMMUNIST PARTY

< A: As a result of that, the expulsion of onr group
“took place here in the United States, as was the case
-also in Russia.

© Q: In what year was that?

A 1998,
Q: Tell us what happened to the group that was ex-
pelled.

A: We organised ourselves as a group and hegan to
publish a paper called The Militant.

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

A: Well, there were only three of us to start with.
Eventually we got supporiers in other cities. Six months
Jater, when we had our first conference, we had ahout
100 members in the country.

Q: And subsequent to that.
organised by this group?

A: Yes, this gronp called itsclf originally the Com-
munist Icague of America, and considered itself a
faction of the Communist Party, attempting to get
reinstated into the party. with the provision that we

was there any party

~would have a right to hold our views and discuss them

in the party. This proposal of ours was rejected by the
party, so we developed as an independent organisation.

In 1934 we came to an agreement with another
organisation, which had never been connected with the
Communist movement, which had grown out of the trade
unions. This organisation, originally known as the Con-
ference for Progressive Labour Action, took the name of
the American Workers Party. Tn 1934, in the fall of
that year, we had a joint convention with them and
formed a common organisation which we called the
"Workers Party of the United States.

- Q: And how long did this Workers Party exist?
‘A: TFrom the fall of 1934 until the spring of 1936.
Q: And what happened then?
A: At that time our party joined the Socialist Party
as a body.

The Socialist Party had had an internal discussion
and controversy, which culminated in the last month of
1935 in a split, in the withdrawal of the more conserva-
tive elements. The Socialist Party had then issued an
jpvitation for unaffiliated radical iudividuals and groups
to join the Socialist Party. We accepted the invitation
gand joined the party in 1936, again with the express
wrovision which we had originally contended for in the
Communist Party, that we should have the right to
maintain our particular views and to discuss them in the
party—that is, when discussion was in order, and we
on our part ohligated ourselves to observe discipline in
the dailvy work and common action of the party.

Q: How long did your group remain in the Seccialist
Party? ’

A: Just ahout a year.

Q: And what happencd then?

-~ THE FUNDAMENTAL

“A: Well, the most important tasks of the convention
were to set up its organisation, adopt a Declaration of
Principles, and some collateral resclution on current
questions, and elect a National Committee to direct the
work of the party on the basis of the Declaration of
Principles.

Q@+ Did it elect some committee to take charge of the
party during the interval between conventions?

-A: Yes, that is the National Committee.

Q: Now, vou say that it adopted a Declaration of
Principles. I show vou Prosecution’s Exhibit 1, being
the Declaration of Principles and Constitution of the
Socialist Workers Party, and T ask you whether that is
the same that was adopted at the Socialist Workers’
Party convention?

DIFFERENCES WITRH THE SOCIALIST PARTY

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

Q: And that was in what year?

A: That was in the year 1936, but it became very
acite in the spring of 1937. We had a definite position
on the Sp aish question. We studied it attentively
and we wanted to make our views known to the other
party memhers. This was permitted for some time, and
then the National Executive Committee issued an order
prohibiting any further discussion, prohibiting even the
adoption of reso'ntions by branches ou the subject, and
we revolted against that provision and insisted on our
rights,

At the same time, a big dispute arose in New York
over the election campaign,—this was the second cam-
paign of TLaGuardia, and the Socialist Party officially
decided to support the candidacy of LaGuardia. We op-
posed it on the ground that it was a violation of Social-
15t principles to support the candidate of a capitalist
partv. LaGuardia was a candidate of the Republican and
Fusion Parties, as well as of the Labour Party.

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

. When was the Soeialist Workers Party organised?

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

Q: Who participated in its organisation?

A: The branches of the Socialist Party which had
been expelled—these were handed together under a com-
mittee of the expelled branches and this committee was
instructed by a conference to arrange a convention,
prepare it, and the expelled branches of the Socialist
Party sent delegates to the foundation convention of
the Socialist Workers Party.

Q:- Did this committee of the expelled branches pub-
lish any paper? *

A:  Yes, it published a paper following the expulsions,
which began in May or June, 1937. We published the
Socialist Appeal, and that bhecame the official organ -of
the party after the convention. TLater, ahbout a year
apo, we changed the name back to our original name,
The Militant,

Q: To the hest of your recollnction, how many dele-
pates were present at the founding convention of the
Socialist Workers Party?

A: T think about a hundred.

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

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

Now, what did that convention do?

AIM OF THE PARTY

(Document handed to witness)

A: Yes, yes, that is it. a

Q: Who presented the Declaration of Principles to
the convention, do you remecmber? o E

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

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

MR. SCHWEINHAUT {Prosecutor): When? .

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

A: Well, T would say the fundamental aim of the




party then and now is-to popularise the doctrines of
Marxian Soeialism and to aid and lead in the work of
transforming society -from a - capitalist to a commnmist
hasis.

Q: Give us the meaning of the term Socialism.

A: Well, Socialism can have two meanings, and
usually does among us. That is, Socialism is a name
applied to a projected new form of soc iety, and it is a
name also applied 1o the movement workmg in that
direction.

Q: What is the nature of that projected society?

A: Well, we visualise a society that would be based
on the z3mwmon ownership of the means of production,
the elimination of private profit in the means of produc-
tion, the abolition of the wage system, the abolition of
the dwrszon of society into classes.

Q: "With reference to any government for the purpose
of .mmstituting such a soctety, what would vou say is the
purpose’ of the Socialist Workers Party?

CA: Well, we set as our aim the establishment of a

Workers' and IParmers’ Government, in place of. the
existing government which we termt a capitalist govern-
ment. The task of this government would he to arrange
and control the transition of society from the basis of
capitalism to the "hasis of socialism.

Q: When you say ‘‘capitalist government,”
vou mean? ’ .

A: Well, we mean a governent that arises from a
society that is based on the private ownership of the
wealth of the country and the means of production by
the capitalists,” and which in general represents the
interests of that class. ’

Q: Aud in counterdistinetion to this Lrovemmpnt you
propose to establish a Workers' and Farmers' Govern-
ment ? :

A: Yes, we propose in place of the capitalists =a
Workers' and Tarmers’ Government which will frankly
represent the economic and social interests of the work-
ers and the producing farmers.

what do

THE BOSSES AND THE MIDDLE CLASS IN
A WORKERS STATE

Q: Weli, what would happen to the capitalists?

A: Well, under a Workers’ and Farmers’ Govern-
ment, the task of the government will be to carry out
the transfer of the most important means of productlon
from private ownership to the common ownership of the
people.

Q: Well, what would happen to the individual capit-
alists who would lose their wealth?

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

Q: W’ell would yon kill them or put them to work,
er what?

A: Well, under our theory, citizenship participation
in the benefits of society would be open to everybody
on a bhasis of equality. This would apply te former
capitalists as well as to workers and farmers.

Q: When vou use the term “productive wealth,” do
you mean any property that an 111d1v1duaul owns?

A: No—when we speak of the means of production,
the wealth of the country, we mean that wealth which
is necessary for the prodn(‘tmn of the nece‘;‘ut}es of the
people. The industrics, the railroads, mines, and so on.
We don’t propose at least, Marxist Socialists have
never proposed anywhere that I know, the elimination
of private property and personal effects. We speak of
those things which are necessary for the productlon of
the people’s needs:  They shall be owned in common by
all the people,

Q: What would happen to small businesses, the
owners of which do not have labour to hire?

OUR ATTITUDE TO THE MIDDLE CLASS

A: Well, the best Marsist authority since Engels is
that small proprietors, who arc not exploiters, should
be in no way interfered with hy the Workers’ and
Yarmers’ Government. They should he allowed to have
their farms, their small possessions, their small handi-
craft shops, and only in so far as they become conwnced
by the example of socialised collec tive farming and vol.
untarily would agree to pool their land and their re-
sources in a collective effort, only to that extent can
dollectivisation of small farming enterprises take place.

In the meantime, it is a part of our programme that
the Workers’ and Farmers’ Government should assist
siuch enterprises by assuring them reasonable price for
their implements, for fertilisers, arrange credits for
them, and in general condnet the government as a gov-
ernment which is concerned for them and wants to

represent their interests.

I am speaking now of small preducing farmers. not
of big landowners and bankers, who exploit a lot of
people, or who rent land out to share croppers. We
certainly intend to socialise their land in the very first
stages of the Workers' and Farmers’ Government, turn
it over to the administration of the people who actually
till the soil. That also, T may say, is the standard
Marxist doctrine since the earliest davs, and the  doc-
trine of Lenin and Trotsky in the Russian Revolution.

THE WITHERING AWAY OF THE STATE

Q: How will this Sacialist society bhe controlled and
directed ?

A: Well, Socialism naturally would have to grow out
of the new situation. After the social revolution has
been effected in the political arena, and the capitalist
government has been replaced by a Workers’ and Farm-
-ers' Gavernment, which proceeds to- the socialisation of
the industries, the abolition of inequalities, the raising
of the level of the income of the masses of the people,
and the suppression of any attempts at counter-revolu~
tion by the dispossessed exploiters, the importance and
weight of the government as a repressive force would
gradually diminish.

Because as classes are abolished, as exploitation is
eliminated, as the conflict of class against class is
eliminated, the very reason for the existence of a gov-
ernment in the strict sense of the term bhegins to
diminish, Governments are primarily instruments of
repression of one class against another. According to
the doetrine of Marx and Engels and of all the great
Marxists who followed them, and based themselves on
their doctrine, we visualise, as Engels expressed it, a
gradual withering away of the government as a repres-
sive foree, as an armed force, and its replacement by
purely administrative councils, whose duties will be.to
plan production, to supervise ‘public. works, and . edw-
cation, and things of this sort. As you merge into
socialist. society, the government, as Kngels expressed
it, tends to wither away and the government of tmen
will be veplaged by the administration "of things.

The government of a Soemlist soclety in reality will be

“an administrative body, because we don’t anticipate the

need for armies and navies, jails, repressions, and con-
seqlwnth that aspect of government dies out for want
of function.

- Q: What is the. Mnlxmn theotry
forces making. socialism inevitable?

as to the social
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. _MR. SCHWEINHAUT:

A:  Well, capitalism is a state of society that didn’t
always exist. Like preceding social systems, it went
through a period of gestation in the womb of the old
feudal society. 1t grew and developed as against feudal
society, eventually overthrew it by revolutionary means,
raised the productivity of mankind to undreamed of
heights—

MR. SCHWEINHACUT (prosecutor): Well, now, just
a moment, Mr. Cannon. It seems to me this guestion
could be answered mnuch more simply than this. I sus-
pect the gentleman is going to make a speech now, and
1 don’t see that the question calls for it at all.

Q: {By MR. GOLDMAN) Well, as bricfly as you can,
describe the social. forces—

A. Well, [ did not want to make a speech. 1 wanted
to say in a few words what are the social forces that are
pushing capitalism to bankruptcy. The laws by which—
That -was not the question
that was asked you, Mr. Witness. You were asked what
weré the sorial forces shat would make socialism inevit-

* able, or some such thing. Well, I give up. Go abead.

THE WTTNESS: T assure yvou that T am as anxious
to compress the explanation as mnch as possible.

(lapitalism operates by certain internal laws which
were analysed and laid bare for the first time by Karl
Marx in his great works, first in the Communist Mani-
festo and then in Capital.

THE PROBLEM OF OVERPRODUCTION

Now, the two internal laws of capitalism which are
making. inevitable its deeline and its replacement by
Socialism are these:

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

The more capitalism expands within a given country,
the more productive hecomes the lahour of the workers,
the greater is this surplns, which cannot find a market
because the great mass of the people who produce the
wealth do not receive enough wages to buy it. And
that leads capitalism inte periodic crisis of what they
eall over-production, or as some popular agitators call
it under-consumption, but the sclentific term is over-
production,

Capitalism from its very inception, for more than a
hundred vears, pretty nearly twoe hundred years, has
gone through such crises. Now. in the past, capitalism
couk¥ solve these crises eventually by finding new mar-
kets, new fields of investment, new fields of exploitation,
and as long as capitalism could find new areas for the
investment of capital and the sale of goods, the capital-
ist svstem could extricate itself from this cyclical crisis
which occurred about every ten years, and go on to new
heights of production. But every time capitalism ex-
periented a new bhoom, and began to develop some new
territory, it narrowed down the world. Because every
place that capitalism penetrated, its laws followed it
like a shadow, and the new field of exploitation began
to become also surfeited with a surplus. )

For example, the United States, which was a great
reservoir for the assimilation of surplus products of
Europe and gave European capitalism a breathing spell,
has itself developed in the course of 150 years to the
point where it produces an enormous surplus and has to
figsht Europe for a markei in which to sell it. So this

P

THE INTERNAL LAWS PUSHING CAPITALISM
TO BANKRUPTCY

tremendous eontradiction between the private ownership
of industry and wage labour presents capitalism more
and more with an insoluble crisis. This is one law of
capitalism, :

CAPITALIST COMPETITION LEADS TO WAR

'The second law is the conflict between the development
of the productive forces and the national barriers n
which they are confined under capitalisi. Every couniry
oporating on a capitalist basis produces a surplus which
it is unable to sell in its domestic market for the
reasons I have given you before.

What, then, is the next step® The capitalists must
find a foreign market. They must find a forecign market
in which to sell their surplus and a foreign field in which
to invest their surplus capital. The difficulty that is
confronting capitalism is that the world doesn’t get any
bigeer. It retained the same size, while every modern
capitalist nation was developing its productive forces far
bevond its own domestic capacity to consume. Or to
sell at a profit. This led to the tremendons explosion
of the World War in 1914. The World Wor of 1914
was, in our theory and our doctrine, the signal that the
vapitalist world had come to a bankrupt crisis.

Q: What would you say about the law of competition
working within the capitalist system?

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

I mentioned the World War of 1914 as the s'gnal that
capitalism on the world scale wasn't able to solve any of
its problems peacefully before. They had to kill eleven
miltion men. and then make peace and prepare to do it
all over again the second time. That, in the view of the
Marxian Socialists, is the sign that capitalism has out-
lived its possibility to solve its own problems.

THE ROLE OF OUR AGITATION

Q: What would you say, then, with reference to the
relative importance of the economic factor moving toward
Socialism, and the agitation for socialism of the various
parties, including the Socialist Workers Party?

A: Well, now, if 1 could explain here, Marxian
socialism is distinct from what is knewn in our termin-
ology as Utopian socialism—that is, the socialism of
people who visualise a better form of society, and think
that it is only necessary to see that a better society
could exist, and to persuade the people to adopt it and
solve the problem. Marxian socialism proceeds from the
theory that the very intcrnal laws by which capitalism
operates drives society to arsocialist solution.

1 mentioned the war—I mentioned the conflict be-
tween the various capitalist nations which are always
now in either a state of war, or of an armed truce pre-
paring for war. I shonld mention also the experience
of the 1929 depression, as it is called, with its fifteen
nillion able-bodied American workers who were willing
to work, unable to find employment, That was another

sign of a terrible unhealthiess in the social organism
called capitalism; and that unemployment scourge oper-
ated on a world scale.

Now, these are the forces that are driving society to
a rational solution, in our opinion, by the nationalisation
of industry, the elimination of competition, and the abol-




ition of private ownership. Now, agitatien could not
effect the transformation of ons social order to another
unless these powerful internal economic laws were push-
ing it,

The real revolutionary factor, the real powers fhat are
driving for socialism, are the contradicfions within the
capitalist system itself. All that our agitation can do
is to try to foresee thesretically what is possible and
what is nrobable in the line of social revolution, to
prepare people's minds for it, to convince them of the
desirability of it, to try to organise them to accelerate
it and to bring it about in the most economical and
effective way. That is all agitation can do.

SIGNIFICANGCE OF FASCISM

Q: What role does the factor of fascism play?

A: TFascism is another sign that unfailingly appears
in every capitalist society when.it reaches that period
of decay and crisis, and isn’t any longer able to keep
an ‘equilibrium of society on the hbasis of democratic
parliamentarism, which has been the governmental form

of rule af eapitalism in its heyday. TFascism grows,
becomes a terrible menace to mankind, and a terrible
warning to the workers that if they don’t bestir them-
selves and take things in their own hands, they will
suffer the fate for yvears that has befallen the people
of Germany and Italy and other countries now in
Furope.

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

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

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

THE PARTY’S NEW DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES

A: Concerning what?

Q: Concerning anything at all.

A: Well, do vou mean with regard to doctrine?

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

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

1t is impossible to build a political movement on the
basis of one programme, and expect that it will serve
another programme. That, I could tell you, is a political
law that is known to every serious politician; a political
party or a political man is bound by his own slogans.
If a party puts forward a slogan or a programme—

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Well, now, please, Mr. Can-
non. You have answered—

THYE, COURT: Don’t vou think this is argumentative?

MR. GOLDMAN: All right! .

Q: Now, how long was the Declaration of Principles
in effect?

A: . From the first week in Janunary, 1938, until the
last month in 1940. )

And what. happened in December, 19407

A: A specially called convention of the party adopted
a resolution to suspend the Declaration of Principles and
to instruct the National Committee to prepare a new
draft for the consideration of the party at a subsequent
convention or conference.

Q: What were the reasons for this action of the
convention ? .

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

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

THE QUESTION OF THE LABOUR PARTY

Q: So that the Declaration of Principles did not re-
main as originally adopted during the period when it
was in effect?

A: No, in the summer of 1938, we changed the
%Jsition of the party on the question of the Labour

arty.

Q: What was the original position and what was the’

new position ?

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

Q: By the way, what is a labour. party?

*

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

THE COURT: Mr. Goldman, I wonder if you will
be good enough to identify, or hbave the witness identify,
in the Declaration of Principles, this feature of the
labour policy or principle that was changed?

MR. GOLDMAN: Thank you for the suggestion,

Q: (By MR. GOLDMAN): Now, I show you Gov-
ernment’s Exhibit 1, and ask you to point to the pages
and the sections dealing with the Labour Party question
which was subsequently changed.

A: Well, on Page 17, Section sub-head No. 3, en-
titled “*Labour and Farmer Labour Parties’’.

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

A: Well, it was a change in the opposite direction.
At the time of the adoption of the Declaration, we
refused to support these proposals for the organisation
of a labour party—that is, a party based on the trade
unions. By the summer 6f 1938, we changed our mind
about that and came to the conclusion that this move-

ment would have more progressive potentialities than

otherwise,

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

A: The National Committee adopted a resolution
setting forth its changed position. ' This resolution then
was sent to the party members in the internal bulietin,

and a discussion period, 1 think of 60 days, was opened .

up in which anybody could express his opinion for or
against the change. It was discussed very thoroughly
in the party. In fact, not all members of the National
Committee agreed with the change. At the end of the
discussion period a referendum vote was taken of the
membership, and a majority voted
amended resolution,

THE PLENUM-CONFERENCE OF OCT., 1941

Q: Were there any other changes made, either. in
the Declaration of Principles ‘or in the Constitution

during the period when it was in effect?

A: Some minor changes were made in the -Consti-

tution at the convention in 1939. I don't recall what
they were. ‘ o

Q: But not affecting the main trends of the Consti-
tition, the main bases?

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

other than the -one that I have mentioned. i

Q: Could the National Committee have changed the
position of the Declaration of Principles without author-
1ty from the party?

A: No, the Declaration of Principles and the Con-

in favour of the
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stitution spevifically limits the authority of the National
Committee to, the interpretation of party policy ‘in the
light of the Declaration and the Constitntion.” 8o, in
order 1o change any position taken in the Declaration,
the Committee was obliged to submit it o a referendiim
vote, . .

Q: What, if anything, was done subsequent to the
suspension of this Declaration of Principles with refer-
cnce to the adoption of a now set of principles?

‘A: We appointed a committee to make a new draft

of a Declaralion.

\ And was that draft made?

A: The draft was made.. We held a conference in
Chicage just on the eve of ‘this trial—I think October
10, 11 and 12—we held a conference of the party in con-
nection with a meeting of the National Committee.
where the new draft was submitted and accepted. by the
conference, . for submission to the party for discussion
and possible amendment.

OUR PRINCIPLES HAVE NOT CHANGED

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): Does the Declaration of
Principles that was originally adopted, and subsequently
suspended, teach the necessity of social revu]u’%nn. Mr.
Cannon ? . ’

A Yes. .

Q: What do you mean hy *-social revolution

A Well, a social revolulion- -

MR, SCHWEINHATT {prosccutor) : Was that ques-
tion directed at this new draft which the conference
adopted in 19417

MR. GOLDMAN: No, I said, “What do you mean by
‘social revolution’.”” . )

MR, SCHWVEINHAUT: I mean, the guestion that
preceded that.

- (The record was read by the reporter.)

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): Does the new -Declaradion
of Principles, the draft that was adopted, teach the
necessity of social revolution ? i

MR, SCHWEINHATUT:
I object to that. .

MR. GOLDMAN: Ile will answer in your favour.

MR, SCHWEINHATT: I wanted ta object if you
were referrihg to the new one. That is not i cvidence,
your Honour. -

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

MR .GOLDMAN: Well, if he knows.

THE COCRT: TUnless you are going to assure us
that you will introduce it; it is a time-saving device,

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

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, I thought that Mr. Schwein-
haut introduced documents subsequent to the indict-
ment., ’

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Of course, to show a con-
tinning conspiracy. But can a defendant, after he is
indicted. then say, “You were wrong abont what wyou
have said because 1 have done this cther thing since
I was indicted?”’ o

MR.- GOLDMAN: We will stipulate, your Honour,
that the hasic principles of the new Declaration are the
sama as the old, but we ought to pive to the jury an
idea. since our old Declaration of Principles was sus-
pended, of the nature of the new. Tf von want to,
upon instruction, they can disregard it, hut they ought
to know about it.

-THE COURT: I think you ounght to wait until you
have the new Declaration ready to introduce, and pass
on to some other item. - ’

Don’t answer that, please.

MR. GOLDMAN: Al right.

WHAT IS A SOCIAL REVOLUTION? o~ o

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): What is meant by **social
revolution ?** . : :

A: By social revolution is meant a transformation,
a palitical and economic transformation of society.

Q: And the nature of the transformation is what?

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

Q: Ts there a distinction between political and social
revolution ? :

A: Yes.

Q: What is the distinction? . :

A: Well, a political revolution can oceur without any
radical transformation of the underlying economic struc-
ture of socicty, the property basis of soviety. -

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

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

A: Yes. The great French Revolution of 1789—

MR. SCIIWEINHAUT: Was that a political or social
revolution ?

MR. WITNESS: That was a social revolution, because
it transformed the property hasis of society from fendal
property to capitalist property.

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): What do you mean by
“feudal property?’

A: That was the whole economic system of saciety
that wps based on rights and privileges and restrictions;
and serfdom, and so forth. Capitalist private property,
which transformed the farms into privately owned enter-
prisecs of individual farmers, elirninated entirely all
vestiges of serfdom and substituted wage lahour, made a
fundamental change in the economy of France.

Q: And can you give us an example of a political
revolution ? ' ’

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

A revolution such as oceurred in Panama the other
day, a simple replacement of one regime by another in
a palace coup d’etat, that is a political revolution that
doesn’t effect ‘the economic character of society at all,

We consider the American Civil War was a social
revolution. because it destroyed the system of slave
labour and property in slaves, and replaced it by the
iro;]n]ﬂetc domination of capitalist enterprise and wage
ahour, .

PREREQUISITES FOR THE REVOLUTION |

Enumerate the conditions under which, according
to Marxist theory, the social revalution against capital-
ism will oceur, )

A: Well, I can give you guite a numbher.
The first one is that the existing society must have
exhausted its possibilities of further development. Marx

laid down as a law that no social system can be replaced-
by another until it has exhausted all its possibilities
for development and advancement. That is, you may

say, the fundamental prerequisite for a. social revelution.:
Then 1 can give a number of collateral prerequisites:
which have been accepted by our movement..© - - -
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The ruling class musl be unable any longer to solve
its problems, must have to a large degree Jost confidence
in itself. ’

The misery and desperation of the masses must have
increased to the point where they desire at all costs a
radical change.

Unemployment, fascism, and war become problems of
increasing magnitude which are patently insoluble by the
existing ruling class.

There must be a tremendous sentimenf among the
masses of the producers for social ideas and for a success-
ful revolution and, in addition to these prerequisites |
kave mentioncd, it is. necessary to have a workers’ party
that is capabdle of leading and organising the movement
of the workers in a resolute fashion for a revelutionary
solution of the crisis.

(}: Now, what wonld yon say as to the actual exist-
ence at the present time of the factor of the decline of
capitalism and the fact that it has exhausted the possi-
bilities of furlher growth at the present moment, as far
as the United States is concerned?

