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BRIEF OF COUNSEL FOR ASSEMBLY AT
CLOSE OF ASSEMBLY'S CASE, FEBRUARY
11, 1920

Before the Judiciary Committee of the Assembly of the

State of New York

In the Mattee

of the

Investigation by the Assembly of the

State of New York as to the

Qualifications of Louis Waldman,

August Claessens, Samuel A.

deWitt, Samuel Oeb and Ohaeles

Solomon to Seats in the Assembly.

Outline of the evidence taken before the Judiciary

Committee to and including February 5, 1920,

with a discussion of some conclusions to be drawn

therefrom.

This outline and discussion of the case of the Assem-

bly against the five Socialist Assemblymen is presented

as the Assembly's case draws to a close and before

it is completed, for the purpose of presenting to the

Judiciary Committee and the Assembly, an orderly

statement of the leading points of the testimony and

proofs given. It is also intended for the five Assembly-

men and their counsel in the hope of better defining the

issues.

No attempt has been made to refer exhaustively to
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cumulative proofs. Nor is it sought to secure a pre-

judgment of the case before the proofs of the defense

are taken ; but there has been so much misinformation,

published before any evidence was taken, and such in-

complete and often inaccurate accounts of the proceed-

ings have appeared during the trial, that counsel for

the Assembly deem it proper to submit this memo-

randum to the Assembly.

I.

THE FIVE ASSEMBLYMEN BY PLEDOING THEMSELVES

AS MEMBEES OF THE SOCIALIST PAETY NOT TO " VOTE

TO APPEOPEIATE MONEYS FOE MILITABY OE NAVAL

PTJEPOSES OE WAE " DISQUALIFIED THEMSELVES FEOM

TAKING THE CONSTITUTIONAL OATH OP OFFICE AS

ASSEMBLYMEN, AND THE OATH AS TAKEN BY THEM

WAS FALSE.

Section 6 of the National Constitution of the Social-

ist Party provides

:

" § 6. Any member of the socialist party elected

to an office who shall in any way vote to appro-

priate moneys for military or naval purposes or

war, shall be expelled from the Party" (p. 153).

Each of the Assemblymen in his application for

membership in the Socialist Party signed the following

:

" I, the undersigned, recognizing the Class

Struggle between the capitalist class and the work-

ing class, and the necessity of the working class

constituting themselves into a political party, dis-

tinct from and opposed to all parties formed by

the propertied classes, hereby declare that I have

severed my relations with all other parties, and I
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endorse the platform and Constitution of the

Socialist Party, including the principle of political

action, and hereby apply for admission to mem-

bership in said party" (pp. 161-162).

The form of application as prescribed in the National

Socialist constitution contains the words " In all my
political actions, while a member of the Socialist Party,

I agree to be guided by the constitution and platform

of that Party."

Sections 1 and 3 of article 11 of the Constitution of

this State read as follows

:

" Section 1. All able-bodied male citizens, be-

tween the ages of 18 and 45 years, who are resi-

dents of the State, shall constitute the militia, sub-

ject, however, to such exemptions as are now or

may be hereafter created by the laws of the United

States, or by the Legislature of the State.

" 3. Organization of militia. The militia shall

be organized and divided into such land and naval

and active and reserve forces as the Legislature

may deem proper; provided, however, that there

shall be maintained at all time a force of not less

than 10,000 enlisted men, fully uniformed, armed,

equipped, disciplined and ready for active serv-

ice; and it shall be the duty of the Legislature at

each session to make sufficient appropriation for

the maintenance thereof."

The platform of the Socialist Party, and the promise

of the five Assemblymen to abide by it are in direct

conflict with the terms of the constitutional oath taken

by them as Assemblymen which reads:

" I do solemnly swear that I will support the

Constitution of the United States and the Consti-
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tution of the State of New York, and that I will

faithfully discharge the duties of the office of

assemblyman according to the best of my ability."

(Article 13, State Constitution, § 1.)

Independently of this express provision of the oath

of office, they disqualified themselves from sitting in

the Assembly by promising not to vote for any appro-

priations for military or naval purposes or war, since

such a course if supported by a majority of the Assem-

bly, would destroy the entire military organization of

the State ; would prevent the State from giving any as-

sistance to the Federal Government in war, although a

state of war prevailed at the time; and by tending to

destroy all military and naval defense, tended to ex-

pose the State and the nation to destruction from its

enemies without and within. States and nations like

individuals have the right of self-defense, and hence the

right to exclude traitors from legislative bodies. When
there are no armies and no navies, the flaming torch of

the Socialist may more easily triumph.

The votes of the Assemblymen in previous sessions

where military appropriations were involved shows that

the promise they made to their party was no idle

promise, and that they intended to execute it notwith-

standing the oath they had taken.

On Senate bill ISTo. 271, January 9, 1918, entitled,

"An Act to make available for the New York Guard
certain moneys appropriated for the National Guard
by Chapter 181 of the Laws of 1917," the record shows

that this bill was opposed by all of the Socialist assem-

blymen, Mr. Claessens, Mr. Fiegenbaum, Mr. Garfinkle,

Mr. Gitlow, Mr. Karlin, Mr. Eosenberg, Mr. Orr, Mr.
Waldman and Mr. Whitehorn (p. 571).

The general appropriation act in 1919 entitled "An
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Act making appropriations for the support of the gov-

ernment " was voted against by Olaessens and Solomon,

they being the only assemblymen voting in the negative

(p. 572-3). This act contained appropriations for the

National Guard.

"An Act to amend the educational law in relation to

qualifications of teachers " in the 1918 legislature con-

tained a provision to exclude alien eneanies from the

teaching staff of this department of the State. The only

votes in the negative on this bill were cast by the social-

ists, Mr. Claessens, Mr. Feigenbaum, Mr. Garfinkel,

Mr. Gitlow, Mr. Karlin, Mr. Orr, Mr. Kosenberg, Mr.

Shiplacoff, Mr. Waldman and Mr. Whitehom" (pp.

5Y3-4). When the same bill came over from the Sen-

ate, the only persons voting against it were Olaessens

and Solomon (p. 574).

The act to amend the education law in relation to

physical training and the use of armories was opposed

by only two votes in the Assembly in 1919, viz: Claes-

sens and Solomon (p. 575).

Claessens and Solomon were the only assemblymen to

vote against, "An act to provide for the publication of

the law relating to the desecration of the flag " (p. 575).

In 1919, Claessens and Solomon cast the only votes

against an act to provide for paying members of the

National Guard who served without the State in re-

sponse to the call of the President of June 19, 1919

(pp. 575-6).

The only votes against the appropriation act for the

support of the government of 1918 containing appropri-

ations for the National Guard and National defense

were recorded by the Socialist Assemblymen, Mr. Claes-

sens, Mr. Feigenbaum, Mr. Garfinkel, Mr. Gitlow, Mr.

Karlin, Mr. Orr, Mr. Rosenberg, Mr. Shiplacoff, Mr.

Waldman and Mr. Whitehom (p. 576).
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The same Assemblymen cast the only votes against

the Act relating to the military training of boys in 1918

(pp. 576-7).

The same Assemblymen cast the only votes against

the Act " To provide for requisitioning the labor of able-

bodied persons betvs^een the ages of 18 and 60 years who
are not engaged in a lawful and useful business, occupa-

tion, trade or profession" (p. 577), and the same

Assemblymen cast the only votes against "An act to

provide for paying members of the National Guard who

served without the State under the call of the Federal

Government" (pp. 577-8).

Claessens out-stripped all of his associates in carry-

ing out his promise to his party. He not only voted

against all legislation providing for military or naval

appropriations for war, but.he introduced much affirma-

tive legislation of an offensive character.

On Januar;f 29, 1919, Claessens introduced "An act

to amend the military law in relation to the reserve

militia," which repealed chapter 568 of the Lavre of

1916, embracing ihe entire statutes relating to the

militia of the State of ISTew York (p. 612).

On February 34, 1919, Claessens introduced a bill

" To amend the executive law and the public officers

law in relation to the employment of the state militia,

national guard or state police to suppress strikes, walk-

outs or other national disputes " prohibiting their em-

ployment (pp. 613-4).

On January 9, 1919, Claessens introduced a bill to

repeal chapter 566 of the Laws of 1916, being the law

in relation to military training in the State of New
York (p. 613).

On January 20, 1919, Claessens introduced a bill

to repeal chapter 470 of the Laws of 1918 in relation

to the military training of boys (p. 613).
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On January 21, 1919, Claessens introduced a bill to

repeal the state police law (pp. 613-14).

If a majority of the Assembly had concurred with

the Socialist Assemblymen in their votes, the military

and naval organizations of the State would have been

destroyed. If a majority of either House of Congress

was controlled by the Socialists under the same pledge,

the national army and navy would be destroyed.

THE PROMISE OF THE SOCIALISTS NOT TO VOTE FOE

ANY MILITAEY OE NAVAL APPEOPEIATIONS OE FOE

WAE, WAS AS MUCH IN CONFLICT WITH THE FEDERAL

CONSTITUTION AS WITH THE STATE CONSTITUTION, AND

DISQUALIFIED THEM FEOM TAKING THE OFFICIAL

OATH TO SUPPORT THE FEDEEAL CONSTITUTION,

AND EENDEEED THE OATH AS TAKEN VOID.

The Federal Constitution expressly provides that

Congress shall have power " to provide for the national

defense" (Article 1, § 8, subd. 1). "To declare war,

grant Letters of Marque and Reprisal " (§ 8, subd.

11). " To raise and support armies " (§ 8, subd. 12).

"To provide and maintain a navy" (§ 8, subd. 13).

" To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the

laws of the Union and suppress insurrections and repel

invasions" (§8, subd. 15). "To provide for organ-

izing, arming and disciplining the militia, and for gov-

erning such part of them as may be employed in the

service of the United States" (§ 8, subd. 16).

Article 2, § 2, " The President shall be the com-

mander-in-chief of the army and navy of the United

States."

Article 4, § 4, provides " The United States shall

guarantee to every state in the Union, a republican

form of government, and shall protect each of them

against invasion; and on application of the legislature



1162

Cannot Take Constitutional Oath

or of the executive (when the legislature cannot be con-

vened) against domestic violence."

The Second Amendment of the Federal Constitution

provides

"A well-regulated militia, being necessary to the

security of a free state, the right of the people to

keep and bear arms, shall not be infringed."

The promise to oppose all military and naval appro-

priations, and appropriations for war, is a part of the

plan of the Socialist Party to destroy the existing form

of government and substitute the government of the

proletariat, as fully appears by their propaganda shown

later in this paper. It involves a species of State

suicide, and carried to its legitimate conclusion, would

involve the destruction of both the Federal government

and the governments of the States. Their promise to

their party, and program in this respect, is in conflict

with their obligation, stronger because assumed in

every clause of the State and Federal Constitution than

if expressly declared therein, by every citizen and pub-

lic official to save and defend the State and nation, and

not destroy them. This is loyalty. The position of

the Socialists is disloyalty and treason.

Compare their interpretation of their oath to sus-

tain the State and National Constitutions with the dec-

laration of Lincoln, " I have a solemn vow registered

in heaven, that I will preserve, protect and defend the

Constitution of the United States."

Judge Weeks in sentencing Gitlow, a former Social-

ist member of Assembly of 1918, convicted of cir-

culating revolutionary Socialist literature, said

:

" He took the oath as a member of the Assembly

of this State to support the Constitution of the
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United States and of the State of New York.

When he entered the Assembly he was fettered by

that obligation of his organization, which pro-

vided that he should be driven from it if he voted

for an appropriation for military purposes or the

war.

" Was that only the entering wedge for the de-

struction of the nation, to prevent it appropriating

money to save itself in war, to hamstring it ? It

certainly seems so. What protection would we
have against war? The dreams of visionaries

would not prove a very satisfactory defense against

a foreign enemy. It may be that these dreams ele-

vate in a sense like a drug that fills the brain with

wonderful pictures— idealism without practica-

bility. So long as we are on this mundane sphere

the only way we can keep our feet on the ground

is to stand on something substantial— to stand

by the Government. I hope the verdict will reach

out and act as a deterrent to others."

There is but one inference from the position of the

Socialists in relation to military and naval appropria-

tions and for war. They would render the country and

government helpless against all enemies so that it may
be helpless against them, the enemies of established

order. And for the opportunity which the helplessness

of government thus brought about would give them,

they are willing to expose the State to the assaults

of all other enemies.
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II.

THE FIVE ASSEMBLYMEIT BY THEIE PEOMISE TO TAKE

DIEECTIONS FEOM THE DUES PAYISTG MEMBEES OF THEIE
" LOCALS " OE THEIE " EXECUTIVE " COMMITTEE IN ALL

MATTEES AEISISTG IN THE ASSEMBLY, INCLUDING THEIE

VOTE FOE ALL APPOINTEES AND OFFICIALS CHOSEN BY

THE LEGISLATUEE ; TO VOTE AS A UNIT WITH THE OTHEE

MEMBEES OF THEIE PAETY ON ALL OCCASIONS, AND TO

PLACE THEIE EESIGNATIONS IN THE HANDS OF THE DUES

PAYING MEMBEES TO INSUEE THE PEEFOEMANCE OF

TIIEIE PLEDGE, ABDICATED THEIE FUNCTION AS AS-

SEMBLYMEN AND DISQUALIFIED THEMSELVES FEOM TAK-

ING THE OATH OF OFFICE, AND EENDEEED THEIE OATH
FALSE.

Article 7, § 3 of the E"ational Constitution of the

Socialist Party provides:

" In all legislative bodies, as Congress, state

legislatures, boards of supervisors or town council.

Socialist Party members shall organize into a

group separate and apart from all other parties.

They shall elect a Chairman and in the support

of all measures definitely declared for in the plat-

forms of the party, they shall vote as a unit " (p.

153).

This rule prevails in Socialist parties in all other

nations (p. 168).

The State Socialist constitution provides:

"Section 4. Elected Socialist Officials shall

submit the name of the proposed or contemplated

appointments for heads of departments, members
of Mayor's Cabinets, Commissioners, Deputies and
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Members of Commissions or any other appointees

to position of administrative or executive character

for the approval of the local or county organiza-

tions. If said local or county organization shall

disapprove of any proposed appointment, it may

submit its choice of appointment to the said elected

official. In case of further disagreement, the local

or county organization and the elected officials have

the right to appeal to the State Executive Com-

mittee" (p. 15Y).

Under the State constitution of the Socialist Party

a member may be expelled,

" For failing or refusing, when elected to a pub-

lic office or while acting as a delegate to an official

party .convention, to abide and carry out such in-

structions as he may have received from the dues

paying party organization or as prescribed by the

State or National constitutions" (p. 156).

Under the regulations of the 'New York Local,

" The affairs of the local shall be conducted by

a Central Committee" (p. 158).

The Socialist constitution of the State expressly in-

dorsed all of the provisions of the national platform (p.

155).

The State Socialist platform expressly provides:

" Eesignation of candidates and appointees.

" Section 1. All candidates for public office or

appointees to public office selected by the dues pay-

ing membership of the Socialist Party of the State

of New York or any of its subdivisions shall sign

the final resignation blank before nomination is

made official or appointment is made final.
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'* Form of resignation. Section 2. Recognizing

the Socialist Party as a purely democratic organi-

zation in which the source and seat of all powers

lies in the dues paying membership as an elected

(or appointed) official of the party, it shall be my
duty to ascertain and abide by the wish of the

majority of the dues paying members of my local

or political subdivision.

"To the end that my official acts may at all

times be under the direction and control of the

party membership I hereby sign and place in the

hands of local to which I may be

elected (or appointed), such resignation to become

effective whenever a majority of the local shall so

vote.

" I sign this resignation voluntarily as a condi-

tion of receiving said nomination (or appointment)

and pledge my honor as a man, a Socialist, to

abide by it" (pp. 156-7).

A similar provision is contained in the county regu-

lations (p. 159).

Taken in connection with the written promise of

each of the Assemblymen to support the National,

State and local constitutions of the socialist party, it is

clear that the election of each of the Assemblymen was

secured through his adherence to and promise to

abide by the provisions of these constitutions ; but they

could not be faithful to their obligation to the Socialist

party and observe their oath, which reads " I will faith-

fully discharge the duties of the office of Assemblyman

according to the best of my ability * * * and have

not made any promise to influence the giving or with-

holding of any such vote for my election." And this

oath as subscribed by them was, in the light of their

promise to support the Socialist platforms, false.
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They abdicated their function as Assemblymen and

disqualified themselves from taking the constitutional

oath of office:

First, by their promise to subordinate their consci-

ence and patriotism on every vote in the Assembly to

the block system of party voting, no matter how destruc-

tive to good morals and public interest such vote might

be. And this promise was in direct violation of both

provisions of the oath quoted. The promise has been

kept by the Socialist Party in the Assembly in former

sessions (p. 167).

This promise must not be confused with party action

in caucus where party men uniformly reserve the

right to withdraw if a proposed measure vio-

lates their conscience or their patriotism or is not

within party issues. Under this promise, if kept, a

Socialist member binds himself to vote for a treason-

able measure if a majority of his associates do so or

if he be so directed by the dues-paying membership.

It is one thing to be a party man and act with a

party in the Legislature and quite another to promise

to be treasonable if the party so votes, as in the case

of military and naval appropriations.

Second, By their promise whenever directed so to do

by the dues paying membership of their local or the

executive committee, to vote in any particular manner

on any bill, or as to the appointment or selection of any

of the numerous public officials to be chosen by the legis-

lature.

In the Matter of Guden, 171 N. Y. 529, a sheriff of

Kings County who promised as a condition of his elec-

tion to farm out the appointments of his office, and who

was removed from his office by the Governor, Judge

O'Brien approving of the removal, says:

" In one of the charges presented to him (the

Governor) and which appears in the record it is.
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in substance, alleged that the sheriff abdicated his

powers and duties with respect to the appointment

of his subordinates to an irresponsible body of men
called a patronage committee. That is to say, he

entered into an agreement with this committee to

make such appointments of subordinates as it de-

termined upon, and that a list of forty persons was

furnished to him by this committee to be appointed

as his subordinates and that he appointed them.

The appointment of these persons, under such cir-

cumstances, was an official act relating to the pow-

ers and duties of his office. The charge, in sub-

stance, is that the sheriff farmed out to an outside

irresponsible political body the performance of

duties which devolved upon himself."

Third, By promising to resign in advance of taking

office as a pledge of their performing their promise as

required by the state and county constitutions and
by-laws.

It is claimed that the five Assemblymen did not in

fact sign such resignation blanks, but whether they

signed them or not, they promised to do so when they

joined the Socialist party, as it is a part of the Socialist

platform, and the failure to resign when requested so

to do would be a breach of their promise. This pro-

vision was intended to apply only in case of a breach

of their other promises to be guided in their official

action, not by their judgment, conscience and obliga-

tion as citizens and as officers, but by the direction they

might receive from others. The promise to resign at

dictation, not the signing of any particular form of
resignation, constitutes the offense. They could break
this promise after signing as well as before, since such a

resiitnation is revocable.
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The promise to resign, like the promise to vote and

to be controlled in relation to appointments by the dues

paying members, or the executive committee, is within

the definition of criminal conspiracy. (§ 580, Penal

Law, subdivision 6) :
" To commit any act injurious to

the public health, to good morals or to trade or com-

merce, or for the perversion or obstruction of justice, or

of the due administration of the laws." This was so

adjudged in People v. Squire, 20 Abbotts New Cases,

368. In that case Squire executed the following agree-

ment before his appointment to office

:

" New York, December 26, 1884.

" Maurice B. Flynn, Esq.,

"Dear Sir:

" In consideration of your securing not less than

four County Democracy aldermen who shall vote

for my confirmation as commissioner of public

works, in the event that the mayoj shall send in my
name for that office, I hereby agree to place my
resignation as commissioner, in case of my con-

firmation, in your hands whenever you may de-

mand the same, and further, to make no appoint-

ment in said office without your approval, and to

make such removals therein as you may suggest

and request, and to transact the business of said

office as you may direct.

" Yours very truly,

"EOLLTN M. SQUIRE."

It will be observed that Squire did not execute a

resignation, but only promised to do so, as the five

Assemblymen promised. Judge Lawrence says :
" The

fair construction of that count is that, in consideration

of the obtaining of such appointment, Squire would in
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effect abdicate his office and place his resignation in

the hands of Flynn, in case of his confirmation, when-

ever the same might be demanded, and make no ap-

pointments in said office without Mynn's approval, and

to make such removals therein as Flynn might sug-

gest and request, and transact the business of said office

as he might direct. It seems to me that there is there

stated a conspiracy for the perversion or obstruction of

justice, and certainly of the due administration of the

laws."

The political immorality, faithlessness to country,

and to their solemn oath, and complete negation of every

patriotic motive involved in these promises more clearly

appears from the provision in the national constitution

of the Socialist party that " Every person resident of

the United States of the age of eighteen years and up-

ward " whether citizen or alien, is eligible to member-

ship. The dues paying membership or the executive

committee having control over the official action of the

Assemblymen, might be composed wholly of aliens and

is so composed in part. Witness Collins says the aliens

are YO per cent of the membership.

There is no identity between the dues paying mem-
bership and the Socialist party in the Assembly dis-

tricts of the five Assemblymen. In Dewitt's district

the enrollment of the Socialist party is 1,749 ; in Orr's

district the enrollment is 2,307; in Solomon's district

the enrollment is 2,375; in Waldman's district the

enrollment is 1,378, and in Claessen's district the en-

rollment is 1,388 (p. ). The number of dues pay-

ing members who thus control an Assemblyman appears,

since there are not more than 1,200 dues paying mem-
bers in the eight Assembly districts of the Bronx

(p. 339), and could not exceed on the average 150' in

a district; froju 150 to 200 dues paying members in
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the Eighth Assembly District (Waldman), with ten

thousand voters (p. 346), and between 200 and 300

dues paying members in Claessen's district, with

12,000 voters (p. 346) j between 200 and 300 dues

paying m,embers in the seventeenth district with 13,000

voters (p. 347). The coterie or committee thus control-

ling the vote of the Assemblymen is well illustrated by

the evidence of Mayor Lunn of Schenectady saying that

with a dues paying membership of 800, it was entirely

possible, if he yielded to their claim, to be controlled by

51 out of 100 members who attended the "local" (p.

361).

The Socialist Assemblymen do not acknowledge re-

sponsibility to the state or to their constituents in their

district or even to the party that elected them but to

the " dues-paying members " only. This is a breach of

their official oath and obligation. The contractual obli-

gation thus assumed is in complete conflict with their

constitutional duty. These breaches of their oath are

the acts of members of a revolutionary party in fulfill-

ment of their party platforms and declarations.
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III.

THE SOCIALIST PAHTT IS A KBVOLUTIOWAET PAETTf,

HAVING THE SINGLE PUEPOSE OF DESTEOYING OUE INSTI-

TUTIONS AND GOVEENMENT "WHICH THET ABHOE, AND

SUBSTITUTING THE EUSSIAN-SOVIET GOVEENMENT OE

THE PEOLETAEIAT GOVEENMENT INSTEAD, TO BE CON-

TEOLLED BY THEMSELVES. THIS APPEAES EEOM THEIE

PLATFOEMS AND PBOPAGANDA.

PAETY DECLARATIONS.

From the SOCIALIST PLATFOEM OF 1917,

adopted just after the declaration of war:

SOCIALIST PAETY PLATFOEM.

" The present system of production and distri-

bution is known as the capitalistic system to dis-

tinguish it from the several systems vrhich

preceded it, such as chattel slavery and the feudal

system. Under capitalism there are two distinct

classes, the capitalist class and the working class.

The capitalist class is maintained by the taking

of rents, interests and profits.

" The working class, owning no industries, lives

by getting wages. The worker sells the only thing

that he owns, his power to labor. This power to

labor lessens with the advancing years. * * *
" Controlling the government, the capitalist

class makes laws in its own interest. Behind these

class laws is every instrument of the government to

make sacred and defend the private ownership of

land and industries and the special privileges bv

which labor is robbed.
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" Thus the economic question is a political ques-

tion. How you live is a political question of

momentous importance. The theory of a demo-

cratic government is the greatest good to the great-

est number. The working class far outnumbers

the capitalist class. This is the natural advantage

of the working class. By uniting solidly in a

political party of its own it can capture the gov-

ernment and all its powers and use them in its

own interest. * * *

" The Socialist Party aims to abolish this class

war with all its evils and to substitute for capital-

ism a new order of cooperation, wherein the work-

ers shall own and control all the economic factors

of life. It calls upon all workers to unite to

strike as they vote and to vote as they strike— all

against the master class.

" Only through this combination of our powers

can we establish the cooperative conmnonwealth,

wherein the workers shall own their jobs and re-

ceive the full social value of their product " (pp.

459-461). * * *

" The Socialist Party will ever be ready to co-

operate with the labor union in the task of organ-

izing the unorganized workers, and urges all labor

organizations, which have not already done so, to

throw their doors open to the workers of their

respective trades and industries, abolishing all

onerous conditions of membership and artificial

restrictions, with the view that their organizations

be eventually developed into industrial, as well as

militant^ class-conscious and revolutionary unions

with the development of the industries.

"In the face of the tremendous powers of the

American capitalists and their close industrial and
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political union, the workers of this country can

win their battles only through a strong class-con-

sciousness and closely united organization on the

economic field, a powerful and militant party on

the political field, and by a joint attack of both on

the common enemy" (p. 465).

The PROCLAMATION AND WAR PROGRAM
issued unanimously by the Socialist Party in April,

1917, after the declaration of war:

" The Socialist Party of the United States is

unalterably opposed to the system of exploitation

and class rule which is upheld and strengthened

by military power and sham national patriotism.

We, therefore, call upon the workers of all coun-

tries to refuse support' to their governments in

their wars. The wars of the contending national

groups of capitalists are not the concern of the

workers. The only struggle which would justify

the worlcers in taking up arms is the great struggle

of the working class of the world to free itself from

economic exploitation and political oppression, and

we particularly warn the workers against the snare

and delusion of so-called defensive warfare. As
against the false doctrine of national patriotism

we uphold the ideal of international ivorking class

solidarity. In support of capitalism, we will not

willingly give a single life for a single dollar; in

support of the struggle of the workers for freedom

we pledge our all" (p. 450).

At the same convention of 1917 the Socialist Party

repealed the anti-sabotage plank in their constitution
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(p. 456) so that from that date, viz., the time the United

States entered the war, no Socialist could be faithless

to his party who was guilty of sabotage. Sabotage is a

well-known practice. The meaning of sabotage is that

a workman may secretly or furtively disable machinery,

or in common parlance throw a wrench into the ma-

chinery so as to prevent further work being done with

it, either for a time or permanently. That the Social-

ist Party strongly opposed the practice of sabotage as

destructive of the character of the workman as well as

destructive of the machinery he destroys, appears from

the previous platform in the record (p. 475). The in-

evitable inference from the repeal of this provision

at the opening of the war is that they encouraged

sabotage in preventing the making of munitions to carry

on the war.

That the Socialists were well aware that the -course

they were pursuing in relation to the war was criminal

is shown by a letter addressed by the national secre-

tary of the Young People's Socialist League, William

P. Kruse, to the secretaries of the different branches or

locals of the league. This letter is found in the record

(pp. 608-9), and in the course of it Kruse said:************
" If you have followed my previous instructions

you will now have an unofficial ' emergency ' com-

mittee, composed of the most trustworthy young

Socialists in your League; you will have several

copies of your most important records and espe-

cially of your mailing list stowed away in various

safe and secluded places ; and you will have three

trustworthy officers broken in for each important

job that is vital to the welfare of the League. At

least one of these officers should be a girl, so that if
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our boys were all jailed for refusal to serve, the

girls can keep the League going. Now, comes the

next step. * * *

" Get the emergency officers together and lay

this matter before them. Make up your minds that

if ever the Y. P. S. L. is suppressed you will im-

mediately get together all of its members as quietly

as possible under the name of some athletic club,

dance society or pleasure club. The name of this

other organization should have nothing in com-

mon with Socialism, but it will be the Y. P. S. L.

just the same. Should this other organization be

discovered and disrupted, go through the same

process again and again and again, if necessary."

The war proclamation of the Socialist party at St.

Louis in April, 1917, was fully endorsed by the Young
People's Socialist League (p. 616-18). These young

people's Socialist organizations were started by and

aided by the Socialist party, and resolutions adopted by

the national convention to that effect (pp. 426-27).

In Septeniber, 1919, there was an emergency conven-

tion of the Socialist party of America which issued an

emergency proclamation unanimously adopted by the

party (p. 301.) in which they say:

" Peo-Wae Socialists Eepudiated.
" Recognizing this crucial situation at home

and abroad, the Socialist Party of the United

States at its first National Convention after the

war, squarely takes its position with the uncom-

promising feature of the International Socialist

movement. We unreservedly reject the policy of

those Socialists who support their belligerent capi-

talist governments on the plea of ' National De-
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fense,' and who entered into demoralizing compacts

for so-called civic peace with the exploiters of labor

during the war and continued a political alliance

with them after the war.

" We, the organi^d Socialists of America de-

clare our solidarity with the revolutionary workers

of Russia in the support of the government of their

Soviets, with the radical Socialists of Germany,

Austria and Hungary in their efforts to establish

working class rule in their countries, and with

those Socialists organizations in England, France,

Italy and other countries, who, during the war as

after the war, have remained true to the principles

of uncompromising international Socialism " (p.

305).

" WoEKEES Must Take Inbusteies.
" The great purpose of the Socialist Party is to

wrest the industries and the control of the Govern-

ment of the United States from the capitalists and

their retainers. It is our purpose to place industry

and government in the control of the workers with

hand and brain, to be administered for the benefit

of the whole community. * * *

" To win the American workers from their inef-

fective and demoralizing leadership, to educate

them to an enlightened understanding of their own

class interests, and to train and assist them to

organize politically and industrially on class lines,

in order to effect their emancipation, that is the

supreme task confronting the Socialist Party of

America.

" To this great task, without deviation or com-

promise, we pledge all our energies and resour-

ces. For its accomplishments we call for the sup-

port and cooperation of the workers of America
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and of all otlier persons desirous of ending the

insane rule of capitalism before it has the oppor-

tunity to precipitate humanity into another cata-

clysm of blood and ruin.

"Long live the International Socialist Revolu-

tion, the only hope of the suffering world!" (p.

306-7).

PROPAGANDA.

Propaganda committees constitute an essential part

of the Socialist organization, national, State and local.

See their constitutions, put in evidence as Exhibit 1

(p. 152), Exhibit 2, put in evidence (p. 155) and

Exhibit 3, put in evidence (p. 158). The propaganda

clause is quoted in the record only from the regulations

of New York county,, but is found in the State and

national constitutions, which are in evidence.

The SPEECH OF EUGENE V. DEBS on March

12, 1919, before the Socialist Party at Cleveland, pub-

lished by the committee of the Socialist Party of

Greater New York (p. 427) (Debs is claimed by
Assemblyman .Solomon as the Socialist candidate for

President in 19200 :********
" I am opposed to the system under which we

live. I am opposed to the government that compels

you, the great body of the American people, to pay

tribute to an insignificant few who enjoy life while

the great body of the people suffer, struggle, and

agonize without ever having lived. Can you

understand? I am sure you can.

" Let me get in touch with you for a while. I

am going to speak to you as a Socialist, as a revo-

lutionist, and as a holshevisi if you please.

"And what is the thing that the whole world is
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talking about? What iS it that the ruling class

power of the world are denouncing, upon which

they are pouring a flood of all their malicious lies ?
'

What is it ? It is the rise of the workers, the

peasants, the soldiers, the common man, who for

the first time in history said, ' I have made what

there is, I produced the wealth; I want to be

heard.'

" Now, for the first time in history, his bowed

head lifted, he stands erect and is beginning in his

grim strength to shake oif the manacles, straighten

himself in the sunlight, in his gigantic attitude,

opening his eyes, beginning to see for the first

time, beginning to ask why it is why he must press

his rags closer to his body, that he may not touch

the rich man's costly silks that he himself pro-

duced— why it is that he must walk in alleys,

while he is forbidden to enter the great palaces

that he has erected— why it is that he must sup-

port all the banquets of the world that he may not

taste.

" He is beginning to think. That is bolshevism

!

That is the revolution in Eussia! That is the

beginning of the end of capitalism and the end of

the beginning of Socialism

!

• "And because we say this they are going to put

us in jail. With every drop in my veins, I despise

their laws and I defy them. If the scriptures are

true, Paul was sent to prison, and shortly after-

ward the prison doors were opened by an earth-

quake..

" The earth is beginning to shake beneath the

feet of the profiteers" (pp. 428-9). * * *

" You can think a bit, and I want to stir you

into thought and action. We are on the eve of
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tremendous developm'ents. The world before your

eyes is being destroyed and recreated. Eussia is

making a beginning, the Soviet is just a sample.

They have shed some blood, they have made some

mistakes, and I am glad they have. When you

consider for a moment that the ruling class press

of the world has been villifying Lenine and Trot-

zky, you can make up your mind that they are the

greatest statesmen in the modern world. In that

brief space of time they have done more than all

the capitalist governments have ever dared to do in

constructive work. They have refused to com-

promise. They said to the old reactionaries, ' You
will not have any voice in the government until

you do useful work.'

" In every previous revolution it was said that

the working class was not ready. Russia did not

know that it was ready; that is the trouble with

the working class of the world. * * * (p.

430-31).

" We need to unite. We need to get together.

We need to feel the common touch. We need to

recognize our kinship. The world is against us if

we are not for ourselves. Through the history of

the ages you have been oppressed, you have been

downtrodden, you have been exploited, you have

been degraded. When you go for a job to the mas-

ter class you work under conditions they prescribe.

You depend upon them for work. You work for

their benefit. Do you like this ? This is capital-

ism. * * * (p. 432).

" These crimson flowers that have just been pre-

sented to me represent the springtime, the spring-

time of revolution" (p. 433).
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This speech was circulated by the New York Socialist

Committee with an introduction in part as follows:

'' Eugene Victor Debs, the Champion of the American

Working Class. His Last Speech before His Voice was

Silenced" (p. 435).

" But the events of the strike had taught Debs a

lesson that he never fo,rgot. They showed him that,

in every struggle against the working class, capital-

ism presents a solid front against the laboring class,

that the government, in every such struggle, stands

with the enormous powers of its armies and its

courts on the side of organized capital, against the

forces of labor. Debs went into Woodstock jail be-

cause he had led his class in revolt against indus-

trial oppression. He came out a confirmed Social-

ist, because he realized that the struggle of the

working class against capitalist oppression cannot

be won until the working class has captured the

entire machinery of government that to-day is the

greatest weapon in the hands of its enemies, until

it has taken control of the means of production,

to use them for its own interests" (p. 436).

See Debs article on the Mcl^amara's in the

International Socialist Review (pp. 651-658).

THE MOSCOW MANIFESTO ENDORSED BY
THE NATIONAL SOCIALIST PARTY AND DIS-

TRIBUTED AMONG THE SOCIALISTS OF
AMERICA.

The secretary of the litei'ature department of the

Socialist party says in a letter, June 21, 1919, to the

Rochester local (p. 278)

:

"1 am pleased to announce the publication of

two vital documents in pamiphlet form, viz. : ' The
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Manifesto Communist International ' issued 1919

by the Soviets of Eussia at Moscow to the toiling

masses of the world. This is undoubtedly the

greatest declaration ever issued from any working

class tribunal since the Communist Manifesto of '

Marx and Engles. * * * The second is ' The

Constitution World's First Socialist Republic.'"

EXTRACTS FROM THE MOSCOW MANIFESTO
(p. 279)

:

" For a long span of years, Socialism predicted

the inevitableness of the imperialistic war; it per-

ceived the essential cause of this war in the insati-

able greed of the possessing classes in both camps

of capitalist nations. * * * Alongside the de-

throned dynasties of the Romanoffs, HohenzoUems

and Hapsburgs, and the capitalistic cliques of these

lands, the rulers of France, England, Italy and the

United States stmid revealed in the light of unfold-

ing events and diplomatic discloswres in their im-

measureable vileness * * * (p. 281).

" Only the Proletarian Dictatorship, which

recognizes neither inherited privileges nor rights

of property, but which arises from the needs of

the hungering masses, can shorten the period of the

present crisis ; and for this purpose it mobilizes all

materials and forces, introduces the universal duty

of labor, establishes the regime of industrial dis-

cipline, this way to heal in the course of a few
years the open wounds caused by the war aaid also

to raise humanity to a new undreamed of height.

* * * (p. 283).

" The outcry of the bourgeois world against the

civil war and the red terror is the most colossal

hypocrisy of which the history of political struggles
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can boast. There would be no civil war if the ex-

ploiters who have carried mankind to the very

brink of min had not prevented every forward step

of the laboring masses, if they had not instigated

plots and murders and called to their aid armed

help from outside to maintain or restore the preda-

tory privileges. Civil war is forced upon the

laboring classes by their arch-enemies. The

working class must answer blow for blow, if it will

not renounce its own object and its own future

which is at the same time the future of all

humanity.

" The communist parties, far from conjuring up

civil war artificially, rather strive to shorten its

duration as much as possible— in case it has be-

come an iron necessity— to minimize the number

of its victims, and above all to secure victory for

the proletariat. This makes necessary the disarm-

ing of the bourgeoisie at the proper time, the arm-

ing of the laborers, and the formation of a com-

munist army as the protector of the rule of the- pro-

letariat and the inviolability of the social structure.

Such is the Red Army of Soviet Russia which

arose to protect the achievements of the working

class against every assault from within or without.

The Soviet Army is inseparable from the Soviet

State.. * * * (pp. 288-9).

" Decades of organizing and labor reformism

created a generation of leaders most of whom gave

verbal recognition to the program of social revolu-

tion but denied it in substance. * * * (p. 289).

" Proletarians of all lands ! In the war against

imperialistic barbarity, against the monarchy,

against the privileged classes, against the bourgeois

state and bourgeois property, against all forms and
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varieties of social and national oppression—
Unite!

" Under the standard of the Workingmen'i

Councils, under the banner of the Third Interna-

tional, in the revolutionary struggle for power and

the , Dictatorship of the Proletariat, proletarians

of all countries— Unite! * * * (pp. 290-91).

" The Captuee of Political Powee.
" Seizure of political povs^er by the proletariat

means destruction of the political power of the

bourgeoisie. The organized power of the bour-

geoisie is in the civil State, with its capitalistic

army under control of bourgeois-junker officers, its

police and gendarmes, jailers and judges, its

priests, government officials, etc. Conquest of the

political power means not merely a change in the

personnel of ministries but annihilation of the

enemy's apparatus of government; disarmament

of the bourgeoisie, of the counter-revolutionary offi-

cers, of the White Guard; arming of the prole-

tariat, the revolutionary soldiers, the Red Guard

of Workingmen; displacement of all bourgeois

judges and organization of proletarian courts;

elimination of control bv reactionary government

officials and substitution of new organs of manage-

ment of the proletariat. Victory of the proletariat

consists in shattering the enemy's organization and

organizing the proletarian power in the destruc-

tion of the bourgeois and upbuilding of the prole-

tarian State apparatus. Not until the proletariat

has achieved this victory and broken the resistance

of the bourgeoisie can the former enemies of the

new order be made useful, by bringing them under

control of the communistic structure and gradually

bringing them into accoxd with its work (p. 292).
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" The Way to Victobt.

" The revolutionary era compels the proletariat

to make use of the means of battle which will

concentrate its entire energies, namely, mass

action, with its logical resultant, direct conflict

with the governmental machinery in open combat.

All other methods, such as revolutionary use of

bourgeois parliamentarism, will be of only sec-

ondary significance. * * * (p. 296).

"DOWN WITH THE IMPERIAL CON-
SPIEAOY OF CAPITAL!
"LONG LIVE THE INTERNATIONAL

REPUBLIC OF THE PROLETARIAN
COUNCIL!" (p. 298).

The following extracts are from a book in Yiddish,

published by the Jewish Socialist Federation of Amer-

ica, New York, such Federation being part of the

Socialist Party, (pp. 19'9', 204, 207). Published in

Yiddish the principles of Socialism were not camou-

flaged as they frequently are in English.

" Paragraph 1.— History teaches us, that

through evolution, through natural developments

alone, no ruling class in society has yet ever been

deposed from its power. The feudal aristocracy

which lost its importance in society in the 18th

century, did not surrender its position good

naturedly. It defended its position by force, with

lead and iron. Workingmen cannot depend on

' peaceful evolution
'

; they must prepare for a

revolution, and class^dictatorship" (p. 207).

" The Socialist movement rouses the working-

men to revolution, it preaches to them class-

struggle, awakens within them class-consciousness,
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makes all necessary preparations for a Socialistic

order. When society is ready for the overturn,

when the iSocialist organization feels that the mo-

ment has come, it will make the revolution. To

predict when and how this should be done, is im-

possible. This is a thing which must be deter-

mined separately in every country, because the cir-

cumstances in every country are different. No
sooner than the revolution is made, however, the

first aim of the Socialists must be to seize the gov-

ernment, the State, by whatever means they can

succeed in doing this with and then their rule

must establish the dictatorship of the Proletariat.

" This dictatorship will be employed for one

thing, to eliminate capitalism by force, take away

by force the capital from private owners and trans-

fer it to the ownership of the community. After

this work ,is finished, there will remain nothing

more for the dictatorship, for the proletarian State

to do. The industries will then be managed by

the workingmen, through their Soviets. The eco-

nomic order will be carried out through the

Soviets. Until now the State had a function, a

task, to defend the ruling class against the op-

pressed classes. But now, when private owner-

ship is entirely eliminated, the oppressed class will

be the bourgeoisie, whom the dictatorship of the

proletariat will dominate and cause to entirely dis-

appear, then what is the State needed for ? There

will be no more State, no more dictatorship. There

will be only a Communist order, which will be

managed by the workingmen themselves, that is

by all the inhabitants of , the country, through

Soviets, or through some other system,"
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Page 20, under chapter titled, " The Socialists and

the Democratic State "

:

" Consider the question, that so long as the State

is an instrument, a tool in the hands of the bour-

geoisie in the fight against the proletariat, so long

as the State is the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie,

then why do the Socialists seek to send their rep-

resentatives there? Where do Socialists fit into

the State ? What can they do there ?

" Socialists seek to enter into the government

for two reasons, first, to be nearer to the doors of

the chambers, where dictatorship sits, and second

to hinder the dictatorial work in any way possible.

The first reason is the most important. Sitting in

Parliament or in Congress, being inside of the

government ranks, affords Socialists an opportu-

nity to find out the plans, the strategy of the State.

And knowing this, they can carry out their propa-

ganda the better" (p. 208).

" Socialists seek to be elected into the govern-

ment principally for the sake of propaganda."

" To the Socialist at present, the meaning of

class struggle, INTEEWATIONALE AND DIC-

TATORSHIP OF THE PEOLETARIAT,
MUST BE CLEAR He must understand that

Socialism is not a reform movement. He must

know, that Socialism is a Revolutionary world-

perspective, and that the Socialist movement is a

Revolutionary movement."

Same page, same chapter, continued:

" The Socialist now must grasp accurately what

the State is, what a Democracy is, and what his

attitude as a Socialist must be to the State and to

Democracy. He must cease to be a moral preacher

44
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and become a fighter. He must know that the

Socialist movement is a red movement, a move-

ment with blood in the veins, which knows that

nothing in life can be won without a struggle."

Page 23. Under chapter titled, " The Socialist

Movement After the War" (continued).

" The great task of the Socialist movement is to

create an army in the country, which should be

ready to make the Socialist revolution, when the

suitable moment arrives. This army must know

its aims, and the methods of attaining these aims.

It must be an intelligent army, every soldier in it,

must himself know the way, the plans, tlie strategy.

The Socialist soldiers must (page 24) not be blind

sheep under the command of a general. Such an

army is good only in a fight for the darkness of

reaction, not in a fight for light and freedom.

"At present it is not at all difiicult to muster and

instruct a Socialist army" (p. 209).

A second book from this Jewish iSocialist Federa-

tion was introduced in evidence (p. 210), from which

the following is quoted:

" Bolshevism is not a new Socialist theory, but

the practical carrying out in life of the old Social-

ist theory.

" Bolshevism especially is not a theory. Bol-

shevism is a method of how to establish Socialism

in life.

" Bolshevism is practical Socialism, the Social-

ism of to-day, and not of the remote future day."
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(A letter to American Workingmen from N.

Lenine:)

" It would indeed be small heroism to make a

revolution having in advance a sure guarantee

that it will be crowned with success. For that it

is not necessary to be a revolution. But since a

revolution is bound up with a risky undertakings

which can as suddenly end in defeat as in victory

there must therefore be revolutionists for it, who
have courage, boldness, and self-sacrifice."

Page 15, chapter 2:

" It must take time until the capitalistic so-

ciety is smashed and torn up by root, and it must

take time till the Socialist .Society order is built

up and organized. But in order to smash the old

order and begin to build the new, must be had first

of all, that the power of government should find

itself in the hands of the proletariat. This is the

first great, important step on the way to realiza-

tion of Socialism." (p. 216.)

Page 68, chapter 6, entitled, " Bolshevism and De-

mocracy "

:

" Is Bolshevism democratic ? Does the Bolshe-

vist revolution and the Bolshevist actions agree

with the accepted maxims of democracy? No,

they do not. But what revolution does agree

with the maxims of democracy? A revolution is

an act of violence, and is almost always carried

out by an organized resolute minority. I^o revo-

lution is decided by referendum, and no revolu-

tion is parliamentary democratically lawful.

" The Bolsheviki employed acts of violence in

their revolution, that surely is not democratic.

But how can a revolution be made without acts of

violence " ?
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Page 67, chapter 6, " Bolshevism and Democracy "

:

"If it was permissible to overthrow the Czar

by violence, then why is it not permissible to over-

throw the gentlemen and bunkers by violence ?

" Eevolution is wax, civil war, one class wars

on the other for power, and as surely as a war can-

not be conducted on sound democratic maxims,

neither can a revolution be conducted in a demo-

cratic manner. And the revolution in Russia has

not ended yet." (p. 217.)

The Americwn Socialist is the official organ of the

National Socialist Party (p. —), and published the

following in relation to Liberty bonds:

" These bonds are not for ' Liberty ' but for bond-

age. We have a right to disbelieve you gentlemen

of the administration. You are elected on the

slogan ' He kept us out of war,' and the people not

wanting war, you forced us into it.

" You told us and still tell us of your great love

for ' democracy ' and discipline when you passed

your infamous and un-American conscription law.

You in no way practice that principle. You tell

us of your great concern for the welfare of the

people, but what have you done to relieve the

pressure from constantly increasing prices of food-

stuffs? "We realize that our only hope lies in our-

selves and in keeping with that we shall rally the

workers of the country into one organization, the

Socialist Party, which is dedicated to true democ-

racy" (p. 619).

Hillquit advised against buying Liberty Bonds,

. P- 739.
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From the American Socialist of April 14, 1917, the

following

:

"WOMEN AND WAK
" By Edmund E. Beumbaugh

"A kindly, learned gentleman of ' Old Virginia '

saw two women trying to induce a young man to

enlist. ' I don't very often feel like hitting women
with a baseball bat,' he said, in relating the inci-

dent, ' but I did then.' He was an ex-Confederate

veteran. He knew what war was. An ardent paei-

.

fist, tTie action of the womien seemed despicable in

his eyes.

"And the action was despicable. Women solicit-

ing for such a purpose are only a step higher than

women who solicit for the sale of their bodies and

in fact the latter deserve only deepest compassion,

while the former are entitled only to contempt.

Such women are unworthy of their sex. Too

sacred and solemn for them is the function of

motherhood. Theirs are women's bodies, their

women's physical possibilities, but lacking in them

are women's hearts and women's souls.

" Something in military display seems to ap-

peal with particular force to the feminine nature.

Brass bands and soldierly carriage win her as well

as eloquent wooing and big bank accounts. An
effective peace propaganda, therefore, must be con-

ducted with a view to paying particular attention

to the women.
"

' Lips that touch liquor shall never touch mine

'

is the burden of an old temperance song. ' Hands

that hold guns shall never hold mine ' should be the

new version.

" Sentimental ? Yes. But sensible, neverthe-

less. It would work " (pp. 609-610).
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These platforms, declarations and propaganda are not

occasional or sporadic or due to the war, but are ex-

pressive of the deliberate purpose that has endured as

long as the Socialist Party has existed in America.

The volume of their resolutions, declarations and

propaganda is so great that they may not even be enu-

merated in this statement. It is illustrated by an arti-

cle entitled " Eespect the Uniform; Honor the I'lag,"

printed in the ISTew York Call, an organ of the Social-

ist Party on the editorial page, February 10, 1912:

"EESPECT THE UNIFORM; HONOR THE
FLAG "

By Richard Perin.

" The capitalist class, alarmed at the amazingly

rapid growth of anti-militarism in this country, is

endeavoring, through church and government, to

combat this just sentiment, and by law and precept

to create an artificial respect and love for the

soldiers' uniform and the American Flag.

" ' Respect the uniform, honor the flag,' is their

cry, and they are foolish enough to believe that if

they raise their voices loud enough and long enough

we, the workers, will become infected by their

fictitious enthusiasm and shout with them.

" ' Honor the uniform !

' Oh, surely ! Honor

the trappings and the gold lace with which they

are dressing up their weak-minded scabs ! Honor
the uniform which has the power to transform a

decent but ignorant boy of the working class into

an unthinkable savage who would, if ordered to do

by a superior in rank, shoot down his aged father

or kill his sister's unborn child with a bayonet

thrust should they happen to be on strike and cry-
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ing aloud for a little more bread, warmer clothing

and better shelter. Honor the uniform? No;
spit on it ! Make it a shame and reproach until a

worker who wears it will not dare to show his face

among decent working people.

" Honor the uniform ! Honor that which gives

a free license to kill if the victim happens to be a

worker ? Honor that which stands for oppression,

,- )V the loafer against the worker, for the master

against the slave? Honor that which causes a

worker to become a traitor to his class, to forget

his ties of blood, and for pay to deliver himself

over body and soul to his natural enemy, the capi-

talist class? Honor the Judases, the Benedict

Arnolds of the working class ? Our masters insult

us by even asking such a thing.

" Shall we honor the Massachusetts militiamen,

who, without the slightest provocation, murdered

a young worker ? Is that what you want us to do,

you capitalists, you cardinals and presidents ? You
ask too late, for we already despise and loathe your

decorated hirelings, and are, as time passes, mak-

ing it more and more difficult for you to recruit

our decent boys and transform them into loath-

some parasites.

" 'At least honor the flag,' they cry in despera-

tion. ' Honor the flag which stands for freedom,

equality and fraternity.'

"What flag? The American flag? The Stars

and Stripes ? The flag which floats over every hell

hole of mine and mill and prison ? The flag which

floats over every station house and barracks whence

issue police and soldiers to batter down and mur-

der workers exercising their constitutional rights

of free speech and free assemblage? Honor the
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flag which you, our masters, have changed from a

flag of liberty into a symbol for the cmelest ex-

ploitation and vilest oppression of the new civil-

ization.

" If I had been Samuel Gompers when he was

reproached by the capitalists for placing hi^ foot

on the American flag, I would have answered

:

" ' Yes, I trampled on it, and more than that I

spit upon your flag, not mine. I loathe the Stars

and Stripes, once the symbol of liberty for all, but

now the stripes represent the bloody stripes left by

your lash on the back of the worker, and the stars

the bullet and bayonet wounds in his breast. To

hell with your flag !

'

" There is and can be but one flag for which an

intelligent workingman can have any respect, the

flag of humanity, the flag of human brotherhood,

the red flag of the working class. It stands for

justice, for equality of opportunity, for the aboli-

tion of the war, the end of oppression and exploi-

tation, for care free childhood, for glorious unfet-

tered manhood and womanhood and for honored

and protected old age.

" When the red flag flies above our homes and

our nation, we shall honor it and love it. But
until it does we refuse to recognize or respect any

flag which is merely the symbol of and protects

some national section of international capitalism.

Down with the Stars and Stripes! Eun up the

Eed Mag of humanity !
" (pp. 847-8).

It is by pressing propaganda of this kind through a

period of years that the end is sought to be accom-

plished. As Martens, the Russian Ambassador of the

Bolshevik government said, " The Russian revolution

is fifty years old, and the result of their propaganda."
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Morris Hillquit says in his communicatioii to the

" Call " on page 351, in speaking of the division in the

Socialist ranks, " the bulk of their following is good

socialist material, and when the hour of the real social-

ist fight strikes, in this country, we may find them,

again in oiir ranks."

IV.

THE SOCIALIST PAETT IS NOT A WATIONAI, PAETT, LIKE

THE DEMOCEATIC PAETY OE THE EEPUBLICAN PAETY^

WHOSE AIM IS TO CONSEEVE AND PEESEEVE THE WATION.

THE SOCIALIST PAETY IS AN ANTI-NATIONAL PAETY

WHOSE ALLEGIANCE IS GIVEN TO THE INTERNATIONALE

AND NOT TO THE UNITED STATES WHOSE GOVEENMENT

AND INSTITUTIONS IT WOULD DESTEOY.

This proposition is well established by the platform

and propaganda of the party and the speeches already

quoted. Special reference may be made however to the

following

:

At their national convention in April, 1917, the

party after declaration of war by the United States

declared

:

(From the report of the Committee on War and

Militarism, p. 449_ of printed record.)

" The Socialist Party of the United States in

the present grave crisis solemnly reaffirms its allegi-

ance to the principle of Internationalism and work-

ing class solidarity the world over and proclaims

its unalterable opposition to the war just declared

by the government of the United States."

" The Socialist Party of the United States is

unalterably opposed to the system of exploitation

and class rule which is upheld and strengthened
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by military power and sham national patriotism.

We, therefore, call upon the Workers of all coun-

tries to refuse support to their governments in their

wars. The wars of the contending national groups

of capitalists are not the concern of the workers.

The only struggle which would justify the workers

in taking up arms is the great struggle of the work-

ing class of the world to free itself from economic

exploitation and political oppression, and we par-

ticularly warn the workers against the snare and

delusion of so-called defensive warfare. As against

the false doctrine of national patriotism we uphold

the ideal of international working class solidarity.

In support of capitalism, we will not willingly

give a single life for a single dollar ; in support of

the struggle of the workers for freedom we pledge

our all." (Proclamation and War Program, p.

450.)

In the amendment to their national platform in

1919, just approved by the vote of the Socialist party

(see admission made on February 10), the party de-

clares :

"Any International, to be effective in this crisis,

must contain only those elements who take their

stand unreservedly upon the basis of the class

struggle, and who by their deeds demonstrate that

their adherence to this principle is not mere lip

loyalty. * * *

" The Socialist party of the United States, in

principle and in its past history, has always stood

with those elements of other countries that re-

mained true to their principles. The manifestos,

adopted in national convention at St. Louis

(1917) and Chicago (1919), as well as Eefer-
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endum ' D ' 1919 unequivocally afiSrm this stand.

These parties, the Majority parties of Kussia,

Italy, Switzerland, Norway, Bulgaria, Serbia,

Greece, and growing minorities in every land, are

uniting on the basis of the preliminary convoca-

tion, at Moscow, of the Third International. As

in the past, so in this extreme crisis, we must take

our stand with them.

" The Socialist Party of the United " States,

Therefore, declares itself in support of the Third

(Moscow) International, * * * *"
(pp. 326-7).

Algarnon Lee, the head of the Kand School, was

asked on page 536:

" Q. Do you mean by the Internationale a con-

vention? A. I mean these conventions ox con-

gresses, the International Socialist Bureau estab-

lished by these Congresses, with its executive com-

mittee and its secretary which acts in the interim

between Congresses, and I mean the Socialist Par-

ties of the various countries as affiliated, as repre-

sented in these Congresses and affiliated with this

Bureau."

And again at page 569, the following:

" Q. When you spoke of ' we having a certain

number of seats,' whom did you mean ? A. Social-

ists.

" Q. Socialists. The Socialists were the social-

ists who had a certain number of seats in the

Duma, a Russian body, that had a certain number

of seats in the Austrian House of Legislation?

A. Yes.

" Q. ' We, the Socialists, had a certain number

of representatives in other national parliamentary
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and legislation-making organizations or bodies ?

'

A. Yes, yes.

" Q. There was, you say, and it has been indi-

cated a number of times upon the record, opposi-

tion, thorough-going, unwavei'ing, undeviating

opposition to the war by the Socialist party every-

where? A. Yes.

" Q. Yes. And of course that attitude with

respect to the war followed the program adopted

by the Internationale ? I think that Mr. Stedman

directed your attention to that, is that true? A.

Yes, yes.

"Q. That opposition would, of course, be the

strongest in those countries where the Socialist

party was the strongest, wasn't it? A. If the

Socialist parties in those countries acted in accord-

ance with that general conception.

" Q. Yes ; so that the countries where the Social-

ist party had the largest share in the determina-

tion of national policy, would find itself committed

to that extent to the program of the Socialist party

with regard to preparation of war and fox the con-

tinuance of war wouldn't it? A'. It would in so

far as it was under the Socialist influence.

" Q. It would *in so far as it was under the

Socialist influence? A. Yes. It would find itself

committed to such a policy as would prevent the

outbreak of war.

" Q. That would very largely, would it not, Mr.

Lee, place countries where there was a very large

influence of the Socialist party, very largely at the

mercy of those countries that did not have such

a large Socialist representation? A. Oh, I see

your point.

" Q. Yes; it is quite obvious? A. That is just

the reason, sir, for the necessity of an Interna-
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tional rather than a purely national action upon

such questions.

" Q. Yes, but the effect of it, so far as the indi-

vidual country is concerned, is determined by the

extent to which the Socialist movement has

progressed in any given country? A. And by the

particular lines of action which it may follow.

" Q. So it may follow— A. Which may be in-

fluenced by the consideration, amlong other things,

of the point you have mentioned " (pp. 570-571).

The American Socialist party is a part of the In-

ternationale, and the Internationale is the expression

of the organized activity of socialism as centralized in

its international congresses represented by the groups of

all nations (p. 771). It is not an American party, but

an international party (p. 774).

Hillquit, the leading counsel for the Socialist party,

was a delegate to the Copenhagen Internationale in

1910, and in his report to American Socialists stated

that the socialist party in America stands in accord

with the fundamental principles of international social-

ism in theory and practice (p. 771).

Class struggle is a part of the world-wide propa-

ganda of the Socialist party (p. 678), and when Social-

ism triumphs, all boundary lines between nations is to

be wiped out (p. 893).

The International revolution is promulgated because

it is thought the Russian revolution cannot be endur-

ing unless it extends to other countries (pp. 677—8).

Thus the propaganda instigated in Russia by Lenine

and Trotzsky is aimed at the destruction of the Ameri-

can Republic (p. 676).

While the Socialist party may be known as a pacifist

party in wars between separate nations, it is in fact for

universal war (p. 863).
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Social revolution is a cardinal belief of all socialists

as the necessary means of bringing about the destruc-

tion of the present order and the abolition of existing

institutions (p. 673') to be followed by the collective

commonwealth (p. 674).

The conflict of Socialism with national welfare be-

came acute as the war progressed. Those Socialists

abroad who felt it their duty to support their nations

in time of war, were outlawed from the party, and

every patriotic American who prior to the war, was a

member of this party, was obliged to sever his relation-

ship vsdth the party or become a traitor. Nothing could

establish more conclusively the fact that it is impos-

sible to be a Socialist and a patriot at the same time.

Being citizens of the Internationale rather than of

the United States, the Socialists of course prefer the

triumph of the Internationale to the maintenance of

the United States as a government or countiy. They
are accordingly opposed to an army or navy or war

which tends to maintain the government of the United

States and so prevents the triumph of the Interna-

tionale.
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V.

" MASS ACTION " AND THE " GENEEAL STEJKE " AKE

ADVOCATED AND URGED BY THE SOCIALIST PARTY AS A

PART OF THE PLAN TO BEING ABOUT CONDITIONS FAVOR-

ABLE TO REVOLUTION, AND AS INSTRUMENTS OF REVOLU-

TION AND NOT TO REMEDY INDUSTRIAL EVILS. THE

REVOLUTIONARY FUUPOSE AND NON-POLITICAL CHAR-

ACTER OF SUCH ACTS MAKE THEM TREASONABLE, AND

"WHETHER CRIMINAL OR NOT IN THE ABSENCE OF SUCH

PURPOSE, TREASONABLE WITH IT.

While this proposition is well supported by the

platforms and propaganda of the Socialist party already

quoted, special reference may be had to the following

documents and proofs: The preamble unanimously

adopted on the submission of the amendment to the

Socialist constitution at the national convention of

the Socialist party in Chicago in September last,

declared

:

" The Socialist party seek to organize the work-

ing class for independent action on the political

field, not merely for the betterment of their con-

ditions, but also and above all with the revolution-

ary aim of putting an end to exploitation and class

rule. Such political action is absolutely necessary

to the emancipation of the working class, and the

establishment of genuine liberty for all.

"To accomplish the same, it is necessary that

the working class he powerfully and solidly orgaro-

ized also on the economic field, to struggle for the

same revolutionary goal; and the Socialist party

pledges its aid in the task of promoting such in-

dustrial organizations and waging such industrial

struggle for emancipation," (P. 324.)
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In the manifesto issued by the same convention:

"To insure the triump of Socialism in tTie

United States the bulk of the American workers

must be strongly organized politically as Socialists,

in constant, clear-cut and aggressive opposition to

aU parties of the possessing class. They must be

strongly organized in the economic field on broad

industrial lines, as one powerful and harmoni-

ous class organization, co-operating with the So-

cialistic party, and ready in cases of emergency

to reinforce the political demands of the working

class by industrial action.

"To win the American workers from their in-

effective and demoralizing leadership, to educate

them to an enlightened understanding of their

own class interests, and to train and assist them

to organize politically and industrially on class

lines, in order to effect their emancipation, that

is the supreme task confronting the Socialist party

of America.

"To this great task, without deviation or com-

promise, we pledge all our energies and resources.

For its accomplishment we call for the support

and co-operation of the workers of America and of

all other persons desirous of ending the insane rule

of capitalism before it has the opportunity to pre-

cipitate humanity into another cataclysm of blood

and ruin.

"Long live the International Socialist Revolu-

tion, the only hope of the suffering world !

"

(Pages 306-7.)

At the National Convention of the Socialist Party

of America, held in St. Louis, immediately after the

declaration of war by the United States, a resolution
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was adopted containing the following provision (see

page 455 of the record) :

" 5. Extension of the campaign of education

among the workers to organize them into strong,

class-conscious, and closely unified political and

industrial organizations, to enable them by con-

certed and harmonious mass action to shorten this

war and to establish lasting peace."

The Socialist platform adopted at the same conven-

tion contained the following admonition— referring to

the Socialist Party:

" It calls upon all workers to unite to strike as

they vote, and to vote as they strike— all against

the master class." * * *

" Only through this combination of our powers

can we establish the co-operative commonwealth "

(p. 461).

In a resolution adopted at the same convention we
find the following:

" The Socialist Party will ever be ready to co-

operate with the labor unions in the task of organ-

izing the unorganized workers, and urges all labor

organizations, which have not already done so, to

throw their doors open to -the workers of their

respective trades and industries, abolishing all

onerous conditions of membership and artificial

restrictions, with the view that their organizations

he eventually developed into industrial, as well as

militant, class-conscious and revolutionary unions

with the development of the industries.
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" In the face of the tremendous powers of the

Aiaerican capitalists and their close industrial and

political union, the workers of this country can

win their battles only through a strong class-con-

sciousness, and closely united organization on the

economic field, a powerful and militant party on

the political field, and 'by a joint attack of both on

the common enemy."

In furtherance of this plan of industrial organization

and action, the following instructions were given to

members of the Socialist Party in the same resolution

:

" It is also the duty of the members of the

Socialist Party who are eligible in the unions to

join and be active in their respective labor organ-

izations."

These declarations are an echo from the Moscow

manifesto :
" Whenever the masses are awakened to

consciousness, Workers', Soldiers' and Peasants' Coun-

cils will be formed." * * *

" To fortify these councils, to increase their

authority, to oppose them to the State apparatus

of the bourgeoisie, is now the chief task of the

class-conscious and honest workers of all countries.

By means of these councils the working class can

counteract that disorganization which has been

brought into it by the infernal anguish of the war,

by hunger, by the violent deeds of the possessing

classes, and by the betrayal of their former leaders.

By means of these councils the working classes will

gain power in all countries most readily and most

certainly when these councils gain the support of

the majority of the laboring population. By means
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of these councils the working class, once attaining

power, will control all the fields of economic and

cultural life, as in the case of Russia at the present

time" (pp. 287, 288).

" Bourgeois democracy, with its parliamentary

system, uses words to induce belief in popular par-

ticipation in government. Actually the masses

and their organizations are held far out of reach

of the real power and the real State administra-

tion. In the Council system the mass organiza-

tions rule and through them the mass itself, inas-

much as the Councils draw constantly increasing

numbers of workers into the State administration

;

and only by this process will the entire working

population gradually become part of the govern-

ment. The Council system also builds itself

directly on the mass organizations of the prole-

tariat, on the councils, themselves, the revolu-

tionary trade unions, the co-operatives, etc. Bour-

geois democracy and its parliardentary system

sharpen the separation of the masses from the

State by division of the government into legisla-

tive and executive powers, and through parliamen-

tary mandates beyond popular recall. The
Council system, by contrast, unites the masses

with the organism of government by right of

recall, amalgamation of legislative and executive

powers, and by use of working roads " * * *

(pp. 2i9'3-294).

" THE WAY TO VICTOET.

" The revolutionary era compels the proletariat

to make use of the means of battle which will con-

centrate its entire energies, namely, mass action,

with its logical resultant, direct conflict with the
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governmental machinery in open combat. All

other methods, such as revolutionary use of bour-

geois parliameutarism, will be of only secondary

significance" (p. 296.)

Not differing from the Communists in principle

(p. 84:6), the Socialists would unite with them for the

common end.

See letter of the secretary and Executive Com-

mitee of the iNew York State Socialist party to the

" Eochester Communist " dated September 29, 1919

:

" To all Socialist party locals, State of iN'ew

York. Dear Comrades : It has come to the atten-

tion of the State Executive Committee that a situa-

tion has developed in various sections of the State

wherein members of the communist or of the com-

munist labor parties, have been nominated for

public office on the Socialist party ticket.

" It is imperative that The Working Class shall

stand as a unit in its struggle against the capital-

istic class.

" You are urged to go forward with your cam-

paign just as vigorously as ever regardless of the

makeup of the ticket at the present moment.
Whatever the personnel of the ticket may be, you
will be voting for the Working Class and Social-

ism. Let us prove our devotion to the slogan,

' Workers of the World Unite ' ;
' You Have Noth-

ing to Lose But Your Chains ! You have a World
to Gain !

' Forget the personalties and wage the

strongest campaign we have ever yet put up.

"Yours for Socialism (pp. 811-12).
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The meaning of industrial action, as understood by

the members of the Socialist Party of America, was

stated by Algernon Lee (p. 580) :

" Q. Are strikes one of the means of mass ac-

tion which the Socialist Party contemplates the

use of? A. On occasions where they are suitable

for the purposes of the working class, yes, sir.

" Q. Did you ever hear of any political party

advocating the use of strikes ? A. Oh, yes.

" Q. Socialist Party ? A. Yes.

" Q. Did you ever hear of a general strike ? A.

Very often.

" Q. What is a general strike ? A. A general

strike means a strike which, if the phrase is used

accurately -—
" Q. Let's use it accurately. A. Yes. It means

a strike which extends to tiumerous trades and oc-

cupations for some general purposes concerning

the interest of the working class movement as a

whole.

" Q. Yes. A. We might call it a general strike

without it being absolutely universal. I suppose

it would be hard to say just how large it would be

to call it general, but I think my answer is clear.

" Q. The general strike ? A. Very frequently

the general strike is used to back up political ac-

tion, not always."

Speaking of this organization of workers, the wit-

ness Collins says:

"A. I would say that from the interpretation

by the authorities of Socialism, of Marx, Engels,

Liebknecht and down to Debs in our own country.
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that the prime object of the formation of an in-

dustrial so-called organization among the workers

is for the purpose of capturing the working class

machinery, the trade union movement, to use that

as the lever or crow-bar, and by means of mass

action, and revolutionary action, by such mass

action, to entirely destroy the existing institutions

of society, and the present order of government

"

(p. 6M).

The witness continues:

" Q. Have you heard the term, industrial ac-

tion, defined by members of the Socialist Party?

A. Yes, very frequently.

"Q. What is their definition? A. That in-

dustrial action would be the direct action of the

workers when the expedient time had arrived for

bringing about the revolution.

" Q. Are you familiar with the use of the term

mass action by members of the Socialist Party of

America as an essential means for accomplishing

their objects ? A. I am-

" Q. What is meant by mass action ? A. Mass

action would be the solidarity of the workers as

workers alone for the purpose of directing that

action when the time became expedient, and

deemed by the great number as expedient, to de-

stroy the present order of society" * * * (pp.

667-8-9).

" Q. Have you heard representatives of the

Socialist Party urge that a revolutionary attitude

be adopted by the trade union with respect to insti-

tuting commonwealth control by the soKsalled

workers in their own interests as a class in opposi-
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tion to what they term capitalistic class? A. I

hare.

" Q. What have you heard Socialists say in

their public utterances as to the use to be made in

the general strike in forcing their demands upon
the American people? A. That it was the one

real weapon to be used by Socialism for the pur-

pose of arousing the working class to bring about

the revolution, and, of course, it has nothing to do

with the legitimate aspirations of the workers pass-

ing the expression of the labor movement."

And further:

" The general strike comes as a result of the

manufacturing of class hatred in the hearts of the

workingmen, upon the contention that the work-

ingman must inevitably hate and despise the man
for whom he works. That the workingman, hat-

ing the man for whom he works, that this bitter-

ness and hatred must be organized until finally it

is organized sufficiently to bring about mass action,

and the general strike for the purpose of destroy-

ing the present order of government and the insti-

tutions of society. That is the general strike.

" Q. That is, so-called ' general strike ' means a

strike of all industries at the same time ? A. ' Gen-

eral strike ' would mean, if socialism were success-

ful in bringing it about, it would be absolute stop-

ping of all industries, and the demoralizing of

every institution of government" (p. 677).

One of the means of precipitating the crisis is mass

action involving violence if necessary. The only differ-
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ence of opinion is as to the time when expedient (p.

674).

The general strike is but a phase of this mass action

(p. 675), and is endorsed by the Socialist Party (p.

395).

The supreme importance attached by the Socialist

party to mass action and the general strike as a means

of accomplishing their revolutionary purpose appears

from the war proclamation of 1917, issued immediately

after the declaration of war:

"In harmony with these principles, the Social-

ist party emphatically rejects the proposal that in

time of war the workers should suspend their

struggle for better conditions. On the contrary,

the acute situation created by war calls for an even

more vigorous prosecution of the class struggle,

and we recommend to the workers and pledge our-

selves to the following course of action

:

"1. Continuance, active, and public opposi-

tion to the war, through demonstration, mass

petitions, and all other means within our

power."

Mass action and the general strike are employed to

overcome representative government through violence;

to enable the minority to overcome the majority; and

will not he delayed to enable the nation to win a war or

repel a foe.
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VI.

THE FIVE ASSEMBLYMEN- STAND SQUAEELY WITH
THEIR PARTY FOB THE OVEETHEOW OF OUE GOVEEN-
MBNT. THEEE OF THEM CLAESSENS, SOLOMON AND
WALDMAN AVOWED THESE DOCTRINES AS CANDIDATES
FOR THE ASSEMBLY.

OLAESSEI^S •

On the 7th of JSTovember, 1919, at Park View Palace,

110th street and Fifth avenue, the Socialist Party of

New York celebrated the second anniversary of the

Eussian-.So;viet Eepublic (p. 228). Before Claessens

spoke, Alexander Trachtenberg, the presiding officer,

said:

" This meeting has been arranged by the Social-

ist Party of New York County, to celebrate the

second anniversary of the proletarian revolution

which took place in Kussia on JSTovember 7th, 1917.

Those of you who are members of the party, those

of you who are Socialist sympathizers, those of

you who read the Call or Forwarts, or any other

Socialist publication, are well acquainted with the

history of the Russian revolution beginning March,

1917, up to the uprising in 1917, in November,

and the establishment of a Soviet Grovemment.

When we celebrate the second anniversary of the

Russian revolution, as we celebrate the first anni-

versary, and in fact as we celebrate the establish-

ment of the Soviet G-overnment, we always try to

draw a few lessons for us in America, for the or-

ganized labor amd Socialist movement in this

country, because there is no use homing revolutions
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somewhere else if the workers of the other coun-

tries cannot profit by it.

" The reason for such a thing as an isolated

revolution in some comer of the earth, where the

people of the other parts of the world will not

profit by it— and therefore, on tins second anni-

versary, we ought to think, and think very deeply

as to what the meaning is of that revolution ; what

it means "not only to the Russian worker ; what it

means to the worTcers of the world; what it means

to the movement we have been working for atid

fighting for for so many years, and what it means

for us in the future. It seems to me as it seems

to the Socialists of America that this establishment

of the workers' government in Russia proves one

thing, that if the workers are organized, organized

poUtioally and economically, and organized in a

way we ha/oe to understand not only their imme-

diate conditions, not only their immediate require-

ments, but understand the great purpose of an or-

ganized labor movement, with them to understand

the great mass of the working class and what they

have to perform in this world— then we can have

not only a Soviet Russia, but a Soviet Oovemment
in England, Germany, amd a Soviet America, just

as well. {Applause.) * * *

" We must then take this lesson, but if the

American working class were organized on the

same basis as the Eussian workers were, fully un-

derstanding the mission of the working class, we
probably to-day in America would perhaps be cele-

brating our own establishment of a working gov-

ernment, our own establishment of a Soviet gov-

ernment, instead of only celebrating what has

happened there on the other side of the ocean.
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" The Socialist party is very anxious in organ-

izing these meetings, in putting forth proclama-

tions on this subject, to call attention to the work-

ers of America, that the Russian Socialist revolu-

tion in November, 1917, teaches the workers of

the world that great lesson, that solidarity, class

consciousness, sacrificial idealism which Russian

workers have manifested in this great work, is not

only purely a Russian method, but it is an inter-

national method ; and if our hearts and our minds

link together with those Russian comrades and we
understand them, then we know what it is up to us

to do in this country.

" I have no more to tell you. You reason it out

for yourselves" (pp. 2Y1-272).

Trachtenberg was followed and endorsed by Claes-

sens. Claessens' speech is reported in full at page 229.

Among other things Claessens said ; * * *

" Yes, as Comrade Trachtenberg said, when we
read and when we hear these things, we immedi-

ately begin to grasp the significance of what Social-

ists call the 'Social Revolution.' The revolution

itself, you know, which so scared the average thick-

headed American (laughter) into the idea of blood-

shed and violence, a revolution that history tells

us is a very harmless sort of thing— it is a change

in the form of government—'A change from a

kingdom to a so-called republic is accomplished by

revolution.' ' Revolutions,' says Kirkpatrick, ' are

seldom noisy or bloody, unless the ruling class

imprudently and stupidly stand in the path of

progress and cry Halt '— just like a locomotive,

not dangerous at all, but a very useful thing, ex-

cept to a jackass that will stand on the tracks
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(laughter) ; that is, locomotives were not built to

kill ; they were built to move forward, to do some

good. (p. 230.) * * *

" The foundation of present day society is the

exploitation of one human being by another. We
want to strike at that from the foundation, and in

removing the private ownership of the things that

are necessary to life, we remove the foundation,

and once you remove the foundation the entire

structure. collapses, ought not to be rebuilt. We
Socialists are social revolutionists; and for some

of the detectives that are here, let me tell you that

we are really the most peaceful people in the

world, so much so that we are pacifists. * * *

" When I pick up the newspapers, and you pick

up the newspapers, and you read of the race riots,

you read of the brutality, the bestiality of the great

mass of the American people, you will find that we
are stiU such an inferior and beastlike set of crea-

tures that we are far from that fine spirit of ideal-

ism which our comrades in Russia are so many
thousand years ahead of us. (Applause.) (p.

231.) * * *

" I know some people said yesterday, and I

know some of you feel ' To Hell with the whole

matter of voting ; to Hell with the whole form of

government.' If the government rests upon
thievery and fraud, then you have no government,

you might just as well refer to this nation

as 'The United States of Thieves'; but .1

am not one of those to become pessimistic.

We are here tonight celebrating the second

anniversary of the Eussian Eevolution; and,

comrades, while the Russians have not the

privilege of voting, if it may be called the privi-
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lege in the days of a czar, they had not themselves

What you would call a democracy before the czar;

yet our comrades in Russia were also treated like

dogs, were also shot and hung, and sent to Siberia.

Every dirty trick they used against us here was

used against them, and only worse, and did they

stop ? Did it kill their spirit ? Did they say, ' Oh,

what's the use ? Give it up, you caimot accomplish

anything. You are up against a mightier power

;

what is the good ?
' Our Russian comrades did not

say that. They were fighters; and when we are

celebrating the second anniversary of the Russiafi

Revolution, we celebrate the second anniversary of

the success of fighting men and women, and if we
celebrate that in the highest possible form, not only

in our idealism, but in our enthusiasm, then we

celebrate it also as martyrs, and not as cowards

(Applause).

I warn you, comrades, that we are not going to

lay down on the job, and I have spoken around the

street comers, the night before last, and I have

told my constituents the same of such a condition.

I have likewise told any person who still remains

a Democrat or a Republican—^ I do not care how

honest and clean you may be, you are an accom-

plice of a crook. You have absolutely no right to

speak of democracy (applause). You have abso-

lutely no right to speak of an American Republic

;

there is no American Republic. It is merely one

huge institution based upon fraud—^God Almighty

— If the men and women cannot cast their ballots,

if they cannot get counted their own ideas, what is

the sense of this whole thing ?

Now, thank goodness, Socialists are not only

working along political lines. If we thought for a
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minute it was merely a dream on our part, a great

political controversy until we have a majority of

men elected, and then, by merely that majority

declare the revolution, if any of you smoke that

pipe-dream, if that is the quality of opium you are

puffing now, give it up. Give it up. Yet I do not

want any of you to go to the opposite extreme.

The economic movement is also the movement by

which Socialists are marching on; but the eco-

nomic movement also has its shortcomings ; and it

also meets the Cossacks, and the brutal forces of

the capitalist power in every way. But there are

other things we want. We are working not merely

upon the industrial, upon the political, not merely

in the cooperatives, but along the broad lines of

education, and I do not know, and you do not

know, and there is today nobody in this room that

knows how the social i-evolution will be accom-

plished in this country. At least, the luck that

the Russians have, I doubt whether we will have

it for ten million men to walk home, leaving their

offices, in the sewers (inaudible) — walk home
with guns, that is a picnic, that is easy for any

revolution— (inaudible). (Laughter.) But that

is a condition that you have not got here.

" Yes, and in celebrating the second anniversary

of the Russians, we celebrate their enthusiasm and

their spirit, and you cannot celebrate without get-

ting that spirit into you also. * * *

" Others of us have to do that. We capture one

section and move on to the next, until wa reach

more and more, and ultimately realize— do not

get behind, do not let the thing of last Tuesday

wear on your nerves. It was meaai, it was dirty,

it was the lowest— and if that is American—
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well, then, we are proud to be called non-Ameri-

cans (laughter). The dirty, trashy way— if that

gang stands for that, refers to Eussia as a country

of atrocities, then, I tell you, some day the Hus-

sians will have to send missionaries to the United

States (applause), for the purpose of bringing

decency in here.

" My God, when I looked at some of those dope

fiends that sat aro.und some of those boards, I

thought to myself -— some smile, gentlemen,

and newspapers talk about the nationalization of

women in Russia. If there was an ounce of truth

in your particular damnable lot, you would be the

first ones to take a steamer to go to Kussia. The

language that those men used at the polling place

there was absolutely unfit for pigs ; and those are

the types that we are supposed to believe uphold

our American democracy. If there was not a fact

that a change was coming, we would say :
' To

hell with the whole business.' But we are going

to the Assembly, and we will tell it to them. There

are five of us. Charlie Solomon is one. There

are others and I will go myself into the bargain,

and we will tell them something. But we won't

waste as much time in the Assembly, comrades,

talking to that bunch that sit there with stolen

property sitting in their seats, but we will use our

position with the Assembly and reach the Henry

Dubs and speak to them, and I can assure you,

comrades, we won't sleep one night when we are in

Albany, but every night we will be speaking in

Troy, Schenectady and Amsterdam. Everywhere

around there, arousing the workers wherever we

possibly can.

" So, let us rejoice tonight. What has happened

is not so serious. What has happened is good, inso-
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far as it is but another reason and argument that

proves the necessity of not merely a political vic-

tory, but a social revolution. (Great applause)."

WALDMAlSr AND SOLOMON.

On the same 7th day of November, 1919, there was

another celebration of the Russian revolution at

Brown's Labor Lyceum, Sackett street, Brooklyn

(309). The meeting was addressed by James -O'lSTeil,

whose speech is given at page 411. O'Neil said in part

:

*********
" But, they say, that there have been violences

in Russia. .Some violence in a revolution! Just

imagine ! Do they think a revolution is a pink tea

party, for men and women to gather around the

table and say, ' Now, let us have a revolution.

Have a drink with me. Let us have a drink. Let

us drink to the success of the revolution ' — and

then you go out and slap a Bolsheviki on the wrist,

and say, ' Please depart ; we want a little revolu-

tion.' (Laughter.) Is that the way you have a

revolution ?

" Every tremendous appeal in the world's his-

tory that has brought about new institutions, every

great revolution, the French Revolution, the

American Revolution, the Russian Revolution—
all such revolutions have been accompanied with

more or less violence, and it is impossible to dis-

pense with it. * * * (pp. 413-14).
" So that there is not a crime, there is not an

atrocity, there is not an injustice that is charged

against the ruling party in Russia but can be

brought, to a large extent, with equal, with more
justice, against many of the politicians and the

Administration in the United States to-day.
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'' What they hold up to, us is an image of their

own rotten dirty regime in the United States, and

this particular thing, this vile thing that they have

made a thing of hatred and disgust throughout the

United States, they have labeled it the Bolshe-

viki. * * * (p. 417).

" We have a big struggle before us. They would

like to goad us into some conduct that would enable

them to cmsh us, but we shall not play their game;

we shall continue our efforts along peaceful, in-

telligent, educational lines, knowing that in the

last analysis that once we reacli the heart, the

brain, the conscience of the great master of the

American people, come what will, gags, chains,

jails, cannot prevent us from transforming the

United States into a genuine, thorough-going in-

dustrial democracy of Socialism. (Great ap-

plause.)

" That may be years, but it may be only a few

years. My judgment is that if Europe goes Social-

ist— and the bankers of the United States who

return from Europe are afraid that it is going to

go Socialist within the next year— if it does go

Socialist, capitalism cannot permanently last in the

Westiern Hemisphere; it has got to go Socialist

also." * * *

Chairman Solomon's speech, immediately following

O'Neil's speech, said:

" Chairman Solomon.— Comrades, I think so

much of that speech, that we are going to ask our

good friend who is taking it, the stenographer in

the corner, I presume for the police authorities or

for the Department of Justice, to please transcribe

45
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a copy of it for us. We will be hnppy to pay any-

thing tvitliiu reason for a transcript of that speech.

I think it was a fine speech. I think the Socialist

Party vvill be happy to print it in the form of a

pamphlet, i£o that we may distribute it or sell it as

propaganda literature. (Great applause.)

"'The- pity of it is this: Tltat when the police

officials' or the Department of Justice agents read

that speech, findinr/ nothing in it that in their judg-

ment is seditious or violative of the law, they will

pass it up, unappreciative of the splendid message

thtit it doiitains.

" if only we could be assured that the speech

would have an enlightening effect upon a narrow-

minded lot of blind bats, who will read it, there

wouW bo some satisfaction in the whole situation

beyrtud this meeting; but since we know that so far

as wo are concerned, they will look for a word here

arid a-iVoird there and a phrase here and a phrase

there, iipon which they^ may pin an indictment,

why "tHere is nothing but despair so far as they are

concei^ncd "
( j). 420 )

.

Waldman jnade a speech at the same meeting which

is recorded in full at page 310, from which the follow-

ing extracts are printed : * * *

." In that decree (Moscow) there was a clause

which must have been a copy of one of the laWs

pass^^d in, the State of ISTew York a couple of years

ago. when I was in the Legislature, and this is

what it was : They declared an industry in Eussia

non-,essential. You remember the law they passed

here, as to certain industries in the State of New
York as bmng non-essential. Do you remember it ?
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They also passed a law there declaring certain in-

dustries non-essential. Among those industries

was clipping dividends, making profits, getting

bank accounts, owning mines, owning banks, own-

ing factories, robbing people, exploiting workers,

and all that was declared non-essential in Russia.

(Great applause.) And anybody who engaged in

those pursuits was going to starve.

" They said to a man, ' You either go to work or

starve' (p. 315).

" In America the situation is reversed. The

millions and millions who work are starved, and

those who do not work, those few live on the

luxuries of capital. Which do you prefer ? (Cries

of 'Eussia!')

" Here is presented the problem : Shall the ma-

jority of people who work starve? Or- shall the

few who do not work starve if they refuse to work ?

The answer is very simple, and it is that the new
State, the Socialist State, the Socialist conception

of justice and right and ethics and morality, is

that they who toil and labor and sweat and produce

and make and create shall enjoy the product of

their own labor. (Great applause.) * * *

(p. 316).

" If you commemorate the birthday of the Rus-

sian revolution, if you revere your Russian com-

rades, if you applaud Lenine and Trotzky (ap-

plause), if you believe in the worthiness of their

cause, in the accomplishment of their work, then

it is your duty to enter the Socialist movement in

America, to make it more like Russia is to-day.

(Great applause.)

" We must select between two alternatives

:

Either Russia lives and conquers the world— not
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Eussia conquers the world, but its ideals and phi-

losophy worthy of the Kussian government to-day

should conquer the world— either that or the ideas

or the philosophy of Gary and Wilson and Palmer,

Lloyd George and Clemenceau is to conquer the

world. Between the two, for my part, and for the

part of thousands of Socialists now battling in

America to-day, we choose to stand by the ideas

and philosophy and program and principles of

Lenine and Trotzky as those we approve." (Great

applause.) (Pp. 316-17.)

While only extracts are given from the speeches, they

breathe in every word the spirit of treason and revolu-

tion with thinly veiled phrases to escape the prosecu-

tion of the federal agents. No more subtle inculcations

of disloyalty could be conceived than marks the entire

speech of O'Neil.

The Hand school is a Socialist school located in the

city of New York which was approved by a special

resolution of the National Socialist party (pp.

444-44.5). Claessens is an instructor in the school

(p. 445), also Solomon (p. 446). The school circulates

Socialist literature including the Lenine letters to the

Socialists of America (p. 470) and decrees and con-

stitution of Soviet Russia (p. 467). Tannenbaum, a

professor in the school was convicted of the offense of

leading raids on churches in New York City in 1914

and imprisoned (p. 530). The Rand school was con-

victed in the United States court for putting out sedi-

tious literature (p. 447).

There can be no escape from the apparent meaning

of the speeches of Claessens, Waldman and Solomon.
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AS TO CLAESSENS.

Claessens in his talk with Wasserman said on Febru-

ary I7th, " that the Constitution was a mere scrap of

paper, and that the people, when they got control under

a Socialist government, would take things by force."

(p. 497.) During the month of September or October,

1919, the following conversation took place between

Wasserman and Solomon:

' Well, are you a Bolshevist ? " He said, " Yes,

I have so stated in the Assembly chamber." I

said, "Do you believe in all that Bolshevism

stands for ? " He said, " I certainly do." I said,

" Do you believe in the methods adopted by the

Bolshevists in enforcing their rule of government

in Eussia ? " He said, " I do." I said, " Do you

believe that those methods are in keeping with

democratic ideals and democratic principles ?
"

He said, " I do." I said to him, " Did you state

that in the Assembly?" He said, " I did." I

said, " If I had been there I would have moved

your expulsion immediately." (p. 498.)

AS TO SOLOMON.

Solomon said to Wasserman:

" We are teaching the children history from the

Socialist standpoint. He said, ' History as it ia

taught in the public schools and other instruction

given there is all in the capitalist standpoint ; we

want our children to know it from the Socialist

standpoint so that they may be ready for the

revolution.' I said to him that my impression was

that the result of such teaching on young children

was to make criminals of them ; * * *
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" Q. Was it in connection with the discussion

of the activities of that Labor Lyceum, that the

subject was brought up? A. No, it grew out of

the discussion of revolution. He justified revolu-

tion on the ground of the revolution of 1776.

He said that was revolution. He said revolutibn

was justified in 1776 and was justified now. 1

said it was of course quite different at that time.

I said the people were fighting at that time against

monarchical rule of government, against unjust

representation. I said you haven't that in this

country. He said he couldn't see it." (p. 499.)

Samuel McElroy, police inspector of the 11th Dis-

trict of the City of New York, testified on February

3d,, that Solomon interfered with his quieting a mob
in Brooklyn on August 6, 1919, and in his official re-

port gave the details of such interference as follows

:

" During the time that these stones were being

thrown and the people struggling and striking

Lieutenant Ahlers and myself, I recognized As-

semblyman Solomon of this district who forced

his way among the people shouting ' pull the scabs

off the cars.' He then addressed me by saying

' Why don't you pull the scabs off the cars— why
don't you assault them ' ? I replied by saying

'Assemblyman, you are a law-maker and an offi-

cer of this State and instead of assisting me to

restore order, yoi; are interfering with me and

encouraging this disorderly mob in violating the

law. I now advise you to go on and mind your

own business.'
"

This was confirmed by Lieutenant Ahlers. (p. 724.)

There was a parade at the same time in which As-
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semUj'man Solomon participated, displaying the red

iiags whieli were taken away from thorn hy the police

officers, (pp. 704-705.) " '

Ellen B. Chivers, a stenographer 18 yea^s old, testi-

fied to hearing Solomon speak on several occasions

during the summer of 1917 just, across the way from

her residence. On one of these occasionsshe^says:

" I remember that in the summer of 1917 about

the latter part of April or the first part' of May
that there was a detachment of soldiers-came to

Ninth Street and Sixth Avenue for thfe purpose

of calling for volunteers, and they asked Mr. Solo-

mon if they might borrow his platfortn- for that

purpose. Mr. Solomon replied: ..'Lend -you my
platform? Can you borrow my platform? • Huh,
the gutter is good enough for you.' •

"

,

"Now, was that all that he said at the time?

A. He said, ' If we had our way^ there' would not

be any one who would ask a socialist 5f ihey might

borrow their platform to call for- voluiiteeoja,' and

he continued to say, 'I would not let 'you: wipe

your dirty feet on it.'
"

.She also testified that on the same oc(as4op a band

of music came along on a rapid transit- car. and stopped

about three minutes playing the Star Spaiigled Ban-

ner. This interrupted the speech, and sKe s&ya:

" Mr. Solomon turned up his coat collar, put

down his hat, and pulled it over his eyes', spit on

the American flag and sat down." (p. '707.)

Walter R. Hart, a member of the Marine corps, a

lawyer in Brooklyn, testifies to hearing Solomon speak

in bitter opposition to the war, attributing low motives

to those who had commenced it. (813-14)
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Hart heard Solomqn again iu another street speech

ia August, i'Jiy. it was iu a primary contest where

Solomou had an opponent:

".Solomon was addressing the audience and

stating it had been brought to his attention that

Zucker had charged him with being reactionary

and not being true to the revolutionary Socialists,

and said also Mr. Zucker had charged him, at a

meeting at the corner of Pitkin and Stone ave-

nues, with having sup^jorted the government dur-

ing the war. Solomon said he took occasion to

point out that as an infamous falsehood, and

pointed out, while people were being sent to jail,

for uttering their opinions in connection with the

government's attitude in declaring war, and in

regard to the war itself, he supported the St. Louis

resolution, openly boasted of that fact, and openly

announced from the platform his support of it—
that St. Louis resolution declaring the unalterable

opposition of the Socialist party to the war de-

clared on Germany. He also said he was not a

reactionary. He was really and truly a revolu-

tionary Socialist, and that Zucker and the other

men, I believe he referred to them as the Left

Wingers— believed that the entire world laid

right down on Pitkin avenue and in the 23d As-

sembly District. He said Zucker and the other

fellow were laboring under a delusion that the

section was strongly Socialist, and the people there

were revolutionary. That was the indication of

the sentiment of the people throughout the coun-

try ; and Zucker and those people believed the time

of the revolution was ripe, but he did not believe

it was, because the people had not reached that

point yet, because he was, more than Zucker

showed, a revolutionary Socialist." (816-17)
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And again in another speech in the same campaign:

"At that time Mr. Solomon stated that there

had been much talk during the primary contest of

revolution, and people had been asking him in

the streets, " You do not mean to tell me you

people are in favor of revolution?" And he an-

svifered frankly, "We are," and he explained,

Revolution does not necessarily mean bloodshed.

All you have to do is walk up and take control

of the government." " Suppose somebody op-

poses you when you do that ?" He says, " We ex-

pect that. There are the tools of the capitalists

and parasites that prey upon the government as

it exists today, and people who are fanatic in their

belief, and we expect some opposition; but if

these people oppose us, their blood will be on their

own heads" (817-18).

Hart was a candidate for member of assembly op-

posing Solomon, and at the close of one of his speeches,

Dr. Sadoff, who was with Solomon, arose and said:

" I am going to tell Mr. Hart, whether he likes

it or not, that I am a revolutionary socialist, and

I am Bolshevik from top to bottom." Hart then

said :
" If the socialists were ready to start their

revolution, let them go ahead, that I belonged to

an association having a million members, the

American Legion, and that soon will have four

million in its membership, and nothing would

please us more than to sit on the seat of a machine

gun and give them a reception." Solomon said:

" Mr. Hart doesn't seem to realize the enormous

proportions this revolution is going to take. There

will be nothing which will be able to hold the

wrath of the working class in check. They will
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be able to sweep aside like cJaatf in the wind the

opposition of four million men" (821).

AS TO WALDMAISr

At the time of the second registration, Bunzl who

was a draft employee, heard Waldman make a

speech in June, 1918, talking about internationalism,

capitalist war, etc. (732-3). There was opposition to

the registration, and Bunzl asked Waldman " Whether

he opposed the draft, or whether he advised anybody

to oppose the draft." Waldman answered " That he

refused to answer that question because he was afraid

of being arrested." Bunzl then asked him whether in

case the doctrine of the Socialist party conflicted with

the constitution of the United States, he would stick

by the Socialist party or stick to the United States, and

Waldman said :
" I refuse to answer that question be-

cause I do not wish to take a chance of being arrested."

(733-4.)

Lieut. Ahlers was present at a speech made by Wald-

man in September or October, 1918, and testifies to.

what Waldman said (745)

:

" The statement that Mr. Waldman made was

this, a statement in regard to internationalism,

that the laboring classes owed no duty to the

country in which they were, that the only duty

which they owed was the duty which they owed to

the class itself; that the laboring class was a citi-

zen of the country that it hangs its hat up in and

owes no allegiance to it, and owed allegiance alone

to the working classes and that these classes should

unite, the working classes of Europe and the work-

ing classes of the United States should unite and

show their power."
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VII.

THE FIVE ASSEMBLYMEN BY THEIE PLEDGES ANI>

SPEECHES HAVE KEXDEBED THEMSELVES AMENABLE TO

THE TEKMS OF THE ESPIONAGE ACT, AND SHOULD BE

CONVICTED UNDER ITS TEKMS,

The federal espionage act of June, 1917, chapter 30,

title 1, § 3, established the new offenses of (2) * * *

" Causing or attempting to cause insurrection, disloy-

alty, mutiny or refusal of duty in the military and

naval forces; (3) obstmctions of enlistments and

recruiting."

On May 16, 1918, Congress added nine more

offenses as follov^s: " (4) Assent of doing anything

with intent to obstruct the sale of United States bonds,

except by way of bona fide and not disloyal device;

(5) Uttering, printing, writing or publishing any dis-

loyal, profane, scurrilous or abusive language, or lan-

guage intended to cause contempt, scorn, contumely or

disloyalty as regards the form of government of the

United States; (6) the constitution; (7) or the flag;

(8) or the uniform of the army or navy; (9) or any

language intended to incite resistance to the United

States or promote the cause of its enemies; (10)' urging-

any curtailment of production of any things necessary

to the prosecution of the war with intent to hinder its

prosecution; (11) advocating, teaching, defending or

suggesting the doing of any of these acts ; a maximum
penalty of $10,000 fine or twenty years' imprisonment

or both is imposed"

ISTo other citation or argument is required than the

opinion of Judge Garvin in the Syracuse case, printed

in full in the record at page 492.

" The Espionage Act, so-called, provides in part

that whoever, when the United States is at war.
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shall wilfully utter, print, write or publish aay

disloyal, profane, scurrilous or abusive language

about the form of government of the United States,

or the Constitution of the United States, or the

military or naval forces of the United States, or

the flag of the United States, or the uniform of the

army or navy of the United States, or any lan-

guage intended to bring the form of government

of the United States, or the Constitution of the

United States, or the military or naval forces of

the United States, or the flag, or the uniform of

the army or navy in contempt, contumely or dis-

repute,"

—

There is more of it, but that is the essential part,

" shall be fined or imprisoned. It will be observed

that these provisions go much further than the

preceding portion of the section which is designed

to prevent any act openly directed against the suc-

cessful conduct of the war by the United States.

The provisions here involved are obviously for the

purpose of preventing the sort of abuse of the form

of government, which, harmless in itself, though

usually not the utterance of those who believe ill

our national institutions, is calculated to inflame

and arouse the ignorant and vicious to an actual

attempt to bring about open disloyalty. The Con-

stitutional guarantee of free speech is unaffected

by the conclusion that the pamphlet or handbill

involved, rendered conspicuous by the pictures de-

scribed (which are entirely unnecessary to an-

nounce a mass meeting) must be taken to mean
that the form of government of the United States

and the Constitution upon which it rests have

proved inadequate to secure justice for American
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citizens, who have been not only unjustly con-

victed (the insinuation is clear that they have been

convicted of no offense whatever) but during in-

carceration have been subjected to most inhuman

tortures. Such an allegation, made during a

period of war, when loyalty is to a great extent

predicated upon belief that the form of govern-

ment of the United States rests upon liberty,and

justice, is calculated to bring into disrepute the

form of government and its Constitution under

which such conditions could exist and likewise its

military forces whose members are responsible for

the brutalities portrayed in the last described

picture. When a mass meeting is assembled as a

result of an invitation of this character we may
expect that resistance to the United States itself

will follow if the meeting is addressed in the man-

ner outlined by the call, and that the demand upon

the President to ' Let our people go ' will be fol-

lowed by such action during and after the meeting

as indicates a contempt for -the Constitution and

for the form of government which will not

gi'ant the demand so made. That the utterance be

an open attack on the form of government or con-

stitution is not necessary. Indeed the care with

which the pamphlet seems to have been written

suggests the desire to accomplish the result for-

bidden by the act without incurring the penalty in-

volved in a violation. But even if this was meant

as a mere announcement of a public meeting, its

form was well calculated to have the effect of

arousing the contempt, scorn, contumely and dis-

repute which Congress sought to prevent, and

under the well settled principle that one is pre-

sumed to intend the natural consequence of his act,

the indictment charges a crime." (pp. 492-94.)
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The Federal Court in the Northern District of N"ew

York ruled in the same way in the case of Clinton E.

Pierce and others, for circulating the article known as

" The Price We Pay," a scurrilous attack upon the

government and the prosecution of the war. (794-800.)

The Albany Local of the Socialist Party sent out an

appeal for aid to these men after their conviction in

taking the case to the Supreme Court, stating " The

outcome of this case is of great importance to the

Party, as it is the first case to reach the Supreme

Court, where the regularity of our i)arty literature is

in question * * *. If lost our right to distribute

socialist literature will be seriously injured." (80G-7.)

VIII.

IT IS THE STJPEEME DUTY OF THE ASSEMBLY AND ITS

LOYAL MEMBEKS WHO HAVE TAKEN AN OATH TO SUP-

POET THE CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

AND THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES, TO

EXERCISE THEIR AMPLE POWER TO EXCLUDE FROM THE

LEGISLATIVE BODY OF THE GREATEST STATE IN THE
UNION, ENEMIES OF THE STATE AND OF THE UNITED

STATES WHO WOULD DESTROY BOTH CONSTITUTIONS AND
THE GOVERNMENTS ORGANIZED UNDER THEM. TOLER-

ANCE OF SUCH A PRESENCE WOULD INVOLVE A BREACH
OF THEIR OATH AS LOYAL MEN AND ASSEMBLYMEN.

A member of the Committee in his misapprehension

of the duty of the Assembly, stated the rule in such a

case as follows

:

"Disloyalty to the State and I^fation or advo-

cacy of force to overthrow the government may or

may not be amenable to the criminal law. But
whether amenable to the criminal law or not, it

is not a disqualification, under tha State Consti-
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tution, for membersliip in the Assembly, for such

disloyalty and advocacy of force to overthrow the

government. The duty and power to disqualify

from elective office rests with the people, and not

with the Assembly, if the people, or a part of

them, knowingly choose to elect disloyal, uupa-

triotic, or morally, mentally, or physically untit

representatives, we must receive them and keep

them so long as they conduct themselves in the

best way they know how.