A: Well. on a world seale, capitalism had exhausted
its possibilities of further development by 1914, On a
world seale, capitalism bas never since that time attained
the level of productivity of 1914. On the other hand,
America, which is the strongest section of world capital-
ism. experienced an enormous boom in the same period
when capitalism as a world system was declining. But
American capitalism, as was shown by the 1929 crisis,
and now by the war preparations, has also definitely
entered into the stage of decay.

Q: And what are the symptoms of that decay ?
SYMPTOMS OF CAPITALIST DECAY
A: The symptoms were the army of fifteen million

unemployed. the decline of production from 1929; the
fact that the higher productive index of the present
day. is - based almost entirely on armament production,
which is no possible basis of perroanent stability.

Q: What would you say as to the existence at the
present time of the second factor that you enumerated
as a prerequisite to a revolutionary situation, namely,
the inahility of the ruling class to solve the problems?

‘PREDICTIONS’ ON THE

Q: 1las the party, or any responsihle member of the
party, made any prediction as to the length of time
that it will take before the masses reach a stage of
misery and suffering where they will Jook for a way out
by accepting Socialism?

MR. SCTIWEINIIAUT:

MR. GOLDMAN: You
then T can proceed further.

MR, SCTIWEINHATUT:
whether it was in writing.
¢ircamstances?

MR. WITNESS:
terms of years, but the
debated. and different opinions prevail.
very briefly about that. if you wish. :

AR, SCTTWEREINHAUT: "I ohject to that.

AR, GOLDMAN: The evidence is full, your Honour,
on the side of the Government, as to what the defend-
amts said about when the revolution will come, and
under what conditions, and [ want an authoritative
statement from the head of the party.
~MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I will withdraw the objec-

ion.

THE WITNESS: I don’t recall any prediction as to
the number of vears. We arc trained in the historical
method, and we think in terws of history.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Please answer_the question.
You said that yon don’t remember anyhody’s prediction
in terms of vears, but it has been debated. Tell us

Just answer that yes or no.
cal answer Yes or

Here is what T want to know,
or verbally, and under what

[ don’t recall any prediction in

guestion has been raised and
T can tell you

t

no and

A Well, 1 don't think it ha~ by any paans Ived
the acute stage in this country that it must ;
reach on the eve of a revolation. They can’t solve thetr
problems here, but they don't know it yet.

WMR. ANDERSON (prosecutor): What was the last
of that answer, Mr. Reporter?

THE WTINESS: [ say, the American ruling class
cannot solve its problems, but is not vet aware of it.

MR. ANDERSON: 1T see.

THE WITNESS: T didn’t mean that as a wise-crack,
because as I stabed previously, the ruling class must
lose confidence in itself, as was the case in every country
where a revolution occurred.

THE ROLE OF THE NEW DEAL

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

A: How do you mean,

Q: To set capitalism into motion again,
depression _of 1929.

A: Well. all these measures of the New Deal were
made possible in this country. and not possible for the
puorer countries of FEurope, because of the enormons
accumulation of wealth in this country, But the net
rosult of the whole New Deal experiment was simply
the cxpenditure of bhillions and billions of dollars to
create a fctitions stability, which in the end evaporated.

Now the Roosevelt administration is trying o accom-
plish the same thing by the artificial means of a war
boom; that is, of an armament boom, but again, in our
view, this has no possibility of permanent stability at all.

Q: With reference to the misery and suffering of the
masses, what would yom say as to the existence of that
factor in the United States?

A: In our view, the living standards of the masses,
have progressively deteriorated in this country since
1929. They haven’t yeb reached that stage which I
mentioned as a prerequisite of an enormous upsurge of
revolutionary feeling, but- millions of American workers
were panperised following 1929; and that, in our opinion,
is a definite sign of the development of this prerequisite
for the revolution.

SPECIAL RESOLUTION

who debated it, and where, instead of what you think
about it.

THE WTTNESS: All right. Trotsky advanced the
thesis in the early days of our movement that America
will be the last counmtry to become Socialist, and that
the whole of Kurope, Socialist Europe, would have to
defend itself against the intervention of American cap-
italism.

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

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

):  (By Mr. Goldman): Calling your attention to
that factor that you enumergted as a prerequisite for
the social revolution here in the TUnited States, namely,
the one of acceptance by the majority of the people of
the Socialist idea, what would yon say with reference
to that factor at the present time within the TUnited
States?

A: Somewhat lacking, T would say.

Q: Well, explain that.

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

“improve the soclal system’?
after the
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paople arée interested in Socialist ideas at the present
tipie. ’ ’ :

(): How many votes did you receive as candidate for
Mayvor in New York?

A: | don't know whether they counted them all or

wt — —

THE COURT: We will have our recess.
) (AFTERNOON RECESS)
TITE COURT: Proceed.
(Q: (By MR, GOLDMAN): T call your attention to
the condition which you mentioned as a prerequisite for
a sevial revolution in the United States—that is, the
one dealing with a party, and ask you whether that

existy at the present time in the United States?

A: No, a party sufficiently influential, no, hy no
neans. :

(J: What function does the party play prior to the
transformation of the social order?

A: Well, the only thing it can do, when it is a min-
ority party, is to try to popularise its ideas, its pro-
gramme, hy publishing papers, magazines, books, pam-
phlets, holding meetings, working in trade unions—by
propaganda, and agiation.

THE CLASS STRUGGLE iN MODERN SOCIETY

Q: Will vou tell the court and jury what is meant by
selass struggle’ as used by Marx?

A: Well, T can’t do it in two sentences, of course.
Do vou vefer to the class struggle in present socicty?

Yes, confine vourself to the class struggle in
present soclety.

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

The bourgeoisic is a French designation which is used
hy Marx interchangeably with the expression ‘‘the
modern capitalist.”” The other main class is the work-

T

ing class, the proletariat. These are the two main
classes in socicty.
The workers are exploited by the capitalists. There is

a constant conflict of interests between them, an un-
ceasing struggle between these classes, which can only
culminate in the eventua) vietory of the proletariat and
the establishment of Socialism.

Q: Whom would you include nnder the term “work-
ing class?”’

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

Q: What other classes, if any, are there outside of
tha working class and the capitalist class, according to
Marxian theory?

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

(): What would yon say with reference to the pro-
fessional classes?

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

’

: And what is the attitnde of the party towards
this middle class?

: [t is the opinion of the party that it is not
sufficient for the wage working class alone to success-
fully effect the - social revolution. The workers must

" have the support of the decisive majority of the petty

bourgeoisie and, in particular, of the small farmers.
That, reiterated time and time again by Trotsky on
the basis of the Russian and German experiences, 1s an
absolute prereguisite for success in a revolution—that
the workers must have the support of the petty-bour-
geoisie. Otherwise, the fascists will get them, as was
the case in Germany; and instead of a progressive
social revolution, vou get a reactionary counter-revolu-
tion of fascism.

Define the term ‘‘dictatorship of the proletariat.”

WORKERS DEMOCRACY S OUR AIM

A: Dictatorship of the proletariat is Marx’s defin-
ition of the state that will be in operation in the trans-
ition period hetween the overthrow of capitalism and the
institution of the Socialist society. That is, the Work-
ers’ and Warmers’ Government will, in the opinion of
the Marxists, be a dictatorship in so far as it will
frankly represeut the workers and farmers, and will
not even pretend to represent the economic interests of
th capitalists.

Q: What form will that dictatorship take with refer-
ence to the capitalist class?

A Weil, vyou mean, what would be the
toward the dispossessed capitalists?

Q: Yos, how will it exerrise its dictatorship over the
capitalist class?

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

(): What is the difference between the scientific de-
finition of “Dictatorship of the Proletariat’” and the
ordinary use of the word dictatorship?

A: Well, the popular impression of dictatorship is
a4 one-man rule, an absolutism. T think that is the
poputar nnderstanding of the word ‘Dictatorship.’”’ This
is not contemplated at all in the Marxian term “‘dicta-
torship of the proletariat.”

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

A: We think it will be the most democratic govern-
ment from the point of view of the great masses of the
people that has ever existed, far more democratic, in
the rea! esssnce of the matter, than the present bour-
geois democracy in the United States.

Q: What about freedom of speech and all the free-
doms that we generaily associate with democratic gov-
ernment?

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

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

attitude

WHAT CLASS IS RESPONSIBLE FOR VIOLENCE?

A: Well, it is the opinion of Marxists that it will be
accompanied by violence,

Q: Why?

A: That is based, like all Marxist doctrine, on =
study of history, the historical experiences of mankind
. the numerous changes of society from one form 3o
another, the revolutions which accompanied it, and the

8

resistance which the out-lived classes invariably put up
against the new order. Their attempt to defend them-
selves against the new order, or to suppress by violence
the movement for the new order, has resulted in every
important social transformation up to now being accom-~
panied by violence.

(: Who, in the opinion of Marxists, initiated that
violence P




A: Always the ruling class; always the oue-lived
class that doesn’t want to leave the stage when the
time has come. They want to hang onto their privi-
leges, Lo reinforce them by violent measures, against the
vising majorty and they run np against the mass vio-
lence of the new class, which history bw ordained shall
come to power,

WINNING A MAJORITY TG SOGIALISM

Q: What is the opinion of Marxists, as far as win-
ning a majority of the people to Socialist ideas?

A: Yes, that certainly is thé aim of the party. That
is the aim of the Marxist movenient, has heen from its
inception. Marx said the social revolution of the pro-
tetariat--[ think I can quote his exact words fromn mem-
ory—“is a movement of the " mnnense majority in the
interests of the iwmense )']‘1]0!‘1[,\ 1Te said this in
distinguishing it from - previous revolutions which hal
heen made in the mterest of minorities,
in Frapce in. 1789,

Q: What would you de is the opinion of Marxists

as far as the (l(‘sndl\)ilt\ of a peacefnl transition is
concerned ?

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

Q: And in the opinion of the Marxists, is that ab-
solutely exclnded ?

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

Q: Can you give us examples in American hlstory of

a minority refusing to submit to 2 majority?

AN EXAMPLE IN AMERICAN HISTORY

A: 1 ¢can give you a very important one. The con-
ception of the Marxist is that, even if the transfer of
potitical power fro:n the capitalists to the proletariat is
accomplished peacefully,—then the minority, the exploit-
ing capitaiist class, will revolt against the new regime,
no matter how legally it is established.

1 can give you an example in American history. The
American Civil War resulted from the fact that the
Southern slave-holders couldn’t reconcile themselves to
the legal parliamentary victory of Northern capitalism,
the election of President Lincoln,

Q: Can yon give us an example outside of America
where a reactionary minority revolted against a majority
in office ?

A: Yes, in Spain—the coalition of workers’ and lib-
eral p‘lrtlos in Spain got an absolute majority in the
elections and established the ]’eople s Front Government.

ax was the case .

This govertment was no sooner installed” than it was
confronted with an armed rebellion, led by the reaction-
ary capitalists of Spain.

Q Then the theory of Marxists and the theory of
the Socialist Workers Party, as far as violence is con-
cerned, is a prediction hased upon a study of history,
ts that right?

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

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

FASCISM AND VIOLENGE

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

A: Well, that is really the nub of the whole guestion,
because the reactionary violence of the capitalist class,
expressed through fascism, is invoked against the work-
ers. Long before the revolutionary movement of the
workers apgainst the majority, fascist gangs are organised
and subsidised by wmillions in funds from the biggest
industrinlists aud ﬁnan('ie.l's, as the example of Germany
showed angs undertake to break up
the hbonr mov ement bv foue Taid the halls, assassinate
the leaders, break up the meetings, burn the printing
plants, and destroy the posublhtv of functioning long
before the labour movement has taken the road of
revolution,

I say that is the nub of the whole question of violence.
If the workers don’t recognise that, and do not begin
to defend themselves against the fascists, they will never
be given the possibility of voting on the question of
revolution. They will face the fate of the German and
{talian proletariat and they will be in the chains of
fascist slavery before they have a chance of any kind
of a fair vote on whether they want Socialism or not.

It is a life and death question for the workers that
they organise themselves to prevent fascism, the fascist
gangs, from breaking up the workers’ orgamsatlons, and
not to wait until it is too late. That is in the pro-
gramme of our party.

Q: What difference is there. Mr. Cannon, hetween
advocating violence and predicting violent revolution ?

MR. SCHWEINHATIT: T object to that.

THIC COURT: Ts this man qualified to answer that
guestion? Is that a question for him to answer?

MR. SCHWEINHATT: It is for the jury to deter-
mine,

MR. GOLDMAN:

I will rephrase the question.

THE POSSIBILITY OF PEACEFUL REVOLUTION

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

A: No, so far as I know, there is no authority among
the most representative teachers of ‘Jdrmsm for advo-
cating violent revelution.

If we can have the possibility of peaceful revolution
by the registration of the will of the majority of the
people, it seems to me it would be utteriy absurd to
rejeet that, because if we don’t have the support of the
majority of the people, you can’t make a successful
revolution anyvhow,

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

““The helief that in such a country as the United
States we live in a free democratic socicty in which
fundamental economic change can he effected by per-

suasion, by education, by legal and purely
method. is an illusion.”

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

}: What is meant by the expression
the capitalist state#’

A: That means to replace it by a Workers’
Farmers' Government; that is what we mean.

Q: What is meant by the expression ‘‘destroy the
machinery of the capitalist state?'’

parliamentary

“overthrow of

and

GOVERNMENT IN A WORKERS STATE

A: By that we mean that when we set up the Work-~
ers’

and Farmers' Government in this country, the




functioning of this government, its tasks, its whole
nature, will be so profoundly and radically different from
the finctions, task, and nature of the bourgeois siate,
that we will have to replace it all.along the line. From
the very beginning the workers' state has a different
foundation, and it is different in all respects. 1t has to
create an entirely new apparatus, a new state apparatus
from top to bottom. That is what we mean.

(. Do vou mean that there will be no Congress or
[Youse of Representatives and Senate?

A: Tt will be a different kind of a Congress. It will
he a Congress of representatives of workers and soldiers
and farmers, based oun their .occmpational units, rather
than the present form based -on territorial represent-
ation, i

Q: And what is the meaning of **Soviet” ¥

A: Soviet is a Russian word which means “council’.

[t is the Russian equivalent for council in our language.
Tt means a <body of representatives of various groups.
That is what the term meant in the Russian Revolution.
That is, representatives—they called them deputies—I
guess we would call them delegates. The delegates from
various shops in a given city come together in a central
hady. The Russians called it the Soviet of Workers'
and Soldiers’ Deputies.

(): Now, 'what is meant by “‘expropriation’ ¥

A: TFxpropriation we apply to big industry, which is
in the hands of private capitalists, the Sixty Families—
take it out of their hands and put it in the hands of
the people through their representatives, that’s expropri-
ation.

Q: Is it a guestion of principle that there should he
ne compeznsation for property expropriated from the
Qixty Families?

EXPROPRIATION OF THE SIXTY FAMILIES

A: No, it is nov a question of principle. That
question has heen dehated interminably in the Marxist
movement. No place has any authoritative Marxist
deciared il a gquestion of principle not to compensate. It
is a question of possibility, of adequate finances, of an
agreement of the private owners to submit and so forth.

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

A: 1 can only give you my opinion.

Q: What is your opinion?

A: My personal opinion is that if the workers reached
the point of the majority, and confronted the capitalist
private owners of industry with the fact of their major-
ity and their power, and then were able to make a deal
with tha capitalists to compensate them for their hold-
ings, and let them enjoy this for the rest of their lives,
I think it would be a cheaper, a cheaper and more satis-
factory way of effecting the necessary social transform-
ation than a civil war. | personally would vote for it
—1if you could get the capitalists to agres on that, which
you wouldn’t,

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

A: Our party runs candidates wherever it is able to
gnt on the Dhallot. We condnct very energetic campaigus
during the elections, and in gencral, to the best of our
ability, and to the limit of our resources, we participate
in election campaigns.

ELECTION CAMPAIGNS AND THE S.W.P,

(: What campaiguns do vyou remember the party
having participated in in the last few years?

A: Well, T remember the candidacy of Comrade Grace
Carlson for the United States Senate last year. I have
bheen a candidate several times of the party for various
offices. In Newark, where we have a good organisation,
we have had candidates in every election for some time.
1 cite those three cxamples. In general. it is the policy
of ‘the party to have candidates everywhere possible.

Q: Does the party at times support other candidates?

A: Yes. In gases where we don’t have a candidate,
if ‘is our policy, as a rule, to support the candidates of
another workers’ party, or of a Labour or a Farmer-
Labour Party. We support them critically. - That is,
we _do not endorse their programme, but we vote for
them and solicit votes for them, with the explanation
that we don’t agree with their programme. We support
them as against the candidates of the Republican angd
Democratic Parties.

For exawple, we have alwavs supported the Farmer-
Labour candidates in Minnesota in all cases where we
dirdn’t have w candidate of our own party. We supported
the candidates of the American Tabour Party in New
York in similar circumstances.

Q: What is the purpose of the party in participating

in these electoral campaigns?

A: Well, the first one, I would say, is to make fnl!
nse of the democratic possibility afforded to popularize
our ideas to try to get clected wherever possible, and,
from a long range view, to test out the uttermost possi-
bility of advancing the Socialist cause hy democratic
means,

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

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

HOW THE PARTY ARRIVES AT DECGISIONS

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

A: We have already discussed the convention which,
according to the Constitution, is the highest body of
the party. It meets at least every two years, and is
made up of delegatcs elected by the branches in pro-
partion to their membership. The decisions of the con-
vention become the party’s guide to action in the next
ensuing period. The party is organised into branches.
and these hranches are connected with the National
Committee through their officers, correspondence, field
organisers, and so omn.

Between conventions, if the National Committee wants
to advance a new idea, as frequently occurs, or if some-
one clse in the party wants to make a proposal that
hasn’t been answered or dealt with, we provide internal
bulletins for discussion where the proposals can be dis-
cussed. TP they meet with sufficient reponse, they are

put.on the agenda of the next convention for decision

by the delegates.

;- The party, then, permits differences of opinion,
does it?

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

Q: So periodic discussions occur prior to conventions,
is that right? ~ ’

A: Well, that is the party law. Prior to a conven-
tion, the National Committec is required to publish an
agenda, and to allow sixty days for discussion. and to
open an internal bulletin for the use of the members of

different views, and all branch meetings in < sixty
days period have to he open for discussion ir ze floor,
so that for sixty days every member who I ~pinion,
no mattor how it conflicts with the maioriss “o. nis say.

Q: Do yon recollect any discussi: -7 zi: taken
place since the formation of the =.. - W orzers Party
about vialence? .

A: No, T don't recall anx I+ .+~ - - =it point

at all.




ATTITUDE TO THE CAPITALIST GOVERNMENT

Q: What is the attitude of the party, and the opin-
ion of the party, with reference to the Government, as
it axists now, being capitalist?

A: Yes, we consider it a capitalist government. That
is stated in our Declaration of Principles; that is, a
government which represents the economic interests of
the class of capitalists in this ¢country, and not the inter~
ests of the workers and the poor farmers; not the inter-
ests of all the people, as it pretends, but a class
government,

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

A We don’t picture the capitalist class as one solid,
homogeneous mnit. There are all kinds of different
trends, diffcrent interests among them, which reflect
themselves in different capitalist parties and different
factiozs in the parties, and verv heated struggles. An
example is the preseut struggle between the interven-
tionists and the isolationists.

Q: Does the party take an attitude as to whether
or not the Roosevelt adwministration is more or less
liberal than previous administrations?

MR, SCHWKINHAUT: T object to that as irrelevant.

THE COURT: Sustained,

MR. GOLDMAN: Very well

DIFFERENCES OF OPINION IN THE PARTY

Q: Is it possible for a differcnce of opinion to exist
in the party on the question as to whether the trans-
formation " will be peaceful or viclent?

A: T think it is possible, ves.

Q: So that there is no compulsion on a member to

*INTERNATIONALIST

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

A: The party is Internationalist to the very core.

Q: And what do you mean by that?

A: We believe that the modern world is an economic
unit. No country is self-sufficient. It is impossible to
solve the acoumutated problems of the present day, ex-

cept on a world scale; ne nation is self-sufficient, and
no nation can stand alone.

The cconomy of the world now is all tied together in
onc uuit, and hecause we think that the solution of
the problems of the day—the establishment of socialism
—is a world problem, we helieve that the advanced work-
ers in every country must collaborate in working toward
that goal. We have, from the very bheginning of our
movement, collaborated with like-minded people in all
other countries in trving to promote the Socialist move-
ment on a world scale. We have advocated the Inter-
national organisation of the workers, and their co-oper-
ation in all respects, and mutnal assistance in all re-
spects possible,

OPPOSITION TO RACIAL PREJUDICES

Q: TDoes the party have any attitude on the gnestion
of racial or national differences?

A: Yes, the party is opposed fo all forms of national
chauvinism, race prejudice, discrimination, denigration
of races—I mean by that, this hateful theory of the
fascists about inferior races. We believe in and we
stand for the full equality of all races, nationalities,
creeds, It is written in our programme that we fight
against anti-Semitism and that we demand full and
unconditional eguality for the Negro in all avenues of
life. We are friends of the Colonial people, the Chinese,
of all those that are victimised and treated as inferiors.

What is the position of the party on Socialism
as a world system?
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have an opinion as to what the futore will have in store
for the party or for the workers?

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

Q: What steps, if any, does the party take to secure
a correct interpretation of party poliecy hy individnal
members ?

A: Well, we have, in-addition to our public lectures;
and press, forums, and so forth—we have internal meet-
ings, educational meetings. Tn the larger cities we
usually conduct a school, where we teach.the doctrines
of the party. Individual comrades, unschooled workers
who don’t understand our programme, or who misinter-
pret it,—all kinds of provisious are wmade to try to
explain things to them. to convinee them of the party’s
point of view. That 1s a frequent occurrence, because
after all, the programme of the party is a document
that represents pretty nearly one hundred years of
Socialist thought, and we don't expect an unschooled
worker who joins the party to understand all those
doctrines as preqiscly as the professional party leaders.

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

A: Well, there is a big difference of various members
and of various leaders.

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

MR. SCHWEINHATT: 1 object to that.

THE COTURT: Tt seems to me the answer to that is
ohvious.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT:
always possible.

T will stipulate that it isn't

MR. GOLDMAN: That is fine.
TO THE VERY CORE’
A: We not only stand for an International Socialist

movement, but we believe that the Socialist order will
be a world order, not a national antarchy which is carried
to its absurd extreme by the fascists, who have tried
1o set up a theory that Germany could be a completely
self-sufficient nation in an economic sense, that Italy
can be, and so forth. We believe that the wealth of
the world, the raw materials of the world, and the
natural resources of the world are so distribated over
the earth that every country contributes something and
lacks something for a rounded and harmonious develop-
ment of the productive forces of mankind.

We visunalise the future society of mankind as a
Socialist world order which will have a division of labour
hetween the various countries according to their re-
sources, a comradely collaboration between them, and
production eventually of the necessities and luxuries of
mankind according to a universal single world plan.

THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL AND THE SWP

Q: Did the party ever belong to an International
organisation ?

A: The party belonged to the Fourth International.
It was designated that way to distinguish it from the
three other international orgapisations which had been
known in the history of Soccialism. The first one, the
Internationul Working Men’s Association, was founded
under the leadership of Marx in the 1860's, and lasted
until about 1871.

The Second International was organised on the initi-
ative of the German, French and other Socialist parties
of Europe about 1890, and continues today. It includes
those reformist Socialist parties and trade unions of
Europe, or at least did until they were destroyed by the
Hitler scourge.

The Third International was founded under the leader-
ship of Lenin and Trotsky after the Russian Revolution.




It owuas tounded in 1519, as u rival of the Second Inter.
national, the main motive being that the Second Inter-
national had supported the imperialist war of 1914 and,
in the view of the Bolsheviks., had therehy hetrayed the
interests of the workers,

The Fourth International was. organised on the initi-
ative of Trotsky us a rival of the Stalinist Third Inter-
national. We took part in the initiation of that move-
ment, and we participated in its work up till Tlast
December,

WHY WE HMAD TO LEAVE THE INTERNATIONAL

Q: And what caused you to cease belonging to it?
A: The passage hy Congress of the Voorhis Act,
which placed pepalties upon organisations that have
international affiliation. made that necessary.  We called
a special convention of the party, and formally severed
our relation with the Fonrth International in complianes

with the Voorhis Act.

Q: What role do Fonrth International
play in the party?

A Weli. they have a tremendous moral authority in
our party. All the sections of the Fourth International
have besn autonomous in their national decisions, but
the programmatic documents of the Fourth International,
wherover they are applicable to American conditions,
have a decisive infinence with us.