"if those five Socialist Assemblymen are dis-

loyal, traitors, spies or enemies, the responsibility

for their presence here is the people's not the

Assembly's. The duty and power to disqualify

them on those grounds is the people's and not ours.

For the people never delegated such a power to

the Assembly" (pp. 14S-14 9).

This misconception has its origin in another miscon-

ception, viz., that a member of the Assembly is an officer

of his District, and not of the State. This fallacy finds

no support in the history of representative government,

not even in the Soviets. An Assemblyman is a "State

officer " as defined by the Constitution and by the Public

Officers Law (§2). Powers are conferred by the Con-

stitution on the "Assembly " and not on Assemblymen.

Such Assemblymen have power or not according as

they find a majority or minority' of that body in accord

with them, and whatever action is taken is taken by

the Assembly, and not by an individual Assemblyman.

As Burke said in his address to the electors of

Bristol

:

" Parliament is not a congress of ambassadors

from different and hostile interests; which inter-
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ests each must maintain, as an agent and advocate

against other agents and advocates ; but Parliament

is a deliberative assembly of one nation, with one

interest, that of the whole; where, not local pur-

poses, not local prejudices ought to guide, but the

general good resulting from the general reason of

the whole. You choose a member indeed; but

when you have .chosen him, he is not a member of

Bristol, but he is a member of Parliament. If

the local constituent should have an interest, or

should form an hasty opinion, evidently opposite

to the real good of the rest of the community, the

member for that place ought to be as far, as any

other, from any endeavor to give it effect."

lUadison says in the Federalist in his paper on " The

Local Spirit in Congress " that

" Everyone knows that a great proportion of

the errors committed by the state legislatures pro-

ceeds from the disposition of the members to sacri-

fice the comprehensive and permanent interest of

the State to the particular and separate views of

the counties or districts in which they reside."

If an assemblyman who is in rebellion against the in-

stitutions of the country, and plans to overthrow them

by force, may hold his seat because he was elected by a

disloyal constituency, then it follows that a disloyal

governor with like purposes could hold his seat, and not

be subject to impeachment; or that the President of the

United States whose declared purpose was the over-

turning of the government of the United States, could

hold his office for his elected term. Such a principle

has never been recognized in any country at any time,

while precedents to the contrary abound in this country.
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Article III, Section 10, of the State Constitution,

provides that: " Each House shall be the judge of the

elections, returns and qualifications of its own mem-
bers." ^^:k"^lp

Article V, Section 5, of the United States Constitu-

tion provides that " Each House shall be the judge of

the elections, returns and qualifications of its own mem-

bers."

These constitutional provisions are substantially

identical and, under the Federal Constitution, the fol-

lowing precedents exist:

CASE OF BEIGHAM H. ROBERTS.

Brigham H. Roberts was a Congressman-elect from

the State of Utah, and presented himself to take his

seat in the House of Representatives.

It was urged by a member that Roberts was ineligible

to a seat because he was a polygamist. A resolution

was then passed that he stand aside until a committee

passes on his eligibility. The committee reported ad-

versely.

The House of Representatives then adopted a reso-

lution reciting the charges against Roberts who was a

Morman and polygamist, giving among the grounds of

his disqualification:

" He is in open war against the laws and insti-

tutions of the country whose Congress he seeks to

enter. Such an idea is intolerable. It is upon the

principle asserted in this ground that all cases of

exclusion have been based."

The House passed the following resolution:

"Resolved, That under the facts and circum-

stances of this case, Brigham H. Roberts, repre-
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sentative-elect from the State of Utah, ought not

to have or hold a seat in the House of Representa-

tives, and that the seat to which he was elected is

hereby declared vacant."

CASE OF BENJAMIN STARK.

On the 10th of January, 1862, Benjamin Stark, a

Senator-elect from Oregon, presented himself to the

Senate to take the oath. A motion was made that the

oath be not administered on the ground that Stark was

disloyal to the Union. This motion prevailed, and

Stark on investigation was prevented from taking his

seat. The same contention was made in Stark's case

as is made in the case of the five assemblymen— that

having been chosen by the State to the .Senate, he must

take his seat, whether loyal or disloyal.

Senator Howe said

:

" To admit a claimant charged with disloyally

to a seat in the Senate in the hope of expelling

him afterwards, is a voluntary abandonment of

the right of self-defense, which belongs to the

Senate as much as to any individual."

Senator Sumner said:

"I desire, Mr. President, to make one single

remark. It is said that the proposition now be-

fore the Senate is without a precedent. New
occasions teach new duties ; new precedents are to

be made when the occasion requires. Never be-

fore in the history of our government has any

person appeared to take a seat in this body whose
previous conduct and declarations, as presented

to the attention of the Senate, gave reasonable

ground to distrust his loyalty. That case, sir, is
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without a precedent. It belongs, therefore, to the

Senate to make a precedent, in order to deal with

an unprecedented case. The Senate is at this

moment engaged in considering the loyalty of cer-

tain members of this body and it seems to me it

would poorly do its duty if it admitted among its

members one with regard to whom, as he came

forward to take the oath, there was a reasonable

suspicion."

Senator Trumbull of -Illinois said

:

" It is admitted that neither the Senate, Con-

gress nor a State can superadd their qualifications

for a Senator to those prescribed by the Consti-

tution, and yet either may prevent a person pos-

sessing all those qualifications, and duly elected,

from taking his seat in the Senate. * * * That

a person known to be disloyal to the government

has a constitutional right to be admitted into the

body would imply that the Senate had no power

to protect itself— a power which, from the nature

of things, must be inherent in every legislative

body."

CASE OF JESSE D. BRIGHT.

Jesse D. Bright, a Senator-elect, expelled in 1862

from the United States Senate for writing a letter for

one Thomas B. Lincoln to Jefferson Davis, although

the majority of the Senators agreed that he was not

guilty of treason. Senator Sumner, addressing the

Senate on the expulsion of Mr. Bright, asserted

:

" Under the Constitution, the Senate in a case

like the present, is the absolute judge, free to exer-

cise its power according to its ovni enlightened dis-
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jretion. It may justly declare a Senator unwortliy

of a seat in this body on evidence defective in

form, or on evidence even which, does not consti-

tute positive crime. * * * It is obvious that

the Senate may act on any evidence which

shall be satisfactory to show that one of its mem-

bers is unworthy of his seat without bringing it to

the test of any rules of law. It is true that the

good name of the individual is in question; but

so also is the good name of the Senate, not for-

getting also the welfare of the country; if there

are generous presumptions of personal innocence,

so also are there irresistible instincts of self-

defense which compels us to act vigorously, not

only to preserve the good name of the Senate, but

also to preserve the country." (See Congressional

Globe, Second Session, 37th Congress, pp. 412-

414.)

Also Senator Davis in addressing the Senate on the

question of Mr. Bright's expulsion states:

" There is no law which defines any particular

class of offenses that shall be sufficient to expel a

Senator from his seat. The common law does

not. There is no statute law that does. There

are no rules of evidence establishing technical rules

of testimony that are to guide and control and gov-

ern this body in getting its lights and reaching its

conclusions when a Senator is thus on trial. The
general rule and principle of law and of reason

and common sense is that whatever disqualifies a

member of the Senate from the proper discharge

of his duties, whatever it may be, is sufficient and

ought to be held sufficient, for his expulsion, and
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whatever evidence satisfies the mind reasonably

and according to moral certainty and truth of the

existence of that cause is sufficient evidence with-

out resorting to the technical rules of testimony

upon which to convict him." (See Story's Com-
mentaries on the Constitution, § 836.)

Further Senator McDougall, addressing the body on

the charges against Mr. Bright, asserts:

" It is no question of law. We have not asked

whether the Senator from Indiana is guilty or not

guilty. We have to judge him in our best judg-

ment, and by that we try him; and we may say

yea or nay, as we thinlc, whether he be a true man
or not to sit in the federal councils to conduct the

affairs of the United States."

In the case of SENATOE 0. EEED SMOOT, the

Senate Committee reporting said:

" Before proceeding to an examination of the

protest and answer, and the testimony taken by

the committee, it may be well to examine, briefly,

the authority of the Senate in the premises and

the nature and scope of the investigation.

" The Constitution provides (Art, 1, Sec. 2,

para. 1), that each house shall be the judge of the

elections, returns and qualifications of its own

members. It is now well established by the deci-

sions of the Senate in a number of cases that in

order to be a fit representative of a sovereign State

of the Union in the Senate of the United States,

one must be in all respects obedient to the consti-

tution and laws of the United States and of the

State from which he comes, and must also he de-
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sirous of the welfare of the country and in hearty

accord and sympathy with its government and in-

stitutions.

" If he does not possess these qualifications, if

his conduct has been such as to be prejudicial to

the welfare of society, of the nation or its govern-

ment, he is regarded as being unfit to perform-

the important and confidential duties of a senator,

and may be deprived of his seat in the Senate,

although he may have done no act of which a cowrt

of justice could take cognizance.

The only distinction between these cases and that

of the five Assemblymen lies in the fact that the five

Assemblymen took the oath of office before their right

to seats was questioned. But, under the laws of the

State of New York, the oath of office may be taken, and

was taken by these Assemblymen before the Assembly

convened, in the office of the Secretary of State, and

the first jurisdiction that the Assembly had over the

members was upon their appearance to take their seats

;

while, in the Houses of Congress, the oath of office is

taken by members on the first assembly of the House.

The distinction is without a difference.

A case in point arose in the Colony of Virginia as

early as 1619:

After all the Burgesses had taken the oath of

supremacy, and were admitted into the House,

and all set down in their places, a copie of Cap-

tain Martins Patent was produced by the Gov-

ernor out of a Clause whereof it appeared, that

when the General Assembly had made some kind

of laws requisite for the whole Colony, he and

his Burgesses and people might deride the whole

company and choose whether they would obey the

same or no. It was therefore ordered in Courte,
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that the foresaid two Burgesses should withdraw

themselves out of the Assembly tiU such time as

Captain. Martin had made his personal appear-

ance before them, At what time if upon their

motion he would be content to quit and give over

that part of his Patent, and contrary thereunto

would submit himself to the general form of gov-

ernment as all others did, that then his Burgesses

should be readmitted, otherwise they were utterly

to he excluded, as being spies, rather than loyal

Burgesses; because they had offered themselves

to be assistant at the mahing of the Laws, which

both themselves, and those whom they represented

might choose whether they would obey or not.

His answer was negative, that he would not

infringe any part of his Patent. Whereupon it

was resolved by the Assembly, that his Burgesses

should have no admittance. (Virginia. Journals

of the House of Burgesses, 1619-1659, pp. 5, 8.)

While the State Constitution does not contain the

provision of the Federal Constitution that "Each

House may determine the rules of its proceedings, pun-

ish its members for disorderly behavior, and with the

concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member," the power

of the Houses of the Legislature to expel or suspend

members is established by the highest authority.

In People ex rel. McDonald v. Keeler, 99 IS. Y. 463,

Judge Eapello 3ays:

" That instrument (the State Constitution) con-

tains no express provision declaring any of the

privileges of the members of either house, except

that for any speech or debate in either house, the

members shall not be questioned in any other place.

Even the privilege of exemption from arrest dur-

ing the sessions, is not declared. No power to
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keep order or to punish members or others for

disorderly conduct, or to expel a member, is con-

tained in the State Constitution, as it is in the Con-

stitution of the United States. All these matters

are in this State left under the regulations of the

statutes, and there is not even express authority

to enact such statutes. (1 K. S., chap. Y, title 2.)

The necessity of the powers mentioned is apparent,

and it is conceded in all the authorities (see

Cooley's Const. Lim., 133)."

The statutes of the State have from the time of the

first revision recognized the right of the Legislature to

expel one of its members, but the causes or reasons for

such expulsion have never been defined or restricted,

either by the Constitution or by statute; and it is

clear that one Legislature could not restrict the power

of a succeeding Legislature to exercise the powers for

its own protection which are inherent in sovereign

parliamentary bodies.

In the original revision (IE. S., chap. 7, title 2,

subd. 12) it was provided that " each house has the

power to expel any of its members and to punish its

members and officers for disorderly behavior by im-

prisonment, but no member shall be expelled until a

report of a committee appointed to inquire into the

facts alleged as grounds of his expulsion shall have been

made."

The provision of the present Legislative Law on the

subject reads as follows:

" § 3. Each house has the power to expel any

of its members after the report of a committee to

inquire into the charges against him shall have

been made."
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Any discussion of the right of either House of the

Legislature to debar an elected member on account of

his moral or immoral character, is beside the mark.

These men are denied the right to seats in the Assembly

because they seek to destroy the government of the

State and nation, and are traitors to both. The inher-

ent power of soverign legislative or parlimentary bodies

to exclude or expel members for cause, is universally

recognized.

See Cooley's Const. Lim. old paging 133.

Hiss V. Barilett, 3 Gray's Reports (Mass.

)

468.

French v. Smith, 146 Cal. 604.

Vol. 2, Am. and Eng. Annotated Cases,

p. 756 and note at page Y59.

A decent regard for the Assembly as the popular

representative house of the State, requires that these

five Assemblymen be excluded from their seats. They

have taken a false oath to secure seats which they can-

not occupy as gentlemen, patriots, loyal citizens or as-

semblymen. They come under the false pretense of be-

ing loyal to their government, when in fact they are

really citizens of the Internationale, and desire above

all things, the destruction of this government.

CHARLES D. NEWTGIST,

Attorney-General.

Elow R. Beown,

John B. Stawchfield,

AeTHUE E. StTTHEELAND,

Maetin Conbot,

Henet F. Wolef,

Samuel A. BIeegee,

Aechibald E. Stevenson-,

Of Counsel.
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STATE OF NEW YORK— ASSEMBLY CHAMBE'R

In the Matter of the Investigation by the Assembly of the State

of New York as to the Qualifications of Louis Waldman,

August Claessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles

Solomon to Retain Their Seats in Said Body.

The Capitol,

Albany, N. Y., Fehruwry 17, 1920.

Present:

Hon. Louis M. Martin,

Hon. George E. Eowe,

Hon. James M. Lown,

Hon. Edmund B. Jenks,

Hon. Edward A. Everett,

Hon. William A. Pellet,

Hon. Charles M. Harrington,

Hon. Harold E. Blodgett,

Hon. Theodore Stitt,

Hon. Louis A. Cuvillier,

Hon. Maurice Bloch,

Hon. William S. Evans,

Hon. Edward J. Wilson.

Appearances:

Eor the Judiciary Committee:
' Charles D. ISTewton,

John B. Stanchfield,

Arthur E. Sutherland,

Elon R. Brown,

Martin Conboy,

Thomas F. Carmody,

Samuel A. Berger,

Archibald E. Stevenson,

Henry F. Wolff.

46
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J^'or the Socialists:

Morris Hillquit,

Seymour Stedman,

S. John Block,

Gilbert E. Eoe,

William Karlin,

Walter ISTelles.

Louis M. Maetin, Chairman.

(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10:50 a. m.)

Mr. Conboy.— In connectioji, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen,

with what I am about to offer, I direct attention of the Com-

mittee to the language of counsel for the five assemblymen, Mr.

Stedman, which will be found at page 103 of the printed record

as follows. Mr. Stedman at the time is arguing the sufficiency

of these charges. At that place in the record he is reported as

saying :
" Your last charge I shall refer to, and it is No. Y, it is

the only charge which I consider has any merits. You say (and

then he quotes) ,
' The Socialist party of America did urge its

members to refrain from taking part in any way, shape or man-

ner in the war, and did affirmatively urge them to refuse to engage

even in the production of munitions of war and other necessaries

used in the prosecution of the said war, and did thereby stamp

the said party and all of its members with an inimical attitude

to the best interests of the United States and the State of ISTew

York.'

"

Then Mr. Stedman goes on :
" That is a fairly definite state-

ment of what the framers of this may have considered to be 'the

truth. That is an issue we are quite willing to meet, and I think

it will be an issue that they will regret they ever suggested, for

we are very certain and positive no proof, no act of the declara-

tions of the party, either in its more prominent councils or its

locals, will be found to verify in the slightest degree that state-

ment." If this party, says Mr. Stedman, " advocated and urged its

members to refrain from taking part in the war in any shape

01 manner and did affirmatively urge them to refuse to engage

even in the production of munitions of war and other necessaries

used in the prosecution of war and did thereby stamp the said
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party and all its members, and so forth, if that is proven against

the party, and these men are members of it, we will have nothing

to say except leave these chambers in humiliation."

Mr. Conboy.— Now, I offer in evidence from the record in the

Berger case, at page 103—
Mr. Stedman.— May I make an inquiry ? When do you ex-

pect to close your case?

Mr. Conboy.— Very shortly.

Mr. Stedman.— I understood it was closed the other day.

Mr. Conboy.— Yes, sir.

The Chairman.— Now, let us proceed. You know what I said

about that.

Mr. Conboy.— The record in the Berger case, Mr. Chairman
and gentlemen, is in evidence.

Mr. Stedman.— You mean page 103 ?

Mr. Conboy.— Page 103 of the printed record. The record

in the Berger case has been received in evidence in this case, such

parts to be considered by the Committee as are referred to and

read during the course of this hearing. Now, I refer to page

52'6 of that record, which contains a resolution of the National

Committee of the Socialist Party at the meeting of May, 1915,

on the Lusitania crisis, and from that resolution I read the fol-

lowing on page 527:

—

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Chairman, I am objecting to that as

incompetent, for the reason, except in the mind of counsel, I

cannot recognize the party as taking an attitude urging the people

in this country not to produce war munition two years before we
entered the war.

The Chairman.— Well, we will take it. Gfo ahead.

Mr. Conboy.— I shall not reply to that conversation at this

time, Mr. Chairman, but I shall continue with the reading of

the record; on page 527 of the Berger record, there is the fol-

lowing :

" We call particularly upon the workers of America to

oppose war and all agitation for war by the exercise of all
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the power in their command, for it is their class who pays the

awful cost of warfare, without receiving any of its rewards.

It is the workers who primarily furnish the soldiers on the

battle field and give their limbs and lives in the senseless

quarrels of their masters.

" Let us proclaim in tones of unmistakable determination:

' Not a worker's arm shall be lifted for the slaying of a fel-

low worker of another country, nor turned for the produc-

tion of man-killing implements or war supplies ! Down with

war! Forward to international peace and the world-wide

solidarity of all workers !

'
"

That was in 1915, just after the sinking of the Lusitania in

May of 1915. The following year, in 1916, the Socialist Party

adopted its Presidential platform.

The Chairman.— I think that is in evidence, isn't it ?

Mr. Conboy.— The Socialist platform of 1916, I do not think

has been read into the record.

The Chairman.—All right.

Mr. Conboy.— The Berger record does not indicate the month

in which it was adopted, but it is referred to as the Presidential

platform of 1916. At the bottom of page 534:

" The working class must recognize the cry of prepared-

ness against foreign invasion as a mere cloak for the sinister

purpose of . imperialism abroad and industrial tyranny at

home. The class struggle, like capitalism, is international.

The proletariat of the world has but one enemy, the capitalist

class, whether at home or abroad. We must refuse to put

into the hands of this enemy an armed force, even under the

guise of a ' democratic army,' as the workers of Australia

and Switzerland have done.

" Therefore, the Socialist Party stands opposed to mili-

tary preparedness, to any appropriations of men or money
for war or militarism, while control of such forces through

the political state rests in the hands of the capitalist class.

The Socialist Party stands committed to the class war, and

urges upon the workers in the mines and forests, on the rail-

ways and ships, in factories and fields, the use of their eco-

nomic and industrial power, by refusing to mine the coal,
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to transport soldiers, to furniBk food or other supplies for

military purposes, and thus keep out of the hands of the

ruling class the control of armed forces and economic power,

necessiary for aggression abroad and industrial despotism at

home."

Mr. Conboy.— Then the next year, Mr. Chairman and gentle-

men the year 1917— after the declaration of war, we had the

St. Louis platform, adopted in April of 19 lY.

The Chairman.— That is in the record.

Mr. Conboy.— May I with propriety at this time call the at-

tention of the Committee to certain paragraphs of it ?

The Chairman.— Well, it is in the record.

Assemblyman Evans.— We are very familiar with that, I think.

Mr. Conboy.— And also to the provisions of the platform of

the party itself, as well as of the War Militarism People which
was adopted by the party at the St. Louis Convention, in April

of 1917, just after we had entered the war.

Assemblyman Jenks.— Give the page, will you please.

Mr. Conboy.— I shall be glad to.

The Chairman.— Those are in the record.

Mr. Conboy.— The section that I consider to be pertinent in

connection with the War Militarism Platform of the Socialist

Party, at St. Louis, is at the bottom, of page 449 of the printed

record. On page 450, after this country was in the war, the

Socialist Party adopted this statement: "We, therefore, call

upon the workers of all countries to refuse support to govern-

ments in their wars; " and on page 454 you will find further,

language along the same lines, and likewise on page 455. On
page 462, Mr. Jenks, you will see the platform of the party incor-

porated among its political demands, resistance to compulsory

military training and conscription of life and labor, and the repu-

diation of debts. Those are all in evidence, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, we desire to read from

the New York Call of May 1, 1919.

Mr. Stedman.— I want to say there is an objection to it.
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The Chairman.— Overruled. Go ahead.

Mr. Sutherland.-— I first read in evidence an article en-

titled " Facing Prison Term, Coldwell Urges Socialists to Fight

on."

The Chairman.— Is that a signed article ?

Mr. Sutherland.— Yes, sir.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Mr. Sutherland.— (Reading) :

"
' The real battle in class war will soon be fought,' de-

clares veteran organizer, victim of Espionage Law, which

caught no spies.

" On the even of paying the price for loyalty to his con-

victions, Joseph M. Coldwell, who has served the Socialist

Movement in the United States in many capacities during

the past two decades, has sent a May Day greeting to his

friends in the Socialist Party.

" The May Day hail and farewell of Coldwell is as follows

:

" ' To My Comrades of the Socialist Party:
"

' On this First of May, 1919, we celebrate the

International Labor Day with a meaning and sig-

nificance we never knew before. To-day we realize that

working class solidarity means more than mere plati-

tudes, it means that we must stand shoulder to shoulder,

hand in hand, with our fellow-workers of every land.

We, here in America,' are feeling the iron hand of

oppression; we, who boasted of our freedom, now
realize how empty that word is under capitalism.

" ' Our Comrades from across the seas have suffered

under tyrannical Czars, Kings and Kaisers just the

same as we are suffering under the masters of the bread

on this side of the sea. The master class, it matters

not under which name they rule, treat the workers the

same. To-day while we celebrate OUR International

Labor Day in America, our hearts are beating in

unison with our Comrades in Europe. We glory in their

rebellious spirit, we rejoice in their victories, and we
weep with them in their sorrow. WE ARE OISTE AT
LAST, no longer can we be divided in race or clan, creed

or color; we belong to the working class.
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"
' We have taken our place with the workers of the

world. Have we not given our best beloved on the altars

of sacrifice. Every prison holds our Comrades who
dared to have the courage of their convictions, Gene
Debs, Tom Mooney, Xate Richards O'Hare, Bill Hay-
wood, and thousands of others all over this broad land

send their clarion calls, sharp and clear, from prison

cells and dungeons grim, NEVEE MIND US, GO AND
OEGAJSTIZE THOSE OUTSIDE. That is their mess-

age to us. That is what the spirit of our martyred

Liebknecht and Luxemburg is saying to us to-day.
"

' So let us here in America dedicate our lives, our

energies, our souls ; aye our very thoughts, to work, and
if needs be, die for " The Day of the People " when all

shall be free and no one shall call another master. When
none shall hunger and none shall beg for work, but all

shall work for the joy of doing service to his fellowman.

Comrades of mine, soldiers in the army of the workers of

the world, take your places in the ranks. The class

war is on, each political victory is simply a skirmish

fight. Each strike is only a test of courage and strength.

" ' The real battle will soon be fought. Our present

masters see the signs of the coming struggle in our

every actions. " T'is the final conflict, let each stand in

his place, let us sing ' The Internationale ' and as we
sing it, let us gather courage and strength and not only

free. all working class prisoners of war, but free ourselves

from industrial serfdom." Yours for Social Eevolution.

" ' JOSEPH M. OOLDWELL.' "

Mr. Sutherland.— I read from the same issue a letter by

Walter M. Cook, headed, "Walter M. Cook, State Secretary,

Socialist Party of ISTew York."

" By Walter M. Cook,

" State Secretary, Socialist Party of New York.

" Welcome this May day, the day of promise to the class-

conscious workers of the world! We revolutionists again

declare ourselves free men and free women— on this May
day we rededicate ourselves with all we have and hope for

to the task of making our freedom an accomplished fact

!
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" Hail to you Comrades who have made Russia and

Hungary free ! Your freedom' is our freedom ! Hail to you

revolutionists now struggling for labor's supremacy in

Germany, Austria, Turkey and elsewhere ! Your victory will

be our victory ! Hail to you Comrades, in Italy, France and

England! We impatiently await the time when you, too,

will contest the power of your master class to hold you in

subjection ! We to-day greet the revolutionists of the world

!

We reiterate our love for Debs, Kate O^Hare, Haywood,

Mooney and the other thousands of political and industrial

prisoners in America's jails and renew our pledge of loyalty

to the cause of labor's freedom

!

"Arouse yourselves, ye workers ! Our day of emancipation

draws nigh!

Mr. Stedman.— May I take that a moment ?

Mr. Sutherland.— Yes. I will read in evidence, Mr. Chair-

man, from the New York Call, of Wednesday, !N"ovember 26,

1919', an article by Alexander Trachtenberg, entitled, " What

Call Eeaders Think." " The Eeferenda Before the Party Mem-
bership." It refers to the matters that were referred to the

party by—

The Chairman.— The majority and minority report ?

Mr. Sutherland.— Yes. It is very illuminating on that

subject:

" Editor of the Call : The members of the Socialist Party

now have before them two referenda— Referendum E, con-

sisting of the various changes in the party constitution which

were decided upon at the Chicago convention and Referen-

dum F, on international Socialist relations.

With regard to the changes in the constitution, I believe

that most of these changes will make for a greater efficiency

in the administration of our party. I wish to suggest that

the proposed new section dealing with membership (Article

2, Section 3 should be defeated, as it is entirely out of accord

with Socialist policy. This section provides that every new
member should within three months of his admission, where-

ever possible, make application for citizenship. Membership
in the Socialist party should not, in my opinion, be based
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upon the desire to become a citizen. There may be large

numbers of persons who are sojourning in this country, but

who expect to return to the countries of their origin, and

while here wish to belong to the Socialist party. They
should not be excluded from the possibility of participating

in the activities of the Socialist movement, if they are Social-

ists and wish to do Socialist work.

"The question of international affiliation is at this hioment,

probably the most important before the Socialist party. The
two reports which emanated from the convention, known as

the majority and minority reports, will no doubt receive very

careful consideration by the members. In the controversy

which preceded the Chicago convention, the question of inter-

national affiliation was one of the most important before the

party membership. In fact this matter is the most important

in the life of the entire international Socialist movement.

"A close examination of the two reports reveals that the

condition laid down for the International, with which the

Socialist party cares to affiliate itself, are the same. Both

reports agree that:

"(a) The Second International is dead.

"(b) The Berne International Conference hopelessly failed

in its endeavor to reconstitute the International.

"(c) The new International must consist only of those

parties

:

"1 Which have remained true to the revolutionary Inter-

national Socialist movement during the war.

"2 Which refused to cooperate with bourgeois parties and

are opposed to all forms of coalition.

"In short, both reports' agree that the Socialist Party will

go only into such an International the component parties of

which conduct their struggle on revolutionary class lines.

The difference between the two reports is, that while the

major report leaves the matter of the reconstruction of the

International hang in the air, the minority report has some-

thing tangible to offer. It also more specifically outlines

the Socialist policy on the question of international affiliation,

and gives several reasons for joining the Third (Moscow)

International.

" The criticism of the minority report that I heard at the

convention since then in talking with comrades is two-fold

:
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" 1. That the Russian Socialists who sponsored the Third

International and will undoubtedly play a leading role in its

councils, insist that the competent parties repudiate parlia-

mentary activity.

" This belief is entirely unfounded, as we find that Lenine,

in his second letter to European and American workers, says

the following:
''

' Socialists who are fighting for the deliverance of the

toilers from exploitation must use the bourgeois parliament

as a tribunal, as long as our struggle confines itself within

the boundaries of the bourgeois social order.
"

' That the Moscow International, with which the minority

report, if passed, would aifiliate us, is not an International

in the real sense, as only a few Russian groups participated

in the conference.'

" It is true that the Moscow Conference was not as repre-

sentative as international Congresses formerly held. This is

due to the fact that the various parties which accepted the

invitation of the Russian Socialists could not send official

delegates to the Conference.
" What is important is the fact that since that confer-

ence some of the most important parties have officially affili-

ated themselves with this International. These parties include

the Socialist Party of Italy which has joist quadrupled its

representation in Parliament; the Socialist parties of Nor-

way, Servia, Greece, Ireland, Roumania and the strong Left

sections of the Socialist movements in Bulgaria and Sweden.
The British Socialist party of England, and several sections

of the Independent Socialists of Germany have voted to join

the Moscow International.

" The Swiss Socialist party, at two successive conventions,

voted by large majorities to affiliate with the Third Interna-

tional which decision was recently reversed in a referendum
by the votes in the French Section of Switzerland, where the

movement is more moderate.
" In addition, the Communist parties of Russia, Hun-

gary, Levia, Esthonia, Poland, Finland and Lithuania, as

well as Germany and Austria, are members of the new Inter-

national. The Socialist party of Spain, at th© congress
which is about to meet, will undoubtedly go with the Third
International, while a strong movement to have the Inde-
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pendent Labor party of England and the Erencli Socialist

party affiliate with the Third International, is evidenced

among those organizations.

" The Third International already comprises the greatest

portion' of the revolutionary Socialist elements in Europe.

Any attempt to organize another International would
come in conflict with this already created and popularized

International among the membership of the various parties."

" By its past record— the adoption of the Zimmerwald
program in 1915, the support of the Kienthal manifesto in

1916, the adoption of the St. Louis resolution in 1917, the

general position of the party and the sentiment of the rank

and file throughout the last five years— the Socialist party

could not do anything else but ally itself with those Social-

ist groups who have, like itself, remained steadfast to the

revolutionary and internationalist spirit of the Socialist

movement.
" The various decisions of the Chicago convention, and

especially the Manifesto adopted at the convention, proved

beyond a doubt the spiritual adherence to our party to the

principles enunciated at the Moscow International Confer-

ence. Anyone who has read carefully both the Moscow and

the Chicago manifestoes, will note the similarity of ideas

which undei'lie both of these documents. It is because of

this that many of us who stood by the party during the

recent controversy, had the right to brand the assault upon

the party by some groups as criminal and as aiming to de-

stroy an organization which remained true to the principles

of the revolutionary class struggle.

" The minority report also urges our affiliation with the

Third International, because of the moral support it would

give to the Kussian Comrades who have initiated that Inter-

national. That they, the Russian Socialists, who have for

the past two years stood the brunt of the great struggle for

Socialism, earned the right to sponsor the reconstitution of

the Socialist of International. Their auspices is a guaran-

tee that the new International will not fail when the test

will come.
" The Russian Socialists do not intend to dictate the poli-

cies of the new International, and the minority report is

perfectly right when it claims that our party, if affiliated with
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it, will have an equal right to. share in the formulation of the

principles and policies upon which it will be based. Our

affiliation at this time can only mean a moral affiliation. When
the blockade is lifted and free intercourse with Kussia is

secured, the new International will assemble all- its adherent

parties and groups, and wiU then proceed to mould Socialist

policies and tactics in the light of the old principles and

new facts.

" The Socialist party of America cannot afford to remain

amorphous at the present stage of the building of the new

International. It has refused to go with those elements who

have either betrayed or were unwilling to remain true to

their professions. It belongs among those parties which

have remained true to International Socialism and who

alone have the right to build the edifice of the new Inter-

national.

"By voting for the minority report the Comrades wiU

give expression to what they have professed and. believed in

during the past critical years in the life of the International

Socialist movement. »

ALEXANDEE TRACHTENBERG."

(Above article received in evidence and marked Exhibit No,

109).

Mr. HUlquit.— So as to get the record straight, Judge, it is

conceded that this was neither an editorial nor a news item printed

by The Oall, but a contribution of an individual sent in on his own
responsibility ?

Mr. Sutherland.— The nature of it appears just as it is. We
will have the paper marked in evidence, and Mr. Trachtenberg's

position in the party is well understood, and it appears in the

record.

The Chairman.— It comes under the head of what the Call

readers think. That means what somebody put in there as their

idea.

Mr. Conboy.— I offer in evidence the Socialist-Democratic

Herald of July 31, 1909, an article by Victor L. Berger.

Mr. HiUquit.— I must object to this for a variety of reasons.
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Mr. Conboy.— That is the "Ballot and Bullets" article re-

ferred to by Berger which deals with the manner in which the

revolution is to be accomplished. We offer it in evidence as indi-

cating the Socialist opinion upon the manner in which the revolu-

tion is to be brought about.

Mr. Hillquit.— The objection to this, Mr. Chairman, is : In

the first place, the paper offered in evidence is not the Socialist

Party publication, or an organ of the Socialist Party ; no attempt

of any kind has been made to prove it such. The objection,

second, is that the article referred to is not an official expression

of the Socialist Party or any subdivision of the Socialist Party,

but of one member who is not a party to this proceeding; and

the objection, third, is that the article in question was written

eleven years ago.

The Chairman.— I will exclude it.

Mr. Conboy.— Now, we offer in evidence from the New York

Call of May 21, 1919, " The Socialist Task and Outlook, by Mor-

ris Hillquit."

The Chairman.— What date is that?

Mr. Conboy.— May 21, 1919.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is entirely pertinent, sir.

The Chairman.— I understand Mr. Hillquit does not object ?

Mr. Hillquit.-— No ; I recognize the authority.

The Chairman.— You may proceed.

(The New York Call of May 21, 1919, was received and marked

Exhibit 110' in evidence of this date.)

Mr. Conboy (reading) :

" THE SOCIALIST TASK AND OUTLOOK.

"By Morris Hillquit.

" It is safe to assert that at no time since the formation of

the First International has the Socialist movement of the

world been in a state of such physical disunion, moral fer-

ment and intellectual confusion as it is to-day. The world

war, so sudden in its effects, had placed the Socialist move-
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ment in Europe before a situation, which it had not foreseen

as a concrete reality and for which it was entirely unpre-

pared, and it reacted to it in a most unexpected and dis-

heartening manner. Far from proving the formidable bul-

wark against war which their friends and enemies alike had

believed them to be, the powerful cohorts of European Social-

ism on the whole supported their capitalist governments

in the capitalist war, almost as enthusiastically and unre-

servedly as the most loyal Junker classes, and when with the

collapse of the war, the Socialist revolutions broke out in

several countries, their forms of struggle were equally start-

ling. The bourgeoisie, against whom the revolutions were

directed, made little or no effective resistance, and the fight,

repressive and sanguinary at times, was principally among

those, who before the war called each other Comrades in the

Socialist movement.
" There is something radically wrong in a movement that

could mature such sad paradoxes and that wrong must be

discovered and eliminated, if the international Socialist

movement is to survive as an effective instrument of the

working-class revolution. What was wrong with the Second

Socialist International, and how are its mistakes to be

avoided in the future ? This is the main question which agi-

tates and divides the Socialist movement today, and upon

the solution of which the future of our movement depends.

" It may be somewhat premature to pass conclusive judg-

ment upon the contending views and methods of con-

temporary Socialism or to attempt to formulate a complete

revision of the Socialist Program. Socialist history is still

in the making, and history has recently shown an almost

provoking disregard for preconceived theories and| rigid

formulae. But enough has happened since August 1, 1914,

to justify several definite conclusions, both as to the wrongs

and remedies of the situation.

" Why did the Second International fail ? Some of our

neo-revolutionary ideologists conveniently account for it

upon the theological theory of lapse from grace. The
Socialists of the pre-war period had become too materialistic

and ' constructive,' they paid too much attention to political

office and reforms, they were corrupted by bourgeois parlia-

mentarism— ' they forgot the teachings of the founders of
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scientific Socialism ' (how reminiscent of the familiar eccle-

siastic comiplaint— ' they abandoned the faith of their

fathers! ').

" Marxian Socialists, accustomed to look to material causes

for the explanation of political events and manifestations,

can hardly accept this explanation, which after all only

reiterates and describes, but does not explain, and fur-

nishes no guide for correction. It asks sternly: What were

the economic causes which deflected the Socialist movement
of Europe from the path of revolutionary proletarian inter-

nationalism? And the answer is as startling and' paradox-

ical as the entire recent course of the Socialist movement.

It was the economic organization of the European workers,

and the pressure of their immediate economic interests (as

und«rstood by them) that broke the solidarity of the

Socialist International.

" It was not parliamentarism which was primarily respon-

sible for the mischief. Excessive parliamentarism in the

Socialist movement of Europe had undoubtedly contrib-

uted substantially to the disaster, negatively as well as posi-

tively, but on the whole the Socialists in Parliament

expressed the sentiments of their constituents pretty faith-

fully.

" The Social-Democratic Deputies of Italy, Eussia, Ser-

bia and Bulgaria knew how to use the Parliaments of their

countries as revolutionary tribunals, and so did Liebknecht,

Eueble and Ledebour in Germany.
" The Parliaments of Germany and France were the

scenes of Socialist betrayal. Its mainsprings lay much
deeper.

" The countries in which the Socialist movement failed

most lamentably are precisely those in which the movement

was most closely linked with organized labor, while the prin-

ciples of international solidarity were upheld most rigor-

ously in countries in which the economic labor movement

was either very weak or quite detached from the Socialist

movement. In the United States, where this detachment

was more complete than in any other modem country, the

American Federation of Labor, under the leadership of

Samuel Gompers, outdid all jingoes in the orgy of profiteer-

ing,"—
Mr. Hillquit.— That should be " patrioteering ".
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Mr. Block.— I have it here, showing it is different in this

pamphlet.

Mr. Conboy.— Do you want it changed from " profiteering,

to " patrioteering " ?

Mr, Hillquit.— Yes, sir.
'

Mr. Coiiboy.— (continuing reading)—
" outdid all jingoes in the orgy of patrioteering, while the

Socialist Party adopted the St. Louis platform. The bulk

of the Social Democracy in Germany was made up of workers

organized upon the same structure and looking to the same

immediate ends as the American Federation of Labor. The
German workers were more progressive than their American

brethren. They acted politically within the Social Demo-
cratic Party. They had their own representatives in Parlia-

ment, and their social-patriotic stand found parliamentary

expression, just as the social-patriotic spirit of the ' non-

political ' American Federation of Labor vented itself in

extra-parliamentary action. What is true of Germany applies

also, though perhaps in varying degree, to Austria, Belgium,

France and Great Britain. Conversely, in Russia, Italy and

Balkan countries, in all of which the element of organized

labor was a negligible factor in the Socialist movement, the

Socialists have on the whole successfully withstood the wave

of nationalistic reaction, and when the first break came, it

was Karl Liebknecht, Rosa Luxemburg and Franz Mehring

in Germany, Fritz Adlerin in Austria, Lenine and Trotzky in

Russia, and Jean Longuet in France, all intellectuals, that

led the Socialist revolts in their countries.

" What, then, is the inference to be dravra from these

facts? Shall revolutionary Socialism hereafter disassociate

itself from organized labor? By no means. A Socialist

movement without the support of the workers is a sort of

disembodied spirit ; in fact, a spook. Socialism must remain

the political and spiritual guide of the working class, but

it must reorganize and re-educate the working class.

" The fundamental weakness of the organized labor move-

ment has been that it was a movement of a class within a

class, a movement for the benefit of the better-situated strata

of .labor— the skilled workers. As such semi-privileged
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class, the economic organizations of labor had attained large

power in the leading countries of Europe and in the United
States before the war. They enjoyed a sort of government

recognition, and had accumulated considerable material

wealth. They had certain ' vested interests ' in the capitalist

regimes of their respective countries. In addition to this

basic shortening, and largely because of it, the workers were
organized along the narrow lines of separate trades and

crafts. This form of organization naturally limits the efforts

and activities of the workers to the petty struggles and in-

terests of their own special trades. It creates a psychology

of craft solidarity rather than class solidarity, and deflects

the workers' attention from the ultimate .^oal to immediate

benefits.

" In such conditions the parliamentary activities of labor's

political representatives cannot but reflect the narrow eco-

nomic policies of their constituents. The petty political

reform measures of the pre-war Socialists correspond to the

craft organization in the economic field, and the striving

of the organized workers to preserve their economic position

within the industrial system of their country and to protect

it against the menace of enemy capitalists is the basis of the

war-patriotism of their parliamentary representatives.

" The first task of the post-war Socialist International

must, therefore, be to organize and reorganize all grades and

strata of labor on broad class lines, not only nationally but

internationally. ITot as trade unions, nor even as mere

industrial unions, but as one working-class union.

" This first lesson to be dravra from the recent experiences

and failures of the old International applies, of course,

mainly, if not exclusively, to the countries still remaining

under capitalist-class control. In the countries that have

passed, or are passing to a regime of Communist or Socialist

government the problem presents itself in a different and

more advanced form. Shall the socialization of industries

and national life be attempted by one master stroke, or shall

it be carried out gradually and slowly ? Shall the working

class immediately assume the sole direction of the govern-

ment as a working-class government, or shall it share govern-

mental power and responsibilities with the capitalist class,

at least, ' during the period of transition ?

'
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" While the question involved is primarily one of power,

to be determined in each country according to the conditions

existing at the critical moment, there can be no doubt about

the stand which the Socialist International must take on it.

In all cases in which the proletariat of a country in revolu-

tion has assumed the reins of government as a pure working-

class government, determined upon the immediate socializa-

tion of the country, the true Socialists of all countries will

support it. Whether we approve or disapprove of all the

methods by which such proletarian government has gained

or is exercising its power is beside the question. Each revolu-

tion develops its own methods, fashioning them from the ele-

ments of th^ inexorable necessities of the case.

" The Socialists of the foreign countries are faced by an

accomplished fact and by the simple alternative of support-

ing the revolution or counter-revolution. It is thus quite

evident that no Socialist or Socialist party that makes com-

n^on cause with the ultra-reactionary elements of bourgeois

and Czarist Eussia in supporting foreign military interven-

tion against the Soviet government, or in any other way ac-

tively opposes that government in the face of its life-and-

death struggle with international capitalism and imperial-

ism, has a legitimate place in the international Socialist

movement. The same may, of course, be said of the Social-

ist attitude toward Hungary.

" In countries like Germany, in which the struggle for

mastery lies between two divisions of the Socialist move-

ment, one class-conscious and the other opportunist, one radi-

cal and the other temporizing, the support of the Socialist

International must, for the same reason, go to the former.

" Such, it seems to me, must be the main outline of the

guiding policy of the new International. Upon such or

similar general program must the Third International be

built. Tor the Third International of Socialism has not yet

been created nor have its foundations been laid, either at

Berne or in Moscow.

" The. Berne conference proved hopelessly backward and

totally sterile, although some elements in it showed a dis-

tinct understanding of the new order of things. The Com-

munist Congress at Moscow made the mistake of attempting
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a sort of dictatorship of the Eussian proletariat in the So-

cialist Internatioual and was conspicuously inept and un-

^^PPy ™ t^e choice of certain allies and in the exclusion of

others. It has not advanced the process of reorganization of

the Socialist movement of the world.
" The task of organizing the Third International is

stUl before us. It must be accomplished on the basis of

principles and conduct, not on that of personal likes or dis-

likes. It is the common task of all international Socialists.

" The attitude of the Socialist part of the United States

toward international problems is thus clearly outlined. From
the temper of its membership and from the official utter-

ances of its administrative bodies, fragmentary as they neces-

sarily had to be under extraordinary restrictions, there can

be no doubt about the party's advanced and militant position.

How is that position to be transplanted into a domestic pro-

gram?
" The platform and the policies of the Socialist party

must be revised in keeping, not only with the development

of Socialism abroad, but also with regard to the changes

wrought by the war in the United States.

" The United States emerges from the war the strongest

capitalist country in the world, not only because of the

superiority of its material and military resources, but also

because the power of capitalism has been less shaken in the

United States than in any of the advanced countries of

Europe. Our ' liberal ' administration has turned to the

lowest depths of reaction and repression without effective

resistance or opposition on the part of any. considerable sec-

tion of the population. The ' progressive ' elements in poli-

tics and social reform have collapsed like a house of cards,

and organized labor has so far remained inert and passive.

The only voice of protest and the only vision of progress have

come from the Socialist party and a negligible group of in-

dustrial workers and radical individuals. But the Socialist

party is as yet an insignificant factor in the political and

social life of America. The importance of American Social-

ism lies in the future, probably the immediate future. The
futility of the war, the failure of ' peace,' the governmental

persecution and repression, the stupid obscurantism of the

press and the terrorism of countless private and public
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agencies are bound to cause a reaction of revolt, and a period

of unemployment and intensified exploitation wiH arouse the

American workers from the narcotics of their leaders' empty

phrases. Then it will be that the workers of America will

look for a new light and guidance, and then the Socialists

of America will have their hearing and their opportunity.

To prepare for that period, and to hasten its coming, is the

present task of American Socialism, and that means pri-

marily two things— propaganda and organization. Propa-

ganda in international Socialism in the modern and advanced

meaning of the term
;
propaganda of new class line unionism

;

systematic propaganda through all methods available, includ-

ing political campaigns and legislative forums, and organi-

zation of all effective organs of such propaganda. At no

time was a comprehensive and harmonious plan of action

along such lines so urgently imperative for the Socialist

movement in America as it is just now.

"All the more unfortunate is it that the energies of the

Socialist party should at this time be dissipated in acrimoni-

ous and fruitless controversies brought on by the self styled
' Left Wing ' movement. I am one of the last men in the

party to ignore or misunderstand the sound revolutionary

impulse which animates the rank and file of this new move-

ment, but the specific form and direction which it has as-

sumed, its program and tactics, spell disaster to our move-

ment. I am opposed to it, not because it is too radical, but

because it is essentially reactionary and non-Socialistic; not

because it would lead us too far, but because it would lead

us nowhere.- To prate about the ' dictatorship of the pro-

letariat ' and of • workers' Soviets ' in the United States at

this time is to deflect the Socialist propaganda from its real-

istic basis, and to advocate ' the abolition of all Social reform
planks ' in the party platform means to abandon, the concrete

class struggle as it presents itself from day to day.
" The 'Left Wing' movement, as I see it, is a purely emo-

tional reflex of the situation in Eussia. The cardinal vice
of the movement is that it started as a 'wing,' i. e., as a
schismatic and disintegrating movement. Proceeding on the
arbitrary assumption that they were the 'Left,' the ingenious
leaders of the movement had to discover a 'Eight,' and since

the European classiflcation would not be fully reproduced
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without a 'Center,' they also were bound to locate a Center

in the Socialist movement of America. What matters it to

our itnaginative 'Left Wing' leaders that the Socialist Party

of America as a whole had stood in the fore front of Socialist

radicalism ever since the outbreak of the war, that many of

its officers and 'leaders' have exposed their lives and liberties

to imminent peril in defense of the principles of international

Socialism, they are 'Right Wingers' and 'Centrists' because

the exigencies of the 'Left Wing' require it. The 'Left

Wing* movement is a sort of burlesque on the Eussian revo-

lution. Its leaders do not want to convert their comrades in

the party. They must ' capture ' and establish a sort of

dictatorship of the proletariat (?) within the party. Hence

the creation of their dual organization as a kind of ' Soviet,'

and their refusal to co-operate with the aforesaid stage ' Cen-

trists' and 'Eight Wingers.'

" But the performance is too sad to be amusing. It seems

perfectly clear that, so long as this movement persists in the

party, the latter's activity wiU be wholly taken up by mutual

quarrels and recriminations. Neither 'Wing' will have any

time for the propaganda of Socialism. There is, as far as

I can see, but one remedy. It would be futile to preach

reconciliation and union where antagonism runs so high. Let

the comrades on both sides do the next best thing. Let them

separate honestly, freely and without rancor. Let each side

organize and work in its own way, and make such contribu-

tion to the Socialist movement in America as it can. Better

a hundred times to have two numerically small Socialist

organizations, each homogeneous and harmonious within it-

self, than to have one big party torn by dissensions and

squabbles, an impotent coUossus on feet of clay. The time

for action is near. Let us clear the decks."

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman we have a strong belief that

this picture should go in evidence, this page showing the unity

of comrades in the movement of May, 1919.

Mr. Hillquit.— Is it the intention of the prosecution to make

this an illustrated record ?

Mr. Sutherland.— It is for the purpose of illuminating a few

thoughts somewhat hidden, camouflage, that we put this picture in

evidence. It shows the unity for the great and absorbing parties

of Bill Haywood and all others.
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The Chairman.—We will exclude it. Proceed.

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Chairman, I wish to announce for the

record that Mr. Gilbert E. Koe, one of the counsel for the ex-

cluded Assemblymen, is absent because of sickness.

Mr. Conboy.— Is he ill, did you say ?

Mr. Stedman.—Yes. At the conclusion of the hearing last week

counsel announced that they had a brief to file for the guidance of

the attorneys representing the Assemblymen and for the Commit-

tee. Since that time I have received a copy and run through it.

I wish to object to the filing of that so-called brief. I object to

it because it is arrogant, presumptuous and to a self-respecting

tribunal it is contemptuous. It is arrogant because it was filed

before the case is closed and purports to cite excerpts of testi-

mony. It is presumptuous in presuming that this tribunal or the

public should come to a conclusion upon evidence offered in behalf

of the affirmative side of this case. And the closing portion of

that brief in which it characterizes Assemblymen who would vote

to reseat these men as disloyal or traitorous is an attempt to

prejudge the issues in the case and to threaten the members with

at least such censure as may be aroused in the public mind for

presuming to hold their minds open untU the entire case and the

evidence is submitted. The censureship of the Assemblymen in

prejudging what they should do is entirely improper, an argument

itself no court would listen to and any lawyer who presumed to

censure a judge at the conclusion of the plaintiff's case, unless he

found as the plaintiff contended, would ordinarily find himself in

contempt of court.

The CliaiBman.— Well, we had the benefit of two very enlight-

ening briefs, one from counsel for the Committee and one from
Mr. Justif-e Hughes, for the Bar Association.

Mr. Stedman.— I have not been favored with the one from Mr.
Justice Hughes.

Mr. Wolff.— Do not forget the one from Mr. Eoe.

Mr. Block.— Neither Governor Hughes nor Mr. Roe suggested
that the Assembly would be disloyal if they failed to unseat these

men.

Mr. Brown.— The reflection upon the Committee is withdrawn.

The Chairman.— Well, the Committee is used to reflection, so

it won't bother tliom.
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MoKKis HiLLQuiT, Called as a witness in behalf of the five

Assemblymen and sworn, testified as follows:

Direct examination by Mr, Stedman:

Q. Wbat is your name ? A. Morris Hillquit.

Q. Where do you live? A. 214 Riverside Drive, New York
City.

Q. I believe you are not a native of this country ? A. I am not.

y. How long have you been here? A. 35 years, about,

Q, I believe you are a Socialist, Mr, Hillquit ? A, I am,

Q, How long have you been aiEliated with the Socialist Party

of America? A, Ever since the organization of the Party, in

1900,

Q, Will you state what your activities have been in that party

;

what official positions you ha^'e held; the conferences that you
have attended? A, I have attended every national convention

of the Socialist Party, with the exception of the recent one held

in August, 1919, as a delegate, I have, at various times, been

a member of the National Executive Committee of the Socialist

Party; in fact, since 1907 practically without interruption, I

have also been the Chairman of the National Committee of the

Socialist Party.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. How long, Mr. Hillquit ? A, Ever since that office existed.

It was created by law. All political parties were required to elect

chairman of national committees. That was when I was first

elected. I have also been International Secretary of the Social-

ist Party since 1905 and up to the present day, with the interval

of one year.

Q. In the conventions have you served on any committees, if

so, what committees usually? A. I have served on committees,

as a rule mostly on the Committee on Platform and Resolutions.

Q. Did you serve on that committee in 1917 ? A, I did,

Q, You were on the Committee which drew what is known as

the Proclamation and War Program of the St, Louis Conven-

tion ? A, I was,

Q. Have you been the author of any works on Socialism?

A, Yes,

Q. Name them, please. A, I am the author of " History of

Socialism in the United States," which was first published in

1903; "Socialism in Theory and Practice," published in 1910;
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" Socialism Summed Up," published about 1913, I believe; and

jointly with Father John A. Eyaii, of " Socialism a Promise or

Menace ? " which is a book in the form of a debate. I have also

written a number of smaller pamphlets on various phases of the

Socialist movement.

Q. With what languages are you familiar, your reading

knowledge and speaking? A. English, French, Italian, Kussian,

German, some Spanish and some Dutch.

Q. Were you at any time elected as a representative of the

Socialist party of the United States to any European bodies?

A. I was a delegate representing the Socialist party of the

United States at the last three international conferences, those

held in Amsterdam in 1904, in Stuttgart in 190i7, and Copen-

hagen in 1910. I also am the American member of the Inter-

nationalist Socialist Bureau, or at least I was so long as that

bureau existed and as such attended, from time to time, meetings

of that bureau.

Q. What is the title of that office ? A. International Socialist

Bureau.

Q. And your title ? A. International Secretary of the Social-

ist Party, or American member of the International Socialist

Bureau, which is the same thing.

Q. Will you at this time describe the bureau's work, the char-

acter of it? A. The International Socialist Bureau is the

executive organ of the International Socialist conferences ; or, as

it is briefly called, the International, or, in the French version,

the Internationale. The International, so-called, or the Inter-

national Socialist Congress, is a more or less loose body—
Q. May I direct your attention first to the executive com-

mittee, how it is formed and its members and so forth, what you

term the executive committee? A. I have to start with the

congresses because they form the bureau.

By Mr. Hillquit:

A. Now, these Congresses took place periodically. They did

take place every three years. Then they became less regular and

none has met since 1910. They are composed of delegates from
every Socialist party in the world. Each one of the IvTational

Socialist parties at the same time elects two representatives to

the International Socialist Bureau. These two representatives

from each country constitute the International Socialist Bureau
which, in turn, elects an Executive Committee of three.
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Q. Who was the Secretary during the time, that you remem-
ber? A. Camille Haysman.

Q. Of what country? A. Of Belgium.

Q. Will you name some of the members?

Mr. Conboy.— Just a second. Is he the secretary of the Inter-

nationalist Bureau?

The Witness.— Yes.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Will you name some of the members of the Internationalist

Socialist Bureau? A. Belgium, as a rule, was represented,

except Haysman, by Emil Vandervele.

Q. Do you know what position he now occupies in Belgium?

A.. Mr. Vandervele is now a Cabinet Minister in Belgium.

Q. Minister of Justice? A. Minister of Justice at this time.

During the war he was Minister of Supplies.

Q. He is the same Vandervele who wrote a recent work on the

Slate ? A. The same Vandervele. Then France was represented

ordinarily by Jean Jaunis and Jules Guesdes.

Q. Will you tell us something of those two men briefly? A.

Jean Jaurus was a member of French Parliament, a former

Professor of French History, recognized as the most eloquent

speaker and most brilliant writer of France, and one of the

most influential men in France. Jean Jaurus was assassinated

just before the outbreak of the war, the first of August, 1914.

Jules Guesdes was the most prominent representative of Marxian

Socialism in France. He likewise was a member of Parliament.

At the outbreak of the war he also became a Cabinet Minister in

France, a position which he retained, I believe, during the first

two years of the war.

Q. Will you state the representatives of other countries, as

you may recall them? A. Yes. Germany was usually repre-

sented by August Bebel, while he was alive, and Karl Kautsky.

Q. Kautsky is living now? A. Kautsky is living now.

Kautsky is the most prominent author on international Socialism.

Kautsky is also the man who was intrusted by the revolutionary

German government with the task of selecting and publishing

material on war guilt, and he is the author of a work of three

volumes on that subject, being published now. Austria was

represented, as a rule, by Victor Adler. Victor Adler was a

member of the Austrian Parliament, and the foremost Austrian



1270

Socialist. He died recently after having been named Minister

of Foreign Affairs of Austria, upon the downfall of the Haps-

burg dynasty. Russia was represented—
Mr. Conboy.— Did Austria have any other representative ?

The Witness.— Yes, I am giving those who usually occupy the

position of members of the bureau. The other one, as a rule, was

one Permerstof. Eussia was represented mostly by either

Plekhonoff or Lenine for the Social Democrats; the two repre-

senting two different factions being members of the bureau,

according to the prevalence of the votes on the one side or the

other, and one through Eoubanovich, representing the Socialist

Kevolutionists of Russia. Italy was represented for a long time

by Enrico Ferri, a noted criminologist and also the Socialist

member of Parliament until several years ago; then mostly by

Qurati, who is the present member of the Socialist party of Italy

and also a member of the Italian Parliament.

Q. He is also a writer, is he not? A. H« is a writer also.

England was represented, as a rule, by one representative of the

Socialist movement and one representative of the Trade Union

movement. The representative -of the Socialist movement for

a long time was Henry M. Hyndman, one of the oldest English

Socialists, and an authority also on economies of Socialism.

Q. He is 'one who is the authority on India, is he not? A.

The same one. Then, it was represented by Kier Hardie, that

is thg Scotch miner, and one of the first labor members of the

English Parliament— the first, I believe, and the founder of

the Independent Labor Party. He died during the war. It

was also frequently represented by J. Ramsey McDonald, like-

wise a member of the Independent Labor Party in England.
Various other countries were represented.

Q. The Scandinavian countries were represented? A. The
Scandinavian countries were all represented. Sweden mostly
by Branting.

Q. A publisher of a paper ? A. A publisher of a paper, and
one of the best known European diplomats in this part of Europe.

Q. How often did you attend meetings of the bureau? A.
Whenever I happened to be in Europe in conjunction with Inter-

national Congresses always, and once or twice between Congresses.

The meetings were held ordinarily twice a year.
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Q. Were the meetings carried on through correspondeuce ? A.
N'ot meetings, but business was conducted through correspon-

dence occasionally.

Q. Referring now to what you term conventions, or the inter-

national, will you state the general method of its organization.

Mr. Conboy.— May I intermpt you for just a moment, Mr.
Stedman ?

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. These meetings that are held twice a year, that you refer

to, are they meetings of the Socialist bureau ? A. International
Socialist Bureau held in Brussels..

Q. They had headquarters there ? A. Yes, sir, in Brussels.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Referring now to the International conventions, will you
state their composition, the subjects generally which they discuss

and which were disposed of. A. The International Socialist con-

ventions principally occupy themselves with a discussion of theo-

retical problems relating to the Socialist movement, the labor

movement or social reform. Then in the number of congresses

they have held, discuss various matters of factory legislation, for

instance, shortening hours of labor, abolition of child labor, safe-

guards in the shops, factories and so on. They have also discussed

various problems of political reform, such for instance, as the

extension of male suffrage which was at no time befo,];e the wax,

complete in Europe ; woman suffrage
;
proportional representation

and similar reforms. They also discuss questions of international

social import, such, for instance, as immigration, imperialism and
colonial policy, war, militarism and international arbitration. Also

matters of Socialist policy as, for instance, the attitude of the So-

cialist movement to the trade union movement, to the cooperative

movement, and also questions such as the advisability of colla-

boration of non-Socialist parties in the government of the various

countries where the question had become a practical and an acute

one. In all such questions the order of business is prepared in

advance, sent to the prospective delegates in advance; commis-

sions are then organized to discuss each and every question sepa-

rately. Those are sections of the Congresses. Then, after such

discussion a report is brought in, it is discussed by the delegates,

and then usually a resolution adopted containing either a general
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statement of principle, or sometimes recommendations to the

afBliated Socialist parties. The International Socialist Con-

gresses or the International has never had or claimed an organic

existence superior to that of the bodies affiliated with it. It has

never had or claimed the authority to direct the policies of the

various affiliated parties, or even to pass judgment upon such

policies. It has never, as far as I know, censured, disciplined or

expelled any afSliated party for non-observance of the so-called

resolutions or rules of the International. We always took th.3

position frankly that the main object of the International was to

furnish a sort of International Exchange for Socialist experience,

views and theories, similar to the International Congresses, say,

of our trade unions, who are organized in exactly the same way
into an international secretariat or trade unions or an Interna-

tional organization of cooperative societies, or the International

Organization of the movement for the suppression of prison labor,

or any number of similar international bodies. Its functions,

its powers are principally advisory. Whatever binding power its

resolutions or programs have is purely moral. The resolutions of

the International are supposed to represent the collective wisdom
and experience of the Socialist movement in all countries, hence

they have a certain and rather strong moral authority, but they

do not undertake to exercise more than such moral authority. For
instance, to say of the Internaftional directing the policy of

national parties of, say, the Socialist party of the United StateS;

or any other party is entirely ridiculous because at no time, could,

or did, the International assume to direct policies of any party.

It is only the general question or questions applicable to all coun-

tries alike. Questions of an International character dealing very

largely, and which are very largely theoretical or philosophic in

their nature are taken up or discussed at such International Con-

gresses.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. Has the International Socialist Congress any constitution

and by-laws ? A. Why, it has not. It has a very few rules— it

has one rule as to the admission of parties. Only such parties are

admitted to the International as recognize political action as one

of the weapons of the Socialist movement. That was adopted away
back in the 90s^ in order to exclude the Anarchists who had made
application for admission. Then there are certain rules with
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reference to voting. Each nation has a certain number of votes,

according to the importance of the movement, ranging from 1 to

20— at present, it has been amended to 30— and there is the

constitution of the Bureau and the election of the executive com-

mittee. That constitutes all of the rules of the International.

Q. Have you got a copy of the rules and by-laws ? A. I don't

think there has ever been a compilation of all these rules. They
have been adopted from time to time, but never an attempt made
to compile a comprehensive constitution or set of rules.

Mr. Sutherland.— May I interpellate the inquiry, whether the

discussion and debates and resolutions of these various congresses

have been published and are available ?

The Witness.— They have been published and are available.

They have in each case been published at least in the three prin-

cipal languages used in the congresses, English, French and Ger-

man. All the meetings, I may add, of the Congress and of the

Bureau are absolutely open to the public, and all the proceedings

are usually taken down and reported in the newspapers of the

various countries ; and a short time after each congress the official

proceedings are published in three languages.

By Mr. Brown:

Q. Publication of the International? A. JSTot always, but you

will get them in every public library of any importance.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Under what title ? A. I believe if you will look under the

general title, " Socialism," or " Socialist Congresses," you will

find it.

Q. Pardon the interpellation ? A. Oh, certainly, Judge.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Are there dues paid to the International ? A. No dues ; but

the expense of the International, of the maintenance of the

Bureau, is divided by the different parties represented on the

Bureau; and that also is normal and platonic, because if a party

does not pay for a number of years— as did happen to the Social-

ist Party of the United States— it thereby does not forfeit its

membership. It is merely a voluntary contribution to the mainte-

nance of the bureau and the other expenses of the congress.



1274

Q. At what time was the last congress called to assemble ? A,

The last time the congress was called to assemble was on the 14th

of August, 1914.

Q. Who were the delegates elected by the Socialist Party of

the United States, if you recall ? A. Why, I recall some. Alger-

non Lee was one, Meyer London, your humble servant, and two

or three more.

Q. Was that congress held? A. That congress was not held;

it was prevented by the outbreak of the war.

Q. Do you know how long the International had been in exist-

ence ; that is, for what period the congresses that were called ? A.

Why, the International is a rather vague and loose term. There

has been an International Workingmen's Society, organized by,

among others, Marx and Engels. That existed from 1863 to 1872.

Then the new series of Internationals—
Q. What occurred then? A. At that time the International

was. practically broken up. As a matter of form, its headquarters

were transferred to the United States, upon the assumption that

would kill it, and it did it, and that was due to a quarrel between

the Social Democratic members of the International and the

Anarchists who just came into being at that time under the leader-

ship of Bucharin.

Q. Michael Bucharin ?

Mr. Conboy.— Is that referred to as the First International ?

The Witness.— That is generally referred to as the First Inter-

national in the literature.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. It moved to New York and died? A. It moved to Ifew
York and died several years later, in 1876.

Mr. Conboy.— Died in New York ?

The Witness.— Died in Philadelphia, where the last convention
was held and the funeral rites duly performed.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. When did the next come into existence and will you state

the circumstances? A. The next sign of life of the so-called

International was in 1889, when in fact, two Congresses were
held in Paris, one called by a group called the Possibilists. That



1'2Y5

is a Socialist school. And the other being the Marxian Wing of

the Socialist movement in France, both of which, however, subse-

quently consolidated and held their conference. From 1889 down

to 1910 these congresses were held at somewhat irregular periods,

and they constitute as a whole what is known as the Second

International.

Q. You said this so-called International; what do you mean

by so-called International? A. What I mean by it is this, that

there really is no justification for this particular term. It does

not describe the thing. The International Workingmen's Asso-

ciation, to which I referred, and which is known as the First

International, was very often called, for brevity's sake, the In-

ternational. What has succeeded it was not an organization

definite, as compact as the First International at all. The First

International was a definite organization. It had its Constitu-

tion, it had its declaration of principles of platform; it had a

very definite set of rules for the guidance of members. The

Second International came into life merely as a conference for

exchange of opinions, so much so that up to the present time no

political platform has been adopted by this so-called International.

It was only in 1900, that is, eleven years after the formation

or after the first convention of the new series that the International

Bureau was instituted. It never has developed to a definite form

of organization as such. The name. International, is applied to

these gatherings and to this Bureau rather in a loose and general

way.

Assemblyman Evans.— Was there any purpose in the failure

to adopt a definite platform and rules?

The Witness.— Only the perhaps tacit recognition that the

International, as such, was not there for the purpose of guiding the

policies of the affiliated Socialist parties. The first International

had been pretty much centralized, and there had been a great

reaction against it, and that is why, when it came to the holding

of the second series of conferences, these principles of attempting

to govern the affiliated parties was reluctant to most such parties

and delegates. This must be borne in mind that the First Inter-

national did not represent a number of powerful, national organi-

zations or movements. It was an attempt to create them from

above. The Second International came together as the represen-

tative of existing and large powerful socialist movements, and

each one was jealous of its own autonomy and faction.
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The Chairman.— We will take an adjournment until two

o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 12:20 P. M. an adjournment was had until

2 o'clock P. M.)

APTEE EECESS.
(After recess, the Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 2 :10

p. M.)

MoEBis HiuLQuiT, resumed, testified as follows:

Direct-examination continued by Mr. Stedman:

Q. Will you state what obligation, if any, the affiliation of the

American Socialist Party with the International carries with it ?

We have gone into it some, but is it anything except a moral

obligation ? A. Nothing except a general moral obligation which

every member of every deliberate gathering tacitly assumes, and

that is to accept the decisions of the body at least as a moral guide.

Q. Well, are there some fundamental propositions —

-

Assemblyman Evans.—The witness said something before about

a trade union movement and a cooperative labor movement. I

would like to have him explain the difference.

Mr. Stedman.— I will let him do that if you will let me finish

this.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Are there some fundamental propositions which they accept ?

A. Only requirements as to admission, as I mentioned before ; and

that is the acceptance of political action as one of the methods of

the movement in question.

Q. Well, they have a common purpose— to a common purpose?

A. The common purpose is implied. As I stated before, the In-

ternational— the new International— has at no time adopted

a platform or program. It is, of course, assumed that all mem-
ber organizations of the International are either Socialist party

or labor organizations.

Q. ISTow, differentiate between the trade union movement and

the cooperative International. A. The organization of the Social-

ist International, the labor International and cooperative Inter-

national is a little overlapping. The Socialist International, to
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which, we have been referring, before, is not, strictly speaking, an

International of the Socialist movement only. It is offieially

styled the Congresses of So.ciaIism and labor, and, the labor organi-

zations— I mean the trade unions— take part in its delibera-

tion's, as well as the SodaliBt. party j the only exception being the

American Federation of Labor, which is not represented on the

so-called Socialist International. All conntries of Europe have a

definite form of cooperation between the Socialist parties and the

labor unions ; one— the Socialist party— representing the polit-

ical end of the labor movement and the other, the trade unions,

representing the economic end; and both sides, or wings, are

equally represented at the International. Outside of this, there is

another body knoivn as the International Labor Secretariat, which

consists solely of trade union representation, and of which the

ximeriean Federation of Labor also forms a part. They are organ-

ized substantially along ' the same lines- as the Socialist Interna-

tional, having periodical conferences, having an executive body,

knoAvn as the Secretariat, and having an international secretary for

the entire organization. They have the cooperative movement

which is very strong in Europe, and represented by 12,000,000

members before the war, not including the Russian Cooperatives,

who likewise have first their National organizations, and second,

their international conferences, and their international bureau. So

that the three Socialists— or their Socialists and Labor— first

they have the trade union, then the cooperative, and they are three

separate organizations based upon practically the same general

lines and form of. organization.

Q. In any of these organizations, but with special reference to

the political international, are any secret oaths taken or obliga-

tions required or any committees operating secretly? A. Abso-

lutely none-. All deliberations, all conferences, all meetings' of all

these bodies, are absolutely and at all times open to the public.

Q'. Do they give any secret instructions as operate like an

invisible empire, an invisible international? A. IvTo secret

insfa-uetions at ail ; and for that matter; no instructions of any

kind, secret or open, except as I mentioned before, the general

line of moral guidtace.

Q. In what cities has it assembled? A. The international

Congresses have taken place in Paris, in Zurich, in Brussels, in

London, in Amsterdam, in Stuttgart, and in Copenhagen.

Q. In recent years have these Congresses been destroyed or

47
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interfered with by the governments of respective coimtries where

they have been held? A. There never has been an interference

by any of the governments within which those Congresses were

held prior to the war.

Q. I refer to prior to the war. Did you ever hear of a citizen

of the International before Mr. Littleton's discovery ? A. I never

heard of such a category before this proceeding. There is no such

thing, and there can be no such thing as a citizen of the inter-

national.

Q. In what sense, if at all, does the International recognize

nationality, and from a socialist standpoint, is nationalism and

internationalism incompatible? A. They are not at all incom-

patible. In fact, to the contrary. Internationalism pi-e-supposes,

first, the existence of nationalism. The internationalism of

socialism is so-called for the reason, first, that the aims and objects

of the Socialist party, or of the socialist movement, are not limited

to any nationality. The Socialist movement is worldwide ; it exists

in every advanced country. Its general program is identical in

every such country, that is, in all cases, it is a movement for the

collective or national ovsmership of the industries of the country

;

and in that sense, its international meaning by it existing in most

nations; it is international, also in this sense: that the Socialist

ideal is a federation of all nations of the world based upon Social-

ist principles and cooperating with each other. In other words,

the brotherhood of man. In that sense, also, the Socialist move-

ment is international. It is not international in the sense of deny-

ing the existence of nations, or denying the right of nations to

separate existence. On the contrary, the Socialist movement at

all times recognizes the existence of separate nations. It recog-

nizes them even in case where such nations had no official political

recognition. For instance, Poland was recognized as a nation in

the councils of the International, many, many years before this

reconstitution. Ireland is recognized as a nation. So is Egypt.

So is India. The Socialist movement the world over, and also

in its international congresses, time and time affirmed the right

of every nation to political independence, and to self-determina-

tion in every respect. It did so before the word was coined in

recent peace programs.

Socialism does not see any contradiction between Nationalism
or national patriotism, if you want, in the sense of endeavoring to

bring about the best possible economic and political conditions in
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each country separately, in furthering the welfare and happiness

of the people of every country separately, and on the other hand,

in the bond of brotherhood between all nations and all peoples of

all nations as exemplified by international solidarity of the nations.

Q. Will you state approximately the numerical strength of the

bodies affiliated with the International prior to the war ? A.

Prior to the wax the total Socialist vote in the world was figured

as about twelve million. That was based on a rather limited

suffrage in practically every country of Europe. It also did not

include Kussia at all. It is safe to assume that at this time there

are between thirty and forty millions of Socialist voters in Europe
outside of Russia. In Germany where the vote had run up to

four and one-quarter million before the war, the last election to

the constituent Assembly showed over ten million votes for both

majority party and minority party of Socialists. That of course

included women who voted for the first time. In Italy the vote

was more than double. In Erance although the number of seats in

Parliament was decreased, the popular vote had grown about 50'

per cent., and in every other country—
Q. The growth from one million two hundred thousand to

almost two million? A. 1,800,000, just about 50 per cent, and

the same is true practically (5f every country in Europe. The
political condition with respect to Socialism in Europe today is

as follows

:

There are four very important countries under Socialist con-

trol. By this I do not mean that they have been fully socialized

or that they have realized the socialist ideal, but I mean that the

political control is in the hands of the Socialist parties. These

countries are Eussia, Germany, Austria and the new Republic of

Czecho-Slovaiia. In all these four countries the government,

including the heads of the government and the cabinet are made
up either entirely or preponderatingly of Socialists. In all other

countries of Europe with practically no exception that I know of

the Socialist movement has parliamentary representation and has

a very active part in the political life of those countries. In Eng-
land, the Socialist movement is so closely connected with the labor

movement that they act as one politically and it is difficult to dis-

tinguish the one from the other. But the Labor party in coopera-

tion with the Socialist parties has made very strong gains since the

war and as well known, is showing its strength at practically every

election. In France, as I mentioned before, the vote has increased



1280

to about 1,800,000, which, represents about 25 per cent of the total,

vote of the country. The parliamentary representation is about 66.

Mt. Oonboy.— 66 out of a total of what?

The Witness.— 590, I believe— 590 odd.

In Italy the Socialists have elected about 175 members of

paiiliamentw In Finland, they have about 80 out of 200. In

Eouimania, for the first time in the history of that country, they

have elected 14 representatives recently. In Bulgaria they have

tested 60" and represent the strongest sole political force in the

country. In the Scandinavian countries, each one of them — that

is, Denmarii, Sweden and Iforway— the Socialist parties are

very strongly represented in the parliaments, in the municipal

administrations, and in the political life of the country generally.

The same holds true of Holland and of Belgium particularly. In

Belgium the Socialists—' known there as the Labor party— have

registered a very substantial gain in the recent election.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. That is true of Spain, is it not ? A. That is true of Spain

.

in so far as we speak, of increasea. In Spain the Socialist move-

ment is rather weak on account o£ the backward economic con-

ditions; but it has grown &inee the war.

Q. In various pronunciamentoes of the Socialist party the:

phrase " International Socialist Hevolution " is used.. "Will, you

please explain what interpretation, the Socialists place on that

phrase ?

Mc. Sutherland.— May I interpose a suggestion? -Should not

the witness state' his own interpretation of that, or state the inter-

pretation given by some authoritative writer or speaker on that

subject? When he says this is the interpretation placed upon it

by the Socialists, it is a very broad field to operate in.

Mr. Stedman.— Not quite as broad as Mr, CoUins, however.

Mr. Sutherlandi— Pardon me. I think it is a subject that the

Chairman ought to give us some restrictions upon.

The Chairman.—What is the- question?

(Question read by reporter).

The Chairman.—Well, he is a pretty good expert on Socialism..

I think that is fair.
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Mr. Sutherland.— Very true, but wlieii he says, " What inter-

pretation did the party place upon it?" someone has suggested

here 57 varieties. I think that has been used by counsel on the

other side.

Mx. Stedman.— E'ow, that came from Collins.

Mr. Sutherland.— If there is an interpretation by the j)arty,

that should be in party platforms, manifestoes or writings by
authoritative, recognized leaders of the party.

The Chairman.— Well, he is a recognized leader of the party in

this country.

Mr. Sutherland.— I do not question that, Mr. Chairman.

The Chairman."— I think he may answer.

The Witness.— Well, to answer the question we will briefly

have to define every part of that phrase. Beginning with the last,

"revolution"— by "revolution" the Socialists mean— and in

fact, not we Socialists alone, but all the authorities upon the sub-

ject— by " revolution " we mean a radical change in the form

of government. Fox instance, we call a palace revolution a change

in the government passing from one member of a dynasty to

another. We speak of a dynastic revolution when a dynasty is

changed. We speak of a political revolution when one government

is replaced by another— a monarchy by a republic, for instance.

When we speak of " Socialist revolutions," or " Social revolu-

tions," which is equivalent, we mean by it a complete change of

the economic or social basis of society; for instance, the change

from handicraft to machine industry is generally styled " indus-

trial revolution " in the literature on the subject.

By a " Socialist revolutioji," we mean a change inihe economic

or industrial basis of modern- society, by which privately owned

industries will be replaced by publicly owned and operated indus-

tries.

When we speak of " Social revolution " we mean by it this turn,

or change of economic development. We mean by it the abolition

of private ownership of land, mines, natural wealth, means of com-

munication, means of production, means of distribution, including

mills, mines, factories and so on. We mean by it the institution

of a regime, or a form of government by which the people collec-

tively will own and operate the basic industries of the country.
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the industries upon which the life oi the people depend— the

processes of producing their food, their clothes, their shelter and

so on. This change— this transition— from a system based on

private ownership and operation of industries to one of industries

socially owned and operated, we call the " Socialist Eevolution."

And I may say in this connection that the word " revolution

"

does not have for us the romantic significance of barricade fights

or any other acts of violence, that it has for most of our newspaper

writers and schoolboys. We mean by it the change— the transi-

tion. The revolution would be just as thorough, just as complete,

as if it took place perfectly peacefully, without shedding a drop

of blood, without a scratch, without a fight. It is not the manner

of accomplishing the revolution. It is the result that we call the

revolution.

Now, when we speak of " International Socialist Revolution "

we mean by it the change from the modern so-called capitalist

form of producing and distributing wealth to the Socialist form

of wealth production and distribution all over the world, because

we do expect that eventually the entire world— or at least all

advanced countries in the world— will go through that transition

just as the entire world has gone through the transition from all

slave economy, or feudalism, to the present process of free pro-

duction, or capitalism. Just as that has been international, so we
expect the Socialist change to be international. That is to take

place eventually throughout the world. That is the meaning of

the phrase " International Socialist Eevolution."

Q. Will you state the national and international positions of the

Socialist party and parties on the subject of war ?

The Chairman.— I didn't get the question.

(The question was read by the reporter.)

Mr. Conboy.— Before you answer that, I think that the position

of the Socialist party, both nationally and internationally, on the

subject of war, has been made the subject of manifestoes and plat-

forms. So far as the United States is concerned, the position of

the Socialist party in America with regard to war, is contained in

manifestoes and platforms that are before this Committee. I

object to this witness attempting an exegesis of both platforms and
manifestoes. I think that the meaning of them is for the Com-
mittee to determine, especially as the Committee has been fur-
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nished with the platforms and manifestoes, and they are written

in language that I think is readily vmderstandable.

Mr. Stedman.— Did you have that in mind when you offered

us Mr. Collins?

The Chairman.— Never mind that ; overruled. Proceed.

The Witness.— The Socialist movement, ever since its incep-

tion, has been definitely opposed to war among nations, but I want

to explain that position a little more fully.

The Socialists are not pacifists. Their opposition to war is not

based solely or even preponderatingly on humanitarian grounds.

Of course, they recognize the humanitarian or ethical element, as

well as all civilized sensible beings do, but their opposition to war
as Socialists is based principally upon the conception, that with

very few exceptions, modern wars have been wars arising from
commercial rivalry, and have been wars for acquisition of national

territory or national rights. In other words, if a nation were

forced to rise in arms against enslavement by a foreign nation, so

a condition analogous to the revolutionary war of this country.

Socialists would not oppose such a war. They prefer to have a

nation attain its independence without war, without bloodshed,

but if a war became absolutely necessary for the attainment, say,

of such independence, Socialists would not object on conscientious

or social grounds. The main basis of Socialist opposition is that

with very few exceptions, as I stated before, wars among nations

in recent times have sprung from commercial motives; that the

result of such wars has been, outside of course, of entailing gen-

eral suffering upon mankind, to hit particularly hard the working

classes of the contending nations who first furnish the armies and

who, second, suffer from all the incidental sufferings attendant

upon war,— scarcity of food, or even famines, epidemics and all

the misery which characterizes the present world after the days of

the war. The Socialist party, therefore, opposes modern wars

among nations, as anti-social, as capitalistic, and as serving the in-

terests of only a small class of contending capitalists in the dif-

ferent nations.

And that thought has gone through all the words, proclama-

tions, platforms and declarations since the beginning of the

International.

I may mention that where a war has a different character, for

instance, our Civil War lately, the attitude of the young Socialist
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moremerrt at tkat time was i by no means ome of mdiSeience or

hostility to both sides. On the contrary, 1?he Socialist movement

.«spQ>used the cause of the Union because it recognized that it

was even then indirectly at first a war for emanc^patisu of the

classes of men.

When this 'present war came on the Socialists all o^er, with

very few exceptions, agreed that .this war likewise was primarily

caused by commercial rivalry among ihe uiations. HegardJreas of

the question as to who contributed most, or which nation con-

tributed most to the outbreak of this particular war, regardless

of the question of the personal .guilt in this case oi the Austrian

government for its ultimatum—• the German government for the

support or instigation of that ultimatum, regardless of the ques-

tion of immediate causes, the Socialists proceeded upon the

assTimption that the basic cause of this war was the comjnercial

rivalry of the various leading nations; that this war iad ieen

prepared years and years ahead of. the assassinationof the Austrian

archduke; that his assassination was no more than a
,

pretext;

that if it had not occurred .soimelhing else would .have occurred,

"but that the economic conditions, princj.pally brought about ths

fight, of ,the various nations for colony, JEor -territory,. for spher.es

of influence, .for markets for the raw material, and so on, was

bound to bring about a violent clash, and ior this reason the

Socialists in this war, prior to its outbreak, whcsa it was threat-

ened; assumed the same. position as it did to all other wars, that

is, one of negation and opposition.

When the war did break out the Socialists of the different

countries varied in their attitude towards the .fact. .1 W-ant to

say this, that while the Socialists of some countries supported

their government, in the war, as, ior instance, these of..Erance and
Belgium and the majority Socialists of Germany, they did not

at any time, even .while so sup.pojtiug their goverimient, change

their basic attitude in theory as to the war.

What they said was this : War was brought on by the commer-

cial rivalry of the. hostile oa.pitalistic groups of the leading nations

of Europe, but it is there, and in our case it has become a war of

defense. Oh, we will have our day of reckonkig with our, ruling

classes which have brought the war upon us,. but in the meanwhile

we can do nothing but support the war.

.1 am not going into the rights or wrongs of the argument, but

I .am merely statiag the Socialists' .position oai. the .subject of .the

war, and that position has gone through from the beginning of
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the International— the First International— down, to the last

authoritative joint declaration of organized Socialism, which was
issued on the 29th day of July, 1904, from th© International

Socialist Bureau.

Q. Will you state the position of the International now,
especially with reference to the two, the one that assembled in

Berne and the one in Moscow?

The Ghairman.— You mean the one in session now ?

Q. Is there any International in session now? A. There is no
ritternational in session now. There is no such thing as an Inter-

national in session, except during the period of congresses, but

you might even say that there hardly is a well-defined Interna-

tional in existence now. The situation with reference to the

Socialist International to-day is as follows:

The Second International, to which we have, referred before,

has disintegrated very largely because, the elements that consti-

tute it are hopelessly divided over fundamental questions brought

to the front, not only by the war, but also by conditions after the

war, so that a great many parties have split up from the Second

liiternational. That relates to Russia ; that relates to Italy ; that

relates now to a part of Germany— the German minority or

Independent Socialists have split up from the Second Interna-

tional ; that relates also to Switzerland and to a number of minor

countries, so that what remained of the Second International is

ne more than a fragment which had two meetings in compara-

tively recent past, one at Geneva, one at Luzerne.

Then an attempt has been made to organize a Third Interna-

tional, so-called; that is, the one known as the Moscow Interna-

tional. That has really not been organized at this, time more

than in name. The fact, of the matter is that at one time, on

practically no notice, the Socialists of Russia, the party of Social-

ists known as the Communists in Russia, together with a few

mostly unauthorized representatives from a few neighboring

countries, made and proclaimed the organization of the Third

International. The Socialist movement throughout the world has

had no time or opportunity to even take part in the

deliberations.

Q. May I interrupt you at this point and direct your attention

to an answer. The International you are now referring: to is, the

one to which the minority report referred which was submitted

and adopted by the membership of the Socialist party of America,

is it not ? A. Precisely.
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By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. Which International now do you mean? A. Now, we are

talking of the Third or the Moscow International, so-called.

Q. All right. A. Since the holding of what I call the nominal

convention several Socialist parties in Europe have declared in

favor of joining the Third International, and some of them of

creating a new International to take the place of both, so that

the entire situation is one of flux. It is in the process of reforma-

tion. The chances are that the Second International, as such, will

not muster sufficient strength to continue its existence. The

chances are that the Third International will modify its form and

program substantially in some points, and then may become the

International of Socialism.

Mr. Sutherland.— Now, it seems to me that the prophecy of

the witness that the Moscow International will change its condi-

tions and its programs should not be received here as evidence.

That is purely a prophecy. We have their Manifesto, and we
have the reply of the Socialist party of America to it. Now, what

the witness prophesies IMoseow will do some time in the future

is a purely gratuitous contribution and does not throw any light

on this present question.

The Witness.— I did not mean to prophesy. Judge. What I

meant to say is this: In every International Congress the dele-

gates there present constitute the congress and adopt such plat-

forms or resolutions as to them seem proper. They are not bound
by programs or resolutions passed by the preceding congress.

The so-called Moscow International has had one so-called Con-

gress which consisted very largely of Eussian representatives, and

a few, as I said, stray, largely imauthorized representatives of

other countries, as a matter of procedure not of prophecy when the

next meeting of that Third International is called and various

other parties are represented they will then proceed to adopt such

platform, or pass such resolutions, or to adopt such rules, as to

them will seem proper, unhampered and unbound by previous

declarations.

The Chairman.—^Well, that would be true of any Congress.

The Witness.—Exactly.

The Chairman.—But until they do that they stand.
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The Witness.—Xo, there is this point. It would be true of any
Congress as long as a Congress is for it. My point is that the

Moscow International has not been definitely formed as an Inter-

national.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. Referring to the document sent by the Socialist Party of

America known as the minority report, I wish to direct your

attention to that particular with reference to any acceptance, if

you have noted it, either of the program and proceedings of that

conference in Moscow. That is, is there any statement made by
the Socialists endorsing or accepting the proceedings of that con-

ference ?

Mr. Conboy.—Well, will not the minority report show whether

it does or does not ?

By Mr. Stedman":

Q. Is there ? A. Well, in the minority report I think, if you

will be kind enough to read it you will find specific qualifications.

The Chairman.— It says A, B, and C.

Mr. Block.— Preceding A, B, and C.

The Chairman (reading).—"The Socialist Party of the

United States therefore declares itself in favor of the Third

Moscow International not so much as it supports the Moscow
program, but because, A," etc. That is here for what it is worth.

If you want to explain something about it you can.

The Witness.— No, I wouldn't wish my statement to be inter-

preted as a disavowal of the program of the Moscow Interna-

tional. It is neither a disavowal nor is it an acceptance of it.

All we say in deciding to join the Third Moscow International

is that the Second International or whatever was left of it has

thoroughly disappointed us, that we are ready to join forces with

what is called the new or Third International. We do so with

the express reservation that we will not accept the dictates of any

body of men or any national organization, whether it be the Rus-

sian Socialists or any other Socialists, but we reserve to ourselves

the right when we get together in the proper time to urge the

adoption of such general principles as to us will seem proper.

Mr. Sutherland.— The witness is not quoting from any plat-

form or declaration of the party.



1288

The Chairman.— He is interpreting this minority report

which was adopted—
llr. Sutherland.— Yes.

The Chairman.— According to our proof before us last week

or week before last.

By Mr., Stedman:

Q, Mr. H-illquit, I wish to read to you from pages 852 amd 853

of thereeord. of this proceeding, and to quote from the testimon3f

of Mr. Collins his answer :
" The Socialist party, internation-

ally, and the Socialist parties of the world, nationally, have

declared for a universal war, and not only failed to support

efforts for peace, but voted for the war budgets to bring about, the

war ? " A. It is about as false and as far the opposite of the true

facts as any statement could possibly be. The Socialist move-

ment, so very far from trying to excite wars, or world wars, has

made every effort, up to the very last moment of this war, amd

throughouit the war, and in connection with every other war in

past years, to prevent such wars. I think the most authoritative

statement on that subject is one that emanates from Jean Jaurus,

the French Socialist leader— I quote from memory and, of

course, not verbally— something to this effect : He said, " We
Socialists are unalterably opposed to wars among nations ; we are

so, even Dhough we know that, as a movement, we would gain by

wars among nations. We do not care to gain anything fox our

movement at the cost of sacrifice, at the cost of the misery which a

war would entail upon the entire world. We would rather have

the Socialist cooperative commonwealth come more slowly, but

comfi more peiioefully, come with less shock to mankind at large,

than to have it come more rapidly by means, or through, the

medium, of war.

The Chaimian.— Well, a League of ISTations would take care

of it ?

The Witness.— It would. We will come {o that in a moment.

Q. Go ahead-—-I do not want to interrupt. A. That is ail

right, Mr. Chairman. I like to be interrupted.

Q. I thought I would help you out. A. Surely,— thank you.

This has been the attitude of Socialism towards war. I think
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you will find ihat in all the many manifestoes and proclamations

of the International Socialist Movement, that is the sentiment.

Mr. Stedman.— I would like to read one more from this, read-

ing from the same witness, Mr. Collins.

" The Internationale of Socialism, while declaring here and

there in its declarations "

—

Mr. Sutherland.— Page?

Mr. Stedman.— 853 — " while declaring here and there in its

declarations that it stands against war, declares for ,.a universal

v:ar of all the nations to bring about the destruction of "the present

order ; that when the time came that this present or .recent con-

flict had reached its cracial stage, when it could be stopped, the

only element that had declared that could stop it
"— then tihere

was an interruption; continuing: "But when the crucial time

came, when this conflict coiild have been stopjpe.d, accojidir^g to .the

academic questions of socialism, internationally and in its nationa-l

centers— for instance, just as. Germany in the GermaM. Eeichstag,

every member of the 110 members of the Socialist party officially

went on record with one exception of Carl Liebknecht, and he was

expelled from the party for refusing to vote for the war power to

bring about the war. Therefore, giving a direct answer to the

gentleman's question, I would say that I am.absDlutelyi-opposed to

Socialism's proposition for a universal war, because it is worse

than any war of nations."

Q. Do you know of any proposition or theoretical 'position of the

party and of its writers to take advantage of a universal war?

A. I do not.

Mr. Conboy.— It is to create a universal war, rather than to

take advantage of one, is it not?

The Witness.— You mean in Mr. Collins' statement ,?

Mr. Conboy.— Yes.

The Witness.— Well, I may say positively that the Socialist

movement does not desire to create a universal war .or any ikind

of a war, for the purpose of bringing about Socialism.

I have here, Mr. Chairman, a collection of Socialist resolutions

on the subject of war, adopted at a number of international Social-
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ist conferences. They are consistent all through, beginning with

the Congress held at Lausanne, in 1867, and going down to the

last expression on the subject by the International, before its col-

lapse on account of the war, July 29, 1914. I shall not read all

of them into evidence, because they are largely reiterations ; but T

have chosen three which will be sufficient for the purpose. One is

the very first Socialist expression on the subject, a resolution

adopted at the Lausanne International Socialist Congress of 1867.

Then I pass on to the other resolution, adopted first at Brussels

in 1868, and likewise at the Paris International Socialist Con-

gress of 1889 ; and likewise at the Brussels Congress in 1891, at

Zurich Congress in 1893, at the London Congress of 1896; and I

will ask that the next one— the most important one and most

basic one, the one of Stuttgart, held in 1907, be read, which is also

very brief; and then in 1912, when it looked as if entire Europe
would be involved in a general war, in connection with the Balkan
war at a time when the condition was very similar to that of

June or July, 1914, the Socialists held a special conference at

Basle, Switzerland, and adopted a brief resolution. I shall read

that into the record.

The Chairman.— Was it your idea to read them all in ?

The Witness.— ISio, only those four basic ones— the first and
then the one in 1897.

The Chairman.— I was going to suggest that you change off and
let some one else read them.

The Witness.— Yes, I will ask Mr. Block to read them, because

he has a better voice than I have.

Mr. Conboy.— When you are reading, Mr. Block, you might
just indicate which ones they are, so we will know what they are.

Mr. Block.— Yes. This is the First International on War and
Militarism.

The Chairman.— What is the date ? •

Mr. Block.— The one at Lausanne Congress, 1867.

(Eeading) :
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"THE FIRST INTERNATIONAL ON WAR AND
MILITARISM.

" The Resolutions of the Labour-International Against

War (186Y-1910)

" Lausanne Congress 1867

"The Congress of the International Association of Work-
ers assemlbled at Lausanne,

" Considering

:

" That war principally affects the labour class, in that it

not only deprives it of the means of existence, but forces it to

shed the blood of the worker;
" That armed neutrality paralyses the productive forces,

demands from labour only useless work and intimidates pro-

duction by placing it under the menace of war

;

" That peace, the primary condition of the general well-

being, must be consolidated by a new order of things which

will no longer recognize two classes in society, the one ex-

ploited by the other

;

" That the first and principal cause of war is pauperism

and lack of economic balance

;

" That in order to do away with war, it will not suiSce

to disband the armies, but also the social organization must

be modified, by means of a more equitable division of pro-

duction
;

" Decides,
" To adhere fully and entirely to the Peace Congress which

will assemble on September 9, at Geneva, if it accepts the dec-

laration above-stated, to uphold it vigorously and participate

in everything it may undertake in order to require the aboli-

tion of standing armies and the maintenance of peace with

the object of arriving as quickly as possible at the emanci-

pation of the labour class and its enfranchisement from the

power and influence of capital as well as of attaining the

formation of a confederation of free states in the whole

of Europe.

"Brussels Congress 1868

" The Congress, considering that justice should reign in

the relations between natural groups, peoples, nations, as

well as among citizens; that the primordial cause of war is
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lack of economic balance, that war Kas ever been the reason

of the strongest and not the sanction of the right

;

" That it is only a means of subordination of nations by

the privileged classes or the government representing them;
" That it strengthens despotism, kills liberty (as proved

by the last wars of Jtaly and Oermany)

;

"That spreading mourning and ruin in families, and

demoralization wherever the army concentrates, it main-

tains and also perpetuates ignorance and misery;
" That the gold and the blood of .nations -have only served

to uphold among them the savage instincts of man in a state

of nature;
" That in a society founded on labour and

;
production,

force can only 'be put in the service of liberty and justice

of every one; that it can only be a guarantee and not an

oppression, were it only for one member of the social body;
" That in the present state of Europe, the governments do

not represent the legitimate interests of workers

;

" That if the permanent and principal cause of war is the

lack of economic balance, and can therefore, only be removed

by social reform, it has none the less an auxiliary larbitrary

cause resulting from the centralization of despotism;
" That the people can even now diminish the number of

wars, by opposing those who make and declare wai-

;

" That it concerns above all the working classes, who are

almost exclusively subject to military service and they also

can sanction war;
" That to do this there is a practical and legal means which

can be immediately acted upon

;

" That as the politic body could not go on for any length

of time if production were stopped, it would suffice to the

working man to strike in order to render impossible the

enterprises of, personal and despotic governments;
" The International Association of Workingman's Con-

.gress assembled at Brussels, protests most energetically

against war.
" It recommends to all the sections of the Association in

their respective countries as well as to all workmen's societies,

and to all labour groups to act with the greatest activity to

prevent a waE, which today, could only be considered as a

civil war, because waged between producers, it would be

nothing more than a struggle between brothers and citizens.
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" The ' Congress reeommaids above all to workers to cease

work' in case a war be declared in their country.
" The Congress counts upon the spirit df solidarity which

animates -the working men of all countries and entertains a

hope that means would not be wanting^in mtch an emergency

to support the people against their goTernment.

"London Congress 1888.

" Considering that the great armaments of the govern-

ments of Europe are a permanent menace ' to the world's

peace, and do great harm to the working class, the Congress

requests t3ie democracies of the varit)us countries to give

instructions i;o -yieir d'eputies to substitute the principle of

arbitration to war, in order to solve the differences between

the ' governments.

"The Stdco^std IiTTEENAiTo-yAL ow War and Militaeism.

"Paris Congress 1889.

" The International Socialist Labour' Congress of Paris.

" Considering:

"That the standing army or the armed force in the ser-

vice of the ruling or -possessing class, is the negation of all

dermocrfitic or repiibliean regime, the military expression of

the monarchic or oligarchic and capitalist regime, an instru-

ment of reactionary coups d'etat and social oppression

;

" That, result and cause of the system of aggressive wars,

constant danger of international conflicts, the standing army

and the offensive policy of which it i-s the organ, must give

place to the defaisive and paex&e 3)olicy of democracy, to

the organization of the whole nation drilfed and armed, not

ior pillage and conqpiest, but to safeguard its independence

and its liberty

;

" That the standing arniy, incessant • cause of war, is as

history proves, incapable of defending a country .j^ainst the

superior forces of a coalition and its defeat leaves the country

Tjisaxm-ed, at the mercy of the conquerors, wiile a nation

prepared, organized, armed, would be inaccessible to

invasion

;

"That a standing army is the disorganization of all civil

life taking from every nation the flower of its youth in
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order to shut it up in barracks, demoralize it, at the period

of apprenticeship, study, greater activity and action

;

" That thus work, science and art sterilized, arrested in the

flight; the citizen, the individual, the family are hurt in

their very existence, in their development

;

" That on the other hand, in a really national arniy, or

armed nation, the citizen follows up the development of his

aptitudes, his faculties in the national life, he executes his

military duties as a, necessary attribute of his capacity as a

citizen ; .

" Considering that

:

" The standing army, by the charges of the continuously

accrued war debt, by the ever increasing imposts and loans

that it brings about, is a cause of misery and ruin;

" Resolutely repudiates the bellicose proposals enter-

tained by the governments at their evil ends

;

" Declared that peace as . a primary condition is indis-

pensable to all labour emancipation

;

"And demands, with the abolition of standing armies the

general arming of the people on the following lines

:

" The National army or the armed nation formed of all

available citizens, organized by district in such a way that

each town, each canton has its own battalion composed of

citizens who know each other, assembled, armed, equipped

and ready to march, if necessary, in twenty-four hours.

Each one shall keep his own rifle and equipment, as in

Switzerland, for the defense of public liberty and national

security.

" Moreover, the Congress declares that war, fatal outcome
of the present economic conditions, will only disappear en-

tirely with the disappearance of the capitalist order, with

the emancipation of labour, and the international triumph
of Socialism.

"Brussels Congress, 1891.

" The Congress,

" Declares that militarism which lies heavy in Europe is

the fatal result of the permanent state of open and latent

war, imposed on society by the regime of the exploitation of

man by man and the class struggle which is the consequence
of this

;
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" Declares that all attempts to obtain the abolition of mili-

tarism and the establishment of peace among the nations—
however generous be their intentions— can only be Utopian

and powerless if they do not toiich the economic sources of

the evil;

" That only the creation of a Socialist order putting an end

to the exploitation of man by man, will put an end to mili-

tarism and assure permanent peace;
" That consequently, it is duty of all those who wish to

finish with war to join the International Socialist Party

which is the true and only Party of Peace.
" Therefore the Congress,

" In view of"-the situation in Europe which daily becomes

more threatening, and of the chauvinist inciting of the gov-

erning classes in the various countries, calls on all workers

to protect by means of unceasing agitation against all desires

for war and against the alliances which favour such, and to

hasten, by the development of the international organization

of the proletariat, the triumph of Socialism

;

" Declares that it is the only means capable of averting a

general war, the expenses of which all workers would have

to bear;

"And in any case, intends,, in the presence of history and

humanity, to throw all responsibility of whatever happens

on to the ruling classes.

"Zurich Congress 1893

" The position of workingmen in case of war is defined in

precise manner by the resolution of the Brussels Congj-es.-i

on Militarism. The International revolutionary socialist

democracy in every country must rise with all its force

against the chauvinist appetites of the ruling classes, it must

consolidate ever more closely the bands of solidarity betwesn

workers in every country; it must work unceasingly, to con-

quer capitalism which divides humanity into two gi-eat hos-

tile camps and stirs up the people against each other.

" With the disappearance of the domination of the classes,

war will likewise disappear. The fall of capitalism means

universal peace.

" The representatives of the labour party in the delibera-

ting meetings must repulse all military credits, they must
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protest uneeaaingly against standing armies and demand dis-

armament. TJie wliQle of the Socialist party must lend its

support to all associations whose object is universal peace.

"London Congress 1896

" Under capitalism the chief causes of war are not relig-

ious or national differences but economic antagonisms which

the exploiting classes of the various countries are driven by

the system of production for profit.

" Just as this system sacrifices unceasingly the life and

health of the working class on the battlefield of labour, so it

has no scruple in shedding their blood in search of profit

by the opening up of new markets.
" The working class of all countries should rise up against

military oppression on the same ground that they revolt

against all other forms of exploitation under which they are

victimized by the possessing class.

" To attain this object, they must acquire political power

so as to abolish the system of capitalist production and

simultaneously refuse, in all countries, to governments

which are the instruments of the capitalist class, the means
of maintaining the existing order of things.

" Standing armies, whose maintenance even in times of

peace exhausts the nation, and the cost of which is borne

by the working class, increase the danger of war between
nations, and at the same time favour the brutal oppression of

the proletariat of the world. This is why the cry ' Lay down
your Arms !

' is no more listened to thaa the other appeals

to humanitarian sentiments raised by the capitalist classes.

" The working class alone have the serious desire, and they
alone possess the power, to realize Universal Peace.

" They demand

:

"1) The simultaxieous abolition of Standing Armies and
the Establishment of a National Citizens force

;

" 2) The Establishment of an International Tribunal of
Arbitration, whose decision shall 'be final

;

" 3) The final decision on the question of War or Peace
to be vested directly in the People in cases where the gov-
ernments refuse to accept the decision of the tribunal of arbi-

tration
;

"And they protest against the system of Secret Treaties.
"The working class will only attain these objects by
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securing the, control of l^uslaifeioiL and by entering into an
alliance with the International Socia&t Movement, whereby
Peace may be finally assured, and the real Fraternity of

Peoples permanently established.

"Paris Congress^ 1900
" The Congress declares that it is necessary in every

country to engage with renewed zeal, energy and vigour in

the DAILY STRUGG-LE against militarism, and especially

to oppose to the alliances of the bourgeoise and the imperial

governments, the alliance of the proletariat of every country.
" The congress points out as mode of procedure

:

"1) Various socialist parties are engaged in carefully

propagating the education and the organization of the young
with a view to opposing militarism.

"2) Socialist deputies in every country undertake to

vote against all military expenses and all expenses for the

fleet and for colonial military expeditions.

"3) The permanent international socialist commission

wiE start and organize in all cases of international importance

a movement of protest and of anti-militarist agitation, which
shall be uniform and simultaneous in every country.

" The Congress protests against the so-called peace con-

ference like that of the Hague, which, in the present state of

society, can only end in annoying disappointments, as had
been shown lately by the war in the Transvaal.

" Stuttgart Congress, 1907

" The Congress confirms the resolutions passed by the

former International Congresses against militarism and im-

perialism, and it again declares that the fight against militar-

ism cannot be separated from the socialist struggles of classes

as a whole.

"War between capitalistic states are as a rule the conse-

quences of their competition in the world's market, for every

state is eager not only to preserve its markets, but also to con-

quer new ones, principally by the subjugation of foreign

nations and the confiscation of their lands. These wars are

further engendered by the unceasing and ever increasing

armaments of militarism, which is one of the principal instru-

ments for maintaining the predominance of the bourgeois
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classes and for subjugating the working classes politically as

well as economically.

" The breaking out of wars is further favored by the na-

tional prejudices systematically cultivated in the interest of

the reigning classes, in order to turn off the masses of the

proletariat from the duties of their class and of international

solidarity.

" Wars are therefore essential to capitalism ; they will not

cease until the capitalistic system has been done away with,

or until the sacrifices in men and money required by the

technical development of the military system and the revolt

against the armaments have become so great as to compel the

nations to give up this system.

" Especially the working classes from which the soldiers

are chiefly recruited, and which have to bear the greater part

of the financial burdens, are by nature opposed to war, be-

cause it is irreconcilable with their aim; the creation of a

new economic system founded on a socialistic basis and real-

izing the solidarity of the nations.

" The Congress therefore considei-s it to be the duty of the

working classes and especially of their parliamentary repre-

sentatives, to fight with all their might against the military

and naval armaments, not to grant any money for such pur-

poses, pointing out at the same time the class character of

bourgeois society and the real motives for keeping up the

an+ao-on'sins between nations, and further to imbue the young
people of the working classes with the socialist spirit of uni-

versal brotherhood and with class consciousness.

" The Congress considers that the democratic organization

of national defence, by replacing the standing army by the

armed people, will prove an effective means for making ag-

gressive wars impossible, and for overcoming national antag-

onisms.

" The International cannot lay down rigid formulas for

the action of the working classes against militarism, as this

action must of necessity differ according to the time and the

conditions of the various national parties. But it is its duty
to intensify and to coordinate as much as possible the effort

of the working classes against militarism and against war.
" Tn fact, since the Brussels Congress, the proletariat in its

untiring fight against militarism, by refusing to grant the
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expenses for military and naval armaments, by democratizing

the army, has had recourse with increasing vigour and suc-

cess to the most varied methods of actions in order to prevent

the breaking out of wars, or to end them, or to make use of

the agitation of the social body caused by a war for the

emancipation of the working classes ; as for instance the under-

standing arrived at between the English and the French trade

unions after the Fachoda crisis, which served to assure peace

and to re-establish friendly relations between England and
France ; the action of the socialist parties in the German and

French parliaments during the Morocco crisis; the public

demonstrations organized for the same purpose by the French

and German socialists; the common action of the Austrian

and Italian socialists who met at Trieste in order to ward off

a conflict between the two states; further the vigorous con-

vention of the socialist workers of Sweden in order to pre-

vent an attack against iTorway; and lastly, the heroic sacri-

fices and fights of the masses of socialist workers and peasants

of Russia and Poland rising against the war provoked by the

government of the Czar, in order to put an end to it and to

make use of the crisis for the emancipation of their country

and of the working classes. All these efforts show the grow-

ing power of the proletariat and its increasing desire to main-

tain peace by its energetic intervention.

" The action of the working classes will be the more

successful the more the mind of the people has been prepared

by an unceasing propaganda, and the more the Labour parties

of the different countries have been stimulated and drawn

together by the International.

" The Congress further expresses its conviction that under

the pressure exerted by the proletariat the practice of honest

arbitration in all disputes will take the place of the futile

attempts of the bourgeois governments, and that in this way
the people will be assured the benefit of universal dis-

armanments which will allow the enormous resources of

energy and money wasted by armaments and by arms to be

applied to the progress of civilization.

" In case of war being imminent, the working classes and

their parliamentary representatives in the countries concerned

shall be bound with the assistance of the International Social-

ist Bureau, to do all they can to prevent the breaking out of

the war, using for this purpose the means which appear to



1300

tliem the most eflicaGious,, and wtick must naturally vary

aecording; to the aeuteness of the struggle of classes, and to

the gemeral. political, conditions.

" In casewar shoixld break,out notwithstaading, they shall

be boujid to intervene for its being brought to ia speedy end,

and. to employ all. their forces for utilising the economical

and political' crisis, crearted by the war,, in order to rouse the

masses of the people and to hasteji.thedowntread of the pre-

dominance of the capitalistic class.,

" CopRnihagen Congress 1910.

" The congress declares that the armaments of the nations

harve alairmingly increased during recent years in spite of the

peace congresses and the protestations of peaiceful iiitraition

on th-e pairt of the goyemments. Parfeieulariy- dses' this

apply to the general movement of the govermneirts; to in-

crease the naval armaments whose latest phase is the con-

struction of a 'dreadnought'. This policy leads rart' only

to an insane waste of national resources for unproductive

purposes and therefore, to the curtailment of means for the

realization of necessary social reforms in the interest of the

workimg class, but it alsoj threatens all nations with financial

ruin and exhaustion through the insupportable burdens of

indirect taxation.

" These armaments have but recently emdaoigered the

peace of the world as they always will. lii view of this

development which threatens all a;Ghievements of' civiliza-

tion, the well-being of nations and the very life of the

masses, this congress reaffirms the resolutitms of the former
intemaitional congresses- and particularly tbart' of the

Stuttgart eomgress.

" The workers of all countries have no quarrelB or differ-

ence which could lead to war. Modern wars are the result

of capitalism, and particula'rly of rivalries- of' th-e capitalist

classes of the different countries for the world market, and
of the spirit of mili-tarism, which is one of th© main instru-

ments of capitalist class rule and of the economic and politi-

cal subjugation of the working class. Wars will cease com-
pletely only with the disappearance of the capitalistic mode
of production. The working class which bears the main
burdens of war and suffers most from its effects has the
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-greatest interest in the prevention of wars. The organized

socialist workers of aJl cenntries are therefore the only relia-

ble guaranty of universal peace. The congress, therefore,

again calls upon the labor erganizations of all countries to

continue a vi'gorous propaganda of enlightenment as to the

causes of war among all workers, and particularly among

the young people in order to educate them in the spirit of

international brotherhood.
" The congress reiterating the oft-repeated duty of social-

ist representatives in the parliaments to combat militarism

with all means at their command and to refuse the means

for armaments, requires from its representatives

:

" a) The constant reiteration of the demand that inter-

national arbitration be made compulsory in all international

disputes.

" b) Persistent and repeated proposals in the direction of

ultimate complete disarmament ; and above all, as a first step

tie conclusion of a general treaty limiting naval armaments

and abrogating the rigbt of priTateering.

" c) The demand for the abolition of secret diplomacy and

the publication of all existing and future agreements

between the governments.

" d) The guarantee of the independence of all nations

and their protection from military attacks and violent

suppression."

Taken from the Bulletin Periodique of the International

Socialist Bureau, No. 9, 3rd year.

CAMILLE HUYEMAN8,
Secretary.

MANIFESTO OF THE INTERlSTATIOIfAL

SOCIALIST BUEEAU AGAINST THE WAR
October 29, 1912.

The International Socialist Bureau expresses its profound

borroT of the terrible massacres v^hich are being perpetrated

at the present time in the Balkan region and sends most cor-

dial greeting to the socialists of the Balkans who, with

heroic courage have remained faithful to the principles of

the party in most difficult circumstances.
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" It recognizes the force of the reasons animating the

Balkan people in claiming their independence and the guar-

antees necessary to all elements of the peninsula, but it is

convinced that this grand object would have been attained

without wai', without bloodshed, and without economic ruin,

if the problem had not been forced by the dynastic amtbitions

of the heads of the Balkan States who, have perfidiously

paralyzed Turkey's efforts at regeneration and whose sole

object is to bring the Balkan people under their dominion.
" It is, therefore, in progressive democratization and in

close union of all the Balkan states, including Turkey, it is

in the struggle against agrarian oligarchy that the labor

classes of the peninsula have seen the solution of the problem.
" But by the development of the greed and the brutality of

Europe, by the acts of force and treachery in Morocco,

Bosnia-Herzegowina, Tripoli, Persia, by the alternative or

combined game of the intrigues of Russian czarism and the

ambitions of the Austrian monarchy, war has been declared

in the Balkans. Out of this war, at any moment, a general

conflict may spring. The duty of all proletarians, of all

parties of the International is greater and more urgent than

ever. In the ominous light of events, they must make the

most refractory understand the profound causes of the regime

of insecurity, brutality, and rapine that obtains in the world.
" They must use every effort to hasten the succ^s of

Socialism, which alone can establish lasting order in inter-

national relations, delivered over to capitalist anarchy, to the

covetousness of financiers, to chauvinist fury, to diplomatic

double dealing. But also they must from now on, with all

their strength, oppose any extension of the war, any inter-

ested and selfish intervention which might increase it. Let

the proletariat rise against the policy of war with all the

force of its organization, with the action of the masses, let

every voice cry out loud, let them signify by all their acts

that they will not allow themselves to be drawn into stupid

and bloody conflicts. It is in order to give to our protest and
to our action against war as much unity as possible, that the

International Socialist Bureau has decided on the convoca-

tion, as soon as possible, of an extraordinary international

congress. The best preparation for this congress will be the

methodical and intense agitation of all the Socialist and labor

group against those who have brought about the conflict. The
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next hours will no doubt be full of trials and responsibility

for the Socialist party and for the proletariat. They will be
able to surmount them with the same courage of which our
comrades engaged in the conflict have given proof. But let

the governments know that there will without doubt also

be danger for them if they play with fire. It is not with
impunity that they will light this terrible fire in the whole
of Europe.

" Down with war

!

" Long live the International !

"

Mr. Block.— Any others ?

The Witness.— Just the last one adopted by the International

Socialist Bureau before the outbreak of this war, July 29th, 1914.

Mr. Conboy.— Where was that held ?

The Witness.— Brussels.

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Chairman, we have only read a portion

of this, but if there is no objection I will ask that they all be put

in the record.

The Chairman.— Put them in.

Mr. Block.— This is a resolution adopted by the International

Socialist Bureau July 29th, 1914.

Mr. Conboy.— Will you tell me what you are reading from,

Mr. Block?

Mr. Block.— "The Socialists and the War", by William Eng-
lish Walling. It is a compilation edited by William English

Walling, published by Henry Holt & Company, 1915. This is the

resolution of the International Socialist Bureau, July 29, 1914,

unanimously passed.

" In Assembly of July 29 the International Socialist

Bureau has heard declarations from representatives of all

nations threatened by the world war, describing the political

situation of their respective countries. By a unanimous vote

the Bureau considers it an obligation for the workers of all

nations concerned not only to continue but even to strengthen

their demonstrations against war in favor of peace and of a

settlement of the Austro-Serbian conflict by arbitration. The

German and French workers will bring to bear on their
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igovemments the most vigorous pressure in order that Ger-

many may secure in Austria a moderating action and in order

that France may obtain from Eussia an undertaking that

she will not engage in the conflict. On their side the workers

of Great Britain and Itady shall sustain these efforts with all

the power at their command. It was further resolved that

the International Socialist Bureau congratulates the Russian

workers on their revolutionary attitude and invites them

to continue their heroic efforts against Czardom as being one

of the most effective guarantees against the threatened world

war."

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, the Socialists of Russia opposed the war, did

they not? A. They did j' that is, as many of them as were mem-
bers of the Duma opposed the war, made such statement in the

Duma, and left the Duma as a sign of protest.

Q. That was true also of the Socialists in Serbia ? A. It was.

Q. The Socialists in the Scandinavian countries opposed it ? A.
Of course, they were not directly involved, but they were opposed

to the war.

Q. Then the attitude of the Socialist Party of the United States

in disapproving the war and in opposition to it—
Assemblyman Cuvillier.— One moment. How about Germamy ?

The Witness.— In Germany up to the last day before the war
they were strenuously opposed to it.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— But finally they succumbed ?

The Witness.— When the war broke out a part of them did

succumb.

Q. Repeating my question— the attitude of the United States

Socialist Party was not alone then—
Mr. Conboy.— I^ot alone what ?

Q. (Continuing)— in its attitude toward war?

Mr. Conboy.— If that is an inquiry at all it is for the Com-
mittee to determine upon the record. We have those that have
opposed the war and we have those who were in favor of the war,
and we have the attitude of the party in the United States, and it

is for us to draw our own conclusions, isn't it ?
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The Chairman.— Let him answer.

A. I should say the attitude of the Socialists in the United
States was exactly the same as that of the attitude of the Socialist

party of Italy, of the minority Socialists in G-ermany, as the

Socialist party— the Parliamentary party at least— of Russia,

and of Serbia ; as that of the Socialist parties of all neutral coun-

tries and as that of the Universal International Socialist attitude

before the war.-

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. May I direct your attention to Great Britain ? A. As far as

Great Britain is concerned, the attitude of the Socialist Party
coincides with that of the Independent Labor Party, with that of

the British Socialist Party, and very largely with the Labor P&rty

or Trade Union Congress of Great Britain.

Q. I call your attention,now to the statement by Expert Collins;

page Y75 (reading) :

" The Socialist Party opposes the League of ISTations,. pj^oP"

erly and rightfully constituted, because a League of ISTations so

constituted, on the foundation that I have elaborated in my
answer to your prior question, would naturally create har-

mony and the feelings inherent in the spirit of the brother-

hood of man, founded upon the fatherhood of God ; the denial

of the doctrine of class antagonisms, and class hatred, also,

and would bring all men together on the basis of the common

weal of humanity for the settling of their differences by peace

and harmony and by agreement. Consequently, such a League

of ISTations, so constituted, would help to eliminate much of

the real abuses that ^Socialism, while pointing out as an op-

portunity to make followers, and while these abuses stand, they

are festering sores on the face of the body politic, although

not inherent in it for its destruction; and consequently, as

long as SocialismJ can point to evilfe, and sores that can be

eliminated by the processes that I have mentioned,"— and

so forth.

Q. What is the attitude of the Socialist Party—
The Chairman.— Toward what ?

Mr. Stedman.— Toward the League o£ Nations ?

The Chairman.— I asked you that. '.
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The Witness.— You asked me that, Mr. Chairman, and it gives

me exceptional pleasure to answer that. I would say, in the first

place,

—

Mr. Conboy.— Not as great pleasure as to hear you.

The Witness.-— Mr. Collins' statement that the Socialists are

opposed to the institution of the League of Nations is absolutely

false, because if anything, the Socialists pride themselves upon

being the first ones to formulate and to demand the institution of

a pure League of Nations, Socialists today are enthusiastic ad-

herents to the League of Nations idea and philosophy. They are

utterly opposed to the concrete program of the so-called League of

Nations adopted at Paris. They are opposed to that so-called

League of Nations because they are in favor of a true League of

Nations. The Socialists' idea of a League of Nations which,

until, oh, comparatively speaking, a short time has been the gen-

eral prevalent notion of a League of Nations, I mean prevalent

at least in circles of liberal thinkers, is, briefly speaking, this:

The office of the League of Nations, if it is to be a real League of

Nations, is to do away with wars among nations and consequently

its composition, its machinery, the entire make-up of the League,

must be directed toward that end, that is, the abolition of wars.

That means, in the first place, that such a League of Nations, by

its constitution, should proceed to abolish the principal causes of

wars among nations. That we all agreed upon until this Paris

Treaty was drawn. By that we mean the Causes of war among
the different nations have undoubtedly been very largely, com-

mercial. That is not said by way of reproach, but by way of

statement of indisputable fact. I may mention, by the way, that in

his very last pronouncement upon the subject, President Wilson

has taken the same stand with reference to the last war. Now,
these causes are the following. In every advanced nation the

dominating or capitalist class reaches a point where the resources

and facilities of their own country are insufficient for their eco-

nomic or commercial development.

Countries with very few exceptions need raw material which

they cannot all get in their native soil. They, therefore, must

have access to raw materials in foreign countries, usually less

developed countries. In order to do that they embark upon a

colonial policy, that is, try to conquer and hold colonies and monop-

olize the products of such colonies for themselves.
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They also each strive to secure certain special spheres of influ-

ence. For instance, China is all partitioned,— a certain part is

for the English sphere of influence, a certain part is for the French

sphere of influence, a certain part for the Japanese sphere of influ-

ence, and so on. Then, also, they must, of necessity, have facilities

to make their investments abroad after they have exploited the

best facilities at home. That is why we have the concession in

foreign parts for railroads and other public works, and so on.

Then again, as our present industrial system develops and grows,

imports and exports, foreign trade and foreign market, they are

an ever increasing important part. That means that nations must

have outlets to the sea. They must have a sufficient number of

ports. If they do not they are hampered and they strive to acquire

such ports. In the transportation of commodities and merchan-

dise, the control of the sea, or the freedom from control is highly

irapoxtant. The great waterways of the world, such as the Kiel

Canal, the Straits of Gibraltar, the Suez Canal, the Panama Canal,

the Bosphorus, and so on, are of tremendous importance, so that

a League of Nations, in the first place if it is to establish a condi-

tion of affairs which will do away with the necessity of wars must

do away with this incentive to rivalry among nations, nor is that

all in this competition among various advanced nations, and capi-

talist classes in the various advanced nations. There is constant

intrigue, so-called diplomacy, secret diplomacy, each nation trying

to get advantage over the other nation by secret treaties, by prefer-

ential terms of all kinds. All this should be abolished in order to

have a true league of nations.

Then again, the fact that there have been in Europe and out-

side of Europe, a number of oppressed nationalists, nationalities

striving to i-egain their independence, has been a fruitful source

of wars in the past— at any rate, a great contributing force.

That, of course, would have to be eliminated in a proper League

of Nations.

Mr. Conboy.— What is that last cause?

The Witness.— Oppressed nationalities and the struggle for

independence.

Then, likewise, the oppressive competitive armaments— I

mean both land and sea— that, of course, is another source of

wars among nations; and finally, the absence of any organization

to dispose of quarrels among nations peacefully. So that a League
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of JSTations, to be properly constituted and to actually have the

power to do away with, wars, would have to be based upon a pro-

gram, which was pretty aptly— though not completely— emir

merated and formulated, by President Wilson, in his late lamented

fourteen points. Or, as it was more specifically and,more circum-

stantially mentioned, in th& program of the. British Labor Party.

In other words^ it would have to be an association of nations, a

League of Nations— of nations peopleing th© world, without

exception— it would have to be-a fedracaition, or league, of every

nation, large or smail^ in, Europe, Asia, Africa, Australia, or any-

where in the world,, in the first place.

That league would have to be based upon a certain definite con-

stitution, an international constitution, if you wajit, which woinldi

first, say, internationalize the great waterways of the world—
neutralize them—make thiem accessible to alL There is no reason

in the. world why any nation should appropriate any part of the

ocean for itself. It would have to be followed by the internation-

alization, if you want, or; at least permission to u^, the iraportamt"

pcxrts of the: world ; so that, for' instance, a large country like Rus-

sia: does not find itself bottled up and shut off from commerce or

intercourse with, the rest of the world. It would have to do away

with the ownership of one country by another, the abominable sys-

tem of colonies. It. would have to do away with the system- by

which a sfercaig. country can go into Africa or Asia and take hold,

by force of arms, of a defenseless, large aud undeveloped nation,

or people, and say, " You are my subjects^ You are my colonies.

We will take your wealth, your natural wealth. You will take

OUT' produetHy and you will not tranife- with anybody eke."

Colonies would have to be internationalized, or at any rate, the

openhdoor policy declaied for all.

As far as dtrties are coneeraed, discriminating' duties', dis--

erimdnatory in favor of one nation as- against another ; they cer-'

tainly would have to be abolished as a very fruitful source of

war.

Then, aside from that, the principle of self-determination, of

which so much haa been said and about which so little^ has-been

done, would have to be incorporated in the League- of^ Wa'tiims.

Every nation, or every nationality, should be given,the right'.to

determine for itself what form or Oicganization— what poiitieal.

fbrm of organization— and what political affiliation, it will adopts

or whether it.vnll adopt none and develop its own independence^



1309

Secret diplomacy, would have to be absolutely abolished as being

probably the worst sore in international relations.

Armaments would have to go, for as long' as there will be mil-

lions upon millions of professional soldiers and the standing

armies will drain all the resources of the country, and each one

wUl have an eye to its neighbor to see whether it is increasing

its armament, and then follow suit, so long will there, of course,

be an incentive toward, and finally wars. And finally, also, so

long as a better and more civilized method of settling disputes

among nations has not been devised, so long will wars continue.

iN'ow then, the present League of Nations, so-called, does not

incorporate a single one of these elemental features I have men-

tioned. To begin with, it is not a League of Nations at all. It

does not represent the nations of the world; it does not pretend

to. It does not represent nations, but governments. It takes the

same diplomatic courses with different countries. The same

cliques that have been involving the world in all these wars time

and time again. It elevates them, lifts them out of their re-

spective chancellories, and brings them together in one place and

calls them a League of Nations.

The League of Nations, as formulated in Paris, is not to

be composed of members elected by the different nations by

popular suffrage ; not even by Parliament. No ! They are to be

men appointed by the foreign ofSces, by the diplomatic offices in

various countries. Now, of course, you can hardly expect the

diplomats to abolish diplomacy, just as little as you can expect the

capitalists class to abolish capitalism. But that is precisely what

we expect them to do. We send a lot of old diplomatic fossils,

who have been responsible for more human misery than any other

class of men in the world, we sent them into one room in Paris

to devise a League of Nations— and they did. They perpetu-

ated themselves and legalized themselves and described themselves

to be a League of Nations.

By Assemblyman CuviUier

:

Q. Do you think Lenine and Trotzky and the Soviet govern-

ment have adopted your idea of the League of Nations ?' A. Yes,

they have.

Q. You think so ? A. Yes, I know they have. I will tell you

about that a little later, in detail.

48
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Mr. Conboy.— Would it be advisable to adjourn for a few

minutes, so we can get a little air in tbe room? Perhaps Mr.

Hillquit will appreciate a little rest, also.

The Witness.— Well, perhaps the League of ITations can wait

five minutes longer.

The Chairman.— We wiU adjourn until 4 o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 3:40 P. M. recess was taken until 4 o'clock

P. M.)

AFTEE EECESS

MoEEis Hillquit resumed the stand, and testified as follows

:

The Chairman.— You may proceed, Mr. Stedmau.

The Witness.— Will the stenographer please read the last few

lines to me?

Mr. Conboy.— If my notes are correct, you were discussing the

part that armament played in bringing about wars between na-

tions, I think you had just reached the conclusion that arma-

ments must go.

The Witness.— This was before the end, Mr. Conboy. It was

the last note that you made, but not the last thing that I said. The

last thing I said, as far as I can recall it, was that one of the

Socialist objections to the League of Nations as constituted or

formulated at Paris, was that it was not a League or organization

of the peoples of the different nations; that it was not demo-

cratically constituted, but that it attempted to perpetuate our

diplomatic service in the various countries under the name and

guise of the League of Nations.

Mr. Conboy.—And you said they had " legalized " themselves.

Mr. Block.— League-ized.

The Witness (resuming) .— The next objection of the Socialist

party, or parties, to this so-called League of Nations is that the

administration of its affairs is not left in the hands of the nations

who are supposed to constitute the League, or such an executive

instrument as such nations may choose, but that it is left in the

hands of a council of nine, of whom five are perpetually named.
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These five forming the majority of the council, being the five

principal powers on the Entente side in the war.
'Now, the Socialists reason that if a League of Nations is to

have any real vital function it must wipe oiit hatred between
nations

J
it must wipe out all lines of demarcation between one

camp and another camp. It must, at any rate, not perpetuate

hostile camps among nations, and this arrangement by which the

five principal belligerent powers on one side, are constituted the

majority in the council of the League of JSTations, which council

is practically impotent under its terms. Excluding all of the

rival camps, it is something that must of necessity defeat the hope

of any League of Nations. Of course, sentiment and hatreds are

strong now because we are so soon after the war, but the object

of the League of Nations, nevertheless, is to do away with national

antagonism and hatred once and for all.

Now, then, instead of doing that this national hatred and antag-

onism in this League of Nations are perpetuated. The present

belligerents on the entente side are made the League of Nations.

The other side is excluded from its administration. Then, proba-

bly a more cardinal objection to the League of Nations is its one-

sidedness, and if you want to choose a somewhat stronger term

it is hypocracy.

We start out upon the assumption that it is wrong to subjugate

peoples. Our President has said, I believe, that never again in

the future shall nations' peoples be bartered by us from hand to

hand like chatties, which means, in other words, the system of

maintaining colonies, subjected countries, must go in a civilized

world. Now, then, what did our League of Nations in Paris do ?

They took that from the moral principle and applied it to Ger-

many, and said, " You shall not be an affiliation. You shall not

subjugate foreign peoples. We take away your colonies ;
" but

they did not do that to England or to France or to Italy. In other

words, the thing morally reprehensible is allowed for ourselves,

is denied the other fellows. Our opponents must be good, but you

may be bad.

The same applies to every other cardinal provision; for

instance, the provision as to disarmament.

Mr. Conboy.— May I interrupt you long enough to ask you

whether when you say our opponents must be getting more bad

who you are referring to ?

The Witness.— The allies. We are part of the allies.
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Mr. Conboy.— You incorporate the United States among them?

The Witness.—And I incorporate all those parties who are

responsible for the draft of the League of Nations as manufac-

tured in Paris. I say they apply these principles on one side

and don't apply them to themselves. For instance, the principle

of disarmament gradual and eventually complete was one of the

main points of the basis underlying any League of Nations. The

Paris conference has effectively disarmed Germany and Austria

and Bulgaria and Turkey, and it was very well that it should have

disarmed them, but when it comes to themselves they don't. They

provide that each of the coimtries may maintain a necessary

force, leaving it to themselves to determine what is necessary,

taking into account geographical situation and so on. In other

words, as far as applied to the allies themselves there is abso-

lutely no attempt at actual disarmament. .^

The same applies to the waterways. For instance, the Kiel

canal is international. The Straits of Gibraltar, the Suez canal

and the Panama canal are not. The same applies in fact to every

provision. The paradox of the entire thing is that it looks as if

our representatives got together in Paris for the purpose of

creating ideal conditions among our enemies or late enemies and

leaving the allies with the conditions obtaining before the war.

Assemblyman Ouvillier.— Trotzky and Lenine were willing to

become a part of the League of Nations, weren't they ?

The Witness.— Trotzky and Lenine before the Eussian Eevo-

lution and before the development of present conditions in Russia

took the International Socialist position of willingness, not only

willingness, but eagerness to create a true League of Nations.

Asseniblyman Ouvillier.— They applied to the Paris confer-

ence to be admitted to the council, didn't they?

The Witness.— To be admitted to the council, but it is hardly

a proper statement.

Assemblyman Ouvillier.— Well, your own way, then.

The Witness.— We will come to Russia and Lenine and
Trotzky pretty soon, Mr. Ouvillier, and we will go into the sub-

ject fully. I propose to do that.

Returning now to the League of Nations. The enormity of

the present plan of the League seems to us Socialists, and when I

say to us Socialists I base my statement on official declarations



1313

of Socialist parties here and everywhere and international con-

ferences as well.

The enormity seems to be this : that the League of ISTations, of

course, cannot be considered apart from the Peace Treaty. The
Peace Treaty is just as much an organic part of the arrangement,

or the League of E'ations. ITow, by the Peace Treaty we proceed

in rearranging the world in a certain way. First, we leave, as I

stated before, the main powers on our own side in possession of all

of the stolen goods, figuratively speaking— referring to the col-

onies— and then we impose certain very onerous conditions upon
the other side. When we have done all that we declare that this

condition of affairs that we have created must remain so forever,

for it cannot be changed except by unanimous consent of the coun-

cil, and the unanimous consent of the council includes the votes of

the powers who have the advantage of having dependencies, col-

onies— and so on.

Having proclaimed the abstract right of self-determination, for

instance, we leave Ireland under the subjugation of England—
call it subjugation, because they feel that way— and we leave

Egypt and India in the same condition, and then the league pro-

ceeds to say that this condition cannot be changed, and if an

attempt is made to change it, the entire world has to be reckoned

with. In other words, so far from making it easy for oppressed

nationalities to gain their independence, the league makes it more

difficult; so it is not a step in the right direction, a step toward

progress ; but it is a step backwards.

Mr. Conboy.— Where do you find any reference in the League

of ISTations to the right of self-determination?

The Witness.— I do not. That is the trouble. I did find it in

President Wilson's statement of the fourteen points. I did find

it in Lloyd George's very eloquent statements before the war ; but

I find absolutely no smell of it in the League of ISTations plan as

formulated in Paris.

IVTr. Conboy.— I wanted to bring out that fact. In your judg-

ment, the attempt by Article 10 to guarantee the integrity of the

various empires and countries and nations as constituted, without

any application or recognition of the right of self-determination,

brings about an unjust condition ?

The Witness.— Exactly. In this case the unjust condition cre-

ated l)y the Peace Treaty.
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Mr. Sutherland.— Maj I interpolate this suggestion, Mr.

Chairman: Is it not from external aggression that the covenant

binds the nations to protect a member of the league, and would

that apply to an effort toward independence on the part of a

people constituting now a part of the British Empire ?

The Witness.— Why, Judge, you have had a very concrete illus-

tration of it in the outbreak of this war. There was a quarrel

between certain Serbs who were incorporated into the Austrian

Empire and Austria, and the Serbs not incorporated in the Aus-

trian Empire naturally came to the assistance of their fellow-

countrymen. That certainly would be considered an external

aggression.

Mr. Sutherland.— I am not attached to Article 10, but I merely

call attention to the lan^age where the term " External Aggres-

sion " is used, which, it seemed to me when you were discussing

it, you had not given any emphasis or possibly paid any attention

to. External aggression differs, it seems to me, from the effort of

a people constituting a constituent part of the British Empire to-

day to free themselves from the control of that empire and set up

an independent government.

Mr. Stedman.—What the Judge wants to know is would the

Irish of the United States help the Irish over there ; if they did

that, would that constitute' aggression ?

The Chairman.— !N"o, no.

The Witness.— I da not think the Judge means that, but I

think Mr. Stedman means that

The Chairman.— I do not think we will take an awful lot more
on this League of Nations matter.

Mr. Sutherland.-— If any of the discussion has any place here,

we ought to be fair to the language of the covenant of the League

of Nations, which I insist binds only a concerted movement
against external aggression. I think that ought to be kept in mind

here.

Mr. Brown.— It seems to me that the witness' views on the

League of IvTations are wholly immaterial.

The Chairman.— They got into it on account of the questions

they asked Mr. Collins; therefore, I allowed this discussion.
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Mr. Brown.— It is interesting, but not important here.

The Witness.— Except to this extent—
The Chairman.— Except to answer what Mr. Collins said.

The Witness.— Except to answer what he said ; but it is a very-

important inference that the Socialists are opposed to the League
of Nations because they are opposed to a regime that would create

peace, and that the League of Nations would be inimical to

Socialism.

The Chairman.—What I wish to avoid is a controversy here

between you gentlemen over the League of Nations.

The Witness.— We shall be very brief.

The Chairman.— Make it very brief.

The Witness.— Yes, we shall. I shall say to Judge Suther-

land I did not overlook this expression, " External aggression."

I do not know of any rising of a subject nation which is not at

the same time accompanied by foreign aid that would not con-

stitute if you want an " External aggression." Now to make it

very brief as to the other points of criticism of the League of

Nations, we do not think that the court of international justice

has been created by its provisions; we do not think that wars

have been substituted by processes of judicature. Our view on

the League of Nations generally is that it is practically a revival

and repetition of the Quadruple Alliance of 1813 at the conclusion

of the Napoleonic wars.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— The Holy Alliance ?

The Witness.— I mean the Quadruple Alliance.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Which is the Holy Alliance ?

The Witness.— No, which is an alliance consisting of England,

Austria, Prussia and Eussia which was known as the Quadruple

Alliance and whose object was to maintain peace, but which proved

the most reactionary alliance in history. ,:.The Holy Alliance

sprang up as a separate organization lead by Czar Alexander of

Russia, and not including England, but only Russia, Austria and

Prussia, proclaiming in the most high-sounding words the pro-

tection of religion and morals and property, and proceeding to

exterminate every progressive movement in Europe. Now, our
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analogy is this. We say the five great powers, the Quintuple

Alliance, if you will, exactly parallels the Quadraple Alliance of

1813. The Holy Alliance within the Quadruple Alliance is

represented here in our case by the free powers, as in that case,

the United States, England and France given particularly to the

formulation of the most progressive sounding phrases and state-

ments, which however, in application, prove to be most reaction-

ary, and as an instance of it we need not go any farther than to

cite, say, for instance, the blockade of Eussia, which is done

ostensibly in behalf of civilization and progress and which, I

believe, is about the most brutal undertaking known to history,

of any age. That disposes of our League of iRations and our

objections to it.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Are you generally familiar with the literature and docu-

ments of the Soviet Eussia movement, the changes that have taken

place there during the war? A. You mean with conditions in

Eussia under the Soviet Government ?

Q. Yes. A. I am.

Q. And also you are familiar, no doubt with the resolution

and manifestoes of the Socialist party in reference to the situa-

tion in Eussia ? A. I am.

Q. The one adopted at the convention in August, 1919, was

originally drafted by you? A. The original draft was prepared

by me and served as a basis of the resolution adopted by that

convention.

Q. That is the manifesto in which they expressed the feeling

toward the Soviet? A. It is.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Will you state the position of a Socialist in regard to the

recognition of the Soviets?

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, that is expressed in the mani-

festo prepared and issued at the September, 1919, convention.

ISTow, if there is any phrase in there that needs interpretation, I

suggest that his attention be called to it, but that he not be allowed

to go outside of the words of this formal pronouncement, and give

his own personal views of T^hat the attitude of the Socialist party

is.

Mr. Stedman.— You entirely forget what Mr. Collins testified

to. We are only following the proof that you have introduced in

evidence.
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Mr. Sutherland.— Let's hear the question.

The Chairman.—^What is the question?

(The question was then read by the reporter).

The Chairman.—^You may answer.

Mr. Oonboy.— May I inquire, when you speak of the attitude

of the Socialists, are you going to refer to the Socialist Party of

America, the Socialist party generally, or in Russia ?

The Witness.— The Socialist party of the United States, that is,

in my knowledge. The attitude of the Socialist Party of the

United States toward Soviet Russia is based upon my reading

Socialist literature upon the subject. I should say here that the

Soviet government, as a Socialist movement understands it, is not

the Socialist Government as Mr. Lansing understands it, or as

Mr. Collins understands it, and when we say, " We pledge our

support to the Russian Workers in the maintenance of the Soviet

Government," we mean to the maintenance of such a government

as we Socialists understand the Soviet Government to be. Our
understanding of the Soviet Government, its essence, its character,

is based upon rather voluminous literature upon the subject. Per-

sonally, I should say, without exaggeration, that I have made
quite a thorough study of the literature on the subject ; that I have

read both books against Soviet Russia, as books in favor of Soviet

Russia, reports of persons coming out from Russia and opposed to

the regime in Soviet Russia, as reports of persons coming out of

Soviet Russia friendly to the Soviet Government; likewise,

periodicals and papers published pro and con. For instance,

" Struggling Russia," in opposition to the Soviet Government

;

"Soviet Russia," in support of it. Based upon this and based

particularly upon a reading of the Socialist press, I will say that

the Socialists generally in this country, and in every other country,

as far as I could see from reading the literature, take a favorable

view on Soviet Russia. There is perhaps this statement to be

made, Mr. Chairman, that there is not another subject. I believe,

in the contemporaneous literature of the world that is more con-

troversial than the literature upon this particular subject. It is

natural. Russia today is in a condition of a struggle, a vital,

social struggle. Every person who takes up the study of the

question, of necessity feels a sort of personal interest and personal

leaning in the matter. There is hardly such a thing as an im-
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partial observer. People come out from Eussia either entirely

opposed or entirely friendly. Now, then, the Socialists more or

less naturally, I suppose, take the favorable side and support the

Soviet Government on the assumption that a more favorable

description of its operation and character is the true description.

That is to begin with. As to the origin of the present Soviet

government: Socialists do not proceed upon the assumption

that the Soviet government to-day was organized by arbitrary

and malicious will of the few firebrands or cantankerous agitators.

They do not believe in it first, because it is in conflict with the

historic facts ; second, also because they are in the one position to

know the character and motives of the man responsible for the

change into a Soviet government in Russia. I may say personally

I know the many heads of the Soviet government,— Lenine,

Trotzky and some others; and I can testify particularly as far as

Lenine is concerned that he is a very sober and very moderate, if

you want, thinker, and social worker, and by no means the ir-

responsible firebrand he is represented to be by the non-Socialist

press. Aside from that we do not believe that a system can be

created in a vast country like Russia and maintained over two

years by the mere arbitrary will, or intrigue, or conspiracy of a

handful of agitators.

We believe that in order that such a system could be created and

maintained that if it could continue for two years, gaining strength

from day to day, there must have been very specific and definite

social, economic and political conditions which have measured that

system and which are supporting that system, and there were such

conditions in Russia.

To begin with, for decades a vast majority of the Russian

people, the peasantry of Russia, have been acutely suffering under

the system of land ownership, or land owner, which is, of course,

we all know only recently evolved from a state of serfdom, and

which in the main constituted a very small, insufficient allotment

to each peasant family, and insufficiently for the high and heavy

taxes and burdens to be paid for that land. That had been a

standing sore aggravated from year to year, the general mal-

administration of the Czar's regime, together with the policy of

repression and persecution, and then on top of all of that, a three

years' war which was probably severer for Russia than for any

other countries participating, a war in which Russia mobilized

about twelve million men, taking them straight out from the heart

of the working peasantry and the industrial working classes,—

•
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twelve million men without facilities for feeding them, clothing

them, equipping them, and sending them to the front, very often

half naked and half starved in the severe Russian winters. Then
at the end of the three years and disorganization of all industries,

and disorganization of the political system and of government, a

general condition of anarchy, political economy and in every other

way, and then finally the collapse of czardom.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Due to German money ?

The Witness.— No., not at all, Mr. Cuvillier. If Gei-man

money could make Russian revolutions in Germany and elsewhere

they would not have waited so long.

The Chairman.— Do not let us have a discussion.

The Witness.— No just testimoiiy. We cannot explain inter-

national revolutions on the theoiy of bribes. That is too simple.

Then on top of it a new regime, the Kerensky or Miehlikoff

regime, weak, wavering, unable to comply with the demand of

the large population of Russia and growing discontent from time

to time, and amidst it all the organization and springing up of

the only form of social organization in Russia, the Soviets. Mean-

ing by it combinations, organizations of workers, peasants and

soldiers, who covered the entire country as with a network, and

was really the only power the only force left in disorganized

Russia at that time.

If we bear in mind all these conditions we will understand that

a system such as prevails today, no matter under what name, was

bound to spring up. The peasants demanded immediate posses-

sion of land. The workers demanded bread. The soldiers had

ceased fighting. The entire country demanded peace, and there

we had a weak govemment,^— this provisional government, try-

ing to maintain things against the will of the nation, until a point

was reached where they could not keep it up any longer, and the

people as such, the masses of the peasants and workers organized

in Soviets, rose and took over power.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— By. force ?

The Witness.— No.

'Assemblyman Cuvillier.— How ?

The Witness.— In this way: the Soviets had been the real

power and the real force in Russia even under the Kerensky and
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Miehlikoff regime. They dictated the policy of the cabinet, but

the Soviets at that time had been composed of rather conservative

elements, moderate 'Socialists like ourselves, Mr. Cuvillier. Then

v?hen conditions became as unbearable as they were, and as I

describe them, and when the leaders of the Soviets, and the leaders

of the governments refused to come to the immediate assistance of

the people, and with that appeal to the allied nations for help,

and the whole allied nations turned a deaf ear to that, then they

demanded an immediate resettlement of the peace program, and

that was refused. When they found themselves abandoned, left

to their own resources, without leadership of any kind, then the

same masses in the Soviets that had been moderate and patient

became rather impatient, and then the same Soviets, without any

application of power or force at all, became what you call Bolshe-

vists, and that constituted in itself that change or revolution, if

you want, in Eussia.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. It was by force, though, was it not? A. Not a drop of

blood was shed in the !N"ovember revolution.

Q. No. A., No. When you speak about force you refer to a

much later period of terrorism. We will come to that later. But
the transition from the Lenine to the Trotzky regime was perfectly

peaceable.

Q. How about the revolution at the cadets' barracks? A. It

was not a revolution. The cadets were merely boys in a military

school.

Q. No. A. Yes.

The Chairman.— Now, gentlemen, proceed.

The Witness.— They attempted to start a revolution and they

w^ere disarmed and sent home.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. You refer to cadets being merely boys in the military

school? A. Yes, those are the cadets. That is, those that had

any part in this.

Mr. Brown.— The witness is giving his views.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. Let us understand this for the record. Now, Mr. Hillquit,

let us understand you correctly, that in the overthrow "of the
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Kerensky government by Trotzky and Lenine that there was no
bloodshed; that is your statement? A. Absolutely.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

The Witness.— The Socialists do not accept the view expressed

so often in the press, and by Mr. Cuvillier here, several times,

that Lenine and Trotzky or the Bolshevist leaders were German
agents ; that they came to Eussia v^ith German money in order to

create a revolution for the purpose of weakening the allied forces.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a very

important proposition. Lenine was in Germany before the over-

throw of the Czar's government.

The Witness.— Well, you happen to be wrong. He was in

Switzex'land.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Then he met the German emissaries

there.

The Chairman.— Now, I am going to exclude that.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Wait until I get through. This is

very important to this Committee.

The Chairman.— I do not consider it important at all.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. JSTow, after he was there and went back to Russia the Eus-

sian army deteriorated— had a revolt — and the consequence

was that the Soviet government made a treaty with Germany

releasing three million German troops who' were sent on to the

Western front, causing the United States to send three million

men in four months to the Western front. A. Your sentiment is

right, but your history is rotten.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— They are facts, not histoiy.

The Chairman.— That part of the historical situation, so far

as Germany and Eussia are concerned, I am going to exclude that.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I want it to go into the record that

it is a fact.

The Witness.— We will come to that. I do not want to get into

any lengthy discussion.
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The Chairman.— That does not concern us.

The Witness.— Here is just the point—

By Assemblyman Ouvillier:

Q. Those soldiers went over there, that would not otherwise

have had to go over. A. These Socialists here— these Assembly-

men -— are charged with lack of patriotism—
Q. And it is a very important point in the case. A. An attempt

is being made to show that we sympathized with Lenine and

Trotzky, who, it is alleged, were German emissaries who helped

to break down the Allied warfare and to betray the Allied forces.

Q. Correct. A. Now, my point in saying that is, as far as we
Socialists are concerned, we do not believe for a moment that

Lenine or Trotzky, or their comrades, were German emissaries

or actuated by German money ; my point is to clear ourselves from

this imputation, and to this extent it is relative. As I say again,

I do not want to go into lengthy discussions unless I am com-

pelled to.

Now, then, as we do it, the actual situation was as follows:

Lenine, and not Trotzky, Lenine and a number of his comrades of

the same school of Socialists were in Switzerland, and were vio-

lently opposed to the war, and so declared time and time again,

and their position was known to every one. While the Czar was

in power they could only act in Switzerland, and could not go

back to Russia. With the revolution of March, 1917, the way
was opened to them to go back to Eussia. They wanted to go

back to Russia, and quite likely, and more than likely, as far as

Germany was concerned, the German Government was glad to

have them in Russia, because they knew their anti-war attitude,

and they allowed them passage through Germany in closed cars.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— That's just it.

The Witness.— They got to Russia, and when they got to

Russia they came with the same views as they had before. But
this is what happened: In the first place, before making peace
with Germany, they made every effort in the world to get the

Allies to come to their support, and enable them to continue the

war against Germany. Even at Brest-Litovsk, when Germany
demanded the last pound of flesh, the last cry of despair was sent

up by them by the Bolsheviki, to the Allied powers, including our
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State Department and President, asking them to come to the sup-

port of the Russian armies, to provide them with the necessaries

to enable them to continue the war. When that broke down, no
allied support came, and when the Russian armies were abso-

lutely left without any means to fight on, then they took the

best peace they could get, but their hostilities with Germany did

not cease for one moment. Germany continued its aggressions on

Russians, even after the signing of the Brest-Litovsk treaty for

a long time. Germany got hold of the Ukraaian Rade, which is

the parliament council, in an effort to have them rise against

Russia. Russia, on the other hand, made every effort in the

world to demoralize the German armies, and it is the German
General Ludendorf and others who recognized but recently that

it was the demoralizing Socialist Bolsheviki propaganda, carried

on by Lenine and Trotzky, that was responsible for the break-

down of the German army more than the armies of the Allies.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Field Marshal Hoffman of the Ger-

man Army, stated to Trotzky, who represented there the Russian

Soviet, that unless Russia quit with the Allies that immediately

they would take possession of Russia, and that the hostilities

would go on. Is that correct ?

The Witness.—Absolutely incorrect.

Tile Chairman.— The Committee tell me they don't oare to h'

more about that.

The Witness.—As fir as our conception is concerned, we don't

for a moment entertain the notion that Lenine or Trotzky or the

Soviet government were actuated by German money or influences

in their conduct or organization. We also do not believe that the

economic breakdown of Russia, of which so much is being made by

their adversaries, is due to the Bolshevist regime. We believe that

the economic breakdown came much before the event of Lenine

and Trotzky. The economic outbreak was rather the cause than

the effect of the Bolshevist regime, but the economic breakdown

having occurred under the Czar, having continued under the pro-

visional government, having been intensified by the war, and by

sudden demobilization, was still more intensified by the policy of

intervention and policy of allied blockade, because there was

Russia in this condition, where it could, for the first time in years,
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take up its economic problems and solve tkem. It was forced, in

the first place, to carry on a war. I say they were forced, because

the Russian Soviet government at all times has protested its de-

sire for a peace, has offered peace to every one, but at the same

time the Allies have forced her to continue war by supporting aU

kinds of revolutionary movements, such as the one of Kolchak,

Denekin, Yudenich and so on. Now, the result of all that was that

whatever literal resources were left in Russia, had to be turned

over to the military service instead of being left to the civilian

population. The little transportation that was left to the railroad

equipment, and even the food, had to go principally to the soldiers.

And then, finally, when Russia was shut off from the rest of the

world, with no possibility of exchange, then of course, the misery

was intensified all the more.

We believe, however, that notwithstanding this absolutely un-

paralleled situation of dif&culty Soviet Russia has done a good

deal to rebuild the economic conditions of Russia. From all the

accounts we can get, the railroads have been increased in service

very considerably; the industries are being reorganized again

very largely; an especial institution, the Supreme Council of

National Economy is about to tackle the proposition in a scientific,

systematic manner, so that we do not blame the breakdown of

Russian industries or economic life upon the Bolsheviki, but, on

the contrary, we say that under the conditions they did exceed-

ingly well.

We do not approve of the short period of terror which reigned

in Russia at that time. Nobody approves of terror. I do not

suppose the Soviet Government itself approves of it. They main-

tained that as a measure of self-defense they were driven to that

instrument of repression at a certain period. That after a time

when the counter-revolutionary movements all over Russia became

bold and aggressive, when attempts were made upon the lives of

Lenine and others, when some of the commissars were actually

killed, it had become necessary for the preservation of the gov-

ernment and of the country to recur to methods of terror, that is

summary executions or martial law. Now, of course, we will

have to know all of the facts before we shall be able to say whether

or not conditions had made such repressive measures necessary or

whether they were necessary to the full extent. All we can say is

that self-defense is a recognized weapon in the hands of any

government.
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Mr. Conboy.— May I interpolate there
;
you believe that self-

defense, self-preservation, is the first law of governments as it is

with individuals?

The Witness.— Of governments as with individuals, yes. We
believe that that period of terror is grossly misrepresented and

exaggerated in the general press accounts. From Soviet sources

we understand that it did not last more than about six months and

did not involve more than about four or five thousand victims,

which is a large number, no doubt, but small in a population of

about one hundred and fifty millions; and we do not also close

our eyes to the fact that the red terror was not the only terror

prevailing in Russia at the time ; that there also was a white

terror, and that the white terror, meaning the terror of counter-

revolutionary forces, was larger in extent and more brutal in

manner than the red terror. We do not, I repeat, approve or

endorse the policy. We withhold judgment upon it. We know,

however, that the entire affair is grossly exaggerated, and we note

also this fact, that when this condition of terror provoked pro-

tests all over, including the protest lodged by our President, con-

ditions such as existed, for instance, in Finland, where the white

guard exterminated some twenty to thirty thousand persons, or

red guard, or suspicion of being red guards, where General

Krasnov shot sixteen thousand miners without trial of any kind.

Such acts being committed by the white guards or reactionary

powers did not provoke as much indignation as the red terror or

alleged red terror of Soviet Russia. We, of course, do not believe

in the exploded, ridiculous story of the nationalization of women
in Russia. This story first appeared in the London Nation. It

has been repudiated by that paper. That paper has apologized

for printing it.

The Chairman.— We know of no proof of that in this case.

The Witness.— None at all.

The Chairman.— Pass it by.

The Witness.— Pass it by. We also do not believe that religion

was abolished in Russia. On the contrary, the constitution and

decrees of the Soviet government expressly recognize the right

of every person, citizen or resident of Russia, to believe as he

j)leases and to worship as he pleases.
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The Chairman.— That is in their constitution ?

The Witness.— That is in their constitution. I think it was

Mr. Collins who testified that religion was abolished in Kussia.

Mr. Sutherland.— I think there was something said about the

prohibition of education of children in religious schools.

The Witness.— There is something to that effect in the con-

stitution.

Mr. Sutherland.—-I think that is what the witness had in

mind.

Mr. Brown.— Mr. Hillquit has not touched upon one point I

should like to hear him on. Am I right, Mr. Chairman, in read-

ing the Socialist literature, that the Socialists of America are in

sympathy with Eussia because it was down with capitalism and

up with the proletariat?

The Witness.— I do not quite understand that. It is what ?

Mr. Brown.-— Down with capitalism and up with the pro-

letariat.

The Witness.— That is a very crude way of expressing it, but

I have a note of it and will come to it and explain it.

Mr. Brown.— It seems to me that was in connection with your

liking or disliking.

Mr. Sutherland.— Before he gets away from the present point

he is discussing, I wish he would explain his views on the pro-

hibition of the education of children in Kussia in religious schools,

if there is such a thing there.

The Witness.— I think there is, and there is such a thing in

France, which is not a Socialist republic. The separation of

church and state implies also the secular education, that is, the

prohibition of the church right to educate children. I believe

the identical provision is contained in the French law of separa-

tion of church and state.

Mr. Conboy.—May I interpolate there to ask you, Mr. Hillquit,

if it is your understanding that the law of France is similar to

the law of Eussia in this respect: as I read the Eussian constitu-



1321

tion or decrees upon education it is forbidden to teach religious

principles in any school whether public or private. Is that your

understanding of the Russian decree on the subject of education?

The Witness.— I think it is.

Mr. Stedman.— You are mistaken on that.

Mr. Conboy.— Mr. Hillquit says I am right.

Mr. Stedman.— It provides for secular education the same as

in Germany and they can attend religious instruction outside if

they please.

Mr. Conboy.— Doesn't it also prohibit education on religious

topics in schools, whether public or private ?

Mr. Stedman.— No.

The Witness.— My impression was that you were right about it.

I think you are right about it, but I won't be sure. I will have
' to refer to it.

Mr. Conboy.-— Assuming that I am right, Mr. Hillquit, do you

understand there is the prohibition under the law of France of

teaching religion in private schools.

The Witness.— The parochial schools that existed in France

have been definitely abolished. I am not ready to say whether

there is a prohibition against teaching religion in private schools,

but there is the point, Mr. Conboy. The entire education in

Russia has been nationalized. Private schools in Russia, I think,

are nonexistent. Private instruction is possible. ISTow, then, that

would mean that in schools, of which there is only one class in

Russia, namely, public schools, religion cannot be taught as one

of the subjects, but there is no prohibition against any parent or

any private person teaching any tenets of religion to any child or

any adult.

We also disagree entirely with Mr. Collins' statement to the

efFect that the Soviet government has abolished, or destroyed, the

trade union movement— that is what he said, I believe— in

Russia. Why, the contrary is the case. Under the Soviet gov-

ernment the trade union movement in Russia has grown im-
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mensely. There were about 300,000 trade unionists before the

revolution; there are over 3,0'00,000 trade unionists in Russia

to-day, and the trade unions in Russia not only have not been

suppressed by the Soviet government, but they have been led into a

quasi-governmental institution ; they have quasi-legislative powers

in their national executive committee of trade unions with respect

to certain shop conditions. In the Supreme Council of National

Economy, which is the most important organ of the Russian ad-

ministration or administrative scheme, thirty members out of a

total of sixty-nine are directly elected by the trade union cen-

tral committee; so that Mr. Collins' statement, to the effect that

trade unions have been destroyed by Soviet Russia because they

have a tendency to ameliorate the condition of the workers, is

again just the opposite from the true facts, which are that trade

unionism in Russia has grown and become stronger since the ad-

vent of the Soviet government.

We also do not accept the theory propounded here and else-

where, that the Russian Soviet Government is an autocracy. The
contention has been made here that the Socialists of the United

States advocate a Soviet form, of government ; that the Soviet gov-

ernment is not a republican form of government ; hence, that we
are indirectly against the provisions of the Constitution of the

United States, which guarailtees the republican form of govern-

ment.

Mx. Oonboy.— May I interrupt you there long enough to direct

the attention of the Committee to the subject we were on a few

moments ago? It will be found on page 175 of Exhibit No. 41,

which is the decrees and constitution of Soviet Russia, and the

particular passage is as follows:

" The school is separate from the Church. The teaching of

religious doctrines in all State and public, as well as in private

educational institutions, in which general subjects are taught, is

forbidden. Citizens may teach and study religion privately."

The Witness.— May I call your attention to this one qualify-

ing phrase: "All schools in which general subjects are taught "

—

meaning thereby that there is no prohibition against religious

schools.

Mr. Conboy.— I also call your attention to the language of the

constitution. It refers to general and public and private institu-

tions.



1329

Tke Witness.— Yes, in which general subjects are taught.

In Sther words, the Soviet government takes this position. That

where you send your child to acquire a general knowledge, religion

is not a part of that instruction— something analogous, I believe,

to the provisions of our public school regulations ; and if you want

your child to get a religious education, send that child to a relig-

ious school, and the other people similarly may do the same.

Mr. Sutherland.— Where they teach nothing but religion ?

The Witness.— Yes, where they specialize.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Sunday schools ?

The Witness.— Yes, Sunday schools, perhaps.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.-— Synagogues ?

The Witness.— Something like it.

Mr. Conboy.— Now, Mr. Chairman, it is five o'clock and we
have our conference.

Assemblyman Evans.— I want to put one question on the

record.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. Mr. HiUquit, would you kindly answer a hypothetical ques-

tion ? A. Yes, with pleasure.

Q. You need not answer it today, but I would like to read it

to you

:

Assuming that the Soviet Government of Russia started out

by force of arms to impose its form of government upon the other

nations, and particularly upon the United States of America;

assuming that in carrying out this purpose it committed an act

of war upon the United States ; assume, further, that thereupon

the United States declared war upon the 'Soviet Government of

Eussia; assume, further, that at that iparticular time the majority

of the people of the United States were in favor of retaining its

present form of Constitution, Republican Government— would

you tell me what position, in your opinion the Socialist party of

America should take, or would take, in reference to supporting
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or opposing the war thus declared by the United States? A.

Why, I will say, Mr. Evans, in the first place, your hypothesis

borders upon the impossible, but with all that, if you want an

answer, assuming the impossible, I should say that the Socialists of

the United States would have no hesitancy whatever in joining

forces with the rest of the countrymen to repel the Bolsheviki who
would try to invade our country and force a form of government

upon our people which our people are not ready for, and do not

desire.

The Chairman.— I understand you have a conference ?

Mr. Conboy.— Yes, at five o'clock with the Attorney General.

The Chairman.— Then we will adjourn until tomorrow morn-

ing at 10:30.

(Whereupon, at 5 :05 o'clock P. M., on February I7th, 1930,

the Committee recessed until tomorrow morning, Wednesday,

February 18th, 19'20, at 10:30 o'clock.)
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STATE OF NEW YORK— ASSEMBLY CHAMBER

In the Matter of the Investigation by the Assembly of the State

of New York as to the Qualifications of Louis Waldman,

August Claessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles

Solomon to Retain Their Seats in Said Body.

The Capitol,

Albany, K Y., Fehrmry 18, 1920

Present:

Hon. Louis M. Martin,

Hon. George H. Rows,

Hon. James M. Lown,

Hon. Edmund B. Jenks,

Hon. Edward A. Everett,

Hon. William A. Pellet,

Hon. Charles M. Harrington,

Hon. Harold E. Blodgett,

Hon. Theodore Stitt,

Hon. Louis A. Cuvillier,

Hon. Maurice Bloeh,

Hon. William S. Evans,

Hon. Edward J. Wilson.

Appearances:

For the Judiciary Committee

:

Charles D. Newton,

John Bi. Stanchfield,

Arthur E. Sutherland,

Elon R. Brown,

Martin Conboy,

;
Thomas F. Carmody,

Samuel A. Berger,

Archibald E. Stevenson,

Henry F. Wolff.

49
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For the Socialists

:

Morris HUlquit,

Seymour Stedman,

Gilbert E. Roe,

S. John Block,

William S. Karlin,

Walter E. Nelles.

Louis M. Maetiw,- Chairman.

(The Committee convened at 10:40 a.m.)

MoERis HiLLQUiT, resumed the stand and testified as follows:

Direct examination (continued) by Mr. Stedman:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, yesterday afternoon you closed your state-

ments with respect to the Soviet. I wish you would resume where

you left off with reference to the Soviet. Does that give you

sufficient cue ?

Mr. Conboy.— It would be more accurate that you closed with

the answer of the hypothetical question.

Mr. Stedman.— I am shooting a little ahead of the hypothesis.

A. The charge is made that the Soviet Republic of Russia is

not a republic at all, but a despotism of a few men with the

implication that the Socialist party in pledging its support to the

Soviet government thereby expressed sympathy for a non-republi-

can despotic government. The Socialist conception of the Soviet

government is not that it is a despotism at all. The difference

between a republic and a despotism is that the former chooses its

rulers and regulates them whenever it feels like it, while in the

latter case the niler is not chosen by the people but becomes by

inheritance. Now, as far as the Soviet government is concerned

the supreme rule is in the hands of the Council of Commissioners'

who are elected by representatives of the people and who can be at

any time recalled. They are elected by the executive committee of

the All-Russia Soviet or Congress of Soviets and may be recalled

or removed by the same authority at any time. It is true, how-

ever, that they are not elected even indirectly by the whole people,

but they are, nevertheless, so elected by the representatives of a

vast majority of the people of Russia.



1333

The regime in Eussia may be described as a limited democracy

;

the rule of the workers and of the peasants of Russia, which means
the rule of perhaps no less than 95 per cent of the population, a

certain percentage, and a small one, of the people of Russia are

excluded from government under the Soviet system. That is by
no means peculiar to the Soviet system of Russia. It is a system
which has been in vogue in a somewhat different form in this

country' for a great many years, and has been in vogue up to the

war in almost every European country,— the system of limited

suffrage. The only difference between such system and the sys-

tem now prevailing in Russia is that while suffrage was qualified,

say, in the United States in the early days of the Republic, upon
ownership of property, and so, likewise, it has been in most Euro-

pean countries. The suffrage in Russia is qualified upon mem-
bership in the working class; upon doing some useful work for

the community. The Soviet system in Russia has reversed the

conditions of suffrage heretofore existing in substance, but not

in principle. In other words, where by indirection, say, for

instance, here in the United States, as I said before in the early

part of our existence as a republic, said this is largely a govern-

ment of possessors of property, and consequently we will not trust

the vote to non-possessors of property, proletarians, because they

may subverge this government to their use, and dispossess the

owning classes. So the Russian Soviet Republic says, this is a

government of workers, only those who do some work, physical

or mental, but some useful work to the community, shall have a

right to participate in this government, and those who live by

the toil of others are excluded from the government.

Now, this, I say, is a limited democracy of a somewhat novel

form; but it may be noticed here that the representatives of the

Soviet government do not consider the present system prevailing

in Russia as a permanent one or as an ideal one. They consider

it merely as a transitory one, and one imposed by necessity ; in

other words, what they say is that eventually, and in a short

time, every person in Russia capable of doing some kind of usual

work will be doing such work; that the mere parasitic existence

of past generations will pass away, or the people will learn„to- re-
work. When that time comes, every citizen and inhabitant of

Russia will participate in the government; in other words, the

present state of limited democracy will pass and will be super-

seded by an absolute and complete democracy.



1334

In this connection I may say that the term they themselves

have chosen— and it is generally applied to describe the Soviet

government— " Dictatorship of the proletariat " is, to my mind,

a misnomer. I think it merely represents an effort to

bring the unusual, unpleasant conditions in Russia within a

well-defined Marxian category. As a matter of fact, I believe

the regime in E-ussia is neither a dictatorship nor is it a rule

of the proletariat. It is not a dictatorship because a dictatorship

presupposes a ruler with arbitrary powers, not subject to any

superior control. This is not the case in Eussia at all. The
People's Oomjnissars are subject to the executive committee

of the All-Uussian Soviet government. The executive committee

is subject to the control of the AU-Russian iSoviet, and the latter

is composed of members who are chosen and may be withdrawn

every three months. So, then, the Russian Council of Commis-

sars is very far from being an independent body vnth supreme

and independent powers. On the contrary, it is a responsive

cabinet, more definitely subjected to control than the usual cabi-

net of ministers; and that rule does not represent the proletariat,

technically speaking. Under the term of " proletariat " we always

understood the industrial workers, who had no property— no

industrial property— of their own; no tools of production, no

machinery.

The peasants who own some land are not usually included in the

category of the proletariat. It is a rule of all the working elements

in Russia, including industrial workers and peasants and repre-

senting, as I stated before, the vast majority of the people of

Russia.

The Chairman.— Do office holders vote ?

The Witness.— I beg pardon ?

The Chairman.— Do office holders vote ?

The Witness.— Office holders do not vote as office holders. If

they are otherwise entitled to vote, it is by reason of their occupa-

tion.

"TAssemblyman Cuvillier.— You are acquainted with article I,

section 12, of the Constitution of the State of New York, aren't

you ? I say, you are acquainted with article I, section 12 of the

Constitution of New York ?
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The Witness.— I know the Constitution of New York. I can-

not identify that particular section.'

Mr. Cuvillier.—(Eeading) "All lands within this State are

declared to be allodial, so that, subject only to the liability to

escheat, the entire and absolute property is vested in the owners,

according to the nature of their respective estates."

You state that all lands shall be free; is that correct?

The Witness.— Of course, even this article does not mean that

the private owners of the land hold it by titles superior to that

of the State. The title of the State to the land even here is

superior to that of the private owners, and, of course, the State can

take the land by process of eminent domain from the private

owners. Was that your question?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.-.— The question is, that you stated the

policy of the Socialist party is that the land shall be free like it

is in Eussia to the peasants.

The Witness.— I have not stated anything of the kind. I have

not stated anything with respect to the position of the Socialist

party of the United States to the land question. The Socialist

party of the United States— you ask for that information—
Assemblyman Ciivillier.— Yes.

The Witness.— Does not approve of private ownership of land

used for industrial or large agricultural purposes. The Socialist

party recognizes the right to private holding of land for use,

meaning by it, say, for dwelling and also for tilling without the

aid of hired labor.

Assemblyman Jenlcs.— Mr. Hillquit, I understood you to speak

of the representation of the peasantry. Now, do they have the

same per capita representation that the individual workers do in

Soviet Eussia?

The Witness.— They very largely have. I notice in reading

over the record that the reference was made of representation of

one to every 25,000 in the towns, and one to every 125,000 for

the district. That is what you are referring to ?

Assemblyman Jenks.— Yes.
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The Witness.— I think that was entirely misinterpreted by

counsel on the other side, or the Commitee, perhaps. I don't

believe that means one of every 25,000 in towns, or one out of

every 125,000 in districts. What it means is a sort of dual system.

There are town and district Soviets, which would correspond

in our country to the State organization. In the I^ational or

Kussian Soviets, each of these bodies is represented. The

town is represented and the State is represented. The town is

represented one to every 25,000, and the State is represented

in proportion of one to every 125,000, but that State is already

represented separately by townships. It is by electing dele-

gates from districts and delegates at large. For instance, say,

we have a convention in the United States. New York is repre-

sented as follows : Every city and town has a certain representa-

tion. The City of Albany is thus represented. Then the State of

'New York is likewise represented, but by a smaller number of

delegates.

Assemblyman Evans.— The city has double representation ?

The Witness.— Yes, exactly.

Assemblyman Jenks.— The representation is larger in the

towns. That is, they have a larger representation in proportion

than the rural districts?

The Witness.— No, I don't see it that way at all.

Mr. Jenks.— Why not ?

The Witness.— Because, as I said before, this representation

of one to 125,000 is not limited to rural districts. The same
towns that have first the direct representation in proportion of

one to 25,000, then have an additional representation taken as

a whole throughout the State.

Mr. Jenks.— Isn't the situation practically the same as it

would be in this country if the representation in Congress and
the different States was based upon the different numbers of

inhabitants to the Congressmen in one State than it was in

another, and yet they have the same representation in the other

house, and have their Congressmen at large ? That is practically

the situation as it would be here if it required a greater population

in one section than in another section of the country ?
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The Witness.— ISTo. If in the State of New York we were
allowed, say, fifty Congressmen, forty to he elected from differ-

ent districts, and in addition to that ten to be elected at large,

then you would have an analogous situation.

Assemblyman Jenks.— Supposing, in the State of ISTew Jersey,

you had to have a larger population in every congressional district

than in the State of New York, and yet they had ten Congress-

men, representatives from the different sections. Wouldn't it be

the same ? The only difference is, it is between cities and towns

and the rural district.

The Witness.— It is not.

Mr. Conboy.— I think Mr. Block has provided Mr. Hillquit

with the Constitution and he will probably read it, and tell you

what it contains, Mr. Jenks.

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Hillquit is unable to make clear ap-

parently—
Mr. Conboy.— Suppose you let him make clear what he is

unable to make clear.

The Witness.— Let me try.

The Chairman.— Let Mr. Hillquit proceed.

The Witness.— Section 25 of Article 3 provides: "The All

Eussia,n congress of Soviets is composed of representatives of

urban Soviets (one delegate for 25,000 voters), and of repre-

sentatives of the provincial (Gubemia) congresses of Soviets (one

delegate for 125,000 inhabitants)."

Now, the mistake, as I see, under which I believe your Com-
mittee and counsel labors is in assuming that the urban Soviets

represent the toWns, and the provincial or Gubemia congresses

represent the rural population. This is not so. A Gubemia in

Russia corresponds, roughly speaking, to a state in our system.

There are and always were about 50, I believe, or thereabouts,

Gubemia in Russia,—each one corresponding to a state in the

United States. Now, these Gubemias have their own Soviets.

By Assemblyman Jenks:

Q. Does this representation of one to 125,000 contain the

territory outside of the cities, or are they included? A. The

cities are included. That is the point.
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Q. Then cities have extra representation in addition to join-

ing the representation of the State at large? A. When you

speak here of townships, take in mind, or have in mind, to cor-

respond to it, say, the county in the United States, and then

you get the idea. Imagine that you have our county organiza-

tions; our county administration, and the State administration;

then imagine a national administration is made up of representa-

tives of the county administration, primarily supplemented by

representatives of this State administration, and then you will

have, for instance, in New York, say, those as counties, each one

having a certain representation, according to inhabitants. On
top of that, you wiU have the State of N"ew York, as such, rep-

resented by the additional and smaller number of delegates. That

will be dual representation.

Q. Of the city? A. No, all through. It will be dual repre-

sentation for each county, let us say, and for the State ; but it will

not give the advantage to the rural population over the town

population. It will be absolutely the same, except that it will

mean different organs of administration will be represented in

the national. The local organs of administration, and then sepa-

rately the State organs of administration, but it will not be on any

basis which will give the advantage of the city over the country.

Mr. Berger.— Mr. Hillquit, I want to call your attention to

one point. I believe when this question came up about a week

ago Mr. Stedman gave an entirely different explanation. He
said in urban communities representation was upon the basis of

voters, and in the suburban communities it was on the basis of

population. I will confess I am a bit confused about this.

Mr. Stedman.— If that is the way you understood me there is

ample reason for your confusion.

The Chairman.— Let us proceed.

The Witness.— I can only give you my interpretation of it. I

would say in addition to all that, that I do not consider it very

material.

By Assemblyman Jenks:

Q. What about the representation of the soldiers and sailors;

do they have a larger representation than any of the others?

A. Why, I think that representation does not exist any more at
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all. The representation of soldiers and sailors was temporary.

That was during the period of the mobilization. They haye at

present— the Soviets are no longer Soviets of Workers, Peasants

and Soldiers, as they were originally, but of workers and peasants,

and soldiers count according to their original occupation, as either

one or the other.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, will you now distinguish between the Soviet

government, the Bolshevist party, and the Moscow International ?

A. Well, this, I believe, is really a very important point.

Mr. Conboy.— The question assumes three different elements.

Mr. Stedman.— Exactly.

The Witness.— In all this testimony, the three categories have

been confused. Invariably the theory has been that the Soviet

government of Russia is identical with the Bolshevist party of

Eussia, and that the Bolshevist party of Eussia is identical with

the Third, or Moscow, International. And I believe the reasoning

of counsel on the other side has been that an expression of sym-

pathy on the part of the Socialist Party of the United States with

the Soviet government implies an acceptance of Bolshevist theories

and an adherence to the principles of the Third, or Moscow, In-

ternational. Now, this is a serious mistake. The three proposi-

tions, or institutions, are entirely separate. The Soviet govern-

ment is an institution— a governmental institution. It need not

of necessity even be a Socialist institution. The Soviets in Eussia

arose for the first time in 1905, on the occasion of the first mis-

carriage, the Eussian revolution. They were renewed spontane-

ously in 1917 immediately upon the outbreak of the first revolu-

tion, the overthrow of the Czar. They consisted of voluntary

organizations throughout Russia, organizations composed of repre-

sentatives duly chosen by the industrial workers in their factories

or unions, and by peasants in their various geographical districts.

Then when the soldiers were demobilized, or returned from the

front— about ten million strong, they likewise joined the Soviets

in their various localities. These local Soviets then united into

provincial, or governmental, Soviets, and finally into the Eussian

Soviets. Thus an organization was created which was the only

one representing the people of the whole country in Eussia. It

was at first an organization of modern Socialist tendencies; so

much so that when Lenine first came back from Switzerland and
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Trotzky came back from the United States, and they sought an

office or position of influence in the Soviets, they and their theories

were rejected by the Soviets. The Soviets function as a true

power of the government behind the ostensible government, co-

operating with the Kerensky or Milukoff government. These

Soviets may be dominated by any political party from time to

time, theoretically, or may change their political complexion. It

is a condition analogous, say, to this Assembly, or to the Congress

of the United States. It. is a certain organ of popular representa-

tion. If the Democrats come in here and have a majority, it is

Democratic; if the Republicans do, it is Republican; when the

Socialists do, it will be Socialistic. Now, this same thing applies

exactly to the Soviets. It started out as a very moderate organ-

ization, or, rather, was dominated by very moderate organizations.

Then, after a time, another party— the Bolshevist party—
gained control, and the government of the Soviets is now under

their control. Theoretically it may change to-morrow— the

moderates, or some party more extreme than the Bolshevists—
may get into power. The Soviets have nothing to do with politics.

It is the form of administration. It is the constitutional form of

the government of Russia to-day. That is what it is.

By Assemblyman Harrington:

Q. You say they have nothing to do with politics ? A. I say

they have nothing to do with politics, just as I say that the As-

sembly of the State of New York have nothing to do with politics.

It is not a Republican institution, it is not a Democratic insti-

tution, it is not a Socialist institution. It represents the people

and, from time to time, is under such political control and domina-

tion as the majority of the people choose to give it throtigh repre-

sentation at any time. Now, when I say the Soviet Government

has nothing to do with politics, it is precisely the same thing.

It is a governmental institution and its politics is impressed upon

it from time to time by the members that go to make up the

Soviets, and who are chosen by the representatives, and may
happen to be of any political complexion.

By Assemblyman Rowe:

Q. I thought you said they were administrative. As a matter

of fact, they are legislative. A. They are both administrative

and legislative. It is practically the same thing as a parliament

in Europe is.

Q. If they are strictly administrative, there must be some

higher power. A. I did not say they were strictly administra-
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tive at all.- I said it is a governmental institution, but the separa-

tion of powers is nowhere carried out as strongly as in the United

States. In most European countries parliaments have legislative

and administrative powers, and the Russian Soviets do.

Q. What constitutes the supreme power? A. Well, all power

is derived primarily from the all-Russian Council of Soviets,

which represents the delegates directly elected by the Soviets.

This body, in turn, elects an executive committee of 200, which

functions in intervals between sessions of the main body; and

that executive committee elects the Council of Commissars, which

is, say, a cabinet of ministers ; and one is responsible to the other

in their order.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. How many does the Council of Commissars consist of?

A. Seventeen.

Q. The Council of Commissars may be regarded as the supreme

authority under the Soviet System ? A. The Council of Com-

missars may be regarded as the closest approach to a cabinet of

ministers in a modem parliamentary country.

This I would like to make clear: that the Bolshevist party orig-

inally started on its career in Eiissia as a social democratic party,

a party very definitely opposed to individual action— to the

anarchist philosophy. When the time came that the Russian

people on the whole demanded immediate peace and distribution

of land and all power to the Soviets, it happened to be the Boshe-

vist party which adopted these demands in its program, and it

was for that reason, and for that reason alone, as far as I can see,

that the Bolshevist party got the popular support and elected a

majority of representatives to the Soviet.

Now, if the Bolshevist Party, I repeat, should fall into public

disfavor, that would not necessarily mean the overthrow of the

Soviets. That would simply mean that instead of Bolshevist,

say the Social Democrats or the Social Revolutionists, or any

other party in Russia, may take their place in the control of the

Soviets.

Q. Mr. Hillquit, will you tell me again, if you please, what

your explanation is of the reason the Bolshevists got control?

Why did you say the Bolshevists got control ? A. I said because

they accepted and incorporated in their platform the general

demand of the people of Russia, around October, 1917— the

demands for immediate peace, for land for the peasants, and for

the power— all power— to be given to the Soviets.
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By Assemblyman Ouvillier

:

Q. Have they got minority and majority parties there now?
A. Yes.

Q. What is the minority party? A. The Bolshevist party is

the majority party.

Q. What is the minority? A. There are several minority

parties. Principally they are the Socialist parties of other, and

divergent, programs than the Bolshevists.

Q. What are their names ? A. One is the Social Democratic

Labor Party, known as the minority party, or Mensheviks—^the

Menshevik Party— one is the party of Socialist Bevolutionists.

Then there is a smaller group—
By Mr. Stedman:

Q. That is a liberal party, is it not? A. That is a Socialist

party likewise; but it is an un-Marxian Socialist Party. Then

there is the party, or group, of toilers, which is numerically weak
now. Then there are other Socialist parties, all shot to pieces.

One is the Constitutional Democrats, usually abbreviated as

cadets; and one the Octobrists.

Q. You referred to the word " cadets " today. You referred,

also, to cadets yesterday, in regard to the incident where there

was some physical force used, in Moscow. Did you mean the

same kind of cadets? A. No.

Q. Please distinguish, because the question was asked by one

of the Committee? A. Why, the cadets I referred to yesterday

were military cadets, or, as they are called in Eussia, Youngers;
that is, pupils of the military school in Eussia. They were the

ones who attempted a counter-revolution and were disarmed and

sent home.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. You mean hung or shot ? A. ISTo.

The Chairman.— N'ow, now.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Then the Constitutional Democrats were also called

cadets ? A. Were called cadets merely as an abbreviation of their

party name.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. You said an un-Marxian Socialist? A. Yes.

Q. Can there be such a thing as that ? A. Yes.
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Q. What is it? A. An un-Marxian Socialist is a Socialist who
believes in the ideals of Socialism— collective ownership of the

instruments of production— but does not believe in class divi-

sions, class struggles and other theories of Marx, such, for

instance, as the surplus value theory.

Q. Something like state Socialism ? A. !N"o, something like

higher Socialism.

By the Chairman

:

Q. Nov?, will you explain to us about the Third Internationale,

and how the Bolsheviks came to get control ? A. I shall. !N"ow,

the Third, or Moscow, Internationale is for the time being very

largely an idea. It does not represent the Soviet government, be-

cause it does not represent any single country or any government

at all. It does not represent the party of the Bolsheviis, because

that is a national party. The Internationale purports to be an

organization of the Socialist parties all over the world. I believe

I stated in my testimony yesterday that so far the Third, or Mos-

cow, Internationale is an idea. It is the expression of dissatis-

faction with the old guard in the Socialist movement throughout

Europe. It is an attempt at realizing a more uncompromising,

more radical international organization of Socialism. I say, it is

an idea and an attempt, because so far it does not represent physi-

cally much more than the Communist party of Russia, with a few

other parties, principally from the border States of Russia, where

conditions are similar to Russia, but as far as the west European

movement is concerned, it has so far not been represented on that

Internationale, and does not form part of it. Neither the Central

Empires, nor France, nor Belgium, nor Holland, nor the Scandina-

vian countries have been officially represented on it, and those

parties that have expressed a sympathy with the Third, or Moscow,

Internationale have also so far had no opportunity to participate

in its deliberations, or to help fashion its platform, programs or

rules, so that this Third Internationale is against something en-

tirely distinct- from the Soviet government, or from the Communist

party in Russia.

The Chairman.— Who sent this out then, this proclamation

to the proletariat ? (Reading) :
" Seventy-two years have gone by

since the Communist party proclaimed its platform," and so forth.

Mr. Stedman.— That is the Russian Communist Manifesto.

The Chairman.— Who sent it out?
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The Witness.— Who sent it out ? There was a meeting in Mos-

cow. That is where the name is derived from which was attended

by representatives of the Enssian Commimists or Bolshevists,

also by individual members of several parties,— Switzerland,

Koumania, then Ukrania, I believe, the party as a whole, and I

think there were two persons who had been in the United States

but had not been members of the Socialist Party here and did

not claim to represent the Socialist Party who were also present,

and a few more.

Mr. Conboy.— Who were the two persons ?

The Witness.— They have been named. One was Boris-Rein-

stein of Buffalo, JSTew York, who was a member of the Socialist

Labor Party at one time, and the other was one Rutgers, who is

a Dutchman, and who was, I believe, in this country a very short

time, and during that time organized a group known as the Social-

ist Propaganda League. Those were the two representatives of

some Socialist movements in the United States and they did not

assume to act for their respective organization or any organiza-

tion at all. They were present as individuals.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do you know whether Bucharin

was there from Russia?

The Witness.— Tchicherin ? No.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— He was in the United States ?

The Witness.— No.

Mr. Conboy.— That name was Bucharin, wasn't it ?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Bucharin, yes.

The Witness.— Yes, he was.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Was he one that came over from the

Moscow Internationale, to represent the Moscow Internationale?

The Witness.— No, he did not come over to represent the Mos-
cow Internationale. He went back to Russia immediately upon
the outbreak of the Russian revolution and was in Russia at the

time and did not come over for the congress.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.-— Do you know him?

The Witness.— I don't think I do. I might have met him
but I have no recollection of him.
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Assemblyman Cuvillier.—Do you know that in the United States

Senate yesterday in the testimony before the Judiciary Committee

the United States Government charged that last fall there was

interrupted a wireless message in London by Bucharin advo-

cating the overthrow of the United States Government by force ?

The Witness.— I don't know that. What do you mean, Mr.

Cuvillier, by saying it was charged by the United States Govern-

ment?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I will read it to you :
" Bucharin

mentioned in current news despatches as the signer of an inflam-

matory message which was intercepted in London and which

urged revolution in the United States was in the United States

in the latter part of 19 lY, Martens said. The witness said Bu-

charin was a friend of his and identified him as editor of

' Pravda,' the official organ of the Communist party."

The Witness.— And what is your question?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do you know that gentleman,

—

do you?

The Witness.— I don't think I do.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do you know he was here to repre-

sent the Soviet government of Russia?

The Witness.-— ISo, he was here before any Soviet government

in Russia.

Mr. Sutherland.— May I call your attention to page 2Y9 of

the printed record. You asked the witness who signed the Mos-

cow Manifesto. On page 279 appear the names of five men upon

the copy of this Manifesto, which was introduced in evidence.

Near the bottom of page 279 are the five names. Perhaps the

witness could tell us who those men are.

The Chairman.— I broke my own rule. I asked you a ques-

tion which I shouldn't have done. My idea is in the regular ex-

amination of this kind Mr. Hillquit should have the opportunity

of stating his position according to your line of questions and not

be harassed by very many questions. At the close of the ex-

amination you will be subject to being questioned on them, so I

rather owe you an apology. You may proceed in your regular

way.
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The Witness.— I am perfectly ready to take the ruling of the

Chair but I am not personally disturbed by interruption.

The Chairman.— It results in endless discussion. Later these

gentlemen can cross-examine you.

The Witness.— Now, I think I have stated the three proposi-

tions— the difference between the Soviets, the Communist or

Bolshevist party, and the Moscow Internationale. May I then

briefly state the attitude of the Socialist party of the United

States to each of the three ?

In the first place, when the Socialist party of the United States,

in numerous proclamations, has expressed its sympathy with

Soviet Russia, and the very reason proclamation has phrased it as

a pledge of support to the workers of Russia in the maintenance

of their Soviet government, we mean exactly what we say. Our
sympathies are all and very definitely on the side of the Soviet

government of Russia.

Now, I state briefly what we mean by our sympathies being on

the side of Soviet Russia. We mean, in the first place, that we
recognize Soviet Russia.

Mr. Conboy.— May I interpolate, because I do not think the

last question has yet been answered. I think the question was

asked about whom this Communist manifesto was sent out ?

The Chairman.— I decline to permit it now. Tou can ask it

later.

Mr. Conboy.— You asked it, Mr. Chairman, and it has not been

answered up to the present time. Do I understand you withdraw

it?

The Chairman.— Counsel called my attention to the names that

were in the book. Proceed.

The Witness.— The basis of our sympathy with Soviet Russia

is, in the first place, that we recognize Soviet Russia as a govern-

ment of the working classes of Russia— of the underdog, if you
want it. We recognize also that as such this government of Russia

is engaged in a struggle, and a fierce struggle, for its existence.

Opposed to Soviet Russia, in Russia, there are, or very largely

have been, counter-revolutionary elements, whom we .Socialists

consider as pro-Czarists and reactionary. We mean those repre-

sented by Admiral Kolchak, by General Denekine, by General

Yudenitch, and others; and we say, that in the struggle of this
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kind, a struggle waged by the vast majority of workers and
peasants in Russia, to maintain their rule against a number of

counter-revolutionary pro-Czarist generals and admirals, and

Ozarist-reactionary supporters, our sympathies, and our moral

support are undoubtedly with the peasants and workers, with the

maintenance of their Soviet government.

By Assembly Cuvillier

:

Q. In other words, you have a civil war over there? A. We
have got a civil war over there, and our sympathies are with those

whose ideals appeal to us more than the others.

Q. And you have got an army now superior to that of the

other side ? A. Oh, yes, at the present time. It is not a question

of the army that determines our sympathies, but the Soviet

government certainly has a superior army ; but this is neither here

nor there.

The Chairman.— I must insist on this Committee obeying my
rules.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I beg your pardon, Mr. Chairman.

The Witness.— Only inasmuch as testing the question of the

Soviet Government being workers of the peasants— the inter-

jection of Mr. Cuvillier that it would not exist withoiit an army
is important. My answer to that is it would not exist without

an army; but it is the only government that can maintain and

raise an army. Kolchak and Denekine have failed.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Kolchak was shot.

The Witness.— That means, his failure. Being shot means
his failure.

The fact of the matter is, counter-revolutionary forces have

tried to raise armies, and have had large foreign support, and

still have not succeeded, which to our mind is an indication that

the popular sympathy in Russia is with the Soviet Government,

and its struggles.

Another basis of our sympathy with Soviet Russia is this:

We take the oft-repeated assurances of our government to the

right of each people to determine its own destiny; we take it

seriously. We say, as a matter of fact, the Russian people actu-

ally have the moral and political right to determine their own
form of government; and they have chosen the Soviet form
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of government. They have maintained it for two years or longer.

IsTow, any such form of government could not be maintained that

length of time unless it had the active, and to some extent, also

the pacific acquiescence of the people. So, then, for that reason

we sympathize with the Russian workers in the maintenance of

the Soviet government, because it is a form of government which

they have chosen to give themselves.

Then, we have another great reason for sympathizing with

Soviet Russia. We believe, Mr. Chairman, that a great social

experiment is going on in Russia now. We do not consider it as

successful at this time, or as complete at this time, but we
believe an effort is being made to change the basis of human rela-

tions to a higher, more human, more ethical plane. We believe

that the country evolves painfully and slowly in that direction;

but we have faith in the ultimate revolution of the ideal state

of government, and existence in Russia ; and we believe that such

an evolution will only be possible if the Russian people are left

alone ; if they are allowed to work out their own destinies in their

own- ways ; if they are not harassed in any way ; then we believe

that the result will necessarily be that the government will be

stabilized ; that it will become more sober, more realistic in contact

with everyday problems, and that eventually it will work out an

ideal form of Socialist society. At any rate, that it is making

efforts in that direction,— hence again our sympathies with that

Soviet government.

Now, then, our sympathies with the Soviet government express

themselves in our absolute opposition to the policy of the allied

countries, including this country, first, of intervention, of un-

sanctioned, illegal war in Russia; and second, of the blockade.

We say that the policy of these governments in financing counter-

revolutionary movements in Russia, in supplying them with arms

and munitions, and in some cases with men, without any declara-

tion of war, without any definite demand, just because the sym-

pathies of the ruling classes in these countries are willi tlio counter-

revolutionary movements in Russia, is unprecedented in history,

unhallowed by our Constitution or laws, and absolutely indefen-

sible from a human or ethical point of view; aiid say that the

blockade instituted against Russia,— a blockade which lias for

its effect the starvation and death of hi\ndreds and thousands of

human beings, including defenseless women and children, the

prevalence of epidemic and famine in a country like Russia, is
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certainly a most inhuman method of waging war, particularly

where no war has been declared,— a so-called pacific blockade is

a monstrosity. A blockade in war is bad enough. A blockade in

war has been attempted to be avoided by all the best forces, and
the domain of international law, for many, many decades ; but an

effective blockade, such as has been maintained against Russia, is

a monstrosity, which only our recent years could have evolved.

We are opposed to it absolutely, and that is another basis of our

sympathy with the Soviet government.

TSTow, then, having studied the grounds of our sympathy, and
having made it clear that we are fully in sympathy with the

Soviet government, so that there can be no charge that we retract

from our declarations, we also in justice to the Committee and to

ourselves want to make this clear, that sympathizing with the

Soviet government as an institution and with the struggles for

the maintenance of the Soviet government does not mean that we
accept absolutely everything done by the Soviet government with

approval, that we abdicate our own judgment. By no manner
of means. We recognize that the Soviet government undoubtedly

has made a great many mistakes, probably grievous mistakes.

It would be a miracle, it would be an impossibility if it would

have avoided all mistakes in the critical two and almost two and

one-half years of its existence. We do not accept wholly the

theories of Soviet government in every way, and least of all do

we generalize them. In none of our proclamations have we said

any more than this, that we pledge our moral support or our sup-

port to the Russian workers in the maintenance of their Soviet

government. Why ? Because we recognize that they have chosen

to accept this form of government and they have a right to it.

If an attempt is ma,de to generalize it, to say that the Soviet

form of government is good for all countries, including the United

States, or that the Socialist movement here or elsewhere, outside

of Russia, is committed to the Soviet form of government as part

of the program— we dissent from it very emphatically. The

cardinal principle of international Socialism is and always has

been that every country must evolve such institutions as the

economic and political and historic conditions of that country pre-

scribe ; that it cannot evolve any other conditions. The fact that

Russia was peculiarly situated, that it was a country of peasants

prevalently, that industries were absolutely undeveloped, that it

was very backward industrially at any rate, that it had just
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emerged from the reign of an autocracy which had lasted for

centuries, that this war had destroyed and ruined the whole

country and turned it into a condition of chaos, the fact that

Soviets had sprung up automatically as the only possible form of

organization, management and control to preserve some semblance

of order and civilization,— the' fact that all that has occurred

in Eussia, doas not mean to our minds that when we come to the

United States, where the conditions are entirely different, where

we have a country highly developed industrially, where we have a

country with no peasant population, our farming population be-

ing essentially different in character from the peasant population

in Eussia, w'here we have a country accustomed to parliamentary

political methods from its infancy, a country that has fought

out all of its battles in the past in the political arena, a country

with a population whose minds have been molded into political

channels for all sorts of action— then to say that in a country

like this a Soviet form of government would be proper would be

to our minds infantile.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— You don't think those human
vultures would do that, do you ?

The Witness.— I rely upon you, Mr. Cuvillier, to keep them

out.

Mr. Conboy.— You have also promised the assistance of the

Socialists in the United States for the same purpose.

The Chairman.— JSTow, let's proceed. I do not like these in-

terruptions. Go ahead, Mr. Hillquit.

The Witness (continuing).— Now, then, I say that the Social-

ists of the United States have never expressed themselves as a

Socialist party as in favor of the Soviet form of government in

the United States. To avoid another misinterpretation, how-

ever, I will state this: That we do not consider, we Socialists,

the present form of government in the United States, in all do-

tails, as absolutely immutable and good for all times and all

conditions. We contemplate some changes in the form of gov-

ernment, or, rather, we believe that social development will bring

about certain changes in the form of government. Now, for in-

stance, if we Socialists should get into power, if we should have
a majority in this Assembly and the State Senate and a repre-

sentative in the Grovernor's Chair, and also in the Congress of
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the United States and the United States Senate and the Presi-

dential Chair, and S9 on,— If we go about it to introduce Social-

ism practically, take over the industries and operate them for

the benefit of the people it will certainly require additional

and new agencies of the government to enable it to perform

these functions. For instance, during the war new functions

were thrust upon the government and our form of government

changed over night. We had a railroad administrator, we had a

fuel administrator. Why, we had a food administrator to ration

out our daily rations of food and so on. Our entire government

was changed in every way. The old foi-m of government really

functioned less than the new organs thus created. In a Socialist

state no doubt such new governmental functions wiU spring up and

the form of government will adjust itself to it. We believe under

a Socialist form of government the industrial side will be more
important than the purely political side. The political end is only

a means toward an end anyhow, whereas the economic side of our

life is the substance of our life. Now, then, we do not want to be

understood as saying that we Socialists do not contemplate or con-

sider the possibility or desirability of changes in the form of

government in the United States. We believe such changes will,

or at any rate may, become necessary as economic conditions

change ; but we have absolutely no reason to adopt the Soviet form

of government as the basis of any changes. On the contrary, we
must adopt, we do adopt the existing form of government based

upon the Constitution of the United States as the form upon which

to build the future society and build upon it in accordance with

the provisions of the organic instrument itself.

Assemblyman CuviHier.— Mr. Hillquit, you said if the Social-

ist party got power in the state, and the Governor and Congress

and*President— would the Socialist party approve the appropria-

tion of money for the Army and Navy ?

The Witness.— When it comes to that point we will not need

any armies or navies. When we have control of the United

States government, we Socialists, and other countries, slaughter

among nations will be a!bolished and you and I will be peaceful

citizens, Mr. Cuvillier.

Mr. Sutherland.— His question was, meantime what are we

going to do ?

The Witness.— Meantime we are going to work in that direc-

tion by precepts and example. In other words, we are not going
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to say that we will be for peace and we will slaughter the entire,

universe in order to obtain peace, but we are going to say we are

for peace and we will not go into war.

Mr. Conboy.— Just what question are you addressing yourself

to now, Mr. Hillquit ?

The Witness.— To a question asked by Judge Sutherland.

Mr. Conboy.:— I mean what you are about to answer.

The Chairman.—He is describing the difference between the

Bolshevik regime in Eussia and the Internationale.

The Witness.— I have given now the attitude of the Socialist

Party of the United States toward the Soviet government.

I will now say briefly that the attitude toward the Communist

party or Bolshevist party in Eussia is one neither of approval

or disapproval. In other words, we take this position: The

Socialists in the United States are not Bolshevists. They are

Social Democrats of the Marxian tjpe. The Bolshevists in. Eus-

sia likewise are Marxian Social Democrats, but they have adopted

a policy and tactics which they believe are appropriate at this time

for Eussia. Other Socialist parties oppose them and believe

that such tactics are not proper for Eussia. We support the

government and the regime because it is in a fight at present.

As far as their theories are concerned we say it would be purely

academic for us Social Democrats in the United States or else-

where to pass judgment upon them. Whether the policies or the

methods adopted by them for Eussia are proper or not history

will demonstrate. It does not require our sanction or approval.

Such sanction or approval or disapproval or criticism would be

entirely gratuitous. Each one of you may have your view3 on it

and you are welcome to them. We do not identify ourselves in

principles, policies or methods with the Bolshevist party of Eus-

sia, nor are we on record as opposed to them or as criticizing their

methods. It is simply not within our jurisdiction or domain.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— The Socialist party adopted the

minority report at the convention.

The Witness.— That is the Third proposition. As to that

the Socialist party by majority vote has declared its adher-

ence to the Third Moscow International. It has stated in

definite terms that it does not do so without qualifications.
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It has stated in definite terms that it does not accept the

program and methods of the Moscow International unquestion-

ably, but, on the contrary, that when we come there we will

talk it over. ISTow here is the situation. All over the world

the Socialist movement is becoming more and more discussed

with the remnants of the so-called Second International. The
soul of the Second International are those elements who most

of us hold in execration during the war; I mean the Sheide-

manns or the ISToskes and so forth. They formed the backbone

of that Second International and around them are groiiped parties

in other countries whose general policies are about the same

kind— what we consider non-Socialist policies— the compromis-

ing with the opponents. They do not utilize the opportunities

for socializing industries or introducing socialism in their

respective countries; we believe they have become unfaithful

to the International Socialist program. So then there is a

strong tendency in every country practically to get away from

that remnant of the Second International and to build a Third

International and of late the definite direction has become to

build such international on the basis of the beginning of the

Moscow International. The minority party of Germany which

consists of those German Socialists that during the later years

of the war were opposed to it and voted against war appro-

priation,— that party; the principal party in France headed

by Jean Lounguet who represents the majority; the whole of

the Socialist party in Italy; very large portions of the Socialist

movements in all the Scandinavian countries; in the Balkan

countries also; in Eiiglnnd also and now in the United States;

they have all practically adopted the same decisions,— let us

build a new international on the basis of the Third, or Moscow.

International. What does that mean ? That means at some time

or another within a half a year or a year the representatives of

all these countries will come together. Eussia will be there,

but only as one nation. The other nations will be there with

overwhelmingly larger representation than Eussia and they will

come together and say " !N'ow let's agree upon a program and

upon policies ; what do we stand for ? " And that will be the time

when the true character of this Third International will be fully

defined. The American Socialist Party has declared itself to be a

part of this movement to reconstitute a Third International on the

basis of a Moscow International. That is not an adoption or an
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endorsement, either, of the Bolshevist Social policies or of the

proclamation heretofore issued by the Third Moscow Inter-

national.

I think I have covered this point.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. I wish to ask you in reference to the Communist Mani-

festo— it has been read in evidence here and referred to by Mr.

Collins, especially the latter portion quoted. Is that regarded as a

platform declaration or declaration of the Socialist party position ?

A. No, the Communist Manifesto of 1848 was framed by the two

framers of modern Socialism, Carl Mai-x and Frederick Engels.

It was an admirable work in its way and it is still very valuable

as an exposition of what we call the theory of economic deter-

minism in history and of the class struggle in history. As a

practical program it has long ceased to be of any value, and the

authors of the instrument— Marx and Engels, particularly

Engels— have said so on several occasions.

You see, the manifesto was written in 1847 and it was pub-

lished in '48, at a time when conditions all over Europe and

America were vastly different from present conditions. There

was really no parliamentary or popular political life in Europe
anywhere. There were no Socialist parties anywhere. Socialists

have not entered upon the political arena. The contentions of

social revolutionists were those prevalent in these days, patterned

principally after it, and the model-— the phraseology and pro-

gram— are very much affected by it. I want to say it was the

authors of this manifesto — Marx and Engels, and particularly

Engels— who were the first to comment upon this fact, and also

were the first to encourage the Socialist movement all over the

world, with regard to parliamentary and legal methods of action.

Even under the anti-Socialist war, in Germany, Engels made this

remark, " that it is peculiar that while our adversaries resort

to lawlessness, we Socialists try to get healthy and red cheeks by
conforming to the law and by adhering to legal methods of

propaganda and action; so this Communist Manifesto has a great

historical value and some scientific value; but no problematic

value at this time.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, I want to call your attention to the 1908
Socialist Party Convention, to the question raised over the
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matter of religion. I may recall to your mind that Mr. Collins

testified to your views on the subject of agnosticism? A. Mr.

Collins testified somewhere that I had made the statement that 95

per cent of the Socialists were agnostics. As usual, Mr. Collins

got this impression wrong. I did nothing of the kind. In
the convention of 1908— the ISTational Convention of the

Socialist Party— the question of the Socialists' attitude

toward religion came up for the first time. The committee

on platform and resolutions brought in recommendations

and a plank to read as follows :
" That religion be treated as

a private matter, a question of individual conscience." I was
not satisfied with the wording of this plank. It seemed to

me insufiicient, and I offered a substitute to read as follows:

" That the Socialist movement is primarily an economic and

political movement. It is not concerned with the institution of

marriage or religion." The debate revolved around these two

planks. It was not a question, as Mr. Collins testified, between

those who are in favor of a declaration of religion— that religion

does not concern the Socialist movement— and those who took

an entirely religious point of view. Mr. Collins said that the

neutrals won by one vote. Now, that is altogether wrong. Both

propositions before the Convention recognized that religion was a

private matter, not concerned with Socialism. The wording was

different, as I read. When the vote was taken, it was one in favor

of my amendment, the other vote having been cast for the original

proposition of the Platform Committee ; but both the pros and the

cons agreed that religion was a private matter and did not con-

cern Socialism. In the course of the debate a certain delegate by

the name of Lewis— Arthur Morrow Lewis— made what I call a

rather anti-religious speech, and I replied to him and mildly called

him down. I said this, in effect : "Assuming that Mr. Lewis has

made a study of history, ethics or religion, and has come to the

position of agnosticism, he has done so as such student of those

sciences, and not as a Socialist. The fact that he happened to be an
' agnostic, or even if 9'5 per cent of the Socialists are agnostics, it

would not make the Socialist movement as such anti-religious

or pro-religious. 'Socialism had nothing to do with it. That was

the contention between us. That was the difference ; and I think

with the exception of two or three votes, the entire Convention

went on record as declaring religion outside of the social move-

ment #nd having nothing to do with it.
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By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. What is the distinction between the amendment you offeree]

and the original plank? A. In my amendment I included the

institution of marriage, which was not included in the first;

and in the second I considered my amendment better explanatory.