Q: So vou accepl them, in so far as they are applic-
able t¢ American conditions?

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

). Now, does the party interest itself in the trade
union movement ?

A Oh, yes, immensely.

@: And why?

resolutions

OUR INTEREST IN THE TRADE UNION MOVEMENT

A: Well, we view the trade union movement as the
hazic organisation of the workers, that should include
the great mass of the workers, and must include them
in the struggle to defend their interests from day to
day. We are in favour of trade unions, and participate
in organising them wherever we can.

Q: And what is the fundamental purpose of the party
in trying to strengthen the trade unions and organising
them wherever they are nof organised?

A: Weli, we have a double purpsse. One is that we
are seriously interested in anything that benefits the
workers. The trade unions help the workers to resist
oppression, possibly to gain improvement of conditions;
that is for us a decisive reason to suppert them, because
we are In favour of anything that benefits the workers.

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

Q: What instructiens, if any, are given to party
wembers aith reference to. their activity in tiade unions?

A: Yes, our party members are instructed to be the
best trade unionists, to do the most work for the wnions

—be most attentive, most active in the union work,—

to be the best mechanics at their trade, to become in-
fluential by virtue of their superiority in their abilities
and, their actions in behall of the workers in the union.

): Does the party take a position with reference to
the IO and the AFL?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT:
ial, if your Houour please.

THE COURT: What is the matoriality of that, Mr.
Goldman?

AR GOLDMAN: Well, it would explain the fight
here in Local 344-CTO, about which the witness for the
Government testified. ’

THE COURT: TIe may answer,

THE WITNESS: Ves, we take a position.

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

THE CIO AND THE AFL

“A: In general we are in favonr of industrial unionism.

That is, that form of umionism whick organises all the
workers in a given shop or given indastry iuto one
unionr. We cousider thal a more progressive and effective
form of organisation than craft unionism, so we support
the iudastrial nniouy principle. .

The CTO has. found its greatest field of work in the
big mass production industries, such as automobile and
steel, which hitherto were unorganised, where the work-
ers were without the protection of any organisation, and
where experience proved it was impossible for the eraft
unions, a dazen or more in a single shap, to organise

I ohject to, that as immater-

them. We consider that a tremendously progressive
develupment, the organisation of several miillion mass
production workers, so that, in_general, we sympathise
with the trend represented by the CTO.

But wo don't condemn the AFL. We aie opposed to
eralt upicnism, but many of our members belong to
AFL nnions and we have, in general, the same attitude
towards them as to CTO unions, to build them up, to
sirengthen thew, iniprove the conditions of the workers.
And we are sponsors of the idea of unity of the AFT
and the C'lO; it was written in our Declaration of Prin-
ciples; so that while we are somewhat partial to the
CTO as 2 nabional movement, we are in favour of unity
on the provision that it should not sacrifice the industrial
umior form of organisation.

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

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

Q: Are there any unions now where a majority of
the exccutive hoard are party. members?

A: 1 don’t kmow of any except possibly here in
Minneapolis.

DEMOCRACY IN THE TRADE UNION

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

A: The Declaration of Principles, and all of our
editorinls and speeches, are continually demanding a
democratic regime inside the unions, demanding the
rights of the members to speak up, to have free clections,
and frequent clectiens, and in general to have the unions
urnder the control of the rank and file through the system
of democracy.

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

A: Similarly, the Declaration of Principles depounces
racketoers, gangsters, all criminal elements—summons
onr members and sympathisers to fight relentlessly to
clean them out of the unions, and forbids under penalty
ol expulsion any member of the party to give any direct
or indirect support to any gangster or racketeering ele-
ment in the unions.

(): Ts there such a policy of the party as controlling
the uniong? .

A: No, a unicn is an independent, antonomous organ-
isation and—

MR. SCHWEINHATT: Well, now, vou have answer-
ed the guestion. He asked you if there was a policy
Wi\th respoct to controlling the unions, and you said
“No."

MR. GOLDMAN: TLet him explain.

MRP. (CHWEIINHATUT: Why does it need explan-
ationr’
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WR. GOLDMAN: Well, there are at least, | should
say. 25 or 50 pages of evidence about the party con-
trolling unions.

MR. SCH'WEINHATT: And the witness has
that there is n6 such policy. That disposes of it.

THE COURT: Well, he has answered this gquestion.
certainly.

OUR ACTIVITIES INSIDE THE UNIONS

Q (By MR. GOLDMAN): In what way does the party
try to win influence in the unions?

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

Q: How?
A: First of all by our instructions to our members

said

in the unions that they must be the best trade unionists

in the unioh, and they must be the best workers on the
job. That is first, in order that they may gain the
respect of their fellow workers and their confidence.

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

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

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

Q: But through elections?

A: Through elections, ves.  Also if they can be
appointed hy some higher body and the work is not
Inconsistent with our principles, we advise them ta
accept the appointment, as in the case, for example, of
Comrade Dohbs_.

Q: Appointment for what?

A: Dobbs was appointed International Organiser of
the Teamsters' Union at one tihme.

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

Q (By MR, GOLDMAN): Mr. Cannon, will you tell
us the position of the Socialist Workers Party on the
causes of modern war?

A: Modern wars, in the opinion of our Party, are
caused by the conflict of imperialist nations for markets,
colonies, sources of raw material, fields for investment
and spheres of activity.

Q:. What do you mean by ‘‘imperialist’®, Mr. Cannon?

A: Those capitalist nations which directly or in-
directly exploit other countries.

Q: What is the Party’s position on the inevitability
of wars under the capitalist system?

A: As long as the capitalist system remains, and
with it those conditions which I have mentioned, which
flow automatically from the operation of the capitalist
and imperialist system, wars, recurring wars, are in-
evitabhle,

Q: And can anyhody’s oppesition, including the ap-
position of the Socialist Workers Party to war, prevent
wars under the capitalist system

ECONOMIC CONFLICTS CAUSE WAR

A: No. Our Party has always stated that it is
impossible to prevent wars without abolishing the capit-
alist svstemn 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 nations, remains.

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

A: Yes. That does not eliminate the possibility of
incidental attacks being caused by the acts of this or
that ruling group of one country or another; but funda-
mentally wars are caused hy the efforts of all of the
capitalist powers to expand inte other fields, and the
onlv way they can get them is by taking them away
from some other power. because the whaole 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 ruling 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 system in their country.

T

“OUR PARTY OPPOSED TO ALL IMPERIALIST WARS ”

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

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 oppos-
itton to it. :

Q: Tow does the Socialist Workers Party oppose the
idea of the Uunited States entering into the warp

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 approach,
to adopt resolutions against the war. 1f we had mem-
bers in Congress, they would speak in Clongress, in the
Senate, against it. In general we carry on public pol-
itical 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 participation in the war.

Q: What do yvou mean by “active’’?
Ar  For example, all measures which have been taken,

Our Party is unalterably opposed to all imperialist

which put the Tnited States into the war, in effect,
without a formal declaration to that effect.
Q: What was the Party’s position with reference to

-amending the Constitution to give the people the power
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to declare war?

FOR THE LUDLOW AMENDMENT

A: For quite awhile now we have supparted the
proposal that was introduced into Congress, T think by
Representative Ludlow, and is known as the Ludlow
Amendment, for an amendment to the Constitution re-
quiring a referendum vote of the people for the declar-
ation of a war. Qur Party slpported this proposal and
at times has carried on a very energetic agitation in
favour of such an amendment to requirc a referendum
vote of the people hefore war could be declared.

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

A: Yes, that is incorporated as one of the points of
practical daily policy, in the editorial masthead of our
paper. If T am not mistaken, it appears on the edit-
orial 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.’

If the United States should enter into the Europ-
ean conflict, what form would the opposition of the
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Parcy take to the war?

A: Well, we would maintain our position.

Q: And that is what?

A: That is, we would not beecome supporters of the
war, even after the war was declared. That is, we would
remain an opposition ])ohtlcai party on the w ar guestion,
as on others.

{}: You would not support the war?

A: That is what T wean, we would not snpport the
war, in a political sense.

WHAT THE PARTY WOULD DO DURING WAR
THE COURT: May T ask vou to develop the signifi-
cance of that last statement?
MR, GOLDMAN: Yes.
Q: When you say, ‘''non-support of the war,” just

exacily what would the Party do during a war, which
would indicate its non-support of the war?

A: Well, insofar as we are permitted our rights, we
would speak against tiie war as a false policy that should
be changed, in the same sense, from our point of view,
that other par'les might oppose the foreign policy of
tha Government in time of war, just as Lloyd George,
for example, opposed the Boer War in public addresses
and speeches. Ramsay WMcDonald, who [later besame
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 1 have just mentioned,
and so far as we are permitted to exercise our right, we
would sontinie to write and speak for a different foreign
policy for Awmerica.

ANSWERING THE CHARGES RELATING TO SABOTAGE

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

A Well, practical steps in what sensef?

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

A: No. The Party has specifically declared against
sabotage. We are opposed 1o sabotage.

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

A: That is, interference with the operation of the
industries, of transyort‘lhoh or the military forces. Our
Party has never at any time taken a poaltlon in favour
of obstruction er 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 bave no
choice but to submnit to the decision that has been made.
A\ decision has been made, and is accepted by u majority
of the prople, to go to war. Qur comrades bave 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 imposed
on them, until su(h time as they ('onvm(e the majority
for a different policy.

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

A: A pelitical opposition.

ON INSUBORDINATION IiN ARMY

Q: DNid the TParty ever, or does the Party
advise its members or any of its sympathisers, or

That is what we speak of.

now,
any

workers that it comes in contact with, to create insub-
ordination in the United States armed forces or naval
forces?

A: No.

): Will vou cxplain the reason why?

A: Tundamentally the reason js the one T just gave.
A serious political party, which is aiming at a social
transformation of society. which is possible only by the
consent and support of the great mass of the population,
such a party cannot attempt while it is a minority to
obstrnet the carrying out of the decisions of the major-
ity. By sabotage and insubordination, breaking d]smp—
line and so on, a party would absolutely discredit itself
and destrov its peossibilities of convincing people, besides
being usterly ineffective so far as accomplishing anything
would be coucerned,

. If any expressions have crept into the papers of
the Party which wonld lead people to believe that the
Party would obstruct the conduct of the war, if war is
de(la'ed what wonld vou say with reference to those
expressions ?

A: Well, T would say the resolutions of the confer-
ence of Septentber, 1940, and my speeches to the con-
ference which were published, which speak authoritative-
Jv 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.

1 personally do not know of any articles or expressions,
in the paper that divert from that line, but such ex-
p;easxonh in the light of the official rosolutmn and in
the light of the official speeches, wonld be ObYIOIIél\
unrepresen‘catna of the real policy of the Party,

NOT “ A WAR OF DEMOCRACY AGAINST FASCISM ”

Q: Will vyou state the reasons why the Party would
not support a war conducted by the present Governmient
of the United States?

A: Well, in general, we do not put any confidence
in the ruling capitalist group in this country., We do
not give them any support because we do not think they
can or will solve the fundamental social problems which
must be solved in order to save civilisation from ship~
wreck,

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 leader-
ship of the workers. The workers must organise them-
selves independently of the capitalist political parties.
They must organise a great party of their ewn, 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 anything else,

Q: What kind of a war would you consider a war

1

waged by the present Government of the United States?

A. I would consider it a capitalist war.

Q: Why?

A: Because America is today a capitalist nation. Tt
is different from the others only in that it is stronger
than the others and higger. We do not believe in
capitalist policy. We do not want to conguer any_other
country. We do not want to gain any colonies. We do
not want bloodshed to male profits for American capital.

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

We say that is a subteringe, that the conflict be-
tween American imperialism and German imperialism is
for the domination of the world. [t is absolutely true
that Ilitler wants to dominate the world, but we think
it is equally truec that the ruling group of American
capitalists has the same idea, and we are not in favour
of cither of them.

We. do not think that the Sixty Families who own



America want to wapge this war for some sacred principle

of democracy, We think they are the greatest enomies
of democracy here at home. We think they wonld only
use the opportunity of a war to eliminate all civil liber-
ties at home, to get the best imitation of fascism they
can possibly get.

Q: What is the position of the Party wilh refcrence
to any imperialist or capitalist cenemy of the United
States, like Germany or ltaiv?

A: Wo are not pro-German. We absolutely are not
interested in the success of any of the imperialist enem-
ics of the United States.

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

.

A: 'Well, we are certainly not in favour of a vietory
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 ani
Hirlerisii 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
bhecuuse we do not helieve the American capitalists can
defeat TTitler 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 PROGRAMME CAN BRING ABOUT THE
DEFEAT OF HITLER

A: If tlie workers formed the government | spoke of,
if the workers’ form of government were in power, we
would propose two thirss:

One, that we issue a declaration to the German people,
a solemn promise, that we are not geing to impose
another Versailles peace on them; that we are not geing
to cripple the German people, or take away their ship-
ping facilities, or take away their milk cows, as was
done in the horrible Treaty of Versailles, starving Ger-
man babies at their mothers’ breast, and filling the Ger-
man people with such hatred and such demand for re-
vengs that it made it possible for a monster like Hitter
te rally them with the sfogan of revenge against this
terrible Treaty of Versailles, 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
propose to you a reorganisation of the world oen a fair
soctalist basis, where the German people, with all their
recognised ability and their genius and labour, 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 going to build the biggest army and navy
and air force im 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.”’

1 think that would be the programme, in essence, of
our Party, which the Workers' and Farmers' Govern-
ment of America would advance so far as Hitler is con-
cerned, and we believe that is the only way Hitlerism
will be destroyed, only when the Great Powers on the
other side can successfully prevail upon the German
people to rise against Hitier, because we must not
forget—

MR, SCHWEINHATT (prosecutor):
cred the guestion, Mr. Cannon,

Q: Now, until such time as the workers and farmers
m the United States establish their own government and

THE RELATION OF THE

Q: What is the chief method nsed by the Party to
spread its ideas?

A: We publish a press and—

Q: What press?

A: We have a weekly paper, and a monthly maga-
zine, Wo 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 desig-
nated®

They

You have answ-

A

are appointed by the National Committee
as a rule. .

use their own methods to defeat Hitler, the Socialist
Workers Party must submit to the majority of the people
- s that right?

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

Q: Aund the Party’s position is that there will be no
obstruction of ways and means taken by the Government
for the effective prosecution of its war?

A:  No obstruction in a military way, or hy minority
revolution; on the contrary, the Party has declared
positively against any such procedure.

THE WAR WILL BE FOLLOWED BY REVOLUTION

Q: What is the opinion of the Party as to the rela-
tionship belween war and a possible revolutionary situ-
ation ?

A: Well, wars frequently have been followed by,
revolution; 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
revolution of 1905, The World War of 1914 produced
the Russiun revolution of 1917, the ITungarian revolu-
tion, near-revolution in Italy, and the revolution in Ger-
many and Austria; and in general, a revolutionary situ-
ation developed over the whole continent of Europe, us
the result of the first World War.

I think it is highly probable that if the war in Europe
continues, that the mass of the poople, especially in
Furope, will undertake to put a stop to the slaughter
by revolulionary means.

Q: So that tt would be correct to say that a revolu-
tionary situation is created by a war, and not by the
Socialist Workers Party, if a revolutionary situation will
arise ?

A: T would say it is created by the privations of the
capitalist system, which arc tremendously accelerated by
a war,

PARTY TO OUR PRESS

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

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

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

A: The inost important one is the appointment of
editors, The (ommittee, as a whole, does not cdit the

They designate mdividuals to do it.

And those individuals are responsible for the

paper.
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general contents of the papers?
. From issue to issue, yes.

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

A The Militant—

Q: That is a weekly paper?

A: Yes—and the Fourth International,
magazine.

Q:  And was it always called the Militant?

A: No, at one tine 1t was called the Socialist Appeal.

INTERPRETATIONS OF EVENTS

Q: What is the policy of the Party with reference to
permitting various opinions and interpretations of cur-
rent ovents in the Party’s publications?

A:r Well,rit is not prohibited. Tsually, 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 expressions of opinton contrary ta the majority ?

A: No. As I say, it is not prohibited. We do not
have a completely airtight uniformity. about every ques-
iion, in the pr Especially, we have columnists to
write columns. They are given a certain Jatitude for
pversonal 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
vonvention,

Q: With reference to predictions or opinions about
future occurrences, wonld you say the Party is more
libaral in granting that frecdom ?

A: Yes, 1t must necessarily be, because predictions
are not verifiable, completely, until after the event. and

a monthly

different opinions arise. We have had in the Party,
especially since the outbreak of the World War, con-
flicting opinions as to when the United States wouid
make formal entry inlo the war, or whether or not the
[United States weuld - enter the war. There were not
very many that doubted that it would, but I heard some
pcople in the Party express such opinions.

OIFFERENGES OF OPINION

Q: And would you say that the opinions of Party
membiers with reference to a possible future revelufion-
ary situation is in that category of opinion, concerning
which there are many differences of opinion?

A: Yes, there must necessarily be.

Q: Do you include in that category alse, prediction
as {o whether the revolution would be accompanied by
forge or not?

A: Well, within limits, within limits. There is more
agreement among the educated leaders of the Party who
have studied history and Marxism-—there is more agree-
ment on thai 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, diffcrences of
opinion as to the.gxact time of the revolutionary situ-
ation and the approximate development of 1tF

A:  As to the time of a revolution, that is absolutely
speculative.  There isn’t anyvbody in the Tariv that has
anvthing more than a tontative opmion on that gquestion.

Q: Does the leadership of the Party make any dis-
tincrion between editorials, and colnmns, and signed
articles, in the press?

A: Yes. I think a distinction 13 made among all
three of them.

): What distinction is made?

EDITORIALS, SIGNED COLUMNS AND ARTICLES
IN OUR PRESS

A: An editorial is more authoritative, and the Party
bears greater responsibility for it than for a signed
article. Tf an article is signed by an individual member,
the possibility exists at any time that it is not fullx
responsive to the official opinion of the Party, or the
opinion of the editorial board. (olumnists have mwore
latitude than writers of signed articles. Columns arve
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 Party towards
columnsg or signed articles written by-older and morve
responsible memhers of the Party, and cobunns and
signed articles written by less well-known mcembers of
the Party?
~A: Well, so far as their impression on the Party
itself is concerned, a column that is written by a prow-
inent leader of the Party is taken with greater weight
than columns written by unknown columnists. We have
such columnists and have had in the past humorons
columns, some of which depart more ar less from the
regitlar line of thought of the Party, but thev are not
as a rule taken with the weight of authority that would
bhe given to a column signed by the most prominent
leaders of the National Committee.

Q: So that a column or an article signed by you

would necessarily represent greater authority than cne

sighed by an unknown member of the Party?

A: Yes, or one signed by you.
RESPORNSIBILITY FOR SOME MATERIAL

Q: Would you make any distinction between official
resolutions of the Party and editorials?

A: Yes. A resolution is a formal document, approv-
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ed by the National Committee itself, or by a convention.
It is thought out, and hecomes 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 au 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 press?

A: Well, 1 presume that would be the ideal way, but
it does mnot work out, because the paper goes to press
every weck, and frequently the editors who are immedi-
ately responsible for the paper rush copy over to the
printer to keep him satisfied, without giving it the
necessary hlue-penciling.  That happens ) think fre-
quently on any publication that is of frequent issuance.

Q: And, frequently you and 1 are away from the
office for months at a time?

A: Yes. We travel a gregt 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 ex-
pressed 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 members, have at least a semi-official
status, | 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 week-
Iy organ of the Party? )




A T Lhink it i3 hetween 15,000 afid 20,000 at the

present time, : o
What is the civeulation of the Fourth Inter-

national ?

A: | think about 4,000. ‘Fhat is the magazine.

Q: Now, besides the Militant and the Fourth Inter-
natignal, you said that painphlets are published?

A Yes.

Q: Have you any idea how many pamphlets have
been published in the last year or sof

A: Oh, T inagine half a dozen—not more. )

Q: Referring to the Declaration of Principles,” what
is youv best estimate as to the number of those pam-
phlels published? Lo

A: 1 think the first edition was 5,000 or 10,000—
T am™not sure which., That was published in 1932,

. Were there any subseqient editions?

A: No. -

Q: Se when you
the-only edition ?

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

Q: Aund what is your best opinion as to Lhe time
when that Declaration of Principles was fairly well ex-
hausted, and no more cenies left, to give to the various
Yranches for sale? 7

A: Well_ as a recall it, the great bulk of them were
sold or distributed in the first period. hereafter they
were sold in dribbles to thé branches. Whether the
whole edition was sold or exhausted, T really don’t know.
I don’t remember, :

Q: Did the Party continue to sell the Declaration of
Principles snhseqnent to its suspension ?

A: No. There was aun order issucd hy the Pulitical
Committee to the literature department not to send out
anv more after the decision of the December convention.

Q: DBut copics that were left in the possession of the
branches: remained’ there for sale, did they not?

say ‘‘the first edition’ vou mean

The amendments that were
They

At Well, u the Branches where there are book
stores, they sell everything. In fact, they arc encour-
aged to sell historical dociments and pamphlets and
books of other parties.

INTERPRETATIONS OF PARTY POLICY

Q: Wonld you say that there is a difference between
general Party. policy, which may or may not be mis-
iuterpreted by members of the Party, and. a decision of
the Party with reference to doing something conerete ?

A: Yes. One is much clearer than the other.
Q: Explain that, will you please.
A: Well for example—

MR, SCHWEINHAUT: That explains itself, T think.

MR, GOLDMAN: XNo. [ don’t think so.

A (continued): To make a decision of the party to
participate in a given ¢leetion—in that event, the Party
members have to get out and gather signatures to put
a ecandidate on the ballot. That has to he done once
the decision is wade. On the other hand, a declaration
of policy about the conflict hetween the AFT, and the
CI0 is not so- casily 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 ws who
arc here—to complain about articles and some editorials
ih the paper on the trade union question. We thought
it_did not exactly follow the last resolution of the Party.
We bhad oceasion to_complain alss about their handling
of the German- Russian war. We thought their approach
was not entirely in accord with the resolution as we
interpreted it.

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

A: Yes, that is possible at any time. It does not
always occur, but it is quite possible.

"THE POSITION WE ADOPTED ON CONSCRIPTION

Q:
mibtary- policy of the Party?

A: The military policy of the Party is incorporated
in the decisions of the conference a year ago, in Septem-
ber, 1940. At that time we called a special conference
of the Party, in connection with a plenary meeting of
the National Committee, to consider this particular
question, our attitude towards conscription and the
further pragress of the war situation, and there we
adopted a resolution substantially as follows:

Point 1: " As long as conscription has heen adopted
as the law, and once it was law, referving to the Selec-
tive Service Act, all Party members must comply with
this law, must register and must not oppose the regis-
tiation of others. On the contrary, the Party specifically
opposes the position of such groups as conscientious
objectors.  While we admire the courage aud integrity
of a rather high order that it takes to do what the con-
sclentious objectors have done. we have written against
their policy and said it is wrong for individuals to refuse
to register when ihe great mass of their generation are
going to war. So far as we are concerned, if the voung
generation of American workers goes to war, onr 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 factery that he must be the best trade
unionist and the best mechanic in order to gain the
confidence and respect of his fellow-workers, We say,
tn the military service, he must be the best soidier; he

Now will you please explain what is called the.
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must be most efficient in the use of whatever 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
siven ? :

EXHIBITS RELATING TO THIS POSITION

MR, GOLDMAN: Well, T think the Government has
introduced—

MR, SCHWEINHAUT:
question,

MR, GOLDMAN:
tion.

THFE. COURT: Yes, I am asking you.
vou might develop it from the witness. .

MR. GOLDMAN: Well, the Government introduced
the exhibit referred to by Mr. Cannon.

THE WITNESS: 1 think my specches at the con-
ference in Chicago last September were introduced as
exhibits here, some extracts frowa them at least.

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

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

MR. GOLDMAN: I am not introdncing many things,
because the Government has introduced them for me.

THE COURT: Mr. Myer, you should be able to put
vour finger on thase particular exhibits, T helieve.

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

Let the withess answer the
The Court is asking me the ques-

I was hoping
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MILITARY TRAINING UNDER DIRECTION OF
- TRADE UNIONS

(): Now, were there any other points discussed and
adopted at that conference, with refercnce to the mili-
tary policy of the Party?

A: Yes. We came out in favour of the idea of con-
seription, universal military training. That is pre-
dicated on the idea that at the present time the whale
world is in arms, that all decisions nowadays are being
made by arms, or with the threat of arms. In such a
sitnation, we must recognise that the workers must also
hecome trained in the military arts. We are in favour
of universal training, according to our official decision;
hut we are not in favour, that is, we do not give politi-
cal 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 urnions; that the government should furnish a part
of its military funds in appropriations to equip those
camps with the necessary arms and materials and in-
structors, 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 appro-
priated 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 worker 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 common struggle
with them, such as picket captains, leaders of unions,
men who have distinguished themselves in the affairs of
workers’ organisations, and who come from the rank and

file of the workers. Such men as officers would be much
more consarned about the welfare of the rank and file of
soldiers than a coliege 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, | would say, the heart of our military pro-
posal; of our military policy.

CIVIL RIGHTS FOR THE SOLD{ERS -

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

A: Oh. yes. We stand also for soldiers’ citizens'
rights. We do not agree with the idea that when yon
take a million and a half young men out of civil life,
that they reasc to have the rights of citizens, We think
they shouwld have all the rights of citizens. They should
have tho right to petition Congress; they should have
the right to vote; they should have the right to elect
comnittees to present their grievances; they should
have the right to clect their own officers, at least the
minor officers, and in general they should have the
democratic richts of citizens, and we advocate that. We
advocate legislation to confer upon the soldiers those
rights, and doing away with the present inefficient mili-
tary set-up.

Q: Mid the Party officially, or to vour knowledge,
did any Party memher now in the service, ever attempt

to create insubordination in the ranks of the armed
forces?

A: Not to my knowledge.

: If there have bheen 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 CAUSE OF GRIEVANCES IN THE ARMED FORCES

Q:  Tn your opinien, if there have been such incidents,
what is the cause of them?

A: Well, T think there are a number of causes of
discontent and dissatisfaction in the counscript army.
That is a matter of public comment in all the newspapers
and magazines, and varicus opinions and theories have
been cxpressed as to the reasons for it.

Q: How does the Party propose to realise the de-
mands for compulsory training under trade union con-
trol?

A: Welil, our programme is a legislative programme.
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 pro-
posals, these military proposals of ours,

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

THE EXAMPLE OF PLATTSBURG

A: Yes. Tn fact, that was part of the origin of the
idea. As T said before. the chief sore point in the mili-
tary 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. Plattshurg was one of these. This was a
part of the so-called preparedness campaign, before the
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[Mnited States finally got into the war. 'The government
appropriated some funds, and some business men donated
funds. The government provided instructors, and furn-
ished the necessary egquipment for the training of a
large number of business and professional men who were
ultimately to be officers in the army.

We cannot see why the workers should not have the
same rights. We think it is perfectly fair and reason-
able, certainly it is compatible with the existing laws.
As [ said hefore, it is a legislative proposal on our part.
We would if we could, incorporate that into the law of
the country.

THTF. COURT: We will take our.morning recess at
this time,

(MORNING RECESS)

Q: I call your attention, Mr. Cannon, to the testi-
mony of some withesses 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 policy about that?

A: 1In the military forces, as far as our information
goes from members who have been drafted and from
others whom—

MR. SCHWEINHATT: Now, just a moment. You
are not auswering the guestion at all. He asked you
whether the Party had a policy, whether it does or does




o, I o, xell ns whaz “that policy is, not what you
licard from peop]o in the service,
THE WITNESS: I want to explain why our policy
is what it is.
TIIE COURT:

We have not heard that there is a

poliey yet.
Q: Is there a policy ?
A Yes, we have a policy on c¢vervihing.
Q: What is that policy?

A The- pohiey is not to support or to initiate ang
agitation akout food. T want to tell you the reason.
So far as onr knowledge goes, from members of the
Partv who have heen dratted and whom we have seen
on furlough, and from other investigation, there is not
much dissatisfaction with the food in the present set-up.
And if there is any dissatisfuction with food,
what would yon say it was cansed by?

NO GRIEVANCES WITHOUT FOUNDATION

A: Mo far as our inforimation goes, there are only
isolated cases now.  We do rol propose to kick abut the
food if the food is satisfactory. I1f the foud is bad, the
soldiers will kick about it themselves, and they should
kick about it.

Q: What would yon say uabout the testimony of these

wilnesses

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: 1 object Lo that:

MR. GOLDMAN: Strike it out.

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

A: | do net know of anything in the Party pro-
gramme or -Party literature that proposes to incite griev-
ances without foundation. Where causes for dissatis-
faction exist, they create the dissatisfaction, not the

Party. .
MR, SCHWEINTIAUT:  Just a moment, please.
¢ If there have heen grievances, and if there has

been dissatisfaction, is the Party in any way responsible
for that?

A: No, | don’t think so.
the present sitnation.

Q:. And the people who have charge of feeding the
army are the ones responsible for that. or for the griev-
ances ¥

MR. SCIIWEINHAUT:

MR. GOLDMAN: Well,
may proceed and answer it.

MR, SCHWEINHAUT: Then I will ohject to it now.
THE COTRT: I will sustain the objection.

in any way at all. That is

Well, that is leading.

he has not objected, so yvou

HOW WE SEEK TO PUT MILITARY POLICY INTO EFFECT

Q: Now, on the question of military training under
trade univn control-.you were spmkn]g about Platts-
burg at the time of the recess.  Will you continue and
explain further the policy on that?

A: 1 used that as an illustration of how special
camps were instituted and government instructors pra-
vided to train husincss and professional men in the
period shortly prior to our entry into the last World
Var.

In the Spanish Givil War all the parties and unions.

not only had their own fraining camps authorised by the
government, but even supplied their own regiments, in
the fight against the fascist army of Franco.

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

A: No, they are under the control, cssentially or
practically completely, of leaders who are in harmony
with the present Roosevelt administration.

Q: As | understand, the Party favours military train-
ing under trade union’ control ?

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

Q: And that policy is not dependent upon the Party
controlling the trade unions?

A: No.
be in the minority in those trammg camps, as we are
In the unions.

WE WOULD INTRODUCE IT INTO CONGRESS

Q: What measures do you propose in order to effect-
nate the poliey of military training under trade union
control ?

A: As I think I said before, it is a proposal for a
tegislative programme. We would have such a bill intro-
duced into Clongress and passed, if we had the power, or
if we conld gain the support of Congressmen who are
opposed to us on other grounds, but who would agree to

this.  This js a progromme that is not necessarily
socialist.
Q: If any member of the Party would ecither attempt

to obstruct the Selective RService Act, ov advise the
obstruction of it. what would the Party do about that?

MR. SCHIWEINTIAUT: That is objected to on the
ground that there has bheen no evidence offered hy the
Government that the Party attempted to obstrnct the
Selective Service Act.

MR, GOLDMAN: Then the Government admits that
the Party has not attempted to abstruct the Selective

We can only take our chances that we will
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Service Act?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: We have not attempted wo
show that there was any attempt to interfere with the
Seleclive Service Act,

MR. GOLDMAN: I gathered that questions were
asked a number of witnesses, as to their age, and the
necessity of their going into sérvice, with an intention
on the part of the prosecution to prove that we, some-
how or another, tried to interfere. Tf the Government
says, “No”, T will drop that.

SCHWEINHAUT '* CLEARS ATMOSPHERE '’

MR, SCHWEINHAUT: We will clear the atmosphere
¢n that right now, We do not contend that the Party
attempted to keep anybody from registering for the
drafe, or in that respect to impede the progress of the
Selective Service Act.. What our evidence tended to
show was what the Party members were supposed to do
after they got into the army.

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

Q: Tf any Party me:nbel, after entering the Service,
or before entering service in the army, would attempt
to ohstruct in any way the fundlomng of the army, or
would advise any such attempt, what would. be the
policy of the Pmt\ with reference to such a Party
membher 2 ’

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

Q: And what measurcs would be takeun, i any, to
deal with that particnlar Party member?

A: Well, I think he would be advised to change }m
attitude, of at least to discontinue his action.
Q: And if he persisfed 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, dnd possibly we would expel him from the Partv.

Q: "Did vou hear a witness for the Government testi-
fy that he was told by some Party member to go to
Fort Snelling and create dissatisfaction? T think that
was the gist of the testimony. Did you hear that?

A \nmethmg to that effect.

Q: What is the Party’s policy with reference to any
creating of dissatisfaction in Fort Snelling or any other
military camp?

MR. SCHWETNITATT: T ohject to that, hecause he
has smswered what it was at least twice.

THE COURT: Objection sustained.

g
P



THE PARTY’S POSITION ON THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

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

A: Yes. )

(): 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, SCHWEINHATUT: Just a moment. I will ob-
ject to that on the grouund that, the withess having
stated that it is incorporated in the Declaration of
Principles, therefore, it spoaks for itself.

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

THE COURT: He may answer.

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

. How many revolntions were there in Russia in
10177

A: There was a revolution in Febrnary according to
the Russian calendar, in March according to the modern
calondar. which develaped into the proletarian revolu-
tion of November 7th.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 1 have given here, in support of the
revolution.

G: And what does ‘''support'’ mean?

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

Q: And I think you said in your reply to a previous
question, that you consider the doctrines embodied in
that revolution as Marxist doctrines? Explain that.

A: The theory of Marxism in our opinion was com-
pletely vindicated in the Russian Revolution, and the
theory of Marxism, which is the establishment of a gov-
ornment of workers and peasants, which undertakes to
bring about a social transformation from capitalism
towards socialism—all this was undertaken in the Rus-
sian Revolution.

(: That is, insofar as the Russian Revolution put
the workers and peasauts 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 cssence of the matter.

. Now. can you tell us anything about the legality
of that -revolution?
A: Yes.
THE COURT: Judged by what standards?
MR. GOLDMAN: What 1 mcan by that is to have

“him explain exactly how the revolution occurred, be-

cause connsel for the Government tries to present it
as a violent uphcaval of the minority against the major-
itv. and the facts are the very coutrary. T want the
witness to explain the nature of that revelution.

THE FEBRUARY REVOLUTION OVERTHREW CZARISM

A: The Crar and Czarism were overthrown in March
by an uprising of the masses, of the prople in the big
citles, and the peasants.

Q: Was tha 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.

. What is the meaning of Bolshevism?

The word ““Bolshevik® is a Russian word mean-
ing “‘majority’”’. 1t acquired a political meaning in the
Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party. In the Con-
gress of 1603 a controversy developed which divided the
purty into groups, the majority and the minority, the
majority cailed the Bolsheviks and the minority called
Mensheviks.

Q: Those are Russian words, meaning minority and
majority ? ‘

A: Yes. They split up, and divided into parties.
Each called itself the Russian Social Democratic Labour
Party, aud 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 Qctober revolution, or in our calen-
dar in Novemher, 1917.

A: Well, to show the chronology:

SOVIETS ESTABLISHED EVERYWHERE

When Czarism was overthrown by the masses of the
people, the whole structure of that tyranny was de-
stroved. A pew government was constituted, but the
new government machinery was: based on the Soviets,

A

which sprang up spontaneously in the revolutionary .

upheaval. Soviets of workers and soldiers were estab.-
lished everywhere., In Petrograd, the workers and sold-
iors sent delegates—deputies—to the central council or,
as they called it. the Soviet; similarly in Moscow and
other places. This body was recognised as authoritative.

The government that was constituted after the over-
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throw of the Czar was headed by Prince Lvov, with
Miliukov as Foréign Minister; it derived its authority
from the Soviets of Workers’ and Soldiers” Deputies
and the Soviets of Peasanis’ Deputies,

In April they had a National AJl-Russian conference
of the Workers’ and Soldiers’ Soviets, and there they
elected an All-Russian Central Excentive Committee of
the Workers’ and Soldiers’ Soviets. In May, the Pea-
sant Soviets had an All-Russian Congress and elected
an All-Russian Central Exccutive Comuwiftee of the
peasauts.

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

A: They represented the people, the great mass of
the people. T think it was impossible even to speak in
ternis of majoritics or minorities. They were the masses
themselves. The peasants and the soldiers and the
workers were the pecople; those two bodies, the All-
Russian Central Executive Committee of the Workers’
and Soldicrs’ Soviets and the All-Russian Central Exe-
cutive Committee of the Peasant Soviets, formed a
joint body which was recognised as the most authorita-
tive body in Russia. It was by their consent that the
government cabinet ruled.

The All-Russian Executive Committee of the Soviets
repudiated Miliukov, who was the leader of the bour-
geoisie.  The Soviet body oppesed him because of his
foreign policy, invalving secret treaties that had been
exposed. He therefore had io mesign, because without
the support of the Soviets, authority was lacking; and
T 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 vote in the Chamber.

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

A: That is right.
Q: In what way did the Bolsheviks progress to
power?




W~

el o

JNASSCS.

THE RO_LE OF THE BOLSHEVIKS

A: 1 wish to go on with the chronology, if you will
permit me,
- Tollowing the fall of Miliukov, Kerensky rose—there
is a popular jmpression in this country that he hecame
Premier "'with the fall of the Czar. That is not so.
Kerensky became Premier in July., He was made a

Minister aud eventually Premnier because he was a mem-

her of the Social Revolutionary Party. That was the
Peasant party, which then led the Soviets. Tle was also
supported by the worker element, because he had been
a labour lawyer. That was the basis of Kerensky's
office; that is, his authority was derived directly frow
the Soviets.

. Now in this period the Bolsheviks were a small minor-
ity. They did not create the Soviets. The Saviets were
created by the masses; they were initiated by the
Neither the Bolshevik Party nor any other

party could do anyihing without the support- of the
Soviets.  In the midst of the revolution of 1905 and
apgain in the overthrow of the Czar in 1917, the Soviets
sprang up spontaneously. :

The wmost influential one naturally was in Petrograd,
which was the seat of government. The Bolsheviks were
a small minorily in this Soviet at the time of the over-
throw of the Czar. When Kerensky became I’remier,
the combination of his Social Revolutionary Party and
the Menshevik Socialist Party—those two parties to-
gether had an overwhelming majority in the Soviets,
and ruled by virtue of that. The Balsheviks were an
opposing faction.

During that time Lenin, as the spokesman for the
Bolsheviks, said sver and over again, “As long 4s we are
in the minority in the Sovizts. all we can do 18 patiently
explain.”” The Bolshevik Pariv opposed any attempt
to seize power by a putsch.

Q: What is a putsch?

HOW THE BOLSHEVIK PARTY CAME TO POWER

A: An armed action of a small group. The Bolshevik
Party dewanded, with Lenin as their spokesman, that
the Social Revolutionary Party and the Menshevik
Party take complete conirol of the government by re-
moving the bourgeois ministers and make it a completely
labour and peasant government, and they issued the
promise that, “I[ you do that, we promise that as long
as we are in the minority, we will not try to overthrow
vou. We will not support you politically, we will critie-
1se you, but we will not undertake to overthrow the
government as long as we are in the minority.”” That
was the policy of the Bolsheviks in the March days of
the revolution against the Czar, and into July.

in July the workers in Petrograd stauged a demon-
stration with arms, agaiust the advice of the Bolsheviks.
The Bolsheviks advised against it on the ground that
it might unduly provoke the situation, and tried to
persuade the workers in Petrograd not to go inte that
action. 1% was not a rebellion; it was simply a parade
with arms. This action, carried out by the Petrograd
workers agaiust the advice of the Bolsheviks, brought
repressions  against the workers on the part of the
Kerensky government.

Then the Kerensky government undertook to discredit
and frame-up the Bolshevik Party.  They accused Lenin
and Trotsky of being German spies. This was the pre-
decessor of Stalin’s Moscow Trials.  They accused Lenin
and Trotsky and the Bolsheviks of being German spies.
Trotsky was thrown into jail, Lenin was forced into
hiding, and repressions continued against the Bolsheviks,
but 1t did not do any good, because the policy and
slogans of the Bolsheviks were growing in popularity.
One by one the great factorics and soldiers’ regiments
began to vote in favour of the Bolshevik programme.

THE ATTEMPTED UPRISING OF KORNILOV

In September an attempt at counter-revolution was
made under the leadership of General Kornilov, who
could be properly described as a Russtan Monarchist-
Fascist. He organised an army and undertook to. over-
throw the Kerensky government in Petrograd, with the
idea of restoring the old regime.

The Kerensky government, thut had put Trotsky in
jail, had to release him from prison to pet the support
of his party to fight down the counter-revolutionary
army of Korniloy. )

Trotsky was brought from prison, and went directly
to the Military-Revolutionary Clommittee, in which gov-
ernment men also sat, and there drew up with them
plans for a joint fight against Kornilov. Kornilov was

crushed; the connter-revelution was crushed, primarily
by the workers under the inspiration of the Bolshevik
Party.

They tied up his railroad trains; he could not

move his troops; his best troops were induced to fight
against him, and his counier-revolution was «rished.

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 Petro-
grad Soviet, the most influential Soviet in the country.
and iu Moscow and others. The Kerensky government
was losing ground because it was not solving any of the
problems of the people. The Bolsheviks’ slogans ot
“Bread’’, “Peace”’, “Land’’, and other slogans—those
were the slogans that the masses wanted.

On November 7th was held the Congress of the All-
Russian Soviets of Workers and Soldiers. The Bolsheviks
had a majority there, and simultaneously with the meet-

ing of the Sovicts, 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
gaining of the majority by the Bolsheviks?

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

MR. SCHWEINTATUT: That was in Petrograd?

THE WITNESS: In Petrograd, yes. That was also
where the (‘zar was overthrown. .

Q: And subscquently to the gaining of the majonty
by the Bolsheviks what violence, if any, occurred?

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

Q: What violenee, if any, occurred, 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
hourgeoisie 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 becaunse the White Guard and bourgeois
elements receiwved the support, first, of the Germans,
and then of England and Fraunce, and even the United
States sent an expedition.

The Soviet government had to fight against the whole
capitalist 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 agzinst the outside powers who supplied the oppos-
ition with arms; soldiers and funds. .

Q: TIlow were the Soviets in those days elected?

A: Ther were elected in the factory workers’ meet-
ings; that is, the factory workers would gather to clect
their delegate. Each Soviet constituted a unit of gov-
eriunent, and the combination of Soviets constituted the
governient.

In the Soviet system, the factories select delegates,
according to their number, one for each 1,000, or what-
ever the proportion may he. 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 Bolshe-
vik Party at the time of the Russian Revolution in
November. 19177

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

BOLSHEVIKS SUPPORTED BY-GREAT MAJORITY

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

A: Well, in my opinion. the great majority of the
workers, p(’as:mt% and soldiers supported them at the

tiine they took power and afterwards.

) : 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 labourcrs.
There were some peasants in the party, but the party
was primarily constituted of industrial workers in the
cities, agricultural labourers aud some intellectuals,
some edncated people who had put themselves at the
service of tho workers in the party.

Q: What _is the hest 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 populat]on consisted of
peasants?

A: Peasants, yes.

): What is umr opinion as to the number of mem-
bers that the Socialist Workers Party will probably have
when the majority of pr-ople in this country tdopt ihe
programme of the partv?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: 1
Hounour.

THE COURT: What is the basis of your objection?

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: He is asking this witness to

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN

MR. GOLDMAN: All right--—guestion withdrawn.

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

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: 1 object to that,
do not see any materiality or relevancy in it.

THE COURT: T 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. |
think the jury is entitled to know in a general way—it
is impossible to go into great detail—but the Govern-
ment has opened up its case in such a way that it is
assential for the jury to know at least some of the basic
principles of Trotsky, who it is alleged was one of the
arch- consplrators.

THE COURT:

object to that, Your

because 1

Welt, if you will agree to limit it to a
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giess toduay as to the namber of wetnbers that the
Socialist Workers Party will have when a majortty of
the people in the United States adopt its policy,

THE COURT: There are too many elements of spec-
ulation in that. Objection sustained.

‘“ GLEAR AND PRESENT DANGER ' DOCTRINE

MR. GOLDMAN: | want to urge this, Your Honour;
one of the elements in this case is, as Your Honour
knows, the ‘‘clear and present danger’’ doctrine, |
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 progravime of the Party, io show,
1 submit, "the relative position of the Party at the pre-
sent time. If, for instance, it would be necessary to
have a party of three million or four million, anrd at
this time there is a party of 2,000, you could readily see
how the dogtrine of ‘‘clear and present danger’’ applies
to that situation.

MR, SCHWEINHAUT: Lt clearly
lation, as to events in -the futire,
possibly know about now.

THE COURT: I do not see any tangible factur that
has been suggested by the witness, or is involved in the
question, that would justify the assumption that Le
conld answer that without indulging in a great deal of
speculation. I will adhere to the ruling.

Q: 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 mem-
bars to wage workers in the United States at the time
a majority adopts the programme of the Socialist Work-
ers Pariy?

MR, SCHWEINHATT: Same objection.

MR. GOLDMAN: ‘“Have vou 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 speculation?

THT, COURT: Do you ohjoct to it?

MR, SCHWEINHAUT: Yes.

THTE COTRT: Objection sustained.

MR. GOLDMAN: Exception.

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

A:  About 2,000

calls. for swvecu-
that ne one can

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

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: T ohject to that question, if
Your Hononr please.

TROTSKY AND STALIN

reasonable amount of testimony,

MR, GOTUDMAN: I certainly
might be here two years.

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

MR. GOLDMAN: | shouRi think that after the pro-
secution takes three weeks, that they should give me a
week at least to try the case.

THE COURT: 1 don’t think it is necessary to try it
that way.

MR. GOLDMAN:
remarks— . )

THE COURT: Mer. Schweinhant has made very few
objections -to the direct examination, which has covered
a tremendously wide field.

Q: Will you describe briefly the fundamental differ-
ences that arose between Stalin and Trotsky subsequent
to- the revolution? .

will—otherwise, we

Mr. Schweinhaut made various

{



STRUGGLE FOR DEMOCRACY

At T mentioned the ‘other day that the fight origin-
ated in the struggle over demoeracy. That was the
origin of the fight, really inspired by FEenin, during his
last illness, in u)llahor'ltmn with '!rotqk\' T.enin did
not survive to take part in the fight, and Trotsky had
to lead 1t. 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 desira to change the programme and the course
of direction of the revolution, which could only be done by
this means. Troisky struggled for free discussion of the
problem, with the confidence that the majority of the
workers in the party would support his programme.
Stalin and his group represented, in our opinion, . the
conservative tendency, based upon a certain stratum of
the party and the government, that had acquired
official positions and privileges and wanted to stop there.

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

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

4

Q: TIuterested in what¥#

A: Tt was interested in preserving jts privileges, and
not extending and developing the benefits for the great
mass of the preple.

Q: What form did tihis dictatorship of Stalin assume?

OBJECTIONS BY SCHWEINHAUT

A: 1t assumed the form of crushing democracy inside
of the Communist Party and cstablishing a dictatorial
regime there. Tor example—

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: Waell, while Mr. Cannon is
pausing; may | object now to this line of testimony be-
cause it is immaterial and irrelevant to the issu¢s here?
1t is immaterial what forim of government Stalm set up
in- Russia. What do we care?

THE COURT: I do sot sec any reason why he should
o into all the (Totﬂi]s. [ think you should recognise
that, Mr. Goldman, [ want to give you o¢very oppor-
tunity, every reasonable opportunity, to present your
theory of the case before this jury, but I do think that
there is much here that is immaterial aud unnecessary.

Q: Whal is the position of the Party on.the Soviet
Union at present? )

MR, SCHWEINHAUT:. I Your

object to that,

- Homnour.

WHY WE DEFEND THE SOVIET UNION

THE COURT: He may answer that.

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

Q: How you ‘characterise it, and explain the char-
acterisation. }

A: Well, the characterisation 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 nationalised industry, and not on private
property.

MR. SCHWEINHACT: The answor proves. that my
ohjection is good. It is not relevant in this case. [
will object to it, therefore, Your Honour.

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

THE COURT: Yes, that was why T allowed this to
go. in. There has been testimony here that, in the
event of a war in which the United States was mvolved,
this Party would defend the Soviet Umion. TUnder that
testimony, I feel that you are ontitled 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 any t]_un;z to do with it.

TF.{E COTURT: Well, perhaps it doesn’t, but it may
stand,

BECAUSE IT IS A WORKERS STATE

;. Now,
the defence of the Soviet Union. and why?

A: We are Iin favour of defending the Soviet Union
against imperialist powers for the reason | just gave,
because we consider it a progressive development, as a
workers’ -state, that has nationalised industry and has
eliminated private capitalism and Jandlordism. That is
the reason we defend it.

Q: That is, you consider the Russian or the Soviet
State, a state based on the expropriation of private in-
dustry from the eapitalists?

A: Yes, the nporqtinn of industry as a nationalised
industry.

(L%: ‘%nd you are do[cndmg that kind of a state?

Al €8

Q: Isn't it a fact that Stalin has killed most all of
the so-called Trotskyvists in Russia?

what is-the position of the Party towards

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

Q: Will you explain why a violent revolution is nec-
essary, for a Russian rev olution ?