It said :
" The Socialist movement is primarily an economic and

political movement, and, therefore, is not concerned with the

question of ethics, religion or marriage," and so on.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. You may recall, Mr. Hillquit, Mr. Collins' statement in

regard to your being pro^German? A. Well, I am not.

The Chairman.—^Well, I think that is all you need to say about

it.

The Witness.—All right, if the Committee is satisfied.

Mr. Stedman.— There was reference made to your position

on the Liberty bonds.

The Witness.— Why, the statement was made that I advised

against the purchase of Liberty bonds. I never did, either pub-

licly or privately, advise against the purchase of Liberty bonds.

While running for Mayor of New York City, in 1917, some news-

paper reporter asked me the question whether I had bought

Liberty bonds. I said I had not. I was asked why. I said that

my position was perfectly clear; I was opposed to the war; I

would not do anything voluntarily to support the war; I would

fully comply with the law with reference to the war; in other

words, I paid my taxes— my war taxes— but I did not volun-

tarily buy bonds. I never volunteered this statement, so it could

not even have an indirect effect. It was a question asked and an

answer given.

The Chairman.— The Chair does not care to take any more

discussion about what people say in New York City about one

another when they are running for Mayor.

Mr. Stedman.— Evidently you have been in politics.

The Chairman.— I have read the papers.

Mr. Conboy.— I think in view of that remark that the Com-
mittee is concerned with what people say when the United States

are at war in regard to supporting the government. That was
the question that was asked and the reply given, that he would
not buy Liberty bonds.
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The Witness.— I prefer to stand by my statement.

Mr. Conboy.— We stand by the record, both of us.

By Assemblyman HaiTington:

Q. Was that question put to you by the representative of a

Socialist paper? A. No, it was put to me by a representative, I

am pretty sure, of the 'New York Tribune, winch is a very enter-

prising paper.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, are you the author of " Socialism Summed
Up?" A. I am.

Q. That is a pamphlet that is perhaps most generally circulated

by the ITational Organization, explaining every position on Social-

ist theories and programs ? A. It was an attempt to stimmarize,

very briefly, the Socialist party's position, its aims and methods,

and was published and circulated very widely by the Socialist

Party as such.

Q. The national organization? A. Yes.

By Assemblymaai Evans:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, do you mean to say that the Socialist party of

the United States recognizes the Communist Manifesto as a docu-

ment in the literature! of Socialism? A. No. I said as a pro-

gram. It recognizes the Communist Manifesto as a classical his-

toric wo]-k, which still has theoretical value on two propositions:

One, the so-called economic interpretation of history; and the

other the class struggle. But as far as its concrete program is

concerned, it is absolutely and hopelessly antiquated and outlived.

Q. But it was the program at the time ? A. Yes.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. You were present at the time of the issuing of a proclama-

tion and war program by the Socialist party, were you not ?

The Chairman.— That was in December—
Mr. Stedman.— That was in April, 1917.

The Witaless.— I was.
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By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. Have you any explanation in regard to that at this time ? It.

rather states its own position. A. It is rather a general question,

Mr. Stedman. The Socialist party assembled in St. Lo.uis—
Q. I will put it differently: from anything said in the con-

vention, and from its contents, do you understand that to he a

declaration to ohstruct the carrying on of the war by the govern-

ment ?

Mr. Conboy.— That is objected to upon the ground that the in-

strument speaks for itself.

Mr. Stedman.— I used the term " obstructed " in .preference to

" opposition."

The Witness.— The question involves that.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. You were there during the entire proceeding, were you not ?

A. I was.

Q. And you were present in the committee which drew this

declaration and war program? A. Yes, and I was one of the

drafters of the instrument.

The Chairman.— What page is that on ?

Mr. Wolff.— Beginning on page 453.

Mr. Stedman.— Let me ask you : from your knowledge of the

proceedings o.f that convention, as one of the Committee on Pla't-

form, let me ask you whether you understood that to be a declara-

tion against the government and the carrying on of the war in the

sense of obstruction as against opposition?

Mr. Conboy.— That I object to as it calls for an interpretation

of this witness of the language used at that time.

The Chairman.— It has been put in against him and he is

entitled to give his explanation. The instrument speaks for itself.

Mr. Conboy.— They called for an interpretation.

The Chairman.— He may give his interpretation of it.

The Witness.— Well, I will say that as one of the framers

of the instrument and one of the delegates—
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The Chairman.— You can cross-examine on that.

The Witness.— I am thoroughly convinced that the intention

in adopting that instrument was to advise opposition to the

war upon which we had just entered, but opposition fully within

the law and absolutely devoid of any element of obstruction in

the sense of violating any law. It must be recalled, Mr. Chair-

man, that at that time the war psychology had not yet taken hold

of the American people. We had just entered upon the war.

It was no war resolution.

The Chairman.— This was after war was declared.

The Witness.— This was after war was declared, but before

any war legislation was enacted, either the Selective Draft Act

or the Espionage Law, or any other war measures. We were still

in the general psychology of a people free to disctiss all govern-

mental measures without restriction, and to criticize public ac-

tions; and in drafting and accepting the St. Louis platform, we
intended to state in strong, positive and impressive language our

absolute and unconditional opposition to the war. We, did not

mean to proclaim then, or at any time, our intention to violate

the law by obstructing the war; and if we had, we should have

been ripe for the lunatic asylum, in issuing that broadcast, as

we did; in other words, if we had announced we were going to

break the law and obstruct the law, and we said so in black and

white, and publish it throughout the country.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier

:

Q. But you did not support the war, though ? A. We did not

voluntarily support the war.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, do you mean to say that if that convention

had been held in 1918 instead of 1917, that you would not have

adopted the same declaration and the same language ? A. I

would say definitely, Mr. Evans, that the language probably would

have been very different.

Q. It is a very unfortunate declaration. A. I will say it was

a declaration justified in its language at that particular time.

It is hard to think back two years, or more than that. I would

say that if we had made, at a time when the war fever was

entirely ripe, as it was say a year later, or even half a year later,

that no doubt that psychology would have communicated itself

to us also, and our language would have been different.
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By Assemblyman Eowe

:

Q. But your action would not have been any difEerent in sup-

porting the war ? A. Our actions would not have been different.

By the Chairman:

Q. This was a day after war was declared ? A. It was.

Q. You are explaining your document, which you say you

are the author of ? A. One of the authors.

Q. What do you mean by this :
" We, therefore, call upon the

workers of all countries to refuse to support their governments

in their wars" ? A. Why, what we mean is this : we criticised

the German Socialists very severely for supporting their govern-

ment in the war. We criticized the Austrian Socialists very

severely. We made an exception, to a large extent, for the French

and Belgium Socialists in voting their war credits. Because the

definite aggressors had been the Central Powers in this case.

But what we said at that time was that the Socialist movement,

representing also the labor movement throughout Europe, was

committed against war; that if the Socialist representatives

throughout the world in all belligerent countries had refused to

vote war credits, there would have been no war, and that is pre-

cisely what we meant in this case.

Assemblyman Evans.— You didn't mean indirectly to apply to

the American workers to refuse to support the government ?

The Witness.^—• That would depend upon what you mean by

support. We certainly wanted the American workers to support

us in our anti-war attitude ; I mean the Socialists. In other words,

we meant first, before war was declared, to oppose the declara-

tion of war. After war had been declared, we meant to support

every movement for an early and speedy termination of that war.

Assemblyman Harrington.— The action of the Socialist party

after the war was declared was purely a negative action so far

as supporting this government?

The Witness.— I wouldn't say negative action. Our action

was very positive in a way. Eirst, as soon as war was declared,

we demanded an immediate declaration of war purposes or peace

terms, so as to enable an understanding between the parties in

which the workers and Socialists of the world were a part.

Mr. Stedman.— That is, a statement of war aims ?
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The Witness.— Yes. We then demanded an opportunity to meet
the Socialists and workers of all countries in a congress at Stock-

holm, where we expected pressure to be brought to bear upon the

different governments in favor of a general democratic peace.

Now, we did establish concrete, definite propositions, which were
to determine the war, and it was for those that we sought to enlist

the sympathy and the support of the American people and the

American workers.

Assemblyman Harrington.—What did the Socialists do in a

positive way to help the government ?

The Witness.— Well, when you say to help the government, you
get first, please, the Socialist conception of it. A government to

us does not mean the Cabinet ministers. A government to us does

not mean any particular set of men who may happen to be at the

head of government. When we speak of the government of the

United States we mean principally the people of the United States

represented politically. Now, then, our conception was that the

welfare of the people of the United States demanded an inamediate

cessation of the war ; that every day of the continuance of the war
meant suffering and distress to the American people, as well as to

the people of the world. We considered it our patriotic duty to

end the war as soon as possible, every day of an earlier termination

counting as a great achievement. Consequently, our positive

effort along the lines of our convictions was not the helping of the

prosecution of the war, but to help in the termination of the war,

and in doing that we took the position that we represented the true

interests of the American people. I may add to that the Socialist'

party has not changed its attitude in this respect ; that in the light

of the developments after the war we are more convinced than ever

now that the war was a crime against humanity, and that all sane

persons who really had the interests of the people at heart should

have striven as we did strive, first, to prevent and then to end it

when it broke out, and not to support it under the mistaken notion.

We considered that patriotism, that is, the welfare of the people,

demanded the cessation of the war.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— If the American people had adopted

your theory we would have been in a second Russian proposition,

wouldn't we ? .

The Witness.— Mr. Cuvillier, our theory was not for Ameri-

cans alone—I refer you to the statement read by Chairman Martin
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a moment ago— we called upon the Socialists and workers of

all countries, not America alone.

Mr. Cuvillier.— You include this country? You are a

citizen ?

The Witness.— I am.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— And you appealed to the citizens

of this country not to obey the mandate of the United States?

The Witness.— I did nothing of the kind, Mx. Cuvillier.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.-— All right, that is all.

The Witness.— You are easily satisfied.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— You get my point.

By Assemblyman Eowe:

Q. What do you mean by defenses, active and public opposi-

tion to the war, demonstrations, mass petitions and all means

within our power ? What do you mean by " all means within our

power " ? A. We did not assume to exhaust all matters that

could be lawfully used in opposition to war, but mention of

demonstration and mass petitiojis. There may be other methods.

Q. You mean force and violence ? A. By no manner of means.

When we say " all matters within our means "

—

Q. And " all other means within our power ". A. It certainly

means within the right of legal power; within the power given

to us by law. As citizens we have a right to oppose governmental

policies, including war policies, and we may oppose them, as we
stated here, by demonstrations and petitions; we may oppose

them by other methods, for instance, by a movement to repeal

certain laws.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. May I call your attention here to a conference engaged in

by Congressman Mason and several others, as to an incident not

enumerated there, but which was made for the purpose of demand-
ing that the President state the terms of peace, and that the

fourteen points came out afterwards, at which you were present ?

A. We proceeded in all these points upon the assumption that we
had a lawful right to oppose the government, or majority policy, in

favor of war. That was the constitutional right, and the right

sanctioned by the traditions of American history, and we pro-

claimed our intention to take and maintain that position, and it
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never occurred to us that any interpretation could be placed upon
it that we may resort to illegal methods, simply because any

person, or group of persons, who would attempt illegal mutters in

time of war, in the opposition to war, would be playing a very

foolish game.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. Debs and Berger played a very foolish game? A. Why,
Brother Cuvillier, if you were-—

•

Assemblyman Bloch.— Comrade.

The Witness.— Comrade Cuvillier, I should say, if you, with

all your patriotism, should ever attain to the patriotic heights of

Eugene V. Debs I would have a lot of respect for you.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— If I did, I wouldn't want to be in

jail like him for twenty years.

The Witness.— You wouldn't ?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— JSTo.

Mr. Stedman.— It would be too high a price to pay for your

patriotism.

The Chairman.— We had better stop now. The Assembly con-

venes at 12 :30, and I think we had better adjourn now.

Mr. Stedman.— Before we adjourn I want to offer in evidence

the pamphlet " Socialism Summed Up, by Morris Hillquit," and

ask that it be printed as a separate Exhibit.

The Chairman.— It may be received and it is ordered printed

as a separate Exhibit.

(The pamphlet was received and marked Assemblymen's

Exhibit No. 3 of this date.)

(Whereupon, at 12 :1'5 p. m., the Committee recessed until two
o'clock p. M.)

AFTEE RECESS (2:10 p. m.)

Mr. Stedman.— Take the witness.

The Witness.— Who takes me?

The Chairman.—- Is this cross-examination ?

50
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Mr. Conboy.— Yes, this is cross-examination.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Cross-examination by Mr. Conboy:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, suppose we start with the reference to the

various acts and proceedings of the Socialist Party of the United

,States, or the Socialist Party of America, the terms have been

used synonymously, and I take it that there isn't any differ-

ence between the two; that they are two names for the same

organization;, am I right in that assumption? A. The offi-

cial name is the Socialist Party. They refer to it as the Socialist

Party of the United States, or the American Socialist Party, it

meaning the same thing.

Q. Eeferring to the acts and proceedings of the Socialist Party

of America beginning with the sinking of the Lusitania, which

takes us back to April of 1915 — May 7, 1915, you recall, do you

not, the action taken by the paTty at that time! A. You mean the

resolution adopted by the Socialist Party on that subject ?

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Yes, sir ? A. In a general way.

Q. The Socialist Party in May of 1915, just after the sinking

of the Lusitania, either assembled, or were assembled, in annual

meeting ; and they then, and from that annual meeting, addressed

a manifesto to the American people. You recall that, do you not ?

A. I do.

Mr. Block.— You mean a meeting of the National Committee?

The Witness.— I do. That was a meeting of the National

Committee of the Socialist Party.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. I think I so put it, did I not ?— A national meeting of the

National Committee of the Socialist Party? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And where was that national meeting of the National

Committee held? A. In Chicago.

Q. And were you in attendance? A. I was.

Q. And did you assist in the drafting of that manifesto ? A.

My recollection is that I did. If you will quote the wording I

will tell you more definitely.

Q. I quote the last paragraph of it: "Let us proclaim in

tones of unmistakable determination: Not a worker's arm shall
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be lifted for the slaying of a fellow worker of another country;

nor turned for the production of mankilling implements or war

supplies. Down with war ! Forward to international peace and

the world-wide solidarity of all workers !
" Is that language

quoted from the manifesto, to refresh your recollection, as to

whether you did or did not draft, or participate in the drafting,

of the manifesto itself ? A. My impression is pretty definite that

I did participate in the drafting of the manifesto.

Q. Now, in the fall of that year there was held a meeting at

a place called Zimmerwald; in the fall of that same year, 1915,

there was held a meeting at a place called Zimmerwald in Switz-

erland. Zimmerwald is near Berne. Do you recall that meeting ?

A. I know of it.

Q. Who called that meeting? A. This meeting was called by

a group of Socialists in several countries of Europe. It was

not a regular meeting of the International Socialist Bureau or

called by the Bureau, but a volimtary gathering of Socialists

from various countries held on their own responsibility. . I think

one or two countries were officially represented, the Socialist

parties, the rest came as individuals.

Q. It was held in what month of the year 1915, if you can

recall? A. I don't recall the month.

Q. Would it refresh your recollection if I were to tell you it

was held in the month of September, 1915? A. I should have

no doubt in accepting your statement.

Q. Do you know whether or not that meeting was called by
Lenine? A. It was not.

Q. Was he there in attendance? A. He was.

Q. There were representatives from Germany and Austria?

A. Individual representatives from Germany and Austria; none

from the Socialist parties of Germany or Austria.

Q. And there were two men who came from France ? A. There

were, in the same capacity not representing the parties but acting

as individuals.

Q. Lenine himself purported to represent Russia ? A. Lenine

did not represent Bussia.

Q. Did he purport to represent Russia ? A. Certainly not. He
might have purported to represent the Bolshevik party of Russia

;

whether he did or not I am not certain.

Q. And there was there in the conference a man named Azaph ?

A. Azaph; no.
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Q. You know a man named Charles Edward Eussellf A. I

know a man named Charles Edward Russell.

Q. He is a Socialist? A. He was a Socialist; what he is now
I don't know.

Q. He left the party on account of its war program ? A. He
did.

Q. A program was adopted at the Zimmerwald conference, was

it not ? A. It was.

Q. And yesterday I understood you to say you had a copy of it

here. Was I correct in so understanding yo.u? A. I think it

is one of the documents printed in Walling's book on the "So-

cialists and the War," the Zimmerwald Program.

Q. Will you please produce it ? A. With pleasure.

Q. Have you it ? A. I was mistaken, sir ; this book was pub-

lished in 1915 and does not contain the Zimmerwald program.

Q. Have you a copy of the Zimmerwald program here? A.

Personally, I have not.

Q. Has any one on your side a copy of the Zimmerwald pro-

gram ? A. Have you, gentlemen ?

Mr. Block.— I haven't any. Mr. Lee may have one in his bag,

but that is not certain.

Q. Do you recall the terms of the Zimmerwald program? A.

Only in a general way. It was a program, or resolution, condemn-

ing in strong terms, the war, and the Socialist support of the war

in such countries in which they supported the war.

Q. Did it not also authorize or suggest that the workers in

eveiy belligerent country should go on a general strike until their

respective governments should be willing to sign a peace treaty ?

A. I have no such recollection.

Q. Is it your recollection that it did not ? A. No, 1 would say

that I have no recollection on that point either way.

Q. You have no recollection as to whether it did or did not

either way ? A. Correct.

Q. That we are in acco.rd, that conference or meeting took place

in the fall of 1916 ? A. Correct.

Q. And in April of 1916 the National Secretary of the Socialist

party— on April 21st— met with the various translators, secre-

taries, and drew up a proclamation which was later submitted to

the National Executive Committee for approval ; it had to do with

what was known as the U-boat controversy or warfare, isn't that

true ? A. I think it is.
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Q. Who was the National Secretary ? A. In 1916, you say ?

Q. On the 21st of April, 1916 ? A. Adolph Germer.

Q. And who constituted the National Executive Committee to

whom that proclamation, which was prepared by the JSTational

Secretary, with the translator-secretaries, was submitted? A.

Well, I don't recall that it was submitted to the ISTational Executive

Committee. The National Executive Committee at the time con-

sisted of John Spargo, John Work, Anna Maley, Victor Berger

and myself.

My impression is that there also was, at a time, a sub-committee

of the National Executive Committee, known as the Committee on

Immediate Action, which consisted of fewer persons; and it was

that Committee that acted on that resolution you have mentioned.

I am not certain about it.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Who constituted the Committee on Immediate Action, or the

sub-committee on Immediate Action? A. I think it was the

National Secretary and John Work and "Victor Berger.

Q. Did they report the proclamation which they prepared to

the Executive Committee itself ? A. That was the point on which

I had no definite recollection. I could probably tell you by look-

ing at your booklet.

Q. You may look at the booklet and tell me. (Hands booklet

to witness). Now, the booklet which you have requested me to

penmit you to refer to is a booklet that was prepared by a Mr.

Traehtenberg, who is the Director of the Bureau of Research of

the Rand School for Social Studies, to which booklet a preface was

written by you ; is not that true ? A. Yes.

Q. I take it, then, that inasmuch as you wrote the preface to

the book, you were, at the time you wrote the preface, familiar

with its contents? A. I was.

Q. The title of the book itself is what ? A. " The American

Socialist and the War."

Q. And it was a booklet that was gotten out by the gentle-

men whose names appear upon the front page or cover, Mr. Traeh-

tenberg and yourself? A. Why, I would not put it that way.

It is a collection of documents published by the Socialist Party

compiled by Mr. Traehtenberg. The booklet has an introduction

by myself. As to the particular resolution to which yon are

calling my attention, I should say now it was not adopted by the

National Executive Committee. I think it was adopted by the
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Coimnittee on Immediate Action. At any rate, it was a resolu-

tion for which the Socialist Party is responsible.

Q. And it was disseminated— if the date upon the cover of

the book is evidentiary of the time when it was published— in

the year 1917 ? A. That is correct.

Q. It not only contains the U-boat controversy, to which I have

directed your attention; but it also contains the article to which

I previously directed your attention, with regard to the Lusitania

crisis? A. It does.

Q. And the paragraph in the proclamation adopted in May,

of 1915, after the sinking of the Lusitania, which I read to

you, being the concluding paragraph of that proclamation? A.

It did.

Q. Now, as part of the cross-examination of this witness, I

desire to read the manifesto, for which he says the Socialist Party

was responsible at the time— by the way, before I start to read

it— can you give me any approximate idea of the date, in the

year 19 lY, when this booklet was published ? I direct your atten-

tion in that connection because it may help your recollection in

that respect, to the date at the bottom of the preface on the first

page, under the signature of Alexander Trachtenberg, June 26,

1917. A. That was the approximate date of the publication

of this booklet.

Q. I take it, then, that this booklet wag published and dis-

seminated sometime in the year 1917, subsequent to June 26th

of that year ; am I correct in that assumption ? A. You are.

Q. N'ow, the war between the German Empire and the United

States was declared on what date ? A. April 6th, was it ?

Q. April 6th. A. 1917.

Q. And what is known as the Selective Service Act was adopted

when ? A. Considerably later.

Q. If I supply you with the date will you accept it, Mr. Hill-

quit? A. Yes, some time in May, I believe, 1917.

Q. You are quite right. The date of the act is May 18, 1917.

And the act known as the Espionage Act was adopted whe6 ? A.

I think in August of the same year.

Q. Mr. Stedman suggests that it was adopted on the 15th day
of June, 1917. "Will you accept his suggestion in that respect ? A.

I will accept Mr. Stedman's authority.

Q. So as a matter of chronology this book was published and
disseminated subsequent to the declaration of war, subsequent to
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the Subscription Act and subsequent to the Espionage Act ? A.

It waa.

Q. Now, I shall read this manifesto to which the witness has

referred. (Reading) :
" The Socialist Party of America reaf-

firms its unalterable position against war." A. Opposition; its

unalterable opposition.

Q. I presume opposition would be just as good. (Continuing

reading)

:

" The Socialist Party of America reaffirms its unalterable

position against war. More than a year ago this position

was taken and it sees no reason now to change that position.

" In the present crisis it sees no reason "for plunging our

country into the ruin which is only too evident in the Euro-

pean countries. The workers of this country will bear the

brunt of suffering if we engage in war.
" Had President Wilson warned Americans to keep off

the vessels of belligerents, as Sweden has done in this war,

and as England has done during the Russo-Japanese War,

the present crisis would probably never have arisen.

" If diplom.acy were conducted openly and aboveboard

instead of being guarded by the utmost secrecy and guided

by the will or whim of an individual instead of it being an

expression of public wiU, misunderstandings between nations

would be less frequent and the danger of war would be les-

sened. Had President Wilson conducted diplomatic rela-

tions openly, we would know the facts in the present case

which are now denied us.

" We repeat the accusation that business interests of this

country, bankers, the Wall Street gang, and especially the

munition manufacturers, are not only interested in per-

petuating the war in Europe, but are exerting their influence

through every conceivable channel to the end that this country

be plunged into the bloody maelstrom.
" Knowing these facts, we call upon all workers and those

opposed to war to hold mass meetings and voice their protests

in unmistakable terms, denouncing the attempt to stampede

the people of the United States into a war that they do not

want. We call upon the people to demand that this country

keep its hands out of the European madhouse. We suggest

and appeal that the workers as a measure of self-defense and

as an expression of their power exert every effort to keep
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America free from the stain of a causeless war, even to the

final and extreme step of a general strike and the consequent

paralyzation of all industry."

The Witness.— You realize, of course, Mr. Conboy—
Mr. Conboy.— I have not asked you a question.

The Witness.— You have made that statement in connection

with my cross-examination.

Mr. Conboy.— It was.

The Witness.—7 Then you realize, of course, that was adopted

before our country entered the war?

Mr. Conboy.— I think every one understands when it was

adopted, and when disseminated and published, because I have

repeated the dates a great many times. I do not think there can

be the slightest doubt or difficulty about it.

Mr. Block.— Mr. Conboy, your suggestion is not this was the

first time it was published.

Mr. Conboy.— I am not making any suggestions.

Mr. Block.— This was published a year before the country

entered the war, and republished in these pamphlets.

Mr. Conboy.— I am endeavoring to conduct the cross-examina-

tion of this witness.

The Chairman.— Proceed. The chances are we can read the

dates.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Now, Mr. Hillquit, there was held in the following year,

1916, what was known as the Kienthal meeting; am I correct in

that assumption ? A. The Kienthal conference, yes, sir.

Q. The concluding language of this U-boat pamphlet or proc-

lamation prepared on the 21st of April, 1916, suggesting that the

workers, as a measure of self-defense, and as an expression of

their power, exert every effort to keep America free from the

stain of a causeless war, even to the final and extreme step of

a general strike, and the consequent paralyzation of all industry,

does that help to refresh your recollection as to whether at the

Zimmerwald conference, held in the fall of 1915, shortly before
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the U-boat document was prepared, also called upon the workers

in every belligerent country to go on a general strike? A. It

does not help my recollection at all.

Q. If it does not help your recollection at all, you have

answered the question? A. I have not.

Q. I submit you have. A. You are asking whether or not a

certain phrase in this resolution helps my recollection with refer-

ence to a certain provision in another resolution—
Q. And you have told me that it does not? A. I have told

you it does not, and I wajit to give you my reasons why it does

not refresh my recollection, because this resolution—
Q. I may be concerned about this a little later, but just at the

present time I am much more concerned about the chronology of

the events ? A. I insist upon the right to give complete answers.

Q. If the Chairman does not think your answer is a complete

one, he will so inform me and instruct you to answer to such

extent as he may think your answer may be completed.

The Chairman.— We are liable to strike that a good deal

in this cross-examination. Why don't you answer his question,

Mr. Hillquit, and then Mr. Stedman can make a note and you can

explain that later ?

The Witness.— It will, of course, mean double time. We will

have to go all over the field again.

The Chairman.— I think it will save time for the reason that

you gentlemen will be getting into disputes. I think it will

make a nicer record the way I suggest it.

Mr. Conboy.— I will be guided by the suggestion of the

Chairman.

The Chairman.— You can make this explanation. I should

prefer it the other way.

The Witness.— The reason why this provision does not

refresh my recollection as to anything contained in the Zimm,er-

wald or Kienthal resolution is because this resolution was adopted

without any reference to any other existing resolution. Was
adopted by the Socialist Party upon the assumption that a gen-

eial strike to prevent war was perfectly legal and proper, in dis-

tinction, of course, from a general strike to paralyze the produc-

tion of munitions when war is on.
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Q. Now, have you concluded that explanation? A. I have.

Q. Then tell me who were present at the Kienthal conference

that was held in 1916.

Mr. Stedman.— Where?

Q. I presume it was held at Kienthal. A. At Kienthal, which

is another small place in Switzerland. Practically the same ele-

ments that were present at the Zimmerwald Conference. The

Kienthal Conference was an adjourned conference of the Zimmer-

wald.

Q. And it was held in the year following the Zimmerwald Con-

ference! A. It was.

Q. And about what month in that year ? A. I don't recall.

Q. Did I understand you to say that it was held by practically

the same men who held the Zimmerwald Conference, or, at least,

that would be the assumption that we would draw from your

explanation that it was virtually an adjournment of the Zimmer-

wald Conference? A. The Zimmerwald Conference, at the con-

clusion of its deliberations, appointed a sort of executive com-

mittee charged with the task of calling subsequent conferences

and it was that committee that called the Kienthal Conference.

Q. And it was attended by Lenine? A. !N'ow I am not quite

sure whether Lenine was present at the Kienthal Conference. He
was at the Zimmerwald Conference, I believe. He was also at

the Kienthal Conference, I think, but I would not be certain

about it.

Q. Were the two representatives from France that were present

at the Zimmerwald Conference Anarchists ? A. ISTo. One was

Bourderon who represented, I am quite certain, the trade union

movement of France. He was, I believe, the Secretary of the

General Federation of Labor, although he did not represent his

organization at the conference. The other was Merrheim who
also did not represent and organization officially as far as I know.

Q. Well, was he an Anarchist? A. ISTo.

Q. Or what is known as a Defeatist? A. Well, he certainly

was an opponent of the war.

Q. You remember the names of these men very definitely, do

you not ? A. I do.

Q. But you cannot recall whether the program adopted called

for the general strike or not ? A. I do not, Mr. Conboy.

Q. ISTow, the Kienthal conference also adopted a program, did

it not ? A. They did.
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Q. Have you a copy of that ? A. I have not. I will say that

there will be no difficulty in securing copies, and we shall make
every effort to get them.

Q. Unquestionably they can be obtained. My inquiry was only

as to whether you had one available at this time. A. No, I have

not.

Q. Do you know whether the Kienthal conference suggested

that the workers in every belligerent country should go on a strike

until their governments were willing to sign the Peace Treaty?

A. I do not recall it.

Q. Now, subsequent to the Kienthal conference there was

adopted what was known as a Presidential platform of the So-

cialist party of America, in the year 1|916 ; is not that true? A. I

think it was subsequent to the Kienthal conference. I would not

be quite sure about it.

Q. And in the Presidential platform of 1916, adopted by the

Socialist party, there occurs the following language— by the way,

before I quote you the language, where was the National Conven-

tion of the Socialist party for the year 1916 held, if there was

such a convention? A. There was no such convention. In the

year 1916 our candidate for President was chosen by referendum

vote of the members, and the platform, if adopted— my recollec-

tion is not very definite on the subject— might likewise have been

adopted by referendum.

Q. Who prepared— A. Have you got that instrument ?

Q. Unfortunately, no ; I have not. So that it necessarily must

be left to your recollection of the manner in which it was prepared.

A. Why, the best of my recollection is that it was drafted by the

National Committee of the Socialist party and submitted for ap-

proval to the membership of the party.

Q. That National Committee of the Socialist party consisted

of whom? A. Consisted of members representing the different

states on the National Committee.

Q. Who represented the State of New York on it? A. My
recollection is that it was I.

Q. You were the representative of the State of New York on

the National Committee of the Socialist party for the year 1916 ?

A. My answer was meant to be just as it was, without any humor.

My best recollection is that I was. You see, I had occupied a

great many positions in the Socialist party, and whether or not

at that particular time I occupied a position of National commit-

teeman from New York, I am not quite certain about. I can re-
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fresh my memory by referring to some instruments, but I believe

I was.

Q. I think your best recollection will suffice for us at this time.

If you find you are in error, of course the record may be corrected.

Now, was there a platfoi-m committee of the National Committee

of the Socialist party that drafted the platform for the year 1916 ?

A. Undoubtedly there was.
,

Q. Do you recall who were on that platform committee? A.

I do not.

Q. Do you recall the language of that platform ? A. I do not.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Suppose I direct your attention to the following paragraph

(reading) :
" The working class must recognize the cry of pre-

paredness against foreign invasion as a mere cloak for the sin-

ister purpose of imperialism abroad and industrial tyranny at

home. The class struggle, like capitalism, is international. The

proletariat of the world has but one enemy, the capitalist class,

whether at home or abroad. We must refuse to put into the hands

of this enemy an armed force even under the guise of a ' demo-

cratic army,' as the workers of Australia and Switzerland have

done.

" Therefore,, the Socialist party stands opposed to military pre-

paredness, to any appropriations of men or money for wax or

militarism, while control of such forces through the political state

rests in the hands of the capitalist class. The Socialist party

stands committed to the class war, and urges upon the workers

in the mines and forests, on the railways and ships, in factories

and fields, the use of their economic and industrial power, by

refusing to mine the coal, to transport soldiers, to furnish food

or other supplies for military purposes, and thus keep out of the

hands of the ruling class the control of armed forces and economic

power, necessary for aggression abroad and industrial despotism at

home."

Q. Does my reading of those paragraphs from the Presiden-

tial Platform of the Socialist' party of the year 1916 help to

refresh your recollection with regard to the authority of it?

A. Except to this extent, that I can say definitely that I had no

part in the drafting of it. It isn't my language and that I have

no recollection of these particular paragraphs. I shall be very

glad to look it up and make a very definite reply as soon as I can

get an opportunity to verify it.
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Q. I note that in the same pamphlet which you have already

identified, the one that waa disseminated sometime subsequent

to the 26th of June, 19 lY, the platform from which I have read

the two paragraphs I have just quoted to you is published on

page 2Y under the head of " The Socialist Party, Platform of

1916." (Witness shown book.) That is true, isn't it? A. It is

and in view of this fact I shall now state that these paragraphs

you have read are from the Socialist Party Platform for 19l6,

the publication here in this pamphlet being only the excerpts

dealing with war and militarism, not the entire platform,

Q. Of course, I assume that the foot-note correctly states or

corroborates what you have just said in that connection ? A.. I

assume so.

Q. That only those parts of the Socialist Party Platform for

the year 1916 which deal with war and militarism are given in

this book ? A. That is correct.

Q. Then that was in the fall of 1916 ? A. I don't know that

it was in the fall of 1916 ; it was prior to the election of 1916,

but how long prior I cannot tell.

Q. Yes. Then in April of 191Y the United States entered the

war? A. Yes.

Q. And a convention was then held in the city of St. Louis in

the State of Missouri by the Socialist Party? A. It was.

Q. Was that a national convention? A. It was a national

convention.

Q. And at that national convention a committee was appointed

to draft what was known as the war proclamation of the Socialist

Party, or war program of the Socialist Party of America. A. It

was.

Q. And upon that committee were you one of those who sat?

A. I was.

Q. I understand from your answer to an inquiry that was put

to you upon direct examination this forenoon that you were one

of the drafters of that war program ? A. I wg,s a membej: of the

sub-committee apppiijted to draft it and as. such took pa:rt in the

drafting of it.

Q. That war program contained a sentence to which the Chair-

m,^ directed your .attention this morning, and a^ a preliminary

inquiry this war program was adopted subsequent to the time

wh^n the United States entered the war ; that is true, isn't it ? A.

A few days later, yes.
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Q. In that war program occurs this sentence :
" We, therefore,

call upon the workers of all countries to refuse support to their

governments in their wars." Now, there were workers in the

United States at that time, were there not ? A. There were.

Q. The United States was at that time a government, was it

not ? A. It was.

Q. And the United .States was at that time in the war, was it

not ? A. It was.

Q. It is true that that platform, or program, was adopted a few

days after the declaration of war, and before the adoption of the

Selective Service Act and the adoption of the Espionage Act, hut

it is contained, is it not, in this booklet to which you have already

referred, which was published and distributed subsequent to the

26th day of 1917; I am correct, am I not, in that statement? A.

You are.

The Chairman.— The 26th day of what?

Mr. Conboy.— June, 1917.

Q. And the same is true, is it not, with regard to the platform

as distinguished from the war program of the Socialist party, is it

not, Mr. Hillquit ? A. In the sense, Mr. Conboy, that as far as

the Socialist party is concerned, it adopted its platform and vari-

ous declarations at certain given dates, bearing in mind the then

existing conditions, and that subsequent, the Rand School of

Social Science collated them all and published them all as a his-

torical document, and circulated them as such. What I meant to

say is that the Socialist party, as such, having adopted a resolu-

tion or platform at any given time had made its statement at the

time and for the time was through with it. The booklet that you

have was a subsequent publication, not by the Socialist party, but

by the Rand .School, of these documents.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Well, now, let us just inquire into the accuracy of some
of those statements for a moment, Mr. Hillquit— not that I

intend to suggest for a moment that you are intentionally inac-

curate— was the war program of the Socialist Partv of America
submitted to the various units of the Socialist Party in the

United States for adoption? A. Decidedly, and as far as the

war program is concerned, it was intended for circulation after

we had entered the war. T am referring, Mr. Conboy— I want
to be perfectly frank with you—
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Q. Mr. Hillquit, I have not intended to suggest that you want
to be other than frank, and on the contrary, if you want a con-

cession at any time about that, you can have it. A. Thank you.

What I mean to say is that I had reference to the pre-war pro-

nouncements of the Socialist Party. All those were adopted by

the party in view of the then existing conditions, which were

those of a country at peace. The program of the St. Louis

convention, on the other hand, was adopted as a platform of the

Socialist Party during the war, and was intended to be, and was,

circulated after we had entered the war.

Q. The inquiry that I just put to you was designed to obtain

from you the information that while the proclamation— the war

proclamation, was formulated in April of 1917, a few days after

we entered the war, it was thereafter submitted to the units of

the party for adoption by referendum vote of the units? A. It

was.

Q. So that we may assume may we not, Mr. Hillquit, that this

war program, prepared after we entered the war, in April, 1917,

at some subsequent time, was sent out over the United States for

adoption by the various locals of the Socialist Party ? A. It was.

Q. ISTow, can you give us any approximate idea of how long

it took to distribute and disseminate that war program among the

Socialist locals of the country? A. To submit— to allow the

local organizations to discuss it and to vote upon it and make

their returns to the national office— took probably several months,

I should say three or four.

Q. Would you say, because I may as well indicate by the

question I am asking you what the immediate purpose of my
inquiry is, would you say that it was disseminated subsequent

to the 15th of June, 1917, having been .adopted in April, which

would be only two months after its preparation ? A. It was cir-

culating at that time.

Q. Subsequent to the adoption of the Espionage Act ? A. Of

the Espionage Law.

Q. Now, after its circulation then the vote of the Socialist

locals had to be taken upon it, and, in turn, returned to the

IN'ational Headquarters, where, I assume, the vote is tabulated?

A. That's right.

Q. And the l^ational Headquarters is at some number in West

Madison sreet in the city of Chicago ? A. Was at the time.

Q_ 903— is my recollection correct? A. 8p3.
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Q. West Madison street, Mr. Stedman?

Mr. Stedman.— Yes, sir.

Q. Wow, the same thing was true, was it not, with respect to

the platform as distinguished from the war program of the Social-

ist Party? A. Which platform— of 1917?

Q. Of 1917. A. It was.

Q. That also was prepared at or about the time that the war

program was prepared ? A. At the same time.

Q. And that also was distributed in the same manner, for the

consideration and vote of the locals of the Socialist party? A.

It was.

Q. And that also took, in the process of distribution and dis-

semination, some months, did it? A. It did.

Q. And in all likelihood it was in process of distribution after

the passage of the Espionage Act? A. In all likelihood.

Q. Now, how many copies,— have you any idea how many
copies of this war program of the Socialist party were distributed ?

A. I haven't any idea about the number, but you may safely as-

sume that it was a large number, since the Socialist party, na-

tionally and locally, distributed the instrument as part of its

general propaganda.

Q. And was it the intent to place a copy of that war program

and of that platform in the hands of every member of the Social-

ist party of America ? A. It was.

Q. And so far as you know, that intent was realized, and that

result was accomplished ? A. Oh, not quite so, you see, upon the

votes and at the meetings at which the vote is taken, the member-
ship never attends to the extent of 100' per cent. If you get

half, or less, the members to take up, discuss and vote on party

propositions, it is a very high percentage.

Q. I think we have in "the record two approximate figures as

to the number of these programs and platforms that were dis-

tributed ;
one, I think, says there was a million of them, and the

other fixes them as something approximately in excess of 500,000 ?

A. I have no idea of the exact numbers, but I do know we dis-

tributed them very freely upon the assumption that it was legiti-

mate Socialist propaganda, and lawful Socialist propaganda.

Q. Did you attempt to place it before others than Socialists?

A. Before others than Socialists, as much as we attempted to

place our general propaganda, before others than Socialists.
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Q. And you are familiar, are you not, with those two planks

in your war platform, one of which provides for resistance to

conscription of life and labor, and the other to repudiation of

war debts ? A. As to the first, resistance of life and labor, I am
very familiar with. I remember the clause. I remember that I

thought and stated it was perfectly lawful at the time. As to

the other, it was not adopted for circulation, and was included

in the manifesto which we did circulate..

Q. It was included, however, was it not, in your war platform ?

A. I do not think it was. Will you let me see it, please ?

Mr. Stedman.— Do you mean the platform or proclamation?

Mr. Conboy.— Yes, sir.

Mr. Stedman.— I can clear you on that. It was adopted origi-

nally by the membership and taken up by the executive committee.

Q. That is, if Mr. Stedman's explanation, or statement, helps

to clarify your mind or recollection in that respect, it was origi-

nally written iri as part of the platform, then sent out to the mem-
bers of the Socialist party, and adopted by the Socialist party

members? A. Right.

Q. And subsequently somebody struck it out ?

-Mv. Stedman.— The executive committee ordered it out. A.

The proclamation of war program was printed in large quantities.

I think about 750,000 copies.

Mr. Gonboy.— What is your authority for that?

Mr. Stedman.— Page 563 of the printed testimony in the

Berger record.

Q. !N^ow, I notice, Mr. Hillquit, with reference to this con-

troversy, if we may call it such, as to the elimination of that

particular plank which demanded the repudiation of war debts,

that it is still incorporated in what is referred to as the Socialist

party platform as article 'No. 7, under political demands, pub-

lished at page 377 of the American Labor Year Book, the copy

of which is furnished to me from your side of the table, and it

is a document edited by Alexander Trachtenberg, published by

the Eand School of Social Science, and bears copyright date of

1918, apparently. Therefore, I am going to give you opportunity

of telling me when it was eliminated— apparently, when this

book was published, because I cannot see, from any cursory read-
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ing of it, that there was any elimination of that particular plank

reported herein; apparently in 1918, when this book was- pub-

lished, that was still a part of the socialist party platform.

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Chairman, may I direct counsel to one

of his own exhibits. He will find the testimony that it was

adopted when that was circulated, and it is in your own evidence.

Mr. Oonboy.— Suppose you indicate it on the record, Mr.

Stedman.

Mr. Stedman.— I will in a few minutes. It was in Adolph

Grermer's testimony. I will find it in a few minutes.

The Witness.— My memory is pretty good on that subject,

Mr. Conboy. Your conclusion that because it was printed in the

year book of 1918, it was then in force, that conclusion is

erroneous. The only explanation I can make for the appearance

of this alleged platform in the year book is that its editors or

compilers probably got hold of a copy of the platform submitted

for the referendum and reprinted it. I will state definitely that

the platform adopted and circulated by the Socialist party, and

given out as such, never contained that clause, because the clause

was eliminated by the National Executive Committee, and a

question of doubt having been raised as to whether or not that

clause would be legal

Q. Would be what ? A. Legal or not— upon that doubt— and

I do not say that we were convinced that it would be illegal, but

upon the doubt expressed, the national executive committee

adopted that clause and never circulated the platform as such

with that clause in it.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— It was approved of by the Socialist

party.

The Witness.'— It was approved by the Socialist party on

referendum.

Assemblyman Evans.— Has the National Executive Committee

got the power to strike out something adopted by referendum ?

The Witness.— The National Executive Committee took upon
itself certain powers in order to bring its proceedings within the

conditions and the laws imposed by the conditions. For instance,

in this case and in several cases it suppressed proposed referen-

dums which it had no right to suppress, because it held that the
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proposed I'eferendum would violate one of the wartime laws.

They simply took the position that it had an inherent power of

suppression of anything that would bring the party in conflict with

the law.

By Mr. Oonboy

:

Q. Can you tell me offhand— perhaps Mr. Stedman can supply

me later if you cannot tell me now— where any public publicity

was given to the elimination of the war debt repudiation plank in

the Socialist platform ? A. Why, I don't know that any publicity

was given to it except the implied and very definite publicity of

the platform itself, omitting the clause.

Q. Have you got any place a copy of the platform as published

from which that clause is omitted ? A. I think we can secure it

for you, Mr. Conboy.

Q. If you can you will, will you not ? A. Certainly.

Assemblyman Blodgett.— Does the Executive Committee now
have power to strike out the minority report of 1919 and sub-

stitute the majority report ? A. 'No. I want you to understand

my former answer. I did not say the Executive Committee had

the express power to reject anything that.the membership voted on.

We took that power upon ourselves upon the assumption that w.e

had a right to prevent any expression which would bring the

party in conflict with the law. If we had thought that the adop-

tion of this minority report would brine; us in conflict with law,

the IN'ational Executive Committee would probably proceed in the

same way.

What section or article did you have reference to ?

0. It is under what was known as Political Demands and

I think it is sub-section 7 or 8. Six is the provision which

directs resistance to conscription of life and labor, and

the following one is the one which directs- repudiation of the

war debts. A. Then my answer is that both these clauses were

eliminated and in compliance with vour request for the produc-

tion of a copy of the platform with these clauses eliminated I

now produce a copy of the platform regularly circulated by the

Socialist party in conjunction with the constitution of the party

(handing book to Mr. Conboy)

.

Q. Do you know when this was prepared ? A. This was pre-

pared immediately after the adoption of both constitution and

platform Vy referendum vote.
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Q. This book that you handed me was supplied to you by Mr.

Block, of counsel ? A. It was.

Q. Yes. And it purports to contain the Socialist platform

which was adopted by national referendum on the 24th of July,

191Y ? A. Yes.

Q. Was that the time when the Socialist platform was adopted

by referendum ? A. It was.

Q. Now, do you care to change your testimony with resepct to

the statement that you made— just let me finish this question,

Mr. Stedman, and then you can ask yours.

Mr. Stedman.— I am going to read part of your evidence.

Q. (Continuing) — with respect to the statement that you

made that on the referendum the provision or plank for resistance

to conscription of life and labor and the plank with regard to

repudiation of national debt were approved by the majority vote

of the members of the party ? That question is a little involved.

A. I don't quite understand it.

Q. You are not to be blamed for that. What it means is this:

were those two planks in the platform when it was submitted to

the members of the party and adopted by such members ? A. My
impression is that they wfere in the draft submitted to membership

for vote.

Q. And that they were adopted by the members ? A. And that

they were adopted by a majority of the members.

Q. And that they were subsequently cut out by the executive

committee? A. That is my impression.

Q. Is that substantially correct, Mr. Stedman?

Mr. Stedman.— Page 1203, Exhibit No. 69, Germer's testi-

mony :
" In reference to the platform adopted by the convention

at St. Louis, there were one hundred thousand of these printed.

We adopted Sections 6 and Y and destroyed about 75,000 copies

of it." Defendants offer in evidence Defendant's Exhibit No.

11, etc.

Q. Was that reprint and destruction of the prior existing copies

after the adoption by the referendum vote ?

Mr. Stedman.— It was after.

The Witness.— Yes.

Mr. Stedman.— I may say that your amended Espionage Law
was in August and that provision for the bond section, which

was not in the original act.
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By Mr. Conboy

:

'Q. I take it that we have the facts as you have them, Mr. Hill-

quit, on the record at the present time ? A. Suppose we summarize

it, so there may be no mistake on the record ?

Q. Yes. A. The St. Louis convention of the Socialist Party,

held in April, 1917, adopted its entire war resolution and also its

regular platform. The platform, among the political demands,

contained the two provisions you mention: one for resistance

against conscription of life and labor, and the other for repudia-

tion of wax bonds. By the time—
Q. It was not limited to war bonds. It said " War debts " ? A.

Yes.

Q. But, of course, that would include bonds, would it not ? A.

Yes, it would include bonds. These provisions were submitted

to the membership and returned toward the end of July, 1917,

with a majority of the votes in favor of both propositions.

Q. That is, both of these planks that you have referred to ? A.

Yes, sir; six and seven. Very shortly thereafter, the Espionage

Law was amended, and under that amendment of the ^Espionage

Law, the members of the ISTational Executive Committee of

the Socialist Party conceived a doubt as to the legality of both

planks, and thereupon ordered them eliminated from the plat-

form, and the printed platform and stock on hand, containing

those provisions, physically destroyed; and thereupon the plat-

form was circulated, and is being circulated, with these two

points eliminated.

The Chairman.— But that manifesto, adopted at the same

time, contained these words :
" We pledge ourselves to oppose

with all our strength any attempt to raise money for payment of

war expenses by taxation of the necessaries of life, or issuing

bonds which will put the burden upon future generations." That

was the situation ?

The Witness.-— Well, that we accepted and that we adopted,

and that we advocated all through to the very end, as being the

proper Socialist position.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Then I take it that your reason for eliminating from your

platform your call upon your party members to resist conscrip-

tion of life and labor and repudiation of war debts was, as you
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have explained, because you were somewhat in fear of tke conse-

quences under the Espionage Act as amended? A. I have not

said that we were actuated by fear of consequences. What I did

say was that the Socialist Party, through its executive committee,

was anxious to keep its propaganda within the law; and since

conscription had been adopted after the adoption of this resolu-

tion, and since the Espionage Law had been amended with respect

to Liberty bonds, or war bonds, the executive committee con-

ceived a doubt as to the legality of both provisions, and, there-

fore, ordered them stricken out.

Q. So it was a matter of legal expediency with you to avoid the

possible consequences of prosecution under the provisions of the

Espionage Act as amended? A. It was nothing. of the kind—
pardon me—you asked for my reasons. The Socialists have never

shrunk from taking any consequences that would follow an expres-

sion of their conviction, but the Socialist party has always taken

the position, and also in this case, that it will conduct its propa-

ganda in accordance with the law and by legal methods, and that

they will avoid any illegal methods, and because the question of

legality arose, the l^ational Executive Committee ordered it

stricken out — not for fear of consequences, not for political expe-

diency, but because of its desire to keep within the law.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do you think the proclamation came

within the law?

The Witness.—Absolutely, Mr. Cuvillier.

Q. I understand that Mr. HiUquit thinks that everything that

the party did, and did and subsequently erased, came within the

law; but was ainy question of patriotism involved in the first

instance; was there any suggestion of loyalty about the demand
for resistance to conscription before the Espionage Act was

passed ? A. Decidedly. There were more patriotic speeches made
in the St. Louis convention than anywhere else that I know of,

except, of course, that the brand of socialist patriotism is not the

brand of democratic or republican patriotism.

Q. Despite those patriotic speeches, the platform was never-

theless adopted, and it was only after the Espionage Act was
amended, as you suggested, that these two planks were eliminated?

A. It was not despite the patriotic speeches, as I termed them,

that the platform was adopted, but largely because of such truly

patriotic speeches that the platform was adopted.
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Q. Now, then, from your explanation in that respect, I would

gather the impression that you regarded those two planks in the

platform as originally adopted as patriotic manifestations of the

Socialist party of America ? A. If the majority of the people of

the United States had not definitely said by enactment of statutes,

that such expressions are prohibited, we should consider and I

should say that now in the abstract, regardless of the law, I

should consider, as an ethical proposition, that both those propo-

sitions are highly sound.

Q. And patriotic ? A. Patriotic.

Q. Very good. A. Pardon me. When you ask whether

patriotic or not, you call for a state of mind. We considered it

highly patriotic for these reasons. We think that the war bonds

with which the entire world has now been swamped creates a

condition by which a favored minority of bondholders have

acquired a mortgage upon the lives and toil of the fellow men foi

this generation, and generations to come. We consider it would

be a highly patriotic and humane act to wipe the table clear of

any such debts, and let the generations to come be bom without

bondage to the bondholders ; and with reference to conscription we
also consider that conscription of life for the purpose of destroy-

ing life is an immoral remnant of savage institutions, and that it

would be a highly patriotic act for the citizens of any civilized

country to wipe that out.

Q. Now, I take it, that these expressions which you have just

given us are not stated for the first time here; you probably an-

nounced them during the time that the war was on? A. We
have announced them until such time as we conceived the doubt

as to their legality in view of the newly enacted laws at that tiriie.

Q. That is, you announced them up to the time that you

thought you would run afoul of the law if you announced them ?

A. Why don't you let me put my own thoughts in my own lan-

guage?

Q. Am I stopping you? A. We consider that so long as we
were allowed by law to hold those convictions, and those convic-

tions were honestly ours, that we had not only a right, but a

duty to express them; but when the law said we had no such

right, we bowed to the law, under protest of course. We con-

sidered it unwise, improper laws, but the laws were there.

Q. ISTow, you were a candidate for oifice in the city of New
York in the fall of that same year, 19 lY? A. That is my recol-

lection; yes, sir.
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Q. Did you utilize either the war program of the Socialist

Party or the platform of the Socialist Party of that year as part

of your campaign literature ? A. You mean whether the Socialist

Party distributed either or both during my campaign?

Q. Well, I did not ask you the question that way. A. Well,

personally I did not utilize any.

Q. Well, then, did the Socialist Party, to use the question

that you framed, did the Socialist Party distribute that literature

in your campaign? A. I think that literature was distributed

along with other campaign literature in 1917.

Q. I direct to your attention a letter introduced in the record

yesterday morning, published in the New York Call, of date

IsTovember 26th, 1919, signed by Alexander Trachtenberg.

Mr. Stedman.— What part do you refer to ?

The Witness.— They will come to it.

Mr. Conboy.— Will you just read that question ?

(Question read by the reporter).

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Pirst of all, I ask you if he is not the same man who' I have

referred to before as being the director of the Bureau of Research

of the Band School ? A. The same man.

Q. And the man who compiled that history of the activities of

the American Socialists during the war to. which you wrote the

introduction ? A. The same man.

Q. He is a Socialist, isn't he. A. He is.

• Q. And a member of the Socialist party ? A. He is.

Q. And the fact that he occupies the position as Director of the

Bureau of Research in the Rand School I should assume, but I

may be mistaken in that assumption, that he is a man whose opin-

ions or whose statements with regard to a history of socialism in

the United States would be entitled to some weight? A. Some
weight, undoubtedly.

Q. Yes. How, in this letter which, Mr. Stedman, I am reading

now from the typewritten copy of the record of yesterday's pro-

ceedings and from page 2436, Mr. Trachtenberg says this:

" By its past reoord," and he is referring to the record of the

Socialist party of America—
The Witness.— Yes.
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Mr. Conboy.— " The adoption of the Zimraerwald program in

1915 "— how did the Socialist party of America adopt this Zim-

menvald program of 1915 that yon have told ns was made up of

these nondescript and heterogeneous gatherings of individuals at

Zimmerwald ? A. Why, in the first place, I wouldn't want it on

the record, to appear as if I ever stated that it was composed of

nondescript and heterogeneous elements. I said it was composed of

dissenting Socialists from the different countries who, in the

majority of cases, did not represent organization.

Q. Is Mr. Trachtenberg correct in his statement appearing in

the New York Call in the letter to which I have referred and at

the page to which I have directed attention? A. Yes, I under-

stood yo.ur question, Mr. Conboy. This was merely preliminary.

I say he is not correct in his facts. The Socialist party of the

United States at no time adopted the Zimmerwald program. The
Socialist party of the United States, however, did declare its adher-

ence to the Zimmerwald conference.

Q. I didn't get, in my effort to indicate the place in the record

to Mr. Stedman, I didn't get your last statement. Will you

read it?

(The answer of the witness was read by the reporter.)

Mr. Stedman.— I do not understand that in this it says so.

It says :
" By its past record the adoption of the Zimmerwald

program in 1915 "

The Witness.— That is what Mr. Conboy refers to.

Mr. Stedman.— The entire paragraph doesn't seem to indicate

that they endorsed it.

The Witness.— I think Mr. Conboy is correct in his interpre-

tation.

Mr. Stedman.— I think he isn't.

Mr. Conboy.— I think I will side with you, Mr. Hillquit, in

this controversy.

The Witness.— I think you interpreted Mr. Trachtenberg

correctly.

Mr. Conboy.— I think you are right about that.

The Witness.— Yes.

Mr. Stedman.— ISTow, you two have agreed on something.
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By Mr. Conboy:

Q. ISTow, you say that the Socialist party of America did adopt

something that was done at Zimmerwald, and what was it? A.

Declared its adherence to the Zimmerwald conference in about

the same vein as it now has declared its adherence to the Third

Internationale. That is, practically has declared its separation

from the old elements of the Socialist movement in Europe.

Q. I take it that that declaration of adherence to which you

have just referred, is contained in some document issued by the

Socialist party of America? A. It is contained, if I am not

mistaken, in the resolution adopted by general votej some local

organization moved or resolved that the Socialist party adhere to

the Zimmerwald conference; that received the requisite number
of seconds; was submitted to the membership and voted for by

a majority, and therefore became the act of the party.

Q. Now, then, Mr. Trachtenberg goes on to say :
" The sup-

port of the Kienthal manifesto in 1916 "— are you in agreement

with, him that the Socialist party of America supported the

Kienthal manifesto in 1916 ? A. I don't know of any official acts

of the Socialist party in support of the Kienthal conference, un-

less it is, Mr. Conboy, I am not certain about it, unless the gen-

eral vote I am referring to took place after the holding of both

the Zimmerwald and Kienthal conferences related to both. I

am not sure about that.

Q. Then the third monument or milestone in Mr. Trachten-

berg's journey along the way of socialism since 1915 is the adop-

tion of the St. Louis resolution in 1917, and (reading) :
" The

general position of the party and the sentiment of the rank and
file throughout the last five years,"— and from the adoption of

the Zimmerwald conference and support of the Kienthal mani-
festo, the adoption of the St. Louis resolution in 1915, he reaches

the conclusion that, " the socialist party could not do anything else

but ally itself with those socialist groups, who have, like itself,

remained steadfast to the revolutionary and internationalist spirit

of the socialist movement." A. I think his conclusions are cor-

rect, although his facts are not altogether so. It hurts me to

criticise Mr. Trachtenberg, but that is my position.

Q. At any rate, I take it that you would pay tribute of sin-

cerity to him in that he unquestionably believed what he wrote?

A. Undoubtedly.

Q. And you differ with him as to what he wrote, is that cor-

rect? A. The actual facts, yes.
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Q. Now, you have given us some names of those who attended
the International Socialist Bureaus at Brussels at the semi-annual

conventions that were held in each year; did Rosa Luxemburg
ever go to those ? A. Yes.

Q. And Carl Liebknecht? A. ISTo; Rosa Luxemburg repre-

sented Poland. Carl Liebknecht did not represent anything in the

Btireau. He Aras not a member of the Bureau.

Q. Do those men who sat in the International Socialist Bureau,

and who have since become members of the cabinets of their coun-

tries, are they men who opposed their countries in the war ? A.

Why, in different cabinets, there are those who supported and those

who opposed. The cabinet of Russia, for instance, there are per-

sons who opposed the war. In the cabinet of Germany there were

some who opposed and those who supported, but they were after-

wards eliminated, only the supporters have been left.

Q. Let us take names of those to whom you refer ; in Belgium,

Camille Huysmans, did he support his country during the war ?

A. Camille Huysmans was in no definite position from which it

could be said whether he did or did not. He was a deputy of the

Belgium Parliament, but the Parliament did not sit since the

war in Belgium, so that he had no occasion to vote one way or

the other. He did not occupy any position in the administration

of Belgium. He did, on the other hand, make strenuous efforts

to bring about the Stockholm conference, to bring about a termina-

tion of the war at an early date, so that from that you can infer

as to his attitude on the war.

Q. No, I cannot infer it at all. I would like to have you tell

me whether he did or did not support his country during the war.

A. You would have to define first, what you mean by supporting

his country. He advocated an early peace all around. I think

it was in support of his country.

Q. D,'o you know whether he supported his country in its war
program, to bring about a successful termination of the war from

the standpoint of Belgium? A. I do not think that his position

was one of the Bitter Enders ; that he attempted to bring about a

condition in which the Central Powers would be definitely

defeated. I think his efforts were in the direction of a speedv

general peace by negotiation.

Q. Can you tell us whether he would be classed as a man who
supported his country during the war? A. It all depends upon
who does the classing.
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Q. Well, suppose I did the classing. A. I presume you would

consider a person who supported his country blindly— blindly

followed his government, right or wrong,

—

Q. Make that assumption and apply it to the case of Camille

Huysmans. A. I do not think that he would then be considered

as supporting his government as you would so define it.

Q. Did he attempt to hamper or obstruct his government

during the war A. No more than any Socialist in Belgium or

the United States.

Q. He did no more ? A. 'No more than any Socialist in Bel-

gium or the United States.

Q. Did he do any less in hampering or obstructing his govern-

ment?

Mr.' Stedman.— I object to that. That assumes he did

hamper it.

The Witness.— Mr. Conboy wanted information. What I am
giving you, Mr. Conboy, are the facts. The facts are, as I say,

that Camille Huysmans was a part of an international move-

ment which had for its object the bringing about of a speedy

peace. He was at the same time a very patriotic belligerent.

Q. Vaudeville was a patriotic belligerent A. Decidedly.

Q. Did he support his country during the war ? A. Mr. Con-

boy, I shall decline to answer your question in its form. If you

will ask me for acts, I wiU tell you whether he did or not.

Q. There were certain men in the Socialist movement who
were known as pro-war Socialists? A. Yes.

Q. And who were so described in Manifestoes issued by the

Socialist party of the United States ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Whom did you refer to as pro-war Socialists? A. Well,

the majority Socialists of Germany, the Socialists of Austria.

Q. Secondarily? A. Also, secondarily, the Socialists of

France, Belgium, and a few of them in Great Britain, who were

generally described as Bitter Enders. We made this distinction,

while we absolutely condemned the majority Socialists of Ger-

many and the Socialists of Austria for the support of their gov-

ernment in the war, we did not condemn the French or Belgium

Socialists for supporting their governments ; but we did condemn
those French and German Socialists who had turned Jingoes,

and who demanded a war to the bitter end instead of standing for

a speedy, democratic negotiated peace.
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Q. Now, when did you make that distinction between the so-

called Bitter Enders and the others ? A. Why, I think we made
it pretty clear in all discussions in which the question was

involved— would you let me have this little booklet, please?

(Mr. Conboy hands book to witness.) Mr. Conboy, in my intro-

duction to the little booklet which you have used so often in this

examination, the following appeals:

" This attitude "— the attitude of the American Socialists in

opposition to war— " need not necessarily imply an equal con-

demnation of all warring governments or of all methods of war-

fare or an indifference to the outcome of the war and to the terms

upon which peace will be concluded. Socialists may well recog-

nize that Germany was primarily responsible for the immediate

outbreak of this war; that her conduct of the war has been un-

usually ruthless, and that decisive victory of German arms would

be harmful to human civilization and social progress."

Now this, I submit, is a clear attempt at discrimination be-

tween the two sides.

Q. Well, let us see if we can apply it as we go along to these

men whose names you have mentioned. Jean Jaures was killed

before the war began? A. Yes.

Q. So we can eliminate him ? A. We will have to.

Q. Jules Guesdes— was he a supporter of his country during

the war ? A. Why, he became a Cabinet Minister ; but I do not

think he was a Bitter Ender.

Q. Well, being a Cabinet Minister in a government that was
at war would indicate that he was endeavoring to support his

government,^ would it not ? A. Every Socialist, I think, supported

his government.

Q. Do not be quite so sweeping in your answers. We may
have some doubt about that. A. I have none.

Q. I have no doubt you have none; but suppose you stick to

Jules Guesdes ? A. You have asked me a question. You asked

did Jules Guesdes support his government, and my answer to that

is in order to avoid any false implications that he, as well as the

Socialists on the other side, did support their government and the

people in their lights. You see I absolutely must refuse l;o accept

your test.

Q. I understand that ; I do not want you to accept my test.

I will accept it for myself. I cannot impose it upon you, but you

will understand what I am referring to, that is, I am using my
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own test when I ask you if he supported the government in the

war ; did he, according to my test, support his country in the war ?

A. His position was that France never wanted a war and they

were forced in the war, and was invaded, and had not only the

right but the duty to defend itself. His position further was that

finding itself in the war it became the duty of all far-seeing intelli-

gent Frenchmen to bring about a speedy general peace by negotia-

tions.

Q. And now, that is the best answer you can make to the ques-

tion I asked you with regard to that ? A. Yes.

(At 3:45 p. m., a recess was taken until 4 o'clock.)

AFTER EECESS— 4 :05 p. m.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, do you know when the provision in the con-

stitution of the Socialist party of America was adopted that vir-

tually prohibits members of the party voting for any appropria-

tions for military or naval supplies ? A. My recollection is, that

in one form or another it always has been in the constitution of

the Socialist party.

Q. Do you know how long it has been in its present form ? A.
In the present wording, I cannot say offhand.

Q. Do you know when the present provision was adopted in

the language which is now employed in the constitution? A.

It certainly antedated the war, but I cannot give the exact date.

Q. IN'ow, the two representatives whom you referred to in your
direct examination—

^
August Bebel was dead before 1914, was

he not ? A. He died in 1913.

Q. Carl Kautsky— what was his stand in Germany with re-

spect to the war? A. He advocated voting against war budgets

from the very beginning, first, in the caucuses of the Socialist

representatives in the Reichstag, of which he was not one, and
subsequently in tl;e press.

Q. And his attitude was anti-war throughout ? A. Yes.

Q. Was he in sympathy with the attitude of Carl Liebknecht in

that connection? A. Why, I think Carl Liebknecht wAs more
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extreme tlian Carl Kautsky; but they were both opposed to war

and to war appropriations.

Q. Have any expressions of opinion on Kautsky been given out

in America since the war ? A; Yes.

Q. Did they approve the stand you took of the position? A.

They decidedly approved of his stand in the position of the war

in Germany.

Q. In Austria, Victor Adler, did he support his government in

the sense in which I would understand that expression? A. I

shall on all occasions, Mr. Oonboy— we might as well save time,

decline to accept that formula for my answers. I can give you

the facts in each case. With reference to Victor Adler, he was

an editor of a Socialist principle paper in Austria. He was also

a member of Parliament, but the Austrian Parliament did not

meet after the declaration of war, so he had no chance to vote for

or against the war budget. His general attitude was that the

war was precipitated largely by the action of Austria and Ger-

many; that it was wrong; at the same time they were in it and

ought to see it through and bring about as speedy a peace as

possible.

Q. Did he support the government in its war program? A.

He had no occasion or opportunity, to support or oppose, since,

as I say, there was no parliamentary activity in Austria after the

war.

Q. Do you regard him as pro-war Socialist ? A. Partly.

Q. Herminstoff, what have you to say about his attitude ? A.

Why the poor man was dead at the time.

Q. Was he dead before the war ? A. Yes.

Q. Then we won't resurrect him for this occasion.

Q. Plakanoff, was he alive? A. Plakanoff was alive until

about two years ago. Plakanoff was in favor of prosecuting the

war on the side of Eussia.

Q. What happened to him? A. Why, he died a natural death

after a while.

Q. Now, take Italy, Enrico Ferri? A. Enrico Ferri had left

the Socialist party of Italy some time before the outbreak of the

war. The Socialist party of Italy, including its usual repre-

sentatives in the bureau, were at all times consistently opposed

to Italy's entering the war, and when Italy did enter the war,

they continued opposing the war and urging immediate peace.
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Q. Well, did Enrico Ferri remain with them after they opposed

the war ? A. Enrico Ferri, I think, disappeared from public life

generally.

Q. So that nothing is known ahont his attitude with respect

Jo it ? A. ISTothing is known to me.

Q. Turati? A. Turati was opposed to war consistently.

Q. And he would be what you would call an anti-war Socialist ?

A. He would.

Q. In England, Henry H. Heinemann? A. Pro-war.

Q. Keir Hardie? A. Anti-war.

Q. J. Eansmey MacDonald? A. Anti-war.

Q. And Brantung is the only other man whom you referred to,

but he was a Swede and his country was not in war ? A. ISTo.

Q. You have spoken about a conference that was to have been

held, I think, in Brussels, in August of 1914, was it? A. No, a

conference was held in Brussels July 29th.

Q. Was that the conference that you attended ? A. I did not

attend it.

Q. Is that the conference to which you have referred, where

you were one of the three representatives of the United States as a

delegate? A. 'So, it was a congress, and no conference, that was

to be held in Vienna in 1914.

Q. In what month? A.. In August.

Q. The names of three of the representatives who were to repre-

sent the Socialist party of the United States there were given by

you yesterday? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was not Victor Berger also one of those wto were desig-

nated to. represent the United States ? A. I think he was.

Q. And Kate Eichards O'Hare? A. Kate Eichards O'Hare

was not, but Oscar Ameringer was.

Q. Was there not at one time a man who went to the Brussels

conference named Daniel De Leon? A. Daniel De Leon at no

time was a member of the Socialist party or a representative. He
represented the Socialist Labor party, which was a rival Socialist

organization, and represented that party on the International

Socialist Bureau.

Q. Then he went to Brussels and attended the conference there,

did he not ? A. A few.

•Q. And was he not one of the organizers of the Industrial

Workers of the World ? A. He was.

Q. Otherwise known as the I. W. W.'s ? A. Subsequently ac-

quiring the name of the I. W. W.'s.
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Q. And he subsequently organized the Detroit I. W. W., which

later became the Workers' International Industrial Union, did

it not ? A. I think he did. I think he had a part in the organiza-

tion of that union.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. Are the I. W. W. a part of the Socialist Party ? A. No, the

I. W. W. is no more a part of the Socialist Party than it is a part

of this Assembly.

Mr. Stedman.— Il^ot quite as much.

Q. A telegram from London today says that a Bolshevist agent

was arrested for carrying instructions from Mr. Bucharin, of the

Committee of the Third Internationale, in Moscow, and the letter

says that he carried on his person to the United States which

stated that the world revolution alluded to the exclusion of the

Left Wing of the American Socialist Party and urged that the

time is ripe for forming a Communist Socialist Party in the

United States, which should be communicated to the authorities

in charge of the Third Internationale; and it pointed out the

advantage of informing the unadvanced Socialists, such as those

opposing the Internationale, and expressed satisfaction that the

I. W. W. had recognized the dictatorship of the Soviets. It says

:

" There must be active collaboration with the I. W. W. to speed

the movement toward a revolution." The letter specifically em-

phasizes the importance of communizing the soldiers and sailors

of the United States army and navy as soldiers and sailors of the

Soviets of the United .States, preaching prosecution of the officers

in general. Now, you say that the I. W. W. in this case is not a

part of the Socialist Party. A. I say the thing you have read,

Mr. Cuvillier, is the greatest conglomeration of perfect nonsense

that ever came to my notice, and has nothing to do with the

I. W. W. and the Socialist Party.

Q. What I want to know is, do you know anything about what

I have read about the Third Internationale now linking with the

I. W. W. ; if you do vnll you tell me ? A. Why, I know nothing,

and it makes absolutely no sense, Mr. Cuvillier.

Q. I did not ask you that question? A. But I volunteer that

much information. You are getting newspaper abstracts and

clippings. You might as well get a decent intelligent opinion on

the subject occasionally.

51
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Q. But you know, as counsel for the committee stated, that Mr.

DeLeon did organize the I. W. W. ? A. Yes, but the I. W. W.
organized by Daniel DeLeon was a matter entirely different.

Q. Mr. Haywood was never a Socialist, was he? A. Are we
on the first question ? Let me finish it.

Q. Go ahead ? A. I say, when Mr. De Leon was not a Socialist

Party member and organized the I. W. W., it was organized on a

plan and methods entirely different from the present I. W. W.
We are not responsible for the difference, but a historical fact

might as well stand correct. What was your next question ?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.—Mr. Haywood ?

The Witness.—^Whether Mr. Haywood was a member of the

Socialist party ?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.—Was he a member ?

The Witness.—He was a member of the Socialist party.

Assemblyman CuviUier.—That is all I want to know.

By Mr. Oonboy

:

Q. Mr. DeLeon was for many years a member of what was

known as the Socialist Labor party, was he not ? A. He was.

Q. And was that prior to the time when the name Socialist

Party of America was adopted ? A. It was prior and subsequent.

In 1900, or to be more correct in July, 1899, a split occurred

within the Socialist Labor Party, one portion retaining the name
and continuing up to date and the other forming the Socialist

Party, l^ow DeLeon was and remained with the Socialist Labor
Party.

Q. And he attended the International Socialist Bureau Con-

ference in Brussels, did he not? A. He did as representative

of the Socialist Labor Party.

Q. And you attended the International Socialist Bureau too?

A. As representative of the Socialist Party.

Q. And you both were in attendance at the same time, were
you not ? A. A few times.

Q. In the same body ? A. In the same body.

Q. Now, in Chicago in 1919 the Socialist Party held a con-

vention, did they not ? A. Yes.

Q. I understood you to say that you were not in attendance? A.
That is correct.
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Q. Did you have anything at all to. do with the drafting of the

platform, the manifesto that was adopted there ? A. I prepared

the draft which was used as the basis for the manifesto finally

adopted.

Q. So that the language contained in the manifesto as finally

adopted may or may not have been taken from the draft which you

prepared ? A. A good deal of it has been taken from that draft.

Q. Did you prepare that portion of the draft of that mani-

festo which is entitled " Pro-war Socialists Repudiated " ? A.

Will you read it, please?

Q. Yes, sir. (Reading) " Recognizing this crucial stiuation

at home and abroad the Socialist Party of the United States at

its First National Convention after the war squarely takes this

position with the uncompromising section of the International

Socialist movement. We unreservedly reject the policy of those

Socialists who support their belligerent capital government on the

plea of national defense and who entered into demoralizing com-

pacts for so-called civil peace, with the exploiters of labor during

the war and continued a political alliance with them after the

war ?" A. That I did draft.

Q. You did draft that. Then did you draft the paragraph

which follows that, and before I ask you this there is some dis-

pute as to the language of this paragraph which you may per-

haps be able to clear up in the report of that manifesto which is

reported in the iN'ew York Call. The language is as follows:

" We, the organized Socialists of America declare our solidarity

with the revolutionary workers of Russia in the support of the

government of their Soviets, with the radical socialists of Ger-

many, Austria and Hungary in their efforts to establish working-

class rule in their countries and with those Socialist organizations

in England, France, Italy and other countries who during the

war as after the war have remained true to the principles of

uncompromising international Socialism." Do you recall whether

you drafted that paragraph ? A. I drafted it substantially. My
draft contained the language reported in the Call. From the

published document adopted by the convention I saw that that

particular language had been amended by the convention. In-

stead of declaring our solidarity with the Russian workers in the

support of the Soviet government, the phrase was substituted

" pledging our support to the Russian workers in the support of

their Soviet government." Personally I do not see much of a
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difference between the one or the other, but the convention evi-

dently did.

Q. I presume you do not see much difference yet, do you, Mr.

Hillquit ? A. No.

iQ, Certain of your co-Socialists left the party in this country

on accoimt of its work attitude, did they not? A. Well, certain

members of the party did.

Q. And those members were who ? A. John Spargo, Charles

Edward Russell, J. G. Phelps Stokes, A. M. Simons, Carl

Thompson, and probably several more whose names do not occur

to me.

Q. Allen Benson ? A. Allen Benson, subsequently.

Q. Henry Slabodin ? A. Henry Slabodin, is right.

Q. In your direct examination yesterday you spoke about the

moral authority or power or influence— I think the phrase that

you used was moral authority and moral power of the pronounce-

ment— A. Moral force, I suppose.

Q. It may have been moral force of the pronouncement of the

Internationale so far as the Socialist parties of these countries

were concerned. Now, I take it that you were referring, in that

connection, to the manifestoes and proclamations, and platforms,

or whatever their term was, applied to the machinations of the

Internationale as contained in some tangible form of communica-

tion, did you not ? A. Not communication. As contained usually

in the printed records of the various congresses or meetings of

the Internationale.

Q. Will you tell us, if you please, where the International

Socialist Bureau met in Brussels, did they meet in a building?

A. The Maison du Pueple, the People's House.

Q. Was the Maison du Pueple sustained by the International

Socialist Bureau ? A. No, it was the headquarters of the organ-

ized workers of Brussels, and also of the Cooperation Soeiely of

Brussels, which lent a couple of rooms to the International Social-

ist Bureau.

Q. Did you have there a permanent secretary? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that permanent secretary was appointed, or elected,

by those who attended the conference? A. The International

Socialist Bureau, as such, elected an executive committee com-

posed of three members, who in turn elected a secretary subject

to the approval of the bureau.

Q. And that secretary permanently remained at that place, did

he? A. Yes, had his headquarters there.
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Q. Headijuarters were maintained there throughout the year,

and from year to year? A. Yes, sir.

Q. He was in communication, I take it, with the different

Socialist parties throughout the world ? A. With the representa-

tives of such Socialist parties in the International Socialist

Bureau.

Q. Will you tell us the process by which the proclamations, or

platforms, adoped by the International Socialist Bureau were com-

municated to the various Socialist parties throughout the world ?

A. Thej' were not at all, Mr. Oonboy. The communications that

the International Secretary would send out would be of this

nature: Say a report from a certain Socialist organization, or

labor organization, giving the conditions of their movement in a

particular country from time to time ; or sometimes a protest sent

in say by the Socialist or labor movement of a certain country

against certain existing conditions, that he would communicate —
just send in mimeographed form —copies to the members of the

Bureau. Then when the Bureau would meet as such, semi-an-

nually, the report of its proceedings in three languages would like-

wise be sent to the members of the Bureau ; but when congresses

were held, no such reports were sent at all. They were published

and sold, and bought by whosoever cared to have them.

Q. Well, the proceedings of the congresses were oormnunicated

in what fashion to the Socialist Party of America? A. I have

tried to make it clear, several times, that they were not com-

municated in any fashion; that they were published as proceed-

ings in three languages, and that the books were available for

purchase by those who cared to have them ; and that was all there

was about the communications.

Q. Did not the representatives of the United States— the

Socialist Party of the United States— who attended at those

congresses communicate the proceedings upon their return to this

country to the party? A. They usually would make a report,

sometimes lengthy, sometimes brief, being guided by their own
discretion as to what had occurred in those conventions or con-

gresses.

Q. And in what fashion was the report— sometimes lengthy

and sometimes brief, which they made in the fashion that you

just spoke of— communicated to the party itself ? A. Depending

upon circumstances. If it was near the time of a l^ational Con-

vention, the representatives of the International Socialist Bureau
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— the American representatives— have occasionally submitted re-

ports to such conventions. If no such convention was held at the

time, or approximately at the time, a report would be drawn up

and sent to the Executive Secretary of the Socialist party who

would publish it in the Socialist papers.

Q. And when you say that the proceedings of these congresses

had a moral force, what proceedings are you referring to? A.

All resolutions adopted on various social, political and economic

problems.

Q. Is it not a fact that they were subsequently incorporated

in Manifestoes or proclamations issued by the Socialist party of

America? A. No.

Q. Did that never occur? A. Never.

Q. Then in what fashion did the members of the party become

acquainted with the things which were to have this moral force ?

A. As I stated before, through their publications. In other words,

the position was the same, Mr. Conboy, whether it was contained

in a resolution of the International or in a book by an authorita-

tive Socialist writer. It would carry certain weight and the in-

formal members of the Socialist party would read it and know it.

Then when a question would arise in this country, the position

of the Internationale might be quoted occasionally; as, for in-

stance, the position of an authoritative author on the subject ; but

if it was, it was just by way, as I said, of authoritative or moral

force.

Q. And the position of the party, on siich subjects as the In-

ternationale had announced a policy or principle with respect to,

would very largely be guided by that enunciation or policy or

principle, wouldn't it ? A. It would be guided by such policy

or principles if it considered such policy or principles of the

Internationale as proper and correct, and in the majority of

cases the National parties did so consider the resolutions of the

International Congresses.

Q. And that is what you refer to as moral force ? A. Yes.

Q. Which was accorded to these pronouncements ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you ever know of an instance in the history of the

Socialist party of America where that moral force was not ac-

cepted as binding upon the party here ? A. Why, yes.

Q. Tell me the instance? A. The Socialist party attitvide on

immigration, for instance, has for a long time differed from the

attitude of the Internationale. The Socialist party attitude on
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trade unions was not always in accord with that or the Inter-

nationale.

Q. Is it now? A. In a general way, it is, and I believe it is

due to a change rather of the Internationale attitude, than the

attitude of the Socialist party of the United States. The Inter-

nationale represented in most cases countries in which the labor

movement and the socialist movement are very closely allied, and

brought together, so that the policy that they laid down in their

congresses was based upon that assumption of close co-operation.

In the United States no such relations existed between the party

and the organized trade union movement, and consequently, our

policy with reference to the affairs of the trade unions, was a

policy of neutrality, or non-interference, if you want. In one

of the last congresses of the Internationale a somewhat similar

policy was adopted whereby, if you want, reversing processes, and

bringing the Internationale in accord with the Socialist party of

the United States.

Q. In that case, as you say, the processes are reversed ; instead

of the party adhering to the plan or principle of the Internationale,

the Internationale adopted the plan or principle of the Socialist

party of America ? A. Not at all. I do not suppose the Inter-

nationale, or any considerable number of delegates, knew of the

attitude of the Socialist party at the time.

Q. Do you recall any other instance in which the principles of

the Internationale have not been accepted by the Socialist party

of America ? A. As far as the Socialist party of America is con-

cerned, it has hardly had an opportunity to accept or to reject such

principles. I may cite to you, if you want, a number of instances

of European parties having rejected resolutions of the Inter-

nationale.

Q. I am more concerned with what has happened in the United

States ? A. In the United States there have been very few oc-

casions of either conflict or agreement, and hardly any occasions

that I can think of where the Socialist party of the United States

was called upon to accept or reject the plan of the Internationale.

Q. With respect to the divergence of opinion between the Inter-

nationale and the Socialist party of the United States on the sub-

ject of immigration, did that have to do with the entry of Asiatics

into the United States ? A. It did.

Q. And did the Socialist party of the United States take the

position that the immigration laws of this country were proper and

should be adhered to ? A. The Socialist party of the United States
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stood for some modification of the immigration laws. It did, how-

ever, not go as far as the Internationale Socialist Congress went

on the subject of immigration. For instance, the Socialist party

of the United States is opposed to the importation of contract

labor ; also is opposed to the importation of strike breakers or any-

forced immigration. The Internationale does not recognize any

limitation upon immigration.

Q. You do not, of course, want us to understand that the

International takes the position that contract labor— I assume

you refer to it? A. I said contract.

Q. — that contract labor should be imported into the United

States? A. The International is not concerned with the policy

of the United States.

Q. I did not think it was. A. But from one country to the

other. It makes no such limitations, and does not make objection

to contract labor going from one country to the other.

Q. And is the same true with respect to the policy of the Inter-

national with regard to strike breakers? A. There is also,— I

think my memory is correct on the subject, no restriction in that

respect in the resolution of the International Socialist Congress

on the subject of immigration.

Q. And now you have answered that question as fully as you

can, have you not, Mr. Hillquit? A. I have, yes, sir.

Q. Who financed this Socialist International Bureau? A. I

stated that in my direct examination. Every affiliated party is

assessed a certain amount of money which it is in honor bound to

pay annually, and sometimes really does pay.

Q. You said the United States, however, had not made its

contribution, but, nevertheless, had not been refused participation

in the International Socialist Bureau ? A. I did not put it that

way. I said it had been in default for quite a long time, but

never expelled or suspended on that account, merely as illus-

trating the loose character of the organization.

Q. Did anyone pay the arrears for the United States ? A. ISTo.

Q. And it is still in default? A. Still in default.

Q. Do you know who made up the deficiency that was incurred

by virtue of the fact that the Socialist Party of America was in

defatilt? A. I think a curtailment of work of the International

made up that deficiency.

Q. That is, they cut down their expenses ? A. When they got

in some money they published as much literature and reports a''
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they could from it, and they published less literature and reports

when they had less money.

Q. That International Socialist Bureau to which you have re-

ferred has gone. practically out of existence, hasn't it? A. Yes,

practically.

Q. Did it function at all after the outbreak of the war in 1914 ?

A. Why, it attempted to. First there was an attempt on the part

of the Belgian delegation who constituted the executive corrimit-

tee of the Bureau, that is Vandeville and Huysmans, and a third,

De Brouckere. They attempted first to continue in their func-

tions having transferred the seat of the Bureau from Brussels to

the Hague. Then after awhile they further attempted to infuse

life into the organization by attaching the representatives of Hol-

land on the Bureau to their executive committee. Then they at-

tempted also to organize certain conferences between the Social-

ists of belligerent nations among other things, the Stockholm con-

ference. They did not succeed except in having the inter-allied

conferences and the Central Powers meet separately. Then when
armistice was declared, there were two conferences,— I think I

mentioned those,— in Lucerne, and then a new body, the executive

council was created to support evidently the Bureau.

Q. Did that Socialist International Bureau function under what

you referred to as the Second International? A. It was created

by resolution adopted at the London Congress of 1896 but did not

go into actual life before 1900 and functioned from that time until

the outbreak of the war.

Q. That is, the Second International which is referred to in

both the majority and minority reports which were submitted to

the members of the Socialist Party of America ? A. Yes.

Q. Mr. Hillquit, you have given us rather a lengthy and alto-

gether interesting account of conditions over in Russia. I take

it that you haven't been there since the war broke out ? A. ITo,

I haven't.

Q. And you have read, you said, a great deal of the literature

upon the subject? A. I have.

Q. I take it that you have also conferred with various men
with regard to it? A. Some.

Q. Some. You don't agree, you have said, with the understand-

ing of conditions there as expressed by Mr. Lansing, the former

Secretary of State of the United States? A. I said I do not

agree with him at all.
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Q. Or with Mr. Collins who testified here? A. Not even with

Mr. Collins.

Q. Now, isn't it a fact that you are under a retainer from the

Eussian Soviet government? A. It is not a f.act. I am not

under a retainer, if we understand by retainer payment of com-

pensation for services.

Q. I do not know whether we understand what retainer

means—

-

Mr. Stedman.— I do.

Mr. Conhoy.— Mr. Stedman does, but I cannot attribute his

knowledge to you.

The Witness.— Well, define it.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. You do have some connection with the Russian Soviet gov-

ernment, do you not ? A. With the Russian Soviet Bureau here

in the United States— yes, I do.

Q. Now, the Russian Soviet Bureau in the United States is

the bureau in this country that purports to be— and I do not

mean to suggest that it is not when I say " purports "—^the repre-

sentative of the Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic?

A. It is.

Q. And what is the nature of your connection with the Rus-

sian Bureau in the United States, which is the representative of

the Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic— you are coun-

sel? A. I am counsel.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, are you a Russian by birth ? A. I am Lettish.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, you ;;aid you were counsel for that bureau?

A. Yes.

Q. Are you not what is known as a counsellor? A. There is

absolutely nothing " orish " about it. I am just absolutely plain

legal adviser.

Q. I do not want to charge you with being anything that you

are not, and if you say that you are only counsel and not coun-

sellor, I shall accept your statement. A. I would like to know
the distinction, Mr. Conboy, between counsel and counsellor.
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Q. All right. At any rate, you have some legal connection with

the Russian Bureau in this country, representing the Russian

Soviet Republic which you have referred to as being that of

counsel for it? A. Yes.

Q. Now, I presume—
Mr. Block.— Pardon me just a moment. You say a legal con-

nection. You mean connection in some legal capacity.

The Witness.— We understand that.

Mr. Block.— We do not want to get any misunderstanding as

to the use of words.

Mr. Conboy.— When we do, I am sure Mr. Hillquit will ad-

vise me.

Q. ITow, you receive compensation for your work in that con-

nection, do you not ? A. I do not, Mr. Conboy.

Q. Have you ever received compensation from the Russian

Bureau? A. Never.

Q. Or Ludwig C. K. Martens? A. No, or anybody in his be-

half or its behalf.

Q. Wasn't a check drawn to your order for $3,000? A. Noth-

ing for $3,000 or 3,000 cents, or any check of any kind.

Q. And T presume it will be a surprise to you if we will pro-

duce the check? A. It will be a welcome surprise if you hand

it to me.

Q. In your capacity as counsel, what do you do, Mr. Hillquit ?

A. I have not done much of late, that is, within the last couple of

months. Prior to that time I used to advise Mr. Martens on the

best way to proceed in order to accomplish his mission in this

country. I, for instance, advised him to file his credential with

the Secretary of State, because that is a requirement of the law.

I helped him in the preparation of his statement, and I advised

him generally in the organization of his office, and in every effort

undertaken by him for the connection or for the establishment of

trade connection with the United States.

Q. And when did your connection with the Russian Bureau,

representing the Russian Socialist Republic, begin ? A. Immedi-
ately upon the appointment of Mr. Martens.

Q. And that was when ? A. W^ell, I think it was about a year

ago.

Q. March, 1919? A. 1919; I think it was January or

February.
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Q. Have you since that time rendered snoh services as such

counsel as you were called upon to render by that Russian Bureau ?

A. I have rendered services continuously until the last couple of

months, and only such as I could render, heing away from the

city and from my office.

Q. Do you know that as counsel for the Eussian Bureau, repre-

senting the Soviet government in the United States, you are

interested, are you, in presenting the best case for that govern-

ment that you can before this committee ? A. You put the cart

before the horse, because I am interested in the fate of Soviet

Eussia, and because I think that Mr. Martens represents here a

good and worthy cause; I am interested and have become coun-

sellor or accepted appointment for the Soviet government; but I

have absolutely no pecuniary interest in the matter whatsoever,

and I am not a paid counsel or advocate for the Soviet government

or Mr. Martens.

Q. Well, you may be right about that? A. I know it.

Q. It may be that you have never seen any money for the

services you have rendered as counsel, and I take it that you

want us to understand, without qualification or reservation of

any description, that you have never received any money what-

ever from the Eussian Bureau, representing the Eussian Soviet

Eepublic, or from Mr. Martens, or from anyone else, in their

behalf, either in the sum of $3,000 or any other amount, Mr.

HiUquit? A. Let us have it quite clearly on the record.

Q. Just as clearly as you want to state it? A. I want this

Committee to understand that in no capacity, either as counsel or

otherwise, have I at any time received any payment of any sum
of money, no matter how big or small, from the Soviet govern-

ment, or from Mr. Martens, or, directly or indirectly, in behalf

of the Soviet government, or Mr. Martens, or anybody, or any-

thing connected with either the Soviet government or Mr. Martens.

Is that clear enough?

By Mr. Oonboy

:

Q. I think that is as unqualifiedly and unreservedly as it can

be stated. A. Well, you know, there are some things about which
I have a personal knowledge, and one of them is as to whether I

get some money.

Q. Certainly. I take it that your statement made upon the

record is so comprehensive and all inclusive that it covers also the
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possibility of a payment being made to you for expenses? A.

Absolutely, any payment of any kind.

Q. For no purpose whatever ? A. ISTot a cent for any purpose

in the world, by anybody or anything connected with the Soviet

Goverimient.

Q. That is the way I understood you the first time. !N'ow, you

have doubtless discussed conditions in Russia with Mr. Martens,

have you not ? A. Oh, occasionally.

Q. And he is here representing, as you have stated, the Russian

Soviet Government? A. Yes, sir.

Q. l^ow, have you ever read the book by Mr. Spargo on Bolshev-

ism ? A. I glanced it over. I have not read it carefully.

Q. John Spargo was a member of the Socialist party with you

for quite awhile, was he not ? A. He was.

Q. I understood you to say today that John Spargo was one

of the Committee that drafted one of these manifestoes that I read

in evidence here? A. Several of them.

Q. In Mr. Spargo's book, on page 186, with reference to the

statements that you made yesterday regarding the attitude of

Lenine towards the defense of Russia— and I understood you

to say that Lenine was in Switzerland when the revolution broke

out, and he was permitted to pass through Germany by the Ger-

mans and given a safe passage, or conduct, into Russia— that

is true, is it not ? A. Yes.

Q. And it is also stated in the same connection that he was fur-

nished with money, isn't it, Mr. Hillquit ? A. It is stated in the

same connection.

Q. You don't know, of course, of your own knowledge, whether
he received any or not ? A. I know he denied it.

Q. You know he denied it ? A. I know the man personally and
I know him pretty well, and I will take his denial over Spargo's

hearsay assertions to the contrary.

Q. You described him yesterday as being a very mild sort of

man, I think ? A. I said a scholarly man.

Q. I think you said moderate. I doubt if you were at the time

characterizing his intellectual attaiimients, but rather giving us to

understand that he was a man of moderation. A. He generally is.

Q. And you also gave us to understand in the course of your

testimony that having been permitted to pass through Germany
from Switzerland into Russia and having been furnished with

conveyance by the German government, that when he got into
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Russia he immediately attempted to help the war program of

Russia against Germany ? A. I said nothing of the kind.

Q. Well, let the record stand for what it is. A. Let me tell

you what I did say. I said he was known as being very much
opposed to war and that was probably the motive of the German
government in facilitating his return to Russia and when he got

to Russia he did certainly work and speak against the continuance

of the war.

Q. Yes. Now, then, Mr. Spargo says, " Throughout the first

half of June while arrangements for a big military offensive were

being made, and were causing Kerensky and' the other Socialist

ministers to strain every nerve, Lenine, Trotzky, Kamanev,
Zinoviev and other leaders of the Bolsheviki were as strenuously

engaged in denouncing the offensive and trying to make it impos-

sible." Do you agree with that statement of Mr. Spargo's ? A.

Substantially, yes.

Q. "Whatever gift or genius these men possess was devoted

wholly to destruction and obstruction " ? A. I disagree with that

entirely.

Q. " The student will search in vain among the multitude of

records of meetings, conventions, debates, votes, and resolutions

for a single instance of participation in any constructive act, one

positive service to the soldiers at the front or the workers' families

in need, by any Bolshevik leader." A. Well, and so Mr. Spargo

proceeds upon the assumption that he is one of the students who
has gone through or could go through all the records or debates,

conventions, documents and so on. Now, as a matter of fact, he

could not. He doesn't know Russian. He doesn't have access to

those records. Spargo has nothing but second hand information,

hearsay evidence, and I know something about John Spargo's

characteristics as a historian. I stUl consider him a pretty good

personal friend, but I have absolutely no respect for him as a

historian at all.

Q. He disagreed with you aibout the conduct of the citizens

of the United States during the war ? A. No, he could not, because

at that time when the question arose I was a citizen and he was

not, so he could not teach me about citizenship in the United

States.

Q. He disagreed with you about the attitude of the Socialists

toward the support of the government ? A. That had absolutely

nothing to do with the other case. Spargo has made his reputa-

tion as a historian. When he attempted to describe the life of
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Marx serious minded persons in the Socialist movement from then

on did not take him seriously as a historian.

Q. But he remained in the party until the party indicated its

attitude towards the war and then went out ? A. Yes, but that has

absolutely nothing to do with his capacity as a historian.

Q. I don't know whether it has or not. A. I know it has not.

Q. Now, then, he says with respect to the Bolshevik leaders:

" But they never missed an opportunity to embarrass those who
were engaged in such work, and by so doing add to the burden

that was already too heavy." Do you disagree with him in that

statement? A. Yes.

Q. " Lenine denounced the offensive against Germany as ' an

act of treason against the Socialist International' and poured out

the vials of his wrath against Kerensky." A. Lenine did oppose

Kerensky.

Q. " Who was, as we know, simply carrying out the decisions

of the Soviet and other working class organizations." A. That
was not the case at all. He was not carrying out any such deci-

sions.

Q. " There was a regular system of communications between
the irreconcilable revolutionists and the German General Staff "

?

A. I think that has been proved to be false.

Q. You think it has? A. I think it has.

Q. Who proved it ? A. I think in connection with the discus-

sion of the ^Sisson documents this story has been fully exploded.

Q. " In proof of this statement only one illustration need be

offered, though many such could be cited: At the AU-Russian

Congress of Workmen's and Soldiers' Delegates, on June 22nd,

Kerensky read, in the presense of Lenine, a long message, signed

by the Commander-in-chief of the German eastern front, sent by

wireless in response to a declaration of certain delegates of the

Council of Workmen's and Soldiers' Delegates." Do you know
there was any such declaration as that? A. ISTo. You might as

well read all of Spargo's book and you might ask my opinion

from page to page. I will say that whatever Spargo writes does

not retract or add to my opinion on the subject. I do not say that

Lenine came to Russia to support the war. On the contrary he

opposed the war. He came to Russia to bring about peace. I do

say he was not in any way moved by any consideration of bribes

or pro-German sentiments but by his honest convictions as a So-

cialist and as a conscientious opponent of this particular war.
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By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. That is your personal opinion? A. Yes.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. It is not, of course, your opinion as the counsel for the Rus-

sian Bureau, representing the Russian Soviet Republic ? A. Now,
Mr. Oonboy, you know my position perfectly well. There is not

one thing that has in the slightest way influenced me by my being

counsel for the Soviet representative; but on the contrary, be-

cause I hold opinions such as I do, I agree to act for the Soviet

representatives. Is that clear?

Q. I think it is. I think it is clear that because you hold these

views you are acting for the Soviet Republic? A. Not being

influenced by my connection with them.

Q. Sort of an apriori determination. Now, did you ever hear

of Mr. R. H. B. Lockhart ? A. Yes, I heard of Mr. Lockhart.

Q. He was the representative of the English government in

Russia? A. Yes.

Q. And he collaborated in many activities with Colonel Ray-

mond Bobbins ? A. Yes.

Q. He submitted a communication to the English government on

the situation in Russia, dated November 10, 1918 ? A. He did.

Mr. Stedman.— May I ask what you are reading from ?

Mr. Oonboy.— Senate Document No. 62.

Mr. Stedman.— Yes ; but what volume and page ?

Mr. Conboy.— It is the third volume, at page 1158.

Mr. Block.— That is the Overman Committee report, is it ?

Mr. Stedman.— Yes.

Mr. Oonboy.— Now, in this communication from Mr. Lock-

hart, which is addressed to Sir George Clarke, Mr. Lockhart be-

ing, as testified, the English representative in Russia, about

November 10, 1918, he says: " The Bolsheviks have established

a rule of force and oppression unequaled in the history of any
autocracy." Do you understand that Mr. Lockhart was there and
observed conditions at the time ? A. Yes, sir. I also understand
that he was arrested for plotting against the Soviet government,
and that he had a few unpleasant incidents with the Soviet gov-

ernment.
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Q. Do you know what Colonel Raymond Robbing says. about

him— that Colonel Bobbins and Mr. Lockhart were the only two

men who had an out-of-door knowledge of cdnditions in Russia;

that all others gathered their information from boulevard gossip

and tea-table chat ? A. Which does not in any way alter the other

observation I made.

Q. That is, that he was put in jail ? A. Well, just inci-

dentally; that he was engaged in counter-revolutionary plotting

in Russia.

Q. He says in the next paragraph: " Themselves, the fiercest

uphiolders of the right of free speech, since coming into control

they have suppressed every newspaper * * * In this the

Socialist parties suffer most of all." Do you know anything at

all upon that subject ? A. No. I think I may save you a lot of

trouble in reading much more, by saying that there are very

serious indictments against the Bolshevik government, coming

from authors without first hand knowledge, such as Spargo;

coming from observers who could . have had the opportunity to

gain first hand knowledge, such as Lockhart or An;bassador

Francis, and others; and coming from periodical publications

against the Soviet government. 'Now, I know there are any num-
ber of indictments. I also know that on each count of the indict-

ment, there is another side and anpthpr story. AH I was trying

to make clear was that while there is probably not a person in the

world to-4ay ;who could weigh evidence against evidence and deter-

mine the actual state of facts and the actual history of Soviet

Russia, we Socialists, by preconception, if you want, f take the

side of the Soviet government just as naturally as the other side—
what J^ou might call, the capitalist side— takes an anti-Soviet

attitude.

Q. And you may quote authorities indefinitely, and I may
quote authorities against you indefinitely

;
;that would not change

your views.

The Chairman.— Your notion is that if a fellow who is in

favor of Bolshevism, he would go in and say it is all right, and
" the one not in favor of it would go in and say it is not ?

The Witness.—T- Yes, that is it. Ransome has done that. Phil-

lips-Price has done likewise. Robins has, and he is a very con-

servative man on the whole, but he has come out very much
impressed, so you have any number of writers and investigators,

and, on the other hand, persons equally well informed.
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Q. What I want to bring your attention and the attention of

the Committee to is this: You have just admitted that your atti-

tude towards the Russian Socialist Federated Soviet- Republic

may be due to preconceived ideas with regard to the desirability

of that form of government. A. I did not say that, Mr. Conboy.

Don't you know— well, I can manage to express my thoughts

somehow or other without such extraneous aid.

Q. I think you can express your thoughts without extraneous

or intraneous aid, but let me ask you the statements that you

have expressed to the Committee are those you have gathered from

the reports that you regarded as favorable to the present Soviet

government; is that true? A. Quite correct.

Q. Now, then there are people who have been in Russia who
have first hand information, whose reports as to conditions exist-

ing there are quite the contrary of that which you stated in your

testimony yesterday and to-day. A. Absolutely.

Q. !N"ow, this is one of them? A. Yes, there are plenty of

them.

Q. So that in order that the Committee may understand that

you were giving us the expressions created upon your mind by

those who were favorable to the existing government there, and

favorable to its functioning and administration of its institutions

by it. I want also to direct your attention, if communications of

this kind have not always been received by persons who have this

kind of information regarding those conditions? A. I say abso-

lutely, Mr. Conboy— I want to ascertain whether Mr. Lockhart's

statement— whether you know Lockhart's statements are true or

false? A. I say Mr. Lockhart's statements are absolutely contra-

dicted. Bo, by Mr. Robins' statement, I think we can get to that

point very soon—
Q. You do not know what point I am getting at, and I am

afraid if you do not let me indicate the point we won't come to

the point? A. Well, indicate the point.

Q. Let me go on to the third paragraph of this report made by

Mr. Lockhart to this government, giving some different idea of

conditions in Russia from those you have quoted from friendly

reports that you have read. A. Mr. Conboy, you will pardon me.