MR, SCHWEINHAUT: Do you mean now?

MR. GOLDMAN: Yes. Your Honour, 1 think it
has a very important hearing.

THE COTRT: Do you mean in the past?

NEED FOR POLITICAL REVOLUTION IN USSR

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

THE COTRT: He may answer, but is this likely to
be an extended discnssion?

MR. GOLDMAN: Yes, I think so, Your Honour,

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

‘Wednesday, November 19, 1941
(AFTERNOON SESSION)

(Hearing resumed pursiant to recess at 2:00 P.M)
THE COURT: DProceed, gentlemen.

JAMES P..CANNON

resumed the stand, having beén p:enouslv duly sworn,
and testified further as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION {(Continued)

By Mr. Goldman:

Q: T think I asked vou when we closed this morning,
Mr. Cannon, to explain to us the position of the partv
on the neceqﬂtw of a violent revolution in the Soviet
Union against the Stalin regime, and why.

A: We ave in mvoul of a political revolution in the
Soviet Tnion. That is, as distinguished from a social
revolution, in that we wonld not change the property
We would

forms, only the governmental superstruc ture.




retain the nalionalised properiy and the dollectivised
farming system.
We propose to overthrow the Stalin regime by revolu-

tion, and in the Soviet Union that revolution must.

necessarily be a violent revolution.

LACK CF WORKERS' DEMOCRACIES

Q:  Why?

. A: Because there is absolutely no democracy per-
mitfed under the Stalin regime, no freedom of speech,
press, or assembly; no possivility of organising the people
in a peaceful way or reaching them in a democratic pro-
cess, and undaz those conditions in Russia, as in Hitler’s
Germany, one cannot conceive of any possibility - of the
masses finding liberation from these dictatorships, except
by a vioient revolution.

Q: And in what way— .

A: There rvan’t be any ambiguity or alternatives
about it, just as the Czar could only be aoverthrown hy
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 opportunity to participate in elections, to pub-
lish their papers, to conduct their meetings. You can
very consistently  and logically nndertake to . proceed
along that peacefnl demoeratic road as long as the op-
portunity is offered.

Q: And the party would exhaust all the possibilities
for a peaseful transformation if the demogcratic rights
are given to the working masses? )

A: [n my opinion, to the very end, yes.

Q: Even to the end of trying to amond the Consti-
tution - of the United States. as provided for hy the
Constitution of the United States?

A: [ the democratic processes are maintained liere,
if they are not disrupted by the introduction of fascist
methods by the government, and the majority of the
people supporting the idea of Socialism can secure a
victory by the democratic processes, I don’t see any
reason why they cannot proceed, continue to proceed,
by the demoecratic method of amending the Constitution

to {it the new regime. : o

Naturally, the amendments would have to be of a
very drastic character, but parts of the Constitution 1
wouid be willing to write into the pregramme of the
party at any time—that is the Bill of Rights, which we
helieve in. :

That section of the Constitution which protects private
property rights, we think, would absolntely have to be
changed in the society which we envisage, which elim-
inates private property in industrial enterprises of a
large-scale nature, :

But iv is vour belief, is it not, that in all pro-
bability the minority will not allow such a peaceful
transtormation ® i

A: That is our opinion. That is based on all the

- historical precedents of the nnwillingness of any privi-

leged class, no-matter how it is outlived, to leave the
scene without trying to impese its will on the majority
by force. 1 cited examples vesterday’.

Q: What is the— . ’

A: | might give you another example on the same
point. For example, the Bolshevik revolution in Hun-
gary was accomplished without the shedding of one drop
o; blood, in a completely peaceful manner.

Q: When was that?

A: That was in 1019, The government that was
ostablished following the war, of which Count Karolyi
was Premicr, came to what it considered the end of its
resources—it could not control the country, did not have
the support of the masses, and Count Karolyi as head
of the government, on his own motion, went to the head
of the Bolshevik party, or the Communist Party, rather,
of Hungary, who was in prison, and summoned him to
tuke charge of the government in a peaceful, legal
manner, like the change of a cabinet n the French
Parliament—of course, prior to the Petain regime.

Then this Soviet government, having been established
in this way, peacefully, was confronted by an uprising
of the privileged class, of .the landlords and the big
owners, who organised an armed fight against the gov-
ernment, and eventually overthrew it. The violence on
a mass scale followed the change of the government,
did not precede if.

MARXISM IS OUR PARTY’S GUIDE TO ACTION

(): - What is the position that the party give to Karl
Marx and his doctrines?

A: Kurl Marx was the originator of the theories and
doctrines and social analyses, which we know as scien®
tific socialism, or Marxism, upon which the entire move-
ment of scientific socialism 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 repre-
sentative of its ideology.

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

A: No, the party has never obligated itself to do
that: - Wé do not consider even Marx as infallible. The
party accepts his basic idéas and theories as its own
hasic ideas and theories. That does not prohibit the
party or wembers of the party from disagreeing with
things said or written by Marx which do not strike at
the fandamental basis of the movement, of the doctrine.
"Q: -And you interpret Marx, or you apply the Marx-
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iun theories, under conditions that prevail at the present
time, is that right? :

A: Yes. You see,
theory as a revelation,

we don’s understand Marxian
as a dogma. FEngels expressed it
by saying our theory is not a dogma hut a guide tb
action, which means that it is a method which the
students of Marxism must understand and learn how to
apply. One can read every letfer and every line written
by Marx and still not be a useful Marxist, if one does
hot know how to apply it to the conditions of his own
time. 'There have been such people, whom we call
pedants. o

Q: You are acguainted with
festo, are you not?

A: Yes. .

THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO OF 1848

And vou rememher—I think it is the last clause
of the Manifesto, where Marx and Engels, co-authors,
say: “We disdain to conceal our aimsg,’?’ and mention
something to the ecffect about violent revolution. Do
you rémember that?

A: Well, it says, “‘We disdain to conceal our aims.
We openly say that they can be achieved only by the
forcible overthrow of all existing social institutions.”’

the Communist Mani-

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 revolution in democratic
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 iy in the introdnction to the first
volume of Marx’s master-work, called Capital, the intro-
duction by Frederick Engels, who was his co-worker,
who was the co-anthor of the Communist Manifesto,
and is rvecognised nniversally in the movement as com-
pletely identified with all of Marx’s ideas and theories,
who as a matter of fact edited and compiled the second
two volummes of Gapital, after the death of Marx.

Q: Wha did he say in that introduction?
A: This was the English translation of Gapital and
the introduction was introducing the volume to the

English publie, and he stated—I think T can quote al-
most Jiterallv—that he thinks the work of a man wha,
during his entire life, was of the opinion that the social
transformation in HEngland, at least, could be efferted
by pnrely peaceful and legal -means—he thought such
2 book should have a hearing from the English public.
That is very close to a literal report of what he stated
“in this introduction.

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ENGLAND AND EUROPE

Q: And why did Mars have that opinion with refer-
ence to England?

A: Well, he had that opinion with reference to Eng-
land as distinct from the autocratic countries, because
of its parliamentary. system, its democratic processes,
and civil libertarian method of political procedure.

Q: So at the time thai Marx and Engels wrote the
Communist Manifesto in 1848, there was no democracy
in existence on the FEuropean continent. is that right?

A: The whole of Kurope was secthing with revolu-
tions at that time.

Q: And no democratic processes were available?
A: At least not in the stable system that had been

established in England.

I think | should add, to get the whole picture of this
introduction that 1 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-siavery rebellion on the part of the outmoded
and dispossessed ruling class.” That (s, after the trans-
fer of power.

Q: What would you say is the relationship of the
Declaration—

THE COTRT: Pardon me, Mr. Cannon. Would you

WORKERS STATE WILL LEAD

A: No. not in our view.

Q: Ts it true that there is Communistn in the Soviet
Toion?

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

Q: T1s therc Socialism in the Soviet Union?

A: No—well, I would like to clarify that now. Socia]-
ism and Communism are more or less interchangeable
terms in the Marxist movement. Some make a dis-
tinction between them in this respect; for example,
Lenin used the expression Socialism as the first stage
of Communism, but I haven’t found any other authority
for that nse. 1 think that is Lenin’s own particular
idea. I, for example, consider the terms Socialism and
Communism interchangeable, and they relate to the
classless society based on planned production for use as
distinct from a svstem of capitalism based on private
property and production for profit.

Q: Conld there he a Socialist society and a dictator-
ship like Stalin has at the present time?

A: No. According to Mars and Engels, as you ap-

25

be goorl cnough te eluborale a bit upon the significance
of that pro-slavery phrase?

THE AMERICAN CIVIL WAR

THE WITNESS: Yes. I think he had in mind the
American Civil War. JMarx and Engels attentively fol-
lowed the American Civil War, wrote extensively about
it m the New York Tribune. A collection of those writ-
ings, hoth political and military, have been published
as a book, which is a classic in our movement, and
what Marx undeubtediy had in mind when he spoke of
a “‘pro-slaverv rebellion , was an analogy with the
American Civil War, which he had characterised as a
pro-slavery rebellion on the part of the Southern slave
owners,  Of course, he did not maintain that the Kng-
lish hourgeoisie are slaveholdrrs in the same sense, but
that they expfoit the workers. ) '

{3: 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, T would say that in so far as we understand
Marxism and are able to apply iv, 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 Deelaration. of Principles is hased
then upou the fundamental theorics of Karl Marx?
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 prac-

tical leader of the labour movenient and the Russian
Revolution, but not on the plane of Marx in the theoret-
ical field. Lenin was a disciple of Marx, not an innov-
ator in theory. To be sure he contributed very import-
ant ideas, but to the end of his life he based himself
on Marx, as a disciple in the Marxist movement of the
worll. He holds a position of csteem on a level with
t.}'[eurx, with this distinction between the merits of the
wWO.

(: Does the party, or do party members agree with
everything that Lenin ever wrote and published?

A: No. The same attitude applies to Lenin as to
Marx. That is, the basic ideas and doctrines practised,

promulgated and carried out by Lenin, are supperted by
our movement, which does not exclude the possibility
of differing with him about this or that particular writ-
ing, or of individual members of the party differing
with Lenin on important respects, as has been the case
more than once in our party.

): By the way, is it true that there is a Communist
covernment in the Soviet Tnion?

TO CLASSLESS SOCIETY

proach the classless Socialist or Communist society, the
government, instead of becoming 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 re-
pression against the people. ‘ ) .

Qo the very term government implies, in our termin-
ology, a class society,—that is, a class that 1s dominant
and a class that is being suppressed. That holds true
whother it is a capitalist government, which in our
views oppresses or suppresses the workers and the
farmers and represents the interests 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-establish its rule.

But once the resistance of the old cut-lived exploiting
class is bhroken, and its members become reconciled to
the new society and become assimilated in i, 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 us a repressive
instrument disappears and the government withers away
with -it. This is the profound cenception of Marx and
Fngels that is adhered to by all their disciples.

BLANQUISM AND OUR MOVEMENT

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

THE COURT: What is that?

AR, GOLDMAN:  Blanguism,

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

Q: Now, what is meant by Blanquism’'?

A: Blanqui was a figure in the French revolutionary
movement who had followers in the Paris Commnne of
1871. Blangui had his own conception of party and of
revolution, and his ideas are known among the students
of the history of the lahour movement as Blanquism.

Q: What are his ideas?

A. Blanqui’s idea was tbat a small group of deter-
mined men, tichtle disciplined, could effect the revolu-
tion 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, discip-
lined group; they would, so to speak, make the revolu-
tion for the masses.

Q: And what did Lenin say about that?

A: Lenin opposed this view and his articles were
written in answer to opponents who had accused the
Bolsheviks of aiming to seize power without a majority.
He said, ‘‘We are not Blanquists . We base ourselves
on mass parties and mass movements, and as long as
we are in the minority, our task is to patiently explain
the. problems and issues until we gain the majority, and
as long as we are in the minority we will not try to
overthrow you. You let us have our freedom of speech
and press, give us the opportunity to expound our ideas,
and you dont need to fear any Blanguist putsch on
our part.’’

Patsch, as I explained before, is an attempt of a small

group to seize power by surprise tactics.

depended upon mass parties and upon

Q: So Lewnin »
ty for those mass parties, did he?

gaining a majori

THE SUPPORT OF THE MAJORITY

A: Yes, in the early days of the Communist Inter-
national—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
hig critics in Russia, but against various individuals and
groups whae came toward support of the Russian Revolu-
tion, and bad some distorted 1dea.

In Germany, for example, in 1921, the German party,
which had recently bheen organised, attempted an Insur-
rection without having the support of the masses; this
hecame famous in the literature -of our international
movement, as ‘the Mareh action.” ‘'The tactics em-
hodied in it. the conception of some of the German
leaders that they eould force the revolution by their own
determination and sacrifices—this whole idea, the March
action and all the ideas embodied in it, were condemuned
by the Second Congress of the Communist [nternational
at the insistence of Lenin and Trotsky. They refuted
this theory, and they counterposed to it mass parties,
mass movements. paining the majority.

Thev put eut the slogan to the German party that it
should aim to have a millien members. Zinoviev, who
was Chairman of the Comintern, on the German ques-
tion made that one of his leading ideas, that the task
of the German party was not to get impatient or to iry
to force history, but to be busy with agitation and pro-
pavanda and have the goal of a million in the party.

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

A: Naturally not—Tenin did not expect to have a

. majority of the population become members of the party,

but to support the party. But the very fact that he
proposed—or rather, Zinoviev who was the lieutenant
of Lenin, acting as Chairman of the Communist Inter-
national proposcd—as a slogan, “A million memhers in
the German Party,”’ certainly was a powerful 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 Leen Trotsky
have to the Socialist Workers’ Party?

RELATION OF TROTSKY TO THE SOCIALIST

A: Well, our movement in 1928—when our faction
was expelled from the Communist Party—we had adopt-
ed the programme of Trotsky.

We supported his programme from the very beginning,
__and this was long before we had any personal contact
with him, he had heen 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
ar alive, but we had one of his Important programmatic
documents which was called, <“The Criticism of the Pro-
gramme of the Comintern.”” This book, elahorated his
theories as against those of Stalin at great length and
in fundamental respects. This was adopted by us as
our own programme and from the very beginning we
proclaimed our faction as Trotsky’s faction.

We worked for about six months here without any:

communication with bim, until he was deported to
Turkey, Constantinople, and then we established com-
munication with bhim by mail,

Later, various leading members of the party visited
him. We had very extensive correspondence with him,
and in this correspondence and in visits hy individuoal

WORKERS PARTY

- membhers, we had an extremely close relation to him and
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regarded him all the time as the ‘theoretical inspirer and
teacher of our movement.

: When did you first visit Trotsky?

A: 1 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 formu-
lating the doctrines of the Socialist Workers Party?

A: Well, he played a very important role. Although
he did not write our party documents, his ideas inter-
preting Marxism in our time were the source from which ~
we got our main concepts and rewrote them m American
terms, tried to apply them to American conditions.

). Did he write any articles about conditions and
developments in the United States in those days¥

A- T don't rccall that he wrote much in those days
ahout America. : :

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

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 plueIx propagandistic act-
ivity in our early days—that is, as distinguished from
what we call mass work. We were so few in numbers,
we conld not hope to do anything except to try to
publish a paper and convert ssme people to our bhasic
ideas; a very, very maodest task of rontine propaganda
Was {ls‘:]}”ll{‘d hv the necessity of the sitnation to our
group at that time, and he supported that.

AFTER TROTSKY CAME TO MEXICO

Q: When did you first make trequen‘s 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 Cardznas. If I am correct as to the
exact month, | think it was January, 1937.

Thereafter he lived in Mexico until August 21, 1940,
when he was sssassinatad. In the period that he was
there we made frequent visits to him. 1 personally was
there to see him twice, once in the spring of 1938 and
again in the summer of 19440, Other party leaders and
party memhers visited him frequently. I personaliy
maintained a very active correspondence with him, and

so did other members of the party, and T would say we
were in very, very intimate contact with him after he
came 1o Mexico.

(): What did the Socialist Workers Party
reference to helping Trotsky guard himself,
with reference to aiding him in his cxpenses?

A: We knew that Imlsk\ was marked for assassin-
ation by Stalin, who had killed off practically all the
uuportant Teaders of the revolution through his mass
trials and his purges and frame-ups and so forth. We
knew that Trotsky, 4% the greatest of all the opponents
of Stalin, was marked for assassination, and we under-
took to protect him, We set up a special committee
which had the sole purpose of colleeting furds to support
this endeavour.

We supplied goards. we supplied money 1'90‘11[(111\ and
systematically for transforming his house into as close
to-a fortress a possible. We collected and supplied the
funds to buy the house for him. We supplied the ex-
penses of the guards who were sent there, and in gen-
eral, in every way possible, extended ourselves to protect
his life and facilitate his work.

do with
and also

NATURE OF DISCUSSIONS WITH TROTSKY

): What was the nature of the discussions that you
held with Trotsky while you were thers?

A: All the important problems of the world move-
ment,

Q: %r)y problems of the American labour movement ?

A: Yes.

Q: Did you cver discuss the question of Union De-
fence Guards and Loeal 544 with him?

A: No, I personally had no diseussion with him about
544 Defence Guards. We discussed with him the ques-
tion of Defence Guards in General. This, T think, was
in our visit in 1938.

: Do vou know to your own knowledge whether
'Jwtsky had many visitors?

A: Yes, I know that he did. T know that he had
many viéitors, because in my capacity as Sccretary of
the Party I frequently was called upon to give letters
of introduction to pcople who wanted to visit him., He
was visited, not only by our members, but by journal-
ists, by school teachers, a history class which 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 yon had with Trotsky
referred and related to general political questions, did
they not?

A: Yes—ves, questions of the war,
unkonism—

Q: But they

of fascism, trade

had nothing to do with party activities,

o

branches.,

A: No,
himself in the detailed local work of the party;
recall that.

TROTSKY'S WORK

Q: Tlow busy a man was he?

A: Well, he was the busiest man I ever saw. Trot-
sky, in addition to all his political work and his enor-
mos (orrehp(md(‘n(P and his journalistic work—and he
wrote innumerahl® 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 e¢lse but
write,

Tle wrote the three huge volumes on the Russian
Revolution which, from the point of view of literary
labour, could be considered a life task by any writer.
He wrote a full-sized book called, ‘“The Revolution
Betrayed,” and he wrote his autobiography and innnm-
erable smaller books and pamphlets and articles in that
periad.

Q: The party, then, never bothered him with minor
questions of poh(\ and activities?

A: Not to my knowledge; T know 1 never did.

or of paltu ular sections of the party?
I don’t recall that Trotsky ever interested
I don’t

WORKERS DEFENCE GUARD IS NOT A NEW IDEA

) Will you tell the court and jury the position of
the  Socialist Workers Party on Workers’ Defence
Guards?

A: Well, the party is m favour of the workers organ-
ising defence guards wherever their 0r1_,,m15dt101m or
their meetings are threatened by hoodlum violence. The
workers should not permit their meetings to be broken
up or their halls to be wroecked, or their work to be
interfered with, by Klu Klux Klanners or Silver Shirts
or fascists of any type. or hoodlums, or reactionary
thugs, but should organise a guard and protect them-
selves where it is necessary.

How long ago was the idea of a Workers Defence
Guard first put forth by the group of which you are a
member ?

A: Well, T may say that I have known about this

idea, which we didn't invent at all, all my thirty years
in the iabonr movement. I have known ahout the idea
of Workers Delence Guards and seen them organised and
helped o organise them more “than once long before T
ever heard of the Russian Revolution.

Q: And did the Trotskyist group ever start organis-
ing these guards before it became the Socialist Workers

Party? ’
ATTACKS BY STALINIST HOODLUMS
A Yes, in the first year of our existence, in 19290.

The Communist Party, the Stalinists, tried to hreak up
our meetings by hoodlum violence. T hey did break up
a number of meetings and we reacted to that by organ-
ising a Workers Defence Guard to protect our meetings,
and invited to participate in this guard not only Trot-




skyists, but other workers' organisations which
also’ being attacked by the Stalinist hoodlums.

Lot me ehplam this. The Stalinists had a system in
those days of trying to break up meetings of the Sacial-
ist Party,
tariang, of anybody who didn’t agree with the Stalinists.
They tried the Stalin game of breaking them up, so in
self defence, without any theory from anybody, we re-
acted hy crganising Workers Defence Guards to protect
our meetings. And I may add, parenthetically, we pro-
tected them so well that we put a stop to that monkey
business at the cost of a few cracked heads, which T
personally greacly appreciated in those days.

Q: 1 show you a volume of The Militant, marked
1928 and 1930, and ask that you refresh your recollection
from that volume, and tell the jury on what oceasions
Workers Defence Glmldq were organised by the Trotsky-
st group.  Just read the item, ‘and then tell the® jury,
without reading the item to the jury.

A: The first one is dated January 1, 1929. it rcfers
to a meeting addressed by me in New Haven. Connecti-
cut, under the title, “The Truth About Trotsky and the
Platform of the Opposition.” Tt is a news account of
the meeting,

Q: Well, Mr. Cannon, just read that and then tell
the jurv what you remember about that incident.

A: Well, I remember it very well, because they sent
a gung of hoodlums to the meeting und they broke it up
and didn’t permit me to continute my specch, and created
a fight, and in the midst of the fight the police
the hall and declared the meeting dissolved. That is a
report of a mecting in the Tabour TLyccum at New
Haven, Connccticut, December 21, 1929.

Q: And did you subsequently organise any Defence
Guards to protect your meetings?

A:  Yes, in the same account is the report of a second
meeting held in Philadelphia on December 27th, with
Max Shachtman as the speaker, and it states there that,
profiting by the experience in New Haven, they organ-
jsed a Workers Defence Guard which came and protected
the meeting, and the speaker was allowed to continue
without disruption.

Q: Did vou ever hold a meeting where vou snoke
where Workers Defence Guards proiccted the meeting?

A: Yes. Here is The Militant, (indicating) under
date of Jannary 15, 1929, which reports a meeting
addressed by me in Cleveland, Ohio, on the same subject
about which I was speaking then, ‘“The Truth About
Trotsky and the Russian Opposition.”” and the account
in the paper teils about a wang of Stalinists who came
there and tried to disrupt the mecting, and heckled the
speaker, and they began to try wi

Q: You were the speaker, were you?

A: T was the speaker, and T recall very well that I
stood there waiting to be protected by a puard which
we had organised, and the report says that the Workers

were

of the TW.W., of a group called the Prole- -

came 1o

Guard, under the leadership of Elmer Boich, finally
formed a flying wedge and put the disrupters out of the
meeting, and the speaker was allowed to continue to the
end.

Q: And subsequently to that, did you ever speak
at meelings where Workers Defence Guards. were organ-
ised to protect those meetlngs

A. Yes, here is a report in The Militant of February,
1929, and it tells about two meetings addressed by me
in the citv of Minneapolis.

Q: And do you remember what happened at those .
meetings?
A: Yes, the first meeting we attempted to hold in

some lodge hall here—T forget the name, A Q.U.W.
1Tall, it is reported here—I recall at this neeting, before
the meeling started, a gang of Stalinist hoodlums in-
vaded the meeting and attacked Oscar Coover with
blackjacks, where he was standing at the door taking
tickets, [ think, and forced their way into the hall
before the crowd had come, got front seats, and then
as the crowd came in and I went to the front and tried
to sprak. they got up and interfered and heckled and
disturbed anud (1isrupt0d the meeting until it fAnally
ended in a [ree-for-all scuffle, and T didn’t get a chance
to make-my speech. Then this account here tells—
Q: Well, what do you remember?

A PREVIOUS GUARD IN MINNEAPOLIS

A:  Yes, it is reported here in this issue of the paper
that we then went to the T.W.W. Hall here—that is.
ancther radical organisation which we are not. affiliated
with, but whoe had also suffered from these Stalinist
tactics, and asked them if they would co-operaie with
us ib organising a guard to protect the meeting, so
that T could speak on the subject that I was touring
the country then on, ““The Truth About Trotsky and
Our Platform.’ ’Ihe) agreed.

We formed a Workers Defence Guard in Minneanslis
in January, 1929, and the I.W.W. gave us the use of
their hall. They had a hall of their own somewhere
down here on Washington Street. We advertised the
meeting widely and announced that this meeting was
g2ing to be held under the protection of the Workers’
Guard. And t personally know that there was sush a
guard, that they equipped themsalves with hatshet
handles, and stood along the side of the hall. and stood
out in front, and announced that nobody should interfere
with this meeting. | spoke for about two hours there
without any interference, under the protection of that
Workers Guard.

Q: So that you-can say from vour knowledge that
the Workers Defence Guard—

A There dre more news accounts here\ if you want
them. That was a peried nuntil we finally established our

right to be-let alone, and then there was no more need
for the guard, and we dissolved,

GROWTH OF FASCIST MOVEMENTS BEFORE THE WAR

Q: me with reference to the Warkers Defence
Guard advocated hy the Socialist Workers Party, what
formal action did the party take at anyv time?

A: Well, in this later period of 1938 and 39, in
some parts "of the conntry we were confronted with an
incipient fascist movement . Different orgamcﬂtmns with
different names began prcachmg Hitlerite doctrines in
this country, and tried to practice Hitlerite methods of

physical intimidation of workers’ meetings, of Jews,
Jewish stores, and suppressing free speech by vialent
methods,

In New York it hecame a rather acute problem. The
various Bundists and associated groups mm New York
developed the practice of breaking up street meetings
when_either our party or some other workers’ partv
would attempt to speak under a permit given by the

2%

city authorities. They had a habit of going aronnd and.
wolesung Jewish storekeepers, picketing them, and beat-
ing them, and challenging them to fight, and so on.
There was an orgamsqtlon rampant at that time called
the “Silver Shirts’’. 1 don’t recall them in New York,
bnt at varions ponlt‘: m the West and Mid-West.
Q: Do vou recall the Christian Front?

THE CHRISTIAN FRONT AND BUNDISTS

A: Yes, in New York the Bundists and the Christian
Front, and two or three other would-be fascist organis-
ations, nsed to combine on this kind of hll%ll‘!PQQ At
this time free speech was being very flagrantly denjed
in Jersey City under the authority of this man Hague
who announced that he was the law, got the habit of
chasing people out of town and permitting mectings to




be broken up_ostensibly not by the authorities, but hy
the “outraged citizens”’ whom he and his gang had
organised for that purpose. In general there were signs
then—there was a lot of discontent and unrest in the
country—there were signs of a fascist movement grow-
ing up, and the quesiion arose of how we could protect,
not only ourselves,
themselves.

For example, in Jersey City picketing was denied by

these means and the right to strike infringed upon—

very serious questions of the invasion of eivil llhmt]m
by unofficial bodies

Basing ourselves on the experiences of the German and
Italian fascist movements, which began with gangs of
hoodlums and ended by destroying completely the labour
unions and all warkers’ organisations and all givil rights
—We came to the conclusion that the fasscists should be
met on their own ground, and that we should raise the
slogan of Workers Defence Guards to protest workers’
meetings, hall and institutions against hoodlum violence
by the ingipient fascists.

We discussed that with Trotsky; his part in it was
primarily an exposition of the dovelopment of the fascist
movement in Eirope. I don’t recall now whether he
originated the idea, but at any rate he heartily seconded
it, that our party shonld propose that the unions,
wherever their peace was menaced by these hoodlums,
should organise Workers Defence Guards and protect
themselves.

Q:  And did the unions follow the advice of the party?

UNIONS DISCUSS THE PROBLEM

A: Well, T recall that we organised, in co-operation
with some other radicals and some Jewish people—even
some Jewish Nationalists who didn’t agree with our
Socialist programme, but agreed ou defending their
human rights to live—we formed at that time a Workers
Defence Guard in New York., To protect not only the
meetings of our party but of any organisation menaced
by these hoodlums. To protect citizens from molest-
ation in the Bronx, where these hoodlums were intimi-
dating and insulting Jewish people. This guard had
several scuffles and fights with these gangs.

Then conditions in the country began to change. The
economic situation in the country improved a bit. The
gquestion of the Enropean war hogan to absorb attention,
and take it away from these provincial American Hitlers.
The fascist movement dropped into passivity and our
Workers Defence Guard in New York didn't have any-
thing to do and it just passed out of existence, "In Los
Angeles, if T recall correctly, there was a similar experi-
ence, :

Q: Did any

THE OPENING OF THE

By MR. SCHWEINHAUT (Prosecutor):

Q: Now, you stated on direct examination that the
e\ploprntmn of private property, without compensation,
was not a principle of the Sacialist Workers Party, but
I want to read to you from the Declaration of T’rmc;pleq

* this sentence, and ask you & guestion about it:

“The most important of the social economic measures
to be taken by the workers’ state in its initial period
is the (ﬂ(proprntmn and socialisation, without compen -
sation, of all monopolics in industry and land, or mines,
factorms and shipping, all publlc utilitics, 1‘11110’1(1%,
airplanc systems, and other organised means of com-
munications, all hanks, credit agencies, and gold stores,
and all other supplies and services that the 1'cv0111tionary
government finds it necessary to take over in order to
lay the foundations of a socialist society.”’

What have you to say about that, Mr. Cannon?

A: If T remember (orrectlv T said it is not a prin-

International trade unions ever adopt

ciples: of Marxism' that praperty taken by the govern- ‘
29

bnt how muld the unions protect

that idea, as far as vou know?

A: I don't know. T know the qup%tn)n ways raised
in the Garment Workers Union, which had a double
concern about the matter becanse, first, as a labour
union they were menaced by the growth of fascism, and
second, a large percentage of their mewmbers are Tews
who are considered proper victims by these hoodlnms,
A resolution was passed in favour of the idea in one of
the garment locals in New York, and was referred then
to the International Fxeeutive Board for consideration,
and some correspondence and some iuterviews between
our comrades who had sponsored the idea and the officers
of the Tnternational Tadies Garment Workers [Union
took place T. don’t think it developed any  further,
either positively or negatively, hecause the fascist move-
ment subsided and the issue tfot cold.

WHAT HAPPENED TO THE GUARDS

(: So that the issue of the Workers Defence Guard
died down becsuse a change of conditions oceurred ?

A, Yes. We retained the proposal for Workers De-
fence Guards in our programme. T believe it is on the
editorial page of The Militant as onc of the points we
are proposing as a practical prograinme.

Q: And it becomes vital especially in
possible fascist movement in our country?

A: Yes. Ar that time our paper was full of stories
and articles ahont the Bundists and the Christian
Fronters, and so on, but 1f you look aver the files. they
show a gradual recession of reports about fascist vio-
lence.  And the question of the Workers Defence Guard
left the pages of the paper and is only oceasionally
raised therd now in a slogan.

{Defendants’ Exhibit H was marked for identification)

THE WITNESS (Continuing): —T might add. Mr.
Goldman, that so far as T know, there doesn’t exist now
any functlomng Workers Defence Guard in any part
of the country that our members are associated with,
not to my knowledge. But we retain the idea for
practical education in case the unions should again
enconnter the experience of tho»e days.

MR. GOLDMAN: T offer in evidence, Your Honour,
Defendants’ ¥xliibit H- to H -5, inclusive, being a copy

view of a

of a tesolution entitled “Convention Resolution on
Workers Defence Guard,” published in the Socialist
Appeal of July 7, 1939.

THE COURT: Tt will be received.

MR. GOLDMAN: T do not intend to read it, hecause
the witness made an exposition of it.

You can take the witness.

THE COURT: 1 think we might recess at this pamt

(AFTERNOON RECESS)

CROSS-EXAMINATION

ment cannot be compensated for. i ’

Q: Are you quite certain you were dncuumg Marx-:
ism as distinguished from the programme of the part\
at the time? )

A: 1 think I referred to Marxist authorities: T had
in mind particularly the autRority of Trotsky. .° '

Q: Well, in any cvent, it is a principle of the Social:
ist Workers Party that "such property shall’ be taken
without com poneatlon ?

A: That is in the Declaration.
principle,

Q: Would you mind explaining why the present
owners of the property, who have acquired their owner-
ship, at least, by constitutional means, would be given
nothing for it? Why is that principle embodied in the
programme of the party?

A: The Sixty Families who own the bulk of the
industries and banks of America are not rightfully en-
titled to so much ownership and power over the lives of

But it is not a



the people who produced this property by their labour.

Q: You would give them, then, no credit for their
own industry and effort, education, intelligence—

A: Yes, | would give them the same credit that every
citizen will have who participates in the production of
the wealth of the country—that is, the opportunity to
function in the new society on the basis of equality.

Q: Yes. But I am talking about the time when you
take the power and with it the property, as of that
time you would take it over without any compensation,
and T ask you, therefore, why you do not at that time
take into account the efforr, the industry, the intelli-
gence, and | might add, the risk.of loss, that has been
constantly present, of those people?

CONCERNED WITH WELFARE OF THE MASSES

A: What we are concerned with is the welfare of the
great mass of the people. Their welfare categorically
reguires that the productive plant of this country be
transterred frown private hands into the hands of the
public. That is what we ‘are concerned with first of all.
Industry must he nationalised—private property must
be ecliminated in the industrial process. The gquestion
of the rights and the interests of the comparatively
small number of the popnlation who are affected by that
drastic measure is naturally secondary to what we con-
sider this public nececessity, public intercst.

I don’t sec any principled reason why such people,
who are deprived of their ability or their power to
exploit Jabour any more, cannot be given consideration
on condition that they acquiesce in .the will of the
majority., They can be pensioned, they can be given
consideration in view of their age, or their capacity for
labour, or their agreement not to.resist by force the
mandate of the majority.

“As a matter of act. [ think we would he in favour of
at.

(}: You would give ithem a pension?

A Possibly, ves.

Q: Well, now, is it your theory that no person who
has acquired large property holdings could have dome
it in other ways than by the exploitation of the workers?

A: That is the wav property is created under capit-
allsm, . :

Q: Now, will ¥ou please tell ns what you mean by
“exploitation 2" . . . -

A: That nmeans the employment of wage labour at a
rate of pay less than the value of the product of the
labour. .

Q: Well, then, it is an arbitrary dogma, shall we
sav, of the Socialisi Workers Party that no person who
Inbours is adequately paid under this present system of
government ?

A: I wouldn’t say ‘“‘no person’.
very hadly overpaid.

Q): [ am talking ahotit the workers—the same work-
ers youn are talking abont.

A: Yes, I can conceive of even a worker being over-
paid—that is, an unproductive, an unskilled or negligent
worker,

But when we speak of wage lahour, we speak of the
average, and the general rule. Marxism deals in the
general and not in the analysis of each and every indiv-
idual worker. The workers, taken collectively. and an
average struck, produce an enormous amount of wealth
for which they do not receive the equivalent in wages.
That is surplus valne, according to Marxist terminology.
That is profit that goes into the hands of the capitalists,
not in return for labour but as profit on investment.

Q: And yon think they should have no profit on their
investment?

A: We want to eliminate the whole profit svstem.
We want to have production for use, not for profit.

Some people are

THE ROLE OF AMERICA’S SIXTY FAMILIES

Q: Well, now, you would expropriate the property,
not only of the Sixty Families, but of anyone who owns
property in a large measurve, is that correct?

A: Qur programme specifically excludes the expro-
priation or interference with small proprietors. Wao
speak of people who have big holdings and exploit Jabour.
Their property shall he transferred to the ownership and
control of the public as represented by the Workers’ and
Farmers’ Government.

Q: Where did the term “Sixty Wamilies” originate?

A: 'To my knowledge, it first came to public attention
through a book written by a brilliant journalist named
Terdinand Lundberg.

Four or five vears ago Mr. Lundburg conducted re-
searches into the ownership and control of American in-
dustry, banks, and so forth. Out of an exhaustive re-
search he produced a remarkable dvcumented book en-
titted, ‘“America’s Sixty Families,”” in which he set out
facts and figures to prove that the decisive control of
American industry, banks, and other institutions which
represent the real econowic wealth and power of this

country—that is is concentrated in the owmership and

control of sixty families whom he listed.

Mr. Lundberg’s work, as far as I know has never been
seriously controverted. I recall that even such a repre-
sentative figure of the present Administration as Secre-
tary Ickes spoke on the radio and referred to this book
as aunthority for some position he was taking in a current
political dispute. ’

Q: Now, then, you have uscd the term, when you
use it in the party literature, literally then, have vou
not, having specific reference to sixty specific familics?

A: T wouldn’t say it is an iron-clad literal descrip-
tion. It is an approximation of the real situation. We
don’t propose to limit the thing exactly to that, but the
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expression “Sixty Families” graphically illustrates what
has heen happening in-this country. “While the workers
were working and the farmers were farming, sixty fam-
ities were getting control of the country, and it is a
very graphic figure to use in our agitation. A lot of
people dan't realize what has been going on in the con-
centration of wealth in this country. :

THE GOVERNMENT REPRESENTS THE
CAPITALISTS

(): Tet me ask you a guestion or two, if you please,
aboui the concept of an imperialist, capitalist govern-
ment. Yon have said that the present government of
thi Un\i;ed States is both imperialist and capitalist.

A: es, :

Q: You believe, then, that the government is the
tool of the capitalists?

A: Tt is the representative of the capitalists.

Q: And then, in order to suppress the capitalists,
should they resist you, it follows, of course, that you
must suppress the government?

A: We are going to change the government.

Q: So vou are going to suppress the Government as
a natural concomitant of the transaction of suppressing
the capitalists. That is correet, isn’t it?

A: After we get the majority and get the power—
it that power comes into our hands by peaceful, demo-
cratic processes, in that case we will radically change
the whole structure of the government, reorganising it
on a basis of council representation, as I described this
morning.

Q: Well, now, suppose the Government doesn’t fol-
low the example of Count Karolyi and turn it over to
vou. Then you are going to take it, aren’t you?

" A: You mean if they resist a majority in’ a demo-
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cratic election ?

Q: Oh, you are going to do it by election?

A: We are participating in elections all the time. All
that we have said is that the ruling class of this country
will resort to violence before there is a fair oppertunity
to test the majority or the minority in the democratic
process,

Q: Well, now, tell us how you think that is going
to come about and work out here in this country. Don't
for the purpose of that gunestion, if you please, use the
illustration of any other revolution. But how do vou
think it is going to work out here? Let me suggest
vour train of thought uwpon that: Yon say thai if they
resist an election, or someéthing of that sort—tell us
what vou mean by that; give us the programme as vau
envision it.

A:  As things are going now, and as thev conceivably
can in the near fufure. we, as a minority party, will
keep preaching our doctrines, reeruiting members, doing

our hesl to grow higger, more popular, and get more
support.

HISTORIC DEVELOPMENTS ON OUR SIDE

Naturally, if we have to rely solely on the effectiveness
of our arguments, things remaining as they are, we will
not grow very fast; but we, as Marxists, believe that
historical development will come powerfully to the aid
of our ideas. Countinned bankruptey of the present sys-
tem, its inability to solve its problems, its worsening
of the conditions of the people, will push them on the
road in search of a solution of what secms to them an
absolutely hopeless sitnation.

Under those conditions onr programme can appear to
the peuple more and more plausible. more and more

reasonable. and we can begin to hecome a stronger parts.

1t has happened hefore with parties of similar ideas.

Q: L understand now; you are doing all right. But
understand that T want you to tell us how vou think it
is going to work out in this country. ’

HOW THE BOSSES WILL TRY TO STOP US

- A:  As our party grows, it in itself will be a reflection
of the growth and development of the breoad labour
movement, the trade unions. The unions will be pushed
more ‘and wore along the lines of aggressive action,
because the capitalists of America don’t think the work-
ers are entitled to decent living and decent hours and
will try to squeeze the workers down.

The capitalists wi]l try to use the pretext of ‘‘national
Defence’” and the war danger to deprive the workers of
the right to strike. And once they have deprived the
workers of the right to strike on so-called patriotic pre-
texts, then the capitalists will begin squeezing down
wages and refusing concessions, and pushing the workers
on the road to a more radical attitude towards the state
of affairs, and our party will grow with that.

The next thing that will probably appear on the hori-
zon is attempts of these Sixty Families and their sup-
porters to stop the popularising of ideas inimical to the
capitalists, and to check by legislation the organisation
of the workers. You have the beginning of it here in
Minnesota with the Stassen Anti-Strike Law.

They will begin arresting people for expressing their
honest opinions, and putting them in jail, framing them
up. They will begin organising bands of fascist hood-
lums as, in Germany, Fritz Thyssen, the big steel mag-
nate, confessed that he gave millions of marks to finance
the organisation of Hitler's hoodlums. The task of
Hitler’s hoodlums was to go around breaking up workers’
meetings, and by violent assaults depriving the workers
of their civil liberties and democratic rights,

Q: The capitalists will use legislation?

A: Yes, legislation violating the first amendment of
the Constitution which prohibits this kind of lepislation.

And in this situation they will go through the war.
They won’t stop with any army of a million and a half;
they will organise an army of five million. They will
send millions of American boys abroad for imperialist
war adventures to protect their markets and their pro-
fits. Lives will he lost. Conditions at home will grow
worse, because all this sixty to one hundred billions of
dollars that they are appropriating for the wasteful ex-
penses of war has got to be paid for by somebody anfd
they will try to make the masses and the poor farmers
pay 1it.

Misery will grow and increase, and demands will grow
in this countrv, among people who want freedom and a
right to live, for some way out of this madhouse of war
and unemployment and growing fascism,

WE WANT RIGHT TO ADVOCATE OUR IDEAS

Q: Will this be during the war now, this part in
your storyFk

A: Well. it can happen dnring the war, if the war
is prolonged. Or it can happen in a catastrophically
rapid manner at ihe ond of the war, when millions of
men return home from victories or defeats, as the case
nay he, to find no jobs waiting for them, and the whole
economic prosperity of the day is exploded because 1t is
based on the production of armaments, .

The moment they stop building battleships and bomb-
ers and guns and ammunition, and all the other imple-
ments of war, you will have an army of fifteen to twenty-
five million unemployed in this couniry. The small busi-
ness men will be ruined and the farmers who have been
in a chronic crisis for twenty-five years will have still
worsened conditions.

The people of this e¢ountry are going to begin thinking
seriously then about finding some kind of a political
solution for this crisis that the present leaders got them
into and can't get them out of. That is the way |
visualise the development.

What do we want then? We want the simple right to
advocate our ideas. We want the right to have frec
speech and free press and free assemblage.

: I know, hut I think yon are getting a little hit
off the track. You have got to the point now in your
story of how iz iy going to come about in the United
States where evervhody is pretty unhappy about the situ-
ation, or maybe worse than unhappy—angry. Go on
from there and tell us—what is the next step?

WINNING THE MAJORITY

A: That is what I intend to do.
want in that situation?

We want the opportunity to continue explaining to
the people of America what our plan is to solve this
problem,

That is what we want, and granted that demand, we
will put our programme forward in elections. We will-
introduce resolutions in unions. We will introduce re-
solutions in farmers’ organisations. We will try to bring
about ronferences between the workers in the cities and
the farmers, to see if we can werk out a joint programme
to propose a solution.

We will participate in elections, and if we are elected
and are not deprived of our electoral rights, we will
hegin debating the question in Congress. Given this one
small provision, that we retain our Constitutional rights,
we have every reason to be confident that we ean win
over the majarity of the people to eur programme,

And the question of whether the will of this majority
will be asserted in an orderly and democratic manner
is not going to be determined by us; that is going to be
determined by your Sixty Families, whether they want

T said, what do we




to begin the violence, or whether they want to accept a
peaceful solution.

Q: Wait a minute. You haven't got yourself elected
to control of the government yet. You are just at a
point where ma\bo vou have won an clection or two.
You contemplato that you will be able to elect yourself
into control of the government?"

A: 1 think iv is conceivable, yes.

Q: T mean, that is what you seek?
aimm?

A: That is the purpose in having candidates to get
them clected.

QQ: Do vou believe vou can accymplish the control or
acquisition, shall we say, of governmental power by heing
clected to it?

A: We can accomplish it if we are not interfered with

That is vour

by violence on the part ol the capitalists.

Q: You mean, the capitalists are not gomg to let \ou
he clected ?

A: When we say that it is an illusion to expect that
we can effect the social transformation by parliamentary
action, that doesn't mean that we don’t want to do it)
or that we wouldn’t oladly aceept such a method. We
don’t believe, on the ‘hasis of our knowledge of history,
and on the basis of our knowledge of the greed and
1apacity of the American ruling class, that the; s will
permit that kind of a solutjovn.

Q: Then let’s go back to the question thai T z:ked
vou. You don’t believe that the capitalists, vhe Sixty
Tamilies and what-not, will permit you to he elected
to power?

A: No.

REACTIONARY LEGISLATION AND FASCIST VIOLENCE

Q: How are they going 1o stop vou from doing that

won’t they let the people vote?

A They can stop it In various ways.

Q: IHow are they going to do that?

A: They can abrogate elections,

(): Tell us about that, please.

A: That has been d(mo vou know, so many times
and in so many countries, ‘that there is nothing novel
about iv.

Q: How are they going to do that?

A: By (dll(,@”]l}l-" elections; and yon know, we
not the mllv ones who dlltl(l]]dt" such passibilities..

Q: You mean, they are just not going to perwit any
olections to be had?

A: Even such a public figure as Lindbergh has raised
the question serviously whether there will be Congres-
sional elections permitted in 1942. 1 think he is ahead
of time, hut it is not necessarily a Trotskyist idea thav
they will stop elections.

Q: DPossibly T haven’t made myself clear. I am try-
ing to find out now, how the capitalistys are going to
prevent you from being elected into office? You said
there were several ways they could do that. One of
them is to abrogate elections. Now, I ask vou what
vou mean by that? Do vou mean that the capitalists
will not permit any elections at all to be held?

A: That is possible, yes.

Q: Is that one way you think you are going to be
prevented from heing elected into office?

A: That is one way. ves; that has been domne.

Q: Here?

USE OF REFERENCE TO OTHER GOUNTRIES

A: Not here vet, no. In France, the Petain govern-
ment wasn’t elected and doesn’t permit any clections to
test it.  They put an end to the democratic parliament.
T personally think that—

THE COURT: 1 think, 3r. Cannon, you ought to
stick to the text suggested by the question. We are not
interested in elections in France at this stage of the
proceeding.

Q (By MR. SCHWEINHATT): Now, T don’t want
to prolong this, bhut I do want you to try to answer me.
T want to know again how the capitalists in the United
States of America are going to prevent you from being
elected into office? Now, you have answered one of the

are

seéveral ways. They are going to stop elections from
being held at all.’
A:; Yes,

Q: Tell us what other ways they are going to prevent
yon from being clected inte office.

A Another way Is$ to pass discriminatory legislation,
penalising workers’ parties.
Q: Explain that please.
A: Restricting the functioning of workers’ parties,

which would be

preventing their Full freedom of action,

a2

necessary to secure parliamentary victories,

Q: And. any other ways?

A: Yes. Another way, the most hkel\ way for the
Sixty Families, is to organise avd subsidise a fascist
movement with the aim of destroying the lahour move-
ment by force before it has an opportnmtv to test its
strength in_elections.

That is the way it was done in ftaly; and I would
like to explain that I am only using these references
to other countries because they throw light on the pro-
cess that is possible here. Tt was not my intention to
bring in these cxamples as an extraneous issme. - We
think capitalist society operates in one country or
another according to similar laws under similar cont
ditions.

Q: Now, how are you going to prevent those things
from happenmq‘“ You twant to stop them before thps
happen. I assume?

A: Yes.

Q: How are you going to do that?

PROTECTING RIGHTS CF WORKERS

A: HWirst of all, we are going to try to assert our
rights. We are going to try our best to get the support
of enough people, whether they agree with our political
theory or nob, to maintain the democratic processes and
civil rights of all the population. We are going to try
to do that.

When we see fuscist bands organising with the almn
of breaking up the labour movement, we are poing to
advise the workers, before it is toa’ late, to organise
Workers Deofence Guards and 1ot permit the fascist
hood!lums to break up workers' orgamisations and meet-
ings.

Thase are two of the miost important and immediate
ideas we have about protecting the rights of the work-
ers and their possibilities to develop their movement in
a deiaocratic process.

Q: Now, suppose therc is no abrogation of elections.
You are going to continue to propagandise only, is that
cotrect?

A: That is right. N

Q: To try to get yourselves elected into office ¥

. '"That is right. :

Q: No matter how long it takes?

A: We can’t determine the time at all.

. Now how do you expect the capitalists to abrogate
the elections? TTow will they accomplish that purpose?

A: They can do it in varions ways—by decrce, by vote
of (‘ongrew declaring there is a state of emergency
which requires dispensing with clection struggles, and
handing the power over to the President or somebody
to rule for ihis period. which way be long or short—
but most likely it would be long.

That is preciscly what was dope to a legally constituted
parliament elected by the suffrage of the French people,




containing representatives of various parties—Socialists,
Radical Socialists, Conservative, Communist and other
parties. This parliament was dissolved, and a dictator
appointed with power to rule the country at his will
until further notice. That is what happened just like
that (indicating).