I will have to appeal to the Chair on that subject. There is a

proposition, I say, is not cross-examination, and it is going to

lead us —
Q. I am going to ask you—
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The Chairman.— I think you are spending a lot of time for

nothing here.

The Witness.— There is one thing, Mr. Chairman—
Mr. Conhoy.— We spent this time yesterday and to-day.

The Chairman.— It is all the same—
Mr. Conboy.— It is in reply as to whether they quote correctly.

The Chairman.— Some fellow says it is all right and some

say it is all wrong, what is the difference ?

Mr. Conboy,— Let us find out.

The Chairman.— I am not inclined to hear much more.

Mr. Conboy.— There isn't much more.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Sutherland.— May I make a statement here ? The matter

on which Mr. Cortboy is examining the witness has been very

carefully studied out by counsel in their rooms last night. This

line of questioning is not impromptu— something which has just

occurred to Mr. Conboy. It is a line which was prepared by
counsel who have been asked to assist the Committee, in the belief

that it was essential to bring this out in order to have a proper

presentation of the facts before the Committee. Now, of course,

we have no desire to press this upon the committee at all, but

we would like to have the committee understand clearly that the

line of questioning pursued by Mr. Conboy has been deemed by

the Committee of such importance that we have outlined it and

prepared to present the facts. If the Committee does not desire

to receive it, of course we yield at once.

(Discussion off the record.)

The Witness.— Let me state in just a few minutes where we
have tried to save the time of the Committee. For your informa-

tion Mr. Chairman and yours, Mr. Conboy ; before we took up the

question I got in my room, and it is there now, at least 60' or 70

volumes of the literature on the subject on both sides. Our first

idea was to introduce in evidence some particularly telling books

or works on the subject. Then we decided it would keep the Com-
mittee indefinitely. What we did then was to discard our entire:

library of literature which still encumbers my room in the hotd
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and decided to take this position that we did not come before you

at all with any intention to state facts or conditions in Russia

because we do not think we are called upon to do it and we do

not think that this Committee can make a finding as to conditions

in Russia. Our conception as Socialists of Soviet Russia is not

one of chaos or violence. Can. you contradict that by reading

Mr. Spargo's opinion or anyone else's opinion. If you are in a

position to show that the Socialist Party as such accepts this view

of Russia, this view of Russia as a concrete case in anarchy, then

you are contradicting me ; otherwise you are not.

The Chairman.—^Well, Mr. Conboy, you can proceed with your

examination.

Mr. Conboy.— I direct your attention to the next paragraph in

this same report made by the English representative. . . .

The Chairman.— I decided in your favor, Mr. Conboy ; 1

might be wrong about it.

Mr. Conboy.—(Reading) —" The right of holding public meet-

ings has been abolished. The vote has been taken away from
everyone except the workmen in the factories and the poorer

servant, and even amongst the workmen those who dare to vote

against the Bolsheviks are marked down by the Bolshevik secret

police as counter-revolutionaries, and are fortunate if their worst

fate is to be thrown into prison, of which in Russia today it may
tmly be said, ' many go in but few come out.' " Have you read

this report of Mr. Lockhart's in that connection?

The Witness.— I did not. I didn't care to.

Q. You didn't care to read that? A. No.

Q. " The worst crimes of the Bolsheviks have been against their

Socialist opponents." did you read that? A. I have read that.

Q. " Of the countless executions which the Bolsheviks have
carried out a large percentage has fallen on the heads of Socialists

who had waged lifelong struggle against the old regime, but who
are now denounced as counter-revolutionaries merely because they
disapprove of the manner in which the Bolsheviks have discredited

Socialism."

Mr. Stedman.— If that is true the governments against the
Bolsheviks would cheer them on if they were shooting Socialists.

(Laughter.)

The Chairman.— Proceed.
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By Mr. Oonboy

:

Q. Has that statement come to jovx attention? A. Are you
examining Mr. Stedman now or me?

Q. I don't know. Mr. Stedman is answering.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

The Witness.— That statement has come to my attention and

even a little more elaborated about the imprisonment of poor old

Kropotkin and others and then a letter came from Eiopotkin stat-

ing that he was not dead nor imprisoned but enjoying life and

liberty and feeling fine.

Q. I take it then, Mr. Hillquit, that there are reports regarding

the conditions in Ruswa which as you have said come from people

who have been eye-observers of conditions there which are not at

ail in harmony with the statement you made yesterday ? A. My
statement, however, also being supported by eye-observers who
have just come out from Russia.

, Q. That is,, you have taken the statement of those whose state-

ments were in support of the existing government and you have

discarded and eliminated from your consideration of the case

those statements that were in opposition? A. I have taken the

more favorable statements generally because they seem to me more
in accord with what I know of conditions in Russia and the char-

acter of the men at the head of the movement.

Q. And you already refer to that as being your pre-conceived

notion which is supported by the documents or statements to which

you have referred? A. It is a pre-conceived notion based upon

the life-long study and observation of social phenomena and'I also

have no doubt that the reports coming from Lockhart and others

are pre-conceived the other way, and I was frank enough at the

very outset, Mr. Conboy, to say that I do not claim to possess the

whole truth; that it is absolutely impos&iblq to reconcile the oon-

flictibg reports on each point and that we are not called upon to

reconcile it. The only thing I wanted to say by my testimony

was that the Socialist movement as such views the situation in

Soviet Russia in a different light and that its expression of sym-
pathy with Soviet Russia doesn't mean an expression of sympathy
with chaos and bloodshed and terror and autocracy, but it means
an expression of sympathy with the working-class governments
striving to realize a high social ideal.

Q. Whether you are wrong or right about what ? A. About the

facts in Russia. The question solely is : What do we, here in the
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United States, understand when we say we sympathize with

Soviet Eussia?—^
Does.it mean we throw down the harriers of

civilization in this country? It is the definition in our minds

that is in issue; not the facts in Eussia.

Q. But if the facts in Eussia indicate a condition that is a

violation of all civilization, and you accept it— A. If we ac-

cept that interpretation of the Soviet government, yes, of course.

Q. You have yourself referred to a period of terror over there ?

A. I have also said, Mr. Conboy—
Q. I do not care what you have also said. I have asked you

if you have referred to that? A. I have referred to it in this

language: That we do not approve of terror; that the Eussian

Soviet government claims extenuating circumstances, which may
or may not exist; but I have said explicitly that we do not ap-

prove wholesale of everything that the Eussian Soviet govern-

ment has done, or all of its policies.

Q. But in spite of the things that you do not approve—
The Chairman.— I thinli we had better adjourn now. Mr.

Hillquit is tired.

Mr. Conboy.— Let me finish the question, please.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. I say, despite the things you do not approve of, you still

approve of the Soviet government in Eussia ? A. The balance in

our minds is in favor of the Soviet government in Eussia.

Q. And that describes your attitude of sympathy toward that

government? A. Absolutely.

Q. Eliminating the other considerations to which you have

referred? A. I do not just exactly know what you mean by the

last phrase.

Q. All right. Then we will stop at the point where you do

not understand the question.

The Chairman.— Adjourned to 10:30 to-morrow morning.

(Whereupon, at 5:2Y P. M., an adjournment was taken to

Thursday, February 19, 1920, at 10.30 o'clock A. M.)
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For the Socialists:

Morris Hillquit,

Seymour Stedman,

S. John Block,

Gilbert E. Eoe,

William S. Karlin,

Walter E. Nelles.

Louis M. Maetin^, Chairman.

(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10:55 a. m.)

The Chairman.— Proceed.

MoEEis Hillquit, resumed, testified as follows:

The Witness.— Before proceeding, Mr. Chairman, if you will

permit me, I should like to make for the record a personal ex-

planation on a matter brought out yesterday on cross-examina-

tion. I was asked by Mr. Conboy whether I had ever received any

compensation for services from the Soviet government or its rep-

resentative in the United States. I said :
" !N"o, at no time and in

no form." Counsel then implied by his questions, at any rate,

that they had a check in their possession— I presume a cancelled

check— showing a payment to me by the Soviet government,

which I denied. I notice from the morning's papers that counsel

for the Committee are alleged to have given out a statement to

the effect that they have in their possession a bill rendered by me
to the Soviet Bureau for legal services, which bill they had seized,

or it had been seized, at some time. My recollection of this bill

— and it is pretty definite— is as follows : The bill in question,

which was seized, was never rendered to the Soviet government or

to Mr. Martens. It was dated about six months before there was

any Soviet government and at least a year before Mr. Martens was

appointed. It was rendered not to the Soviet government, but

was rendered to one Mr. Nuorteva, who at that time represented

an entirely different government, namely, the Finnish Socialist

government. I had been retained by Mr. Nuorteva as counsel for

that government, or for himself as representative of that govern-

ment ; and in the course of time I rendered a bill, which I believe

was for three thousand dollars. Mr. Nuorteva expected large

sums of money from this government, and in anticipation of that
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lie paid me one thousand dollars on account. A couple of weeks

later the remittance from his government having failed, Mr.

Jfuortva asked me whether I would not loan him one thousand

dollars for his amhassadorial purposes. I gave him one thou-

sand dollars and said :
" I will tell you ; do not consider it as a

loan, but as a repayment of the fee, and cancel my bill." That

was acceptable to both sides, but in a couple of weeks, money still

failed to materialize, and my ambassador asked me whether I

could not advance another $250, which I did.

In the meanwhile the Finnish Socialist Republic was over-

thrown and still owes me the two-fifty. That is the extent to

which I received money from that government. When Mr. Mar-

tens was appointed he came to see me and offered me the same

post, which I accepted, and he asked me: " How about your com-

pensation?" I said, "Mr. Martens, from my dealings with the

late Finnish Socialist government, I have learned that foreign

governments, as paying' clients, are not all they are cracked up
to be; I would rajther serve without compensation."

Both sides have since that stuck to that arrangement. I have

served, and they have done the no compensating. So that my
statement stands absolute. I have at no time received any money
in shape, form or manner, as compensation for services or other-

wise from the Soviet government or its representative jn this

country.

Mr. Conboy.— So far as counsel for the Committee are con-

cerned, I may say that, as far as I knew, no statement was given

out^by counsel for the Committee to any representative of the

press as to what proof was in our possession with regard to this

matter. It may, however, have been inferred from the line of

inquiry that was conducted here that such proof would be pro-

duced. Of course, we are not familiar as Mr. Hillquit is with

his dealings with these governments, and that is as far as we can

go, at this time. Except that I might make the inquiry of Mr.
Hillquit if it is not a fact that the Huissian government is in a

better position financially than the Finnish government was.

The Witness:— It is iri a better position, but it has very lim-

ited facilities for transmitting money to the United States.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. It is credited with having a great deal of money in Eussia ?

A. Yes.
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Q. But has not been able to get it over here ? A. There are no

methods of transmitting money from Russia to the United States.

Q. Mr. Martens himself has gotten money into this country?

A. Veiy small and, comparatively speaking, insignificant sums.

Q. Would it amount to as much as $125,000 ? A. Why, I fear

not.

Q. Why do you fear ? A. Because I should like to see him well

equipped with money, and able to do his work.

Q. And also compensate his counsel, who deserves it? A. Not

compensate this particular counsel.

The Chairman.— It shows somewhere he got $90,000.

Mr. Conboy.— At that time.

Q. Is that the extent of the explanation you desire to make
in that connection ? A. That is all, Mr. Conboy.

Mr. Conboy.— Now, Mr. Chairman, we have had as part of

the direct case the Lansing report with regard to Russia, and we
have had the benefit of Mr. Hillquit's statements based upon such

information as he has had about which he has been very complete

and full in his testimony. Part of the information which was

available to the American people at the time that these charges were

drawn was this communication about which I partially interro-

gated Mr. Hillquit last night, which is contained in Senate Docu-

ment No. 62, the third volume, beginning at page 1158; and

as part of this cross-examination I desire to read the balance

of this communication of Mr, Lockhart, which is not very long,

so far as taking up time is concerned, and then Mr. Hillquit may
deal vidth it as he desires upon his redirect.

I had gotten to the end of the fourth paragraph, and I continue

from that point:

(Reading) :

" 5. The Bolsheviks have abolished even the most primitive

forms of justice. Thousands of men and women have been

shot without even the mockery of a trial, and thousands

more are left to rot in the prisons under conditions to find a

parallel to which one must turn to the darkest annals of

Indian or Chinese history.

"6. The Bolsheviks have restored the barbarous methods of

torture. The examination of prisoners frequently takes place

with a revolver at the unfortunate prisoner's head.
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" 7. The Bolsheviks have established the odious practice

of taking hostages. Still worse, they have struck at their

political opponents through their women folk. When recently

a long list of hostages was published in Petrograd, the Bolshe-

viks seized the wives of those men whom they could not

find and threw them into prison until their husbands should

give themselves up.
" 8. The Bolsheviks who destroyed the Russian army, and

who have always been the avowed opponents of militarism,

have forcibly mobilised officers who do not share their political

views, but whose technical knowledge is indispensable, and

hy the threat of immediate execution have forced them to

fight against their fellow-countrymen in a civil war of

unparalleled horror.

" 9. The avowed ambition of Lenin is to create civil war-

fare throughout Europe. Every speech of Lenin's is a denun-

ciation of constitutional methods, and a glorification of the

doctrine of physical force. With that object in view he is des-

troying systematically both by executions and by deliberate

starvation very form of opposition to Bolshevism. This sys-

tem of ' terror ' is aimed chifly at the Liberals and non-Bolshe-

vik Socialists, whom Lein regards as his most dangerous

opponents.

"10. In order to maintain their popularity with the work-

ingmen and with their hired mercenaries, the Bolsheviks

are paying their supporters enormous wages by means of an

unchecked paper issue, until to-day money in Russia has

naturally lost all value. Even according to their own figures

the Bolsheviks' expenditure exceeds the revenue by thousands

of millions of roubles per annum.

"These are facts for which the Bolsheviks may seek to find

an excuse, but which they cannot deny.

" Yours, sincerely,

" R. H. B. LOCKHART."

The Chairman.— Who was Lockhart ?

Mr. Conboy.— He was the English representative in Russia.
He was the man who was referred to by Colonel Robbins as know-
ing more about the outer conditions in Russia than anybody, ex-

cept Colonel Raymond Robbins,—• that is, as the Colonel put it, he

and Lockhart knew more about outer conditions' than anybody
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else; everyone else's information was obtained from Boulevard

gossip and tea chat.

Mr. Block.— Mr. Conboy, have you the record in which Mr.

Bobbins made that statement ?

Mr. Conboy.— Mr. Robbins' approval of Mr. Lockhart is con-

tained in the same record, and this document was put in evidence

before the Senate Committee of the United States. In view of

the testimony of Colonel Raymond Robbins relative to the infor-

mation of Mr. R. H. B. Lockhart, and that statement you will

find on page 1158 of this Senate document, 'No. 62, third volume.

The Witness.— This is the fact, however, as to Mr. Lockhart,

isn't it, that while Colonel Robbins refers to Mr. Lockhart as the

only one who, in addition to himself, Raymond Robbins, has some

dix-ect knowledge of situations in Russia, Raymond Robbins dis-

agrees with his observations and conclusions. In other words, the

vei-sion given by Raymond Robbins of conditions in Russia does

not agi-ee with that given by Mr. Lockhart, although both of them

are supposed to have had direct outdoor information.

Mr. Conboy.— I think we can subscribe to every word that you

have said in that connection. I think you made it very plain

yesterday that there are two kinds of reports that come out of

Russia. One is the kind of report that you have accepted and

upon which your testimony as to conditions there is based. The

other is a contrary and antithetical set of opinions and upon that

you have not based your testimony.

The Witness.— Quite correct.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Now, with reference to your insistence that there is no im-

plied repugnancy between nationalism and internationalism in the

Socialist concept, I direct your attention to the language of the

Committee on War and Militarism, at the St. Louis Convention,

of which you were either the drafter or one of the drafters. There

occurs the following language therein: " The Socialist party in

the United States, in the present grave crisis, solemnly reaffirms

its allegiance to the principles of internationalism "— A. Inter-

national socialism.

Q. Well, I am reading from notes that I made; but in view of

your suggestion, I will turn to your book. Now, suppose you
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follow it from this book and see if I read it correctly, and if I do

not, you will please coirrect me, so that we may have it right. I

will indicate the pla«e.

Mr. Stedman.—Are you referring to the St. Louis Manifesto ?

The Witness.— The St. Louis Manifesto.

Mr. Stevenson.— Page 51.

By Mr. Gonboy

:

Q. The first paragraph of this war program contains this lan-

s^age, ox is in this language: "The Socialist party of the

United States, in the present grave crisis, solemnly reaffirms

its allegiance to the principle of internationalism and working-

class solidarity the world over, and proclaims its unalterable

opposition to the war just declared by the government of the

United States." Do you contend that that paragraph is consistent

with your statement that there is no implied repugnancy between

nationalism and internationalism in the Socialist party concept ?

A. The pledge, or rather the reiteration, of our adherence to

the principles of internationalism in an international matter,

such as war among nations, would be perfectly natural, because it

is that particular point which at that particular time is empha-
sized. I would not exclude nationalism; I would not exclude

true love of one's own country in any sense, any more than the

internationalism of our administration, as expressed— or as it

was expressed— at the proper time, in a general program for

creating a League of E"ations, of which the United States is to be

a part, expresses repugnance to the principle of nationalism.

Q. Are you through ? A. I am.

Q. I have expected to have you direct your attention in connec-

tion with the consideration of that question, to the fact that

the United States at that time was at war, and while the United
States was at war, the Socialist party of the United States was
not pledging its support to the government of the United States,

but reaffirming its allegiance to the principle of internationalism ?

A. Yes. As it happens, this war was supposed to be carried
on for the establishment of a sane and proper international order

;

but, Mr. Conboy, we might as well save time once for all by
bearing in mind that the Socialist party was, and is— and
I never denied the fact that it was and is— an opposition
party, and an anti-war party, and was not in favor of this war
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even after it was declared. Now, we have gone over that a num-

ber of times.

Q. And you consider the explanation which you have just made

to be relevant and material to the question that I have asked you,

do you? A. Absolutely, and if that is not the case and you

have not understood it, let me re-phrase it in this way—
Q. I have understood it. I do not want to stop you from

rephrasing it—. A. Pardon me, Mr. Oonboy,

—

Q. I am not going to prevent you from answering. You are

going to answer to the fullest extent you desire; but I want to

just enter a denial that I do not understand you, and I merely

want to indicate that I directed your attention particularly to

the things that I did, and asked you if, in your judgment,

your answer was devoted to answering my question, because that

will give me the state of your mind as to what my question means

and what the proper answer is. A. Since your question, perhaps,

conveyed the meaning to me wrongly, as you did not consider my
answer sufficient, permit me to state it in this way: The Social-

ist party, assembled in St. Louis, immediately after the out-

break of the war, took this position: It recognized its duties

to the United States. It recognized its duties to the United

States as a Socialist party. In other words, it recognized its

duties primarily to the people of the United States and, in the

first instance, to the working population of the United States.

It proceeded upon the assumption that the true wealth here of the

people and the workers of the United States could and would be

subserved by an order of international solidarity, and, therefore,

at this time, when it was sought to set nation against nation in

mutual slaughter, it proclaimed against the principles of adherence

to an international order, or an order of international brotherhood

;

and for this reason it was that the principle of nationalism was
in no way repugnant to internationalism, but rather supplemented

it.

Q. Are you through ? A. I am.

Q. Again, in that same war proclamation, there is the follow-

ing language : "As against the false doctrine of national patriotism

we uphold the ideal of international working class solidarity."

Now, you believe in national patriotism ? A. We do not believe

in the false doctrine of national patriotism.

Assemblyman Ouvillier.— What is that?

The Witness.—We will come to that, Mr. Cuvillier. We do
not believe in the maxim— My Country right or wrong. We
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think that is an immoral doctrine. We think our efforts should

be directed to making our country right at all times; never let it

be wrong, and we do not believe that we must stick to it m its

faults as well as in cases where it is right. We do not believe in

the doctrine which was proclaimed and accepted during the war

of— standing behind the President— accepted as a slogan, be-

cause we believe that in a democracy such as the United States

was, at least until we entered the war, such a doctrine has no

place; that the founders of this country, the framers of the

Declaration of Independeiice, the framers of our Constitution

never for one moment thought that the time would arrive when

more than one hundred million persons making up this nation in

a period of the gravest crisis of its existence would abdicate its

own judgment, its own. views, its own conceptions of right or

wrong, or of its welfare, and place it all in the hands of one man,

no matter how great, how wise, how omniscient he might be

thought to be ; because we believe that is the doctrine of monarchy

and of autocracy and not the doctrine of a republic. So from

this point of view we condemn what we call false patriotism— a

number of jingle phrases created and put into circulation very

often by persons who have sinister ends to subserve, and very

often repeated by the thoughtless until they have lost their sense.

We believe in the true doctrine of national patriotism as opposed

to the false doctrine, that is, in the doctrine which holds that true

patriotism consists in constant service to the people of the country

and in constant endeavors to improve their conditions.

Q. You have referred to what you have been pleased to call

the doctrine of false national patriotism, have you not ? A. You
know what I have referred to.

Q. Well, do you conceive that there are two doctrines, one of

false national patriotism and the other of true national patriotism ?

A. Absolutely.

Q. I direct your attention that in this war proclamation this

is the language— not false national patriotism— but as against

the false doctrine of national patriotism we uphold the ideal of

international working, class solidarity ; that is, I ask you if that

language does not mean and does not so state that the doctrine of

national patriotism is a false doctrine? A. I do not see any
thing in this language to change my previous answer from the

point of view of the Socialists and the framers of this declaration
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as I know it. The false doctrine of national patriotism meant the

doctrine which I characterized a few minutes ago, the doctrine of,

My Country right or wrong, the doctrine that it is the duty of

each citizen to see to it that his country prospers at the expense of

every other country in the universe.

Q. Now, the only other ideal that was set up in contrast to

what you phrase as the false doctrine of national patriotism was

the ideal of international working class solidarity ; isn't that true ?

A. That is absolutely true, and the ideal of international working

class solidarity has been stated again and again in the literature

of the International Socialist and Labor movements to be the

ideal of A series of nations or countries covering the globe, each

one free, industrially as well as politically, each one a Socialist

republic, all of them together bound by ties of an International

Federation of ITations, free nations, and international solidarity

of working class governments all over the world.

Q. We were in the war at the time ? A. We were.

Q. And you were distinguishing, were you not, between those

people in this country who were, or intended, to support the

government under what you called the false doctrine of national

patriotism, and you were intending to point out to them that they

should not be led away from the ideal of the international work-

ing-class solidarity by what you referred to as this false doctrine

of national patriotism, isn't that true? A. We intended to con-

vey the sense which the phrases you have read contained, namely,

that we were by no means in favor of continuing the war for the

extermination of any people anywhere; but that we were in favor

of a condition of society,-— an international condition of society

in which all nations would be safe. To make it quite specific,

we took the declaration of our President that we are not making

war on the German people perhaps a little too seriously from the

administrative point of view, but as far as we Socialists are con-

cerned, we never considered it part of the duty of the American

people to make war on the German people or the people of any

country, or exterminate any people or any Aation, or throw any

people or any nation into misery.

Q. In answer to a question that was put to you byJVTr. Evans

at the close of the session day before yesterday you stated that if

the Soviet government of Russia was to wage war on the United

States and attempt to impose its form of government upon the

people of this country the majority of whom were in favor of the
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present government, that the Socialists of the United States would

have no hesitancy v^hatever in joining forces with the rest of the

countrymen to repel the Bolsheviki who would try to invade our

country and force a form of government upon our people which

they were not ready for and did not desire. I think I have stated

your answer in response to that question not only with substan-

tial but with literal accuracy. Do you recall any feature of

the question or of your answer that is material that I have

omitted ? A. I do not.

Q. Then we may assume that I have stated it accurately, Mr.

Hillquit? A. We may.

Q. And I presume that at this time after such reflection as you

have given to the question and your response to it you do not de-

sire to retract or modify in any way the answer that you made?
A. I do not, at this time.

Q. Now how do you reconcile your answer to that question put

to you by Assemblyman Evans with the language of the war
program which you were one of the drafters or the drafter of as

follows :
" The only struggle which would justify the workers in

taking up arms is tte great struggle of the working-class of the

world to free itself from economic exploitation and political op-

pression." A. I see absolutely no inconsistency between the two,

Mr. Conboy. The only struggle in which the workers of America

would be justified in taking up arms, according to Socialist

conception, would be a struggle for their economic or political

emancipation. But that would mean that the workingf-class

of the United States as such must take up such warfare or

struggle. It doesn't mean that a political party, no matter how
advanced, in China or Japan or Russia or France could come

here to the United States and impose a regime of what they

may consider to be freedom; what they may consider to be

emancipation upon the workers of the United States. The
cardinal principle of Socialism has been tersely set forth over

TO years ago in this phrase :
" The emancipation of the working-

class must be accomplished by the working-class itself." That

means not merely as a general proposition but also the emanci-

pation of the working-class of every nation and every country

must be accomplished by the working-class of that na-

tion and that country. When the workers of the United

States, representing a majority of the people of the United

States, will be ready to say we want a Soviet government and
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will have an opportunity to express that sentiment at the ballot

box, then we will say we are ready to fight for it and if we are

forcibly prevented from carrying out the will of the majority

we will say we are justified in taking up arms for its support,

but so long as the workers of the United States are not ready

for any such form of government we maintain that no other force

outside has any moral power which we will recognize to impose

such form of government upon the workers of the United States.

Q. Are you through? A. I am.

Q. Now, I am going to ask you again how you reconcile the

statement that you made to Mr. Evans, in the event that the

Soviet government attempted to invade and impose its form of

government on the people of the United States, the Socialists

in the United States would defend this government, with your

statement at the time that we were at war, not with the Soviet

government, but with what I suppose you will admit was a capital-

ist government, the German Empire, that the only struggle which

would justify the workers in taking up arms is the great struggle

of the working class of the world to free itself from economic

exploitation and political oppression. Did you consider the

answer that you had made to be an answer to the question that I

have asked you? A. Absolutely and completely j and if there

is anything in it that does not seem to be to you responsive, I

shall be glad to go over that particular phase of it.

Q. You not only in this particular declaration tell these people

that this was the only struggle— the only struggle— which would

justify them in taking up arms, but you went even further than

that and you said in the concluding clause of this sentence, " we
particularly warn the workers against the snare and delusion of

so-called offensive warfare," having that language in mind, do

you still adhere to the answer that you gave to the question put

to you by Assemblyman Evans? A. Yes. This phrase we
particularly warned the working class against, the snare and

delusion of defensive warfare, was introduced in the resolution

from the floor of the convention and adopted by the delegates.

It had a long history and a very definite meaning for the delegates

and for the Socialists generally. It was used prior to this war,
and had been a controversy in the Socialist movement of the
United States and of all other countries, whether or not wars
may be classed into defensive and offensive wars; the general

conception being that if there is such a thing as defensive war-
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fare, the Socialists would defend their countries and would support

such wars. The question of theory was that if there really could

be niade»such a distinction.

When this war broke out, in 1914, those who maintained that

defensive warfare is an illusion had a very strong argument in

support of their position. They said :
" The Germans are fight-

ing their war as a defensive warfare." That is what they claimed

it to be. We do not admit this, but they claim it to be a defensive

war, and their government has made that an issue and proclaimed

it as such, and even the Socialists and workers of Germany have

accepted it as such. The same applies to Austria.

Q. Just a second. You understand that the position of the

Socialists was that although Germany was prepared for that war
to the last button, this was defensive warfare, and they adhered

to Germany for that reason? A. That absolutely was the reason

Vvhy we spoke of snares and illusions in the theory of defensive

warfare, because Germany did proclaim in loud tones, and con-

sistently all through, that it was a defensive warfare. What Ger-

many maintained was that rival commercial powers— and prin-

cipally England— had first forced her to arm and then forced her

into this war. The very fact, |Mr. Conboy, that a proposition and

theory seems so absolutely ridiculous to you, but was accepted in

Germany by millions of Germans, including German Socialists

and German workers, indicated what a number of Socialists

wanted to express by this statement: that the term "defensive

war " is very often a snare and a delusion. There was Belgium
on the one hand and Germany on the other hand, with their posi-

tions so absolutely different as far as the history of their wars

was concerned, both proclaiming to wage a defensive warfare.

iN'ow then, the Socialists took the position that in this war—
Q. Now, when you say " the Socialists took the position that

in this war," will you please be a little more explicit and say what
Socialists, and whether you are referring to the war after the

United States entered it ? A. The Socialists of the United States,

through their representatives at the St. Louis Convention, or

rather, to be more accurate, through the majority of such repre-

sentatives, conceived of this war— the war which broke out in

1914, and which we subsequently joined in 1917— as one in

which the theory of the falsity of defensive warfare was best illus-

trated, because they said :
" Every nation engaged in this war

claims to wa:ge a defensive war. They cannot possibly all be right.

They cannot possibly all be defending each other ;
" the Socialists,
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theory being that the -war was just a result of industrial condi-

tions and commercial rivalry in Europe, no matter in what guise

ic had appeared.

Q. And after the United States had gone into the war, you

thought— or the Convention thought— it desirable particularly

to warn the workers against the snare and delusion of so-called

defensive warfare? A. It did not think it particularly desirable

because the United States had entered the war, but once we issued

the proclamation on the war and gave our entire views on the

subject, this phase of it was thought proper to be included.

Q. That is, was it not tantamount, on the part of the Socialists

— the Socialist Party, to a declaration that this, so far as the

United States was concerned, was not a defensive war ? A. It cer-

tainly was not a defensive war as far as the United .States was

concerned. A defensive war we call a war to repeal invasion. If

this war, Mr. Conboy, in the Socialist conception, had been a

defensive war— that is, a war forced upon the United States in

an effort to repel an invasion in this country, or a threatened

invasion— the Socialists would not have taken the position of

opposition to the war, as they did. Their opposition was based in

part upon this conception ; that as far as the United States was

concerned, probably more than a great many other nations, it was

not a defensive war.

Q. It, therefore, comes down to this, does it not, Mr. Hillquit

:

That if, in the determination of the Socialists of the United States,

any war in which the United States is engaged is a defensive war,

the Socialists will help the United States ; if it is not, in the con-

ception of the Socialists of the United States, a defensive war, the

Socialists will not help the United States ?

Mr. Stedman.— I do not like the word " help."

Mr. Conboy.— Well, I used it myself. You may suggest a bet-

ter one. I like " help " because it is a simple word ; it implies

to my mind the idea that I want to express. Help the United

States means to assist the United States in a war, so that the

United States may be successful in the war. That is what I

mean by " help," and I thinlt Mr. Hillquit understands it. A. ,

I understand what you mean, but you will also permit me to

use my own words iu giving my answer.

Q. You have thus far used your own, Mr. Hillquit, and I

assume you will do so without permission from this time on. A.

The Socialist Party as a political party reserves to itself the
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right to pass political judgment upon any legislation, any admin-

istrative act, any official act of the government. And it reserves

to itself the right not only to approve in all cases but also to dis-

approve where it considers any act of the administration to be

harmful or wrong. Just, Mr. Conboy, as we recognize the right

to oppose a trivial law, an insignificant law because we think

it wrong and to continue saying it is wrong, while obeying it

after its passage, just as we maintain that right to criticize import-

ant acts of the government and even more so. The more vital

and important the act for the people as a whole, the greater our

right and our duty to scrutinize and criticize and if found false or

harmful, to oppose. Now, then, bearing this thing in mind, that

the position of the Socialist Party is that if this country should

be invaded by a foreign country or threatened to be invaded so

that a foreign will is attempted to be imposed upon the people

of this country, it will be the duty of the people of this

country to repel such invasions, and the Socialists would be

among it. If, on the other hand, we engage in a war, which

we Socialists do not consider as necessary, as forced upon us,

which we consider as wrong and harmful, we as a political party,

maintaining and entertaining those views, will oppose it and will

oppose it by all legal means to the very end of our abilily.

Q. Is that the end of your answer ? A. It is.

Q. You understand that under the Constitution of the United

States, if I recall correctly, the provision is to be found in Article

1, Section 8, Subdivision 11, Congress is given power to declare

war? A. Yes.

Q. The Socialists, however, in the United States reserve to

themselves, after Congress has, under the Constitution, declared

war, whether they will or will not support the war, depending

upon whether it is or is not, in their judgment, a defensive war ?

A. Well, we will have to distinguish there between the two fea-

tures of support, Mr. Conboy.

Q. Do you think the question calls for a distinction? A. It

does.

Q. If you do, you will give the distinction. I thought it called

for an answer yes or no ? A. No, it calls for a very definite dis-

tinction, and would be a very ingenious trap if it was not distin-

guished.

Q. I do not think that anybody in this room would feel that

your suggestion that there was a trap in that question was justi-
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fied. It is a plain question, based upon plain facts, largely upon

your own testimony and in my judgment calls for a plain answer

;

but you may distinguish ? A. Mr. Conboy, do not misunderstand

me. I did not attempt to charge you with attempting to trap me.

What I said is, if I were not to distinguish, then the question

would turn into a trap. I do distinguish in this way : Support in

the sense of recognizing the fact as to its legality, and the legal

duties imposed upon it is one thing. Moral support, in the sense

of advocating and approving of the act, is another. The Consti-

tution authorizes the Congress to declare war. The Constitution

also authorizes Congress to make laws— other laws. The Con-

stitution of the State of ISTew York authorizes the State Legisla-

ture to make laws. Now, heretofore, the general American doc-

trine,— legal, political and ethical— has been as follows : Until a

law is passed, every citizen has a right to oppose it in every way
and by every means. When it is passed, its concrete and posi-

tive provisions must be complied with. But the law, neverthelss,

may remain a foolish law, and the people of the United States,

and the minority of them, have a right to point out the fact that

it is foolish or dangerous or unsafe or improper in any way, and

have the j-ight to continue propagating their views until such time

as they can bring about the repeal of the law, and change of the

policy, or a withdrawal of the enactment.

Now, we took exactly the same position with reference to the

war. We recognized the Constitution authorized Congress to de-

clare war, Congress has declared war. Wo did not deny the exist-

ence of the war. It was there. We did not deny the legality of

the war. It was legal. We did not refase to comply with any

wartime laws. They were there on the statute books. We com-

plied with them. We did not consider it our duty, under the cir-

cumstances, or even our right, to accept the war, or the declaration

of war, as a wise act, as a humane act, because we did not believe

it was either wise or humane, and we reserve ourselves the right to

criticise it, to seek its speedy rfirmination, and to make provisions

against its possible recurrence in the future. That was our posi-

tion.

Q. Now, do you conceive that to be an answer to the question I

put to you, Mr. Hillquit? A. Don't you, Mr. Conboy?

Q. I conceive it to be your answer. A. Well, we both do.

Q.. One of the matters to which you referred the other day was

the freedom of the seas; do you recall that? A. Yes.
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Q. I take it that in your judgment each country should have

the right to sail the seas ? A. Yes.

Q. I do not know whether you would go so far as to say whether

a vessel bearing the flag of a country having the right to sail the

se;is wrs in effect regarded as part of the teri'itory of that coun-

try? A. Oh, well, that would be a mooted question of interna-

tional law, which I do not believe has very much direct bearing on

the present subject. At any rate, I am not ready to pass definite

judgment on that.

Q. When you speak of defensive warfare, was it, in your judg-

ment, a defensive warfare in which the United States engaged in

view of the announcement of the Imperial German Government
on January 31, 1917, that all ships— those of neutrals included,

met within certain zones of the high seas, would be sunk without

any precautions taken for the safety of the persons on board, and

without exercise of visit and search, followed by sinking, without

such exercise of visit and search, and without such precautions

being taken of American vessels encountered within such zone

on the high seas ? A. I have no desire to enter upon a controversy

with you on the subject, Mr. Conboy. I will merely state that

the Socialist position was that this did not constitute an invasion,

actual or threatened, and that this did not call for a defensive

warfare. We at no time either approved or condoned in any way
the submarine warfare of the German Imperial Government. We
fought it and called it barbarous and indefensible and savage in

every way. But our position was that Europe at the time, as

ip well-known, was in the throes of the most savage warfare. As an

incident of the European warfare, American commercial maritime

interests were threatened, not alone passenger travel, because there

was no passenger travel ; there could be no object for passenger

travel, but transportation of commodities. Now, while we recog-

nize the right of American merchants to transfer and ship their

commodities on the high seas at all times, the infringement of that

commercial right at the time did not constitute in our view an

invasion of this country such as called for a defensive warfare.

Q. In other words, to put it a little more simply perhaps, it

is your opinion that when Germany, the Imperial German Govern-

ment, made this announcement, that the United States was bound

to accept it and obey it? A. Only to this extent: that T would

accept the threat or say so, of a raving maniac on the street and

not try to cross his path if I knew the street will be cleared after
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a little while. We knew perfectly well that Europe was at that

time a collection of just such homicidal raving maniacs, and

they were doing homicidal maniacal things. We had no absolute

necessity for being there or meddling with it. We could have taken

the position as, for instance, the Scandinavian governments I

believe did. They said, " It is an infringment of our rights, and

when conditions are normal again we reserve to ourselves the right

to secure proper amends and damages, but in the meanwhile we

recognize the situation and will keep out of it." At any rate,

the (Socialists did not consider that the curtailment of this mer-

cantile right, although it existed, was worth the sacrifices in human

lives which our entry into the war entailed.

iQ. In short your position is that we should, under those

circumstances, have kept our vessels at home and. not attempted

to sail the high seas because of this threat that if we did

attempt to sail the high seas the vessels carrying the American

flag would be sunk without warning and without the right of

search and seizure and without any precautions being taken for

the lives of those on board. Your position is that we should have

obeyed that demand on the part of the German government and

waited until the German government had been brought to its

knees by somebody else and then asked for some damages ? A.

The question as to what was proper policy at the time and the

difference between your views and mine are immaterial in the

matter. The fact of the matter is that we considered and still

do consider that the situation was not expressly against us but as

an incident of the insane war going on and did not warrant our

entering the ring, and our sacrificing our treasures and oiir blood.

Q. In short, you did not include even what you refer to as

defensive warfare? A. We did not consider that America was

fighting 'a defensive war.

The Chairman.— Is there such a thing then in your code of

theory as national honor?

The Witness.— Oh, yes, decidedly. There is such a thing as

national honor ; but we would not consider an issue raised, say in

this case, for instance, where as an incident of the war going on,

not between us and another party, but between certain third

parties, our commercial interests are endangered, we would not

consider it a question of our national honor. Suppose there had

been no war between Germany and England an.d France, and
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so on. Suppose without any war of any kind Germany would

say, " We will not tolerate American ships on the high seas ex-

cept with our permission and license." Then we might concede

that the question of national honor is involved, and it is up to

us to maintain our national rights. But here we know perfectly

well that no insult was intended against the United States. They

were fighting there between themselves and not allowing any-

body to come within the fighting zone but simply giving warning

that they would be blown up, and for this reason it was neither a

jioint of national honor nor a point of national defense, making

it clear at all times, however, that we Socialists were among the

strongest denunciator.«, condemnators of the German submarine

policy.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— When you became a citizen you took

the oath to support the Constitution of the United States, didn't

you?

The Witness.— Yes.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— And to abide by the laws ?

The Witness.—Sure.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.—When you stated in response to a

query of Mr. Conboy as to false national honor—
The Witness.— False national patriotism.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Patriotism, you said you didn't get

behind the President. You know, the Constitution of the United
States says that at the time of war the President is Commander
in Chief of the Army and Wavy ?

The Witness.— If the Constitution had said at times of war the

President is the only person in the United States who is to do
all the acting and thinking and is the only person who can know
what is good or what is bad, your objection would be valid, but the
Constitution does not say so.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— It says, in time of war that he is the

Commander in Chief.

The Witness.— He is, undoubtedly.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.—^And as Commander in Chief Congress
gave him the power, and it is the duty of every citizen to get
behind the President. And you said you did not get behind him.
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The Witness.— Let us get that clear. The Constitution makes

the President the Commancjer in Chief of the Arniy and Navy.

If the President had issued a command or order with reference to

the Army or Navy, the Socialists of the United States 'being in the

Army or otherwise would not oppose it, but recognize his con-

stitutional authority and obey it, but that constitutional author-

ity of the President to be Commander in Chief of the Army and

Navy does not make the President of the United States the sole

judge as to the welfare of the country and does not make it in-

cumbent upon you or me or any other citizen to abrogate his own
judgment and to follow the President blindly in all his policies.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— It is not a question of policy. It is

your duty. It is not a question of policy.

The Chairman.—Proceed. Excuse me for interrupting you.

Mr. Conboy.— That is all right, Mr. Chairman.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. I presume in the answers you have given to my questions

you did not consider the sinking of ships off Cape Cod as consti-

tuting a menace or invasion of the United States ? A. I did not.

By the way, Mr. Conboy, before we leave the last question, do you
refer to the submarine boats— the submarine attacks— after we
had entered the war, in your last question ?

Q. I am not sure that there were any submarine attacks off

Cape Cod after we entered the war, but there were some before
we entered the war ; and the German submarines were practically
using that base for their operations against other countries. You
may have read that at the time. A. My recollection was not.

Q. After we entered the war, the German submarines did not
get as far as Cape Cod; but before we entered the war, they had
got to Cape Cod and sunk vessels off Cape Cod. Now, do you
think that the machinations of the German government in its
endeavor, through i^s representative in the United States—
its ambassadorial representative at Washington,— to stir up war
between the United States and Mexico, made the war between
Germany and the United States a defensive war in which Social-
ists ought to have engaged to support the government ? A. I do
not. I think the incident you refer to was a perfectly insane
ridiculous and childish attempt on the part of some very unin-



1437

formed,, silly person in the German government to create a

secession in the United States at the instance of Mexican intrigue.

I think, it was a ridiculous incident. I think the chasing of

the German Ambassador from here would be quite sufficient to

answer all purposes. It did not justify war.

Q. All of these things were either, in your judgment, insane

or ridiculous, and whether insane or ridiculous, the United

States should not have paid much attention to it? A. Not all

of the things, but the things that you mentioned, which I char-

acterized as I did.

Q. Very good. Now, you referred, the other day, in your

direct examination, to Socialists as not being pacifists. You
remember that ? A. I have.

Q. On page 629 of the printed record there appears a form,

for which the national office of the Socialist Party, at 803

West Madison street, was billed for one thousand copies. It

is the form of an exemption blank, and the form of that exemp-

tion blank contains these paragraphs— I am reading from page

630 of the printed record—: " I do solemnly affirm that I am a

member in good faith and good standing of the Socialist Party

of America and Local Cook County Branch blank, which, on the

18th day of May, 1917 "— as you know, Mr. Hillquit, that was

the day on which the Selective Service Act was adopted, and it

was the day or date on which those claiming exemption on

the ground that they were conscientious objectors to war were

required to show that they were members of a religious sect

or organization, which had conscientious scruples against par-

ticipating in the war; so that that is the significance of that

date— "I am a member in good faith and good standing

—

of the Socialist party of America, Local Cook County Branch
blank, which, on the 18th day of May, 1917, was organized and
existing as a well-recognized organization, whose principles for-

bid its members to participate in war; and I hereby affirm that

this fact entitles me to exemption under the provisions of Section

4 of the Selective Service Law." And further on in the same
blank there is this further affirmation by the person who is to

sign the blank, of which these one thousand copies were billed

to the national office of the Socialist Party.

Mr. Stedman.— You are not reading from the treasurer's

record, are you?
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Mr. Conboy.— I have not access to the treasurer's record.

Mr. Stedman.— What are you reading from?

Mr. Conboy.— I have indicated what I have read from. I

have read from pages 629 and 630 of the printed record in these

hearings; and if you vs^ill turn to those pages I think you will

find that I have i'ead them correctly.

The Chairman.— Go ahead.

. Mr. Conboy.-— Now I go on to page 630, and I quote you this

paragraph from the same exemption blank.

Mr. Block.— Pardon me just a moment for interrupting. You
refer to those pages of this record, but on those pages I believe

you intend to indicate that the matter you are quoting from is

taken from the testimony of a certain witness in the Berger case

in Chicago. Is not that so, Mr. Conboy ? Does not that appear

on the sheets you are reading from ?

Mr. Conboy.— I am going to read and then I will try to

answer Mr. Block's question as well. • (Beading).

" I do further solemnly affirm that the creed and priaciples

of said Socialist Party of America forbid its members to

take part in war, and submit as evidence "

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Conboy.— Now, Mr, Stenographer, wUl you please read

to me what I did read, so that I may continue with my question ?

(Last quotation read by the stenographer.)

Mr. Conboy : (Beading) :

" Article % Section 7, of the National Constitution of the

Sacialist Party of America, which said constitution was
adopted August 3, 1915, and which reads as follows:

" ' Article 2, Section 7. Any member of the Socialist

Party, elected to an office, who shall in any way vote to appro-

priate moneys for military or naval purposes, or war, shall

be expelled from the party '.

" I do further solemnly affirm that my creed and convic-

tions are absolutely in accord with the principles of said

Socialist Party as herein set forth and that I cannot con-

scientiously become a party to any war.
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" I do hereby bind myself to report in person to notify

the said Local Board, at once, whenever these condtions,

now entitling me to discharge, cease to exist."

Are you familiar, Mr. Hillquit, with the preparation and dis-

tribution of these so-called exemptions blanks, setting forth that

claim for exemption from military service on the ground of

membership in the Socialist Party upon the theory that its creed

and convictions were such that its principles forbade its mem-
bers to participate in war? A. I know of them, having learned

of them in the course of and conjunction with the Berger trial.

Whether these particular planks were billed to the Socialist Party

or not I do not know. There certainly was no authority to order

such planks by any representatives of the (Socialist Party. No
part of the proceeding to which you have referred, Mr. Conboy—

Q. Excuse me, Mr. Hillquit. A. Certainly. I say, no part of

such proceeding was sanctioned or the consent of either the

ITational Executive Committee or of any authority within the

Socialist Party was given. As I understand it, a group of boys,

partly members of the Young People's Socialist League, and

partly not, got up this sort of form and had it printed and had it

circulated. Inasmuch as that circular lays claim to conscientious

objections to war based on membership in the Socialist Party,

such claim is incorrect and unjustified. Inasmuch as this cir-

cular states that the Socialist Party is opposed to war on principle

in the sense of religious principles, if there is such implication

in this circular, it is wrong. The opposition of the Socialist

Party to war is stated completely, fully and clearly in the St.

LoTiis Manifesto and in the various other proclamations and
statements of the Socialist Party which you have read.

It is based upon the conviction that modern wars, with very

few exceptions, are bred by commercial rivalries and fought for

the interest of the possessing classes.

(Discussion off the record.)

Q. What explanation did you wish to make in that respect?

State it on the record with respect to the suggestion made that

there were members of this Assembly, of these five members of

the Assembly, there were claims made for exemption from mili-

tary service. A. I can answer it.

(Discussion off the record.)
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The Witness.— You have on the record as follows : There is

absolutely no attempt made to connect anyone of the five

Assemblymen here with these petitions or the signing of

any of them,— You have different testimony to this effect;

—

that some time prior to our entering, and long prior,— is not

stated, because the date is not given; two of these Assemblymen

had signed a pledge which was then circulated by the Anti-Enlist-

ment League, to the effect that they would not voluntarily enlist,

which was a long time before the war, or before we joined the war,

and had nothing whatsoever to do with this particular circular.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— A distinction without a difference.

The Witness.—As far as you are concerned it will be pretty

hard to make you see the difference in anything.

Q. The only other inquiry that I care to make directly in con-

nection with the matter which you have just testified about is,

if I sum up your testimony in this respect correctly, it was not a

justifiable position for any member of the Socialist party to take,

that is, the position that would have been indicated by filling out

of the making. of claims contained in this proposed exemption

blank. A. To the extent to which I have mentioned it, that is

claimed, objections on conscientious grounds based on membership

in the Socialist party, was not justified ; and also that this circular

was not authorized by the Socialist party.

Q. Now, you know definitely of your own knowledge that it

was not authorized or else you would not have said so. A. I do

very decidedly. I was a member of the ITational Executive Com-
mittee at that time.

Q. You say that these exemption blanks were prepared by
some young boys in the Young People's Socialist League? A.

Some of them I said being members of the Young People's Social-

ist League. That is the information I subsequently acquired.

Q. And the Young People's Socialist League had a National
Secretary, didn't it? A. It did.

Q. Do you know what his name was ? A. Kruse, I believe, at

the time.

Q. William F. Kruse? A. Yes.

Q. That Young People's Socialist League was part of the

Socialist party, wasn't it? A. It was not.

Q. And what was known as yipsels, Y. P. S. L. ? A. That is

the Young People's Socialist League ; it was not part of the party.
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Q. Is it part of the Socialist movement ? A. It is part of the

Socialist movement in the broad sense of the unorganized move-

ment, yes, sir.

Q. It was itself organized ? A. It was independently.

Q. And it also had the approval of the Socialist party? A.

The movement had the approval of the Socialist party.

Q. And the organization known as the Young People's Social-

ist League had the approval of the Socialist party. A. It did.

Q. Where were the officers of the Y. P. S. L. ? A. The Na-

tional Secretary of the Young People's Socialist League had an

office in the headquarters of the Socialist party of the United

•States.

Q. That is, his office was in the headquarters of the Socialist

party of America? A. Correct.

Q. And was Kruse also in the Socialist party of America ? A.

I think he was. You mean personally, whether he was a member ?

Q. Yes, sir. A. He was.

Q. Wasn't he one of the defendants who was tried along with

Victor Berger? A. He was.

Q. And convicted ? A. He was.

Q. For a violation of the Espionage Act ? A. Yes.

(Discussion off the record.)

(Adjourned to 2 o'clock p. m.)

AFTER EEOESS, 2:15 p. m.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. In connection with the line of inquiry that I was direct-

ing your attention to, Mr. Hillquit, before adjournment, I show
you Exhibit ITo. 1 in this case which is the National Constitution

and platform of the Socialist Party, 1917, and direct your atten-

tion to Article 14 under the head of " Young People's Socialist

League," and ask you if the provisions of the constitution to which
I have just directed your attention help to refresh your recollec-

tion as to what the status of the Y. P. S. L. so-called was with
regard to the Socialist Party of America? A. That particular

article does not help to refresh my recollection because my recol-

lection was perfectly good on the subject before and is only con-

firmed by this statement.
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Q. Now, I read these three provisions into the record at this

time. Article 14, headed "Young People's Socialist League"

Section 1. The work of the Young People's Socialist League in

the national field shall be under the—
Mr. Block.— This has been amended, you know. You are

reading from the old unamended constitution so you better read

from that ballot.

Mr. Conboy.— When was it amended, Mr. Block?

Mr. Block.— It was amended recently.

Mr. Block.— The—
Mr. Stedman.— The amendment was passed at the Chicago

convention, last August, and that went up for amendment and

was passed.

Mr. Conboy.— I am dealing with the activities of the Young
People's Socialist League in the year 1917, at the time that the

exemption blank was prepared. I presume that inasmuch as

these provisions were not eliminated until 1917^ they were in force

in 1917 ?

The Witness.— They were in force at the time, Mr. Conboy.

By Mr. Conboy:

" Section I : The work of the Young People's Socialist

League in the national field shall be under the control and

direction of the Socialist Party.
" Section II : Branches of the Young People's Socialist

League shall be under the control of the city, county or

state organizations, and must in all cases work in harmony
with the constitution and platform of the city, county or

state organizations of the Socialist Party.
" Section III: The Young People's Socialist League shall

be entitled to elect one fraternal delegate;, having a voice but

no vote, to the National Convention. He shall receive rail-

road fare and per diem from the party, the same as regular

delegates ?

"

The Witness.— Now, Mr. Conboy, my statement in response

to your former question was that the Young People's Socialist

League is not a part of the Socialist Party. To that I adhere.
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The loung People's Socialist League has its own memhership,
paying dues to the league as such, and not to the party, and hav-

ing an organization locally, by states and national; all of its

own choosing, without interference on the part of the national

party. The Socialist Party, when this constitution was framed,

assumed to provide headquarters for the E'ational Secretary of

the Young People's Socialist League, and to pay him a salary,

on condition, or so long, rather,, as the Young People's Socialist

League would, in its policy, conform to the policies of the Social-

ist Party. It is not, and never was, an organic part of the Social-

ist Party.

Q. You understand, however, that this communication with the

Socialist party, if I may so refer to it, is as set forth in the three

sections which are all the sections of Article 'M of the Constitu-

tion— the National Constitution and Platform of the Socialist

party as it was in 1917 and continued to be until very recently?

A. Correct.

Q. N'ow, I direct your attention to a communication written

by the ISTational Secretary of the Yonn^ People's Socialist League

under date of June 14, 1917, to Mr. A. L. Trachtenberg, care of

the Eand School of Social Science, 140 East 19th street, !N"ew

York. This communication will be found at page 625 of the

printed record. The second paragraph of it will be found there.

The whole communication is as follows :
" Dear Comrade Trach-

tenberg "— and this is the same Mr. Trachtenberg who is the

director of the Bureau of Research who was referred to in your

testimony yesterday, is it not? A. It is.

Q. " Dear Comrade Trachtenberg : Copies of resolutions to

be included in your pamphlet have been received here. Thank

you very much for your prompt response. Please let us have

sample copies of this for review as well as prices either singly and

in quantities. Just as soon as form is out you may count on

some free press agent work at this end. I am now working on an

article giving the reasons why Socialists claim conscientious objec-

tion to military service, which is to make quotations from these

resolutions, and that is why Comrade Germer and I sent jon

-that urgent telegram." Now, who was Comrade Germer? A.

Presumably Adolph Germer, secretary of the Socialist Party at

the time.

Mr. Sutherland.— In the record at page 625 that name appears
" Comrade Gerber." It should be changed to " Germer."
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Q. It is G-ermer, is it not? A. It is Germer.

Q. Do you believe that there can be such a thing as coalition

beween Socialists' representatives and others in connection with

the conduct of a government ? A. I don't believe that there can

be a fruitful coalition as a permanent institution from the Social-

ist point of view. I believe that coalition between Socialist repre-

sentatives and representatives of other liberal or progressive

parties on particular issues is possible, and in some cases. very

desirable.

Q. In the minority report, which will be found in the printed

record, page 326, the following is contained (reading) :

" When leading Socialists join their national government

upon a coalition basis, they accept and sanction policies

which hinder Socialists and the working class generally from

taking full advantage of the opportunities for deep seated

change which the war creates. This makes the workers con-

tent with superficial reformist changes which are readily

granted by the capitalist class as a means of self-protection

from the rising tide of working class revolt."

Is that in line with the answer that you have just given to

the question I have just asked you ? A. It is, because it has

in mind lasting coalitions in which, as a rule, Socialist repre- •

sentatives are in the minority, and in which, as a rule, they accept

and have to accept the policies of the non-Socialist majorities in

the government, which policies mostly are of a reactionary

character.

Mr. Stedman.— From what were you reading?

The Witness.— The minority report.

Mr. Conboy.— The minority report which was accepted—
The Witness.— Under referendum.

Mr. Conboy.— By a majority vote recently.

Q. In your definition and exposition of the International
Socialist revolution, I do not think that you told us how it was
contemplated that this revolution would be accomplished. You
defined revolution for us as an accomplished fact, whereas the
French would say, in fait d'accomplis. You also defined " Social-
ist " in the phrase " Socialist-revolution," and you gave some
attention to the use of the term " International " in making up
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the phrase " International Socialist revolution." I take it from

your statement that you are a moderate Socialist, which is a

phrase which you used, Mr. Hillquit ? A. Not in application to

myself, Mr. Oonboy.

Q. At least, you are one of them? A. I am a Socialist. I

think socialism, as a whole, is a moderating factor in modern

civilization.

Q. Well, did you not speak of yourself as a moderate Socialist ?

A. I did not.

Q. I cannot turn immediately to the record in which you are

reported as having used that phrase. My recollection is that you

did say that you were a moderate Socialist. A. Why, I think

there was a somewhat facetious remark, if I am not mistaken, in

which I referred to Mr. Ouvillier and myself as moderates. I

consider myself a Marxian Socialist, with all that that implies.

The Chairman.— I think that covers it.

Q. You consider yourself to be what you call a constructive

Socialist? A. I think every Marxian Socialist is of necessity

a constructive Socialist. _
Q. In " The Socialist Task and Outlook " article, which was

read before the Committee the day before yesterday, and which

wiU be found at page 2488 of the typewritten record— this con-

gists of -a letter that appeared, or an article that appeared, in the

New York Call of May 21, 1919— I think you were here in

the Chamber when it was read? A. I was.

Q. In that you say :
" Shall the working class immediately

assume the sole direction of the government as a working class

government or shall it share governmental power and respon-

sibilities with the capitalist class, at least during the period of

transition "— the period of transition being the period while the

government is going over from the capitalist class 'to the working

class. That is what that means, does it not ? A. Yes.

Q. Now, having asked that question, you answered as follows

:

" While the question involved is primarily one of power, to be

determined in each country, according to the conditions existing

at the critical moment, there can be no doubt about the stand

which the Socialist International must take on it. In all cases

in which the proletariat of a country in revolution has assumed

the reins of government as a pure working class government,

determined upon the immediate socialization of the country, the

true Socialists 'of all countries will support it. Whether we
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approve or disapprove of all the methods by which such prole-

tarian government has gained or is exercising its power is beside

the question." If, in any' given country— I am now attempting

to apply the language which you employed in this article— if, in

any given country, a proletarian government had been established,

let us assume, by force and revolution, does not that language

imply that true Socialists of all countries must support that gov-

ernment ? A. In the first place, Mr. Conboy, you have not read

the whole statement.

Q. You may read, Mr. Hillquit, any other parts of the state-

]nc]it which, in your judgment, are necessary to supply the

coherent context ? A. I shall read as follows :
" The first lesson

to be drawn."

Q. Where is that with respect to—^A. Just above the portion

which you began reading. It is the beginning of the paragraph

of which you read a part.

Mr. Conboy.— I said that portion of Mr. Hillquit's article

that I read was from page 2488. It is 2448 of the typewritten

record.

Q. And now, Mr. Hillquit, I have it before me. A. Tes. I

want to read the entire paragraph of which you have read a

part, and which reads as follows :
" The first lesson to be drawn

from recent experiences and failures of the old international

applies, of course, mainly, if not exclusively, to the countries still

remaining under capitalist class control."

—

Q. Just a second. I won't interrupt you again. That in the

typewritten record appears to be a different paragraph, but it is

the paragraph which immediately precedes the one I read, and the

first word is not " the," but " this ?" A. I said this.

(Eeading) :
" In the countries that have passed or are passing

through a regime of Communist or Socialist government, the

problem presents itself in a different and more advanced form.

Shall the socialization of industries and national life be attempted

by one master stroke, or shall it be carried out gradually and

slowly?"

So that, when you read the entire paragraph, and not a portion,

only the problem which I have put is not a problem that ajpplies

in any way to the Socialist movement of the United States, but is

limited exclusively to such countries as have passed or are passing

to a regime of Communist or Socialist government.
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In other words, it applies to Russia, to Germany, to Austria,

to OzechorSlovakia. For them I say, and for them only, the

question is whether the socialization of industries shall be applied

by one stroke, or shall be attempted gradually. I put the problem

iu this way, because, in these countries, this is the issue between

the old style socialization of the Ebert-Scheideman type, and the

more advanced portions of the Socialist movement.

So that we will understand this question as to whether the

socialization of industiy shall be attempted by one stroke that is

not applied to countries other than those I have mentioned, that

is those who have passed or.ar'e passing to a Socialist regime.

^"^ow, with reference to the next portion, the duty of the Inter-

nationale to svipport those parties that stand for a working-class

regime, means, concretely, that in my conception, the Socialist

Internationale should support, in Russia, the party which advo-

cates the socialization, nnd as rapidly as possible, of the industries,

Ihe communist party. In Germany,under the Ebert—Scheideman

party, which has been derelict in attempts to nationalize indus-

tries, but the party represented by Kautsky, Haase— Haase died

recently— was represented by the independent socialists generally.

So, likewise, in the other countries. You have asked me what

processes do the Socialists contemplate in bringing about the revo-

lution, didn't you.

Q. That was in my mind. I think that what I particularly

asked you was this. I read you this portion of your statement:

"While the question involved is primarily one of power to be

determined in each country according to the conditions existing

at the critical moment, there can be no doubt about the stand which

the Socialist International must take on it. In all cases in which

the proletariat of a country in revolution has assumed the reigns of

government as a pure working-class government determined upon
the immediate socialization of the country, the true Socialists of

all countries will support it ? " A. Absolutely.

Q. " Whether we approve or disapprove of all the methods by

which such proletarian government has gained or is exercising its

power is beside the question." A. That is correct.

Q. And I put the inquiry to you if that did not oblige interna-

tional Socialists to support any government established by prole-

tariats of the country even though that government was imposed

upon the people of the government by revolution ? A. Well, of

course, my answer would be that the Socialists do not con-

template the possibility of the condition in which the prole-
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tariat as a minority could impose its regime upon the country

at large and assumes that in all countries in which the

proletariat is in control, the proletariat is substantially in the

majority. Once you have broached the very interesting and im-

portant question as to the Socialist's views or methods of bringing

about the revolution which we advocate, I think we might as well

clear up that question for the record. The Socialists recognize—
Q. Would you before you clear up that question for the record,

and I have no desire to stop you from doing so, would you permit

me to ask you one or two questions ? A. Certainly.

Q. Which occur immediately out of your answer and I think

will be directed to ascertaining what your position is. Do I under-

stand from your answer to my question that if by any chance a

proletarian minority in the country did by processes of bloody

revolution assume the reins of government, the true Socialists

of other countries would not support it ? A. We cannot place the

question or hypothesis in this way because the Socialist philosophy

excludes such a hypothesis. Attempts by minorities to overthrow

their government by force have been time and time again con-

demned by the Socialist movement and by its founders. The prin-

cipal reason for the breakup of the first International was the

position on the part of Carl Marx and his friends, the founders

of modem international Socialism, to the attempts of the Bakou-

ninites to create such revolutions of minorities in Spain aaid

elsewhere. The Socialist position is that we have outlived

the period of political conspiracies; that in our day and genera-

tion political changes evolve through economic conditions and that

a change in the fundamentals of the government can only be ac-

complished when that country is ripe for it which means ripe in-

dustrially and ripe also in having a sufficient social force to ac-

complish it,— a class conscious, determined, educated, organized,

working-class representing a majority of the population. So

that when you ask me the hypothesis whether Socialists would con-

demn a regime brought about by a minority, a minority of the

proletariat which had acquired control by force, I say such hy-

pothesis we must exclude as being opposed to the Socialist doctrine

and philosophy.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. I do not mind your excluding my hypotheses from your

answers, but you will permit me to include my hypotheses in my
questions? A. Certainly.
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Q. And I, therefore, ask you again : Assuming that a proletariat

minority in a country had assumed the reins of government by

the process of a bloody revolution, would the true Socialists of

all countries support it ? A. As you said, Mr. Conboy, you won't

prevent me from excluding your hypotheses from my answers.

I shall not prevent you from excluding my hypotheses from your

questions ; but I shall respectfully decline to answer that question

on the basis of that particular hypothesis.

Q. All right, that is an answer. You decline to answer it,

and I take it that your declination to answer it is upon the grounds

that you have already stated? A. On the grounds that your

hypothesis is an impossible one.

Q. Now then, the next sentence in your article that follows

that portion of your text, to which I have just referred, is as

follows :
" Where we approve or disapprove of all the methods by

which such proletarian government has gained or is exercising its

power, is beside the question." Now, when you say whether you
approve or disapprove of all the methods is beside the question,

you mean in that particular context is beside the question of

whether true Socialists of all countries will support the govern-

ment, don't you ? A. Whether it is deserving of support. What
I had in mind particularly, that will illustrate my thought well, is

the Soviet Government of Eussia.

Q. Well, now, Mr. Hillquit, of course, I do not want to deprive

you of the right of repeating your statements over and over again,

but you see the refusal to answer my questions and the saying

of something else imposed upon me the necessity of reasking the

question. You inquired of me, just before this session, about

how long I would take to finish your cross examination, and you
told me— A. Never mind, Mr. Conboy.

The Chairman.— I do not think that is relevant. G-o ahead

with your question.

A. Mr. Conboy, please do not consider yourself constrained in
any way to limit your cross-examination. Go to the end.

Q. I would like you to answer that question and tell me whether
the context that you had in mind, in that sentence that I have
just read to you, "whether we approve or disapprove of all

the methods by which such proletarian government has gained,
or is exercising, its power, is beside the question," whether or
not that question was that the Socialists of all countries would

54
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support such a governmeiit. A. You would have had your answer

very complete, very unambiguous, if you had allowed me to make
it when you asked it. What I said was that in drafting this

particular clause I had in mind a very complete situation which

will answer your question, the situation in Kussia.

Q. I will not interrupt you again. Go ahead. A. What I meant to

say was that there may be some doubt whether the Soviet govern-

ment in dispersing, for instance, the constituent assembly, and tak-

ing over the government as a minority of about 40 per cent, of the

constituent assembly was justified; that may be a question, and

may be one that could be seriously debated. Whether or not

certain acts of the Soviet government, which they admit and

which they tried to explain— such as the terror to the extent

to which it existed ; suppression of the press to the extent to which

it existed, and suppression of other popular rights— whether

they are compatible with our ideal of even a temporary proletariat

regime may be the subject of doubt and question. But once we
recognize that the present Soviet government represents the will

of and is acquiesced in by the proletarian population— the

workers and peasants of Russia, constituting practically all of

Russia— it is our business to support it against attacks and

against aggression and against external intrigue of all kinds. If

a similar situation should arise in any other country, our position

would be exactly the same.

Q. l^ow,' have you finished the answer that you desired to give

to the question I asked you ? A. I have.

Q. You have referred to certain features of the manner in

which the present government in Russia assumed control as con-

stituting a debatable ground as to the propriety of means. Am I

correct in my summarization of that feature of your answer?

A. You are.

Q. Will you be good enough to tell this committee whether it

is not a fact that immediately after the fall of the Kerensky

regime an election was held in Russia? A. It is not. It was

during the existence of the Kerensky regime that the election to

the constituent assembly took place.

Q. As a result of that election, whether held during the Keren-

sky regime, immediately after its fall, or not, the Bolshevists

obtained a representation of only 40 per cent ? A. Approximately.

Q. Approximately 40 per cent, in the constituent assembly?

That was a minority representation? A. It was.
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Q. Is it not a fact that thereupon the constituent assembly was

dissolved ? A. It was.

Q. Is it not a fact that the political parties which constituted

the majority of the members returned to this constituent assembly

were thereafter declared to be counter-revolutionary? A. They

were not allowed to meet. I have no recollection of their having

been declared counter-revolutionaries.

Q. They were not allowed to meet ? A. They were not allowed

to meet.

Q. And was the refusal to permit them to meet not based

upon the fact that they were characterized as counter-revolu-

tionists? A. I do not recollect whether that particular char-

acterization was applied. The justification on the part of the

Soviets, which I do not necessarily endorse, but give their

statement, was this: That the election to the constitutent

assembly had taken place during the Kerensky regime and was

based upon a platform which had fallen to the ground with the

overthrow of the Kerensky regime; that the constituent assembly

thus elected did not represent the sentiment in the November
days of 191Y, but of the pre-revolutionary days, and was, there-

fore, no longer representative of the sentiment of the people of

Russia. The Communist party representatives in the constituent

assembly thereupon placed a certain ultimatum before the conven-

tion (1) to recognize the principle of the Soviet government, " all

powers to Soviets " was the expression. The other for im-

mediate peace and the third for the immediate distribution of

land ; and it was upon a division of these issues that they dissolved

the constituent assembly. Now, I say their interpretation was
that the constituent assembly was no longer representative since

it had bean elected under a different regime. I am not justifying

one side or the other. I say it is a debatable question.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. Who was it that assumed to judge what was the popular

sentiment in November, 1917? A. The representatives of the

Communist party, who were then in control of the government,

assumed that power. It was a revolutionary act.

Q. Do you believe they were justified in maldng such assump-

tion ? A. That, Mr. Evans, I do not know, and I do not suppose

history will be able to form a judgment so very soon about it. If

it had been in normal times, a question of, say, parliamentary

rights, I would say certainly, it was a violation of such rights.
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This was a revolution following upon another revolution, and

revolutions, as a rule, create their own laws. It is not impossible,

at least, theoretically speaking, that some representatives of the

Bolshevist party might have found common ground with the other

parties, which were also Socialist parties in the constituent assem-

bly, and struck some satisfactory arrangement, and it is not im-

possible that that would have saved Russia a lot of misery and

suffering, but I am not competent to judge. I give merely the

two sides to indicate that it is a debatable question.

By Assemblyman CuviUier

:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, since Kerensky and Trotzky had charge there

has never been a free election there? A. You mean Lenine and

Trotzky?

Q. Yes, sir. A. Oh, yes, there is free elections every three

months.

Q. Have they? A. Yes, sir.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. You do not know, as I understand from your testimony,

whether or not the political parties which constitute the majority

of the members that were returned to this constituent assembly

were declared to be counter-revolutionary? A. I have no recol-

lection of that particular phrase being applied to them at that

particular time.

Q. And who dissolved that constituent assembly? A. The

delegates of the Assembly representing the Communist party or

say the Communist party.

Q. And they were 40 per cent approximately ? A. They were

about 40 per cent of the total.

Q. And who was in charge, or who was the leader of that repre-

sentation in the constituent assembly? A. Nikolai Lenine.

Q. The present premier ? A. The present premier.

Q. Now, since that time he has been successful, has he not, and

his Communist party in Eussia have been successful in retaining

control of the government? A. He has.

Q. And he has maintained an army, among other things, has he

not ? A. Not for the maintenance of his government at all.

Q. I did not expect you to say that it was for the maintenance

of his government, but at any rate, he has maintained an .army?

A. He has maintained an army, or rather the Soviet goyernmeat

has maintained an army.
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Q. But that army, according to you, is not maintained for the

maintenance of the Soviet government? A. No, it was created

to repel certain counter-revolutionary attacks, and certain external

aggressions.

Q. ISow, when you speak of certain counter-revolutionary at-

tacks that that army was created to repel, won't you tell the Com-

mittee what you mean by that statement ? A. I mean particularly

such movements as were headed by Admiral Eolchack, General

Denekin, General Yudemich. In earlier times. General

Alexavias, Kroskov, and others of the same type.

Q. So that the Soviet government of Russia has not hesitated

to utilize its army for the purpose of putting down in Russia what

you have referred to as counter-revolutions headed by these men,

has it? A. It has not.

Q. How long has Victor Berger been a member of the Socialist

party of America? A. Victor Berger has been a member of the

Socialist party of America since its creation in 1900.

The Chairman.— In that connection, Mr. Conboy, with that

suggestion about this Russian situation as to the army, I was

noticing the decrees and constitution. I suppose this decree is in

force yet, section G ?

Mr. Conboy.— The one with respect to the occupation of terri-

tory by the military?

The Chairman.— No, chapter 2, section G (reading) :
" For

the purpose of securing the working class in the possession of com-

plete power, and in order to eliminate all possibility of restoring

the power of the exploiters, it is decreed that all workers be armed,

and that a Socialist Red Army be organized and the propertied

class disanned." That is in force.

The Witness.— I don't know as you would call it in force, Mr.

Chairman. This was not a law of affirmative character, but a

decree applicable to conditions at the time. Now, the working

class, as a whole, is not armed, and the revolutionary army re-

ferred to has been organized since.

The Chairman.— Page 148 of the same law, Soviet Russia, sec-

tion 19 (reading) :
" For the purpose of defending the victory of

the great peasants and workers' revolution, the Russian Socialist

Federal Soviet Republic recognize the duty of all citizens of the

Republic to come to the defense of their Socialist fatherland, and
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it, therefore, introduces universal military training. The honor

of defending the revolution with arms is accorded only to the

workers, and the non-working elements are charged with the per-

formance of other military duties." That is the situation,

isn't it? A. That was the decree. It is not the situation,

heoause, since that time most of the former military officers, even

under the old Czarist regime, have passed over to the revolutionary

forces.

The Chairman.— I simply asked for information.

By Mr. Oonhoy:

Q. You say most of the officers of the old Czarist r^ime ? A.

I should modify that, a great many, instead of most.

Q. I don't think that the distinction is of very much import-

ance, whether great or most, but you know it is charged that they

went over to the Socialist regime through force and duress ? A
That there are such charges ?

Q. Yes? A. I have no doubt.

Q. But you don't believe them? A. I know they are denied,

and I am not called upon to pass upon the truth or falsity of this

particular statement, nor have I such facilities.

Q. Now, is Mr. Victor Berger a member of the Socialist Party

at the present time? A. He is.

Q. He has been elected to office as a member of the socialist

party of America ? A. You mean to public office ?

Q. I mean to public office? A. He has been elected to the

House of Representatives.

Q. And for a number of years he was a member with you

on the National Executive Committee of the Socialist party?

A. He was.

Q. Helping fonm and frame its policies, I suppose? A. Yes.

Q. And platforms ? A. Well, as it happened, he was not very

often on i>latform committees.

Q. Bui he helped, as you just said, frame the policies? A.

Oh, vcw, he was a member of the National Exeeiitive Committee

for a long time.

Q. Now, on the question of revolution, you have stated that

it does not in the mind of the socialist have the significance of

barricade fights or anything that is regularly understood or that

the mind contemplates in connection with what you have called

the romantic idea of revolution? A. I did.
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Q. Yesterday you had here, I think you did,— I may be mis-

taken about it, either yesterday or the day before— the pro-

ceedings of the National Convention of the Socialist party of

1908? A. I think so.

Q. Have you them here yet? A. Have we (addressing Mr.

Stedman) ?

Q. Now, in 1909' there was a paper known as the Social

Democratic Herald? A. There was.

Q. Published in Milwaukee, Wisconsin ? A. Yes.

Q. At which plac€ Mr. Victor L. Berger, the gentleman to

whom we have referred in our last questions and answers, lived ?

A. Yes.

Q. I offer in evidence at this time, as part of this examination,

on the subject of character of this revolution, the article by Victor

L. Berger in the Social Democratic Herald of July 31, 1900,

Tinder the title, " Should we prepare to fight for Liberty at all

hazards ?"

The Witness.— That has been offered, and has been objected

to and has been ruled off.

(Discussion off the record.)

The Chairman.— I will admit it for what it is worth.

(The paper was received in evidence and marked Exhibit No.

111.)

Mr. Conboy.— I also offer before I read this, discussion in the

National Convention of the Socialist Party for the year 1908,

with which Mr. Waldman has just furnished me a copy of the

proceedings of the National Convention. Remarks by Delegate

Berger of Wisconsin at the bottom of pages 241 and the top of page

242, as follows:

Mr. Stedman.— On what theory do you charge that up against

these Assemblymen?

Mr. Conboy.— I am cross-examining Mr. Hillquit on the theory

of revolution as understood by him, as expressed in his direct-

examination (reading)

:

" Delegate Berger (Wisconsin) :— Comrade chairman and

Comrades: There is a growing tendency, not only in this

country, but in other countries, to deprecate political action.
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That tendency you can see in Italy and France, even in Ger-

many, to some extent, although less there than anywhere else,

and in this country. The syndicalists in Italy fight political

action. They call themselves Socialists and are members of-

the Socialist Party. There is a strong element, or was at

least, in this country, doing the same thing and I have heard it

pleaded many a time right in our own meetings by speakers

that come to our meetings, that the only salvation for the

proletariat of America is direct action, that the ballot box is

simply a humbug. ISTow, I don't know how this question is

going to be solved. I have no doubt that in the last analysis,

we must shoot, and when it comes to shooting, Wisconsin will

be there. We always make good."

And after that, in parenthesis, is applautee.

"But I want you to understand that that is not a ques-

tion for this party to decide."

The Witness.— Go ahead, Mr. Conboy.

Mr. Conboy.^— Oh, you may read the rest of the book.

Mr. Stedman.— Just the next paragraph.

The Witness.— I will read it right now.

Mr. Conboy.— Eead as much as you like.

The Chairman.—Who made the speech?

Mr. Conboy.— Mr. Berger.

Mr. Block (reading) :

" We are to have a political party. And we want to keep

out of the party everybody who is not in harmony with our

main principles and who is opposed to the fundamental idea

of the party, which means the ballot box. In order to be

able to shoot, even, some day, we must have the powers of

the political government in our hands, at least to a great

extent. I want theit understood. So everybody who is talk-

ing to you about direct action, and so- on, and about political

action being a humbug, is your enemy to-day, because he

keeps you from getting the powers of political government.

They talk about the opportunistic movement in Wisconsin,

saying that we are bourgeoise. Now, I want you to under-
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stand, brothers and delegates, tliat there is not a party in

this country anywhere that is as clearly proletarian as the

party in Milwaukee. Ninety-five per cent of our entire

membership and of our voters are clear trade union and

laboring men, so much so that we have not even enough of

the middle class, not enough lawyers, to fill our offices; so

much so that from now on, if we are to grow, we must get

some of what you call the middle class and intellectuals;

although I will say that intellectually our movement in Wis-

consin, and' particularly in Milwaukee, is probably better

educated than anywhere else in the country, for the simple

reason that we do it all by literature."

Q. Do you want anything else? A. It will do for the present.

Q. Now, I will read no more of it. A. Did you attach any

question to the reading of this?

Q. No. A. Pardon me.

Q. Do you want to express your opinion? A. Not only my
opinion, but—

(Discussion off the record.)

The Chairman.— Do you desire to explain it ?

The Witness.— I do. I will say, of all the men in the Socialist

party who would most uncompromisingly endorse my definition of

revolution would probably be Victor L. Berger. He is consid-

ered not only one of the most moderate but one of the most oppor-

tunist Socialists, and his speech in this convention was made for

that particular purpose, deprecating any opposition to political

action, and peaceful and lawful action, in the Socialist party.

Now, then, his reference to shooting— this was not a program,

Mr. Conboy. This was a prophecy, right or wrong, and this brings

you to the Socialist position quite exactly and accurately on

the question of violence as applied to bringiug about revolu-

tion. The Socialist party takes the position that in countries in

which peaceful methods of reform are open to the citizens by con-

stitutional legal methods, such methods of procedure are the only

ones upon which the Socialist tactics can be based, but we proceed

further and say, We as a Socialist party will regulate our actions

absolutely and in every respect upon the assumption that we can

carry out our program by legislative action, by parliamentary

actiouj and in a peaceful way. But we say further, we are not
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always the ones to make history. History makes itself, and his-

tory may have peculiar twists. History, among other things, has

shown that when the privileged minority is about to lose its

privileges, it becomes desperate j it tries to obstruct lawful prog-

ress; it tries to destroy reform or lawful revolutionary movements

by force, and in that case it will be up to the majority of the

people to defend their rights against such lawless, powerful

privileged minorities ; and in a case of this kind it may come to

shooting. For instance, while the American colonies undoubtedly

would have been ready and willing and eager to bring about the

reforms they demanded peacefully, it was the mother country

that opposed such methods and forced them to shoot, as Berger

says, while undoubtedly the Abolitionists wanted to abolish gen-

erally slavery, peacefully, and were not out for acts of violence;

they were forced to shoot to bring it about by the other side.

Now, then, it is not at all impossible that when you say in any

country, even in this country, the majority of the people will be

ready to introduce substantial reforms and take away the privi-

leges from the profiteering class by constitutional legal methods,

those self-same profiteering interests will take offense and wUl try

to play some tricks upon the people, and in that case it is possible

as a matter of prophecy, not as a matter of program as far as we
are concerned, that the people of this country will be compelled

to supplement their political action by a little shooting ; and Victor

Berger says that political action, and that is the political power

which we can acquire, or the advantage which the people will

acquire, will help them to gain or maintain their victory; and I

might have added would also cut down very considerably any

bloodshed attempted by unlawful or lawless privileged minorities.

That is the meaning of this statement of Victor Berger.

Q. Have you completely and fully expounded its meaning?
A. I have expounded the best of its meaning which I considered

directly involved in your question. I do not know whether it is

not susceptible of other phases.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Of course, it might make a different impression upon other

minds ? A. Why, you are asking me about this particular part.

"Now, I have the advantage of knowing Victor Berger intimately,

knowing his entire position and philosophy very well, and knowing
the Socialist party position very well; so whatever inference
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others may draw, I think they would do well in this particular

case to defer— if I say it myself—• to my superior facilities for

forming a judgment on that particular point.

Q. Well, I am not going to make any comment on that at all.

I shall now read Exhibit ISTo. 111. This is the article which has

just been received in evidence. It is headed :
" Should be Pre-

pared to Fight for Liberty at All Hazards."

The Chairman.— What is the date ?

Mr. Conboy.— July 31, 1909— that is a year after the pro-

ceedings of the Convention of 1908

:

" No one will claim that I am given to the reciting of

' revolutionary ' phrases. On the contrary, I am known to be

a ' constructive ' Socialist.

" However, in view of the plutocratic law-making of the

present day, it is easy to predict that the safety and hope of

this country will finally lie in one direction only— that of a

violent and bloody revolution.

" Therefore, I say, each of the 500,000 Socialist voters,

and of the two million workingmen who instinctively incline

our way should, besides doing much reading and still more

thinking, also have a good rifle and the necessary rounds of

ammunition in his home and be prepared to back up his ballot

with his bullets if necessary.********
" This may look like a startling statement. Tet I can see

nothing else for the American masses today. The working

class of this country is being pushed hopelessly downward.

We must resist as long as resistance is possible.

" Our standard of living has gone dovm now to that of the

Western European workingman— and in some respects it

is lower, because our American proletarian lacks the legal

protection of the French, English or German workingman;
and the danger is that should we not be prepared to resist

further degradation at all hazards, then the immigration from
eastern countries together with the capitalistic laws, will

rapidly bring us down to the eastern European standard— to

a stnndard where we will not be able to put up any resistance

any longer.

" The following is the situation: During the last thirteen

years the prices of all the necessaries of life have gone up,

until the cost of living is twice what it was thirteen years ago.
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" In other words, a $15 wage a week means as much today

for a family as a $7.50 wage meant thirteen years ago.*******
" And, of course, no one will claim that the wages have in

any way kept step with the increase. On the contrary.

While the price of all the necessities of life have gone up 100

per cent, only in very few industries have wages improved

15 and 20 per cent during that period.

"And in some cases, particularly, in the steel and iron

industries, in the tohacco and cigar industries, in the leather

and packing industries, and many others, wages have posi-

tively gone down compared with thirteen years ago.*******
" We read in a New York paper

:

" 'According to Bradstreet's between July 1, 1896 and July

1, 1909, breadstuffs and live stock have more than doubled

in price, provisions, fruits, hides and leather have increased

over 50 per cent, and textiles 60 per cent.

" ' Taking separate items that figure in the cost of the

average poor man's table, on July 1, 1909, flour cost 100

per cent more than on July 1, 1896, beef over 80 per cent,

pork about 150 per cent, mutton 125 per cent, hams 33%
per cent, bacon over 170 per cent, lard over 180 per cent,

butter 70 per cent and potatoes over 130 per cent.

" ' Even within the last year the increase in prices has gone

on almost without interruption '.*******
" Besides, there is now no hope for any protection for the

working class in this country. Protection for the plutocrat,

the exploiter and big thief is the watchword in Washington,

D. C, and in every legislature and court of record in the

United States.

" Our United States senators of the Aldrich and Lodge

type, honestly believe that the American people, and partic-

ularly the working class, are existing solely for the purpose of

being exploited by our ruling class.

" Exploited once as producers by creating surplus values

for their masters who own the production, then exploited

again as consumers, by paying as much as possible to their

masters who own the distribution.
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" E'ow, I deny that dealing with a blind and greedy pluto-

cratic class as we are dealing in this country, the outcome

can ever be peaceable or that any reasonable change can ever

be brought about by the ballot in the end.

" I predict that a large part of the capitalist class will be

wiped out for much smaller things than the settling of the

great social question. That before any settlement is possible,

most of the plutocratic class, together with the politicians, will

have to disappear as completely as the feudal lords and their

retinue disappeared during the French revolution.

" That cannot be done by the ballot, or by only the ballot.

" The ballot may not count for much in a pinch.
* * * * * * I * *

"And in order to be prepared for all emergencies, Social-

ists and workingmen should make it their duty to have rifles

and the necessary rounds of ammunition at their homes, and

be prepared to back up their ballots with their bullets if

necessary.

"(Sgd.) Victor L. Berger."

The Witness.— Your question— what is the question, Mr.

Conboy ?

Q. Do you think that this last article that I have just finished

reading harmonizes with your explanation of Mr. Berger's remarks

at the 1908 Convention of the Socialist Party ? A.^ In every par-

ticular. Mr. Berger in this article which you have read calls upon
the workers and Socialists to back up their ballots by bullets,

predicting, and he use^ I believe that expression, that when the

pinch comes— in other words when the workers and Socialists

have by legitimate means acquired the political power they may
be called upon to enforce that right against a recalcitrant priv-

ileged class. Now, I want to say that Berger at that time was
alone, practically, in the party in advocating that concrete meas-

ure, the having of rifles, I do not know that he still adheres to it,

but as far- as the intention and the meaning of the article is con-

cerned it does not imply necessarily a substitution of rifles or

bullets for ballots, but merely makes the pessimistic prediction

that according to the then recent developments it becomes very

unlikely that the privileged class in the United States would
peacefully submit to a legal, lawful victory of the working-class

and Socialists, and hence advise them to back up their ballots by
bullets.
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By Assemblyman Harrington

:

Q. Now, Mr. Hillquit, what you have just said you also repeated

this morning, namely, that you assumed from what Mr. Berger

said here that you would obtain power in this country by legal

and constitutional means and that when you did obtain that power

than you would use force, if necessary, to maintain that power;

is that correct ? A. Our position is about this : suppose I should

say I will protect my personal safety peacefully, if possible, by

force, if necessary. That would not provoke any criticism. Our

position with reference to violence in connection with the social

change is absolutely the same. We say we will protect the right

of the majority of the people to mate or unmake the form of gov-

ernment, as set forth in the Declaration of Independence. We
proceed upon the assumption that we shall bring about such change

by constitutional methods, and that the minority will submit when

we are in the majority, just as we are submitting while we are in

the minority, but if the minority at that time should not submit

but should attempt a violent ouster of the legally constituted new
Socialist government we shall with force and arms take possession

of this government which we have lawfully obtained by legal

means.

Q. You are assuming something that does not exist. A.

Absolutely not.

Q. That article is read by the common man, isn't it ? A. Yes.

Q. Is there anything in that article whereby the average

reader could interpret that Victor Berger meant what you said

he meant? A. I think if you read it again you will probably

share my view that no other conclusion is possible. He starts

out by saying he is a moderate Socialist. He continues by saying

that he thinks the revolution will not come peacefully in this

country, and therefore he cautions the worker to protect his

ballot by bullets. How could that be construed to mean that he

expects to bring about a revolution by violence? What is the

place of the ballot in such a revolution ? He says expressly to pro-

tect the ballot. To the ordinary average mind I do not think that

can mean anything than to enforce the result of the vote. A
defeated minority has nothing to protect, by bullets or otherwise.

It is only a victorious majority that has acquired a legal right

which hag to protect something, and, knowing him and his entire

philosophy and his socialist philosophy I cannot see anything else

in this article, except I will admit a rather somewhat unfortunately

worded statement which has that meaning and had it in his mind
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and in the mind of his readers that the workers of this country

must prepare in the event of a victory to face unlawful opposi-

tion or obstruction and may find themselves in a position to

defend the legally acquired right. I may say that if that had

any other meaning Victor Berger would have had no place in

the party and woftld have been expelled from the party as an

anarchist instead of a Socialist.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. Then, Mr. Hillquit, on the other hand, to show your in-

consistency, the Socialist party says that any member of the

Assembly or Congress who votes for an appropriation for the

army or navy in any existing government shall be expelled from

the party ? A. Where is the inconsistency ?

Q. If any other government is in power, they will sustain it;

but if an existing government is in power, they will not sus-

tain it?

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. I think that Mr. Cuvillier desires to bring to your atten-

tion— and it seems to me it is a pertinent point— you have a

provision in the constitution which declares in effect that any

member of your party who votes for appropriations for military

purposes will be expelled from the party. Tou have that provi-

sion? A. We have.

Q. ITow then, in connection with the line of testimony that

you have given in answer to the inquiry put to you by Assembly-

man Harrington, you have indicated that you contemplate an

armed government when you come into power? A. No, I have

said nothing of the kind. What I have said was that while we
seek, and even anticipate, a peaceful change, history may play

one of its usual tricks by forcing us to defend ourselves. I have

not said that we, therefore, should be prepared from now on to

have an armed force for our defense, and I have said expressly

that that particular view expressed by Victor Berger, although

it is what the Constitution guarantees to each citizen of the

United States, was not in any way accepted by the Socialist party

and is not accepted by it now.

Q. Well, let me put the question to you in this way, and it will

cover what is in Mr. Cuvillier's mind : Suppose that the Socialist

party was in power in the United States to-day, would the con-

stitution of the Socialist party, which would expel from the party

any member votipg for an appropriation for militaT- purposes,
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be retained in that constitution ? A. I do not suppose there would

be any necessity for it if the Socialist party were in control of

the government of the United States ; neither one way nor the other

would there be any need for an army. Should a thing happen,

such as happened in Russia, where there would be a minority

aggression, the Socialist government would have to defend itself,

and then no doubt a Socialist army would be required. In either

case there would be no sense in it.

The Chairman.— Supposing I got a crowd of Republicans

together and undertook to upset your government?

The Witness.— I say the plank would be out anyway, but I

warn you now, Mr. Martin, if we are in the majority and you

attempt any such tricks, you better look out.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. I assume you intend to look out yourself when you are in

the minority? A. When we are in the minority.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. What is there in the history of the United States govem-

m.ent since its inception that would warrant anybody in predicting

for the future that any minority would ever dare to upset the

majority government by force? A. If you want my personal

opinion, Mr. Evans, I do not think there is anything. I am rather

inclined to think that when the time comes that the working class

organized as a Socialist party will have political control that the

change will take place peacefully) and I will tell you why, because,

after all, even in Germany, in Austria, and. even, for that matter,

in Russia, the fundamental changes or evolutions that have taken

place have taken place peacefully. !N'ow, I say I do not foresee,

the Socialist party does not foresee, the Socialist party program' is

not adjusted in accordance with the hypothesis of this kind, but

when we contemplate the possibilities of history, or the possibili-

ties of the future, we may contemplate all sorts of exigencies, and

ic is the same thing as the hypothetical question you asked me
yesterday. If it should happen we will defend oiir rights, if need

be, by force of arms ; but we do not expect it to happen. That is

why we are organizing and conducting our propaganda program

along peaceful lines.

Q. Don't you think that that article of Berger's is subject to a

great deal of criticism, he making such an unwarranted predic-
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tion? A. I think this article was by no means an apt one. I

think Mr. Berger is probably subject for a good deal of criticism

in the tone that he has, but I think at the same time that it does

not imply in the slightest degree any program or desire to bring

about a change by force. I also think that it is no more than a

reiteration of the constitutional provision that the right of the

citizen to bear arms should not be abridged.

Q. Assuming that Mr. Berger's speech here was adopted as

authoritative by the Socialist party, don't you think we would

then be warranted in coming to the conclusion that the Socialist

party seeks to overthrow government by force? A. "No, not at

all. • If you read it over again, you will find that there is not a

line in that article that would warrant a conclusion of this kind.

The utmost that may be said about it is that some of the expres-

sions are altogether too strong for the meaning which they carry,

and were intended to carry. It would be criticism of style, but

there is absolutely nothing in the article to warrant the conclu-

sion that the Socialists discard political methods, and base their

hope of success upon violence.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier

:

Q. Twelve men thought so in Chicago; they gave Berger

twenty years. A. Twelve men in Chicago thought so ?

Mr. Stedman.— Twelve men in Chicago, but who lived outside

of Chicago.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I do not care ; they were American
citizens anyhow..

The Witness.— I do not know what they thought.

Mr. Stedman.— At the time that article was written no less

than the chairman of a great political party of this country, in

Michigan, announced if Bryan was elected they would not sub-

mit even though it was the majority vote.

Assemblyman Blodgett.— What has that got to do with it?

Mr. Stedman.— It simply offers an excuse to what was said.

(Discussion off the record.)

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, what distinction do you make between the

Communist and Oonimunist Labw Parties and the Socialist
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Party? A. Why, in that article which you have read into the

record the other day, I have stated it pretty clearly, or as clearly

as I could. The Communist and Communist Labor Party do

seem to believe that a Soviet form of government is the Universal

Socialist ideal applicable to all countries. They also seem to

believe that the dictatorship of the proletariat is a necessary

phase in the evolution towards Socialism. I may say, however,

right here, that I do not believe that either of these two parties

advocate or contemplate violence.

Q. You do not believe that either the Communist or Communist

Labor Parties contemplate violence ? A. That is what I said.

Q. In this letter to which you have referred in your answer to

my question, and which you have stated contains an explanation

of the difference between the Communist and Communist Labor

Party on the one hand, and the Socialist Party on the other, you

say this

:

"All the more unfortunate is it that the energies of the

Socialist Party should at this time be dissipated in acrimoni-

ous and fruitless controversies brought on by the self-styled

' Left Wing ' movement."

The Left Wing movement is what I referred to as the Com-

munist and Communist Labor Party. A. That has subsequently

developed to the Communist and Communist Labor Party.

Q. " I am one of the last men in the party to ignore or mis-

understand the sound revolutionary impulse which animates the

rank and file of thig new movement, but the specific form and

direction which it has assumed, its program and tactics, spell

disaster to our movement." What did you understand this pro-

gram to be ? A. Why, I say a little later, if you just read on you

will have, your answer.

Q. Suppose you read on for me and give me your answer. A.

I say " to prate about the ' dictatorship of the proletariat ' and of

' workers' ^oviets ' in the United States at this time is to deflect

the Socialist propaganda from its realistic basis, and to advo-

cate ' the abolition of all social reform planks ' in the party plat-

form means to abandon the concrete class struggle as it presents

itself from day to day. The ' Left Wing ' movement, as I see

it, is a purely emotional reflex of the situation in Russia. The

cardinal vice of the movement is that it started as a ' Wing.'

"

And then later on :
" The ' Left Wing ' movement is a sort of

burlesque oji the Russian i-evolutiou, Its lenders do not want to
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convert their comrades in tlie party. They must ' capture ' and

establish a sort of dictatorship of the proletariat within the party."

Q. Do these Communists belong to the same branch of the So-

cialist Party as Lenine ? A. They do not. There are movements

created and organized in the United States. They have assumed

the name Commxmist in both cases; one Communist, the other

Communist Labor. The so-called Lenine party, which, is the

Bolshevist party, has likewise assumed the name Communist,

but one is a party of Russian Socialists, organized for work in

Russia, the others are parties of Socialists of a certain type, liv-

ing in the United States and attempting to suit their tactics and

programs to conditions in the United States.

By Mr, Conboy

:

Q. But you have referred to their program as being the

burlesque of the Russian system? A. Yes.

Q. By that you do suggest, do you not, that they are moulding

their program according to the program of the Bolsheviki in

Russia ? A. That they are trying to, yes.

Q. That they are trying to ? A. Yes.

Q. And in the course of your testimony you referred to Lenine

in these words— I am reading from page 1318 of the printed

record— "I may say personally I know the many heads of the

Soviet government, Lenine, Trotzky, and some others, and I can

testify, particularly as far as Lenine is concerned, that he is a

very sober and very moderate, if you want, thinker, and social

worker, and by no means the irresponsible firebrand he is repre-

sented to be by the non-Socialists and the press." That was the

language that you used, quoted by me from page 1318 of the

record.

I show you a book entitled " The Soviets at Work," by Nikolai

Lenine, 5th edition, New York, Rand School of Social Science,

published apparently in 1919. Are you familiar with it? A.

I am.

Q. Having in mind your testimony of Lenine as a very mod-

erate and very sober man, I direct your attention to the following

from this book :
" The Soviets at Work "— it is the same Lenine,

is it not ? A. The same Lenine.

Q. Page 29 under the heading of " Efficiency and Proletarian

Dictatorship '* (reading)

:

" The resolution of the last (Moscow) Congress of the

Soviets, advocates, as the most important problem at present,
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the creation of ' efficient organization ' and higher discipline.

Such resolutions are now readily supported by everybody.

But that their realization requires compulsion, and compul-

sion in the form of a dictatorship, is ordinarily not compre-

hended. And yet, it would be the greatest stupidity and the

most absurd opportunism to suppose that the transition from

capitalism to Socialism is possible without compulsion and

dictatorship. The Marxian theory has long ago criticized

beyond misunderstanding this petty bourgeois-democratic and

anarchistic nonsense. And Russia, of 1917-1918, confirms

in this respect the Marxian theory so clearly, palpably and

convincingly that only those who are hopelessly stupid or

who have firmly determined to ignore the truth can still err

in this respect. Either a Kornilov dictatorship (if Komilpv

be taken as the Russian type of a bourgeois Cavaignac), or

a dictatorship of the proletariat— no other alternative is

possible for a country which is passing through an unusually

swift development with unusually difficult transitions and

which suffers from desperate disorganization created by the

most horrible war. All middle courses are advanced— in

order to deceive the people — by the bourgeois, who are not

in a position to tell the truth and admit openly that they

need a Kornilov, or— through stupidity— by the petty

bourgeois democrats, the Tchernovs, Zeretellis and Martovs,

prattling of a united democracy, of the dictatorship of democ-

racy, of a single democratic front and similar nonsense.

Those who have not learned even from the course of a Rus-

sian revolution of 1917—1918 that middle courses are im-

possible, must be given up as hopeless.

" On the other hand, it is not hard to see that during any

transition from capitalism to Socialism a dictatorship is

necessary for two main reasons. In the first place, it is im-

possible to conquer and destroy capitalism without the merci-

less suppression of the resistance of the exploiters, who can-

not be at once deprived of their wealth, of their advantages

in organization and knowledge, and who will, therefore,

during quite a long period inevitably attempt to overthrow

the hateful (to them) authority of the poor. Secondly, every

great revolution, and especially a Socialist revolution,

even if there were no external war, is inconceivable without

an internal war, with thousands and millions of cases of
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wavering and of desertion from one side to the other, and

with a state of the greatest uncertainty, instability and

chaos."

Q. Does that comport with your idea? A. It doesn't contra-

dict it in any way. I am not ready to accept Lenine's judgment

upon conditions in Russia at the time this was written, to point

the needs of Russia at the time this was written, simply because

I am not sufficiently familiar with such conditions. But there is

nothing in the statement that would cause me to change my esti-

mate of Lenine's character. What he says here in substance is

practically what we practised during the period of the war. In
times of crisis he says a dictatorship is necessary, as we had our

food dictatorship, so-called, and our railroad and fuel dictatorship,

so-called, to bridge over the crisis. Lenine assumes that in this

particular transitional condition in Russia such an economic dicta-

torship is likewise necessary. He may be right ; he may be wrong,

but it does not contradict my characterization of him as a thinker

and generally moderate man.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. You have expressed your opinion that the idea of attempt-

ing to put into effect in this country a Soviet Government is infan-

tile, have you not ? A. Something to that effect.

Q. Now, I shall read you from a verbatim report of a speech

delivered on the 12th day of November, 1918, by Professor Scott

bearing— vou know Professor Scott Nearing, do you not ? A,

I do.

Q. He is a Socialist? A. He is.

Q. And one of the corps, or staff, of the Rand School of Social

Science? A. He is teaching in the Rand School of Social

Science. •

Q. Now, this speech was delivered by him on the day after the

armistice, November 12, 1918, at the Park View Palace, 110th

Street and 5th Avenue.

" So while we rejoice that the Russian revolutionists are

breaking economic chains; while we send our good wishes

and cheers to the German revolutionists as they throw off

autocracy and set up a government of the people, let us not

forget that expressions of good cheer and messages of

encouragement are not the thing that the Russian and

German workers want from us. They want from us a
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Workers' and Soldiers' Council in 'New York City

(applause). They want from us a Workers' and Soldiers'

government in the United States (applause). When we have

an established government, we will have made good our claim

to brotherhood and comradeship with the workers of Kussia

and Germany. (Long and continued applause and cheers)."

Do your views upon the topic discussed by Professor Scott l^earing

disagree with this? A. Why, if this is a correct report, then I

absolutely disagree %ith that portion of it which purports to

desire the establishment, or contemplate the establishment of a

Workers' and Soldiers' Council in New York City. Somehow,

my imagination does not go far enough to imagine such a council

in New York City, composed of workers and soldiers harmoni-

ously working together in the one council. I may mention this:

The Socialist party ordinarily has about one hundred thousand

dues paying members, and most of them are talkers and some of

them occasionally have— well, I would say, views of their own—
and they have the full liberty to express them. It is not every

expression of a Socialist party member, even a prominent one,

that binds the party. If this particular expression of Scott bear-

ing is correctly quoted, with all my love and deference for him,

I would say it does not represent the views of the Socialist party

of the United States.

Q. As expressed by you? A. As expressed by the Socialist

party, because the 'Socialist party has always been quite verbose

and expressed its opinion on every conceivable topic by numer-

ous resolutions. It has never, on any occasion, expressed a

desire or intention to countenance a council of workers, like a

soldiers' and workers' council, in Albany, or New York, or any

other city in the United States.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. Don't you think that the Socialist party should have some

committee that should prepare some kind of views in book form
for the guidance of their speakers, when they are so rash in the

statements they make ? A. Mr. Evans, we have prepared a num-
ber of them; and on the whole, we get a greater degree of con-

formity and good sense than the Kepublican and Democratic

parties; but still it is not absolute.