Q: Supposing they don’t do those things that you
anticipate; and you get yourself elected into control of
the government, contrel of the Senate and the House,

let us say, and you elect a President, too. Do you
expact then that the Artny and Navy are going to turn
against ¥ou and try te resist your authority?

A: I anticipate that some of the officers would—-
those who are tied most closely to the upper circles of
the ruling class. T would expeet some of them to at-
tempt to dispute the authority of the people’s govern-
ment., That happened in other mstances.

HOW WE'LL TRY TO PREVENT FASCISM IN
THIS COUNTRY

Q: Yes, 1 know you are illustrating by that. I am
talking about this country. You have got yourself
elected into contrel of the government now. Now tell
us how you expect the resistance against vour authority
is going to be made. Who is going to do it, and how
1s 1t going to be done?

A: It would be done by the agents of the ruling class
that is facing dispossession.

Do you expect the Army and Navy of the United
States Government to turn its guns agaibst you when
vou are in duly clected control of the government?

A: Yes. T would expect some of the officers to do it
—-not all of them. Tf all of tlie Army and the Navy
would he of such a mind, it would be manifestly im-
possible to bhe eclected in the first place, because the
Army and Navy are more or less in their ranks reflective
of the general population, and if we are elected by =z
majority vote, you can be sure that our popularity in
the masses of the people will be refiected in the military

establishment. That i1s always the case.

Q: Well, how would you resist this uprising against
you?

A: The same way Lincoln did in 1861.

Q: Would you already have an Army, or would you
use the Army that you find standing when you came
into power?

‘“ A WONDERFULLY GOOD IDEA "

A. We will just use what measures are possible. A
good section of the American Army and its best officers
in 1861 revolted against the authority of the legally elec-
ted government of Lincoln. Lincoln took what he could
and recruited some more and gave them a fight, and |
always thought it was a wonderfully good idea.

But in the meanwhile you want to build, do you
not, a workers’ militia?

A: A Workers Defence Guard, yes.

Q: 1 mean, not alone for the purpose of defending
the union halls, but for other purposes, isn’t that right®
Don‘t you want to build, while you are advancing toward
power, a workers’ militia? To help you when you get
nto power?

A: We use the expression ‘“Workers Defence Guard®’
because that is most American and most easily and pre-
cisely defines what we want. The Workers Defence
Guards will grow in size and strength insofar as the
guards have a task to perform, not because we want
them to grow.

If the fascists grow and fight the unions, the unions
must inevitably counter that movement by developing
their defence guards, and if the defence guards are over-
powered by fascist gangsters and hoodlums and thnugs,
thes only answer of the unions can be to strengthen the
guards, and in the course of that struggle between the
fascist gangs and the Workers Defence Guards, we hope
the Workers Defence Guards will grow strong and event-
ually become a very effective power,

Q: Well, let’s sort of boil the thing down a little bit.
You do not expect that von will he able to he elected
into office, do vou?
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A: No, our programine says we do not expect that.
and for the reasons that [ have given you.

Q. DBut vou expect to take power. nevertheless. do
van not?

A:  Yes, the revolution can’t be stopped by suppres-
sion, because the revolution is a tremendous social move-
nmens of great masses of people.

;. So your party looks forward to an inevitable civil
war brought about by the difference hetween your views
and those of the capitalists?

A: If you will permit me, T wounld like to say we
don’t look forward to it in the sense of wanting it.

Q: [ understand you, yes.

A: And we don’t consider it inevitable.
of historical processes is possible.

But we say the overwhelming weight of probability,
based upon historical experience, is that the ruling class
ol this country will attempt to resolve the conflict with
the workers by fascist violence before we gain a majority
in a democratic election, the ruling class would stage a
slaveholders’ rehellion against it. And we will undertake
to put down that rebellion as decisively as possible.

Q: And to that end you want to start in advance
to build up a workers’ army, don't you?

A: You can’t by mere programme build up a workers’
army to confront such a thing. The force of the workers
will grow up out of their unions, out of their Workers
Detence Guards, out of the rank and file of the soldiers
and the farmers who are in the armed forces, who will
not support the slaveholders’ rebellion. We will not be
without resources if we have a majority of the people.

Q: I understund that. Now, the setting up of Union
Defence Guards m all trade unions wounld he very bene-
ficial to your programme if the resislance you anticipate
oceurs, wouldn't it #

A: Tt will be an absolutely indispensahle thing, yes.

Q: So that it is a good idea for your ultimate pur-
poses to have Union Defence Guards right now?

A: Tt is a good idea, if you can organisoc them.

But you cannot organise Workers Defence Guards
merely becanse you want them--only when there is a
pressing need for them that is ebvious to the workers,
regardless of their agreement with our ideas.

Q: It would be a pleasing thing, wonld it not, to
the Sacialist Workers Party to be able to establish
warker’s guards in all trade unions for the ultimate
purpose of the party? ~

DEFENCE GUARDS WILL GROW AUTOMATICALLY

A: 1 would go further than that and say that the
establishment of Workers Defeuce Guards is an absolu-
tely automatic process as the unions encounter the vio-
lence of fascist hoodlums. Our task will be to accelerate
it, to say it is a good idea, hnild it up and make it
stronger and don’t let the fascists break up vour move-
ment and drive vou into slavery. )

But the Guard is not something we can suck out of
aur fingers. Tt is a natural process growing out of the
development of the struggle and we try to see it in
advanee, try to accelerate it, try to popularise the idea,

A variation




eonvince the workers it is a good thing, and bestir
themselvey about it. :

But no maiter how many books we write, or how
much we holler, we couldn’t organise a Workers Defence
Guard in any place where a union is operating uninter-
fered with. That is illustrated, you may say, by way of
Minneapolis whese we have very good friends and influ-
ential comrades in the unions—but when the Silver
Shirt menace disappeared, the Union Defence Guard
just didn't find any function, and dropped into quies-
cence, It can't be built artificially.

Q: Arc you saying that the Tnion Defence Guoard
doesn’t eoxist any longer?

A: [ don’t know whether it exists formally. hut-it
doesn’t function, as far as 1 was able to judge from the

{estinony. . .

. Q: Now, let me ask you this question: After you get
into power. you are going to establish an army, aren't
you?

A:  Eventually, ves.

Q: Your Declaration of Principles says the workers’
state will not have a professional army, but will depend
upon a Inass workers' militia iu which distinctions other
than those required for technical efficiency will be abol-
ished and democratic control over officers wilt he exer-
ciserd by the ranks.

A: That has alwavs heen the Marxist conception of
an army. :

Q: Well now, would you mind elakorating on that a
little hit.

THE KIND OF ARMY A WORKERS STATE WILL HAVE

A: We want to do away with professional soldiers.
The workers' state would probably fer some time need
a ilitary establishment even il it came to an agreement
with the dispossessed capitalists here to pension then
oft in return for their submission to the decision of the
majority., There is the possibility that a capitalist
Kurope, a Hitler or something like that, would menace
our country, and we wonkd have to maintain a military
establishment to defend the country.

Qur idea is not to have a professional soldier class
except, of course, in technical competence. Every able-
bodied citizen wonld be hable for military service, alter-
nately. The people should be armed. )

Q: I think I probably understand that, but specific-
ally will you tell ws what this means (reading from the
Declaration of Principles): in which distinctions other
than those required for technical efficiency will be ahol-

“ished and democratic control over officers will be exer-

cised by the ranks.”” Let’s take the first one: ‘‘distinc-
tions ather than those required for technical efficiency
will be abolished.” What does that mean? .

A: There have to be certain people in the military
establishment who are proficient in’ certain techniques—
artitlery, aireraft, and so omn.

The distinctions that we want abolished are the dis-
tinctions of privilege in the Army, and distinctions which
make it possible for the officers to have greater compen-

‘sations that the soldier, and not only greater, but so far

greater that the officer lives in a different world. It is
possible for the officer to marry, to have a social life, to
live something like a human being; while the soldier,
because of his low wages, is deprived of these possi-
bilities.

If we had our way, we would abolish these distinctions
of privilege and secure to every member of the military
apparatus a more or less similar compensation, regu-
lation of privileges, and so on. Of course, 1 don’t say
that applies only to the Army. That applies to society
in general, in our theory. : :

(Q: The private would be equal to the major-general
under that theory, in all respects, to use an extreme
basis, 1 supposef

RELATION OF OFFICERS TO MEN .

A: FEqual not in his military knowledge—egual not in
his military position, but equal in his right to have a
decent living and social life. Why shouldn’t he?

Q: T am asking yon. Take the captain, would he he
able to give orders to his privates?

A: Yes. .

Q: Would they have to take the orders?

A: Yes, you can’t have a military establishment with-
out discipline, without command.

Q: What do vou mean by “‘control over officers exer-
cised by the ranks?”

“A: We are in favour of the ranks bhaving the privi-
lege of electing their officers in the military establish-

M

meni, the same way they have the privilege of electing
their city officials in eivil life, or their union officials in
the unions, We Lelieve that on the whole they would
get a hetter grade of officers, and one in whom they
would put more confidenco, than hy having officers im-
posed upon them. You will get a better discipline be-
cause of the democratic right granted to the rank and
file to select their officers.

Q: Now, will you have a sort of political commissar.
if that #s the proper word, which wonld have control
over the officers in the army?

A: Well, that ail depends on whether the officers are
considered relinble or not.

Q: They had it, I believe, did they not, in Soviet
Russia?

A: Yes. in the army after the revolution they had
a lot of officers trained in the Crarist regime.

Q: Would that be what you niean by democratic con-
trol of the officers?

THE QUESTION OF POLITICAL COMMISSARS

A: No, no, that is an entirely different thing. By
democratic control of the officers, we mean the right of
tha ranks to elecer them and to recall them. )

Q: But would you have any representative of the
$late administrative office. or whatever you call it, "with
the troops, and in'control of the officers?

A: You are speaking of the institution of commissars
in the Russian army? :

Q: 1 don’t know whether T am or not. J am asking
FoI. :

A: 1 will explain that, but that is a different point.
In the reconstituted army, organised by Trotsky after
the revolution, they naturally had to rely on ‘tens of
thonsands of officers who had been trained under the
Czarist regime. The workers had bad no chance to
train any of their people to be officers. Many officers
rallied to the support of the Soviet govermment, for
various reasons. Some of them became converted to the
revolution. Others remained hostile to the revolution
bat were patriotic to the country, and were willing to
ficht Lo defend it agaiust the interventionists. Others
reconciled themselves to reality, and made the best of it.

But many of them; naturaly, were considered politi-
cally unreliable. The control exercised by commissars
over them was not a control from the ranks snch as we
propose by election, This was control from the top by
the government. The commissar was appointed as a
trusted representative of the central government to work
with the officer and see that he conducted himgelf
lovally. That is what was worked out in life in the
Russian oxperience.

We haven’t even mentioned it in our programme,
hecause we don’t know what will happen here. ;

1 should add that insofar as these officers became
assimilated into the new regime, and new - officers were
trained, the necessity for the commissar over the officer




of doubtful:loyakty was -eliminated, and to_that .extent
the institution was reduced. . . -

I would like to.know whether or not having those
political commissars is embraced within the programme:
of the Socialist Workers Raxty? .. i

A: No, I don’t think it is stated in our programnie..
Q:. I am_asking you. ) . D
-A: No. it is.neither incorporated nor rejected. Tt is
one of numerous ideas that: remain to be answered. -
Q: They had the same system in_the Spanish. Civil
War recently, didn’t they? - - . : s
A: Ta some extent they  did vas.: .

eape
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EXAMPLE OF NEED FOR ‘MiCITARY TRAINING -

Q:  Will vou explain to us_a little bit, or use the
Spanish Civil War as an illustration of -ghe desirability
of your own programme that there be trainine under.
trade union control and that sort of thing?  Will you
elahorate on that for us a little bit? :

A: 1 mentioned that the People’s: Front coalition
secured. a majority in the elections. The reactionary
minority then revolted and started a rebellion by armed
force, takiug with them a considerable section of the
staff . of the army. ) .

On the other -hand, as is nearly always the case; a
section of the staff remained Joyal to the logally. consti-
tuted government. A large section of the ranks re-
mained loyal to the government, as was the case hero
. our Civil War—there was a division in the army.

The workers previgusly had clamoured for arms, but
the Popular Front government had refused o give them
arms, and delayed so long that the workers hadn’t
acqiired auy training in the use of arms. That is one
of the reasons for the victory of fascism in Spain,

The workers’ organisations were the most aggressive
opponents .of the fascists. Our party in -Spain, while it
did not give political support to the People’s Front.
government, did support and participate in' the military
struggle.to beat back the fascists, fought in the army
side, by side with -the republicans and democrats. and
80 on. L

The unions and workers’ organisations found that they
could organise and equip and putzauen in the field far
hetter through their own machinery . than they could
through the People’s Front government, The powerful
unions there organised their own regiments.: The poli-
tical parties organised their own - regiments, and they
were incorporated in the fichting lines side by side with
the republicans and the pfficial forpes, ‘and fought to-

SCHWEINHAUT READS

JAMES P. CANNON .

One of- the defendants, previously - sworr,
testified as follows:

CROSS EXAMINATION P
By MR. SCHWEINHAUT.. T
: Mr.Cannon. T want to read to you a clause from
the “Communist Manifesto,” ahbout which®Vr Goldman
interrogated” vou on Friday or whenever it was: ‘‘The
Communists disdain to conceal their ‘views and aims_
They opoenly declare” that their. ends can be attained only.
by the forcible overthrow of all existing social *Ron?*
ditions.”” Daoes that Fepresent the Party’s view or not?
AV-“Tdsofar as it is incorporated in -the DBeclaration
of Priniples it docs. - We have interpreted that, as all
other Marxist writings. in our own way, as it appears
in the Declaration of Principles. S e
“Q: You -will agree, will you not, that, taken as it
stands, and without anything else, it amounts to advo-

cacy of the overthrow of the Government by force?

recalled

zether.  Witheut them, a . serious -military
wouldn’t have been possible in Spaing i oo :

If the workers. of Spain had had :epportunity for mili~
tary training in the. gwrevious years;-particularly had they
had a chance to train men to be: offigers, | think it-is.
quite possible that the military outcome in Spain would
have been different. .- = .. : b -

£: Let me ask vou this: The Loyalist-Arny during
the:sar had adopted. had it not, a theory of demacratic’
control over officers and election of officers sotnewhat
like that advocated by vour party ? B : et

A: T believe to a certain extent that prevailed at
first in some of the regiments vontrolled by, the unions.
Whether it prevailed in the armyv as a whole, T don’i
reaily know. T am not acquainted with sufficient intim.-
acy with ‘the military side of the Spanish Civil War to

B h . Tl

struggle

know tha b

THE ELECTION OF OFFICERS . .

Q: Your .party believes that the present-army of the
United States showld be ran that way. doesn’t ity

A Yes, we believe the ranks should have the right
to elect their officers, .

Right nowaiv-

A: Right now.

Q: And in the event e get into the war?

A: Yes, all the more so then, beeause then it is abl
the more important to the ranks of the soldiers to have
officers that thev want and that they can trust because
they are going inte dangerous situations. 1t is a verv,
very unhappy husiness to he sent into danger of onn’s
life under officers who are not frusted.

Q: Your party members are instructed, are they not.
to continne to he faithful to the party principles and
theories after they are inducted into the Army?

A: They are not: instructed, but it is taken for
granted that a man who is educated in our movemetit,
never forsakes his principles under any cireumstances.

MR. SCHWEINHATUT: - Would your Honeur be will-
ing to suspend at this point?

THE COURT:. Ladies and
tomorrow is Thanksgiving Day, and we shall observe it
T hope you have a pleasant day and a comfortable one.

You will please keep in mind the admonitions of the
court, = . o
~ We will recess now until ten o’clock on Friday morn.
ing. L .

(Whereuponu, at 4.35 P.M., a recess was. .regularly
taken until 10 o’clock A.M., Friday, November 21 1941).

A: No, I do not interpret it that way. .
" Q" You do not agree that that is what that mears ?

A; We do not interpret it that way, but i the
Declaration of ‘Principles—. . ) : ”

Q: I am asking you whether or not,
langnage alone, and without anything
agree that it amounts
Goyernment by force# )
*A: No, .not necessarily becanwse the authors of that
same document, in the ‘statement that I cited thesother
day, stated specifically that they thought thelr ‘aims
conld be attdined, at least in England, by the process

£

gentlemen of the jury,

P PR

e

taking this
else, do yon not
to advocacy of the overthrow of

of parlinmentary democracy. : E

'Q: Now, you know that that is not in-answer to my’
question; don’t yoii, Mr. Cannon? DLet meask vou this,
please:*Taking that language which' I just read to vou
alone, and without anything else, don’t you agree that
it amounts to advocacy of overthrew of ‘Government by
force? - R R e

A: No, I don’t think ‘so, beearise _the authors them-:

selves have intérpreted it differently 4t least in"the case
of England. VIR e o
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Q: Al right—we will let that go. When you give
out the “Communist Manifesto’’. to your members, do
vou caution them against that sentence?

A: I dow't know, particnlarly, that we do.
lish it as a historic document, 93 years old.

Q: ' You would expect the members of the Party, when
they read that, to understand when they read ib, that
it does not represent the views of the Party, and that
it does not advocate overthrow of Government by force?

A: We expect the members of the Party to be
governed by the Declaration of Principles.

We pub-

REFORMS AND REVOLUTION

Q: Now, I wish to read to you from the ‘‘Founding
Conference of the Fourth Imternational,’’ where I find
this phrase: ““The strategical task of the Fourth Inter-
national lies not in reforming capitalism but in its over-
throw.” Doesn’t that mean that you do not even
intend to attempt anything by legislation reformation?

A: No, it does not mean that.

Q: What does it mean?

A: On the contrary, we are constantly proposing
legislative changes.

Q: What does that sentence mean to you, as found
there?

A: We do not expect to attain the final aims of
Socialism by the reformation of ecapitalism which we
consider an outlived system. Meanwhile, we are con-
stantly looking out, on the road to the time when we
will be able to accomplish our final aims, for suitable
occasions to propose timely reforms,

Q: Isn’t it a fact that throughout your literature
there is constant ridicule of any idea of reforms?

A: We do not think the final aims of socialism can
he accomplished by reforming a state or system which
has to he replaced. But we do not consider reforms
and revolution incempatible, not at all.

FORMULATIONS AND INTERPRETATIONS.

Q: Now, I find this line in ‘“The Revolution of 1905
by Lenin: “It is our duty-—"’

MR. GOLDMAN: That was not admitted in- evi-
dence, Your Honour. -

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: I am not saying it was. I
want to ask the witness something about it.

Q: (Continued): “It is our duty in time of an up-
rising to exterminate ruthlessly all the chiefs of the
civil and military authorities.”” Does that represent the
Party’s views?

A: No, we have never made any such declaration.

Q: You disagree with that?

A: Yes, I don’t know that that is in any way a
statement of our Party policy.

Q: That is part of the pbilosophy and dogma of
Lenin with which you do not agree—is that correct?

A: We do not agree with the extermination of any-

body unless it is in-case of an actual armed struggle, -

when the rules of war apply.

Q: Then in the event that your Party leads an up-
rising, would you agree then that the chiefs of the
civil and military authorities should be exterminated
ruthlessly ?

A: I do not want to be made responsible, or I do
not want the Party made responsible, for such state-
ments that are not in our official declarations.

Q: But you have told us that the basic views of
Lenin are the basic views of the Socialist Workers
Party, have you not? :

A That is right and I told you -at the same time
that that does not mean that we take every letter
and ling written by Lenin as dogma.

Q: And this is one that you do not regard as dogma,
ig ‘that right?

A: Certainly not with the interpretation you give it.

Q: 1 am not giving it any interpretation. ~I am
reading it and asking you if that represents the Party's
programme, :

Now, in the Socialist Appeat of April 14, 1939, there
is an editorial entitled; ‘‘Court Attacks Menace Lab-
our's Right to Live and Fight.” It says among other
things, “If it is necessary to violate an injunction there
shonld be no hesitation to .do so. If it is necessary to
disregard a decision it should be disregarded.” Doesn’t
that mean that you do not believe In waiting to get
control of the Government, so as to change the system;
that you are going to openly resist and defy constituted
authority today?

A: I do not agree that that is a correct statement
of our policy, and I do not think it is embraced in the
Declaration of Principles. T

Q: No, it is not, but do you agree with the sentence
I read te you? .

A: No, I do not agree with that statement.

Q: Then your editors made a mistake when they
said that? i

A: T think so, yes.

(): There never was any correction of it, was there?

A: I don’t know. I am not familiar with it.

Q: Well now, vou have sort of supervisory power
over the editorial staff, do you not? -~

A: Yes, as a member of the Political Committee.

Q: You do not recall any correction of it, do you?

A: I read our press, but not every word of it. I see,
quite frequently, items in the paper, which I consider
errors in writing, and I know it is impossible to have a
paper published under these conditions without careless
and foolish statements being made in it from time to
time.

Q: And you agree that this is both careless and
foolish-—is that true?

A: 1 think so, yes.

Q: Don‘t you agree that it is entirely consonant and
consisptent with the general editorial policy of the Party
press?

A: No, T never wrote that way, to my knowledge.

Q: T am not asking yon whether you ever wrote that
way or not. Is that statement I read to you consistent
with the regular policy of your editorial staff?

A: No, I don’t think so. I do not know of any case
where the most responsible leaders of our Party have -
used such language. I do not think you can find it in
the writings of Mr. Goldman, or in my writings.

Q: Wouldn’t you call your editors responsible lead-
ers of your Party? - ) :

A: Yes, but there are various people who work on
the staff of the paper—as I told you the other day, the
paper has to go to press at a certain hour. Not all the
editorials_are written by the responsible editor. Care-
less langnage and foolish statements are quite possible,
and I would say, inevitable, in thé publication of a
perindical paper such as ours, the same as any other
paper. .
: Let me read to you some quotations from the
publication “What is Trotskyism,’’ designated as ‘‘Out-
line Course No. 2, by Jack Weber,”’ also distribited by
your Party: “To realise socialism- Marxism posits that
it is first necessary to destroy the state machinery of the
capitalist ruling class: namely, the army, the police and
the state bureaucracy.” And then: The policy of
Marxism remains that of utilising the war and the arm-
ing of the workers to further the interests of the world
revolution, to turn the imperialist war into civil war, to
look upon the bourgeoisie at home as the main enemy.”’
And then: ““The working class cannot win power by
pursuing a policy of pacifism.”’ Doesn’t that mean that
you and your Party intend, in the forthcoming war, if
we get into it, to use that means for fomenting civil
war? .

6



WE WILL OFFER THE ALTERNATIVE OF SOCIALISM

L

A: | wonld not put it in such a bald manner as that.
1 have .explained here in some detail that we would
continue to propagate our ideas under all circumstances,
msofar as we are permitted to do so. We believe that
the prolongation of the war conducted by the imperialist
powers, will have the inevitable effect of accelerating
the decay of the system represented by the imperialist
powers, of increasing the mass misery and discontent,
and the demand for cessation of the slaughter, and our
Party will certainly undertake to offer to the public in
SI_Ir:;lll a4 situation the alternative of socialism, that is
right.

Q: And you will seek to utilise war, during the war,
to destroy the present form of Government, will you not?

A: Well, that is no secret, that we want to change
this form of government.

Q: And you look forward, do you npt. to the forth-
coming war as the time when vou may be dble to ac-
complish that?

A: Yes, [ think the forthcoming war will unquestion-
ablv weaken the imperialist governments in all countries,

Q: You said, U belicve, that you will not support
che war? You do not believe in National Defence at
all. do you?

A: Not in imperialist countries, no.

Q: I am speaking of this country?

A: T belicve 100 percent in defending this country
by our own means, but T do not helieve in defending the
mmperialist governments of the world—

Q: t am speaking about the Government of the
United States as it is now constitutionally constituted.
You do not believe in defending that, do you?

A: Not in a political sense, no.

Q: You do not believe in defending it in any sense,
do you?

A: | explained the other day, that if the majority
of -the people decids on war, and participate in the war,
our people and the people under our influence will also
participate in the war. We do not sabotage the war, we
do not obstruct it, but we continue to propagate our
ideas, calling for a cessation of the war and calling for
a change in government,

WHAT WE MEAN BY * GOOD SOLDIERS '

Q: Do you mean by that statement that your people,
when ir&ducted into the army, would be good soldiers?

A cs,

Q: And that they would seek to further the military
efforts of the United States?

A: We say that our people must he good soldiers in
the army, in the same sense that they are good workers
in the factory. and good unionists in the union. Other-
wise, they could not possibly have any influence over
their comrades.

How can you reconcile that statement with the
statement appearing in the Socialist Appeal of August 1,
1939: ¢‘A Socialist who preaches national defence is a
petty boulg,oo]s reactionary at the services of a decaying
capitalism.”” How do youn ‘reconcile your previous answer

to my question. with ‘the statement made there? -
©A: We are not in favour of defending the present
regime. We are cpposed ta the present regime.

Q: And your members who are soldiers in the army.
when they are inducted into the army, will be opposed
to it ¥

A: So far as their ideas are concerned. yes, so far as
their expression of opinion is concerned. insofar as they
are p“ll’ll!tft‘d to express their opinion.

We do not believe in capitalist authority and direction
in the factory, either, but as long as we are in the minor-

TO WAR

ity and cannot prevent it, we work in the factory, and
insist that our people be good workers.

A: And while you are working in the factory, you
try to do evel\“thn;, you can to hght against the bosses

‘A: We do everything we can in the way of explaining
anid propagandising to our fellow-workers the idea that
it is hetter for them to own the factories than to he
wage-workers under the control of a private owner,

Q: And personally, you ridicule the idea of defending
the United States Govermueut don’t you?

A: In the sense of giving political support to all
forms of capitalist government. ves.

Q: [ will read from one of your own speeches, and
see whether that means political opposition. On Novem-
ber 14, 1939, in a speech of yours, vou said—

A: What was the date again?

WHEN WE WILL SUPPORT WAR

Q: November 14, 1939, This speech of yours was
reported in the Internal Bulletin, for members only.
You said: ‘“‘Some comrades speak nowadays of giving
‘conditional’ defence of the Scviet Union, If you stop
to think about it we are for conditional defence of the
United States. 1t is so stated in the programme of the
Fourth International. Tn the event of war we will abso-
Jutely defend the country on only one small ‘condition’:
that we first overthrow the govermment of the capitalists
and replace it with a government of the workers.” Did
you mean political opposition by that?

A: I meant, that in that case we wonld withdraw our
political opposition and become political supporters us
well as military participants of the war.

Q: Do you think that statement is comsistent with
what I just read, which was stated by you in your
speech ? .

A: That is what I meant by it. We have never at
any tinte said we would not fight in the army of the
United States alongside of the rest of our generation,
in time of war. We said, ““We 'will not give political
support to war,"’

Q: Let's see whether vour statement in the Declar-
ation of Principles is consistent with what you just said:
(Reading) ““If, in spite of the efforts of the revolution-
ists and the militant workers, the TU.8. government
enters a new war, the SSW.I'. will not under any eir-
cumstances support that war but will on the contrary
fizht against it. The S.W.P. will advocate the continu-
ance of the class struggle during the war regardless of
the consequences for the outcome of the American mili-
tary struggle; and will try to prepare the masses to
utilise the war crisis for the overthrow of U.8. capital-
ista and the victory of socialism.” Does that mean that
you are supporting the war effort?

A: No. T have never said that we support the war
effort. We do not. We oppose it.

Q: And could one of your Darty members observe
that principle and be a goad soldier9

A: He could; he not only could, but he will, in the
same way that he can be 2 good worker in a qhop while
opposing, wage labour in the shop. We ecannot prevent
it as long as we are in the minority.

Q: The Declaration of Principles also savs: ‘‘The
Socialist Workers Party opposes and will continue at all
times to oppose covery formn of social-patriotism, all
advocacy of ‘national mnion’ or ‘suspension of the class
strugele’ during war time’’'—

A: That is under conditions of a capitalist govern-
ment.

: You mean under the present conditions in this
country today, do von not$
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A: That is right. - .

Q: But still you say that you would not obstruct the
wilitary ?° o

A: No, not in a military sense.

Q: T waut to ask you whether what T am about to
read now does not mean that you want to foment and
bring about a ecivil war, from the pamphlet “Are You
Ready for War’® published by the Fourth International,
Young Peoples Socialist League: ‘Do we believe in turn-
ing imperialist war into civil war? This is the way hy
which the Russian workers sccured peace in 1917 while
their brothers in other lands were still struggling under
the yoke of imperialism. This is the only way by which
permanent peace can be gained and war abolished from
the face of the earth.” Ioesn’t that mean that you
intend to foment and deliberately try to bring about
civil war during the forthcoming period of war?

A: Conditions matnre for the development of a re-
volutionary itniovement in war-time. We continue our
opposition to the imperialist system, the imperialist
regime, and try to lead it in the direction of socialism.
There is no doubt whatever but what that is the aim
of our Party.

Q: This is from one of your convention resolutions
to the same general effect, and I suppnse your answer
would be the same: ““If the working class is unable to
prevent the outbreak of war, and the TUnited States
enters directly into it. our party stands pledged to the
traditional position of revolutionary Marxisin. Tt will
utilise the crisis of capitalist rule engendered by the war
to prosecute the class struggle with the utmost intransi-
zeance, to strengthen the independent labour and revolu-
tichary movement, and to bring the war to a close by
the revolutionary overtnrn of capitalism and the estab-
lishment of proletarian rule in the formn of a workers’
gtate.”” Is that vour idea of not obstructing the military
effort of this country?

A: Yes, that is a clear statement of our aims. We
are going to oppose the war; we are going to speak
against it.

Q: Do vou suggest that this langnage means that
vou will only speak against it?

POLITICAL OPPOSITION DOES NOT MEAN
SABOTAGE ’

A: If you try to construe that to mean that we are
going to instruct our people, or the people under our
influence, to abstruct the military prosecution of the war,
to break discipline, to eommit sabotage, to create actions
of his kind, that does not mean that. It means political
opposition. :

Reading now from the Manifesto of the Fourth
International on the Imperialist War and the ’roletarian
Revolution, I read this: “Every rank and file member
of our organisation is not only entitled but is duty bound
to consider himself hencelorth an officer in the revolu-
tionary army which will be created in the flame of
cvents.”” Do vou think your members could he good
soldiers and not obstruct the military effort if they
obeyed that principle?

A: That does not necessarily mean officers in a mili-
tary sense. When we speak of the revolntionary army,
we use it in many senses. We speak of the Party as
the revolutionary army; we speak of the movement of
the proletariat as the revolutionary army; not always in
a military sense. That would not mean literally in a
military sense becanse—

Q: 1 am not asking you if it does, 1 am asking
whether one could be a good soldier in the American
army and cobey that principle?

A:  Yes, if not, he would not have.influence enongh
to be an officer anywhere. ’ .

Q: Let me read to you from vne of yvour speeches on
military policy, appearing in the Socialist Appeal of
October 2Gth, 1940: “How de we work in a conscript
army, someone asked. We work the same wdy as in a
shop. Indeed, the main purpose of industry now is
supplying the army. Where wonld you draw: the line?
There is hardly an industry that won’t be mobilised
¢ither for the manufacture or transportation of materials
for the army. The masses are in the army, or working
to supply the army. The workers are subject to military
exploitation. We go in and defend the interests of the
slaves of military exploitation, just as we go into the
factory and fight against the capitalist exploitation
there. Our hasic line everywhere is the class line,

“The second point is to be careful, cautious. Make no
putsches, make no premature moves that expose us and
separate us from the masses. - Go with the masses. Be
with the masses, just as the Bolsheviks were in Keren-
skv's army. Why can’t we do that here? : And how
otherwise can we do it? How otherwise, in a world
dominated by militarism, can we see our way to workl
salyvation except through military means? And how can
we get thess military means except by penetrating the
army as it oxists P

You mean by that, do yon not, that you want your
members, when inducted into the army service, to preach
vour doctrines to other soldiers in the army, aud thereby
defend them against military exploitation by their com-
manding officers? lsn't that a fair statement of what
that means?

FAVOUR DEFENDING SOLDIERS’ RIGHTS

A: Our Party is in favour of defending the rights
of the rank and file soidiers, their democratic rights to
decent treatment, their rights to express their opinions
and to petition Congress, to elect their officers, at least
their lower officers, generally protecting them against
capitalist mistreatment.

Q: And that is what you wani your members that
are in the army now to do, to speak in favour of and to
propagate those ideas?

A: Yes.

Q: In the army?

A: In the same way that they do it in the shop.

Q: But vou do not think that would obstrnct the
military effort of the army?

A: 1f you will read that again you will see that we
do not want any putsches. We say to the members
“Do not make any putsches, and do ‘not obstrnct the
army.” It is our direct instruction to cur people not to
create obstruction of the military operation, but to con-
fine their efforts to propagaudistic work, to gain the
sympathy and support of the rank and file masses.

Q: And you believe that your people can propagate
that kind of stuff in the army and not obstruct the
military efforts? :

A: Yes, I think so. I think military life, as a matter
of fact, will be a whole lot better, the more the rights
and feelings of the rank and file soldiers are considered.
The whole conception of militarism based on a rank and
file without organisation rights, and with arbitrary dis-
cipline imposed from ahove. without any expression of
opinion or consideration for the feelings of the masses—
we are just as much against that in the army as in the
factory or in civil life.

Q: And the way vou are talking now is the way you
want vour membhers to talk in the army, is it?

A: Kach in his own way.

- OUR INDEPENDENT TASKS IN TIME OF WAR

Q: ‘Now, on June 29, 1940, the Socialist Appeal

published this from the report of the Manifesto of the

Fourth Tnternational: “Tndependently of the course of
the war, we fulfill our hasic task: We explain to the



workers. tho. irreconcilability betwezn, their interests and
the- interests of blood-thirsty .apitalism; we mobilise
the toilers against lmpormh\“] we propagate the unity
of the workers tn all warring and neutral countries; we
“call for the fraternisation of workers and. soldiers within
each country, and of soldiers with.soldiers on the. op-
posite side of the battle {ront; we mobilise the women
and youth against the war; we carry on constant, per-
sistent, tireless preparation of the’ revolution-=in the
factories,. in the mills, in the villages, in the harracks,
av the front and.in the fleet.’”” You want the soldiers
to do that, don’'t vou? =

HOW TO END THE SLAUGHTER

A Yes, [ think that is a summation of the idea, for
the soldiers and everybody to do that. That is the way
to put an end to this slaughter.

Q: And you do not think that promulgating those
ideas in the army during the war would obstruct the
military efforts?

A: Not in the ssnse of opening up the front for the
advantage of opposing armies, no. We are offering this
solution to the soldiers of all the imperialist armies, but
it -does nnt mean and could not mean in any sense that
we want to sabotage the operation of the American Army
in the interests of an epposing army. You will not find
it there, or anywhere els2 in our literature.

Q: Well, that is a difference in pomt of view. In

the Socialist Appeal of March 30. 1940, appears this
editor’s note in the Workers Forum, which says: “Enter-
ing the Army upon heing drafted is necessary for onr
work.”” What do you mean by that?

A Is thore a connecting sentence with it?

Q: Tt is from Exhibit 215-A. Mr. Smith will get
that for us. While Mr. Smith is looking for that, T
will ask yvou ahout this from the Socialist Appeal of June

29, 1940, an article ontitled ‘““Enlistment Lag Forces
Compulsion’: ‘‘Meanwhile, - let the workers remember
this. When_ they are conscripted. lot them not waste

the period they spend in the Army. They must learn
everything there is to he learned about military traiuing
so that when the time comes they c¢an use that trammu
for the interests of the labour movement.”  What do
you mean by that?

A: Meaning that the better trained the workers are,
the better instructed in tacties and in military arts, the
better they will be able to defend their socialist regimne
against, the efforts of the minority reactionaries to over-
throw it.

Q: This is the context from the Workers Forum,
editor’s note, March 30, 1940: “We follow Lenin; we
oppose war, not as a measure of self-expression, but as

an mregral part of our struggle for the  overthrow. of
capztahsm Entering the Army -upon bomg drafted i
necessary foar our work.”

A: For our people, or people under gur inflience, to
refuse to accept conscriptiom, the only thing they would
accolnplish would be te mep']\v‘ isolate themselves from
the gencratisn who are going ta decide” things in the
future, ~and such individual or -minority actions are.
uttmh false and incempatible with the aims of a Party
that can only realize its programuie h\ _support of the
majority.

That is why we oppose consclentlous objectors and why
we oppose draft-evaders. We oppose all people who try.
ta set themselves up as individuals against the majority.
Our policy is to submit to the decision of the majority,
but to oppose it in our political actl\ntles, to speak
against it. .

Q: In October, 1938, yvou made a speech on ““Ten
Years of the Fight to Build a Revolutionary Party in the
United States” in. which you said this: *‘In the great
Minneapolis strikes ‘Trotskyism®' revealed itself in the
nwst dramatie fashion, as no beokman’s dogma but a
guide to the most brilliant and most effective actlon ”
What did yonr mean by that?

A: That in the strike in \Imneapohs in 1934 some
comrades affiliated with our Party played a leading influ--
ence, or a part of the leading influence, and demon-
strated in practice that the principles of Trotskyism are
the hest and most effective principles, and can be applied
most effectively in the. interests of the workers.

Q: Would this be a demonstration of this principle?
In The Militant of July 2, 1941, under the heading,
“Local 544-CT(¥'s Proud and Stainless Record’’, this
was said: “‘During the first drivers’ strike. of May, 1934,
the employers threw against the emhattled transport
waorkers the entire police force of Minneapolis and 5,000
special deputies armed with clubs and guns. In a his-
toric battle—the ‘Battle of Bull's Run’—the drivers
fought the police and deputies to a standstill and chased
them off the streets of the city.” [s that 'Trotskyism
demonstrating itself ?

A: Well, T can give yon my own opinion, that T am
mighty proud of the fact that Trotskyism had some-part
in influencing the workers to protect themselves against
that sort of violence.

Q: Well, what kind of violence do you mean? .

A: This was what the deputies were organised for, to
drive the workers off the street. They got a dose of their
own medicine. I think the workers have a right to
defend themselves. Tf that is treason, wyou can make
the most of it.

DEFENDING THE LEGALITY OF THE RUSSIAN
REVOLUTION

Q: When you were tracing the history of the Russian
revolntion, you said this: “The Kerensky government
was losing ground because it was nat ‘iOlV!nﬂf any prob-
lems of the pcople. The Bolsheviks' slogans of ‘Bread’
and other slogans—-those were the -slogans that the
masses wanted. The Bolsheviks cot a majority in the
‘f’etmgrad Soviet. On November 7th was held the Con-
gress of the all-Russian Soviets. The Bolsheviks had a
majority there, and simultaneously with the meeting of
the all-Russian Soviet, where the Bolsheviks h'ui a maj-
ority, they took the power from the government.” Now,
do you want us to understand rrom “that. that the Bol.
sheviks took power by virtue of a majority vote of the
Congress of the Soviets P

A: That is right.

Q: Do you not mean that the contrary was true?
A: No. T do not.

Q: Don’t you know that there was a planned insur-
rection before the Congress, and that the insurrection
actnally teok place before the Congress met?

A: No. The Congress met the morning after the
struggle had begun, and confirMed the new government.

Q: The fact 1g that ihe jnsurrection was started and

was completed before the Congress ever met, isn’t it?

A: No, the power was in the Congress, and the Con-
gress was the real power.

Q: Well, just answer my guestion, please. Isn't it
a fact that the insurrection had been planned and actu-
ally carried ont befure the Clongress ever met?

A: No. The question was submitted to the All-Rus-

sian Congress of the Soviets on November 7th. That is
why they call it the November 7th Revolution.

Q: Don’t you know, further, that Lenin persistently
warned against waiting for the Congress and doing it




in a legal way? :

A: Oh, that was one time that Lenin was overruled.

Q: And who won?

A: Trotsky won. )

Q: Isn’t it also a fact that Trotsky ridiculed the
notion that it was done legally ?

A: No, on the contrary, Trotsky commented on the
legal sanction of the action by the Soviets.. That was
why it was delaved to November Tth.

Q: Isn't it also true that he lulled Kerensky into
inaction by pretending to wait until the Congress met,
so that it could bhe decided legally who was to take
power ?

A: THe did not pretend to wait. He waited.

SCHWEINHAUT READS FROM TROTSKY

Q: I submit that the contrary is true, in that Mr.
Trotsky said so, and I would like to read to you about
1en pages or so from the “Lessons of October’’, and then
vou can tell me whether I am right or wrong.

(MR. SCHWEINHAUT reads from pages 74 and 80
of Trotsky’s ““Lessons of October.’’)

MR. GOLDMAN: 1 submit, Your Honour, that this
book was ruled out of evidence. I have no objection if
he wants to read one or two or perhaps three scntences,
but to take advantage of cross-examination and pnt into
evidence what the Court has ruled out, I think is going
a little too far.

THE COURT: Well, this has to do, I assume, with
the dispute between counsel and witness, as to the facts
with reference to which the witness takes one position
and counsel takes another. Now this is an attempt to
impeach the statements of the witness by the means
indicated. I assume he has a right to do that. He
may continue to read it.

(MR. SCHWEINHAUT reads pages 80-91 from Trot-
sky's “Lessons of Qctober.”’)

MR. SCHWEINHATUT: Now, am I right or wrong,
Mr. Cannon, that the insurrection actually started and
was concluded before the Soviet Congress put its seal
of legality on it?

A: Tf you will permit me, I will show you where you
are wrong. You misunderstand the whole thing; my
authority for the evidence I gave here was Trotsky. He
wrote the most authoritative and authentic history of
the Revolution. Perhaps 1 should mention several things
to show where vou are wrong:

First, those pages you have read show that there were

{hree different opinions in the Central Committee of the
Communist Party. Lenin said they had a majority, and
they should take the power without waiting. There was
the opinion of Zinoviev and Kamenev who thought the
Bolsheviks did not have a majority and should not take
the power. And the third opinion- was Trotsky’s that
they could base the assumption of power on the legality
of the Soviets. :

Second: those pages you read.prove that both the
Mensheviks and the Bolsheviks derived their authority
from the Soviets. 1n November it became clear that the
Tolsheviks had won the majority in the Soviets. Keren-
sky, who formerly had the majority in the Soviets, pre-
pared to move troops from the capital. What did the
troops do? The troops refused to go until ordered by
The Congress of Soviets, The Congress. of the Soviets
convened on November 7th. It was revealed that the
Bolsheviks had the majority, and their assumption of
power was confirmed.

In this all-Russian Congress of Soviets were present
the other parties who had been the majority of vester-
day. They spoke and debated there. When the vote
was taken. the Lolsheviks had the majority. The Bol-
sheviks offered to give proportionate places in the gov-
ernment to the other parties. They refused and walked
off. The Bolsheviks did, as a matter of fact, incorpor-
ate into the government a section of Kerensky’s party,
the left wing of the Social Revoiutionary Party. {

Tt seems to me that here is an excellent illustration
of how a revolutionary party, after long propagandistic
work, succceded in a political crisis in winning over to
its side a majority of the population represented in the 4
most  authoritative bodv, the Soviets of Workers’,
Soldiers’ and Peasants’ Deputies. And the Bolsheviks,
zl;dapting themselves to the legality of this authoritative

ody—

Q: Now, jnst a minute. Are you still telling us how
it oceurred, or are you just. telling us mnow that you
think it was a mighty fine thing?

A: No, I am explaining the legality of the develop-
ment, as against your interpretation that it was illegal.
And it seems to me—

Q: I don’t want your opinion on that. If you want
to go on and tell us what happened, all right. Don’t
characterise it.

A: I don’t think you will ever get a more legal
revolution than that.

MR. SCHWEINHAUT: - That is all.

40
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The Record of the Accused

Federal District Judge Matthew M.

Teamsters Union members, convicted in the © sedition’

sentenced to 15 months each,
the higher cour:s.

dollars each fcr oz

- roant
|

The 12 sentencedl to serve 16 months term are:

JAMES P. CANNON. Born 1290,
of the Socialist Workers Party. Toundation member
of the American Communist Party. Indicted for ‘“‘con-
spiracy’’ in 1913 for organising farm equipment workers.
Indicted by Federal Government in 1919 for participating
in strike of coal miners.

Nasional Secrefary

ALBERT GOLDMAN. Born 1870. S.W.P. attorney.
Tejended hundreds of workers and unemplored. Joined
I.W.W. in 1919. Pocket maker in clothing factories and
resyaber of Amalgamated Clothing Workers. Studied
law at North-western University. Attacked by Vigilante
moh for defending umemployed in 1932.

FARREL DOBBS. Born 1907. National Labour Secre-
tary of the 3.W.P. Lahourer in Minneapelis Coal yards.
joined 544, an orgaviser and local strike leader. As
Organiser of International Brotherhood of Teamsters, he
was central figure in brilliant organisation of over-the-
road truck drivers in 11 mid-west states, one of the most
outstanding labour victories of the period. Married, 3
children.

V. R. DUNNE. Bomn 1889, Local 544-CLO organiser
and 8.W.P. National Committeeman, Entered labour
movement in 1906 in ihe Western Federation of Miners.

IL.W.W. THe bhas been furm labourer. lumberjack and
truckdriver, Guiding spirit in famous 1934 strikes of

Local 334. Married. 2 children.

FELIX MORROW. Born 1806. Editor of the “AMilitaut’.
Graduate New York University. DProminent in working
dass movement since 1923, Tndicted for ‘‘inciting ta
riot’ in 1932 in South River. N.J. necdle trades strike.
Associate editor, “Northwest Orvganiser’’ in Minneapolis.
1937-38. Married. 1 child.

The six sentenced to terms of a year and a day are:

EDWARD PALMQUIST. Born 1897. 544-CTO organ-
iser. Fifteen vears a machine and shop foreman. Chair-
man of Loeal 514's Federal Workers Section. Convicted
in 1939 trial of Minneapolis WPA strikes and served
2 months at Federal Penitentiary,

KARL KUEHN. Born 1894,
mechanic. Federal Workers Section officer. Leader and
organiser of Minneapolis unemployed. Delegate o
national unemployment and relief conferences. Indicted
but not tried in 1939 WPA strikes. Married. 7 children.

CLARENCE RUSSELL. Born 1911.
Omaha Teamsters Local 544,

Mechanical engineer and

Former officer of
= .
Served 6 months sentence

S——

Joyce passed sentence on Eighteen Socialist Workers Party and Local 544
" trial of violating the Smith Act, 1940 as follows : Twelve
and six re a vear and a day ecach. They were admitted bail pending the appeal to

zco dollars each for the union members and 2,500
22 frem the case and 5 found not guilty.

CARL SKOGLUND. Born 1834 Local 544-CLO organ-

iser. President and trustee of Local 544 for many years.
Teader in 1022 railroad strikes, as chairman of the
Burlington R.R. Shopmen’s Strike Committee. He has

the cause of lahonr for 35 years.

Born 1006. Minnesota Organiser
G W.P. Duoctor of Philosophy. Charter member, Minne-
sota State Employees, Local 10. Received over 8,000
votes as candidate for U.8. Senate in Minnesota in 1940,
Married.

OSCAR COOVER. Born 1887. Minneapolis organiser,
S W.P. Railread clectrician, 35 vears 2 member of the
Tnternationa! Brotherhood of Electrical Workers. Tn the
1022 railroad shopmen's strikes, he was socerctary  of
the Pullman and Great Western R.R. Emplovees’ Strike
Committee in Minneapolis. Married, 3 children,

MAX GELDMAN. Born 1905. Tormerly recording
secretary, Federal Workers’ Section of Local 544. Leader
in work for Minneapolis unemployed. Served 8 months
sentence in Federal penitentiary for his activity in 1939
W.P.A. strike. Iormer teacher and factory workers.
Married, 1 child.

JAKE COOPER. Born 1916.
T.oug record of strike service.
Tohin's war on Local 544-CTO.

CARLOS HUDSON. Born 1908, Editor of Local 544-
ClO weckly “The Tndustrial Organiser , Gradnate of
University of Minmesota. Paid his way through college
working as freight labourer. Editor of ““Northwest
Ovganiser’”’, Married, 2 children.

EMIL HANSEN. Born 1906. Local 544-CIO organiser
and trustee. Plasterer, busdriver, truckman. Joined
Drivers Dnion in 1928, Married, 2 childeen.

heen fighting for

GRACE GARLSON.

Minneapolis truckdriver.
Beaten up by goous M

for strike aclivity in Minneapolis, 1939.
worker, truck driver, factory worker.

HARRY DE BOER. Bomn 1905. Truck driver and 544
organiser. Chairman of negotiating comniivtee in 52 day .
strike of over-the-road drivers in five states, 1938. Shot
by police in 1934 Minneapolis strike. Five tnonths in
hospital. Married.

OSCAR SHOENFELD. JRorn 1916, Former youth
section organiser local 544 Tederal Workers scction.
Active in  Minueapolis nnemployed movement. Con-
vicf{gd in trial of WPA workers, 1939. Married, one
child.
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