Mr. Conboy.— Now, will we adjourn?
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The Chairman.— Kecess until 4 :05 o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 3:50 P. M., a recess was taken until 4:05

o'clock P. M.)

(The Committee reconvened at 4:10 P. M.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Assemhlyman Cuvillier.— Now, Mr. Hillquit, on page 303 of

the record, Exhibit 98, there is a letter written by you, published

in the Call on January 1, 1919. " A Happy New Year." Now
you state in that letter to the workers of the United States:

" The rear guard in the onward march of revolutionary

international labor. May the New Year bring them enlight-

enment and progress and may they conquer for themselves

that peace from the government of their country to which

their numbers and economic importance entitle them to."

What do you mean by that ? A. Why, I mean may they become

enlightened and become Socialists and join the Socialist paoiy

and help the Socialist party get majorities in various legislative

assemblies and executive officers, and thus acquire the political

importance which their numerical strength entitles them to and

which the workers in other countries similarly situated have

acquired.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier

:

Q. " The rear guard in the onward march of the revolutionary

international labor "— what do you mean by that ? A. I mean
they are less progressive than any labor movement in any other

modern country; that they have not joined the political wing

of the socialist movement in this country as they have in every

other advanced country of the world.

The Chairman.— Go ahead, Mr. Conbov.
•'J

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. There is one question in regard to your reference to Mr.
Collins' testimony upon the debate upon religion in the 1908 con-

vention. I have before me the proceedings of the afternoon ses-

sion of May 15th and read at page 193 of these proceedings of

that National Convention, and I find you are there quoted as say-
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ing— and this is what you had before you yesterday when you

answered the question, is it not? A. It is.

Q. " The fact that Comrade Lewis as a scholar, as a student

of psychology, of history and everything else, has, in the domain

of religion, come to the position of an agnostic, and that 99 per

cent of us have landed in the same spot, does not make socialism

agnostic, nor is socialism Christian, nor is socialism Jewish."

That is the feature of that statement that was referred to by Mr.

Collins, is it not ? A. It was probably what he referred to. This

was a misprint in the proceedings, which I tried to correct imme-

diately after holding the convention, in ascribing to me that I said

that ;'99 per cent of us have landed in the same place. What I did

say was that even if 99 per cent of us had become agnostics, that

would not have made the Socialist movement as such agnostic.

I could not have stated it as a fact because, in the first place, I

have no means of ascertaining the religious conviction of the indi-

vidual Socialist; and second, in that very same convention there

were quite -a number of clergymen and I believe one clergy-

woman who attended as delegates.

Q. I have correctly read what the proceedings of the conven-

tion reported you as having said? A. You have correctly read,

and I have made my explanation.

Q. And that would justify the statement upon his part that

99 per cent of the Socialists have landed in the position of agnos-

tics ? A. It would not justify his statement because I had denied

that statement in print immediately after it appeared, and it

was pretty extensively published.

Q. But the proceedings of the Socialist party, of that national

convention, were not corrected ? A. Could not be corrected ; they

were printed.

Q. !N"ow, at page 2650 of the typewritten record—
Mr. Stedman.— They are not served to us day by day ; they

are printed months afterwards.

Mr. Conboy.— So, having been printed months afterwards,

you could not correct it?

Mr. Stedman.— The national secretary would get it out and

he could not correct it.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. On page 2650 of the typewritten rec^d you are reported

as stating to one of the members of this Committee that if he
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should ever attain to the patriotic heights of Eugene V. Debs you>

would have a lot of respect for him ? A. I have made that state-

ment. I consider Eugene V. Debs as on© of the finest, most

humane and noble characters of citizenship in the United States.

Q. And you regard him as a patriot ? A. Absolutely.

Q. You know that at present he is serving a sentence for vio-

lation of the Espionage Law? A. And I consider that a shame

and blot upon our administration of justice.

Q. And you know that that sentence of conviction was approved

unanimously by the Supreme Court of the United States ? A. I

know that, and I also know that in a subsequent decision in the

Supreme Court of the United States, in a substantially similar

case, there was a strong dissenting opinion.

Q. Well, at any rate—
The Chairman.— Who wrote it?

The Witness.—Judge Holmes, concurred in by Judge Brandeis.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Judge Holmes was the man who wrote the opinion in the

Debs case ? A. That is why I mentioned it. Then the same judge

who wrote the opinion in the Debs case, in a subsequent case,

involving the same features, took absolutely the opposite point of

view.

Q. Well, at any rate, whether your judgment as to the case

in which Judge Holmes wrote the subsequent decision is similar

to the one in which he wrote the unanimous opinion supporting

the conviction of Debs is correct or not, the court did unanimously

affirm that conviction? A. It did.

Q. And he is now serving sentence ? A. He is.

Q. I'g he a candidate of the Socialist party of America for

President ? A. We have at present no candidate. If any voice

or influence of mine could accomplish anything, he certainly

would be nominated at the next convention.

Q. And do you suggest that the members of the committee

and the members of the Assembly should manifest their patriot-

ism in the same way in which Mr. Debs has? A. I should be

veiy glad if they would.

Q. Do you also consider Mr. Berger as a patriot whose example

is worthy of emulation by the members of the committee and the

members of the Assembly? A. I am not prescribing rules of

patriotism for the members of the committee or the members of
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the Assembly. I consider Victor Berger as a perfectly loyal

citizen having the interests of his fellowman as he understands

them at heart.

Q. Has the Socialist party in any official utterances, or has any

authoritative writer, or any leader of the Socialist party of

America ever, to your knowledge, expressed admiration for or

satisfaction with or loyalty to, or a desire for the perpetuation

of the institutions and Constitution and laws of the United States ?

A. The Socialist party of the United States was organized for

the purpose of bringing about certain very radical changes in the

constitutional form of government, in industrial life of the

United States, and hence could not express admiration for exist-

ing conditions. It is an opposition party. It has on numerous

occasions expressed a very sincere desire for the welfare and well-

being of the people of the United States.

Q. That is the answer you desire to make to the question I have

asked you ? A. I have made it.

Q. Did not the Socialist party in Chicago in September, 1919,

at the time of the preparation of the majority and minority

reports have before it the manifesto addressed to the proletariat

of all lands? A. Why, I was not present at the convention.

From what I read of its report, the manifesto was in no way
referred to by either side to the discussion at that convention.

I may be wrong.

Q. Well, whether it was referred to in the discussion at that

convention or not, is it not the fact that the convention had the

manifesto before it at that time? A. It is not a fact. The
convention never received from any sources this manifesto. The
manifesto was published; it was literature anybody who cared

could secure, but the party, as such, did not receive it.

Q. Well, it was sent out by the literature department," was it

not, of the Socialist party ? A. It wasn't sent out by the litera-

ture department of the Socialist party. The literature depart-

ment keeps a stock of books and pamphlets on all subjects more
or less related to socialism and social problems, and this was one

of them, and any one who chose to buy it could have bought it.

Q. You know Edwin Furth, do you not ? A. I do not know
Edwin Furth.

Q. Do you know Adolph Germer? A. I do know Adolph.

Grermer.

Q. Tie is the secretary of the executive committee of the

Socialist party ? A. He was.
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Q. He was on the 21st of May, 1919 ? A. He was.

Q. Now, in a letter sent out at that time by Edwin Firth of the

Literature Department, he announces, Firth does— it is written

upon the letter head of the Socialist Party, iN'ational Office, Execu-

tive Secretary: Adolph Germer, 803 West Madison street, Chi-

cago, 111., May 21, 1919, addressed to Local Rochester, 0. M.
O'Brien, 680 St. Paul street, Eochester, N. Y.— Dear Comrade:
" I am pleased to announce the publication of two vital documents

,

in pamphlet form, namely, ' The Manifesto Communist Interna-

tional,' issued 1919 by the Soviets of Russia, at Moscow to the

Toiling Masses of the World. This is undoubtedly the greatest

declaration ever issued from any working class tribunal since the

Communist Manifesto of Marx and Engels:" You know it was so

issued, do you not, or it was published and sent out ? A. It was

not published and sent out. It was on stock in the Literature

Department of the Socialist Party and the person in charge of.that

department evidently tried to sell it and give it a boost.

Q. On its title page it states that it was adopted by the Con-

gress of the Communist International at Moscow, March 26,

1919, and it is signed by Comrade C. Rakovsky, N. Lenine, M.
Zinovjev, L. Trotzky and Fritz Flatten,— now, who was Rakov-

sky ? A. Rakovsky was a representative of the Socialist party of

Roumania originally. After the outbreak of the revolution in

Russia he came to south Russia, Ukrania, and there became Pre-

mier of the Ukrainian Communist government while it existed,

and it was in the capacity of representative of the Ukrainian

Communist that he attended the Moscow conference.

Q. He attended at the Moscow conference as representative of

the Ukrainian Congress ? A. Of the Ukrainian Communist party.

Q. And Lenine is the Premier of Russia? A. He is.

Q. In what capacity did he attend at that congress? A. As
representative of the Communist Party of Russia.

Q. And Zinovjev? A. Likewise.

Q. Of the Communist Party of Russia? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Trotzky? A. Also.

Q. And Fritz Flatten ? A. He represented himself. He is a

radical Socialist of Switzerland.

Q. In the introduction to the Manifesto itself, which is ad-

dressed to the proletariat of all lands there is this language:
" This Manifesto is the first official document of the Communist
International that was founded in Moscow, Russia." Kow, I take
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it that ike Socialist party of the United States would not send

communications from its national office and executive secretary

unless it had some information that the document was an authentic

one, would it ? A. Why, it had absolutely no information that the

document was the authentic one, because it had no communication

of any kind with either the Soviet government or the Communist

party in Eussia. The document was published, not published by

the Socialist party— the Literature departments of the Socialist

party got a lot of these booklets and sold them, and it sold other

literature.

Q. Did you intend to suggest that it is not an authentic docu-

ment ? A. I did not intend to suggest anything of the kind. It

bears the intrinsic earmarks of authenticity, but we have abso-

lutely no proof of any kind of its real authenticity, genuineness

or correctness of translation from the Russian.

Q, When you say it bears earmarks of authenticity, what do

you mean ? A. I mean its general line and style are Suggestive of

the various literary emanations from the Communist Party of

Kussia. It does not sound to me at lealst like a manufactured

thing. It sounds to me genuine, but I would not swear that it

was, because I do not know. I do not know to what extent it is

correct in detail. I do not know to' what extent the translation is

correct. I do not know anything but that it purports to be such

Manifesto, and I have no particular realson to doubt on the whole

that it is.

Q. From such evidence as you have do you believe it to be a

genuine document? A. I should say on the whole it probably is

a genuine document. It may contain a number of faults in trans-

lation, or may contain a number of errors ; I do not know.

Q. In the communication to The !N"ew York Call by Mr. Trach-

tenberg, the Director of the Bureau of Research of the Rand
School, you will find at page 1255, that referring to this manifesto,

he says, The various decisions of the Chicago Convention, and

especially the Manifesto adopted at the convention, proved beyond

a doubt the spiritual adherence to our party, to the principles

enunciated at the Moscow International Conference. Anyone who

has read carefully both the Moscow and the Chicago Manifestoes

will note the similarity of ideas which underlie both of these

documents. Now, isn't it a fact, Mr. Hillquit, that the Chicago

convention did have before it the Moscow manifesto, so-called,

in September of 1919 at the time of the preparation of the ma-
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jority and minority reports ? A. It is absolutely not a fact. The
Chicago convention, as such, did not have the manifesto before it,

and the manifesto adopted by the Chicago convention— and I

vsrould like you to get that fully, was, I should say, to the extent

of about 90 per cent, of my authorship, and I had not read the

Moscow International Manifesto at the time I drafted the Chicago

manifesto.

Q. Which manifesto did you draft ? A. I am speaking of the

Chicago manifesto adopted in September, 1919, which you seem

to try to interpret as a reply to the Moscow International mani-

festo, and that one I say is to the extent of about 90 per cent,

of my authorship, and I had not at the time read the Moscow
International manifesto.

Q. Do you know whether it was or was not published in the I^ew

York Call ? A. No. Only one part of it, entitled " The Guilding

Lines," was published with the specific remark that the preamble,

which contained the entire philosophy of the International, had

been omitted and would be published at another time. It never

was.

Q. At any rate, such part of it as was published on June 24,

1919, in a copy of the New York Call, was that before you admit

that you prepared the draft of the Chicago manifesto? A. No,

I wrote it subsequently.

Q. How long after you prepared that draft ? A. In connection

with the preparations for this particular proceeding.

Q. Those who participated in the Chicago conference of 1919

have had an opportunity of providing themselves with copies of

this manifesto, have they not ? A. Oh, they had opportunity, yes.

Q. And you have no doubt that many of them have done so?

A. I do not know anything either way
;
probably some had.

Q. And some may not have, is that your testimony? A. My
testimony is, that I do not know.

Q. You were asked on your direct examination whether you

knew of any provision or theoretical position of the Socialist

party to take advantage of a universal war, and you answered no.

Do you know of any statement by the Socialist party where they

sought to take advantage of the conditions created by the war?
A. Will you please first read my testimony to which you refer ?

Q. Well, suppose you strike out what I have said; was your

testimony upon direct examination so we may save time, and
let me ask you a question. Do you know of any statement by the
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Socialist party where they sought to take advantage of the con-

ditions created by the war? A, The position of the Socialisit

party in this country and every country upon this subject is as

follows: If war threatened, first exert all your power and all

your influence to prevent war; second, if war breaks out, in

spite of your efforts, then again exert all your power to bring it

to a speedy conclusion. In the meanwhile, in spite of your efforts

your governing class have brought on war, take advantage of it

in order to point out the lesson of capitalist misrule and make
future wars impossible.

Q. And that, you take it, to be the duty of the party with

regard to the inquiry I have put to you ? A. Yes.

Q. In the resolutions adopted by the Brussels conference in

1868, introduced by you in the record day before yesterday at

page 2512, I read the following (reading)

:

" The Congress recommends above all to workers to cease

work in case a war be declared in their country.
" The Congress counts upon the spirit of solidarity which

animates the workingmen of all countries, and entertains a

hope that means would not be wanting in such an emergency

to support the people against their government."

That was one of the resolutions which you offered in evidence

here the other day? A. It was the resolution adopted by the

First Internationale in 1868.

Q. Is not this in the nature of a proclamation on the part of

the Socialist party to take advantage of the condition of the

country at war to strengthen its own position? A. I have said

very distinctly that the position of the socialist party here and

elsewhere, and of any political party, was and is to take advantage

of all evidences of misrule, incompetency of the ruling classes,

by pointing them out and by trying to bring about a condition

which would make their occurrence impossible; that is, taking

advantage of such situation.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Again, in the Stuttgart Conference of 1907, which is one

of the resolutions of that Congress, it sayb: " In case war should

break out "— A. Would you kindly read a little of the context ?

Q. I am going to read this. If you wish to read anything else,

you may do so. A. I shall do so at once, because I like complete

statements, Mr, Conboy.
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Q. I do not think anybody here has any doubt about that,

because you have made all your statements about as complete as

you could. A. Why not embody the complete statement ?

Q. I would like to ask this question ; it reads :
" In case war

should break out notwithstanding, they shall be bound to inter-

vene for its being brought to a speedy end, and to employ all

their forces for utilizing the economical and political crisis

created by the war, in order to rouse the masses of the people

and to hasten the downtread of the predominance of the capital-

istic class." Do you understand that to be in accord with state-

ments you have made about the position of the Socialist party

during the war ? A. The whole statement is as follows :
" In

case of war being imminent, the working classes and their par-

liamentary representatives in the countries concerned shall be

bound with the assistance of the International Socialist Bureau,

to do all they can to prevent the breaking out of the war, using

for this purpose the means which appear to them the most effi-

cacious, and which must naturally vary according to the acuteness

of the struggle of classes and to the general political conditions.

" In case war should break out notwithstanding, they shall

be bound to intervene for its being brought to a speedy end,

and to employ all their forces for utilizing the economical

and political crisis created by the war, in order to rouse the

masses of the people and to hasten the downtread of the pre-

dominance of the capitalistic class."

I fully endorse that. That was the position of the Socialist

Party, and still is.

Q. All right. I take it, in concluding your cross-examination,

Mr. Hillquit, that you will concede, will you not, that you have

been given a full and fair opportunity to state everything that you

dasired to state, in this chamber? A. I do not know that I am
called upon to make any testimonials at this time. Our case is not

concluded yet.

Q. No, but so far as the examination has been conducted, you

will say, will you not, that you have been given a complete and

full opportunity to state everything that you desired to state ? A.

I am not called upon to make any such statement with reference

to the opportunities I have had, I shall reserve to myself such

statement as I deem proper at any time to make, which I consider

appropriate.
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Q. But up to the present time you have not been hampered or

limited in any way whatever, have you? A. Up to the present

time I have encountered some very unusual questions on cross-

examination.

Q. These questions you are considering at the present moment ?

A. These questions you have been asking.

Q. I am not asking you in connection with your answers, but—
A. Mr. Conboy, I prefer not to answer this question, which I con-

sider entirely out of the ordinary, and entirely uncalled for.

Q. Well, although you consider it entirely out of the ordinary,

and entirely uncalled for, will you answer it ? A. I will not.

Q. Very good, l^ow, you came to this country, I understood

you to say, 35 years ago ? A. About.

Q. And I think you told one of the Assemblymen you came from

Lethia ? A. I came from E.iga, which was in Kussia and now hap-

pens to be in Lethia.

Q. You spoke of it as being in Lethia. It was in Eussia and

is now in Lethia? A. Yes.

Q. You were a young man then ? A. Yes.

Q. Were you under 20? A. I was.

Q. And may I ask you how old you were when you came to

this country ? I do not want to be unduly personal. A. Let us

not go into personal details.

Q. How old were you ? A. I was quite young.

Q. Were you 15 or younger? A. Oh, around that age.

Q. Did you come to New York city ? A. I came to New York

city.

Q. And I take it that you have lived there most of the time since

then? A. Eight.

Q. You made application for citizenship in the United States?

A. I did, and was naturalized as a citizen, and have been for a

long time.

Q. And did you go to any of our schools ? A. I went to some.

Q. And received some education ? A. A little. I also brought •

a little with me.

Q. Well, the sum total of it is you have a very superior mental

equipment and have given a rather complete educational exhibi-

tion. A. Thank you very much, Mr. Conboy.

Q. Oh, there is no question about it: You have impressed

everybody who has heard your testimony with the fact that you

are a very superior man. Now, you have dwelt in this country
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since that time, and I take it to some extent you have prospered,

have you not ? A. That is a relative matter.

Q. Well, at any rate, you have not been a failure; you have

been a success ? A. I flatter myself on not having been a failure.

Q. And you have been connected with enterprises of some im-

portance? A. Just what do you mean by that?

Q. Now, would yovi care to tell us what commercial enterprises

you are connected with ? A. I am not connected with any com-

mercial enterprises. I have nut practiced law in the last year and

a half. While I was practicing law, I had among my clients

various commercial enterprises and concerns.

Q. And you made investments ? A. I have made a few invest-

ments.

Q. And I hope that they have been for the most part success-

ful ? A. Tolerably so. What is it all leading to, Mr. Conboy ?

Q. You have been protected by the laws of the United States,

haven't you? A. Well, I should very much like, Mr. Oonboy,

to have you ask the question you want to ask; I don't know
whether all this personal matter is pertinent or necessary. I have

absolutely no objection to making all confidences to you privately,

but I do not see why my personal life and career should be made
a subject of inquiry at this time. If it leads up to anything that

is of importance, go right ahead.*

Q. It may not lead to anything of very much importance, but

you, at any rate, have not been downtrodden, have you ? A. "No.

Mr. Conboy: You may continue you inquiry, Mr. Stedman.

Assemblyman Cuvillier: Mr. Chairman, before Mr. Hillquit

leaves the stand I want to ask him one question. When this case

opened, you yourself challenged my right to sit here, on the ground
that I made a statement on the floor of the assembly to the effect

that if these flve assemblymen were guilty they should not be

seated, but should be shot, but you did not go on and finish my
statement on the floor, that I said if they were innocent that X
would be one of the first to vote to seat them. What I said then

I reiterate and still say, but the press and you, your people, the

Socialist party, thought that was unwarranted on my part. To
show that it was not, I shall read for the record, the New York
Times, Tuesday, December 30th, 1919:

" Special to the New York Times. Chicago, December
29th. Federal Judge Landis Pays His Kespects to Congress-

55
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man-Elect Victor Berger. In Wisconsin today, in a talk be-

fore the Advertising Men's Post of the American Legion. It

was my great displeasure to give Victor Berger twenty years

in Fort Leavenworth. I regret it exceedingly, because I

believe the laws of this country should have enabled nae to

have Berger leaned up against a wall and shot. The district

that voted to re-elect Berger ought to get out of this democ-

racy and back into their monarchy. Berger's platform was

that he was 100 per cent German, and on that basis he was re-

elected. Watch the vote in Congress for his reinstatement,

and let those fellows who uphold him know how we feel

about it."

Q. Then I want to ask Mr. Cuvillier, do you base your right

to shoot upon this statement ?

Assemblyman Cuvillier : I wanted to ^et the record clejir, that

was all, that if a venerable Judge of the United States Court

stated that, that I had the right to state it on the floor of this

housOi

The Witness: Since Mr. Cuvillier has broached the subject,

won't you be kind enough to state whether you still adhere to your

determination or right to have them shot ?

Assemblyman Cuvillier: I still adhere to my statement ruade

on the floor,: that's all.

By The Chairman:

Q. There is one thing, Mr. Hillquit, that possibly you might

want to clear up. I understood you to testify that the teaching

of religious doctrines in all state and public schools, in all schools

of Soviet Eussia, was prohibited. You put it on the ground that

private schools had all been abolished, if I recall that as your

testimony, and in looking over that testimony and in looking over

their laws, the decrees and constitution, I see that under section 9

it provides that school is separated from the church. The teaching

of religious doctrines in all state and public, as well as in private

educational institutions, in which general subjects are taught,

is forbidden. Citizens may teach and study religion privately. I

did not know but what you might want to correct it so as to con-

fonn to that. I think that is what you meant. It is in order

to avoid any conflict later, when this case is submitted? A. I

tried to convey that.
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Q. It is due to you to make tkat explanation ? A. I understand,

but I had this in view, that I mention. There seems to be some

contradiction. It refers to private schools here, but on the other

hand, education is nationalized, which would indicate there are

no private schools in Eussia.

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, do you believe that it would be justifiable for

the Socialist Party in the United States, if it were, say, 55 per

cent majority, to bring about Socialism by force of arms ? A. No.

Q. If they could not do it by the ballot ? A. No. If Socialists

were 55 per cent strong, presumably it would carry elections. It

may happen occasionally that 55 per cent would not carry the

election. In that case, it would be my view that Socialists should

take and use as much power as the 55 per cent vote gives them

until such time as they have absolute majorities. In other words,

so long as means are open there is no excuse for resorting to

violence.

Q. Is this statement in harmony with the following statement

that I shall re^d to you from the St. Louis platform, being on

page 450 of the record, and if it is in harmony, will you please

explain how it is ? " The only struggle which would justify the

workers in taking up arms is the great struggle of the working

class of the world to free itself from economic exploitatioru"

A. Now, I should say that it is in complete harmony with it, and

should illustrate it by a very simple example. We consider the

present war of Eussia as justifiable, because it is a war of the

working population of Eussia to maintain their economic inde-

pendence or emancipation. We would not consider the other

proposition that you mentioned hypothetically the other day as

justifying taking up arms, and I said so, but where the working

class has legitimately acquired political power and political con-

trol, and where it is sought by outside agencies to frustrate the

exercise of such control, either through external aggression or

through internal acts of violence counter-revolution, if you want,

the workers of such countries in such conditions are justified in

taking up arms.

Q. You are now speaking of the maintenance of the workers'

government? A. It is maintaining where the workers' govern-

ment has been established. It would not be maintaining it, but

it would be acquiring it where a right to establish a working class

government has been established at the ballot box, and its actual

establishment prevented by force.
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Q. But this St. Louis language says :
" The only struggle which

would justify the taking up of arms would be one to free itself

from economic exploitation." Does not that pre-suppose that the

workers' government has not as yet been established ? A. No, it

may have been created theoretically, say for instance, by victory

at the ballot box, but may be prevented from taking actual pos-

session and carrying out its Socialist program. That would be a

case where the working class would be justified in taking up arms.

Q. If it obtained a political victory, that means, to my mind,

the majority of representation in the legislature and in the execu-

tive department? A. Exactly.

Q. How could they then be prevented from taking complete

control of the government ? A. They could be prevented in vari-

ous ways. They could be prevented in about the same way as it

was attempted to prevent the Abolitionists from carrying out their

program legally by starting civil war.

Q. Tou mean the minority would resist the then existing

majority? A. Yes.

Q. So that your interpretation of this phrase is that in case

the workers succeeded in establishing a political majority and in

control of the government politically, that in case they were then

obliged to use force to maintain it against minority force, that

that would be justified? A. I think that implication must be

read into that clause because the Socialists at no time advocated

securing control of the government by force o>r violence.

Assemblyman Evans.— In other words, you believe that this

phrase must be read in connection with the prior Socialist history

on the subject?

The Witness.— Exactly, and with the Socialist attitude on the

subject.

Assemblyman Blodgett.^ Isn't it true, Mr. Hillquit, that the

situation in Eussia is too contemporaneous to give us at this time

a proper and true perspective as to one side or the other ?

The Witness.— I have been trying to express that view, Mr.

Blodgett. That is my view, except that I have added frankly

that pending the controversy our contemporaries are bound to

take sides. 'There cannot be such a thing as absence of sympa-

thies one way or the other, and I admitted as far as the Socialists

are concerned, from tradition, from the knowledge of the move-

ment, their sympathies are with the Soviet government of Russia.
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Assemblyman Blodgett.— That is "true generally of any great

historical event.

The Witness.—Absolutely, I believe.

Assemblyman Blodgett.— It is true of the French Kevolution?

The Witness.— I do believe that the contemporaneous judg-

ments of the French Kevolution when read to-day would sound

ridiculous.

Assemblyman Blodgett.— Thank you.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Referring again to Mr. Evans' question, is it your opinion

that the members of the party generally reading this language in

the war proclamation or war program of the Socialist party, the

only struggle which would justify the workers in taking up arms

is the great struggle of the working class to free itself from politi-

cal exploitation, that that would be understood by members of the

party, by the working class members generally, to mean that they

were only to take up arms in the event that they had political

control and that an attempt was made to deprive them of that

political control by force ? A. What I meant to say was that they

would already understand that it means lawfully taking up arms.

There are certain presumptions of laws that anything contem-

plated or agreed to be performed by any person is to be so per-

formed lawfully unless the contrary clearly appears. The Socialist

presupposes the general implication or ,a supposition of law that

all of our acts and declarations are baised upon the assumption

that they are to be carried out within the law and constitution.

Assemblyman Evans.— Was this language drawn in this par-

ticular form for the purpose of holding within the Socialist party

the seceding Left Wing?

The Witness.— There was no seceding Left Wing at any time.

If the Socialist movement was ever unanimous on any one subject

it was practically on this subject—-its opposition to war— and

again I repeat, within the legal significance of the term.

Assemblyman Evans.— Wasn't the first division in the party

as regarded the Right Wing and Left Wing Manifesto at that

St. Louis convention? A. Not at the St. Louis convention.

This resolution in question received the vast majority of the vote.

Then there was another block of votes, something like 25 or 23,
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I believe, cast for the so-called Budin report, which was supposed

to be equally determined in its opposition to war, and only a

very insignificant number, I believe five votes, in favor of quali-

fied support of the war. So there was no division at the time.

Q, What I am trying to get at was this : Was this language

drawn in this particular form for the purpose of attracting and

holding within the party such members of the patty who did

believe in violence to overthrow government? A. No; we never

desired to hold such members in the party.

Q. There was no such purpose as that in this language?

A. No.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. But the minority report reaffirmed violence? A. 'No;

it does not. It does the opposite.

Q. It adopts itself to the Soviet form of Kussian government ?

A. No, sir. Mr. Cuvillier, I believe you are prooeediiiig upon

your investigation with a very proper judicial attitude, upon

which I congratulate you.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— No comments necessary from you.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Mr. Hillquit, the Socialist party did not hold any annual

convention in the year 1918, did it? A. No.

Q. Were you a member of the National Executive Committee

in 1919 ? A. In 1919 ?

Q. 1919 ? A. 1919 ; I have not been the last year ; I was part

of 1919.

Q. Were you in 1918 ? A. I was.

Q. Did you join in the report of the National Executive Com-

mittee to the members of the convention which met in Septem-

ber, 1919 ? A. Well, I did not join because I was not physically

present, and was not active in the party at that time.

Q. You are familiar, are you, with the report which was made

by the National Executive Committee to the September, 1919,

convention? A. I have read it.

Q. And is it a correct statement of facts and policy ? A. What

are you referring to, Judge?

Q. I refer to this paragraph: "In March, 1918, Local St

Louis initiated a movement for a special convention which the

National Executive Committee considered the following May.
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In the proclamation to the membership the impossibility of hold-

ing the convention was pointed out. Under the Espionage Act

free discussion was an impossibility. Only one view could be

heard regarding the war. To have held the convention would

have subjected many comrades to persecution and imprisonment,

so the party continued its main work of defending its political

and class war to prisons, and outside of some of the larger cities

all propaganda work was practically suspended." A. And your

question is?

Q. Is that a correct statement of the fact? A. It is the ex-

pression.

Q. Is that the correct reason why the convention was not held

in 1918 ? A. It is the expression of the opinion, not the state-

ment of the fact. I believe the opinion, that under the Espionage

Law, in its practical application, expression of political opinion,

and particularly on the subject of war, was made impossible is

correct.

Q. That is the reason, is it, why you did not hold a convention

in 1918— a national convention ? A. I presume that was the

reason.

Q. Now, you stated yesterday in your testimony that the act

of the executive committee in having destroyed certain copies of

the. manifesto of the St. Louis Convention— A. Platform.

Q. And platform adopted at that convention because there was
printed in it clauses 6 and Y of the platform, the first one urging

resistance to conscription of life and labor, and the next one the

repudiation of national war debt ; those clauses were not printed

thereafter, but were stricken out by the National Executive Com-
mittee, because you desired to conform to the law. Did I get that

correctly ? A. Just what is your question ?

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Did you think that by striking out those two clauses that I

have mentioned, that you then made your war declarations and

platform and manifesto of April, 1917, conform to the law? A.

Absolutely.

Q. Then why was it that you were afraid to issue and use your

propaganda and state the views and attitude of your party toward

the war in the year 1918 ? A. 'Not that we were afraid, but we
knew that in the actual handling of the Espionage Law under

the then existing public terrorized sentiment, the most lawful

expressions were construed, or were apt to be construed, as viola-
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tions of the Espionage Law. We claim now tliat in practically

all cases of convictions under the Espionage Law, of Socialists,

the remarks upon which such convictions were based were per-

fectly lawful and proper. We still hope that the Appellate Courts

will so hold.

Q. Your candidate for President, Mr. Debs, had been con-

victed, had he not? A. Yes, he had. Have you ever read his

speech ?

Q. I have read the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United,

States in affirming his conviction, and I read what the Supreme

Court said in that connection as to your war proclamation of

April, 1917.

Mr. Stedman.— It is a two-page opinion, and the proclamation

itself—
Mr. Sutherland.— Very good ; we will have occasion to read it

to the Committee later.

Mr. Stedman.— A two-page opinion on a 6'00-page record.

Q. My inquiry is this, Mr. Hillquit : It is a fact, is it not, that

many of the national officers of the Socialist Party had been con-

victed for their utterances and acts in opposing the war before the

National Committee decided that it was not expedient to hold a

national convention in 1918 ? A. I cannot accept the form of your

question—
Q. Well, let me— A. Let me answer. I cannot admit that

many officers of the Socialist Party had been'-—^what was your

expression ?

Mr. Stedman.— Convicted.

A. (Continuing.) Convicted for expressions of sentiment in

violating the Espionage Law.

Q. Well, that was not my question, was it? A. I understood

that that was indicated in your question, and that was your lan-

guage.

Q. I do not recognize the language. Let me read this para-

graph from the report of the National Executive Committee, sub-

mitted to the 1919 convention, referring to the failure to call the

National Convention in 1918 and stating the reason for it.

"As though to terrorize the party into a surrender to the dark

forces of reaction, some of the best known comrades were indicted
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and sentenced to long terms of imprisonment. Among them are

one of the best loved Socialists in the world, Eugene V. Debs, who
is serving a ten years sentence, National Executive Secretary

Germer, J. Louis Engdahl, editor of the American Socialist, Wil-

liam F. Kruse, Secretary of the Young People's Socialist League,

Victor L. Berger, A. ShiplacofE, Stanley J. Clark, Emil Herman,

of the National Executive Committee, and Irwin St. John Tucker.

Frederick Kraft and Alfred Wagenknecht of the National Ex-

ecutive Committee served terms in prison, and Victor L. Berger,

in addition to a sentence of twenty years, has four more indict-

ments pending against him, besides being refused his seat in Con-

gress. All the Socialist candidates for Congress in Wisconsin and

the state secretary also, are under indictment. No mail whatever

is permitted to be delivered to The Leader, the party daily in Mil-

waukee. Some two thousand Socialists in all have been arrested

because of their opinions and the era of persecution is by no means

ended.

"In March, 1918, Local St. Louis initiated a movement for a

special convention which the National Executive Committee con-

sidered the following May. In a proclamation to the membership

the impossibility of holding the convention was pointed out. Under
the Espionage Act free discussion was an impossibility. Only one

view could be heard regarding the war. To have held the con-

vention would have subjected many comrades to persecution and

imprisonment."

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. Now I ask you if the reason why you didn't hold any na-

tional convention in 1918 was not that if you had held that con-

vention any expression of the opinion of the Socialist party as to

the war, as that opinion actually existed and was held, would have
subjected the members gathered in that convention, those members
of the convention gathered there who expressed those opinions to

prosecution and imprisonment under the Espionage Act? A. I

think the report speaks for itself pretty clearly and is to the effect

that we apprehended that the expression of perfectly lawful

criticism or sentiments of opposition to the war would under the

then existing conditions run a danger of being held as violation

of the Espionage Law and incur prosecution.

Q. Now, Mr. Hillquit, do you recognize that the courts of this

country have the authority under the Constitution to interpret the

law and that under our judicial system it is through the action of
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the judicial tribunals that it is determined as a matter of fact and

law whether certain operations or acts are contrary to law or not?

A. We certainly recognize that authority without thereby recogniz-

ing the judgment of the judges as infallible. We recognize it in

the sense that if a judge in our opinion was even wrongly to deter-

mine that a certain utterance is unlawful and should proceed ac-

cordingly and convict and impose sentence, we should certainly

submit; we would appeal from such a decision and try to have

it reversed and if at any time the highest authority should deter-

mine definitely and finally say for instance that this St. Louis

resolution was unlawful, we would cease at once circulating it, but

we don't for one moment admit that the judges or opinion of any

judge on a bench is infallible.

Q. The Supreme Court of the United States has passed on the

conviction of Mr. Debs, has it not? A. Yes, it has.

Q. And that conviction was affirmed? A. Yes.

Q. Hadn't it been affirmed when the report was made in Sep-

tember, 1919, to the convention? A. Certainly and it is referred

to.

Q. Now, do you recognize that decision as an authoritative

and binding declaration of what the law of the land is on that

subject? A. There is hardly any law in that connection that

was decided upon. We recognize the decision of the Supreme
Court as final and binding and that is why Debs is in jail at this

time.

Q. Do you recognize the fact that the highest judicial author-

ity of the land, which is constituted under our law as the final

judgment on that subject, has decided that Mr. Berger's speeches

and acts were a violation of the law of this land ? A. They have

decided no such thing.

Q. I mean Debs. Excuse me, did I say Berger? A. No, as

I read the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States,

it is to the effect that the question whether Dfebs' speech was
intended to obstruct recruiting or enlistment was properly sub-

mitted to the jury, that the jury decided that it did and that

ended the question. That is practically the substance of it, as I

understand it.

Q. Does not the Supreme Court in that opinion say that Mr.

Debs' avowed support of the St. Louis Manifesto and Platform
of 1917 furnish proof that he intended to obstruct the government
in its prosecution of the war ? A. This is not my recollection of

the opinion.
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Q. Notwithstanding the judgment as rendered and affirmed

by the Supreme Court of the United States you still declare, do

you, Mr. Hillquit, that Mr. Debs represents and personifies the

attitude of the Socialist party on the subject of loyalty to the

United States government ? A. I did not say that he represented

the attitude of the Socialist party. I think I said that he repre-

sents the highest and noblest sentiments of United States citizen-

ship and United States or American loyalty. I stand by my
statement and characterization and pardon me, Judge, just let

me finish my answer. I want you again to draw this distinction.

In recognizing the constitutional power of the judiciary we do

not attempt at any time to endow the judiciary with an air or

odor of sanctity. For instance, if I knew very definitely that I

at a certain time advanced a certain sum of money to Seymour
Stedman, which might not be very wise and at a certain time

demand repayment and he says " I have repaid it," and I know
he has not and we come before the court and the court says he

has paid you, I take an appeal and the highest court says the

judge had a right to pass upon the question as he did and that is

final, I will submit absolutely in that sense that I will bid fare-

well to my money forever, but if. the judge says I never loaned

any money or that he has repaid me, and that settles it, I know
it is wrong. And our attitude in this connection is about ihe

same. We are not convinced by the decisions of the Supreme
Court. We recognize its binding power and we submit to it.

Of course, we have no alternative.

Q. Now, Mr. Hillquit, let me understand you right: Do
you mean to say that you doubt that Mr. Debs. said things and
did things for the saying and doing of which he was convicted,

is that it ? A. He was convicted only for saying things, not for

doing things. I do not for a moment doubt he said the things

he is charged with having said. I do not for a moment believe

that he said anything with the intent to obstruct recruiting or

(=!nlistment, or with any criminal intent of any kind.

Q. Now, do you uphold and approve, as a leader of the Social-

ist party, of the words that Mr. Debs pronounced, and for which
he was convicted? A. I haven't got his complete speech before

me— I have not got every word before me. I do not want to

commit the party in this general way to every statement. I will

say, as a whole, I read his speech at the time and my impression

was that it was a perfectly innocent, honest expression of opposi-
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tion to war for very good and patriotic motives; that it was not

intended in any way to obstruct recruiting or enlisting, or

obstruct tke actual military operations of this country.

Q. Have you any respect at all for the decision of the tribunal

to the contrary? A. I have the respect to this effect: that I

know that it is final and binding, and in practice will go. I do

not have respect in the sense of believing that it is just, impar-

tial and well-reasoned out. I think on the contrary the decision

of the United States Supreme Court in the Debs case is one of

which neither the court nor the country will be proud in the

future.

Q. Mr. Hillquit, do you wish to be understood as saying now
yourself that you approve of the words spoken by Mr. Debs for

which he was convicted? A. Are you trying to get me a little

conviction also, Judge?

Q. IvTo, sir ; I have no such intentions. I regard it as a matter

of very grave importance. A. I know you do.

Q. I am not trying to create any facetious sentiment in this

community, or in this presence, on a subject like that. E'ow, I ask

you whether you approve of the language and the sentiment

expressed by Mr. Debs, for which he was prosecuted and con-

victed ?

(Discussion off the record.)

The Chairman.— Proceed.

The Witness.— I have stated very definitely, Judge, I am
not in a position to endorse every word or every phrase contained

in that speech just because I do not have it before me now. If

you draw my attention to any particular part, I will tell you very

definitely. As a rule, I fully endorsed his statements and sen-

timents on the subject of the war, as expressed, I suppose, in that

speech and other speeches.

Mr. Sutherland.— Just one more question: I wfis going to

call your attention to the fact that in the official bulletin of the

party, containing the record of rhe convention of 1919 and the

report of the executive committee, which I have just called your

attention to, Mr. Debs is referred to as having earned the title

of " Citizen of the World ", and having earned the hatred of the

capitalist class and the love of the "brotherhood, or working people,

of the world. Do you endorse that statement ? A. Oh, I think

it is somewhat poetically and abstractly expressed; but I share
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the greatest respect for Debs, with all of my comrades in the

socialist movement, I cannot think of any compliment too high

for him.

Q. You think it is a pretty high compliment to say of a man
that he is a citizen of the world, is it not? A. Oh, absolutely.

That is what our President has been aspiring to. I think we

are all trying to reach to citizenship of the world in the sense'

of having a heai-t large enough to include not our immediate

concerns, or our own country's, but the brotherhood of men.

Q. And you think it was that largeness of view, do you, that

led Mr. Debs to say the things which brought him into conflict

with the law of the United States ? A. Absolutely,, just in the

same way as it once happened to one Jesus of Nazareth.

Q. And because of his boldness in taking that position, you sit

here and approve of his conduct and attitude, and declare that he

is your candidate for Pre/sident in 1920 ? A. Because of his

courage ; because he remained true to his convictions. Because, in

the midst of universal hatred and blindness, he remained true to

the gospel of love and brotherhood.

Q. I was speaking of what he said in contravention of the law

of the United .States. A. My point, Judge Sutherland, is that he

(lid not say anything in contravention of the laws of the United

States.

Q. And you say that notwithstandini; tbe highest judicial au-

thority known under the Constitution has declared him guilty of

doing that ? A. Yes.

Q. And in contempt of that authority, notwithstanding that

authority, you say that he is the man that should be placed in the

presidential chair by the votes of the Socialist party ? A. I do.

!Mr. Sutherland.— That is all, Mr. Chairman.

By Assemblyman Jenks:

Q. Ju6t one question: If Mr. Debs were elected in Ii92i0, how
would you proceed to inaugurate him, as he is serving a twenty-

year sentence? A. The chances are that prior to the time he

would be called upon to occupy the chair, the powers that be will

sober up enough to know that the present conviction is an im-

proper and inhuman act, and liberate him.

Q. And reverse the Supreme Court of the United States ? A.

They do not have to reverse anything. All thev have to do is

pardon him.
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By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. How long haJs he been in prison ? A. Almost a year.

Mr. Block.— In April, I think, it will be a year.

The Chairman.—^Anything further, Mr. Stedman?

Eedirect examination by Mr. Stedman:

Q. Will you state the party attitude toward the conscientious

objector? A. Why, the party attitude toward conscientious ob-

jectors has been a neutral one. The party itself is a political

party. The conscientious objector is a person whose policy is

dictated by hite individual conscience, by his individual sentiment

;

and just as the party does not interfere in matters of religion, so

it does not interfere in matters of private or individual conduct;

in other words, whether a member of the party feels it is com-

patible with his conscience to take up arms or not, does not con-

cern the party. It concerns teolely the individual member.

Q. I don't know whether you have covered it or not, but you

suggested the uncompromising section of the International So-

cialist movement, you marked it; do you want to refer to that?

That is on this " pro-war Socialists repudiated " ? A. When we

spoke about taking our stand with the uncompromising section, I

said, " We unreservedly reject the policy of those Socialists who

supported "— by the way, the record is not correct here; it makes

it in the present tense— " who supported their belligerent capital-

ist governments on the plea of ' ISTational defense ' and who en-

tered into demoralizing compacts for socalled civil peace with

the exploiters of labor during the war and continued a political

alliance with them after the war,"' what I mean to point out is

that this three-fold characterization applies principally and as I

can think of at this moment almost exclusively to the majority

Socialists of Germany who had done all the three things,— sup-

ported their capitalist government on the plea of national defense

during the war ; entered into compacts for socalled civil peace by

which they allowed the profiteers to grow rich but kept down the

workers from demanding any improved conditions during the

war, and after the war made common cause with the Junker class

and military clique and are now conducting a government in

alliance with such elements. It was such elements principally

that I had in view and that I characterized with this three-fold

statement.

Q. Will you state when the Left Wing started ? I ask you that

because one of the committeemen asked a question indicating that
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possibly in his mind it occurred during 1917. A. My recollec-

tion is back in the early part of 1919 it began.

Q. You were quoted in the record here as making the statement

this morning of " sticking to the country, whether this country

was true or false." A. Will you read it again— if I used the

expression " sticking to the country," whether it is right or wrong,

I did not mean to imply that the condition may arise where we
would secede from the country because it is wrong. What I meant

to say was we would not stick to a wrong position and if we thought

that our country's position was wrong we would try to make it

right. That is the same thing stated at first. Anything else, Mr.

Stedman ?

Mr. Stedman.— I think that is all.

Mr. Block.^— I want to read from " The American Socialists

and The War," at page 14, " The Lusitania Crisis." That was

referred to by Mr. Conboy and I wish to read it at this time.

" When the sinking of the Lusitania gave the militarists

and jingoes of this country the opportunity to demand an

immediate declaration of war upon Germany, the National

Committee of the Socialist Party assembled at its annual

meeting, May, 1915, addressed a manifesto to the American

people warning them against the influence of the interests

which were laboring hard to stampede the United States into

war. It called upon the workers to oppose war agitation and

to refuse to support the ambitions of those who profit by war.

" To The People of The United States.

" Fellow Citizens

:

" The insidious propaganda of American militarism has

received a powerful impetus through the destruction of Amer-

ican lives as a result of the war operations in Europe. The

jingo press of the country is busily engaged in reckless ef-

forts to turn the cries of natural indignation of the people

into a savage howl of revenge. Short-sighted ' patriots ' and

professional militarists are inflaming the minds and blinding

the reason of their fellow citizens by appeals to national

vanity. The sinister influences of the armament ring work

through thousands of hidden channels to stimulate a war

sentiment, which to it means business and profits.

' " In this grave hour of national crisis, the Socialist Party

of the United States raises its voice in solemn and emphatic

protest against this dangerous and criminal agitation, and

proclaims its undying opposition to militarism and war. No
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disaster, however appalling, no crime, however revolting,

justifies the slaughter of nations and the devastation of

countries.

" The destruction of the Lusitania and the killing of hun-

dreds of non-combatants, men, women and children, on board

the steamer, brings more closely home to us the fiendish

savagery of warfare and should inspire us with stronger

determination than ever to maintain peace and civilization

at any cost.

" Strong armaments and military preparations inevitably

and irresistibly lead to war as the tragic example of the

nations of Europe has conclusively demonstrated.

" We call upon the people of the United States to profit

by the lesson of our unfortunate brothers on the other side

of the Atlantic Ocean and to throttle all efforts to draw this

country into the dangerous paths of international quarrels,

imperialism, militarism and war.
" We call particularly upon the workers of America to

oppose war and all agitation for war by the exercise of all

the power in their command, for it is their class who pays

the awful cost of warfare, without receiving any of its

rewards. It is the workers who primarily furnish the sol-

diers on the battlefield and give their limbs and lives in the

senseless quarrels of their masters.

" Let us proclaim in tones of unmistakable determination:
' Not a worker's arm shall be lifted for the slaying of a

fellow-worker of another countiy, ftor turned for the pro-

duction of man-killing implements or war supplies! Down
with the war ! Forward to international peace and the world-

wide solidarity of all workers !

'

"

Mr. Stedman.— I wish to read from the I^ew York Assembly

Journal', 80th Session, 1857, April 18th, " a message from the

Senate was received and read informing that they had passed,

with amendments, the following resolutions:

" Resolved (if the Senate concur), that this state will not

allow slavery within her borders in any form or under any

pretense, or for any time, however short.

" Eesolved (if the Senate concur), that the Supreme Court

of the United States, by reason of a majority of the Judges

thereof having identified it with a sectional and aggressive

party, has lost the confidence and respect of the people of

this state.
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" Resolved (if the Senate concur), that the Governor of

this state be and he is hereby respectfully requested to trans-

mit a copy of this report, the law entitled 'An Act to Secure

Freedom to All Persons Within this State,' and these resolu-

tions, to the respective Governors of the states of the union."

On page 1544- the report of the affirmative votes is shown as

46, the negatives 23.

" Ordered, that the Clerk return said resolutions to the

Senate, with a message informing of concurrence in the

amendments of the Senate."

Otto Feanklin Branstettee, called as a witness and duly

sworn, testified as follows:

Direct examination by Mr. Stedman:

Q. What is your name in full ? A. Otto Franklin Branstetter.

Q. Where do you live? A. Chicago.

Q. Are you a iSocialist? A. I am.

Q. How long have you been affiliated with the 'Socialist party ?

A. Sixteen years.

Q. By the way, where were you born ? A. Missouri.

Q. Your parents born in this country, grandparents, and so

forth ? A. ' They were, four generations.

Q. How long have you been a member of the Socialist party ?

A. Sixteen years.

Q. In what capacity have you served ? A. I was State Secre-

tary of the Oklahoma organization for four years, I have been dele-

gate to the national conventions of 1908 and 1912 ; I have been

a national organizer and a lecturer for the Lyceum Bureau, and

as organizer and lecturer I think I have spoken in some 30 or 35

States.

Q. You say you have been speaking at meetings in some 85

States? A. Yes, sir.

Q. When was this? A. From 1908 until the present time.

Q. You were generally familiar with the members ? A. Quite

familiar.

Q. In a general way, throughout the country, you met them at

the meetings? A. Generally; yes.

Q. Have you attended any national conventions ? A. AH of

the national conventions, except the St. Louis convention, since

1904.

Q. When were you elected National Secretary ? A. In Octo-

ber, 1919.

Q. And as such secretary you have possession of the books,

papers and files of the national office? A. I have.
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Q. When were you secretary of the Oklahoma Socialist party i

A. From 190i8 to 1912, with a slight intermission.

Q. What is the general population in that State with reference

to foreign-born persons? A. The 1910 ceusiis gives the foreign-

born population at 2.4 per cent,

Q. How does the membership in the Socialist party stand in

that iState as related to other 'States, say, New York ? A. The

Oklahoma organization, botli in dues-paying membership and in

the vote cast for the Socialist candidates, is larger in proportion

to the population and to the total vOt-3 cast than of any other State

in the Union, and has been so for the last ten years continuously.

Q. Has it been ;so in spite of the lectures of Mr. Collins?

A. It has been so in spite of the lectures of Mr. Collins, and the

high price of cotton.

Q. What are the conditions there at the present time in the

socialist movement with reference to activities? A. The condi-

tions are, we have a dues-paying membership of approximately

2,000, and this in spite of the fact that the local organizations

have been unable to meet except in one or two of the larger towns

for approximately three years.

Q. Why? A. On account of the terrorization.

Q. Are they promoting a paper there ? A. They are prepar-

ing to commence publication of a daily newspaper in Oklahoma
City this coming spring, all arrangements for which have been

going on for the past two years, and during which'time over 7,000

citizens of Oklahoma have contributed upwards of $160,000 for

the purpose of establishing this daily socialist paper.

Q. What percentage of foreign-born persons are in the organ-

ization there? A. Well, I don't think we have any figuFfeS on

that. The entire foreign-bom population in the State is oHly

2.4 per cent, and there is not a single branch, and I think never

has been a single branch of any of the language federations in

the State of Oklahoma. They are all members of the English-

speaking organization.

Q. In how many counties have you spoken there ? A. I have

spoken in every county in the State.

Q. You are familiar with the members of the party there ? A.

I was for a period of eight years, personally acquainted with

thousands of them.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Well, can you say what percentage, if any, are fordgti bom.

that you would say as a maximum, in the party ? A. Well, th^re

is not one per cent in Oklahoma.
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Q. I mean in the party ? A. In Oklahoma, not one per cent.

Q. I think Oklahoma is one place where there was resistance to

the draft, is it not ? A. I think it is' the only State in which there

was open, forcible resistance to the draft.

Q. Did you read the papers during that time down there ? A.

I did from there.

Q. Let me ask you whether any Socialists were engaged in

that, to your knowledge, or if the papers charged Socialists with

being a party to that resistance ? A. There were some Socialists,

I think, who were charged with being implicated ; but the Social-

ist Party was never charged with being implicated, or being re-

sponsible, or connected with it in any manner, shape or form ; and

even the opposition press did not attempt to charge that the party

was responsible or connected with the outbreak at all.

Q. "You are familiar with the literature department of the

organization— the national ? A. Fairly well.

Q. In what way is that conducted ? A. Well, it is conducted

really simply as a selling and distributing department of literature

on Socialism and allied subjects; not confined to literature of

Socialism ; it is confined to literature on all economic, sociological

and political questions; some books against Socialism; the

majority, of course, in favor, and upon various phases of the

Socialist movement.

Q. Who has charge of that now ? A. Well, at the present time

there is no director of the literature department. As executive

secretary, I have charge of it.

Q. Do you know who had charge of that under Adolph Germer ?

A. Edwin Firth had charge of it a portion of the time, and in the

late fall of 1917 I had charge of it.

Q. What were his duties, if you know— that is, in general, it

was to promote the sale of literature? A. That is wha:t he was
employed for.

Q. Do you know of any statement issued by the party, or this

office, by or through which the party assumes responsibility for

the theories or the statements made in the various publicatiouu

told? A. No. On the contrary, the position of the party, as

expressed by the executive committee and the literature depart-

ment, has always been that the handling or the selling of a book

by the literature department does not imply endorsement of the

book or agreement necessarily with its statements. I make this

statement officially and unquestionably: the executive committee,

in 1913, adopted a resolution which appeared upon our catalogs,

to the effect that the inclusion of a title in this price list and
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catalog did not carry with it the endorsement or the sanction of

the party unless expressly so stated.

Q, In relation to the structure of the organization what, if

any, practical relationship exifets between the foreign federations

and the socialist party? A. Well, the foreign federations are

organized upon the language basis. The French federation, the

Polish federation, the Finnish federation, and so on. Their

relationship to the party, as federations, is rather loose. Theoreti-

cally, and under the constitution of the socialist party, the federa-

tions are under the control and under the authority of the

executive committee. Actually and practically, they are indepen-

dent autonomous federations, for the simple reason that their

business is conducted through their translator-secretary in their

own language, and it is not practically possible to translate all

their correspondence, everything they do, that we necessarily have

to allow them a great latitude of autonomy.

Their constitution provides, and our constitution provides, that

is, I mean, the constitution of the party and the Federation itself,

provides that their activities and proclamations and all acts of the

organization, as a Federation, shall be in harmony and not in con-

flict with the platform and constitution of the socialist party.

Q. Do they hold their conventions? 'A. They hold their con-

ventions and pay their own dues.

Q. Is there any representation of the national office of the

socialist party? A. No, we are not represented, and in our

convention they are represented only by a fraternal delegate with-

out a vote.

Q. With reference to the Young People's Socialist League—
the Y. P. S. L.— so designated, what is the relationship of the

national organization with that organization? A. Well, it is

quite similar to that of the language federation, with the exception

that in the Young People's Socialist League, it is not even implied

that the members of the League are socialists. As a matter of fact,

quite a large number of the Y. P. S. L. members are not members
of the socialist party, or even claim to be socialists in sympathy.

They reach out and take in young people of all political faiths,

and lack of faith. They are very largely a social organization with

the purpose of teaching the principles of socialism, and they take

in, as members, young people regardless of their political beliefs

or affiliations.

The national office furnishes office room to the secretary of the

Young People's Socialist League, the secretary is elected by a

referendum vote of the Leagues, and holds its own convention;
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has its own sources of revenue and income, and adopts its own
rules and regulations.

Q. Is there any representation in their convention from the

national organization of the socialist party. A. The socialist

party is not represented in their convention, and they are repre-

sented in our convention only hy a fraternal delegate with no vote.

Q. Are any subordinate bodies, state, county or city organiza-

tions of the Socialist party, entitled to representation in the

convention of the Young People's Socialist League, or in the

Foreign Speaking Federation? A. No.

Q. Eeferring to the citizenship of the foreign speaking feder-

ation, how is that made up? A. Well, the citizenship of the

federations is approximately that of the citizenship of that partic-

ular race in the United States. I think on the whole that the

percentage of citizens within a federation that has a percentage of

their membership who are naturalized and are citizens, is generally

somewhat larger than the percentage of that nationality in the

United States who are citizens.

A census of the Finnish Federation taken, I think, in 1918,

showed something over 60' per cent of their membership who were
citizens. A quarterly report of the Bohemian federation for the

last quarter of 1919, showed of these locals and branches which

had reported, showed a citizenship in the Bohemian Federation of

60 per cent.

]!^ot only is the percentage of citizenship high in these federa-

tions, but in a number of federations, namely, the Finnish, the

German, the Lithuanian, more especially, I think, those three,

quite a large number of their members are native born Americans,

the reason being that where there are large communities, largely

composed of that nationality with incoming immigrants, where

the language is kept up, where they have fraternal and social

organizations speaking Finnish, why, the socialist local there is

naturally of a Finnish Federation local. The young people of

the race in that community naturally join a branch of their own
people, and their own language federation, which results in quite

a large number of members of the language federations being

native born members: The membership in the language federa-

tion does not imply that he is alien or foreign born. Many times

it is not. The translator-secretary of the Italian Federation was

born in Buffalo, W. Y., in one instance.

Q. What is his name ? A. La Duca.

Q. Do you know what the citizenship is of the Socialist party ?

We are now excluding federated bodies? A. Well, excluding
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the federations, it womld practically be 100 per cent. The only

complete census that we ever took, reaching down and getting

actual membership, each individual, was some years ago, when

a census, including individual reports and statements from some,

I think, over nearly 30,000 members out of a membership of

forty or fifty thousand, that time showed 71 per cent as being

American born.

Mr. Sutherland.— Dues paying members?

The Witness.— Yes. Those are the only ones we have

access to.

Q. Referring to the St. Louis Convention, do you know the

percentage of American born? A. Seventy-four per cent of the

delegates to the St. Louis Convention were American born, and

so far as I know or am able to learn every delegate who was not

American born was a naturalized citizen.

Q. Referring to the conventions of the party, are they in the

open? A. Always.

Q. So that any person can attend them ? A. Always.

Q. Are the books, papers, files, documents of the Executive

Committee open to inspection by any persons ? A. All the official

records of the party are not only open to inspection in the sense

that any representative of an affiliated body or of the public can

go to headquarters and see them or inspect them, but they have

been published and widely disseminated both in our party papers

and documents. You have here the proceedings of every national

convention I think and the reports of committees and those are

all published by the Literature Department and every effort

made to get them into the hands of the public. We have such

publicity, such things as campaign contributions, and the reports

of the meetings of our Executive Committee, and long before

there was a corrupt practices act and such financial expenditures

had to be accounted for, the Socialist party published in it?

bulletin a complete record of it, its receipts and expenditures

and the minutes of its committee meetings were published in the

papers as a matter of party policy always.

Q. When you came into office the Constitution was used that

your predecessor used, Adolph Germer ? A. Well, it was just in

the process of being changed by the referendum. I submitted

that as one of my first acts.

Q. That Constitution has been changed by the referendum

recently completed ' A. Yes, sir.

Q. When was this referendum completed ? A. I think it closed

January 13, this year.
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Q. And at that time the minority report was adopted which was
sent out by the convention ? A. It was.

'Q. Referring to your Constitution as applied to different states

does—
Assemblyman Evans.— What report is that?

Mr. Stedman.— That is the minority report referred to here

in reference to the attitude of the Socialist Party of the United

States toward the Eussian Soviet or Moscow International.

Q. Referring to the name of the party does it travel under the

name of the Socialist Party in all states ? A. No, it is officially

the Socialist Party of the IJnited States and so designated in our

Constitution, but in Wisconsin it is the Social Democratic Party,

and some years back in Minnesota it was the Public Ownership

Paiiy, and in various states it has had various names owing to

the election laws and the possibility of functioning, in getting on

the ballot under the title. Those constitutional provisions are

always subject to being modified to comply with the various laws

and certain acts.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q'. That is the practice and the recognized effect of the Con-

stitution is that it is out of place and effect excepting where it

comes into conflict with the rules and regulations of the city or

state, or any political subdivision? A. Yes.

Q. Referring now to the provision requiring the resignation of

persons elected to office; is that in the Constitution? A. Not in

the National Constitution. It is in the Constitution of some of

the state organizations. I think 15 years ago it was in the Con-

stitution perhaps in practically every state organization. At the

present time it is not in the Constitution of many of the larger

and more important state organizations— New Jersey, Pennsyl-

vania, Delaware, West Virginia, Illinois, Wisconsin, Missouri. I

think Arkansas and Texas do not have such a provision in their

Constitution. In other states where it does exist it is practically

a dead letter. In New York it is not enforced. In Oklahoma,

during my last administration as State Secretary, which was in

1911 or 1910, it was enforced. I think generally throughout

the country it is practically dead. I have not seen a copy of the

resignation form, which the National Office used to keep, 15 or

20 years ago, to furnish along with other supplies of the organiza-

tion— I do not think I have seen a copy of that form for 10 years,

until publicity was given to the matter in the hearings here. As
a result of that I got an order from a Secretary— a local Secre-
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tary— for some resignation blanks. It came into the office in the

regular office routine and went to the order clerks—
Q. From what place was that? A. Michigan. The order

clerks have both been in that . department something over two

years, and maybe one of them longer, and they had never seen

nor heard of the resignation blank and did not know what the

order called for, and brought it to me to find out what this com-

rade wanted ; and after we looked into it, we managed to find some

of them. As I say, I had not seen it for ten years before.

Q. Affiliation with the National organization is through electing

delegates by what method? A. Well, it is through the election

of delegates to the international congresses.

Q. By referendum vote or by convention? A. Well, it has

been generally, in the past, by referendum vote ; upon a couple of

occasions by the national committee, and also through the national

secretary.

Q. Referring to the Moscow Manifesto; have they been on

sale by the party? A. Yes.

Q. Along with the other literature? A. Along with the other

literature.

Q. Was there any special effort, to your knowledge, made to

push the sale of that particular booklet ? A. Well, I could not say

a special effort, to my knowledge, because I was not in the office

at that time. There was a prominent advertisement in the party

press. The very nature and importance of the document resulted

in a wide-spread sale, and a large number were sold.

Q. Have you advertised other works in the same way? A.

Always.

Q. As they came along, and you regarded them as a good selling

proposition? A. New publications, which we thought the mem-
bers would be interested in, were advertised while there was a

demand for them.

Q. Mr. Collins made the charge that the propaganda of the

American Socialist Party was paid for in part by Russian money.

Have you seen any roubles coming into the office ? A. No, I have

not.

Q. You have never heard of any such contributions ? A. There

never has been any such contribution.

The Chairman.— We will adjourn until 10 :30 tomorrow morn-

ing.

(Whereupon, at 6 p. m., a recess was taken until Friday, Febru-

ary 20th, 1920, at 10;30 a. m.)
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STATE OF E"EW YORK— ASSEMBLY CHAMBEE

In the Matter of the Investigation by the Assembly of the State

of New York as to the Qualifications of Louis Waldman,

August Claessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles

Solomon to Retain Their Seats in Said Body.

The Capitol,

Albany, N. Y., Febnuary aO, 1920

Present:

Hon. Louis M. Martin,

Hon. George H. Howe,

Hon. James M. Lown,
Hon. Edmund B. Jenks,

Hon. Edward A. Everett,

Hon. William W. Pellet,

Hon. Edward J. Wilson,

Hon. Charles M. Harrington,

Hon. Harold E. Blodgett,

Hon. Theodore Stitt,

Hon. Louis A. Cuvillier,

Hon. Maurice Bloch,

Hon. William S. Evans.

Appewrcinces:

For the Judiciary Committee:

Charles D. Newton,

John B. Stanchfield,

Arthur E. Sutherland,

Elon E. Brown,

Martin Conboy,

Saimuel E. Berger,

Archibald E. Stevenson,

Henry F, Wolff.

56



1506

For the Socialists:

Morris Hillquit,

Seymour Stedman,

S. John Block,

iGilbert E. Eoe,

William ®. Karlin,

Walter E. Nelles.

Louis M. Martik, Chairman.

(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10:45 a. m.)

Otto FitAWKLiw Beanstettee, resumed the stand.

The Chairman.— Proceed, gentlemen.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. Mr. Branstetter, you may, if you will, explain the general

operation and working of the party and its scope of activity.

Mr. Sutherland.— A party do you mean ?

Mr. Stedman.— The Socialist Party. The only com.ing party.

(Laughter.)

The Witness.— I have got to answer that in two sections, Mr.

Stedman.

Mr. Stedman.— That is all right. That's the way the trains

are running.

The Witness.^— Of course the operation of the party as a politi-

cal organization, the .Socialist Party is rather a loosely organized

party so far as the national office is concerned. The organization

is more compact than is customary in political parties such as

the Democratic and Republican, but not nearly as much as in

labor organizations. We have a dues-paying membership but the

record of the members is not as accu'rate or kept as completely as

to dates as in fraternal and labor and insurance organizations.

Q. What is your method of collecting dues? A. The method

of collecting dues is this : The local members pay dues to their

local secretary for which they receive a due stamp which is placed

in their membership book showing the months for which dues are

paid. The local secretary in turn purchases these due stamps
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from the state seeretaxy and the state secretary purchases due

stamps from the national secretary. Now in purchasing due

stamps the local secretaries do not ordinarily report the indi-

vidual members for whom the stamps are purchased to the state

secretaries, nor the state to the national, so that the national

organization has no file of party members. Some state organiza-

tions have a file, but ordinarily not. Only the local secretary

has a complete list of the members and Iheir individual standing

in the organization. The party constitution providing general

principles to which all state and local organizations agree is

generally complied with but within those general provisions the

state organizations have a great measure of state autonomy and

the local regulations and rules of the party in various states dif-

fer verj' widely due generally to the difference in the election law.

The state and local organizations modify their local by-laws and

constitutions in conformity with the requirements of the election

laws in the different states so that there is quite a difference in

those respects.

The income of the party, outside of the dues, is derived from

voluntary contributions, not only for campaign purposes in cam-

paign years, but for special funds, such as strike relief and the

relief of children in strike zones, and all special purposes for

which the party desires to reside money is raised through volun-

tary contributions. The activities of the party are not confined

to the political organization or the political campaign.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. Previous to this new constitution that has been adopted,

what did you receive for each stamp? A. The national office

received five cents.

Q. And the average sale of stamps determined your estimate of

membership ? A. Yes. The national office receives five cents for

each stamp; that is for each regular due stamp. "We also have
what we call dual stamps, a stamp used by husband and wife, a
perforated stamp, the husband using one on his card and the wife
one on her card. We also have exempt stamps, where members
are unemployed or through sickness are exempt from paying dues
by action of the organization.

Q. You may proceed. A. Outside of the regular political ac-

tivities of the party it covers quite a wide field, because we are

more than a political party. We are an educational organization,

and as such we carry on extensive educational campaigns amongst
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our membership, the effort of the party being always to give mem-
bers and our sympathizers as wide and thorough understanding

of the principles of Socialism, and also of general knowledge

where it is possible for us to do so ; and in that field our literature

covers every phase of Socialism on both sides of the subject. We
desire that our membership shall be thoroughly posted and famil-

iar with not only the questions of Socialism but of civics and gov-

ernment generally, and not with one-sided information, but know-

ing both sides and understanding both sides of the question.

Q. You have historical works ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And history of the Supreme Court? A. The History of

the Supreme Court ; civics and all similar and allied subjects and

questions.

Q. Have you a publication there of books listed by the party

for sale ? A. I have.

Mr. Stedman.— I would like to have this book marked for

identification.

(The book referred to was marked Exhibit 4 for identification.)

Q. Is this exhibit circulated generally by the party ? A. It is,

or was ; it is rather out of date now.

Q. I wish you would read from the preface the three para-

graphs. A. The title is :
" What to read on Socialism and Allied

Subjects," published by the Socialist Party. The abstract is as

follows :
" It is the purpose of this catalog to include all books

and pamphlets that are of importance to the Socialist reader and

student. It includes those that are favorable to Socialism and

those that are written against it, as well as works that discuss many

different phases of Socialist problems even though they may wt

be directly involved in the Socialist program. The appearance

of any individual book in the list, therefore,- by no means implies

the endorsement of that book by the Socialist Party.
" In order to make this clear and definite, the national execu-

tive committee of the Socialist Party in its session J.une 2, 1913,

passed the following resolution

:

"
' Resolved, That the placing of the name of any paper, pub-

lication or book on lists or catalogs sent out by the national office

does not necessarily imply endorsement of such paper, publica-

tion or books, excepting when expressly stated.'

"

Mr. Stedman.— ISTow, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to offer

it in evidence because it contains some sixty-eight pages, mostly
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listed books, but I want to read and call attention to a few features

of it.

Mr. Sutherland.— Will you tell us who printed that book?

Q. Who printed that book ? A. The Socialist Party.

Mr. Sutherland.— It came out of some printing office; where

was it actually printed?

The Witness.— It was printed at the Western Printing and

Lithographing Co., at Racine, Wis.

Mr. Stedman.— On page 4 there is a " short course in

Socialism," general works: "Socialism," by John Spargo;
" Principles of Scientific Socialism," by Charles Vail ;

" American

Socialism of the Present Day," by Ilughan; "Socialism

Summed Up," by Hillquit ;
" Why I am a Socialist," by Charles

Edward Russell; "What's So and What Isn't," by John M.
Work; "Case Against Socialism," by A. J. Balfour; "Ethics

of Socialism," by Bax; "Usurped Power of the Courts,'.' by
Benson ;

" Truth About Socialism," by Benson ;
" Socialism; a

Handbook of," by W. D. P. Bliss.

Q. That Bliss, he was a reverend, was he not? A. He was.

Mr. Stedman (reading) :
" Campaign Book of 1914; History

of Civilization in England," by Henry Thomas Buckle; "The
Collectivist State in the Making," by Emil Davies ;

" Lectures

and Pledges," by Debs ;
" Misery and Its Cause," by Devine

;

" Monopolies and Trusts," by Rich T. Ely ;
" Socialism and

Reform," by Ely.

,
Q. I may ask you, is that Richard T. Ely the professor who

was the professor of economics in Wisconsin University? A. It

is.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. "Feuerbach, Roots of the Socialist Philosophy," by Ereder-

ick Engels ;
" Fabian Society," " Impossibilities of Anar-

chism," " Municipal Drink Traffic," " Report on Fabian Policy,"
" Revival of Agriculture," " State Aid to Agriculture," " What
the Farm Laborer Wants," " Co-operation at Home and Abroad,"
" Socialism and Modern Science," by Francisco Ferri, " County
Option," by Winfield R. Gaylord, " Progress and Poverty," by
Henry George, " Social Problems," by Henry George, " Menace
of Privilege," by Henry George, Jr., " Mass and Class," by W.
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clear up to Z. I am going to pass it over to counsel and then they

^yant to read some of the lists, which they may do if they wish.

" What's So and What Isn't," by John M. Work, " Co-operative

Banking, Its Principles and Practice," by H. W^. Wolff, " Initia-

tive and Eeferendum," H. W. Wilson Company, " Debaters'

Handbook," by H. W. Wilson Company, " Compulsory Insur-

ance," " Commission Plan of Municipal Government," "Social-

ism and Socialism vs. Alcoholism," by Frances E. Willard,

—

she was a temperance vsrorker, Frances E. Willard ? A. She was.

Q. D. F. Wilcox, " Municipal Franchises," " Socialism as it

is," William English Walling— and there are Carl D. Thomp-

son, Ida Tai'bell and others. JSTow you may proceed. A. In

addition to the circulation of the general works of that character,

the Socialist Party has appointed special committees to investi-

gate special problems and report to their congresses and our con-

ventions. It had reports from special committees on immigra-

tion, on the liquor question, on vocational training, on banks and

banking, and those reports from those special committees are

published and circulated by the party amongst the membership

for their information. AVe maintain a bureau of information in

the national headquarters with quite a staff of assistants where

we undertake to furnish not only to party members but to the

general public information on all kinds of industrial, political

and sociological questions,^— quite a large library, and our inves-

tigations for the benefit of ouj- inquirers to furnish information

cover a veiy wide field. We have a publication showing the

work of the department running over a year or two upon which

we have investigated and answered questions of Socialists and

non-Socialists on every conceivable phase of government, munic-

ipal govermnent and industrial matter generally. In connection

with their work also we appointed special committees of the

party to investigate certain industrial and social phenomena. We
sent a special committee to investigate the conditions and causes

of the copper miners' strike in the Calumet's region in Michigan;

we sent a special committee into West Virginia to study the coal

strike, and the reports of these committees and investigations

were published and circulated. In addition to the educational

side of our work we do other work for the purpose of assisting

the working class as well as extending the strength of the party.

For example in the Calumet strike and West Virginia coal strike

and the Colorado coal strike, the Lawrence, Mass., textile strike,
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the party, through the paxty organization, takes up subscriptions

of funds for the benefit of the strikers and for all those strikes

our contributions to those members of the party mounted into

thousands of dollars.

Q. In this connection where you speak of assisting strikes, is

there any instance where the Socialist Party advocates or has

advocated a strike or used its influence to induce trade unionists

to strike ? A. No, the Socialist Party does not attempt to inter-

fere with the internal forces of the economic organizations. We
couldn't do it and we have no desire to dictate to the labor union

when it should strike or why it should strike, but once a labor

union goes on strike it always receives the support and assist-

ance of the party, by our Speakers and press and often by

contributions. Another department has undertaken to care for

the children who suffer through no fault of their own in those

strikes. Our strike children's relief fund, in which the women's

committee of the party raises funds for the special purpose of

buying shoes and clothing for the children of the men on strike,

as a result of that committee's activity in the Calumet strike we
sent whole cases of shoes and warm underwear and o.vercoats—

Q. Sent a couple of carloads, didn't you? A. By the carload

into those strike districts, mounting into thousands of dollars

worth of clothing and shoes, to be sent to the children of strikers

in Colorado, Michigan and other strike zones. That work extends

over a long period of years, as late as the last couple of months.

We sent shoes and underwear and such things into the strike zone

at Gary during the steel strike for the relief of the children there

who were in want.

Also in addition to those activities the party has undertaken

to inform the foreign-born or the foreign-speaking members and

sympathizers with the party upon American conditions
;
give them

an understanding of American institutions, and secure their

nationalization. The Socialist party perhaps was the original

Americanization people. We started the naturalization schools

and appointed naturalization committees in our state and local

organizations as far back as ten and twelve years ago, and in

furtherance of this work of naturalizing the foreign-born, the

national offices prepared and published a booklet, " How to Be-

come Naturalized." We translated that into Finnish, and in addi-

tion to those two languages, which we published and which were

prepared by the party, we sold extensively Jordan's " Naturaliza-
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tion Made Easy." We carried that and now have it in stock in

seventeen different languages.

Q. Who is Jordan? A. Jordan is a Chicago publisher who
makes a specialty of publishing those kinds of books.

Q. Has the party any connection with his institution ? A. No,

the party has no connection with his institution.

Q. It is an outside enterprise with which we have no interest ?

A. It is an outside enterprise with which we have no interest,

but we bought his books at such a price there was no profit or

most of them were sold at a loss. We have the collection of those

books in seventeen different languages for the purposes of extend-

ing the knowledge of the American institutions and securing the

naturalization of the foreign population.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Have you got a school to teach them

English language and the Constitution of the United States ?

The Witness.— The party as itself does not conduct such a

school. Local organizations have conducted such schools, espe-

cially where there is a large foreign population and our language

federations have conducted classes ; nearly all of them did conduct

classes in English and Americanization.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— You spoke about that you have seven-

teen different foreign language associations and literature to

make American citizens. Do you teach them the Constitution in

the American language ?

The Witness.— Yes, we have some books in English and those

that we publish and the one we translated in Finnish ourselves

has the English and Finnish in parallel columns on opposite

pages. The work is published in English and on the opposite

page is the Finnish translation, both for the purposes of giving

the information and giving them a knowledge of the English

language. This is one of them (showing book).

Assemblyman Harrington.— Mr Branstetter, I understood Mr.

Stedman to ask you whether the Socialist party advised, I believe,

men to strike. Was that the question ?

The Witness.— I think that was not men, but unions.

Assemblyman Harrington.—And you replied you didn't use

any methods to urge them to strike but once that they struds:

your sympathies and aid was for them. Is that correct?
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The Witness.— That is correct.

Assemblyman Harrington.— Is that true regardless of whether

you think the strike is justified or not ?

The Witness.— Well, it wouldn't be true if we thought the

strike wasn't justified, perhaps. I couldn't make a general

answer to that. As a general rule strikes are justified; at least

we so consider.

Assemblyman Harrington.— The Socialists go on a theory

that strikes are generally proper and you help them out.

The Witness.— We go on the theory that strikes are necessary,

absolutely essential and necessary to the welfare of the working

classes; that they did organize into labor unions and having

organized, while not desirable, it is necessary upon occasion that

they strike.

Assemblyman Harrington.— So they can always rely on the

Socialist Party to sympathize with them and help them once they

strike ?

The Witness.—An organized movement, irrespective of

political belief or affiliation of its members, a group of organized

workers striking for the betterment of their conditions can

always depend upon the support and assistance of the Socialist

Party.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. That assistance consists of making public what their

demands are, what the grievance is, what the cause of the strike

is from the workers' standpoint? A. It does, through every
avenue of publicity we possess.

Q. In other words, the Socialist Party does not enter into the

trade union for the purpose of saying when it shall strike or

when it shall not strike. It determines that for itself; the trade

unions determine that ? A. The trade unions determine that.

We don't enter in for the purpose of determining those things

or for the purpose of benefiting the Socialist Party or because we
are Socialists. We support strikes and trade organizations

because they improve the conditions of the working class.

Q. You may state some of the committees, if you wish, who
have been appointed to make investigations. A. WeU, the com-
mittee which investigated the West Virginia coal strike was
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composed of Eugene V. Debs and Victor Berger and Adolpli

Germer.

Q. Adolph Germer a miner? A. Miner, yes.

Q. And he was an official and vice-president of the United

Mine Workers of Illinois ? A. One of the districts of Illinois. In

the Calumet Copper strike our committee consisted of Victor Ber-

ger, Seymour Stedman and Charles Edward Kussell. Our com-

mittee on vocational training consisted of May Wood Simons, I

believe of Algernon Lee. I do not recall the other members.

Q. Was there any general legislative program adopted at any

time by the party ? A. Well, we have in our resolutions and plat-

forms a legislative program, a set of demands. The information

department has collected all the various bills and measures intro-

duced by Socialist members of State legislatures and of city coun-

cils, and tabulated them, the subjects, which the bills cover, their

number and character, and we have published thai;. That is

valuable also.

Q. I call your attention perhaps to a committee that formu-

lated a general legislative program including the pathological

treatment of criminals some years ago; do vou recall that? A. 1

think that was in the Congress of 1910 that that was adopted.

Q. Now, you used the term, " congress "
; will you please dis-

tinguish, if there is any, between what you term a " congress "

and a " convention " of the party ? A. The conventions are the

nominating and platform-adopting assemblies which we hold ordi-

narily in Presidential years only.

Q. That you call a convention? A. A national convention.

Q. But the work in that convention is equal in stroke if it de^

sires with that which you call a conference ? A. Oh, yes.

Q. !N"ow, what do you call a conference ? A. A congress is an

assembly of delegates in years not Presidential years. We do not

hold at regular intervals party congresses any more. When they

were in effect, the national convention was held in the Presidential

years. The national congress was held in the intervening years.

The national convention in 1910 and the national congress in

1912. The convention later gave way to a meeting or conference

of state secretaries.

Mr. Hillquit.— You mean that the congress gave way.

The Witness.— The congress gave way. Instead of the inter-

vening congresses between conventions, we hold an annual meeting

of state secretaries for the purpose of discussing party organiza-

tion and party matters for the extension of the work and methods
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Q. The on]y difference, then, between what you term the con-

gress and the convention was the fact that one nominated and the

other did not ? A. That is the only difference.

Q. ]Srominated Presidential candidates? A. Yes.

Q. Referring now to Berger's speech, which was quoted yester-

day and referred to, do you recall that convention at which his

address was made ? A. I do.

Q. When and where was it held? A. That was the national

convention of the Socialist party of 1908, held in Chicago.

Q. Do you remember the occasion of that address ? A. I do,

Q. State it. A. The address was in speaking on a motion

amending the report of the committee on constitution, the pro-

vision under discussion being the insertion in our constitution and

in our application for membership, the acceptance of the appli-

cant of the principles and platform of the Socialist party with the

words inserted, " Including political action," which formerly had
not been included, and also providing, a penalty of expulsion for

any person who opposed political action as a means of emancipa-

tion for the working class. It was in support of that motion that

Comrade Berger's speech was made, and the motion was adopted

and submitted to referendum and adopted by referendum and in-

corporated in the constitution of the party in 1908.

Q. Do you know the nationality of the executive committee ; 1

will put it differently ; referring to the membership of the national

executive conunittee, have any of them been aliens ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Within what period, Mr. Stedman ?

Q. Within the last ten years? A. The executive committee

now conSsisting of seven members— six of them are American-

born, one of them foreign-bom and naturalized. Preceding com-

mittees of the same general character. The National Executive

Comihittee has varied in numbers at different times from five to

fifteen. So far as I know, and I think I know, the composition of

every executive committee since the organization of the party there

has never been an alien on the committee with perhaps one ex-

ception.

Q. Who is that ? A. John Spargo was a member of the execu-

tive committee at a time when it was not known, and I did not

know it. I think there was some question at that time as to

whether he was a citizen or not, whether he had been naturalized.

Q. Where was he born, what country did he come from ? A.

He was English.
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Q. He is tlie Joka Spargo who has been referred to here as an

author ? A. He is.

Q. Who wrote the book on Sabotage ? A. Yes.

Q. In his testimony, Mr. Collins stated that 70 per cent of the

Socialist party were aliens; will you state the facts in regard to

that ? A. Well, the facts are these : As I formerly stated here,

the national office hasn't the individual membership rolls and the

records, therefore, we at no given time are able to give a positive

definite answer. We have taken censuses. The composition of

our delegate bodies and of our national conventions, the per-

centage of American-born delegates, are a fair representation, and

on account of those things and also of my personal knowledge and

acquaintance with the membership, I will say that in 1908, when

we did take an accurate census, we found 71 per cent of the

membership as being native-born, and a large proportion of the

remainder having been naturalized, and that practically the same

proportions exilst at the present date. There has never been a

time in the history of the party when the English-speaking

branches did not have a majority, and usually a very large ma-

jority, of the membership, and in the English-speaking branches

practically all the members are American-bom, and certainly 99

per cent of them are citizens, and as I stated yesterday, even

among the foreign branches, the language federations, in a number

of them like in the Finnish, Bohemian and German, 60 per cent

and more of those language branches are naturalized citizens, so

it is safe to say that never at any time in the history of the party

has the number of non-citizens been even as much as 1|0 per cent of

the total membership.

By the Chairman:

Q. You haven't any knowledge of the situation in New York

City ? A. Not in New York City perteonally, except my general

knowledge of the organization and the membership.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. May I ask you one question ? In the Socialist party could

you enumerate the States where there are organizations, that is,

the States in the South, the Northwest or the Northeast? A.

You mean the comparative strength in the party in the various

sections ?

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir.
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Mr. Stedman.— You may give tlie foreign-born and American.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— No, I am asking about the strength.

The Witness.— The Socialist party has an organization in

every State and Territory, Alaska, Porto Rico and Hawaii.

Q. No, but you did not get my question. A. I say we have

an organization,— we have members in every State and every Ter-

ritory and every union. Our membership generally is largely in

the industrially developed States. In the South it is comparatively

small.

Q. In the Southern States you have no organization at all ? A.

No, there is not a single State in which we have not members.

Q. I mean an organization ? A. An organization. We do not

now have a recognized organization in North Dakota, or in

Florida. That, however, is not due to lack of members in those

States, but to recent party controversies. We have an organiza-

tion in South Carolina, in Virginia, in Georgia, in Louisiana, in

Arkansas, in Tennessee and members, I will say, everywhere.

Q. But you say it is confined mostly to the industrial States,

that is, of manufacture, and not agriculture, is that right? A.

Well, largely so, but not entirely. I think I told yesterday of the

fact that Oklahoma preponderates any agricultural State, has

been and is our strongest State both in proportion of the member-

ship and in the vote cast in proportion of population; and it is

distinctly an agricultural State.

Q. But you said something yesterday about Oklahoma, that

you tried to establish a paper or organization, but due to violence

you could not do it ? A. No, you misunderstood me.

Q. If I did, will you correct me, please ? A. I said the locals

had not met on account of violence and terrorization.

Q. What do you mean by that ? A. I mean for the last several

years the hysteria, due to the war, has been so great that in agri-

cultural districts where our locals only number six, eight, ten or

twelve in a community, it was impossible for them to get together

and hold a meeting under penalty of being mobbed by so-called

patriotic citizens and organizations. In Oklahoma the condition

was so bad that a United States Senator, a Democratic Senator,

speaking a year after the armistice was signed was egged from

the platform in one of the largest cities in the State.

By Mr. Stedman

:
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Q. Was that Senator Owen? A. That was Senator Eeed of

Missouri.

Q. Because he opposed— A. The League of Nations. He
was egged from the platform in one of the largest cities in the

State.

Q. What did the Governor say about it? A. The Grovemor

is reported to have said that it served him right.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. What I am getting at is this. The reason why you could

not organize the Socialist party in Oklahoma was because of the

,

intense patriotism of the Oklahomanians to the American Ee-

public? A. Not at all. To begin with the Socialist party was

organized in Oklahoma, and very strongly organized.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Proceed to answer in reference to other states. We are

speaking of the membership in industrial states. A. Why, it is

not confined to industrial states, but in the agi'icultural states

where the movement is strong,— you have the agricultural states

of the South and Southwest like Oklahoma and Washington and

California. The organization is not strong and never has been

strong in the Southern States, cotton-growing states of the whole

South, on account of their patriotism, not on account of their

superior Americanism, but owing to the fact that the illiteracy

is so great in these states that the party has had difficulty in reach-

ing the working classes. The Socialist party reaches and seeks

members and adherence amongst the better educated and generally

more intelligent members of the working classes.

We do not reach and secure the support of what we call the

" Slum Proletariat," the down-and-outs in the city; the beggaiis,

the vicious criminal red-light elements are not supporters of the

Socialist party, they are adjuncts of the other party machines.

The Socialist party gets its adherence from the better educated,

more intelligent members of the working class that are found

also in rural districts.

In the agricultural State of Oklahoma, when I was secretary

there, a careful census of our membership disclosed the fact in

proportion to the number of tenant farmers in the State, and

the number of home-owning farmers in the State, we had a larger

percentage of our home-owning farmers in our membership than
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tenant farmers. That is due to the fact that the home-owning
farmer was a little better educated. He had more time and
literature. He had books and papers, and opportunity to read and
study. The tenant farmers in the South are generally illiterate;

they have no opportunity of reading and being educated, and
therefore it made it impossible for us to reach him with our
propaganda. That is why the organization is comparatively weak
in the Southeren States.

Q. Mr. Branstetter, are you a laboring man or a professional

man? A. I am a laboring man.

Q. What line ? A. A paperhanger. I carry a card of brother-

hood in the Paperhangers and Decorators' Union.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— You do not think education requires

a man to be patriotic ; don't you think it is born in him ? A. Well,

in one sense I will agree with you that patriotism is the true

love of one's fellow citizens, and of his country. Perhaps it is

instinctive.

Q. Will you proceed with your elucidation of your votes of

the different localities of the United States ? A. Well, yesterday,

I think I stated—
Q. West of the Mississippi. A. Oklahoma with two and four-

tenths per cent, population, we cast 16 per cent, of the total.

In New York State with 30 per cent, foreign population, we cast

3 per cent, of the total vote— almost 4 per cent. Now, in the

three states having the largest percentage of the foreign-bom

population, according to the 1910 census, that is, Rhode Island

with 33 per cent, New York with 30 per cent foreign-bom popula-

lation, 10 rank at the head of the column, or near the head of

the column, in either membership or vote in proportion to the

popiilation as compared with other states. In 1916 there were

nine states in which the Socialist Party received more than 10

per cent of the total vote cast for President. Of these nine

states, seven of them were west of the Mississippi river. In 1912

there were seven states casting more than 10 per cent of their

total vote for the Socialist candidate for President, and of these

seven states, all of them were west of" the Mississippi river ; and

in 26 states that year casting more than 5 per cent of their total

vote for the Presidential candidate, of the 26 states 20 of them

were west of the Mississippi river.

The Chairman.— Could I ask a question?

Mr. Stedman.— Surely.
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By the Chairman:

Q. 'Eow, you enumerated those states, and you said yesterday,

in the different states the party having the socialistic principles

and platform appear on the ballot under different names. 'Now,

could you give me the different names of the party that assumes

to act in the different states? A. Yes, sir, because at the pres-

ent time the party has been able to get on the ballot under our

proper designation in every state. I think I mentioned yesterday

in Wisconsin the party had appeared on the ballot as the Social

Democratic Party, back about 1908 or 1910; for a number of

years in Minnesota it was the public ownership party. I think

with the changes in the laws and the dying out of other parties,

and with the length of time our party is organized, that we are

now able to get on the ballot, and to get on the ballot in every

state under the name of the Socialist Party and no other.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Except Wisconsin? A. Except Wisconsin. I understand

that on the next ballot it will be as the Socialist Party.

By the Chairman:

Q. You got on the ballot in Dakota under the name of the

I'armers Alliance? A. We never did.

The Chairman.— I supposed you did. I did not know about

that. Now, in those states where the vote is large in the rural

districts, the Socialist Party, in order to get on the ballot in those

states, assumed the name of party organizations of the party that

was affiliated with the farming element, is not that so?

The Witness.— Never. The Socialist Party has never

assumed any other name than the Socialist Party except where
there was some legal necessity for it. It has never been a ques-

tion of expediency.

Mr. Hillquit.— Will you permit me a question, Mr. Chair-

man?

The Chairman— Certainly.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. I suppose where the Socialist Party assumed different

names, was it not uniformly due to the fact that there was a

prior party known as the Socialist Labor Party, which was a
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recognized party in such state, and that for that reason the same
name or part of the same name could not be adopted by our party ?

A. That was the case in Minnesota and the Wisconsin case was

quite analogous. In Wisconsin the Social Democrat Party had been

in existence for a number of years before the organization of our

present party, under the name of the Social Democrat party.

It became a part of the Socialist party at the time of our organ-

ization. Now, they had already, on account of this organization

there, to secure their place as a political party on the ballots of

the State of Wisconsin to do that ; if they had adopted the name
of the Socialist party they would have lost their places in the

State of Wisconsin.

The Chairman.— Did they appear on any ballot under the name
of " The Farmers' Alliance? "

The Witness.— Never to my knowledge. In Minnesota it was

due to the fact that there was a 'Socialist Labor party there, who
protested against the name of any new party being used. It was

only in such instances, where the legal requirements made it

impossible to use the name of the Socialist party. Never for

deceiving the voters or getting support under false pretenses have

we used it.

The Chairman.— Oh, no.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. I would like to refer to the raising of funds for a moment.

Have you any other method of raising money except through

dues and the sale of literature? A. Voluntary contributions.

Q. Subscriptions? A. Yes.

Q. Are those public ? A. Always.

Q. Have you at any time received any money from any foreign

country or representatives of them? A. Never.

Q. Or any money for the purpose of advocating any particular

cause or policy? A. Never.

Q. Eeferring to the literature of the Foreign Federation ; did

that meet the approval, or is it submitted to, the National Execu-

tive Committee? A. No, the literature of the Foreign Federation

is not submitted.

Q. Has the party any control over it ? A. As I stated yester-

day, practically no, because there would be no use of their sub-

mitting literature to us.' We could not read it. No attempt is

made to pass upon their publications and correspondence.
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Mr. Stedman.— If the little red book is handy, which started

this procession, I would like to show it t© the witness. I mean
the first one, that was partially translated.

Mr. Wolff.— It was all translated, Mr. Stedman.

Mr. Stednian.— I mean the one that came in later.

Mr. Wolff.-— The whole hook is in the record.

By Mr. Stedman (handing red book to witness) :

Q. Will you please read passages of that to yourself for a

moment. Do you know what language that is in ?

Kemark by Mr. Hillquit.— He holds it upside down.

The Witness.— It appears to be Jewish.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. You could read it just as easily whether it was upside down

or not? A. Just the same.

Q. Has that book ever been offered for sale by the N^ational

Organization? A. It has not.

Q. Did you ever see it before this moment ? A. Never.

Q. Do you know whether the National Committee or any

representative of the party ever rendered any opinion with ref-

erence to it? A. No representative of the national organization

ever passed upon it, either the executive committee or the na-

tional secretary or the national literature department.

By Mr. Block:

Q. The book which you had just handled, Mr. Branstetter,

and to which you have referred, is a book apparently in the Jew-

ish language and is marked Exhibit 17, introduced by the prose-

cution in this proceeding, is it not? Please look at it? A. It is.

Mr. Stedman.^— May I see the other one which you have ?

Will you turn to the record, page 688 ?

Mr. Wolff.— Here it is, Mr. Stedman. YOu will recognize

it by the title.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Eeferring to Exhibit No. 19, which I hand you, I wish you

would please examine it. Did you .ever see that publication

before? A. I never saw it before.
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Q. Or a facsimile of it? A. Never.

Q. Did the national organization ever issue, distribute or

advertise it ? A. It did not.

Q. Or was there any report made upon it by any member of

the Executive Committee or any communication recommending

it or apprising you of its contents ? A. 'No communication or

recommendation either by or to the Executive Committee, abso-

lutely nothing about it at all has ever appeared before the Execu-

tive Committee or Executive Secretary.

Q. There was no approval of No. 17, was there? A. No
approval of either one of them.

Q. Mr. Collins testified among other things, that the Socialist

Party worked within trade unions to bring about illegitimate

discontent; that they attended the meetings of organizations, and

when a small number were present, they moved that on justifiable

strikes -— I assume he meant " To call on justifiable strikes "

—

that could not be won, that they be called. Do you know of any

instances where the Socialists have gone into trade unions and

suggested the calling of strikes that could or could not be won?
A. Why, not as a party or organization. Individual members of

the Socialist Party, or Socialist Party members who are working

at the various trades, are generally, I am glad to say, members

of their respective unions ; and as members of those labor organ-

izations they participate in the affairs of their unions, of course.

The proposition that the Socialist Party has directed them, or

desires them, or has paid them to do anything whatever in the

union is absolutely false and absurd and silly.

Q. The Socialist Party has not paid agitators within the trade

iinion movement? A. Certainly not.

Q. And did you ever hear of any Socialist who was a member
of a trade union advocating a strike so that it could be lost ? A.

Never, and if he had, and it was known to the party, he would

be expelled.

Q. Is the Industrial Workers of the World a part of, or affili-

ated with, the Socialist Party in any ways ? A. No. The Indus-

trial Workers of the World is an economic organization, a labor

union. It has no connection with the Socialist Party.

Q. Either by fraternal delegates— A. No.

Q. Or in correspondence with the party ? A. No.

Q. No resolutions adopted by either of the organizations send-

ing fraternal greetings to each other, as a part of the same organi-

zation? A. None whatever.
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By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. But Haywood was a member of it, was be not ? A. Of the

I. W. W. ?

Q. No, of the Socialist Party ? A. Yes, at one time.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. Is tbe I. W. W. bound by any of tbe manifestoes, laws, rules

or regulations of tbe party? A. Not at all, no more tban the

American Federation of Labor.

Q. Or is it a party to anything done by the I. W. W. ? A. Cer-

tainly not.

Q. I am asking you this, because Mr. Collins inferred there

was. Referring now to various publications and publication or-

ganizations, publishing houses, what is the relation of the Social-

ist party to publishing houses and publications generally of a

Socialist character? A. Well, it. is a different relationship in

different cases. There are different classes of so-called Socialist

publications. There are papers like the " Appeal to Reason," the

"National E,ip Saw," the "Internationalist Socialist Review,"

similar publications in which the party neither national, state or

local, directly or indirectly have any control whatsoever. They are

privately owned, and privately managed, publishing concerns.

Their owners may not even be members of the party. That has

been the case with some of them in the past.

Then, there are papers like the New York Call, the Milwaukee

Leader, Oklahoma Leader, and similar publications, where the

national or the state organizations have no control direct or indi-

rect, but where there is some measure of moral control or influence

of the local organizations. What I mean, is that such papers as

that are owned by stock companies or co-operatives, composed

largely of party members and naturally in sympathy with the

party so that the policy of the paper is in accord and along the

lines of the Socialist propaganda and it supports our candidates

and our policies. However, there is no control by the organization

as an organization over that. Such an indirect control as is exer-

cised by the local organizations comes through the fact that the

members, the active members of the party, are the stockholders of

the publication. Through that indirect means there is some meas-

ure of control, no official control.

Q. The same control that the Union League Club might have

over a newspaper in which some of its members were stookliolders ?

A. Exactly.
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Assemblyman Cuvillier.— They are Amici partae, friends of

the party. That is it,— friends of the party.

The Witness.— Then, there are publications issued by state

organizations as state papers and several publications issued by

the national oiEce of the Socialist party,— the American Socialist,

the Party Builder and the Eye Opener are such publications,

published directly by the Socialist party itself. Those publica-

tions we are legally responsible for, and their contents.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Do you know J. Lewis Engdahl ? A. Engdahl was editor of

the American Socialist and later of the Eye Opener.

Q. Do you know whether, as editor of the American Socialist

and Eye Opener, he was responsible to the national secretary in

the sense of responsibility for articles published? A. Theoreti-

cally, and I suppose legally, he was in the sense that the paper

Avas published by the party. Mr. Engdahl was the editor and

being the editor of the party publication, he was subject to in-

structions and control from the !N'ational Executive Secretary and

from the National Executive Committee. Practically, he was not

subjected to such control for the simple reason that our executive

committee is scattered in five or seven states, and the editor, natu-

rally, has to use his own judgment. So while theoretically, and, I

presume, legally, the executive committee was responsible, and

he was responsible to them, that actually they did not and could

not exercise any direct or personal supervision over the paper and

Engdahl published those things which he conceived to be in the

interest of the party organization and in accord with its principles.

Q. Will you state, if you know, the right of aliens to vote in the

various States and their qualifications, the latitude allowed ? A.

Well, there are a number of States in which aliens are allowed to

vote upon declaration of intention to become citizens. The
Chicago Daily News Almanac, I think, lists eleven, in the

Almanac of 1919, 11 States in which alien citizens are allowed to

vote. Of these, five of them, Alabama, Kansas, Wisconsin and

two other States, five States, they vote simply upon declaring their

intention, and without any further limitation or qualification. In

six other States they vote before getting second papers but with

some qualifications. One State requires they must have made
this declaration of intention 30 days before election. S'omte
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States require isix months before election, and several States re-

quire it having been made a year before election. JFive without

qualifications other than the declaration and sLs with qualifica-

tions. I think, perhaps, that list is not correct at the present time.

State laws, no doubt, have been amended. In the State of Wis-

consin I know that is the case.

Q. You are stating the report of 1920— A. In the Almanac

of 1919 it showB 11 States, and those 11 States included Wiscon-

sin. Now, in Wisconsin that law has been repealed. In Wis-

consin they had it where aliens voted simply upon declaration of

intent. That law has been repealed, and the Socidist party of

Wisconsin, Socialist members of the Legislature and the Mil-

waukee Leader, and otherwise the party generally, were in favor

of and supported and advocated the amendment of that law.

Q. In other words, they stood for requiring a complete natural-

ization or fuU citizenship as a qualification for an elector? A.

They did.

Q. Will you state the grounds, if you know, why the Socialists,

the Leader, took the position which it did and the attitude upoi)

that law?

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, that is a very liberal ques-

tion to ask any man, why the Milwaukee Leader took a certain

position. How can this witness say why a newspaper took a cer-

tain position ?

Mr. Stedman.— If it stated its reasons, it conld.

Mr. Sutherland.—Let's have the article.

The Chairman.— I guess we will allow it, on the ground we

have been pretty liberal all the way through.

Q. Do you know what the position of the Socialists was and the

reason ? A. The position of the Socialists of Wisconsin favoring

an amendment of that law was in accord with the general party

position. The Socialist party desires that aliens become natural-

ized. We feel that the right of voting, the electoral qualifications,

should exclude aliens. The party at its last convention last Sep-

tember inserted into our constitution a provision that those per-

sons joining the party who were not citizens shall, within three

months, take out their first papers, and this iB the first time it has

gone into the national constitution. But several of our State

organizations have had it in their constitutions for some years.

The State of Illinois requires that members joining the party
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shall proceed to become citizens. The party constitution is a

progressive, gi'owing thing, and as events arise in the party and

the questions forced to the front become an issue in the party, then

we meet them and amend our constitution.

Q. Then the Socialists have emphasized the need and necessity

of persons to become citizens ? A. Yes, sir, it has been emphasized

and at last we put it in our constitution.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. Mr. Secretary, can you tell me if joxi have it at firfst hand

knowledge, if any member of the Socialist party in the Legislature

of any State of this Union, or any member of Congress, has intro-

duced any bill to that effect ? A. To what effect ?

Q. That aliens should not vote on their first papers, but become

thorough citizens, thoroughly naturalized before voting ? A. No,

I don't know that the Socialists, those limited number that we
have had, have actually introduced such resolutions.

Q. Out in Wisconsin, where they have Socialist members or

officials of the various cities that have elected them, did they ever

advocate what you say the party has adopted? A. 'No, sir, and

also they never introduced a bill allowing aliens to vote, and all

those that were introduced were introduced and supported by

Democratic and Republican legislators.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. The reason for that is that foreigners that have been here

but a short time usually voted the Democratic or Republican

ticket? A. Yes, sir.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier

:

Q. Did those ever elected to public office ever advocate what

you say by resolution or bill in their respective Houses. A. JSTo.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. "What do you mean by your last answer ? A. The question,

I think, was whether or not our representatives in State assembly,

legislators, had introduced measures to repeal those laws granting

the right to vote to aliens.

By Mr. Block:

Q. In how many of those States did the Socialists have rep-

resentation in the legislatures? A. In Wisconsin. That is the

only one I think I recall at the moment.



1528

Q. Did you ever hear in any of the other States of any Demo-

crat or Kepubliean introducing a bill to repeal those laws? A.

No, and in the States where they are, they were introduced and

passed by Democratic and Republican legislators in the first

place.

Mr. Stedman.— I wish, in this connection, to read from page

596 of exhibit 69, from the testimony of John L. Engdahl. That

is the same John Lewis Engdahl to whom you have just referred?

The Witness.— Editor of the "American Socialist " and " Eye

Opener," yes.

Mv. Stedman (reading) :
" I became editor of the 'American

Socialist ' when it was established and the Executive Committee

selected me. My work there is independent of the Secretary, in

the exercise of judgment, as to the kind and character of articles

published. I am practically on an equal footing with the Na-

tional Executive Committee, the National Executive Secretary.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. When you were referring to the amendments submitted and

carried, did you say three months or six months with reference to

the time an alien should attempt to become naturalized, either by

making his declaration or taking out his papers? A. My recol-

lection is three months ; I think I said three months.

Q. I think you did ? A. That is my personal opinion.

Mr. Conboy.— The language of the constitution as amended is,

"within three months if possible," isn't it?

The Witness.— I think that is the language.

Gross-examination by Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Is the " Eye Opener " an official Socialist paper ? A. It

is published by the national organization.

Q. How long has that been established? A. Since 1917, I

think about September, 1917.

Q. When did you first take an office under the Socialist party ?

A. I don't know just what you mean.

Q. I mean when were you first officially related to the Socialist

party ? A. Well, I was county secretary of the county organiza-

tion of the Socialist party in Cleveland county, Oklahoma, I think

back about 1905 or '06. That was my first.
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Q. Were you then working at your trade as a paper hanger ?

A. I was.

Q. How old were you at that ime? A. At that time I was

about 26.

Q. How long did you continue to work as a, paperhanger and

get your livelihood that way ? A. Well, I became State Secretary

of Oklahoma in 1908, and a very large part of the time since then

I have been working for the organization.

Q. Have you actually worked at your trade since that time?

A. Yes, I worked at my trade the entire season of 1916, in

Chicago, 1917— by the season, I mean; our trade is a seasonal

trade. The rush comes on in the spring and then dies out, and

in the spring of 1916 and '17 I worked at my trade in Chicago

and during the year 1915, I think, I worked at my trade in

Columibia, South Carolina. *

Q. At that time you were not occupying the position with the

party which required all of your time? A. 'Ro.

Q. Were you connected with the Chicago office in the year

1919, all of it? A. The year 1919?

Q. Yes? A. N"o.

Q. Were you there in May, 191'9? A. ISTo.

Q. What were.you doing then? A. In May, 1919, I think I

was working for a co-operative organization.

Q. Where were you located? A. Chicago.

Q. 'Not a Socialist party organization ? A. No.

Q. But a co-operative organization? A. Co-operative.

Q. Mercantile establishment, was it, store ? A. A co-operative

store.

Q. That took all of your time? A. While I was with them,

yes.

Q. And how long did you continue that employment ? A. Oh,

about a month or six weeks.

Q. When did you connect yourself with the headquarters of the

party at Chicago in the year 1919? A. In 1919 I assumed the

position of executive secretary about the middle of October.

Q. But up to that time you had not spent your time at head-

quarters? A. No, not all my time, and not as an employee of

the headquarters.

Q. Back of 1919 were you at the headquarters in Chicago ? A.

At some periods.

Q. For any extended period ? A. Yes.
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Q. What business did you have that kept you there ? A. Well,

in 1912 I was in the organization department of the national

office as an employee. I had charge of the routing of speakers

and arranging the campaign tours of our candidates for President

and Vice-President for the party. Then in 1917 I was in charge

of the circulation department of the " Eye Opener " and of the

literature department from about late in August or September,

1917, until I think May of 1918. Then I was out of the office as

a regular employee. During that period I did party work but

I was not in the headquarters.

Q. Now, from the middle of October down to the present time

you have stuck pretty closely to the headquarters office, have you ?

A. Pretty closely, yes, sir.

Q. You don't read the Yiddish language, do you? A. I do

not. .

Q. Do you assume to identify this pamphlet that was shown

you printed in Hebrew, covered with red— you cannot identify

that at all, can you? You would not be able to pick that book

out of a pile of Yiddish pamphlets of the same size and color?

A. ISTo, the Yiddish pamphlets, I would not be able to distinguish

that from others.

Q. Then why do you say that particular book that Mr. ^Stedman

handed you had never been 0. K.'d by the Executive Committee at

Chicago? A. I say that because no book in Yiddish has ever

been presented for the 0. K. of or authorization by the Executive

Committee.

Q. That is a general rule, then? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, you have a large department of propaganda in the

Yiddish language, don't you ? A. Only through the Eederation;

the Language Federation carries on their own propaganda.

Q. It could not be very well cai-ried on without the active assist-

ance and supervision of people that use and write and print the

language, could it? A. Naturally not.

Q. You and I could not very well handle Yiddish propaganda,

could we ? A. No.

Q. Do you have a group of men that, by birth or education, are

qualiiied to do that kind of work, and to them you delegate the

authority to carry it on? A. No, not exactly in those words,

Judge.

Q. What is the trouble with those words ? A. The executive

committee, the national office has not a group of men to whom we

submit that work at all.
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Q. You have a translator secretary chosen hj it ? A. They are

not, no.

Q. They are paid by them? A. Yes, sir, but chosen by the

federation, and those people of whom you speak, the active workers

and organizers, the secretary and authors, and the publication of

the pamphlets are all determined by the Language Federation

itself, and not by the Socialist party.

Q. Now he is chosen by the members of the Jewish Federation,

for instance? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And he is paid by the general organization of the party ? A.

We employ the translator secretary only.

Q. i^ow, when you, as a committee, decide to promulgate a reso-

lution throughout the party you call in your translator secretaries,

don't jow, and have them translate the proclamation issued by

your committee into their tongue and disseminate it through their

membership ? A. That is in effect the procedure. What we do is

take the minutes of the executive committee that has passed a

motion, or resolution, or of a convention and furnish copies to the

translator secretaries, as we do to all other party motions and have

the translator secretaries translate such of those documents,

—

always, of course, the official business, constitution and amend-

}nents and platform and such other of the official business, minutes

and motions as they think of importance to the membership. They
translate what they think necessary and submit it to their own
membership in their language.

Q. Now, you had this translated and submitted to air foreign-

ers that belonged to your organization, or foreign language organi-

zations, didn't you :
" We, therefore, call upon the workers of ail

countries to refuse support to their government in their wars."

A. I assume that that was translated into various languages. I

do not know that it was.

Q. (Keading) "The only struggle which would justify the work-

ers in taking up arms is the great struggle of the working class of

the world to free itself from economic exploitation and a political

oppression, and we particularly warn the workers against the

snare and delusion of so-called defensive waxfare. As against the

false doctrine of national patriotism, we uphold the ideal of inter-

national working class solidarity."

You had that translated, didn't you, into the various tongues

and disseminated among them ? A. Not in those words. I didn't

have it translated but it unquestionably and undoubtedly was
translated, being a party declaration.
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Q. That was done through the system or revenue of propaganda

that you have outlined ? A. Yes, no doubt it was translated for

every one of the federations.

Q. Now let me read you this from Mr. Hillquit's " Socialism

Summed Up," and see if it is a correct statement of the size of

your propaganda output.

(Reading) " The Socialist propaganda is the very life nerve

of the movement. Upon its success or failure depends the destiny

of Socialism. The educational and propagandist activities dom-

inate all other forms of organized Socialist work and none but

the close observers can appreciate the gigantic accomplishfnents of

the movement in this field. In the Presidential campaign of 1916,

the National Campaign Committee of the Socialist party printed

and circulated about fifteen millions of pamphlets. The numer-

ous state and local organizations of the party at the same time

printed and distributed at least an equal number of pamphlets or

leaflets and thus no less than thirty million pieces of Socialist

literature were given to the people of this country to read and

study within the two months preceding the election."

That is a fair statement of your activities and output ? A. Sub-

stantially correct, yes.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. The system continued to function, did it not, right along?

A. Eight along.

Q. After the campaign of 1916 ? A. Yes.

Q. And is still under operation? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, how many foreign language federations are in alli-

ance with the Socialist party at the present time ? A. Seven.

Q. And will you name them ? A. They are the Finnish, Jew-
ish, German, Italian, Bohemian, Slovak, French and Lithuanian.

By the Chairman:

Q. Polish? A. No Polish.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. What federation did the Russians enter? A. The Rus-
sians were members of the Russian Federation.

Q. Has that been a permanent federation running right along,

or is it recent ? A. Oh, no, there has been a Russian Federation
for the last ten years— not ten years; about six or eight years

there has been a Russian Federation ; but it is not now connected

with the party.
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Q. When was that disconnected? A. In May or June, 1919.

Q. Did they withdraw or were they requested to withdraw?

Mr. Stedman.— Mutual consent.

The Witness.— They were suspended and then they withdrew.

The separation was mutually satisfactory, I guess.

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. Was not the suspension the act of the national organiza-

tion or of some State organization? A. The suspension of the

federation as a federation was the act of the national executive

committee. The individual branches, or members, were also, along

about the same time, suspended by local and State organizations.

Q. Now, the suspension of a branch has to be approved, does

it not, by some referendum to the State organization? A. In

some States, yes.

Q. WeU, have you not some rule of the national organization

that the national committee action is not final, in throwing out

a branch— must not that be approved by the State body before it

is final? A. The national executive committee never throws out

a branch. It has no authority to throw out a branch.

Q. Well, I will not use that term— pardon me— I did not

mean physically throwing out. A. No. I mean the national

executive committee has no right to suspend or expel a branch.

Q. I understood from you, a moment ago, that the national

committee did suspend or expel somebody? A, The national

executive committee suspended the Russian federation and other

federations as federations.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. As national federations? A. As national federations. It

could not come into New York and pick out a Russian branch and

expel it from the federation or the party. It cannot come into

the State and expel a branch or member. It could only suspend,

and did suspend, the entire organization.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. The national phase of the federation— A. Is the only

one.

Q. — was put in suspense; but the local branches were still

functioning and still recognized as legal until some State com-

mittee took action; is that so? A. No, it is not so. With the
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suspension of the federation, then the federation branches, by

that act, were suspended from the State organizations; and the

State organizations so construed it and so acted.

Q. Did that automatically take place or was it necessary to

have some State action before the local branches ceased to have

their accredited place in the organization ?

Mr. Stedman.— Judge, the branches—
Mr. Sutherland.— Let him answer.

The Witness.— The branches that were affiliated with the fed-

eration were all suspended by the federation as a federation.

Q. Now, I just want the fact: was any action of the State

organization necessary in order to suspend the federation, root

and branch— federation and local bodies thereof? A. Well,

under the existing circumstances in some States it was perhaps

necessary. The whole thing become involved in the party con-

troversy, and in those State organizations where the actions of

the executive committee were approved, why it was sufficient and

they were suspended ; and some State organizations, who refused

to recognize the suspension or the justice of the suspension by

those State organizations, refused to recognize it and considered

them still affiliated. The whole thing was involved with other

parts of the party controversy then raging and was settled finally

by the separation of the party where the situation was either

never appealed or confirmed.

Q. In those states where the state organization did not

approve or affirm the action of the national committee in suspend-

ing the federation what happened to the local branches; did they

lose their standing, or didn't they? A. In those state organiza-

tions who refused to recognize the act, then the local branches

within those states did not lose their standing, but those states

lost their standing in the national organization because of their

refusal to recognize suspension.

Q. In those states where the state organizations did not follow

the mandate of the executive committee, the state organization,

and consequently its branches was and were suspended or expelled

from the Socialist Party? A. Well, not- by definite action of

suspension or expulsion, because I say it became unnecessary. It

never worked itself out to a logical conclusion. The suspension

of the federation was never made or confirmed later or reinsti-

tuted. In other words, the suspension, which was temporary until
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action could be taken, was never completed. The final split in

the party, the voluntary withdrawal of certain elements, made
a continuation of the controversy in that way unnecessary.

Q. Do you know what action the State of New York organiza-

tion took? A. The New York organization suspended a large

number of branches, both language federations and others, I

think.

Q. By some official act or resolution of the State organization?

A. I think first by the local organization and by the Executive

Committee— the State Executive Committee I think revoked

charters of certain—
Q. Is there any way that we can find out the precise date of

that action in the State of New York ? A. I assume that you can

from the county or state secretaries.

Mr. HiUquit.— We will furnish this information. Judge.

Mr. Sutherland.— Thank you. We will drop that for a

moment.

Q. Tell me the names of your translator secretaries ? A. WeU,
the Einnish translator secretary is Henry Askeli; the Italian

translator secretary is John La Duca; the German translator sec-

retary is Adolph Breyfus; the Jewish secretary John Mill.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. How long has he been the Jewish translator secretary? A.

Why, several years. The Bohemian— I do not recall the first

name, the last name is Kolarik. The same is true of the

Lithuanian, the last name is Matsus. The Slovak and the French
translators I do not at this moment recaU, the reason being that

the Erench translator is not located in the national office. Our
communication is by correspondence; and the Slovak translator

has just recently come into the office, a new translator secretary;

and I have difficulty in remembering those foreign names until I

become thoroughly conversant with them.

Mr. Stedman.— Where is the Erenchman ?

The Witness.—Down in Johnson City, Illinoi's.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. I want to ask you about this foreign work. Eirst of all the

percentage ought to be rather definitely fixed. As I understand

you, the main office at Chicago is not the custodian of the cards

of application for membership throughout the United States?



1536

A. No. We neither do not receive tlie application cards nor we

do not have a roster or index of the party membership.

Q. You have no compilation of figures at your central office

showing the proportions of applicants for membership who are

citizens of the United States at the time they apply ? A. No, the

application card does not come to the national office.

Q. For that information we would have to go to the local or-

ganization, would we not ? A. Yes, you would have to go to the

local organization.

Q. So you don't pretend to tell us from the vantage point of

the keeper of the documents as to what proportion of your novi-

tiates are foreign-born or American-born? A. Well, not entirely

that, although as I say we have our official reports and census

taken and publish the same in the records of the office. We do

get these reports from time to time from the translator secretaries.

We do know the nationality of certain groups and gatherings* Foij

instance we know in our national convention where the delegates

were all bom and such things and I have for years in my work as

organizer, as the field worker for the party, been in a position to

know and have often inquired as a part of my work and because I

was interested of local secretaries in all parts of the country. I

really have some idea and knowledge.

Q. You have no official record in your office at Chicago showing

the percentage of citizens and alien members in your dues-paying

organizations, have you ? A. Not at the present date. We have

an official report showing what it was a number of years ago.

Q. Well, what is that report and where is it ? A. That report

is one that is contained, I think, a copy of it is printed, in the

Socialist campaign book of 1912.

Q. Will you turn to the place where those figures are ? A. No

doubt the book is already in evidence, isn't it ?

Q. No, there was one produced in 1914. A. That is the

Socialist campaign book of 1912.

Q. Won't you turn to the point where you have official data on

that subject? A. On page 37.

Q. Will you show it to me? A. Yes, sir. (Witness hands

book to Mr. Sutherland).

Q. That speaks as of 1912 ?

The Chairman.— We will take a recess until two o'clock.-

(Whereupon, the Committee took a recess at 12 -.30 p. m. to two

o'clock.)
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(The Committee reconvened at 2:10 p. m.)

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. You told us of what the census of 1910 stated as to the

proportion o:^ foreign-born and A4n!erican-horn inhabitants of

Oklahoma. Hasn't there been a state census since 1910 ? A.

Before I answer this question, Judge, I want to make a correc-

tion in my testimony this morning. I testified that in May I

Avas working for a co-operative organization. I was not. That

was a couple of months later. In May I was in the county office

of the party office in Chicago.

Q. Where was Edwin Firth in May, 1918? A. Edwin Eirth

in May, 1918, was in the national office, literature department.

Q. What was his position there ? A. He was in charge of the

literature department.

Q. In May, 1918? A. Yes.

Q. How long had he been in charge ? A. I think at that time
perhaps three or four months.

Q. I see. From whom did he get his compensation ? A. Erom
the national organization.

Q. And who appointed him ? A. The Executive Secretary.

Q. Mr. Germer? A. Mr. Germer.

Q. Did his appointment have to be 0. K'd. by the Executive
Coromittee of the party or anything of that kind? A. I think
in his case, not.

Q. How long did Eirth hold that position? A. Firth was
there until the middle of the summer of last year

;
perhaps July

or August.

Q. Is he still a Socialist ? A. Not a member of the party.

Q. What did he go into ? A. I do not think that he is a mem-
ber of any of the radical parties now.

Q. But he was a member of the Socialist Party up to what
date? A. Well, until the middle of last summer when the con-

troversy arose.

Q. How about this question I asked you a moment ago ; haven't

you had a state census since 1910 ? A. They may have had.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Ton are only speaking now, or have been only speaking,

of what the national census of 1910 showed as to the proportion

of foreign-born inhabitants in the State of Oklahoma ? A. That

is correct.

57
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Q. Well, the population lias multiplied greatly since then, has

it not? A. WeU, not greatly, no. There has been no unusual

growth in population in Oklahoma.

Q. You are very much larger in population, are you not, than

you were ten years ago? A. No, I think not; not beyond the

natural, normal increase. The big influx, the extraordinary

growth in population, in Oklahoma, was in the early days. The

incoming population, increasing population, is not a great deal

larger now than in other states.

Q. Are you not benefited by all this oil excitement? Are not

a lot of people going there on that account ? A. Oh, yes, oil pros-

pectors and investors.

Q. Has your party increased numerically right along, in Okla-

homa? A. Yes, the growth in Oklahoma has been a gradual

and a steady, consistent growth from the origin of the party,

in 1902, up until the outbreak of the war, since which time the

organization has suffered somewhat.

Q. Now, let me ask you about that: you told us that the

newspapers did not blame the party as a party for the rioting or

disturbances growing out of the conscriptipn law; but that indi-

vidual Socialists were engaged in some demonstrations against

the enforcement of that act; have I stated it correctly? A. I

think not.

Q. What is the trouble with it ? A. I do not think I said that

individual Socialists were engaged in any of the demonstrations.

I said that individual Socialists were accused— whether they

were guilty or not, I don't know.

Q. But there was no accusation against the party? A. Not

as a party, we have not been held responsible.

Q. But you did say that on account of the state of feeling

there you were unable to hold your party meetings and conven-

tions and locals? A. Yes, that is true.

Q. So there was a feeling against the party for some position

which it was supposed the party took against the government,

or against the prevailing opinion there in Oklahoma? A. Oh, yes,

there was opposition.

Q. Now, was it not stated in the papers that the Socialist party

was not in sympathy with America, but was opposing the

successful prosecution of the war by the American government?

A. Yes. The Oklahoma papers, like the New York and Illinois

papers, have accused the Socialist party of being disloyal and
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seditious and opposed to the govermnent and that is the more re-

markable, in view of this generally accepted position of the opposi-

tion press in Oklahoma as elsewhere, that they did not also accuse

us of being directly responsible of having instigated that uprising.

Q. How long did that uprising last ? A. It was a very short

affair of no great importance.

Q. In a very few days it was suppressed and over ? A. Yes.

Q. Now you don't mean to say that Oklahoma is representative

of the United States in the proportion of foreign and American-

born members of the party, do you? A. In proportion to the

population in that state; naturally not in the state or in a city

where a third of the entire population is foreign-born there is

necessarily a larger proportion of the Socialists who are foreign-

Ijorn and a larger proportion of Democrats and Republicans who
are foreign-born.

Q. ITow in this congressional manual of 1912 I observe a state-

ment that seventy-one per cent of the members of the party were

American-born? A Yes.

Q. Do you think that has changed, or haven't you any means of

making an accurate judgment on that point ? A. I don't think it

has materially changed.

Q. Very good. Now, we will let it rest at that.

Q. Wasn't the Socialist membership affected very seriously by

the attitude of the party on the war ? A. I assume you mean was

it decreased?

Q. Deceased seriously? A. No, sir, it was not.

Q. Wasn't it decreased seriously because of the attitude the

party .took in relation to anti-sabotage? A. No, it was not seri-

ously decreased.

Q. Was the anti-sabotage clause, which was put into the party

constitution, a popular thing? A. It was popular enough to re-

ceive a majority of the votes in the national convention, and a

majority of the votes on referendum to the membership.

Q. Do you recall the fact that it was eliminated at the same

convention that passed the anti-war resolutions ? A. I do.

Q. In April, 1917 ? A. I do.

Q. Now, didn't that have an effect, and a serious effect, upon
your membership ? A. You mean the repeal ?

Q. The repeal of the anti-sabotage law, and the passage of the

anti-war resolutions in April, 1917 ? A. I will have to answer
them separately. I think the adoption of the war proclamation



1540

and the war program at St. Louis did not materially reduce the

membership of the Socialist party. The withdrawals from the

party on account of that declaration were comparatively small.

There was publicity in the newspapers on account of tlie witJi-

dxawal of more or less prominent comrades, which the public

might have taken as wholesale withdrawals, but there was no such

thing. I do not know of any branch that withdrew in a body.

The withdrawals were entirely individual, and not of sufficient

number to materially affect the membership of the party. In the

spring of 1919 the average membership of the party, as shown by

the sale of due-stamps, was 118,000, I believe.

Q. When was that ? A. The spring of last year.

Q. Spring of 1919 ? A. Yes, which was larger than it was

at the- time of the St. Louis convention, and with the exception

of once, I think back about 1912, the high water mark in the

membership in the party.

Q. What was it then ? A. I think it went as high as 128,000

at one time.

Q. Since then how low has it dropped down? A. Well, it

dropped down as low as, last September, 1919, something over

24,000.

Q. Down to what figure? A. Down to 24,000 in September,

1919.

Q. Dues-paying membership was reduced to 24,000? A.

Twenty-four thousand. That was not a gradual loss or reduction

since the 'St. Louis declaration ; as I say it was in the spring of

the same year.

Q. What is it now ? A. ITow, it is something over 40,000.

Q. How much of that reduction is due to the suspension of

branch organizations or locals? A. The number of organiza-

tions suspended, that is, the number of members included in the

suspended organizations, was approximately 35,000, including

all suspensions. The loss of the membership is not due entirely

to that account. The disorganization resulting in the party from

the controversy caused locals to lapse and meimbers to become

in arrears for their dues.- The membership now is not held

down in numbers on account of the split in controversy, but on

account of the inability to carry on our original organization and

propaganda work in many of the states, as I stated, in Oklahoma.

Q. Didn't the activity of the syndicalists on the side of the

Socialist Party cause the withdrawal of large numbers lof your
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members? A. The withdrawal, suspension and expulsion com-

bined, of approximately 35,000 members, I think is about all.

Q. Do you say that the Socialist Party has no more foreign-

born element in it, in proportion to its entire membership, than

the other parties? A. I do not think it has, no.

Q. Let me read you this statement by Mr. Allen L. Benson,

who was the candidate of the Socialist Party for President in

the campaign of 1916. He was also Presidential candidate before

that time, was he not ? A. No.

Q. Only once? A. Only once.

Q. He said, in an article in " Public Opinion," written in 1918

:

" The Socialist Party differs in this "— that is, from the other

parties— " that it has among its leaders an undue percentage

of the foreign-'born." Do you think he is mistaken about that ?

A. I think he is, yes, sir ; not an undue percentage.

Q. Did not Mr. Benson resign because of the activities, of the

leadership, of men in the Socialist Party who were proclaiming

it was a false doctrine that a workingman can have no country?

A. Well, he withdrew from the party.

Q. Did he not give that as his reason for withdrawing? A.

That may have been his personal opinion.

Q. May I ask you to listen to this clause from the same article

by Mr. Benson (reading) :

"A few men in the party, who should have known better,

have accepted and proclaimed the false doctrine that a work-

ingman can have no country, and, therefore, that it is imma-
terial to him whether the country in which he lives, if it be

at war, shall be defeated or not. Such men seem quite un-

conscious of the fact that this is the doctrine of Proudhon
and Bakunin, the anarchists, rather than that of Marx, the

Socialist."

Q. Would you say that was so ? A. 'No, it is not so. Mr.
Benson does not state or name any prominent or influential party

oiBcials who have made any such statement and to my knowledge
none of them ever did make such a statement.

Q. Let me continue reading (reading) :

" Marx believed that workingmen everywhere had a very

real interest in the success of the JSTorth in our Civil War,
and upon at least one occasion wrote to Lincoln congratulat-

ing him upon what he was doing to bring such a victory
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about. The present foreign-bom leaders of the American
Socialist party, if they had lived during the Civil War,
would doubtless have censured Marx rfo congratulating

Lincoln.

" For these reasons I now take leave of the Socialist party

a year after I ceased to agree with it. It seemed to me that,

having been at the head of the National ticket two years ago,

it was particularly my duty to wait and see if the party would

not right itself. It has not righted itself. I, therefore, re-

sign as a protest against the foreign-born leadership that

blindly believes a non-American policy can be made to appeal

to many Americans."

Q. What have you to say of that statement by Mr. Benson ? A.

That statement is by a man who is not a member of the party and

was made at the time of his withdrawal from the party and was

made by a man who was not in sympathy and agreement with the

party. As. such he was not qualified to place an interpretation

upon the opinions and beliefs of the men with whom he disagreed

and he does not state in speech or declaration or any authority the

names of individuals who held those beliefs. As a matter of fact

the leaders of the Socialist Party do not hold these beliefs. As a

matter of fact, they are in strict accordance with Marx in his op-

position to the anarchists and the old International. Our posi-

tion as a Socialist Party has always been opposed to the anarchists

and syndicalists, in favor of political action. The whole record

of the party and organization, platforms and constitutions bears

out that statement and our attitude towards the anarchists has not

changed.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. One who did not belong to your party, however, might be

excused for paying some attention to the word of Mr. Benson,

who w&s your candidate for President in 1916, when he states

the reasons why he gets out of your party. You would not say

Mr. Benson is not worthy of belief, would you? A. No, there

might be excuse for paying some attention to what he says ; but

if thry wore serious and actually after the facts, they might have

asked him to specify— sorndbody at some time— something upon

which he based those assertions.
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Q. Do you question Mr. Benson's veracity ? A. I do not quesr

tion his honesty of intention. I do question his understanding

of the position of the Socialist party leadership.

Q. Do you not think he was in such a relation to the party that

his information would be rather larger than the information of

the ordinary member of the party on those subjects? A. Not
larger than the information of literally hundreds of other party

members, and not as large as the information of quite a large

number.

Q. Very good. Now, we will drop that and pass to something

else. You, as a party, encourage the trade unions ? A. To the

best of our ability, yes.

Q. Now, note the language. I say " trade unions " ? A. I

note the language " trade unions."

Q. Are you in favor of M.X. Debs for President of the United

States? A. You mean individually, personally?

Q. Yes? A. lam.
Q. You regard him as a man pretty well informed as to the

attitude of the Socialist Party on various subjects, do you not?

A. Very well, yes.

Q. He is not as uninformed as the average man who does not

belong to the Socialist Party, is he? A. No, indeed.

Q. Now, let me read what he said about trade unions and see

if you agree with this :
" The trade union is outgrown and its

survival is an unmitigated evil to the working class.
* Graft union-

ism is not only impotent, but a crime against the workers." That
is from " The Crime of Craft Unionism," published in the Inter-

national Socialist Eeview of February, 1911. Now, what do

you say to Mr. Debs' view on trade unionism as thus expressed ?

A. Comrade Debs has always been an advocate of industrial

unionism as distinguished from craft unionism. He has always

been in strict agreement with the organization to the extent of

his utterances and opinions on that subject; but on the whole,

there is nothing in Mr. Debs' statement that is contrary to the

position of the Socialist Party, and nothing in that statement

which contradicts what I have said, that the party has supported

and does support trade unions. Our attitude is this : We believe

that the industrial form of organization is a superior and a bet-

ter form of economic organization for working men at this time.

The old trade or craft union grew out of the industrial conditions

of their day, and with the changing industrial conditions, why,
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a changing form of labor organization is necessary and essential,

and that form should be— and the best form so far evolved,

and developed,— is the industrial form. That is Mr. Debs' posi-

tion and that is the Socialist Party position. It does not mean

that the Socialist Party has attempted to enforce or to impose

its opinions upon the craft organizations.

Q. Well, it is a pretty clear line of demarcation between the craft

union, as represented in the typical American Federation organi-

zation, and the industrial union advocated by the Socialist Party

;

it is pretty clear, is it not ? A. Between the two forms of organi-

zation, but our advocacy of the industrial system does not mean

that we have no sympathy with the craft unions in their efforts

to improve their condition; and our whole history shows that

we have. We give them publicity in our papers and strike funds,

and all those things, to the craft unions, always, in their struggles.

Q. Well, why did Mr. Debs say that the survival of the trade

union is an unmitigated evil to the working class? A. Because

he believes as long as the organization continues on the craft lines,

they hinder the development along industrial lines, and to that

extent weaken the economic organization and prevent the work

of the organization.

Q. Do you agree with Kautsky when he says :
" The worst

enemies of the working class are the pretended friends "

—

Mr. Hillquit.— When did he say that ?

Mr. Sutherland.— In " Class Struggle."

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Do you agree with this, in your national platform, adopted

in 1919 :
" The industrial organization must take the place of

the craft union " ? A. I do.

Q. Haven't you said repeatedly in your proclamations and

platforms that the leadership of the trades unions in America

is outgrown and antiquated ? A. We have made that assertion,

words to that effect quite often, yes.

Q. Tour propaganda efforts, as stated by Mr, Hillquit, are

really the groundwork of your movement, aren't they, and it is

through the propaganda that you gain your membership and

propagate faith ? A. ^Naturally.

Q. And you know that among the young in the Young People's

Socialist League, into which you welcome children from families,
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the parents of which, are not Socialists, that there is the great

source of strength for the future, isn't it, for your organization?

A. Essentially, yes. '

Q. You regard that as the richest field from which you can

expect to gain recruits for your cause? A. Now, I don't know

that I understand you. Do you mean that we regard the coming

generation of young men and women as the richest field, or the

Young People's League.

Q. The Young Peoples' League and the propaganda among

the young, the children, the youth of the land? A. As far as the

field for propaganda and our future strength is concerned, nat-

urally the younger generation is our most fertile field. If you

mean that we consider the Young Peoples' Socialist League as

the best means for cultivating that field, as the best means and

our principal means of reaching those young people, why no.

Q. How many people attend your national conventions gen-

erally? A. Well, the numbers vary at different times as our

constitution was changed. At the present time and also last year,

the constitutional provision was for a convention of two hundred

delegates.

Q. That is about the size; the full size of your convention?

A. Yes, about two hundred delegates.

Q. You spoke about having no resignation blanks at your

headquarters; you haven't had any clause in your national con-

stitution requiring candidates for ofiice to file written resigna-

tions in advance of their election? A. No.

Q. For some time? A. No.

Q. Was that ever in the national constitution? A. I do not

think it was ever in; I have no recollection of it.

Q. You naturally would not be printing those resignations and
keeping them in stock at your national headquarters, would you;

that would be a state matter? A. No, we keep in stock at

headquarters all literature and supplies which the party ordi-

narily uses and for which there is a demand. The national office,

for example, does not issue charters to branches within the state,

but we keep a supply of charters on hand, which we sell to the

state organizations. We do keep on hand a state application

blank which we sell to the state organizations. The national office

did not keep resignations, but we did keep and offer to sell to

them that did use them.

Q. Well, do you print all the application cards for member-
ship that are used in the United States ? A. Not all of them, no.
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After an organization becomes of sufficient strength and size and

using those supplies in large quantities it is often cheaper to print

them themselves.

Q. You don't do the printing of the New York organization,

do you ? A. JSTo, not of their ordinary supplies, we don't.

Q. You say that resignation practice, telling the candidates to

resign from their position before they are elected or appointed,

has not been enforced so far as you know in the last few years

by any state or local organization ? A. I don't say it has not been

enforced at all in any case. I say it has not been generally en-

forced and I know it has not been generally enforced in a majority

of the States in recent years.

Q. Well, did you hear about the case of Mayor Lunn of

Schenectady ? A. Yes, I have heard of that case.

Q. Your organizations and your party recognizes, of course,

recognize and recognizes the doctrine that a man in a public office

would respond to the wishes of the dues-paying members. That

is one of your cardinal principles, isn't it ? A. That is, yes.

Q. Yes. Now, I am going to read to you the provision of the

State Constitution regarding the filing of a written resignation.

This is from article 8 at page 1076 of this printed record under
" Miscellaneous Regulations." (Reading) :

" Section 1. All candidates for public office or appointees

for public office selected by the dues-paying membership ol

the Socialist Party of the State of New York or any of its

subdivisions shall sign the following resignation blank before

nomination is made official, or appointment is made final.

" Form of resignation. . Section 2. Recognizing the

Socialist Party as a purely democratic organization in which

the source and seat of all powers lie in the dues-paying

membership, as an elected (or appointed) official of the party

it shall be my duty to ascertain and abide by the wish of the

majority of the dues-paying members of my local or political

subdivision."

Q. Now, that part that I have already read is, of course, still

a recognized principle of the Socialist Party, is it not ? A. It is.

Q. Yes. Now comes the clause with regard to the written

resignation. (Reading)

:

" To the end that my official acts may at all times be under

the direction and control of the party membership, I hereby
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sign and place in the hands of local , to which I may
he elected (or appointed) j such resignation to become effective

whenever a majority of the local shall so vote.

" I sign this resignation voluntarily as a condition on

receiving said nomination (or appointment) and pledge my
honor as a man, a Socialist, to ahide by it."

Q. Now the next section is: " The state executive committee

shall supply each local with the necessary resignation forms."

Xow are you assuming the right to say that of your own personal

knowledge the state of l^ew York organization did not supply its

locals with those resignation blanks? Of your own knowledge

now; don't indulge in any information. A. Well, what do you
mean by my own knowledge.

Q. Why from personal observation of the actual operation of

your machinery here in New York ? A. If the state secretary tells

me that he does not furnish those application—
Q. I had much rather have him take the stand. Where is his

office, in Albany or New York ?

Mr. Hillquit.— It is in Albany and he will be here.

Mr. Sutherland.— Well, let's have him as a source of informa-

tion. I think that is all I want to ask you on that subject.

Q. A referendum vote and plank of your platform or constitu-

tion adopted by referendum cannot be annull«i without a refer-

endum, can it ? A. No.

Q. The executive committee of your organization has no power

to annul a resolution passed at a national convention, referred to

your membership, and adopted by a majority of referendum vote,

has it? A. The executive committee has no power to repeal or

amend such a resolution, but—
Mr. Sutherland.— Very good. That is all.

Mr. Hillquit.^ Let him finish.

Mr. Sutherland.— If the constitution does not say this—
Mr. Hillquit.— Judge, one moment, please.

Mr. Sutherland.— that the referendum once adopted—
Mr. Hillquit.— Can't you stop. Judge? There is an objection.

Mr. Sutherland.— I am asking another question.
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Mr. Hillquit.— I am making an objection and should have the

opportunity—
The Chairman.— Just a moment. Go on, Mr. Hillquit.

Mr. Hillquit.— My objection is, the witness has been cut off in

the middle of his answer, and has the right to give his full answer.

Mr. Sutherland.— He has answered the question.

Mr. Hillquit.— He has to your satisfaction ; not to his own.

The Chairman.— Let us have the stenographer read back the

question and the answer, and we will see.

(The reporter read the last question and answer.)

The Chairman.— You may make a note of it and ask about it on

redirect. JSTow, go on. ,

Q. Doesn't your national constitution provide that the national

step for amending or annulling a resolution adopted by referen-

dum, shall not be taken for at least six months after the adoption

of the resolution by a referendum ? A. That is in the constitution

;

it has not always been a part of the constitution.

Mr. Conboy.— What is the last part of your answer ?

The Witness.— It has not always been a part of the constitu-

tion.

Q. You said, did you not, that your constitutions are progress-

ive, that they are growing, that they respond to the ideas of the

party and are kept up to date. Do you want to stick to that, do

you, ilr. Branstetter ? A. Oh, yes, that is generally true.

Q. I want to ask you about your strike relief fund. How are

those funds raised? A. Raised by voluntary contributions.

Q. From the membership at large ? A. From the membership

at large, and from local organizations, as oirganizations.

Q. Did you keep a fund on hand all the time, or are appeals

made as the occasion arises? A. Appeals are made as occasion

arises.

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. You have, then, no permanent strike fund ? A. No perma-

nent strike fund.
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Q. Have you ever, since you have been connected with the

party, known of the party disapproving of any strike anywhere?

A. Well^ yes.

Q. Tell us where that was ? A. I do not know of any occasion

on which the national organization— the executive conimittee—
has disapproved of a strike.

Q. That is what I am speaking about. A. No. Only the

larger strikes come to the attention officially of the national organ-

ization.

Q. You never have refused relief in strikes, or a request for

relief, where it was communicated to your national organization ?

'

A. As far as my recollection goes, I do not think that the national

organization has ever refused such assistance as was within its

power to any group of workingmen on strike anywhere, at any

time.

Q. You used the expression, did you not, the " scum prole-

tariat " ? A. 'So, I said the " slum proletariat."

Q. Very good. If that is a politer word, I will adopt it.

Mr. Hillquit.— It is an accepted term.

Mr. Block.—A scientific term.

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. And that has a particular usage in Socialistic circles, has it,

Mr. Secretary? A. Yes.

Q. Will you please tell us what it means ? A. Well, the slum

proletariat is the proletariat resident in the slums of the industrial

sections. There is an element of that slum proletariat— the low-

est element, the vicious element, the criminal element, the pauper

element— all of those elements form the lowest strata of society

and are included in the slum proletariat; and my statement, I

think, was that we did not reach, and never hoped to reach, those

people. They are naturally sustainers and defenders and up-

holders of the existing order, because they are dependent upon it,

because such income as they have, such livelihood as they have, de-

pend upon the present system. They get it through charity,

through vice, through crime; and, as such, are adherents of the

system and supporters of the existing regime. Quite often—quite

frequently—they even exist and carry on their means of gaining

their livelihood by vice, or crime, or beggary, with the conniv-

ance, if not with the consent, of the police officials and
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politicians of the existing order; so that they are always

aligned against the Socialist party. We have never had their sup-

port and do not expect it. I think that is the substance of what

I was trying to convey this morning.

Q. You do not include them among the working classes, then?

A. No, because that element of which I am speaking, while

belonging to the working class, do not work as a general rule.

Q. Will you tell me, Mr. Secretary, whether you exclude, in

your consideration of working classes, those men who work with

their brains, with their power to manage, with their power to

assume responsibility ? Do you call that man a workingman ?

A. It depends upon the character— the manner— in which he

does this mental work. If he does this mental work for wages or

for a salary— if he is an employee— why we consider him a

member of the working class.

By the Chairman

:

Q. How about the superintendent of a mill ? A. If the superin-

tendent of a mill is a salaried employee, he would be considered

a member of the working class generally by the Socialists.

By M.T. Sutherland

:

Q. Now, let me ask you this : Dioes the question whether a man
belongs to the working class or to the capitalist class depend upon

his state of mind or attitude of mind in any way ? A. No.

Q. All right. Does it depend upon the amount of the worldly

possessions that he has accumulated, in any sense? A. Not
necessarily, no.

Q. Does it depend upon the question whether, in the course of

his business, he employed other people and pays them wages?

A. Yes.

Q. Now, does the amount of wages which he pays determine,

in any way whatever, whether he belongs to the employing class,

the capitalist class or the working class? A. The amount of

wages which he pays ?

Q. Yes. A. You mean whether they are high or low wages ?

Q. Yes. A. No.

Q. That does not enter into the problem ? A. No.
Q. Now, I want to speak of a gentleman who passed away last

week, because it simply comes to my mind. Fifty years ago he

entered the largest store in the tovra where I lived as a check-boy.

He died last week, the head of the concern. His progress was

steady from the lowest position right straight through. He had
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neither friends nor capital nor anything else to begin with. Now,
assume such a career. At the end he was employing thousands of

people, at the head of a large mercantile establishment. Where
did that man leave the working class and enter the capitalist class ?

A. When he became an employer of labor and began to draw

the principal amount of his income from the labor of others and

not from his own individual efforts.

Q. 'Now, at that time, there came to be between him and those

with whom he had worked up to that time a state of enmity, of

warfare, in your conception ? A. Maybe not a personal conscious-

ness on their part, but there did certainly arise a condition where

their economic interests were in conflict. The interests were

opposed to each other, whether conscious of the fact or not.

Q. Now, when he came to that point in his career, he suddenly

became arrayed on one side, on the capitalist side of this eternal

war, this irresistible conflict ? A. No, I wouldn't say, as a result

of his changed economic position he had become arrayed on the

other side, because he might have been all the time ; in fact, it is

quite likely from your description of him, I think, he might have

been all the time arrayed against the capitalist class. That doesn't

mean that his own business interests lay on that side so his chang-

ing didn't array him. I have no doubt but that all his life he had

been arrayed against the capitalist class.

The Chairman.— Now, I would like to ask a question right in

this connection. Now, today he would be the superintendent of a

store drawing a salary and belonging to the laboring class. That

is your idea? A. If his particular source of income came from

wage as superintendent, yes, he would belong to the working class.

The Chairman.— And tomorrow he succeeded in taking over

the store and became the proprietor, then he became atagonistic ?

The Witness.— His economic interest. He perhaps had not

changed in his personal attitude at all.

The Chairman.— You class him as an enemy today ?

The Witness.— Not conscious. His economic interests were

different.

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. But there was a war on between him and his forraer com-

rades in the same establishment? A. Economically, yeg,
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Q. And that you have declared, haven't you, is the only war

in which the working men of America should be interested? A.

Well, not the war in this particular department store

Q. Oh, no. A. Between the owner—

—

The Chairman.— That is just an illustration.

The Witness.— Yes, between the working class and capitalist

class, as a class, in the changing of the social system in that

class, yes.

Assemblyman Harrington.— Now, Mr. Branstetter, I under-

stand that your trade or profession is that of paper hanger ?

The Witness.— Yes.

Assemblyman Harrington.— I assume by your own merit and

education and by applying yourself you have reached the state

of life where you are capable of serving as national secretary of

the Socialist party?

The Witness.— Yes.

Assemblyman Harrington.— Well, now, to carry out the idea

of Judge Sutherland and Chairman Martin, how can you say

that this man to whom Judge Sutherland has referred has always

been arrayed on the side of the capitalist class when you yourself

came right up, step by step, to obtain the position you now hold ?

In other words, you know that every paperhanger may be all

right to hang paper, but isn't competent to be executive secretary

of the Socialist party, is he ?

The Witness.— Perhaps not.

Assemblyman Harrington.— Well, is it so, or isn't it so ?

The Witness.— Of course, a lot of them are not.

Assemblyman Harrington.^ Where is there any difference

between your own case in your own life, and that of the life which

Judge Sutherland cites?

The Witness: The difference is this, that I have chosen and

have become conscious of the class struggle and chosen to

definitely array myself on the side of the working class in

this class struggle. The gentleman of whom the Judge spoke,— I

don't know him, but I judge from generalities and from the type

generally, I don't imagine that the gentleman of whom the Judge
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spoke, is even conscious of the fact that there is a class struggle,

and perhaps would deny it if the subject were presented to him.

By Assemblyman Harrington

:

Q. I want to know when a man ceases to be a laboring man,

and when he becomes a capitalist, under your term. The point

1 do not understand is this : is it the same to view society in two

aspects? Here is the capitalist class on the right hand and the

laboring class on the left hand. You seem to tell these labormen

you are always going to be a laboring man and that you can never

pass up here to that class. A. No.

Q. It seems to me every man in this country has a chance of

becoming wealthy if he wishes, competent to support his family,

send his children to college, and so forth. It seems to me your

doctrine keeps your man down there, and tells him he will be

always a laboring man. A. No. We do not deny one might pass

from one class to the other just as the workingmaa may become

a capitalist, and many of them have. So capitalists may become a

pauper in the change of the stock market. The fact that these

individuals in the different classes may change from one class to

the other is not always the fact that there are classes. The fact

that an ordinary person— in some European monarchies persons

might be promoted to the peerage— it is not always a fact that

1liey have the noble class. The fact that the commoner may be

nobler than all those in that class. So that the possibility or

actuality that large numbers of workingmen have gone into the

capitalist class does not alter the existence of these classes.

Now, what we say to the workingmen is not that any individual

workingman may never become a capitalist. We say to the work-

ing class that the great majority of them never can become

capitalists, and it is not desirable that you should. If I could

become a capitalist,— if any other member of the Socialist party,

who really understands SociaSlism, and, is a Socialist, could

became a capitalist, that would not remove his objection to the

capitalist system. The system is such that the overwhelming

majority of the working class never can become capitalists, because

one capitalist necessarily implies a large number of workingmen

who are exploited, and it is the system we are opposed to, and not

the individual who may become a capitalist.

The fact that he was formerly a workingman does not remove

the obiec^ion to the exploitation of the other workers. It is no more
tolerable, satisfactory or just that the worker should be exploited
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by a former workingman, than it is that he should be exploited by

a feudal noble,— a man who was born in the capitalist dass. That

does not alter the merits of our position, nor the facts of the class

struggle.

Now, your question as to what point he ceases to be a member
of the working class and be a member of the capitalist class I tried

to answei" Judge Sutherland's questiouj that so long as he draws

his principal income, his livelihood from the sale of his labor, either

manual or mental, whether he be engaged in physical or mental

labor as a workingman, or superintendent or overseer or foreman,

— as long- as he draws the principal income from the sale of his

labor power, then he belongs to the working class ; and when he

begins to draw his income from investments, from the ownership

of property which other people have to use, the ownership of the

means of production, why, then he is a member of the capitalist

class, even though he may continue personally to superintend

or direct his factory or his mill, although he continued doing use-

ful and necessary work in the conduct of his industry.

By The Chairman:

Q. I want to ask you where the line of demarcation, the line

of class hatred enters. Assuming that you buy a factory in Chi-

cago and gave up your position, you hire 25 paperhangers and

spread them out over Chicago, commence operations, taking vari-

ous contracts, sending those men to work, and you make a reason-

ivble amount of money off their work, which is quite common in

fill trades, yoii then would cease to be a laborer, and would become,

accordimr to your idea, a capitalist ; that is true, isn't it ? A. Well,

technically, yes sir.

Q. Well, that would not destroy your sympathy for the labor-

ing man, would it ? A. No, it would not in my case.

The Chairman.—- Now, proceed.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. When is a man an exploiter of labor, and when is he such an

employer as you would be under the question of the Chairman of

the Committee? A. He would be an exploiter in both cases. If

I have men in my employ, and I still remain a Socialist, I recog-

nize the justice of their complaints; I recognize the fact that they

belong to an exploited class. That does not alter the fact that as

long as I am making a profit from their employment, I am exploit-
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ing them. I would be an exploiter regardless of my personal feel-

ing for them, or recognition of the fact.

Q. Now, the fact that you had, by frugal economy, temperance

and good health been able to save up money enough to get the

materials together to start a little shop of your own, and kept that

money until you could take on two or three men to assist you, now,

in your opinion you would not be entitled to a reward, if what you

liad saved up in the way of what I call capital, and putting that in

an investment, talcing the risk of it all and managing the job and

business, putting your brains and hand into it, do you claim that

it is wrong for you to receive out of that business any more com^

pensatioD than a man that you employ by the day ? A. No. You
have to make a distinction there. You asked me whether I think

it is right.

Q. Yes, I mean morally right. If there is such a thing in the

world as morals, let us use that word. A. There is. Then I will

have to make a distinction between whether morally right to do it

now under the existing system, and whether I think the system

under which it is done is morally right. What I mean is if you

are an employer of labor, as such, I have no particular criticism

of you. That is the custom. If I should open a shop in Chicago

and become an employer of labor, in my line, my comrades here

would not criticize me for it. There would be nothing there in

conflict with our principles.

Q. You would not be doing a wrong to the man you employed

who asked you for a job in giving him the job? A. "No. And as

long as those conditions exist, as long as that is the system on

which society is organized, then we do not criticize the individual

for living under the system that he is living under.

Q. Then why do you call it a class struggle ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Let him answer.

The Chairman.— Yes, let him continue with his answer.

The Witness.— Will you please read me back the last part of

my anfewer?

(Answer read by reporter as requested.)

A. (Continued.) I think you will permit me— as part of my
answer I want to say that the position that I would be justified

in, and my comrades would not find any criticism of my exploiting

labor under those circumstances, is due to this fact: That what
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the Socialist party opposes is the system of exploiting ; is the wage

system by which interest and profit and rent, of taking from the

working class through private ownership, of natural resources, and

means of production now under this system. I either have to

work for wages, or I have to pay wages. I either have to take

interest or pay interest. I have to take rent or pay rent. Take

wages or pay wages. I cannot escape from the ^stem. I have

to do one or the other, and it is just as much against my prin-

ciples aind socialist ideas to accept wages for my labor as it is

to pay wages to other men for their labor, and I am no more

violating my principles when I pay wages to other men than when

I accept wages from other men, because it is that system of wages

that I am opposed to under the existing system, and I and you

and every other individual have to do one thing or the other ; and

no matter which one of the two you do, we consider it morally

wrong, although under the existing system there is no remedy.

And, therefore, this is the system which we strive to change and

do not hold the individual responsible for it.

Q. Do you think a Socialist becomes false or disloyal to his

conscience and his creed and his friends when he saves money

and invests it ? A. ISTo, indeed. I have just been trying to make

that point clear.

Q. He does not become disloyal to his country or to his fellow-

men if he saves some money and invests it and draws the interest

on that investment? A. Not only that, he does not become dis-

loyal to his country, to his fellow-man, or to the Socialist party

when he does it.

Q. Where is the warfare, then, between the class called the

working class and the class called the capitalist class;, where is

the warfare between the people of the United States arrayed in one

class or the other ? A. The conflict is the inherent conflict between

the economic interests of the employing class and the employed

class that exists throughout society in our industrial system. That

class conflict manifests itself in strikes, in lockouts, in these in-

dustrial disturbances that occur from time to time. They are

simply manifestations and proof of the fact that the conflict is

there, and that the conflicting interests exist.

Q. You don't think it is possible for employers and employees

to get along together without strikes and tumults and things of

that sort ? A. I would not say that they could not. I say, how-

ever, that even such propositions as have been made to avoid
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strikes, such as either voluntary or compulsory arbitration, recog-

nizes the fact that there are differences, that there are conflicting

interests which have to he adjudicated, and whether you settle this

conflict of interests and give one side or the other the decision as

a result of a strike, or board of arbitration, compulsory or volun-

tary, does not remove the fact that the difference or conflict was

there, and had to be settled one way or the other— that the con-

flict exists.

Q. Now, let me give you an illustration of a friend of mine,

the Mayor of my own city. He has been a builder all his life.

He is now an old man. He has never had a strike in his lifetime,

nor a lockout. !Now, why is it that Mayor Edgerton, with this

inevitable and inescapable warfare on, arising from his own in-

dustry could escape that ? You do not doubt my statement of the

facts, do you ? A. Not at all. There are a great many employers

who have never had a strike, due to perhaps two things: Some
employers have never had a strike because they recognize the

justice of the workers' demands for a reasonable and decent wage
and conditions, and have complied therewith. Other employers

have never had a strike because their workers were so ignorant

and of such a slave psychology that they did not realize they had

any rights ; that they were entitled to a decent living or decent

working conditions; and so that employer has escaped a realiza-

tion, or manifestation, that there was a conflict of interest; but

generally in the industrial world at the present time the working

class as a whole has generally come to recognize the fact that they

are entitled to decent wages, to a decent standard of living; that

they are something more than cattle, entitled to something more
than a bare existence.

Q. You don't think there is any difference of opinion among
us here on that subject? A. No, T hope not.

Q. I don't want you to imply any such thing. A. In the in-

dustrial field, however, one is led to think frequently there is some

question as to whether that is generally accepted or not.

Q. Let me give you an illustration. There are two friends of

mine that have worked in the same shop in a skilled industry in

Rochester for years, drawing the same wages that the other fellows

in the same shop and industry have drawn. These two men, how-

ever, have lived with great economy, haven't blown their money

in on good times ; they have saved everything they could, and

have gotten together a little sum of money. They go to the bank, and
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because of their character, sobriety and reliability, they are able

to borrow some more money and from those two sources have estab-

lished a shop. They are doing it now in Eochester, and they are

going to give emplojonent, not only to themselves, but to start

with, they are going to employ about a dozen skilled men. 'Now,

using that as an illustration ; I want to say, at the same time, that

the other men in the shop where they work are good men; they

have had the same wages; they have had equal skill, but they

haven't been quite so frugal and careful and prudent with their

wages ; may be some of them have had bad luck. IsTow, these two

men that have followed the course that I have outlined are en-

titled to some reward, aren't they, for that careful, consistent,

frugal life, and you don't see any separation between them and

their fellow men in enmity or hostility or state of warfare because

they have started a new shop ? Now, really, there really isn't any

such thing, is there? A. There is.

Q. In actual condition which I have described, there is no state

of war arising between those two young men whose hands are

stained with the work they have done all their lives, who start a

little new industry in the same line, and bring in some fellows

and pay them as good wages as these two men have earned in their

lifetime? Now, there isn't any state of hostility and warfare

between those two fellows and the working men ? A. There is no

personal hostility. There is a conflict of interests. Up to the

time those men opened their shop, while working for another em-

ployer, their given interests were the same as the fellow workmen

;

their interests were identical, in having the wages increased, in

having the hours shortened, in having the conditions of labor

improved. That was to their interest, and of every other worker

in the shop. Therefore, their interests were identical. But the

day they go out and start another shop and employ labor, then the

interests of themselves and the men working for them are no longer

identical. It is no longer to their interest to see the wages in-

creased ; it is no longer to their interest to see the hours shortened

or to see the conditions improve, for thereby their profits are

reduced. Their transition from employee to employer makes a

very distinct and radical difference in their relationship.

Q. Now, to -the men that remain in the shop, as employees, of

the old employer and to these new employees of a .new employer,

the Socialist Party would say this, would it :
" In the face of

the tremendous powers of the American capitalists and their
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close industrial and political union, the workers of this country

can win their battles only through the strong class consciousness

and closely united organization on the economic field, a powerful

and militant party on the political field, and by a joint attack of

both on the given enemies—" A. Yes, we say that.

Q. ]^ow, who is the common enemy right there in that little

shop, starting in Rochester there, this week; who is the common
enemy? A. The common enemy there, Judge, is the capitalist

system, not that individual employer, certainly not— the common
enemy is the capitalist system and the capitalist class. Wow, your

questions have been, not intentionally, I am sure, but actually, a

little unfair if you are trying to find out the position of the

Socialist party, unfair in taking these small industrial units as

an illustration, because the Socialist philosophy is not built and

modem society is not organized on the basis of these small shops

of a privite owner employing two or three men. The Socialist

philosophy is based upon and society to-day is organized upon
the basis of the big industrial corporations.

Q. Don't the big ones all start from little ones? A. Yes, but

the condition and the relationship between the stockholders and

the directors of an industrial corporation, and the relation of

close personal acquaintanceship and intimacy that may exist

between the paperhanger boss and his one or two workmen, is

entirely different, and our position, I think, can be better illus-

trated if we take a large scale industry and the position where a

man is an exploiter and when he isn't. Here is the case of

Andrew Carnegie and the steel industry.

Q. Well, he is dead. A. He is dead, but it offers a very good

illustration of what I have been trying to make you understand.

The general public assumes that the wealth which came to Mr.

Carnegie while he was managing his steel businesses was due to

the fact of his superior business ability ; to his skill as an organ-

izer of men and to his business ability. The Socialists say that

for such services as he actually rendered in the running of that

industry he was entitled to compensation; he was doing useful

and necessary work ; but we deny that the bulk of his compensa-

tion, that the millions which he secured, were secured as a result,

or on account of, his ability or services in superintending, but

were secured entirely on account of—
Mr. Hillquit— Or frugality?
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A. Or frugality— but were secured on account of his owner-

ship of the means of production, with which thousands of men
worked. Now, this is proven by the fact that when the United

States Steel Corporation was organized and the Carnegie prop-

erties were taken over, and Mr. Carnegie retired from all con-

nection with the management or the control or the superintend-

ence of that industry and goes off to Scotland and buys his castle,

that thereafter, although he is entirely disassociated from the

affairs of that industry, he still continues to draw his millions

of dollars from that industry. That is not compensation for his

services as superintendent or otherwise. It is due to the fact

that he owns the tools with which those men work; and it is that

exploitation from which he derives his income, which comes as

a result of ownership, not as a result of service or anything else,

only the fact that he owns the tools.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. That is a very small fraction of the American people ? A.

A very small fraction who owns it.

Q. A very small fraction of men who live vnthout work? A.

A very small fraction of people who exploit the whole-nation.

Q. Are not the larger per cent of the industries to-day man-

aged by men who put in long hours and work hard doing it ? A.

Rome of them put in long hours, undoubtedly.

Q. And most of those men started from what we will call,

for want of a better term, "lowly positions," and worked up?

A. Not most of them by any means.

Q. Some of the most successful have done that. A. Some of

the most successful of the older generation, who were young men
starting in industry 30 or 40 or 50 years ago. Quite a number of

our multi-millionaires and captains of industry I would say were

originally in the real working class, the captains of industry of

to-day. That does not mean that the majority, or even most of

the captains of industry to-day, or to-morrow, will be of the same

class, because they will not.

Q. Well, managerial ability is not anything that can be handed

down from father to son, can it? A. No, not managerial ability;

but ownership can be and is.

Q. I am not speaking of ownership. I am speaking of the

ability to manage things.

Mr. Stedman.— If you have the stuff you can hire a manager,

can't you ?

The Witness.— If you have the stuff, you can hire a manager.
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By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. If you have not got the managerial ability, the business is

not worth much. A. You can be an inmate of an insane asylum

and your trustees can hire a manager and you draw millions.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Harry Thaw drew more in the asylum than he did out-

side. A. Certainly.

Mr. Stedman.— That shows that it pays to be insane.

By the Chairman:

Q. Supposing a hundred people— men and women— con-

tributed one thousand dollars apiece to build up an industry ; that

would be $100,000 ? A. Yes.

Q. Now, each one of those people who contributed that $1,000,

you class as belonging to the capitalist class ; is that the idea ? A.

Yes, they would all be members of the capitalist class.

Mr. Hillquit.— You have not stated the position fully. Is it

a co-operative enterprise into which each man contributed one

thousand dollars ?

The Chairman.— No, they take stock.

Mr. Hillquit.— Just a stock corporation ?

The Chairman.— Yes.

Mr. Hillquit.— And they live on the dividends?

The Chairman.— Yes.

Mr. Hillquit.— And your question is what ?

The Chairman.— I asked him if he classed those people as

belonging to the capitalist class ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Regardless of their occupation outside of this

business ?

The Chairman.— Yes.

Mr. Hillquit.— You have not stated your question fully. How
can this witness answer ? Suppose you have invested one thou-

sand dollars in this enterprise and suppose you have invested one
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thousand dollars in another enterprise and another thousand dol-

lars in another one, and your living comes from this thousand

dollars and the other money, and you do not have to do any work

yourself, you are a capitalist. Suppose that was the only thou-

sand dollars you had in this world and you get 6 per cent, which

is $60 a year, and for the rest of your living you have to lay

brick, or something like that, you are not a capitalist.

The Chairman.— I get your idea.

By Assemblyman Jenks:

Q. Suppose a man had one million dollars invested and it did

not bring him any income ?

Mr. Hillquit.-— Suppose a man had ojie inillion dollars in-

vested and drew 6 per cent—
Assemblyman Jenks.— Suppose it did not pay and he did not

get a cent ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Well, the poor fellow would be a laborer with

a useless lot of money besides.

The Chairman.— This is rather an informal discussion. Mr.

Everett wants to ask a question and then we will have yours, and

then we will proceed with 'the cross-examination.

By Assemblyman Everett

:

Q. If a man was a Socialist in good standing in your organiza-

tion, and succeeded by his saving to accumulate a property

sufficient to support him, could he then retire as a laboring man

and live on the income from that property and remain a Socialist

in good standing? A. He could.

By Assemblyman Harrington:

Q. My question is this : I want to know if the Socialists prac-

tice what they preach in two ways. We will assume a Socialist

inherits wealth from his parents. What should be his consistent

attitude toward that wealth as a Socialist ? Should he distribute

it or should he stop being a paper hanger and live on the income ?

A. Neither one. He should certainly not distribute it, because

tliat is not in accordance with the principles of the Socialist Party

and not advocated by us at any time. That would not relieve or

improve the industrial or social condition at all. He certainly
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should not distribute "it. He should invest it and administer it

as well as he could for the purpose of increasing, the production

of wealth. He should certainly not impose the most onerous and

unjust conditions upon his working men, but he, on the other

hand, should not attempt to do more than was customary in the

most liberal and best managed of the similar shops in that industry

at any time. That individual could not hope to change the

capitalist system. The fact that he was bequeathed a million dol-

lars, and if he was foolish enough to distribute it around amongst

othei-s, would make no difference. Our opposition is not to our

holding a million dollars, or you, or Mr. Rockefeller. Our oppo-

sition is to the private ownership of railroads, to the private

ownership of capital in general, the private ownership of mills

and mines and lands and factories, and that would be unaltered

and unchanged by my giving away my million dollars. It would

not affect that, would it?

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. I read to you from your party platform :
" To insure the

triumph of socialism in the United States, the bulk of the

American workers must be strongly organized politically as

Socialists, in constant clear-cut and aggressive opposition to all

parties of the possessing class. They must be strongly organized

in the economic field on broad, industrial lines as one powerful

and harmonious class organization, cooperating with the Socialist

Party, and ready in cases of emergency to reinforce the political

demands of the working class by industrial action." I want to

ask you what you are doing as a party toward organizing in the

economic field on broad, industrial lines, as one powerful and

harmonious class organization? A. As a party, we are carrying

on a campaign of education in favor of the industrial form of

organization. We are, in our party press and through reso-

lutions, and in some leaflets and pamphlets, explaining what an

industrial organization is, and its purposes, and its functions,

and its superior features— features in which it is superior to

the craft form of organization. We are not attempting to

organize an industrial union. That is not our function. The
function of the Socialist Party is on the political field. We advise

the workers what we consider best for them in the economic field,

but we do not consider, and never have considered that our proper

function was to go out and organize a labor union, either class or
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industrial, but we wish the working class would organize indus-

trial unions. We believe it is to their interest and tell them so,

and our efforts to create an industrial union consists in that edu-

cational campaign, explaining the benefits and superior advantages

of industrial as against craft unionism.

Q. That means, you are in favor of one big union of all

workers, doesn't it ? I am not putting quotation marks about that

or referring to Heywood's one big union; I mean just what I

say— you are in favor of one big union among all workers in

industry ? A. Well, I don't know that I would put it quite that

broad, in favor of one big union in all industries. I would rather

say we are in favor of one big union in each industry. That I

think perhaps would be a little more accurate.

Q. Aren't yoii in favor of inter-industrial union? A. 'No, I

don't think that we are committed to that policy. We would like a

relationship federation of the six or eight or ten large industrial

unions but not necessarily one union of all industries, but one

union for each industry surely.

Q. What do you mean then by the words " One powerful and

harmonious class organization," in the platform? A. One power-

ful and harmonious class organization on the economic field would

consist of a federation of industrial unions.

Q. Yes. Bound together with leadership and responsiveness

in the organization to that leadership? A. Yes, not integral

parts of the same organization but certainly in the organization

such as the American Federation of Labor, all labor unions in

which their common interests and class character were recognized

and in which they would mutually support each other in such

efforts as they undertook.

Q. In order to make it efficient and accomplish the purpose

of industrial union you have got to get them all into one organ-

ization with one leadership and have them responsive to that

leadership, haven't you ? Isn't that the logical end ? A. In the

sense I have explained it, that each organization be put into one

large organization and where their interests were identical, yes.

Q. When you have got that organization, and that organization

coders all the workers which are engaged in the production and

distribution of the necessaries of life and if those workers are all

organized, as I have stated, responsive to leadership and all

working with one given end, you can call it general strike, tie

off the articles of human existence, except from those people who
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are responsive to your demands, can't you? A. We could, but

it wouldn't be necessary.

Q. i am asking you whether you would have the -power to do

that under such an organization. A. If you mean by whether

we would have the power, whether you mean the Socialist party

would have the power, why, not necessarily, no. The leadership

of that industrial union would have the power.

Q. The leadership of that industrial union would have the

power. Now, if the object of that industrial union is to enforce

changes in the form of government, have you not got an insti'U-

ment which could be used with terrific power of coercion to compel

a majority to submit to the dictates of those people who had in

their hands the leadership which I mentioned? A. Will you

read that portion of the question which says—
The Chairman.— Read the entire question.

(Question repeated by the reporter.)

The Witness.— That is a hypothetical question and the

organization which the Socialist party has been advocating and

is advocating on the economic field is not an organization whose

purpose is to force changes in the foi-m of government. An
economic organization which we favor is an economic organiza-

tion for the purpose of increasing wages, shortening hours, secur-

ing better shop and working conditions for the working class in

their daily labor, the same purpose for which a craft union is

organized. For the same purpose we desire an industrial union

because we think it will more effectively secure those improved

working conditions. Those are the purposes for which we want

to organize an industrial union.

Q. ISTow, let me call your attention to paragraph 18 under the

heading " Political Demands," taken from the Congressional

Campaign Book of 1914 of the Socialist Party of America. This

is the language :
" Under political demand such measures of

relief as we may be able to force from capitalism are but a prepa-

ration of the workers to seize the whole powers of government in

order that they may thereby lay hold of the whole system of

socialized industry and thus come to their rightful inheritance."

2fow, with that before you, do you still say that the industrial

organization into one powerful class conscious organization is

not intended and expected by the Socialist party to be utilized as

an instrument for compelling the acceptance of your political
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demand ? A. Yes. I mean to deny that that is the purpose of

our advocacy of industrial unionism. Our purpose for desiring

the industrial union is as stated for the purpose of improving

the condition of the working class here and now under capitalism.

We realize, however, that with the growing class consciousness

of the working class, with the increased sense of solidarity and

class consciousness which will continue to increase amongst the

workers and also increase with industrial organization that they

will come more and more to the Socialist position. We antici-

pate, I might say, we suppose that if the time should ever come

that it was necessary for them to support the Socialist party that

they would do so. Your hypothetical question here if those men
were all organized in an industrial union absolutely controlling

the industries of the country, if they had the power, they could

tie up the country and paralyze industry, is no doubt true. They

could if they were all organized, if everybody was in one union,

but if the working class were all organized and if the working

class were all class conscious, and if they did all accept or if the

majority even accepted the Socialist position, and were in these

respective political or economic organizations, it would not be

necessary to call a strike ; it would not be necessary to do any of

those things which our power might enable us to do, because in

the vast majority of cases it would not be necessary under those

circumstances, under the program of the Socialist party, having

the great masses of the workers with us, and we would be able

to take charge of the executive and legislative affairs of the state •

and nation, and there would be no necessity for the use of their

power.

Q. ]S"ow, Mr. Secretary, if it were a question of gaining your

ends by votes, by a majority vote, what would be the use in all of

your appeals and your platforms of these statements :
" That

political action must be backed up by industrial mass action in

order for you to win your battle against the capitalist class ?

"

A. I think it would be very advantageous to the Socialist party in

the day when we do have a majority, and elect officials; very

advantageous to have an economical organization working class

ready to support us by economic action, ready to say that the

Socialist party was given possession of the offices to which it had

been legally and constitutionally elected; ready, if necessary, in

support of the Socialist party and the duly elected officials of the

State and the Nation to tie up, industrially to paralyze any

attempts of the capitalist minority, to frustrate the will of the
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people in electing the socialist administration; and I think such

an industrial organization capable of lending such support and

support of that kind to the socialists and to the people of the

United States in carrying out their wishes as expressed at the

ballot box, would perhaps go a long way toward making resistance

possible. In other words, the very existence of that power, the

recognition of the fact that the working class were united and

were determined to have their will as expressed by the majority

of citizens at the bailot box, would perhaps, avoid resistance on the

part of the minority.

Q. Mr. Secretary, without repeating them and without reading

them to you, in order to save time, it is true, is it not, that your

party has again and again and again called the attention of your

members to the fact that in order to win in your class war you
must have, not only parliamentary action, but industrial union of

one powerful class conscious element, cooperating in order that you
may attain your purpose ? A. Certainly.

Q. Isn't it rimning all through your literature, from the begin-

ning to the end ? A. Why, certainly, they act together. It is

inconceivable that the working class that had intelligence enough,

the great majority of them, to organize politically would not have

intelligence enough to organize economically, and vice versa ?

Q. Why do you need the machinery to organize the general

strike if you are merely depending upon the effect of the majority
'

vote at the ballot box ? A. The Socialist party is not advocating

the machinery for calling a general strike. As I said, our advo-

cacy for industrial unionism is for the purpose of improving work-
ing conditions of the working class here and now. We are not

advocating an organization for the general strike of the future,

but the everyday battle of the working classes with their bosses.

Q. Didn't you say, as a party to the members of your party,

and have it translated by your translator secretaries and put in

the hands of all your foreign-born members this statement :
" We

suggest and appeal that the workers, as a measure of self-defense,

and as an expression of their power, exert every effort to keep
America free from the stain of a causeless war, even to the final

and extreme step of a general strike, and the consequent paralyza-
tion of all industry ? " You said that, didn't you ? A. I do not
recall he exact wording. If you are reading it from a document—

Q. I am reading it from the compilation by Mr. Trachtenberg
and Mr. Hillquit.. A. No doubt that is correct.



1568

Q. That is not the first time you have used that expression in

your party literature and party manifesto? A. No.

Q. The general strike is a subject, and the possibility and the

plan of action which has been discussed in your meetings and in

your propaganda, isn't that so ? A. The general strike is the

plan of action which has been discussed for quite a number of

years in the Socialist i>arty in this and other countries, and on

which there has been a great deal of disagreement within the

Socialist party. The negeral strike, as a weapon, has never been

officially endorsed by the Socialist party of the United States. We
recognize certainly the possibility of a general strike, and we admit

the possibility of the general strike. At the same time, under

conditions which might possibly arise as being even desirable.

We recog-nize the possibility
;
yes, sir. It does not mean that we

have advocated it; no.

Q. We are not indulging in mere blue sky when we speak about

the possibility of a general strike, if it were deemed wise and

advisable by the people in your party to call such a strike? A.

Under conditions which made it wise and advisable, yes.

Mr. ITillqUit.— Will the stenographer please read the last ques-

tion of Judge Sutherland to Mr. Branstetter, and will you, Mr.

Branstetter, please pay attention to it ?

(The last question was read back by the reporter).

The Witness: That is the whole confusion that exists and

makes it too needless a repetition of something that ought not to

be repeated, that the socialist party has no power to call a general

strike, or any strike, general or otherwise, and as a socialist party,

it is not seeking that power. This industrial organization which

we are urging upon the working class, when it is organized, will

not be subject to the dictation of the socialist party. Those work-

ingmen in the industrial union will not go on strike at the

dictates of the executive committee of the socialist party. They

will go on strike only upon vote of their own membership in the

industrial union.

The socialist party at no time has ever claimed, or even has it

desired, and as a matter of policy, the Socialist party of the

United States does not want the control of the economic organiza-

tion and the internal control of their policies and their action.

We have always insisted they should control the economic organi-

zation, but we, the political ; but we should work in harmony and

cooperation one with the other.
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By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Wlio is Robert Hunter? A. Robert Hunter was a socialist

party member at one time— I think a member of the national

executive committee— and the author of quite a number of books

on Socialism and allied subjects.

Q. Is he still in existence? Is he stiU alive? A. I think

he is.

Q. Is he discredited as a Socialist? A. 'No, not discredited;

just not active at the present time.

Q. ISTow, I am told that Robert Hunter wrote, for the New
York Call, ISTovember 8, 1919, the following words: "ThebaUbt
is a means ; the strike is a means ; the bullet is a means ; to the man
or class who knows how to use the ballot, the strike and the bullet,

victory is near." A. I do not know whether he wrote it or not.

I never heard the quotation before.

Q. What would you say as to that sentiment ?

Mr. Block.— Get the whole thing.

The Witness.— I could not pass on that sentiment. I can say

this for Mr. Hunter's position: the Socialist. party has published

a book by Mr. Robert Hunter, entitled "Labor in Politics"

which sets forth Mr. Hunter's views at great length, and which

is taken up with argument and illustration to show the inadvisa-

bility and the falseness of the idea that labor could or should

resort to violence in its strike. The whole purpose of it is urging

peaceful and legitimate agitation on the part of the union.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. You said, in answer to Judge Sutherland, there never was

an instance where the Socialist Party of America advocated the

use of the general strike. Did you mean that ? A. I do not know
that I said those exact words. As I say, we have never adopted

the general strike as one of the policies of the Socialist party.

We have never attempted to call a general strike, and under our

present organization and policies, we could not call a general

strike; we have no authority to call a general strike.

Q. By that you mean that you are not— I do not mean to say

that your meaning is not clear— but when I use that phrase, I

want to understand your meaning— by that I take it the general

strike is not available to you as a means at the present time?

58-A
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Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Chairman, I want to object and protest on

speculating as to what they will do on a hypothetical position.

How does that man know what they will do ten years from now.

The Chairman.— Eiead the question.

Mr. Conboy.— It will be necessary to go back two or three

questions to get the correct context.

The Ohairtnan.—^^Read them.

(Last questions and answers read by reporter.)

The Chairman.— You may answer.

The Witness.— It is not available as a means at the present

time, and we have not attempted to make it available; and we

have not attempted to put ourselves in a position where we could.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. On page 25 of this pamphlet that has already been received

in evidence, under the heading, or the title " The U-Boat Con-

troversy " there is this statement— on page 24— " On April 21

"

-— referring to the year 1916— "when the situation seemed

critical, the ISTational Secretary met with the various Translator-

Secretaries and drew up a. proclamation which was later sub-

mitted to the ISTational Executive Committee for approval. The

manifesto reiterated the unalterable opposition of the Socialist

party toward war, assailed the system of secret diplomacy and

laid the existence of friction between the two countries at the door

of the capitalist interests."

That is the introduction of the manifesto. Then follows the

manifesto, which concludes with this sentence: "We suggest

and appeal that the workers as a measure of self-defense and as

an expression of their power exert every effort to keep America

free from the stain of a causeless war, even to the final and

extreme step of a general strike and the consequent paralyza-

tion of all industry." Now, in the face of that statement, con-

tained in this book compiled by Mr. Trachtenberg, to. which

Mr. Hillquit wrote the introduction, do you still persist

in your statement that the Socialist Party of America

has never advocated the use of a general strike? A. The

point is this: That manifesto, adopted by the emergency

committee, and incidentally, it may not be important but

over which there was considerable controversy in the period after
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it had been adopted and published, as to whether it should have

been or not, means this : it does not attempt to call a general strike

or advise the working class within the economic organization that

under those circumstances and conditions we believe that a gen-

eral strike would be advisable. They did not see fit to agree with

the Socialist party and therefore they did not find an occasion

where they deemed it necessary and advisable to call a general

strike. I mean even where we say there that we urge upon them if

it became necessary to go to the extent of a general strike. We
still leave it entirely in their hands in the economic organization

themselves to make the decision. We do not say they must. We
make no such provisions and desire no such authority in the laboi

union. We leave it with them entirely whether they care to resort

to that means.

Q. I think you assume, as you have stated, that you have no
power to compel them to strike; you were not then in 1916, and
I assume you are not now so sufficiently organized as to be able

to compel a general strike, but it is a fact, is it not, that in the

year 1916 you did suggest to the workers in the United States

that they should go even to the final and extreme step of a gen-

eral strike and the consequent paralyzation of all industry?

Mr. Hillquit.— I object to this form of question which includes

a statement by counsel of his own conclusions, not supported by
any testimony.

The Chairman.— Objection sustained.

Q. What you have referred to as " The Class Struggle " finds

its expression in the Marx and Engels Communist Manifesto,

doesn't it ? A. That is, the statement of the class struggle is con-

tained therein, yes.

Q. JSTow, that class struggle all Socialists believe exists? A.
All Marxian Socialists believe that that class struggle exists ?

Q. All Marxian Socialists believe that that class struggle exists ?

A. Yes.

, Q. And the purpose of your Socialist movement, considered as

a Socialist movement, is to end that class struggle? A. Yes.

Q. And when the class struggle is ended, it will be ended by
the fact that there will no longer be any classes ; that's true, isn't

it? A. Rather a confusing cause and effect, but that would be
the result.
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By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Is J. Louis Engdahl employed in the National Office now ?

A. He is not.

Q. He has not been since last August, has he? A. 'No, later

than that -— since last fall.

Q. Do the Translator-jSecretaries translate all literature that

is given out by the national organization into every language?

A. No, very small part of it.

Q. Referring to the document here " Socialism Summed Up,"

do you know whether that has been translated by the translator-

secrfetaries? A. I do not know that it has not, but I would

assume—
Q. Do you know whether it has been? A. I know it has not

in most of the translator-secretaries' offices.

Q. Now, the French Federation joined the party some time

between the middle or, we will say, the summer of 1918 and the

summer of 1919, did they not? A. Yes, within the last year

and a half.

Q. Does the party order literature for the foreign speaking

branches ? A. No, the party has no direct control or connection.

Q. Answer yes or no if you can. A. No, it does not.

Q. A local branch of a foreign federation could remain in the

party if it disassociated itself from the federation and continued

as a member of the party after the Federation is suspended or

expelled, could it not? A. It could if it did not maintain the

position which resulted in expulsion.

Q. Assume it repudiated that position and joined the party

it could remain in that instance ? A. Yes, most assuredly.

Q. Your knowledge of the movement and its membership i.^

due from going from branch to branch and state to state, and

lecturing among them? A. Very largely.

Q. And personal familiarity with them in going from office to

office? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And upon that you base your conclusion as to the percentage

of citizenship? A. Largely.

Q. I want to call your attention to the execution of labor

legislation ; isn't it a fact as a general rule that legislation adopted,

especially mining legislation, factory legislation, is enforced

through the constant surveillance of labor unions and their rep-

resentatives ? A. And by that means only practically.

Q. In other words, the labor unions have to insist upon the

enforcement of the law which is passed in their behalf ?
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The Chairman.— I do not see how he can answer that.

Mr. Sutherland.— The Committee knows better than that.

The Chairman.— Objection sustained.

Mr. Stedmau.— I am not speaking of ISTew York.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Mr. Branstetter, in connection with the two Jewish pam-

phlets offered in evidence here, Exhibits 17 and 19, Judge Suther-

land's questions, as I understand them, implied that it is the

national office of the Socialist Party that conceives, orders and

prints the literature of the foreign federations and has it trans-

lated into the respective languages of those federations through

the secretary-trandators. Is that the condition ? A. That is not

the condition in any of the federations. The books and pamph-

](!ls and such propaganda material as they publish, they pub-

lish on their own initiative. The party is never consulted and

knows nothing about it. The printing and publishing of litera-

ture is entirely in their own hands.

Q. Are these booklets and pamphlets printed by the various

federations identical for all federations and the party as such,

or does each federation publish its own literature as it deems fit ?

A. Each federation publishes its own literature and generally it

is not the same literature published by other federations.

Q. Then going back to the Jewish Federation, does the Jewish

I'ederation ever consult the national office of the party as to the

character of its literature, contents of the pamphlets published

by it ? A. It does not.

Q. And did it in this case, as far as you know ? A. It did not.

Q. And that similarly applies to the other federations? A.

It applies to all of them.

Q. You stated in reply to one of Judge Sutherland's questions

that the executive committee had no power to repeal or set aside

any enactment of the party membership. By that you mean it

has no such power under the constitution? A. I mean it has no

definitely stated power to amend or change the rules or regula-

tions adopted by the membership. It has exercised upon occa-

sions the implied power to set aside regulations or referendums

which are to the interests of the party, as we thought them to be,

and that came in conflict or are impractical of application.
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Q. l^ow, I assume Judge Sutherland had reference to two par-

ticular instances; that is, the suppression of clauses 6 and 7 of

the political demands contained in the plaftorm of the Socialist

party of 1917 after they had been ratified on referendum vote.

Do you know this incident ? A. I do.

Q. Regardless of the question of whether or not the national

executive committee had the specific right under the constitution

or not, do you know whether or not, as a matter of fact, the

national executive committee did suppress or omit those two

paragraphs or clauses? A. As a matter of fact, the executive

committee took the authority to eliminate them from the pub-

lished documents, and did so eliminate them, and for which

action the membership has never since called them to account.

It-, met apparently with the approval of the membership.

Mr. Sutherland.— I move to strike out that part of his answer

where he says " it met apparently with the approval of the

membership."

The Chairman.— It may stand as far as that ; he don't know

anything about that.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. As a matter of fact, actually and physically, the national

executive committee at that time did eliminate these two pro-

visions? A. They did.

Q. That you know to your own loiowledge? A. Yes.

Q. You were also asked whether the party had ever disap-

proved of any strike. Is the party in the habit of passing upon

every strike favorably or unfavorably? A. 'No, only the very

large and important strikes that are called to our attention do

they take any action one way or the other.

Q. It was only in strikes involving exceptional conditions that

the party did act? A. Yes.

Q. And in all such cases acted favorably ? A. Always.

Q. Mr. Branstetter, do you and the Socialist party assume the

position that the workers of the United States have the absolute

and unrestricted right to organize economically? A. I do.

Q. And that they have the absolute and unrestricted right to

choose their own form of organization? A. I do.

Q. And that in choosing such form of organization they should

only be guided by the question of the efficiency of organization?

A. That is the idea.
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Q. And do you and the Socialist party take the position that

if the workers of the United States consider the industrial form
of organization more effective than the trade or craft union form,

that they have a full and perfect legal right to organize indus-

trially? A. Most certainly have the right, and it is their duty

to organize that way.

Q. Is it the sincere conviction of the Socialist party that indus-

trial form of organization is more effective than the craft or trade

union form"? A. That unquestionably is.

Q. Is the belief of the Socialist in favor of the industrial form

of organization based upon that conviction? A. Upon that con-

viction, yes.

Q. Do you and does the Socialist party hold that the workers

of this country have a right to withhold their labor or give it

iipon such terms as they think is proper? A. We do take that

position, yes.

Q. And do we claim that the workers of this country have the

right to strike for any cause which they deem in their interests,

including political causes? A. Yes.

Q. And when we speak of general strikes, or when we once

mentioned a general strike, was it that right that we have in view ?

A. Always.

Q. Mr. Branstetter, is it the Socialist position that a general

strike of all workers in all industries, such as was described by
Judge Sutherland which would, for a considerable length of time

paralyze the whole life of the country, could that actually be

carried out without destroying the lives of the workers them-

selves? A. I don't think it is practicable, feasible or possible.

Q. But we do believe that a strike in certain basic industries

for a certain time in order to enforce working class demands i?

perfectly legal and may be proper under certain circumstances ?

That is correct ? A. Perfectly legal and may be justifiable and

desirable.

The Chairman.— Is that the end of it ?

Mr. Hillquit.— I think I have one or two more questions.

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, I hope it will not be granted

that a preconceived, prearranged strike on general lines, and forced

by an organization and by the discipline of an organization, the

object of which is to tie up the production and the distribution

of the necessaries of life is a legal thing to indulge in. I shall
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protest against any such proposition of law. I claim it is a viola-

tion of the law as it stands today, the law of the State, the law of

the United States, as well as the law of humanity.

The Chairman.— I will hear you gentlemen the middle of next

week on that subject.

Mr. Stedman.— Not at the rate we are going now. It will lie

four weeks.

By Mr. Hrllquit

:

Q. You were examined at length on the question of class strug-

gle and the change, or supposed change, of your sentiments if

you passed from a worker to a capitalist. Do you recognize; a

distinction between class struggle and class hatred? A. Oh yes.

Q. Will you tell us what it is, very briefly? A. Well, class

hatred is the hatred between individuals of one class toward indi-

viduals in anothei: class. We, as Socialists, do not have elj,.^s

hatred.

Q. Do the Socialist preach class hatred ? A. By no means.

Q. Do the Socialist at any time instigate class hatred ? A. Not

at all.

Q. Now, the last question, Mr. Branstetter, does the Socialist

Party allow its members a considerable latitude of opinion on

questions of tactics, and does it allow them the right to differ with

accepted positions on such questions of tactics? A. We have

always allowed a very wide latitude to our members.

The Chairman.— Yes or no.

The Witness.— Yes, sir.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. When you say that the Socialist Party allows some latitude

in tactics what do you mean by that ?

(Discussion off the record.

)

The Chairman.— Eead the last question.

(The last question was read by the reporter.)

Q. What did you mean by that answer, a difference of latitude

on the opinion of tactics ? A. I mean the party has tolerated or

allowed the members to disagree with the accepted party position
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oia questions of tactics, and that that disagreement did not result

in their discipline or expulsion. We tolerate a wide difference

of opinion.

Q. For instance, the expression of tactics yesterday on the part

of Mr. Debs, was that tolerated ? A. I do not know the expression

of tactics on the part of Mr. Debs. I do not know what you re-

fer to.

Q. The expression of tactics on the part of Mr. Victor L. Berger,

was that tolerated ? A. Oh yes, they were tolerated.

Q. They were tolerated within the party ? A. Yes sir, neither

of them were ever disciplined or expelled ?

Q. Neither of them was expelled or disciplined for his expres-

sion of opinion?

(Discussion off the record.)

The Witness.— What I did question in the very beginning was

the question which said the expression of tactics.

Q. How wide a range has this matter of tactics taken within

the party ?

Mr. Hillquit.— I object to that.

Mr. Gonboy.— Mr. Hillquit opened this discussion, and I do

not think an objection from him should be entered.

The Chairman.— The objection is overruled. Answer the ques-

tion.

The Witness.— I do not know how hardly I can.

The Chairman.— Then ask for the question.

(Question repeated by the reporter.)

]\'[r. Hillquit.— I respectfully submit, does it call, for instance,

for distance, miles, hours or what ?

The Chairman.—Well, give us your best answer.

The Witness.— Well, only in a general way, a very wide range,

that is all.

Q. What are the limitations of that wide range, tell me the

specific things that are included within that range ? A. I cannot

do that. If you ask a definite question—
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Q. Can you tell me some of them ? A. No sir, I cannot tell you.

Q. You cannot tell me any of them ? A. I can tell you perhaps

such things as are excluded, not those that were included.

Q. All right, tell me those things that were excluded. A. We
excluded the advocacy of opposition to political action as a weapon

of the working class. That we could not tolerate, and men were

disciplined and suspended and expelled for opposing political

action. We saw the question of immediate demands, that is of

confining the activities of the party toward propaganda, and agita-

tion for our ultimate ideal and ignoring the demands of the work-

ing class— work of reform here and now.

(Whereupon at 4:18 a recess was taken until 4:30 p. m.)

After eecess, 4:35 p. m.

The Chairman : Proceed.

Julius Geebee, recalled, testified as follows:

Direct examination by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Gerber, you have been sworn in this proceeding before ?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And have been examined ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And in the course of your examination you were asked,

were you not, by counsel for the Committee whether you had

tabulated the membership cards in your possession in order to

ascertain the percentage of citizenship of members in the county

of ISTew York, of the Socialist Party? A. Why, I was not

exactly asked whether we had tabulated it. They wanted it

tabulated.

Q. Made a request for permission to tabulate it ? A. Yes.

Q. And you gave such consent?' A. Counsel did.

Q. And thereafter were the membership cards in your office

so tabulated ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. By whom ? A. By some firm of accountants brought there

by one of Mr. Berger's assistants.

Q. You mean, Mr. Berger one of counsel for this Committee?

A. One of the Attorney-General's office.

Mr. Sutherland.— Here it is. I had intended to put this in

evidence. .
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Mr. Hillquit.— I offer that in evidence.

(The paper was received in evidence and marked Assembly-

man's Exhibit No. 5.)

Mr. Sutherland.— This is Mr. Perley Morse & Company's com-

pilation of the data which he was able to obtain in the Borough

of Manhattan.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. And this compilation was based on what, Mr. Gerber ? A.

On the record cards in the office of the Socialist Party in New
York county.

Q. Kepresenting ? A. The present membership of the party.

Q. The present membership of the party ? A. Yes, sir.

The ChaiiTnan— Borough of Manhattan ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Borough of Manhattan.

Q. How many members did that include? A. Five thousand

five hundred and sixty-eight.

Q. And of these did you find data as to citizenship with refer-

ence to each and every one of them? A. The copy I made from

the accountant's copy in the office at the time ; I never got one of

those typewritten copies, although he promised me one, was

3,833 citizens on the record marked as citizens; 978 who were

not citizens, and 802 of which there was no record.

Q. The figures I have in the exhibit just submitted vary some-

what from yours, giving the number of citizens as 3,080, the

number of non-citizens as 987, and the number of those with

respect to whom there were no data to be found, 812. That is

approximately correct ? A. That is approximately correct. I

copied his figures from their pencil copies in which there may
have been some error in their additions.

Q. Then leaving out of the reckoning those with respect to

whom there were no available data, what was the percentage of

citizens among the membership of the Socialist Party in the

borough of Manhattan? A. Well, the best I can figure out is

very close to 90 per cent.

Q. I do not suppose, Mr. Gerber, that it amounts to 90 per

cent ? A. ISTo, very near to it.

Q. I think it would be closer to 80 than to 90 according to these

figurcc;. Well, whatever it represents in proportion 987 non-
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citizens as against 3,780 citizens, that would be the percentage;

it is about 80 of the total that are citizens ? A. A little over 80.

Q. Now, Mr. Gerber, with reference to those who are classified

as non-citizens, where did you get the information that they were

non-citizens? A. At the time when they joined the party. . In

filling out the application they state whether they are citizens or

not.

Q. Then those classified as non-citizens were not citizens at

the time of their application for membership in the party, is that

correct ? A. That's right.

Q. Among such applications were there any that were a year

or two or three years old ? A. Why, some of them are fifteen years

old— twenty years old.

Q. Do you know whether any of these 987- members who were

not citizens at tjie time of their application for membership in

the Socialist Party had become citizens subsequently and> are citi-

zens to-day ? A. I do.

Q. Can you give us any estimate as to the percentage of these

that have since become citizens? A. In the Finnish branch, nc-

cording to the statement made up by the auditor, they gave the

total membership of 366 of which 27 were citizens, 129 not citi-

zens. When I had the secretary of the naturalization committee

of the Finnish branch go over the cards and make up a record we

found there were 197 citizens.

Q. Instead of 27 ? A. Instead of 27.

Q. Which was the original number? A. Which was the orig-

inal number.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. So that there alone more than 100 members originally non-

citizens had become citizens? A. During the period of their

membership in the party.

Q. And do you know of any other instances? A. Why, the

same would apply .in most all other branches. We are, at the

present time, getting our cards up to date ; but the percentage will

not be as large as in the Finnish branch, because their proportion

of non-citizens was larger; but proportionally about the same.

Q. From the facilities for observation at your command, will

you state what proportion, approximately, of those members who

were not citizens at the time of their application for membership,

and who are here listed as non-citizens, have become citizens and

are citizens to-day ? A. I say about 70 per cent.
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Q. About TO' per cent of them ? A. Yes.

Q. So that would leave only about 300 non-citizens to-day ? A.

That is about all.

Q. Out of a total of almost 5,000 members, whose records were

taken ? A. Yes, more than 5,000— 5,568.

Q. In other words, about 6 per cent non-citizens'^ A. That

would be about the percentage.

(Discussion off the record regarding method of arriving at

figures.)

Mr. Hillquit.— I am including 2,730' citizens originally, 987

not such citizens originally, which will make 4,750, to be exact.

Mr. Sutherland.— He used 5,0'0'0. I thought he included all

the blanks.

Mr. Hillquit.— l\o; 4,750 members, of which you say about

300 are not citizens, and that represents a little more than 6 per

cent?

The Witness.— Yes, sir.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q.- So that your estimate is that between 93 and 94 per cent

of the members of the Socialist party in the borough of Manhattan

are citizens of the United States ? A. From the figures sent from

the office since, they claim 95 per cent are citizens up to date.

That is from the corrected records they have made iip since; it is

not quite complete.

Q. That comes pretty close to it, anyway ? A. Yes.

Q. Can you tell what is the percentage of citizenship among
the pciiei-al populatioii of the borough of Manhattan? A. Why,
according to the State census of 1915 the borough of Manhattan
had a population of 2,137,747, of which 1,472,384 were citizens

and 665,483 were aliens, which would make the percentage of

citizenship about 68.

Q. Then while the citizenship for the population in the borough
of Manhattan is about 68, the citizenship of the members of the

Socialist party in the same borough is 93 or 95, or thereabouts?

A. Yes.

Q. 'Considerably higher than that of the average .population ?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Does the organization of the Socialist party in the borough
of Manhattan make any special efforts to educate its members in
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the politics, history and civics of this country and State and to

facilitate the processes of their naturalization ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What efforts does it make ? A. Why, in the various foreign

speaking branches there are naturalization committees vsrhose func-

tion it is to educate their members in the constitution, politics

and history of the countiy so that they can become citizens. There

are also in various parts of the city, we maintain bureaus for the

same purpose, including a class in the Rand School.

Q. And in such classes are these foreign-born members taught

English? A. They are.

Q. And civics ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And American history? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the general constitutional law ? A. Well, I don't know

whether you call it constitutional law. They are taught the his-

tory of the United States, the civics, form of government of tEc

United States and policies and eveiything that goes in connection

\\-il:h the public functions of the United States, state and city.

Q. In other words, they are thoroughly educated in what you

might call Americanization ? A. Yes, sir ; I claim that the Social-

ist party is the only party that carries on a systematic campaign

of Americanization. I told Mr. Stevenson that.

Q. Mr. Gerber. you are also familiar and I believe you have

so stated on your direct examination, with the affairs of the state

committee of the Socialist party in the State of 'New York? A.

I am, sir.

Q. And with the constitution of the State organization? A.

Yes, sir.

Q. Is there a provision in the IvFew York State constitution

which requires a certain length of membership in the Socialist

party of such members who are elected to office within the party ?

A. There is.

Q. And what length of membership is required ? A. Three

years—• no, I think it is two years.

The Chairman.— It appears two years already in the evidence.

The Witness.— Two years for the state committee; three' years

in iN'ew York County.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Were you at the convention at which this was adopted ? A.

Yes, sir.
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. Q. And you say in the constitution of the County of New York
there is a similar provision? A. Three years.

Q. Calling for three years' membership? A. As a qualification

for holding membership on the executive committee.

Q. And will you state what was the intention of adopting the

provisions in both cases? A. The intention was that those that

want to qualify for membership upon the committee should be

sufficiently long enough in the United States or will be citizens,

and also acquainted with the histories and policies of the United

States.

Q. Under the provision, then, Mr. Gerber, is it possible for a

Socialist to come from a foreign country, or, say any country,

and be at once elected to executive office in the Socialist party,

local or in the state ? A. 'No, it is not.

0- Are yon thoroughly familiar with the personnel of the ex-

ecutive committee of the Socialist party in the County of iN'ew

York and at present in office ? A. I am familiar with it for quite

a number of years.

Q. And will you state whether within your recollection there

ever have been aliens as members of such committees ? A. ]^ot

that I can remember. I have looked them up during these last

few weeks.

Q. And you say within all the years of your recollections, which
covers about 10 years ? A. Well, I have been ten years in office

;

this is the 10th year.

Q. You don't know of a single instance that there has been an
alien on the executive committee, either local or state? A. In
the state executive committee or of the local.

Q. And certainly not an alien enemy ? A. Could not be.

Q. With reference to the provision in the State Constitution,

which calls for an advance resignation to be signed by candi-

dates for public office, members of the Socialist party, you have,

I believe, stated on your direct examination or on your cross-

examination on another occasion, that they had not been in force

for a long time? A. That is what I said.

Q. Is that correct? A. Correct.

Q. -Do you know when it was originally adopted ? A. As I
said, this was inherited by us from the old Socialist Labor party.

Q. What was the intention of adopting that question ?

Mr. Sutherland.— I object.

The Chairman.— I will sustain it.
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Q. Were you present at any convention wliieli discussed the

question of having this particular provision in the Constitution?

A. I was.

Q. Where ? A. Oh, I think the convention of 1900, when we

first organized the party in the State.

Q. And was that particular provision then discussed? A. It

was.

Q. And will you state what was the object of that convention

in inserting that provision in the Constitution ?

Mr. Sutherland.— I object.

The Chairman.— I do not see how that is important.

Mr. Hillquit.— I think it is quite important.

The Chairman.— He says they have not used it, and that is

the end of it.

Mr. Hillquit.— Our position is a dual one. Our position

is, we have had a perfect right to have it, although, as a

matter of fact, we have not used it. The intention of it is very

important because theories have been made by the other side on

this question about the intention of having this provision. We
have been charged with holding strings upon our officers, and

taking away their independence, and so on. I think it is entirely

proper and competent to state all the reasons for adopting it.

The Chairman.— I do not think it is. These men cannot

answer that— what their intentions were. I do not know.

Q. At the time this provision was adopted in the State Con-

stitution, do you know whether or not there was a strong public

sentiment in favor of recall of elected officials ? A. Why, at the

time there was quite a public agitation all through the country

for the recall.

Q. Of public officials? A. All public officials.

Q. And do you know whether this provision was supposed to

be one of the forms of such recall of public officials ?

Mr. Sutherland.— I object to that.

The Witness.— That's what it was.

Mr. Sutherland.— Wait a minute. All the witness can do is to

tell what he himself supposes; not what somebody on the other

side of the—
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]\rr. Hillquit.^ He says he heard the discussion on the subject.

The Chairman.— Well, go on with your next question.

Q. You also stated, I believe, that within your personal knowl-

edge, such resignation blanks had never been used within the party

within the last ten years at least ? A. To my knowledge, it has

never been used in I^ew York.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. In the state or in the city ? A. Well, I would not say in the

state. The state committee as such has never used them. I can

state that as a member of the state committee. I can state that

both New York and Kings County and the Bronx, for that matter

— the Bronx was a part of that county— we never used them.

Q. Within your incumbency, or the period of your incumbency

in office, have you ever had any resignation blanks of the form

jjrovided by the State Constitution of the Socialist, or in any other

form ? A. ISTever. The only form I ever saw was the one printed

in the constitution.

Q. About how many earndidates for public office does the Social-

ist party nominate annually in the County of New York? A.

Why, we usually nominate a full ticket. Every office that is to

be elected.

Q. And that means about how mauy in New York Crtunty?

A. Why, varying, in the olden days, from 50' to, a;t the preseait

time, about 40.

Q. Every year? A. Every year.

Q. And do you attend to all matter.s connected with such nomi-

nation and election officially? A. Tt is usually in my charge.

Q. Within the time, then, of your incumbency in office, the

Socialist narty has nominated hundreds of candidates in the county

of New York alone ; is that correct ? A. Yes sir.

Q. And you have supervised all such nominations ? A. Yes sir.

Q. Will you state whether, in a single case, any member of the

party so nominated for public office was required to sign one of

the resignations referred to in the state constitution? A. Why,
we never asked anybody to sign it, and nobody ever did.

Q. And is there, or was there ever, within your term of office,

on file in your office or elsewhere for the organization of the

County of New York such a resignation ? A. No sir.

Q. Within your incumbency in office, how many members of

the Socialist party have been elected to public office on the Social-
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ist ticket ? A. Why, the first Socialist elected was Mr. London,

(Congressman in the 12th district.

Q. How many times was he elected to office? A. He was
elected twice.

Q. Did he on either of these occasions sign or file with you a

written resignation ? A. He was never asked to do it.

Q. And never did ? A. And never did.

Q. What other ofiicials, public officials, did the Socialist Party

elect in the county of New York? A. We elected in 1917 four

Assemblymen, one Municipal Court judge and four aldermen.

Q. Did any of those sign a resignation or were they required to

sign such resignation ? A. l^o, sir.

Q. Who else did you elect next? A. In 1918 we elected one

Assemblyman and in 1919 we elected two Assemblymen and two

aldermen.

Q. Now, were any of these public officials so elected by the

Socialist Party ever required to sign a resignation or did they ever

sign a resignation? A. No, sir; they were never required or did

they ever sign them.

Q. Was any member of this Assembly elected on a |Socialist

ticket either from the county of New York or from any other

counties, based upon your knowledge as a member of the State

committee, asked to or did he sign any such resignation? A. I

can say that those coming from Greater New York who were

elected on the Socialist ticket never were required or signed

matter over with the members of the State committee to decide

as 1o what way they shall vote; what would be the best way for

them to vote. I don't know whether you call it instructions. We
talked the whole situation over, and we thought as Socialists, as

democrats, that on a question like this which concerns the popu-

lation of the state, the population of the country, that the people

iilTected should have a right to say whether they want prohibition

or not, and our Assemblymen were requested to introduce a bill or

vote for a bill that will submit the Eighteenth Amendment to a

popular vote of the people of the State of New York.

Q. And they did so vote ? A. I understand they did.

Q. Do you recall any other instances of instructions given by

the party to its representatives in public office with reference to

the public or official acts ? A. That was the only one in my long

career as a member of the State Committee.

Q. The elected Socialist officials were, however, were they not,

expected to act in their respective offices in accordance with the
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provisions of the platform of the socialist party? A. Yes, sir.

If you will permit me, Mr. Hillquit, there is one thing that our

elected officials do, and which gives them, perhaps, better instruc-

tions than any committee may, and that is, our assemblymen,

during the session of the Assembly of the Legislature, or the

Board of Aldermen, constantly— and Congressmen— fre-

quently call meetings of the voters in the respective districts, and

report to them what they are doing, and what the bodies in which

they represent their constituencies do, and the voters suggesting,

what they shall do, or discuss things.

Q. In addition to that, are Socialist elected officials of certain

classes expected to meet together to discuss pending measures, to

discuss their policy, to gather information upon the subjects

pending before the legislature, or assembly, or council ? A. Yes,

sir.

Q. And within your knowledge, have they been doing it?

A. Within my knowledge, they have.

Q. When I speak of Socialist officials of certaiji classes, I have

in view concretely the aldermen. Socialist aldermen in the city

of l^ew York, and Socialist members of the Assembly here; with

reference to such Board of Aldermen, have they been maintain-

h)t an infoi-mation bureau ? A. The Socialist aldermen in ISTew

York maintain a bureau and employ a director, whose business it

is to studv and do all the research work and accumulate all the

necessai-y information for the aldermen in their capacity as alder-

mPTi in filling their office.

Q. That is for the intelligent discharge of their duties ? A. Of
their duties.

O. Does the same apply to the members of the Assembly?

A. It does.

Q. The constitution further provides for the unit rule ; it pro-

vides that wherever there is a class of Socialist officials in one

council or one assemblv or one body, they should meet together,

discuss pending or proposed measures, and vote upon them, if

there is a difference of opinion, and accept the majority opinion?

-A.. That is the provision in the constitution.

0. Does that correspond to the practice of caucuses in other

political parties?

Mr. Sutherland.— That question and answer escaped me. I

want it read again.

(Question read by the stenographer as requested.)
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Mr. Sutherland: I object to that, Mr. Chairman, on the

ground that that is not a constitutional provision.

The Chairman: The constitutional provision is that they

should act as a unit.

Mr. Sutherland : As a unit. ISTow, where they get their instruc-

tions is not stated in the constitution except under the general

provision that they shall act under the instructions of the dues-

paying membership.

The Chairman: Well, I will let that answer stand; but the

next one is clearly incompetent.

Mr. Sutherland: The majority provision is not in the consti-

tution, Mr. Chairman.

The Chairman.— I know it is not. Xt is simply an immaterial

question as to how they got at it. It is like a caucus.

Mr. Hillquit : Well, I will admit that is rather unevidenciary.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Now, Mr. Gerber, will you state whether the various provis-

ions of the Socialist Party of the State of New York, with refer-

ence to which you have been examined, the rule for resigna-

tion, or advance resignation of candidates; of the unit rule, with

reference to voting of Socialist officials ; the rule with reference to

instructions, and so on— whether all these provisions have been

adopted by the party originally, prior or subsequent to. the enact-

ment of the Primary Election Law? A. Prior to the Primary

Election Law.

Q. Do you lecall when the Primary Election Law was enacted?

A. If I am not mistaken, I think it was first enacted in 1911.

Mr. Sutherland : I call your attention to the Primary Law of

1898. Your party was not then organized.

Q. I mean the direct Primary Law. A. There was a Primary

Law as long as I can remember.

The Chairman : What year do you say it was ?

The Witness: I think 1911 for direct nominations.

Q. You were then in office in the Socialist Party ? A. I was.
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Q. And since the law was enacted it become incumbent upon'

you, did it not, to provide with its provisions in behalf of the

Socialist party in its various political campaigns ? A. It is part

of my work to see that nominations ai-e made in accordance with

the law.

Q. I shall now ask you, Mr. Grerber, whether, ever since the

enactment of this law,— I mean the direct nominations law, the

Socialist Party in the State of New York and in the County of

KcAY York have fully complied with the provisions of such law?

A. We complied with the provisions of the direct Primary Law in

all its provisions, spirit, letter and everything.

Q. And have all nominations for public office since that time

been made in accordance with the provisions of that law ? A. Yes,

sir.

Q. That means that nominations for office, or proposed candi-

dates for office, after the enactment of that law, were voted upon
liy whom? A. Why the usual rule we pursue is that the Social-

ists in the district for which nominations are made are called

together and they designate a candidate for the district for what-

ever office it is.

Q. As their choice? A. As thoir choice, and that is placed on

the petition.

Q. Which petition ? A. The designation petition ns it is called.

Q. That is a petition Avhich is required in order to enable the

name of such candidate to go on the primary election ballot ? A.

We have to get three per cent of the enrolled Socialist voters in the

district to sign it, and it is filed with the Board of Elections in the

Citv of New York, or the State Secretary for state offices.

Q. And then ? A. The enrolled Socialists on primary day vote

for their candidates.

Q. Outside of the party which as a rule draws up such petitions

and collects such signatures, do other persons, either members
or not members of the Socialist Party, have the similar right and

facilities to place in the Socialist primaries candidates for public

office? A. Yes.

Q. So that the candidates for public office are determined not

by the dues-paying membership of the party, but by the enrolled

Socialists of the given district ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Is that correct ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What is the proportion of the dues-paying membership of

the Socialist Party to the number of enrolled Socialists in the
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County of iN'ew York ? A. The total number of dues-paying mem-
bers in New York county, as I stated before, is 5,568, whereas

the total number of enrolled Socialist voters, in 1919, was 19,178.

Q. Roughly speaking about four times as large— A. Four to

one.

Q. — as the number of dues-paying members ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And in the primary election law enrolled Socialists have

a right to vote? A. 'Not only have they a right to vote, but we

make it our business to circvilarize them and ask them to come

out and vote.

Q. And the dvies-paying member of the Socialist Party, if he

is not enrolled as a Socialist voter, would not have such vote ? A.

He cannot vote.

Q. And assuming that all' party members are also enrolled

Socialist voters, when it comes to the choice of candidates, they

constitute only about one-fourth of the number of persons who
vote for Socialist candidates, is that correct ? A. That is correct.

I might say here there is something that perhaps you may not

know Mr. Hillquit, or anybody may not know, that is something

that we politicians know, that there is only about 20 per cent, of

the enrolled members of any party that participate at the primary

elections.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. We assume that. A. No, that is the official figures of the

Board of Elections of New York; so we are not any worse off

than the others.

Q. Now, I will ask you, Mr. Gerber: within your knowledge,

has it ever occurred that a person not a member of the dues-paying

(/rganization of the Socialist Party has filed a petition for

election in the primries of the Socialist ticket as a candidate of

the Socialist Party? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Would you name one instance? A. Why, the first instance

we had was in 1916; when Assemblyman Cuvillier filed a petition

as candidate for member of Assembly on the Socialist Party in

the Thirtieth District of New York county.

Q. To file such a petition, Mr. Gerber, you say it required

3 per cent, of the enrolled Socialist voters ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you see the petition which you say was filed in behalf

of Assemblyman Cuvillier in 1916 ? A. I did.

Q. How many names of enrolled Socialists voters did it con-

tain? A. Fifteen.
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Q. And was that a sufficient nuniber? A. It was a sufficient

number.

Q. And by whom was that petition e'xecuted? A. I think

the young man that collected the signatures acted as a witness.

I think his name was Goodman, some name like that. He was a

painter by trade, and an enrolled Socialist.

Q. And did the petition contain in accordance with the require-

ments of the law, a statement by the candidate, Mr. Cuvillier,

to the effect that he knew the person and vouched for him ? A.

Yes, there was a statement to the effect that Mr. Cuvillier knew
the- gentleman whose signature— knew him as required by law—
for a certain number of years, as having been a resident of New
York County, and of the election district fox two years, and a man
of good character, and so on.

Q. Now, the law, Mr. Gterber, permits a candidate to resign or

decline such a nomination? A. Under the rules of the Board

of Elections in New York, all candidates for nomination are

notified by mail of their designation for public office as soon as

the papers are filed, and then they have a certain length of time,

five days, to decline.

Q. Did Mr. Cuvillier decline the nomination for the Socialist

primaries in that district that year ? A. He did not.

Q. Did his name appear printed on the primary ballots in the

Socialist column ? A. It did.

Q. As a member or candidate for the assembly? A. It did.

Q. And were you present when the vote was counted? A. I

was not personally, but we had watchers in all the polling places

in the 30th district.

Q. And the result was published subsequently? A. Why, it

was not subsequently, but we got: the result from the Board of

Elections.

0. Did Mr. Cuvillier receive any votes on the Socialist ticket?

A. He had two.

Q. Two. (Laughter). And his opponent received more? A.

Yes* Mr. Hedman, I think, had about 58.

Q. And thereupon was chosen as the Socialist candidate ? A.

Was declared the nominee of the Socialist party.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Mr. Berger, you are under oath,

aren't you ?

The Witness.— I am.
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Assemblyman Cuvillier.— You said that my name appeared

on the primary ballot as the Socialist candidate for niember of the

assembly, didn't you ?

The Witness.— Yes, sir.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— That is all I wanted to know.

Mr. Hillquit.— You have known that.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— That is what I want to know.

Mr. Hillquit.— Let us proceed.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— You are under oath now ?

The Witness.— I know what I am talking about, Mr. Cuvillier.

Assanblyman Cuvillier.— We will show you.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. If Mr. Cuvillier had received a sufficient number of votes

ill those primaries he would have been; would he not, the Socialist

candidate for assembly in that district ? A. He would have been.

Q. So that, under the operation of the primary law as it exists

today, any person, whether a member of the dues-paying organ-

ization or not, may becomei a candidate of the Socialist party if

lie receives a majority of the votes of the enrolled Socialists in that

district ? A. Yes, sir.

The Chairman.— I could go in there and get a position on your

ticket if I wanted to ?

The Witness.— Yes, sir.

The Chairman.— That don't necessarily make me a Socialist.

The Witness.-— You would be the Socialist Party candidate.

The Chairman.— Yes ; that is all.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. I wish to ask you whether you know of any instance in

which a member of this Assembly actually did secure in that way

the Socialist nomination? A. Why, I understand the member of

the Assembly from the Essex county district was elected both on

a Eepublican and Socialist Party ticket.
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Q. And he waa not a member of the dues-paying Socialist

organization ? A. Not that we know of.

Q. Have there ever been contests between Socialist Party mem-
bers for public office ? A. On one occasion. I think it was 1915,

in the old Second Assembly district.

Q. On that occasion what happened ? A. Well, one of the can-

didates got the majority vote and was nominated.

Q. But one was nominated first informally by the party organ-

ization? A. Yes.

Q. And the party organization secured the petition for him?
A. A group of members of the particular district secured the

necessary petitions.

Q. Then another party member of the same district secured an

independent petition ? A. Secured an independent petition.

Q. Both went on the ballot ; one was elected and one defeated ?

A. One was nominated and the other defeated.

Q. Did the Socialist Party discipline the member who had run

against the one officially nominated by the party ? A. It did not.

Q. It admitted that it was his right to do so ? A. By the fajct

we forgot about it, never talked about it when it was over.

Q. And in that case it was the enrolled Socialist voters who
determined as to who should be the candidate; is that correct ? A.

Yes, sir.

Q. The Socialist Party, Mr. Gerber, is a party recognized by

law, in that it has cast the requisite number of votes for its candi-

dates, is it not ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How long has the Socialist Party been a legally recognized

political party in the State of New York? A. Since 1900'.

Originally it was named the Social Democratic Party.

Q. That is, ever since its organization ? A. That is, ever since

its organization.

Q. And until this date? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And without a break? A. Yes, sir.

Q. The Socialist Party has been recognized as a legal party

under the laws of the State ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. In this testimony, Mr. Gerber, something was brought out

with reference to an organization known as the International

Revolutionary Socialist group. Do you know anything about that

organization ? A. Why, the first time I heard of it was when that

letter was written.

The Chairman.— What letter was that ?
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The Witness.— It was a letter froni some International Revo-

lutionary organization, sent to Mr. Martens, if I am not mistaken.

Mr. Hillquit.— It is on page 945 of the record.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Is that organization in any way connected with the Socialist

party of New York ? A. It is not.

Q. And you say you did not know its existence until you heard

it mentioned in this proceeding; is that right ? A. The first time

I heard it was here.

Q. One more question, Mr. Gerber. In the preceding pri-

mary election— the last one— were there any contests for nomi-

nations on the Socialist party ticket? A. In 1917 there was a

contest for nomination of justice of the Supreme Court by a

gentleman by the name of Danaher. He was running on the

Prohibition, Progressive, Independence League, Democratic, Re-

publican, Socialist and every ticket in the field. He got a nomi-

nation on the Prohibition ticket. He was luckier than Mr.

Gavillier. Mr. Cuvillier got none.

Q. Now, any other contests? A. Why, last year, in 1919, wc

had a number of contests in all the counties, Manhattan, Bronx,

New York and Brooklyn, by a group of people— the socalled

Left Wing.

Q. And how did that contest result ? A. Why, in New York

and Bronx and in Brooklyn practically all the party candidates

were nominated.

Q. Were there any non-members of the Socialist party adher-

ents of the Left Wing, as you styled them, nominated in other

parts of the State? A. Why, yes; various parts.

Q. And what position did the party take with reference to

such nominations ? A. Why, a number of our organizations were

of the opinion that since these people were not members of tlm

Socialist party that it should be utterly incumbent upon them

not to support them ; and the State Executive Committee decided,

and sent out a letter to all the organizations that being as these

jieople "w^ere not the nominees of the Socialist party, it was their

duty to support them, just the same as if they were the nominees

of the Socialist party.

Q. In other words, whether they would support them was a

question in the Socialist party? A. Yes, and they were our

candidates.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is all.
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Cross-axainination by Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Mr. Gerber, the National Constitution was revised within

a year, was it not ? A. At the September convention.

Q. Sent out for referendum— and the idea is to keep your

Constitution up to date, is it not ? A. Try to.

Q. You have heard this Secretary say that constitutions were

not dead timber, but were kept up to date ? A. Well, I was not

here when he testified, but we try to keep it up.

Q. Now, listen to this : I find in article 9 of the National Con-

stitution, and printed at page 1057 of this printed record here,

the following clause: "(b) No member of the Socialist party

shall, under any circumstances, vote in any political election for

liuy candidate other than the Socialist party members, nominated,

endorsed or recommended as candidates by the Socialist party, or

advocate voting for them. To do so will constitute party treason

and result in expulsion from the party." Do you recognize that

as the law of the party? A. Absolutely. That is why we sent

that letter out through the State.

Q. I read to you from page 1067 of the printed record from the

State Constitution, and you will remember that that has been

looked over and revised every two years from the time your party

was organized in 1900 down to 1918? A. Yes.

Q. When it was revised for the last time ? A. For the last time.

Q. Now, I read from section 13 under " Suspension and Ex-

pulsion." A member may be expelled from the party, or may be

suspended for a period not exceeding one year for the following

offenses

:

"(b) For supporting or aiding in the election of a candidate

for any office, in either a primary or final election of any other

than the Socialist Party, or in opposition to the regularly selected

candidates of the Socialist Party." That is still the law, isn't

it? A. It is.

Q. I read from section f under that same heading: " For fail-

ing or refusing, when elected to a public office, or while acting as

a delegate to an official party convention, to abide and cany out

such instructions as he may have received from the dues-paying

party organization or as prescribed by the state or national con-

stitutions." That is in full force and effect, isn't it? A. Yes,

but, judge, if you will notice, it speaks about conventions there.

We have no conventions any more.
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Q. Then I am willing to leave that out ; I am willing to ignore

the clause regai'ding your \otes in the convention; with that ex-

ception the clause— A. It stands in the constitution ; I know
it is there.

Q. And that receives the respect of your party, doesn't it ? A.

It is in the constitution. There are a lot of dead letters there.

Q. Your party believes in the principle, doesn't it, that a public

official should carry out the instruction of the dues-paying mem-

bers of his organization ? A. We believe in the principle that a

public official should carry out the wishes of his constituency.

Q. Pardon me, I am asking you the direct question.

The Chairaian.— That isn't a fair answer.

Q. Based upon your constitutional provisions that I have read

to you.

The ChaijTnan.— Answer it yes or no.

A. The principle recognized by our constitution is that the

elected official should be respousililc to the constituency that elects

him.

The Chairman.— You may strike that answer out.

The Witness.— Excuse me, Mr. Chairman, just a moment; as

long as the constituencies have no power to recall their elected

officials, we believe that the political parties who do control the

officials elected on their ticket should have the right to make their

candidates carry out platforms on which they were elected.

Q. Wow, as a matter of identifying the specific .organization or

the people that have the right to give those instructions, which in-

structions the public official is required to obey, that organization

is the dues-paying members, isn't it ? A. It is.

Q. So that your rules provide that if the official elected to

public office does not cari-y out the instructions given to him by

the dues-paying members he should be expelled from the Socialist

pai-ty ; now, that is the letter of the law ? A. That is the letter

of the law; he can be expelled from the Socialist party.

Q. Now, the matter of filing in advance a written resigna-

tion, you say, has not been actually enforced? A. Not to my
knowledge.

Q. Why do you carry it in your State Constitution when you

do not enforce it, or intend to enforce it ? A. I suppose Socialists
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are somewhat like all other human heings. We carry a whole lot

of blue laws in our Code in the State of New York, and in many-
other States, that are never enforced.

Q. Didn't you hear Mr. Lee testify that the reason why, in

April, 1917, you struck out from your ^National Constitution the

provision forbidding the use of sabotage, was that the occasion

for its presence in the Constitution had passed away, and that

it was the policy and practice of your party in all such cases to

eliminate from the Constitution those clauses that were no longer

applicable or useful ? A. When we think of them —
Q. Did you hear Lee say that right in the chair that you are

now occupying ? A. I was not here when he testified, but if you
ask me the question I will give you an answer.

Q. Very good. Why, in your revision, in 1918, did you keep

in your State Constitution this provision requiring the member
of the party who was nominated or appointed to a public office

to file a written resignation? A. Because nobody thought of

taking it out. It is the same as the provision relating to conven-

tions. !N"obody thought of taking it out.

Q. But the principle of responding to the request or dictate

of the dues-paying member is a live and active recognized prin-

ciple to-day, isn't it? A. I don't know whether you would call

it live and active; I don't consider anything being alive and

active when it doesn't act.

Q. It is a rule in your party? A. It is a rule in the Con-

stitution.

Q. And when a man joins your party he has to sign a written

pledge to obey the rules and the Constitution of your party,

doesn't he? A. They do.

Q. Now, going back to the subject of the numerical proportion

of foreigners and citizens in your dues-paying membership, you

said, I believe, that you had a recent careful examination made

of the Finnish membership cards to ascertain how many mem-

bers of the Finnish local were American citizens ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What was your answer? A. I asked the secretary of the

Naturalization Bureau of the Finnish branch—
9. What was the number? A. The number was 197.

Q. 197 ? A. Yes.

Q. Now, I see here in this compilation made by Mr. Morris'

company that in the Finnish local there were 27 cards denoting

that the applicant was a citizen ? A. That is correct.
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Q. 129 cards stating that tkey were not citizens, and 366 cards,

that were blank. Now, when you went over the membership of

this Finnish local, you ascertained that out of all of them there

were 19'7 that were citizens of the United States ? A. I did.

Q. The balance of them were not citizens ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. That would make them a large proportion of your non-

citizens, would it not ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. If we add together 27, '129 and 366, you would have the'

denominator, and then use 197 for the numerator, and you have

got the fraction. The citizens are 197 and the non-citizens the

balance? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did you learn as to the other cards where they did not

show whether the applicant was or was not a citizen of the United

States ? A. You mean what proportion ?

Q. Yes, what proportion of those blanks on the other locals aside

from the Finnish, are the applications of people who really are

citizens? A. In the political branches, the Assembly district

branches, fully 50 per cent, of those are active born Americans,

who do not think about answering the question whether you are a

citizen or not ; they merely put down, opposite the question, " How
long have you been in the United States " ? " All my life," or " 27

years," and their age is 27, and so on. They leave the space blank.

The enumerators that did the work for the Attorney-General's

office didn't look in that column, but in the column headed, " citi-

zen or not."

Q. Do those cards show whether they are citizens or not citi-

zens? A. They do not, but when you look in the last column,

where there is a question, " How long in the United States," and

when the person says he was born here, and he is 27 years of age,

that would show he was a citizen.

Q. That would be a good guess, certainly, that is so. Do you

say that while you have been a member of the State Committee

the Committee has never attempted to enforce the clause of the

State Constitution requiring filing of a resignation? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Were you a member of the state committee which acted on

"the case of the Schenectady local? A. I was.

Q. Is this the history of that matter : that during Mayor Lunn's

second time as Mayor he failed to obey the directions of the

Schenectady local with regard to some appointment, and that the

Schenectady local then did not expel him, but because it did not

expel him, the Schenectady local was expelled from the Socialist
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party by the state committee? A. That is not exactly the his-

tory of that case.

Q. Wasn't the Schenectady local disciplined by the state com-

mittee for not expelling Mr. Lunn? A. It was.

Q. There is a provision of the state constitution, is there not,

that empowers the state committee to expel from the party any
local branch which fails to discipline a public officer for not obey-

ing the dictates of the dues-paying members ? A. There is no such

provision, Judge.

Q. Isn't there? A. There is a provision that empowers the

state committee to discipline any organization that does not dis-

cipline any of its members for a violation of the constitution, and

embezzlement of funds. It makes no specific provisions as to

public offices.

Q. That is not confined to embezzlement of funds'? A. I said

a violation of the constitution, embezzlement of funds and many
other things that come within that provision.

Q. Wasn't it for the refusal of the Schenectady local to expel

Mayor Lunn that the Schenectady local was expelled from the

party by the state committee? A. Why, no, that was not the

reason.

Q. Well, what was the reason that you expelled the Schenectady

local? A. The Schenectady local was reorganized mainly and
principally for the reason that a fight had arisen in the organiza-

tion and .there were two factions there, and the state committee

took the matter up and tried to bring peace and harmony there.

Failing to do so, the whole organization was reorganized.

Q. The trouble in the Schenectady Local arose out of the fact

that the Mayor refused to carry out its orders? A. itfo, the

trouble originated with Mayor Lunn in failing to live up to the

constitution of the party.

Q. In what respect ? A. In the respect that in making appoint-

ments to public office that such appointments should be made for

the best interests of the citizens and not to fulfill political promises.

Q. Was it not because he did not follow the judgment of the

Schenectady Local in that respect that the trouble arose in the

Schenectady Local, as a result of which trouble the Schenectady
Local was expelled by the State Oommittee ? A. Why, the trouble

between the Schenectady . organization and Mayor Lunn was on
before Mayor Lunn was nominated.

Q. Well, you do not want us to doubt Mayor Lunn's veracity

in respect to what he said about the history of it ? A. "No, you
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do not have to doubt Mayor Luim's veracity, nor you do not have

to doubt mine, because I have no political ax to grind.

Mr., Hillquit.— This witness testified with the same degree of

responsibility as any other witness. I object to the question, Mr.

Chairman.

The Chairman.— They have got by the question and answer.

They are discussing one with another now.

Mr. Sutherland.— That is all, Mr. Chairman. I have no

further questions.

Redirect examination by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Gerber, in our policies and constitutional provisions do

we or do we not proceed upon the assumption that political parties

are sponsors for public officials elected on their platform and

running on their ticket ?

Mr. Sutherland.— I object to that, Mr. Chairman. We are

dealing with written constitutions and specific pledges.

The Chairman— I am going to exclude it, and say that the

Chair is quite familiar with the action of political parties.

Mr. Hillquit.— That will satisfy us entirely.

Q. Does the Socialist Party claim the absolute right to dis-

cipline members for infraction of its rules, as any other political

organization ?

Mr. Sutherland.— I object to that on the ground the written

constitution is very clear on that subject.

The Chairman.— Excluded.

Seymoxir Steadman, called as a witness, being first duly

sworn, testified as follows:

Direct examination by Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Your name, sir? A. Seymour Stedman.

Q. Where do you reside ? A. No. 1108 East Marquette Eoad,

Chicago.

Q. What is your business or profession? A. The Supreme

Court says I am a lawyer.



1601

Q. Mr. Stedman, as such, have you been connected with any

cases under the Espionage Law in which members or officials of

the Socialist Party were defendants ? A. I hq,ve been associated

in about twenty-five.

Q. Will you name the principal ones, please ? A. Conspiracy

case in Grand Eapids, in which the ITational Secretary was

involved, some eleven defendants, "The Masses" case, bearing

case. Debs case, case against Eastman Floyd, Dell, Art Young,

Debs case, Stokes case, Lapinsky, Eirth case, Wagner and Berger,

Engdahl, Kruse— that's enough to start it.

Q. Germer? A. Germer— defendant Germer twice— once in

what is known as the Berger case, and in Grand Kapids, Mich.

Q. Of these names you have mentioned, all these names are

those of members or officials of the Socialist Party, are they not ?

A. Yes, there may be one or two who are not members in some of

these cases.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— You said "Germer." Was that the

last witness who was on the stand ?

The Witness. — Adolph Germer.

Q. Mr. Stedman, are you familiar with the indictments or

charges in each of these cases ? A. I am.

Q. Will you state very briefly the basis of the indictment in

the case against Eugene V. Debs ?

Mr. Sutherland.— I object to that on the ground it is a matter

of record. ISTow, it is important to know what that is. I am
going to have that record here Monday or Tuesday.

The Witness.— Will the printed transcript satisfy you, sir?

Mr. Sutherland.— Yes, sir.

Mr. Hillquit.— We are perfectly willing to introduce the rec-

ords in all cases, but I do want to state, Mr. Chairman, that

the record in each case, of necessity, is a very long, involved rec-

ord. In the Debs case it is over 300 pages. In the other cases

it is correspondingly long. What I propose to prove by this wit-

ness is a very simple fact, and that is, in view of the testimony

brought out here, that a number of ^Socialist Party members and
leaders have been convicted under the Espionage Law and the

assertion further that the basis of such conviction was the St.

Louis resolution of the Socialist Party, which I believe Judge

59—

A
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Sutherland said oi Mr. (Jonboy said the Supreme Court has held

to be a violation of the Espionage Law— in view oi" these state-

xnents I want to establish very briefly these facts, first, that in

each case the indictment and conviction were based upon the

utterance of a certain opinion, written and oral, and not upon the

commission of any physical act. Second, that in no case was the

St. Louis resolution or any other pronouncement of the party held

by tie court to have been a violation of the Espionage Law per se.

Third, that in all cases, with the eixception of the case of I>ebs,

an appeal is pending. Now, I respectfully submit we can have

these witnesses characterized in two or three sentences, the offense

in each case, and leave the record to the other side to verify it.

(Discussion off the record.)

The Chairman.— I don't think I will allow it.

Mr. Hillquit.— Then we shall have to introduce the record.

Mr. Sutherland.— It doesn't have to be printed, your honor.

The Chairman.— I will let them introduce the record and have

it marked for reference. It won't be a printed document.

Mr. Sutherland.— Head such parts as we think ought to go in

the record.

Mr. Hillquit.— Perhaps counsel will agree on this : in each case

of conviction under the Espionage Law of those Socialists men-

tioned in the record as having been so convicted, the charge was

based upon oral speeches or writings and in no case based upon

the alleged commission of physical acts of obstruction to the war.

Mr. Sutherland.— I don't suppose there will be any difference

of opinion on that subject after I have examined that Debs record.

I haven't supposed that Debs went out and tore down an enlist-

ment building or set fire to, some army camp or something like that

I thought Debs was convicted for standing up and urging the

people within the sound of his voice to refrain from supporting

their government duriiig the war and gave the reasons why they

should refuse to support their government in its effort to success-

fully prosecute the war. But I want to have the right to go

through that record and point out to the Committee the things that

he was convicted for. ISTow, I am perfectly willing that Mr.

Hillquit should have that marked as an exhibit, and it isn't

necessary to print it all.
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The Chairman.— Then examine Mr. Stedman from that.

Mr. Sutherland.— Let it he marked as an exhibit.

Mr. Ilillquit.— All right, we will have it marked.

(The book was received in evidence and marked Assemblymen's
Exhibit No. 6.)

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Now, Mr. Stedman, referring to Assemblyman's Exhibit

ISTo. 6, and to your personal knowledge of the case, will you please

state what was the basis of the indictment against Eugene V.

Debs? A. A speech made on the 29th of June, 1918, in Canton.

Q. And the speech is printed in the record ? A. It is.

Q. In full? A. It is.

Q. Was it charged that Eugene V. Debs had committed any
physical Pct to -^T^s+ruct or hinder the military operations of the

United States in connection with this war? A. No, and that is

equally true of the 25 cases—
Mr. Sutherland.— I object to this " equally true." This is not

called for by the question.

The Chairman.— Strike it out.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Will you please state if, in any one of the cases in which you
so acted as counsel for socialist defendants under the Espionage

Law, there was ever a charge of any of these defendants having

been in the service or in the employ of the enemy, or paid by the

enemy? A. No.

Q. Will you please state whether, in any of such cases, there

was a charge that the defendant had committed a physical act of

obstruction or hindrance to the military operations of the United

States during the war? A. No.

Q. Will you please state whether, in any of such cases, there

was any charge other than that these defendants had made speeches

or written articles which, in the opinion of the Grand Jury, and
subsequently of the Court, have the efFeet of obstructing or hinder-

ing enlistments or recruiting, or otherwise violating the Espionage
Law? A. Mr. Hillquit, I ought to discriminate between one case

and the other, if I may.
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Q. Please do ? A. A charge of conspiracy in a case in

Detroit, under Section 37— formerly 5440' —• of Conspiracy—
in that case the evidence there showed that a circular had been

issued with thel language, " Refuse to Kegister "— al direct

advice given. In that case there was a verdict of not guilty. In

no other case was there any evidence of anything except the

expression of an opinion or a circumstance which, it is contended,

might influence the mind of a prospective recruitant or affect

the mind of a person in the service. In the Debs case, the counts

were all dropped, which were based upon the amended acts. The

Espionage Act as originally adopted, was amended in May or

March, 1918. The original act was adopted on June ,15, 1917.

Q. Mr. Stedman, are you familiar with the opinions delivered

in connection with any of these cases delivered by the trial judge

or by the Appellate Court upon appeal ? A. I am.

Q. With all of them ? A. I am.

Q. Does any one of such opinions hold that the St. Louis reso-

lution adopted by the Socialist party in 1917 per se is a violatioE

of the Espionage Law.

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, I object to that. There are

some opinions we want to present to this committee.

The Chairman.— I do not think we will allow that.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Hillquit.— So that the record will have it that while Mr.

Hillquit denies Judge Sutherland's assertion that the Supreme

Court of the United States decided that the anti-war proclama-

tion of the Socialist party in 1917 was illegal or a violation of

the Espionage LaAV, the Chair will not permit the question on that

point as evidence.

The Chairman.— In all events, we will look it up ourselves.

You gentlemen can argue all the opinions in your summing up.

Q. Let me ask you a parting shot, Mr. Stedman. In how many

of the cases mentioned by counsel for the committee as affecting

Socialist party members or leaders under the Espionage Law,

has final judgment or discussion been rendered ? A. In the Debs

case.

Q. Is that the only one? A. The only one.

Q. All the others are pending ? A. The Firth case was affirmed

and they were sentenced to six months in the county jail, but that

was not under the Espionage Act but Section 37 of the Conspi-

racy Act.
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Mr. Sutherland.— What Firth was that?

The Witness.— Edwin Firth.

Mr. Sutherland.— Our old friend who wrote the letters ?

The Witness.— Yes. At that time he was in West Virginia.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. That was not under the Espionage Law ? A. That was not.

Q. The only final decision under the Espionage Law was—
A. Debs is the only one which has been affirmed.

Q. And all the other cases are pending on appeal or reversed.

A. Or reversed.

Mr. Sutherland.— Let me clear up one thing between us.

What I said or intended to say was this: that in the opinion in

the Debs case the court referred to Mr. Debs' support of the St.

Louis platform and manifesto as evidence of his intention in

maEing the speech on which he was indicted of obstructing and

hindering the prosecution of the war by the United States, or

obstructing or hindering enlistment, and the borrowing of money.

I told the committee I intended to bring that opinion in and read

it when we were winding up this case. That is the time when
we want to bring that opinion in here and discuss its relation or

observations on the iSt. Louis platform. I am not putting my
judgment in evidence here at all. I only announce that is the

claim we are going tO' make.

The Chairman.— Any cross-examination?

Mr. Sutherland.— I don't think so.

Q. Just what was Firth indicted for, Mr. Stedman ? A. Firth

and G-reen and two other boys working in a pottery factory issued

leaflets and distributed them containing Daniel Webster's speech

in which he opposed conscription and in circulating this it was
contended that the effect was to predispose the mind of the reader

against voluntary enlistment.

Q. Is there a record made of that conviction? A. There is a

record made of it.

Q. Can we get that ? A. I don't know. I haven't it here.

Mr. Hillquit.— What case is that ?

The Witness.— The United States against Firth.
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Mr. Sutherland.— And what district court was he convicted

in, West Virginia ?

The Witness.— Yes, West Virginia. It went to the Court of

Appeals in Kichmond.

Mr. Sutherland.-— It went to the Richmond Circuit Court of

Appeals ?

The Witness.— It did.

Mr. Sutherland.— When was the affirmance ?

The Witness.— A year ago, at least.

Mr. Sutherland.— Did they write an opinion ?

The Witness.— They did ; a beautiful one, too.

Mr. Sutherland.— It is in the Federal Eeporter ?

The Witness.— Yes.

(Discussion off the record.)

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. As an expert on the Espionage Law will you state whether

the truth is a defense to a charge under the Espionage Law?

A. It is not.

Mr. Sutherland.— That is a question of law. I ask that the

answer be stricken out.

The Chairman.— Objection sustained.

The Chairman.— I think we better adjourn until 10:30*

Tuesday morning.

(Whereupon, at 6 :10 p. m., the Committee took a recess until

Tuesday, February 24th, at 10:30 a. jm.)
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at Band School, 5 E. Seventeenth Street, such Card List

having been identified for us by Mr. Gerber, Secretary of

the Pa/rty.

Not

Citizens. citizens. No data.

1st Assembly District 172 29 10

2d Assembly District 159 30 5

3d Assembly District 26 5 12

4th Assembly District 162 72 4
Sth Assembly District _6 1 1

6th Assembly District 489 87 36

7th Assembly District 66 7 12

8th Assembly District 282 103 53

9th Assembly District 112 10 8

lOth Assembly District' 80 1 5

11th Assembly District 29' 9 9

12th Assembly District 124 5 9

13th Assembly District 40 3 14
14th Assembly District 108 7 14
15th Assembly District 67 11 12

.16th Assembly District 229 31 34
17th Assembly District 377 43 31
18th Assembly District 171 19

19th Assembly District 168 31 36
20th Assembly District 54 7

21st Assembly District 149 32 1

22d Assembly District 131 9 1
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Citizens.

23(i Assembly District 41

Italian Branch 13

German Branch, Manhattanville 110

German Branch, Yorkville 95

Jewish, 2d Assembly District 33

Jewish, 4th Assembly District 146

Jewish, 8th Assembly District 47

Jewish, Harlem Assembly District. . . 19

Bohemian 19

Finnish ' 27

Slovac 23

TIkranian 6

Total 3,780

Not
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STATE OF NEW YORK— ASSEMBLY CHAMBER

In the Matter of the Investigation by the Assembly of the State

of New York as to the Qualifications of Louis Waldman,

August Claessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles

Solomon to Retain Their Seats in Said Body.

The Capitol,

Albany, N, Y., February 2i, 1920.

Present:

Hon. Louis M. Martin,

Hon. George H. Rowe,

Hon. James M. Lown,

Hon. Edmund B. Jenks,

Hon. Edward A. Everett,

Hon. WiUiam W. Pellet,

Hon. Edward J. Wilson,

Hon. Charles M. Harrington,

Hon. Harold E. Blodgett,

Hon. Theodore Stitt,

Hon. Louis A. Cuvillier,

Hon. Maurice Bloeh,

Hon. William S. Evans.

Appearances:

For the Judiciary Committee:

Charles D. ISTewton,

John B. Stanchfield,

Arthur E. Sutherland,

Elon R. Brown,

Martin Conboy,

Samuel E. Berger,

Archibald E. Stevenson,

Henry F. Wolff.

©0
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For the Socialists

:

Morris Hillquit,

Seymour Stedman,

S. John Block,

Gilbert E. Roe,

William S. Karlin,

Walter E. Nelles.

Lotris M. Maetin-, Chairman.

(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10:45 a. m.)

Mr. Sutherland.—At page 1559, on the fifth line, I was read-

ing to the witness, and the words "given enemies " in the fifth

line should be " common enemy," instead of " given enemies."

Also, in a quotation from Kautsky— I have not the precise

page here, but the full quotation from Kautsky which was incor-

porated in the question is this :
" The worst enemies of the work-

ing class are the pretended friends who encourage craft unions."

I want to ask Mr. Stedman some more questions when the

proper time comes. Would you rather have me do it now?

The Chairman.— I think Mr. Stedman was on the stand last.

Mr. Hillquit.— Yes.

The Chairman.— Very well ; Mr. Stedman will be recalled.

Seymoue Stedman, recalled, testified as follows:

Cross examination (continued) by Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Mr. Stedman, in the Assemblymen's Exhibit No. 6, tran-

script of record in case of Debs, Plaintiff in Error, against the

United States of America, I note that certain records were in-

troduced in evidence at the trial of Mr. Debs, which are not

printed in the record on appeal, namely—A. Stokes and Kate

Richards O'Hare.

Q. Yes ; Stokes and Kate Richards O'Hare and the Baker con-

viction— three defendants convicted together. A. Baker,

Wagenknacht and Berger.

Q. From the brief which you were kind enough to let me
examine, used in the Supreme Court of the United States on this

appeal, I take it that the remarks of the United States District
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Attorney, in summing up the case, in which, he read to the jury

from the indictments in those cases, or made statements to the

jury as to what the indictments were for, was accepted by you in

lieu of printing the documents themselves, concerning those con-

victions. Am I right about that, Mr. Stedman ? A. No, I think

that is a mistake. The records in both cases— in all three cases

— were offered in evidence and are a part of the record.

Q. I don't find in this printed record the reprint of those ex-

hibits? A. Correct. Where you prepare an appeal to the

Supreme Court from that district you present it in narrative

form.

Q. Yes. A. And just a terse statement of the fact. You will

find I think in there the statement of fact upon which the Stokes'

indictment was based. Likewise one in the case of Kate Richards

O'Hare, the Becker case, and also the reference made to them

by Mr. Debs.

Q. Yes, sir. Is this the language which Kate Richards O'Hare

was charged with using in a public meeting and upon which

charge she was convicted ? A. I had rather have you divide that

question. She was charged with using.

Q. Is this the language with which she was charged with

using in a public meeting in the indictment of that case:

"Any person who enlisted in the army of the United

iStates for service in France would be used for fertilizer

and that is all that he was good for ; and that the women of

the United States were nothing more or less than brood sows

to raise children to go into the army and to be made into

fertilizer."

Q. Is that the language which she was charged with using by
the government in that case? A. That is the charge in the

indictment.

Q. Yes. She was convicted, wasn't she ? A. She was.

Q. On the trial of that case ? A. Yes.

Q. Have you here so that we can refer to it the testimony and
proceedings on her trial ?

Mr. ISTelles.— I have it at the hotel.

Mr. Sutherland.— So we can refer to it. Thank you very

much, Mr. ISTelles.

Q. I call your attention to the statement made by Mr. Debs
in his speech at Canton, which was the basis of his conviction—
A. Indictment.
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Q. — Indictment, that on the trial of Kate Kichards O'Hare

only one witness was called, and he was a hired witness, and

that 30 farmers came to Bismarck and attended the trial who

were prepared to swear that they heard the speech in question

made by Kate Kichards O'Hare, and that she did not use the

words imputed to her in the indictment, and that the judge

presiding at the trial refused to allow these men to be sworn

as a witness. Now, Mr. Stedman, who was the judge that pre-

sided at that trial ? A. Judge Wade, I assume. That, of course,

is from the record. What I am stating now is hearsay.

Q. I am going to ask you, Mr. iStedman, did Judge Wade
refuse to allow a witness to be sworn who was ready to say that

the defendant did not use the words with which she was charged

in that indictment ?

Mr. Hillquit.— I^ow, Mr. Chairman, if you please, I object

to the question, not on the ground that Mr. Stedman is not

properly qualified to answer the question. I would stand for

hearsay, but I object to the question on the ground that it

takes us so far afield that I think by the most ingenous exer-

tion of one's power of imagination a connection could not be

made along these lines and the issue involved in this proceediag.

I do say, solely in the interest of economy of time and orderly

procedure, we, on our part, are determined to get through with

what remains of this proceeding as rapitjly as possible. If

questions of this kind, namely, as to whether Eugene V. Debs,

who is not a party to this action, in his defense made a cer-

tain statement in court which statement was or was not in the

opinion of this witness correct,— If testimony of this kind is

to be admitted, I cannot foresee the end of this proceeding at

all.

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, may I state, in one para-

graph, the object of this question? Mr. Debs is acclaimed as a

typical Socialist, representing so perfectly the attitude of the

party toward the government ; embodying so completely the ideas

of the Socialist party, that they propose to nominate him for

President this year. Now, I want to show, before we get through,

why Mr. Debs was convicted and why he is now serving a term

in the penitentiary. I want to show that he, in June, 1918,

while the heart of this country was turned toward the boys

across the sea, and those who were about to go, with anxiety
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unspeakable, Mr. Debs stood up in a public audience in Canton,

Ohio, and reviled the government, threw scorn and contempt upon
the proceedings which we were making then to defend our honor

as a nation, and used words calculated to prevent the enlistment

of troops and calculated to obstruct and hinder the government

in the successful prosecution of the war, among other things

saying that Kate Eichards O'Hare, an innocent woman, was con-

victed in Bismarck of uttering words that she never spoke; that

the proof against her was given by a single witness hired by the

government ; that thirty farmers were there who heard her speech

and were prepared to say that she never spoke those words, and
that the judge on the bench, a tool of plutocracy, would not per-

mit those witnesses to be sworn, even, in the case. He said that

to a crowd of people in Canton, Ohio. He pointed across the

street, to the penitentiary—
Mr. Hillquit.— I object, if Your Honor please. This is coun-

sel testifying.

Mr. Sutherland.— It is in the record.

Mr. Hillquit.— You are not reading from the record.

Mr. Sutherland.— It is in the record which has been intro-

duced.

Mr. Hillquit.— I object to counsel quoting any alleged facts

in evidence.

The Chairman.— What is the question ?

(Question read by reporter).

The Chairman.— The trouble about it is that I do not think

Mr. Stedman was there to testify, was he?

Mr. Hillquit.— He was not ; but outside of all that, are we
not bound by some sort of limits; and will Judge Sutherland,

on every occasion when he asks an irrelevant question, make a

patriotic speech?

The Chairman.— I am going to let him prove the speech of

Debs, if he wants toj but I do not see how you can prove it

by Mr. Stedman.

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Stedman is familiar with this line.

The Chainnan.— Let Mr, Stedman answer the questions.
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Mr. Sutherland.-—^Mr. ISTelles has the printed record here. If

the printed record on appeal is here I would rather have that

record.

Mr. Hillquit.— "With the consent of Mr. Nelles, we will not

produce this printed record nor any other record of any case in-

volved in these issues.

The Chairman.— Objection overruled. Go on with your ques-

tion.

The Witness.— I don't think that is technically an accurate

statement.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Is it practically an accurate statement ? A. In effect very

largely so, yes.

Q. Do you mean to say, Mr. Stedman— A. I mean to say that

the politicians in that town—
Q. Now, wait a minute. Please let me ask the question. Now,

do you mean to say that the judge who presided at that trial de-

clined to permit a witness who was present and heard that speech

testify that the defendant did not use the words for which she was

indicted ?

Mr. Hillquit— I object to that. It isn't a question as to

whether this witness believes that the judge did or did not in a

certain trial exclude certain testimony.

The Chairman.— Objection overruled.

Mr. Hillquit.— I take an exception.

The Witness.— I have answered that.

Mr. Sutherland.— Now, I ask you again. You said techni-

cally—
The Witness.— Whether I believe he would do it.

Mr. Sutherland.— No, I didn't say that. Did he do it ?

The Witness.— I will say this : The record does not show that.

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. Who was the attorney that represented Kate Eichards

O'Hare? A. Mr. Lovett.

Q, Is he a lawyer of experience ? A. He is.
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Q. And ability ? A. I regard him a very good lawyer.

Q. And if any such thing as that had happened on the trial

of Kate Richards O'Hare the counsel would no doubt have seen

.to it that that went into the record on appeal? A. I can give

you no such assurance as that. I know Judge Wade too well.

Q. Now, do you mean to leave the impression that Judge Wade
actually did decline to receive any evidence from witnesses to the

effect that Kate Richards O'Hare did not say the words imputed

to her ? A. I do not mean to so State.

Q. Now, were you counsel in the case of Baker and two others ?

A. I was not.

Q. Did you state here Friday that they were convicted for aid-

ing and abetting some one else refusing to register? A. They
were not convicted under the Espionage Law. They were con-

victed under section 37, formerly 5440, of the General Conspiracy

section of the United States statutes, and it grew out of a leaflet

which was found in their possession in their headquarters gotten

out by a man named Hennessy which was worded "Refused to

register," and Mr. Hennessy distributed quite a number through

Ohio and through West Tirginia and they were charged with

conspiracy, based upon that circular. I think that section reads,

"To defraud the government," the theory being it would deter

persons from enlisting.

Q. What was the title of the circular? A. "Refused to>

register."

Q. Yes. A. I think the next language was :
" Others are with

you."

Q. Was there any appeal taken from the conviction of those

three persons ? A. There was.

Q. And has that appeal been decided ? A. It has.

Q. What was the result of the appeal ? A. Affirmed.

Q. And what court was the appeal heard in? A. I cannot

tell you. I don't remember the number; I think Cincinnati.

Q. Were you counsel— A. I was not

Q. — in the case of Rose Pastor Stokes ? A. In that case

I was.

Q. Have you a copy of the record in that case? A. I have
not. I have at the office but not here.

Q. The record in this Debs case is not entfrely clear. A. I
think I have a brief, however.

Q. Will you refer to it so we can see just what language she
was charged with using ? A. Yes. Will I read it ?
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Q. If you please. A. In the indictment the language upon

which it is based is as follows:

"To the 'Star:'

" I see that it is after all necessary to send a statement for

publication over my own signature and I trust you will

give it space in your columns. A headline in this evening's

issue of the ' Star ' reads, ' Mrs. Stokes for government and

against war at the same time.' I am not for the government.

In that interview that follows I am quoted as having said,

' I believe the government of the United States should have

the unqualified support of every citizen in its war aims.'

I made no such statement. I believe no such thing. No
government which is for the profiteers can also be for the

people and I am for the people while the government is for

the profiteers.

" I expect from the working class point of view to receive

no sympathy from your paper, but I do expect that the

traditional courtesy of publication by newspapers of the

signed statement of correction, -w^hich even our most bourbon

papers grant, will be extended to this statement.

" Yours truly,

" ROSE PASTOR STOKES."

Q. Was she convicted? A. She was; and sentenced to ten

years.

Q. Has the appeal from her conviction been argued yet? A.

It was argued last March, on the 12th.

Q. Has it been decided? A. It has not.

Q. In what eO'Urt was that argued ? A. The Eighth Circuit.

Q. Where does that sit? A. St. Paul is where it was argued;

that Circuit sits in St. Paul, St. Louis and Denver.

Mr. Sutherland.— JSTow, Mr. Nelles offered to produce the

record in the case of Kate Richards OTiare. The Committee

heard what Mr. Hillquit said later with reference to his not

producing this record. I would like to have it in court here

so that the Committee can see that' no such thing occurred on

the trial of that action, as Mr. Debs stated to the multitude in

Canton did occur on that trial.

Mr. Hillquit.— The record is not here at this time. I repeat,

Mr. Chairman, I shall not voluntarily, from this moment on,
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produce any record or matter whicK we consider absolutely

irrelevant, and which has a tendency of dragging on this hearing

indefinitely.

The Chairman.— If Mr. Stedman and yourself were laymen,

why I possibly would not be as liberal, but I believe you gentle-

men are perfectly able to take care of yourselves on cross exam-

ination.

(Discussion off the record).

The Chairman.— I will take care of it. I will issue a sub-

poena for that document at 2 o'clock.

Mr. Hillquit.— I shall eom^ply with the subpoena.

Mr. Sutherland.— Then I will suspend any further question-

ing of Mr. Stedman at this time.

Mr. Sutherland.— There is another matter which we wish to

question Mr. Stedman about a little later, but we are not pre-

pared to now.

Kedirect examination by Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. With reference to the questions already asked you, Mr.

Stedman, will you please state, first, whether from the reading

of the record of the Kate Richards O'Hare trial, you knew
whether the defendant in that case, Kate Richards O'Hare,

admitted the use by her of the language imputed to her in the

trial? A. 'No, she denied it and her witnesses, who were pro-

duced, denied it.

Q. Did Kate Richards O'Hare, or anybody in her behalf,

in the course of the trial, attempt to justify that language? A.

iN'one,

Q. Did Mr. Debs, in his speech, adopt, or in any way give

approval, to the language as quoted in the indictment? A. He
repudiated the use of it, and I would like to read his testimony.

Mr. .Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, I am going to read Mr. Debs'

speech in full, and that will show it.

The Witness.— I am going to read a portion of it right now

:

" The other day "—

Mr. Sutherland.— Let us have the page he is reading from,

please ?
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('Witness looks for page, but is unable to find same)

.

The "Witness.— I will give you the page in a few moments

:

" Why, the other day they sent Kate Kichards O'Hare to

the penitentiary for ten years. Oh, just think of sentencing

a woman to the penitentiary for talking (laughter). The
United States, under the rule of plutocracy, is the only coun-

try that would send a woman to the penitentiary for ten

years for exercising her constitutional right of free speech

(applause). If this be treason let them make the most of

it (applause).
" Let me review another bit of history in connection with

this case. I have known Kate Richards O'Hare intimately

for twenty years. I know her record by heart. Personally,

I know her as if she were my own younger sister. All

who know her know she is a woman of absolute integrity

(applause). And they know that she is a woman of unim-

peachable loyalty to the Socialist movement (applause).

When she went out into Dakota and made her speech, fol-

lowed by plain clothes men in the service of the government

intent upon encompassing her arrest and her prosecution and

her conviction— when she was out there, it was with the

knowledge that sooner or later they would accomplish their

purpose. She made a certain speech, and that speech was

deliberately misrepresented for the purpose of securing her

conviction. The only testimony against her was that of a

hired witness. And when 30' farmers, men and women, who
were in the audience she addressed— heard the speech, when
they went to Bismarck to testify in her favor, to swear that

she had never used the language she was charged with hav-

ing used, the judge refused to allow them to go upon the

stand. This would seem incredible to me, if I had not had

some experience of my own with a federal court (applause)."

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q'. Now, Mr. Stedman, did you follow the Socialist press in

connection with its attitude on the Kate Richards O'Hare trial,

while the trial was on? A. Yes.

Q. Was the version of Kate Richards O'Hare, here repeated

by Debs, denied, that she had made a speech— the speech

attributed to her, generally accepted by the Socialist press? A.

It was, and the labor press.
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Q. Do you know of any Socialist publication, or any Socialist

authority within the party, that adopted, endorsed or approved

of the statements attributed to Kate Richards O'Hare in the

indictment, and denied by her ? A. I think it is safe to say that

none did so, and I certainly know of none.

Q. You referred to a Mr. Hennessey, who had gotten out some

hand-bills, circulated in Ohio and West Virginia. Do you know
who this Mr. Hennessey is, or was ? A. I do.

Q. Who was he? A. He was a college boy, and some single-

taxers and others gave him some money to get out these circulars

and distribute them. They were against conscription and they

wanted to create a general movement against conscription.

Q. Was he a member of the Socialist Party? A. At that time

he was not ; I do not think he is now.

Q. Was he, as far you know, authorized by any Socialist Party

committee or officer to get out such a hand-bill ? A. He was not.

Q. Mr. Stedman, did the Socialist Party organization, as far

as you know nationally or anywhere locally, take the position set

forth in the Hennessey hand-bill you refer to, namely, advising

young men to refuse to register? A. No, and on the contrary.

its officers advised them to register from Berger to Germer and
from Germer to Wilson, and throughout the general officers in the

party.

Q. Do you know whether a direct statement on the subject was
printed in the Call in the city of New York? A. I cannot

testify to that.

Mr. Hillquit.— We ofPer a copy of the New York Call dated

June 5, 1917.

(Copy of the New York Call dated June 5, 1917, was offered

and received in evidence and marked Assemblymen's Exhibit No.

7 of this date.)

Mr. Hillquit.— I shall ask to read therefrom the ai-ticle entitled

" Registration Day."

Mr. Block.— This article, Mr. Chairman, is part of an article

which is entitled, " Ten Million to Register fox Nation's First

Conscription Army Today." That was on Registration Day,

June 5, 1917, and that title runs across the entire first page of

The New York Call.

Mr. Hillquit.— Now, read, Mr. Block.
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Mr. Block.-— And the following is part of that article and is in

a so-called box on the first page, and having been written by him-

self I will read it with all the modesty I can muster.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Mr. Block (reading)

:

" Registration Day. The registration section of the Con-

scription Law must be obeyed. To defy and violate it may
result in prosecution, conviction and imprisonment. Eegis-

tration under the law does not of itself mean conscription.

Exemption from military service may be claimed and al-

lowed. But every man between the ages of 21 and 31 years

(except those who are alteady in military service) must

register. So long as this law is not repealed or successfully

attacked and overthrovsm as unconstitutional in a properly

instituted court proceeding, the law must be obeyed.

"Any persons who fail to register under the law, and any

persons who advise or encourage others not to register, are

pursuing an unwise and dangerous course.

" Men who register and who claim exemption from the

draft will, perhaps, have to resort to other methods to assert

their claims if the Exemption Boards should refuse to exempt

them. Whether or not appeals to the courts will be success-

ful remains to be seen.

" Socialists must decide for themselves what answer they

will make to the questions put to them when they appear for

registration to-day. Unfortunately, neither the INTational

Committee nor the National Executive Committee of the

Socialist Party has issued a statement upon this momentous

matter to express the attitude of the party and to guide those

who are obliged to register. Of course, even without such

guidance. Socialists who are conscientious objectors to war

and military service should know how to answer the questions

put to them.
" The grounds of exemption which may be claimed are (1)

physical defects or such generally weak or unhealthy physical

condition as would prevent a man from rendering effective

military service; (2) having any iiear relation who is solely

dependent for support upon the person registering; (3) con-

scientious objection to war and to injuring and killing fellow
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human beings. One or more grounds of exemptions may
be claimed. Special boards or committees will later pass

upon the claims of exemptions."

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. In this connection, Mr. Stedman, there has been some testi-

mony in this proceeding about the organization of the so-called

JSTon-Conscript League in the city of Chicago. Are you familiar

with that organization ? A. Yes.

Q. Do you know by whom it was organized, and whether or not

the Socialist party or any of its subdivisions had any connection

with it ? A. They did not. It was entirely independent of them,

and in fact repudiated by them, and when one of their members—
Q. Whose members? A. Of the ISTon-Conscript League was

found taking afiBdavits of conscientious objectors on the floor in

one of the side offices of the national headquarters, they were

directed to leave the place.

Q. Directed by whom? A. Adolph Gei-mer.

Q. The National Secretary of the Socialist party ? A. Yes.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is all, Mr. Stedman.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— You said you were counsel for Mrs.

Stokes, weren't you?

The Witness.— Yes.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do you know that since her convic-

tion in the case pending in the Appellate Court that she has been

indicted under the laws of the State of Illinois ?

The Witness.— I am so informed.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do you know the Governor of this

State has signed extradition papers to have her sent back to

Illinois ?

The Witness.— I shouldn't doubt it.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Do you remember, Mr. Stedman, being personally present

at a Socialist meeting held on the 12th of January, 191(9 ? A. 'No.

If you will speak of an incident, the date is a very imperfect w^ay

of refreshing my mind.
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Q. It is probably true that it is. The meeting was held out

in Milwaukee, and Mayor Hoan was the chairman? A. I

remember it very well.

Q. And Victor L. Berger— A. I remember it all very well.

Q. Was one of the speakers present on that occasion and the

Socialist Mennerchor sang " La Marseillaise," but with German
words ? Do you remember that ? A. ISTo, I don't remember the

German words. They speak English quite well in Milwaukee.

Q. Did they sing " La Marseillaise " in German words ? A. I

don't recall it being sung in German words.

Q. You probably would ? A. I think I should have noticed it.

Q. And if they had sung it in English would you recall that

fact? A. If they had sung it in English? I remember them

singing, but not in German words. If they had sung it in German
words it would have registered itself on my mind as if they had

sung it in Choctaw.

Q. Did Mr. Oscar Ameringer speak? A. He did.

Q. Emil Seidel speak ? A. He did.

Q. Adolph Germer speak ? A. I don't recall that.

Q. Mr. Louis Engdahl speak ? A. I don't recall that. I think

Engdahl did speak.

Q. Mr. "William Bross Lloyd of Chicago speak? A. I don't

recall that. I might say, in explanation of that, that I might have

been out of the hall. They have one hall there that holds about

twelve or fifteen thousand people and adjoining that they have

halls holding eight or ten thousand and you speak in those overflow

meetings. In other words, the general hall there accommodates

about twenty-five thousand people, the side halls and main halls.

Q. And you were one of the speakers on that occasion? A. I

was.

Q. And your speech is reported as having followed that of Mr.

AVilliam Bross Lloyd ? Mr. William Bross Lbyd had then been

recently a candidate for United States Senator in the State of

Illinois of the Socialist party ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. In the course of that speech do you recall that Mr. Wil-

liam Bross Lloyd used this language— A. I suppose you refer to

the facetious language, the joke, in regard to guns, banks and so

forth. I notice the public took it very seriously, those without

wit.

Q. You see, of course, there can be a difference as to what

constitutes wit ? A. I appreciate it.

Q. Now see if this is the witty part to which you refer :
(Eead-

ing):
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" We know that the readier we are to fight, the bigger

army "we have got, the bigger navy, the metre ammunition,

the less chance there is for us to have to fight. So what we
want is revolutionary preparedness. We want to organize,

so if you want to put a piece of propaganda in the hands of

everybody in Milwaukee, you can do it in three or four hours.

If you want every. Socialist in Milwaukee at a certain place

at a certain time with a rifle in his hand, or a bad egg, he

will be there. We want a mobilization plan and an organiza-

tion for the revolution. We want to get rifles, machine guns,

field artillery, and the ammunition for it. You want to get

dynamite. You want to tell off the men for the revolution

when it starts here. You want to tell off the men who are to

take the dynamite to the armory doors and blow them in and

capture the guns and ammunition there so that the capitalists

won't have any. You want to tell off the men to dynamite

the doors of the banks to get the money to finance the revolu-

tion. You want to have all this ready, because the capitalist

propaganda or unpreparedness teaches that if you have it

ready you won't need it, and you won't because if you have

that sort of an organization when you get a political victory,

and you can get it, the other side will lay down. If they

don't you go take their laws, their police and their military

and use it against them. Let's see how they will like that.

It is bourgeoisie to conspire to commit treason or every crime

under the sun. A Bolshevik is a man that don't care whether

school keeps or not, so long as the revolution goes on."

Q. Is that part of the speech to which you have referred as the

witty part ? A. Yes.

Mr. Conboy.— That is all.

The Witness.— I wish to say, you cannot in your reading get

your pauses and emphasis, and further, I don't think it is an

absolutely accurate report.

Redirect examination by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. William Bross Lloyd is referred to in this speech as having

expressed those views, that the better the nation is prepared in a

military sense the less opportunity will it have to use its military

organization. Is that the Socialist view? A. Yes. In Qther

words, he believes that the majority can be crushed ;

—
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Q. (Interrupting).— Did you first hear my question? My
question was, whether the Socialists agree with the advocates of

so-called military preparedness to the effect that the hotter the

nation is prepared in a military sense, the less likelihood there will

be of war ? A. No, they don't.

Q. Then if William Bross Lloyd referred to it and ostensibly

accepted it, did he mean it seriously or was it understood by him

and his audience, including yourself, that he was parroting the

conception of the military preparedness? A. There are some

Socialists, like Victor L. Berger, who have believed and advocated

for yeaxs a general militia system and the army of the people.

Berger has advocated that for many, many years.

By Mr. Conboy^

Q. Did you say malicious system? A. Militia. He believes

in a highly developed state militia on the theory that a small

minority with arms can easily destroy the liberty and advantage

of a great population which is unarmed. ISTow, that is his indi-

vidual opinion and one that he has urged on the party; but it

has never been accepted by the party.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. And was this speech of William Bross Lloyd, among other

things, a reference— a humorous reftirence— to Berger's con-

ception, as you understand it ? A. Yes.

Q. Is William Bross Lloyd a member of the Socialist Party

now? A. He is not.

Q. And is he a member of any other party that you know of?

A. The Communist Labor Party, I believe ; but he was with the

Communists before the separation.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier

:

Q. Berger is more patriotic than the Socialist Party in his

individual opinions ? A. My dear sir, the only way to determine

patriotism is when history writes what man has done most for

the country in which he lives; and not the man who constantly

preaches.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Now, in this same meeting, Mr. Stedman, from the speech

made by Mr. William Bross Lloyd, which I have quoted, you

were reportcnl as having made these statements: " Mark, the law
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under which they tried us was passed on the 15th day of June,

1911." I assume that you were speaJiing of some people who
were tried under the Espionage Act? A. I was referring to the

Berger trial, that they were tried under the law passed on June

15, 1917.

Q. Known as the Espionage Act ? A. Correct.

Q. And you continued. " Long before the Act was passed,

long before the Selective Draft Law was passed, on the 18th of

May, 1917, there was a convention of the Youiig People's

Sgcialist Organization in Douglas Park, who adopted a resolu-

tion that they would not fight, would not be made to go to war.

They were responsible for that resolution. Berger suggested that

it might be necessary to back up that platform with bullets."

A. 'No such statement was ever made by me in any form, shape

or manner. The reporter that wrote that was drawing exclusively

upon his imagination for his facts.

Mr. Hillquit.— Mr. Lee, take the stand.

Algeenojn" Lee, recalled, testified as follows:

Direct examination by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Lee, youj have testified in this proceeding before? A.

I have.

Q. On the aims, objects and methods of the Socialist Party?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And have you also heard the testimony of Morris Hillquit

and Otto Brandstetter along the same lines? A. A very large

portion of both witnesses.

Q. So without repeating any of the statements already made,
and in order to cover some phases which have not been covered,

will you please answer the following few questions as briefly as

consistent with clarity ? A. I will try to do that.

Q. It has been stated here on several occasions that it was the

object of the Socialist Party to introduce a system of collective

or public ownership, and operation of the principal industries

of the country, and to abolish the private ownership of such

industries. In that connection I will ask you whether Socialism,

advocates the abolition of all private property? A. It does not,

and throughout my experience and observation-

—

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, can't the witness stop when
be has answered the question ? I thought he was going to be brief.
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Mr. Hillquit.— I am examining the witness and I am the judge

as to whether he has answered.

The Chairman.— I am going to allow him to proceed and then

allow you to cross-examine.

Q. Go ahead, state the position of the Socialist party with

reference to the ownership of private property ? A. My point is

that Socialists try to make it clear to the public that it is not the

abolition of private property that is intended, but the abolition

of such private property as gives to some of the people a control

over the lives and over the opportunities to work and produce a

living by which other people live. Private property used for the

satisfaction of human wants,— let us say the home, furniture of

the home and so on and so forth, or on the other hand private prop-

erty which is the means of production, which is used in productive

work, but used by the person who owns it, belongs in one class.

To another class belongs those means of production,— that produc-

tive wealth which is owned by some people and operated by others,

yielding a profit to the owners out of the product of the workers,

and it is to this type of private property that the Socialist plat-

forms and declarations refer, and only occasionally— a shorthand

statement so to speak is used— can there be any confusion in the

matter.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do I understand the Socialist party

wants to make a class distinction in this country ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Do not answer it now, Mr. Lee. We will come

to that later.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I want the question.

Mr. Hillquit.— Mr. Lee, you will kindly wait for that answer

unless the Chairman reports otherwise.

The Chaiiman.— The discussion is closed. Proceed with your

examination.

Q. Then, Mr. Lee, as I understand your answer the Socialist

party advocates the socialism of such property as may be described

to be instruments of production, and the distribution of wealth, is

that correct ? A. Used except where they are used by the indi-

vidual who owns them. Socially operated means of wealth pro-

duction—
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Q. Would that include for instance mines? A. It would.

Q. And say railroads? A. Eailways.

Q. Large factories ? A. Large factories and mills.

Q. Would it include individual tools such as a painter's brush
or a seamstress' needle and so on ? A. It would not.

Q. Would it include any article of consumption or enjoyment
such as clothes, automobiles, or baby-carriages and so on ? A. It

would not.

Q. With reference to that class of property which you say the

Socialist party aims at socialization, does the Socialist party pro-

pose to confiscate such property, to take it from the owners with-

out compensation ? A. That is not essentially part of the Socialist

program. The manner-socialists conceive that the manner in

which the socialization of the great means of production will be

affected will depend in every case upon the circumstances existing.

Judging from history, and the history of past social changes in

this country, as well as in other countries, it is a possibility that

in some cases,— and I speak of confiscation, may take place as it

has in the abolition of chattel slavery, and more recently in the

abolition of the liquor business where hundreds and millions of

dollars' worth of wealth have been simply wiped out without com-

pensation by legislative enactment or constitutional amendment.

I believe that it is the generally expressed opinion of Socialists

that insofar as we may have a choice, we would prefer to avoid

such methods.

Q. Methods of confiscation? A. Yes. The substitution of pub-

lic or collective ownership or private ownership of such property

may in some cases take the form of taking over by the public with

compensation determined by process of law. It may in some cases

take the form of duplicating the existing properties. I think there

are a great many shops and factories being operated as private

profit-making property to-day which a Socialist state would neither

confiscate nor buy, because they are unfit for human beings to

work in. I believe that would be found to be very extensively

true, and that the Socialist state might in many cases establish

suitable places for work owned by the people and operated by the

people for the common good, rather than taking over those which

already exist.

Q. Now, Mr. Lee, is there anything in the Socialist program

that excludes the principle of paying just compensation to the

owners of property if such property is taken by the State? A.

There is not.
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Q. Eeferring to a plan suoli as the Plumb Plan now being agi-

tated, and which contains a provision for compensation, do you

know whether the Socialists generally support or oppose such

plan ? A. That specific Plumb Plan has been generally received

with approval by Socialists and by the Socialist press and by the

N'ational Convention of the Socialist Party, which last summer

specifically approved it, not with reference to every specific detail

of the plan, but as essentially a Socialist proposition, a proposi-

tion consistent with Socialist ideas.

Q. Do you know whether the authoritative Socialist opinion

on that point is that outside of all questions of ethics or justice

it may in a great many cases be more expedient and economical

in the long run for the nation to buy out properties rather than

to take them ? A. Certainly, yes.

Q. You are familiar, Mr. Lee, are you not, with the provision

in our National and State Constitutions prohibiting the taking of

property without due process of law ? A. I am.

Q. And I shall ask you whether the Socialist party contem-

plates taking property without such process of law? A. It does

not.

Q. The taking of propeWy by a Socialist state, either by com-

pensation or any other method, would presuppose constitutional

methods, would it not? A. It would.

Q. The Socialism of the Socialist Party of the United States

has been referred to in this proceeding as being Marxian, and in

that sense as oppoSted to non-Marxian Socialism; will you state

very briefly what are the distinguishing features of Marxian

Socialism ? A. When we speak of Marxian Socialism, or, as we

sonafetimes say, scientific Socialism, in opposition to what we

commonly call Utopian Socialist, we m©a,n a Socialist theory and

ideal based upon a study of past and current history, a theory

which is an attemj>t to interprtet and apply the laws of historic

development in the practical tasks of social reconstruction, as dis-

tinguished from the method of those who, let us say, sit down and

think how nice it would be, what a beautiful world we might

have, if it were only so-and-so, and imagine that they can set forth

an ideal, Utopian, and get the people to accept it. This, I believe,

makes the essential distinction between Marxian or scientific and

Utopian Socialism; that the one is based on knowledge and the

other upon wishes.

Q. Then, in the first place, Marxian Socialism is what you

would term realism? A. It is.
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Q. Does it have a special theory in historical development?

A. It do.es.

Q. And what is it called? A. The materialistic conception

of histoiy is the phrase commonly used ; sometimes the economic

interpretation of history.

Q. And in either phrasing just what does it mean, very hriefly ?

A. As briefly as I can state it—
Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, have we not had this deline-

ated before by Mr. Hillquit ?

Mr. Hillquit.— We have not had it. I have gone over it very

carefully. I have jotted down a few questions.

The Chairman.— You may cross-examine.

The Witness.— The conception is that the materia] conditions

under which human beings live, and particularly the methods

and means with which they produce their livelihood— produce

wealth— that this is the governing factor in human history ; that

it is tihis which, in the last analysis, determines, controls the

political, legal, social, intellectual, aesthetic life of humanity;

and there are various other aspects of our life; that the changes

which have taken place successively in human history have not

resulted from any action of some person or presons planning or

desiring such a change; but have resulted from changes in the

methods of wealth, production, transportation and exchange;

that it is, let us say, the passage from the stage where the people

live by hunting and fishing to the stage where they cultivate the

soil and are able to raise domestic animals; or, later on, the

change in the method of production and transportation which

parae with the invention of the steam engine, which gives new
forms and methods of producing wealth and thereby has given

mankind a whole new social environment; have changed men's

ideas and have changed human institutions.

Q. Including political institutions? A. Including political

institutions— and have changed the class structure, the class

divisions in human society.

Q. ISTow, Mr. Lee, will you say that the Socialist philosophy

is a philosophy of social evolution ? A. It is.

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that we
ought to emphasize the proposition that the philosophical fields
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of Sacialism are not at issue here at all, but the tactics, the pro-

gram, the method by which they seek to put whatever theories

they have into actual operation in this countiy, and the tactics

and program and proposition by which they expect to get rid of

the obstructions in their path, including the militia and other

things which the Constitution has devised for the protection of

people in the enjoyment of their life and their property. Now,

the philosophical theories of Socialist writers are of no more

importance in this case than the dreams of St. John on the island

of Patmos. What we are interested in is the very practical and

pointed program which they have announced again and again,

and which we have proven here.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Now, will you state what it is? A. According to the

Socialist view— T don't know whether— I hope I am not repeat-

ing the answer I have made—
Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do not make stump speeches on

Socialism. We want testimony.

(Discussion off the record.)

The Witness.— When I say that the Socialist theoiy of

human progress is a theory of evolution, I mean that historic

events— and by that I mean not only events in the paat, but

in the present and future as well— grow out of the conditions

already existing; that today is the result of yesterday and

yesterday the result of the day before; in the field of society,

in human institutions as well as in nature, that there are causes;

there is a law of cause and effect ; but in human history there is

a development from stage to stage, including a development of

the institutions of property, including a development in political

institutions; all necessarily connected by such law of cause and

effect.

Q. Then, Mr. Lee, according to your theory, do Socialists hold

that a 'Socialist commonwealth and every ideal of such may be

introduced in any country at any time? A. By no means. It

could be introduced only when the economic and social conditions

for its establishment are ripe.

Q. And not otherwise? And not artificially? A. And not

otherwise and not artificially ; not by anyone's dictates or desire.
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Q. Then do they likewise hold that the question of intro-

ducing a Socialist commonwealth in every country is condi-

tioned hy the special economic, political and other conditions

in that country? A. Absolutely so.

Q. Do the Socialists, by their philosophy and program, con-

template a change of individuals in control, or a change of the

system as such? A. A change of the system.

Q. Will you please differentiate, very briefly, between the phi-

losophy of Socialism and Anarchism on that point? A. The
anarchist theory is essentially a negative theory, whereas the

Socialist conception is that when society— capitalist society—
has developed to a certain point— economically, socially, intel-

lectually and politically— the mass, the overwhelming mass, of

the population, composed mostly of wage workers, will, as a

result of that evolution, understand the system under which they

live and will desire a change, and will, through their numbers,

be able to effect that change, which we will call the establish-

ment of the Socialist commonwealth. The anarchist centers his

attention upon the abolition, the removal, of existing institutions,

which he thinks of— I think I am just in saying that the anarch-

ist thinks of; at least that is our Socialist interpretation of

them— which he thinks of as having been artificially imposed

upon society by individuals or by groups of individuals. The
anarchist conceives of existing governmental and other institu-

tions as just the product of usurpation, the product of the will—
persons who have usurped power; and he desires to do away
with such usurpation of power as he conceives exists.

Q. Then, Mr. Lee, would you say that the anarchist is indi-

vidualistic and the Socialist is social? A. Distinctly.

Q. And would you say that while the anarchists believe that

men create systems, the Socialists believe that systems develop

men? A. Yes.

Q. And would you say that while anarchists believe that

social conditions can be improved by the removal or change of

individuals, the Socialists hold that such conditions can only be

improved by a change of the system? A. By a change of the

system.

Q. And would you say that while the anarchists believe that

an intelligent minority may change society, the Socialists believe

in the popular rule? A. Yes.



1632

Q. And would you say that while anarchists do not believe

in political action, Socialists do ? A. Socialists do. That is the

distinction.

Q. Then, Mr. Lee, on the basis of these differences, has

there not been antagonism and opposition between these two

camps, the anarchists and the Socialists, ever since the inception

of the two movements? A. There has, and sometimes a very

bitter antagonism.

(Discussion o£f the record.)

Q. Mr. Lee, in this proceeding language has been quoted from

certain Socialist proclamations, such as " Seizure of the power

of government," or " Capture of the government," or " wresting

the industrial systems from the hands of the owners." I ask you

whether in the Socialist conception and the accepted Socialist

phraseology these words imply the use of force or violence? A.

They do not imply it, and not only that, but in the popular propa-

ganda of Socialism, spoken and printed, these words always carry

a context which makes it clear that they do not imply it any more

than, let us say, the use of the word campaign, which is drawn

from military practice and is commonly used in our political

language, implies the use of violence ; or any more than the book,

" The Battles of Labor " is a movement which depends upon the

fighting and killing of people. Such language is used, perhaps, in

a somewhat figurative sense by Socialists and others, and I am
confident, from my own participation and observation of Socialist

propaganda, that the public well understands it.

Mr. Sutherland.— I object to that last statement.

The Chairman.— That may go out ; strike it out.

Mr. Sutherland.— His statement as to how the public under-

stands it. I object to the statement.

The Chairman.— That will go out.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. How long, approximately, have these terms been used in

the Socialist literature, if you know ? A. I believe that the use

of such terms runs far back in the Socialist literature; that it

dates from a very early period.

Q. And did they have their inception, perhaps, in the pre-

parliamentary days of European politics? A. I should say if
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such language is used more by Socialists than by members of other

political parties, as it probably is, that does comiect itself with the

fact that the Socialist movement in its inception and for some dec-

ades of its existence, grew up under conditions in the various

countries of Europe, where the great mass of the people had no
share in political power, no political rights, and that this may very
well have colored the phraseology of Socialism.

Q. Now, Mr. Lee, reverting to the question asked by Assembly-

man Cuvillier, we have had statements or definitions of what we
call classes or class struggles, classes being defined as being

antagonistic economic categories, and class struggle representing

the antagonism. I will now ask you, in the Socialist conception,

are those the only two classes in the United States, or are there

more? A. iMore.

Q. "Which classes would you mention as existing in the United

States and recognized by the Socialists as such ? A. We speak in

Socialist writings and speeches of the capitalist class .or the

bourgeoisie, as we often call it; the wage-working class or prole-

tariat, in the strict sense of the word.

We have to recognize that there is another type of working class,

the working farmers, a majority of whom own the land and equip-

ment which they themselves use, while others are renters who are

not wage workers, nor are they capitalists. There is the type to

a small extent of the self-employing industrial workmen, the small

artisan who has his own shop and his own tools. They are not

very numerous, and they are passing away. There is the type of

the professional workers of a good many professions— lawyers,

doctors, artists and so on and so forth, who are neither capitalists

nor wage workers nor artisans nor farmers, but constitute a more

or less clear class by themselves. Perhaps I might distinguish

still other classes but, these, at least, are the main ones in our

existing society.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Were you born in this country ?

The Witness.— I was born in this country.

Assemblym;an Cuvillier.— Whereabouts ?

The Witness.— In the State of Iowa ; my ancestors for three

hundred years past.
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ByMr. Hillquit:

Q. Now, Mr. Lee, will you state whether, in the Socialist con-

ception, there are two most important and dominating classes ? A.

There are.

Q. And those are ? A. The capitalist class and the wage work-

ing class. They are the most important and dominating classes.

Eyery successive census shows the wage workers, in the strict sense

of the word, to have become a larger proportion of the whole

people, so that ten years ago the wage workers in the strictest

sense of that term, together with their non-working dependents,

their families, constituted just about from 45 to 50 per cent, of

the whole population, and if the same ratio of increase has gone on

in the last ten years, they now constitute the majority of the

whole population. That is, the workers come to be more and more

wage workers, and on the other hand, the capitalist has a larger

proportion of the productive wealth of the country, under his

control.

Q. Mr. Collins in testifying here gave it as his belief that the

Socialists hope that workers must inevitably hate and despise

the men they work for, is that the Socialists' position ? A. It is

the very opposite of the Socialists' position.

Q. What is the Socialists' position as regard personal relation

between employer and worker? A. The Socialists desire that

the workers should understand the capitalist system, and under-

stand that the evils of which they complain, be it overwork or

underpay, or whatever the various evils .of which they complain,

are not the results of the personal selfishness or cruelty or ill-

will of the .capitalist, but are the result of the capitalist system.

The Socialists, so far from desiring that the workers should hate

the capitalist, desire that they should have that understanding of

the system which eliminates hatred.

Q. It is part of the Socialist philosophy that the capitalist is

morally worse or lower individually than the worker, or vice

versa ? A. It is not at all part of the Socialist's philosophy that

the capitalist is the main evil.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Don't you think that this govern-

ment, this nation, gives every citizen the means, if he has got the

ability, to be a capitalist if he wants to be one ?

The Witnessv— I do not know of any law that prohibits anyone

from becoming a capitalist if he can, but I know that it is not a

question of a prohibitive law. I know that as a matter of fact
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only a few persons can be capitalists, and the capitalist can exist

only on condition that there exists a large number of exploited

wage workers to produce profit upon his capital. I do not think

that you can yourself conceive of a society composed wholly of

capitalists, or in the majority of capitalists.

Q. Mr. Lee, how many wage workers are there approximately

in the United States ? A. In the United States, at the last

census, the wage workers, in the strictest sense of the word,

numbered somewhere about 14 to 15 or possibly a little more

than fifteen million.

Q. Do you think it is conceivable that each of these wage

workers have a factory of his own ? A. I cannot imagine it.

Q. And be an employer
;
you do not consider it so ? A. I can-

not imagine it.

Q. 'Because there would be nobody to work for them? A.

Yes, sir.

Q. Which would be one obstacle? A. A very serious obstacle.

By Assemblyman liowe:

Q. Don't you think as education is spread and developed to

the working class it eliminates the number of workers ? A. You
mean diminish ? By no means. Undoubtedly all through the—
let us say the last half a century, education has been spreading,

increasing among wage workers, and yet if you will take the

census of 1870, 1880, 1890, 1900 and" 1910, and work out the

statistics, you will find the percentage of wage workers, through

the wage population, has been consistently increasing, and that

is true, not only in this country, but every other country where
the wage system prevails.

Q. Isn't that caused somewhat by immigration? A. It is

equally true in migration countries ; it is equally true in England,
in Italy, in Germany, in Poland, in Hungary, in the countries

from which migration has taken place; in all countries where
the factory system— the machine method of production exists,

where modern methods of production exists, the wage workers

become concededly a larger proportion of the people and the
"^ ''^Inctive wealth becomes more and more concentrated in the

hands of the capitalist class.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. In other words, our industrial system is developing all

over the world constantly? A. Developing all over the world
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constantly on the same general lines, although, with many other

conditions in particular countries.

Q. And one of the features of such industrial development is

the increase of machine production ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Which requires an ever-growing number of workers to tend

to them ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, Mr. Lee, the witness Collins also testified that the

Socialists were manufacturing class hatred, is that correct? A.

The very reverse is the fact, that is to say, the Socialist educa-

tional propaganda is directed, among other things, against that

individualistic view which would mean hatred, and toward an

understanding— I think I am perhaps repeating— toward an

understanding that the trouble is with the system,- and that there

is no room for hatred, but for an understanding of the will to

change the system.

Q. Within the Socialist Party do you know whether there

are any members who might themselves economically be classed

with the capitalist class ? A. There are. I do not know whether

there are any that would be very big capitalists, but there are

unquestionably within the Socialist Party in this country, and

other countries, many who are not wage workers— some con-

siderable number, who might be counted as capitalists.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Do I understand that question that

the Socialist party do have capitalists ?

The Witness.— Yes, sir.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— For instance take my friend Hill-

quit, or the Burns Brothers Coal people— I buy coal from them

for years.

The Witness.— He is here. I would not testify to that. You

can ask him.

M.T. Hillquit.— I did not get the drift of the question. Do you

ask for a rebate. Brother Cuvillier ?

The Chairman.— Proceed. I am doing the best I can to let you

gentlemen get through with this.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Mr. Lee, is it not one of the objects of the Socialist party,

or the Socialist movement, to abolish classes an'd class differences ?

A. It is. I may almost say it is the ultimate object to which all

other objects are means.
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Q. And how does the Socialist party expect to abolish classes

and class distinction ? A. The classes as they exist are not esta'b-

lished by law. They are not political, arbitrary political dis-

tinctions between different groups of people. Certain persons are

wage workers because they do not own the means of employing

themselves, and must sell their service,— sell their labor power, to

those who do own the great means of production. The Socialist aim
is to socialize the ownership and control of those great means of

production of which the masses of the people must have access to,

must use in order to produce wealth, in order to do it, to produce

a living for themselves and pi^ofit for the capitalist. Through

the socialization of these means of production the Socialist party

desires that the wage workers should cease to be wage workers;

that the capitalists should cease to be capitalists; that all should

become joint owners and joint workers in the oommon task of pro-

duction.

Q. That would abolish all class and class distinction ? A. That

would abolish all class and class distinction.

Q. And that is the principal aim of the Socialist movement?
A. That is the principal aim of the Socialist movement.

Q. Mr. Lee, you were examined with reference to the meaning
of mass action, I do not want you to repeat anything you have

stated, but will you please contrast the term " mass action " with

individual action ? A. I do not know whether I can avoid repeat-

ing. As far as possible I will try to avoid it. The Socialist party

advocates, promotes mass action, political and economic, including

the trade union and the co-operative, as well as political party, and
including the educational work which must go on in connection

with all of these. It is the only possible means of action of a

working class. To contrast, you have on the one hand among the

industrial field the strike or the boycott. These are forms of
" mass action," or within that strike or boycott you had an organi-

zation of the workers of the trade or an industry carried to the

point where they are able to go into collective bargaining with

their employers to establish a minimum scale, or conditions with

regard to wages, hours and so forth. This is an example of mass
action, whether an actual strike or a boycott, on the one side and
the actual lockout on the other side, takes place or not. To give

an example of individual action that might more or less corre-

spond to this you would have the act, let us say, of a wage worker
unorganized depending upon his individual powers to get the bet-
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ter of his boss, or to perhaps get revenge on his hoss,— well, to use

a phrase that was used the other day, by throwing a monkey wrench

into the machines. That is what happens here sometimes.

Q. In this sense, Mr. Lee, would you call sabotage a species of

mass action or individual action ? A. Essentially a species of in-

dividual action as opposed to the organized mass action on the

economic field.

Q. And that is one of the reasons for the Socialist opposition to

the practice of sabotage, is it? A. That is one of the reasons,

because it is antagonistic to a conscious self-reliant mass organiza-

tion of the workers.

Q. M.T. Lee, you are familiar with the St. Louis riesolution

against war which has been read here a number of times? A.

Very familiar with it.

Q, And are you familiar with the term, " Mass action," oc-

curring in that resolution ? A. I remember that it occurs there.

Q. WiU you state what it means in connection with that resolu-

tion ? A. It means action in which masses of people, as large a

number of people as possible, ' should demonstrate their will,

whether it be at the ballot box, through the nominations and, if

they succeed, the election of candidates ; whether it be through the

methods mentioned, mass petitions, the gathering of petitions

with tens of thousands, hundreds of thousands, or perhaps a mil-

lion signatures, in order to impress upon members of legislative

bodies, and particularly Congress was in mind, the desires of

great numbers of the people, demonstrations which might take the

form of great meetings, or of great parades, and so forth. Those

are typical forms of mass action, for such a purpose of expressing

a popular will, which we believe to be manifestly the will of the

majority of the people and desired to bring out as such.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. Would it mean force also ? A. That certainly was not im-

plied or contemplated.

Q. If the opportunity showed itself it would be forced, wouldn't

it ? A. If the opportunity showed itself ?

Q. Yes? A. No; that opportunity is continually showing

itself.

Q. Mr. Lee, was that clause meant to disparage individual ac-

tion ? A. It was definitely meant for that purpose, and when I

say it was definitely meant for that purpose I mean that was the

purpose expressed in the convention and in committee, in the dis-
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cussions, which led to the formulation and final adoption of the

manifesto, that it was to discredit the irresponsible action of in-

dividuals, or of conspirative groups, and to insist, as against this,

upon the organized and open and public action of masses of people.

By Assemblyman Kowe:

Q. What did it mean when it said, " and all other means within

our power " ? It mentioned all these which you have mentioned ?

A. We did not attempt to enumerate all the things, all the details

of a campaign in favor of such a peace as we believed to be just

and desirable, and against the policy of conscription, and so forth.

Q. It still could be contemplated within that statement, " force

and violence," couldn't it? A. I suppose, if any one desired to

contemplate it, he could contemplate it, but it was not contem-

plated by those who adopted it.

Q. The language was strong enough to include it? A. Not
only was it not contemplated by those who adopted that manifesto,

but even by the propagandists through speakers, lecturers, writers

of leaflets, editors, and so forth, that manifesto was continually ex-

plained in the sense in which it was intended. Now, of course we
all of us, perhaps,-— almost every day some one says, " I will do

all in my power for such and such a purpose," and any one with a

desire so to understand would understand, " I will commit murder,

if necessary, for that purpose," but no one does, for that is not

justified.

By Mr.Hillquit:

Q. In drafting that manifesto, did we proceed upon the gen-

erally established assumption that the presumption is one in

favor of law, and that we do not have to repeat in every phrase

that we will do so by lawful means ? A. Yes, sir.

Assemblyman Evans.— Using the phrase " economic exploita-

tion " in the Socialist sense, do you believe that the workers under
any circumstances would be justified in taking up arms to free

themselves from economic exploitation?

The Witness.— You mean' to ask are there any circumstances
under which they would be justified?

Assemblyman Evans.— Yes.

The Witness.— I can conceive of such circumstances. Un-
questionably such circumstances have existed in the course of
history.
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Assemblyman Evans.— What are they ?

The Witness.— When the workers of France,— they were not

to any great extent wage workers ;— in the main they were peas-

ants exploited through feudal rents in the eighteenth century,

undertook to throw off the rule of monarchy and aristocracy which

oppressed them, which had taken away from the masses of the

people two-thirds of the productive wealth of France, and when
the political institutions of that time were such that the only

means by which they could change the system was a violent

overthrow of the autocratic monarchy of the Bourbons, I think

the world generally, and certainly I, considered they were justi-

fied in so doing.

Assemblyman Evans.— What circumstances existed in the world

in the year 1917?

The Witness.— I don't just get your question.

Assemblyman Evans.— What circumstances existed in the

world in the year 191Y which would have justified the workers

of any country in taking up arms to free themselves from eco-

nomic exploitation?

The Witness.— Of any country ?

Assemblyman Evans.— Yes.

The Witness.— Very definitely such circumstances existed

throughout the Eussian Empire, throughout Central and Eastern

and Southeastern Europe; throughout very great parts of the

world.

The Chairman.— But not here in this country?

The Witness.— I believe the phrase to which the Assembly-

man refers is the one used in regard to the whole world situa-

tion.

The Chairman.— The Chairman withdraws his question.

The Witness.— It wasn't a matter of the program in the United

States.

Assemblyman Evans.— So that you say in your opinion that

particular phrase was put in the St. Louis platform as a justifica-

tion for some governments in Europe, for the workers of some
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governments in Europe to take up arms and free themselves from

economic exploitation?

The Witness.— What I say is this, Assemblyman: that that

manifesto dealt w^ith the whole situation existing in the v?orld

today and it dealt with the general problems of claas struggle and

the phrase to which you refer had not a particular application to

the United States in 1917. That was the wording of your ques-

tion, I believe.

The Chairman.— We will take an adjournment until two

o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 12 :30 p. m. the Committee recessed until two

o'clock p. m.).

AFTER RECESS, 2 :10 p. m.

Algeektost Lee, recalled, testified as follows:

Redirect examination continued by Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Mr. Lee, I have four more questions to ask you, upon which

I shall expect as brief replies as possible. One is with the relation

of the Socialist party to politics. The statement has been made
here, in the course of the proceeding, that the politics of the

Socialist party is nothing but a blind, that the Socialist party, as

a matter of fact, does not expect to accomplish its aim through

political methods, but through methods of violence. Will you

please state what is the true attitude of the Socialist party to

political action? A. The Socialist party certainly desires and

hopes to attain its ends through political action. It uses political

action as a means— as the chief and primary means— of activity,

including with political action, of course, the educational work in

carrying its ideas to the whole population, to win the masses of

the people to its views, thereby to organize them politically, thereby

to procure representation in the legislative bodies, and conse

quently in the other departments of the government, and to use

the political power so gained both for present betterment and the

betterment of conditions that may from time to time be possible,

and with the ultimate end of realizing its purposes, which we
have defined already, the socialization of the great means of

production.

61
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Q. Describe the educational value of political campaigns as

the Socialists cari-y them on. Do the Socialists attach any value

to concrete legislative forms? A. They surely do. In every

State; in every city in this country where, at various times, the

Socialist party has been represented; in Congress, where it has

been represented for some time by Mr. Berger and by Mr. Lunn

;

in all such bodies every effort is made to introduce and to attempt

to carry through legislation consistent with the program embody-

ing the announced program of the Socialist party.

Q. Such legislation or effort to secure such legislation is a

regular part of Socialist activities in legislative bodies? A. In

this countrv- and in every country where the party exists and has

won representation.

Q. Reference was made here to such expressions occurring in

the platfonns of the Socialist party, as, for instance: "The
immediate reforms are but a preparation of the workers," or,

" The program of immediate legislation or political reforms is

but a stepping stone to the realization of the final aim of the

Socialist." Will you state what is meant by such reference or

expressions ? A. What is meant by it is that while the Socialist

party takes advantage of everj'- opportunity to procure some meas-

ures of legislation or administration which will in some particular

better the conditions of the masses of the people, and particularly

of the working classes, it does not confine itself to these reforms,

often relatively simple ones, which are immediately practicable,

which it can win at this time, while it has only a minority repre-

sentation, but while thus doing all that is possible, day after day,

through the channels of political action and of legislation, it

keeps in view its great purpose of reorganizing saciety on the

basis of social or collective ownership of the great means of pro^

duction, and the elimination of class distinction, class conflict,

class war; that its political action aims always at this ultimate

purpose and at the same time deals with every important issue that

may arise.

Q. Do the Socialists consider the securing of public offices and

salaries and patronage as one of the important aims of the politi-

cal activities of the Socialist party? A. They do not, and that

is the point of expression such as you cited here. Socialists take

every opportunity to make it clear to the voters— to those whom

they call upon to vote the Socialist ticket, that the purpose is not

merely to effect a change in the personnel of the State, or national
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or city government; that it is not just a question of winning offices

for some persons who then may perhaps be able to dispose of cer-

tain patronage and so forth, and that, for instance, we do no,t

desire that we should get a split vote, a vote for this candidate or

that candidate; that we ask people to consider that when they

vote the Socialist ticket they are voting for Socialist principles

and their election of persons who have been nominated as candi-

dates to office are only a means of putting those principles into

effect.

Q. In this respect, Mr. Lee, does the Socialist party

differ from any other political party which has a program of its

own and an aim to realize? A. Insofar as any other politi-

cal pai-ty has a name of its own, and an aim to realize,

they are identical. I do not know whether that is perhaps

going away from that. We know that the Republican and Demo-
cratic parties have very largely, if not wholly, lost the reason for

existence they once had; that they have no principles to realize,

have not a social progi'am, and that to them the aim of politics

is the acquisition of political power as an end in itself of the

offices, patronage, prestige, and so forth, which that carries with

it;l and we state, the Socialist Party in contrary distinction to

it, and say that the Socialist Party in that respects corresponds

to what I say, to the Eepublican Party of some fifty or sixty

years ago, or the Democratic Party in the early Nineteenth Cen-

tury, when it had a definite mission as against Federalism and
so forth.

Q. Take the Prohibition Party, for instance. A. The Pro-

hibition Party is a party, whether one agree with it or not, that

have their definite principles and purposes, and which, in exactly

the same way, choose political action, not as a means of gaining
offices for individuals, or for* power for a political machine, b\it

for the purpose of using that political power to carry a cer-

tain principle or purpose into effect, that of abolishing the liquor

traffic.

Q. Does the avowed purpose of the Socialist party, to use its

political power if and when acquired for the end of intro-

ducing a Socialist regime,— does that conflict with the bona fide

exercise of the suffrage and of the political methods until such
time as that point has been achieved ? A. It does not. We con-

ceive that the purpose of the representative system is to give the

people in various parties holding different views the opportunity
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to express themselves and to control the government and its poli-

cies, and that that party which has the majority or, let me say,

the plurality, has then the legal and constitutional right to enact,

and the duty to those who have elected its representatives in office

to enact legislation realizing the principles that it has announced.

Q. There also has been made mention in the course of the

examination in this proceeding of the attitude of the Socialist

Party to the economic organizations of labor, trade unions, indus-

trial unions and se on; will you please state briefly what is the

basis of the special interest which the ^Socialist party takes in

the economic organization of labor? A, The Socialist Party

declares itself to be the political representative of the working

classes, and more particularly of the wage working class, which

is becoming more and more the typical working class of modern

times. It recognizes in the labor unions another organization,

or set of organizations, representing the same class of society,

representing the same interest, and by anoSier line of activity

striving to serve the interests of that class and ultimately to do

away with its existence as a class through the reorganization of

society. The two, then^ the Socialist political movement and

the movement of the labor unions, represent the same interests.

They have the same immediate purposes of the betterment of

economic social conditions, they have the same ultimate purpose

of the reorganization of society on a classless basis, and for that

reason the Socialist Party desire a harmonious co-operation and

mutual helpfulness between it and the labor organizations.

Q. Mr. Lee, is the Socialist movement interested in the immedi-

ate improvement of the conditions of labor ? A. It is.

Q. In what way and for what reason ? A. In the iirst place,

for their own sake, because an improvement of the conditions of

labor— whether it means the gaining of more leisure and con-

sequently of more opportunities for culture, for education, for

enjoyment.of life, for the toiling masses,— whether it means gain-

ing a larger share of their product in the form of higher wages

relatively to the value that they create, or in any other way, every

such improvement has a value in itself. It has a further value

from the Socialist point of view, in that by adding to the leisure

of the workers, and by increasing their social intelligence—
their organized intelligence— by giving them a greater degree of

self-respect for themselves as a class, it promotes, it brings nearer

the triumph of the working class in what we Socialists familiarly



1645

call tlie class struggle ; brings near the realization of the Socialist

aim, the ultimate aim of Socialism. For both reasons we support

the struggle of the workers on the economic field.

Q. Based upon your experience and observations within the

Socialist movement, would you say that the workers who support

the Socialist movement come very largely from the better situated

strata of wage workers, or from the worst ? A. More largely from

the better situated, better organized, and better educated elements

of the working class.

Assemblyman CuvilHer.— I want to ask you a question there.

You say that they come from the better element of the working

class. Samuel G-ompers represents the American Federation of

Labor. Is he a Socialist?

The Witness.— He is not.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— That is what I want to know. You
said the better class.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Those that are Socialists, do they come from the better

situated strata or worse situated strata ? A. They come definitely

from the better elements or strata of the working class. In those

regions where there is the greatest degree of misery among the

workers, the extremely long hours, the extremely bad pay, condi-

tions that produce degradation of the masses, the task of the Social-

ist party or its organizers is very much harder than it is in those

industries, in those trades, and in those regions where the con-

dition of the workers is higher.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— The American Federation of Labor
is not a member of the Socialist party ?

The Witness.— There is no union that belongs to our Socialist

party. The American Federation of Labor includes workingmen
who are Republicans, Democrats and Socialists.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Mr. Gompers does not belong to the

Socialist party?

The Witness.— He does not belong to the Socialist party at all.

Mr. Hillquit.—We want to have this on the record ; Mr. Gom-
pers does not belong to the Socialist party.

The Witness.— Mr. Gompers does not belong to the Socialist

party.
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By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Now, Mr. Lee, as the last question, counsel for the Com-

mittee here has made the contention on their brief that mass

action and general strikes are intended to overcome representa-

tive government, which, I take it, means that they are intended to

supersede and take the place of representative government. Is

that the Socialist understanding of the use of mass action and

general strikes ? A. That is not the Socialist understanding and

the subject is one on which a great deal has been said and has been

written. It is a subject that has been a great deal discussed in

the Socialist movement here and in Europe. Books have been

written on it. I have in mind especially a large book by Emil

Vandervele, "The General Strike." The book is in French,

dealing with the subject historically and theoretically, and on the

basis of the experience of general strikes or strikes for political

purposes in various countries of the world, and of the theoretical

expressions of Socialists who speak with a degree of authority, and

of the discussions in the Socialist movement anci the Socialist

press, it can be thoroughly established, the Socialist conception of

the use of mass action on the economic or industrial field, one form

of which is commonly referred to as the general strike, meaning

the political strike, is that under certain circumstances this used to

win the opportunity for political action, and that it is used under

certain circumstances to reinforce, to supplement political action

very frequently as a means of effective dramatic demonstration of

the will of the workers in a given situation, whether it be with

regard to the enactment of the universal suffrage law, as it has

been in some cases, or to the protest against the use of martial law

to break strikes, as has happened in Italy, for instance; whether

it be intended to bring about the enforcement of labor laws which

were already on the statute books, as in the famous miners' strike

of Colorado in 1904, and other similar instances might be men-

tioned. In all of these cases it is a means of supplementing, of

supporting representative government, by no means of substituting

it or overthrowing it.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Do you mean that mass actions and political strikes, when

applied, are mostly used for the purpose of bringing pressure to

bear upon legislators rather than to supplement them ? A. That

is very generally the case, yes.
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Q. In the principal and historical general strikes in the differ-

ent countries of Europe, is it or is it not a fact that a war in most

eases is accompanied by demonstrations in front of Parliament,

coupled with requests to enact certain legislation, such, for in-

stance, as widening the suffrage, and so on? A. That has been

the case in Belgium and Italy, where such strikes have taken

place, where simultaneously with the strike delegations have been

sent from all parts of the country, if it be an extensive strike, to

demonstrate the demands of the workers in a dramatic, emphatic

manner to the elected representatives of the people.

Q. In character and principle is there a difference between

such action on the part of workers seeking to influence legis-

lative action and the practice of petitions, or say lawful

lobbying for such purposes? A. The only difference that I

know is that this method— the political strike, with the demon-

strations which accompany it— is a thing carried on on a larger

scale, more completely public, in the open. "What we speak of

as lobbying is often a more or less obscure matter. It is defi-

nitely and openly an expression of will, corresponding to the use

of the petition, and is perhaps a living petition instead of a

petition put on paper.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is all.

The Chairman.— Cross-examination.

Eecross-examination by Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Mr. Lee, you recognize the leadership of the Socialist

party by Mr. Debs, do you not? A. Why that would depend,

Judge, on what you mean by " leadei'ship."

Q. Well, is not he your embodiment of Socialist principle

and theory, and is he not your candidate individually for Presi-

dent on the Socialist ticket this year? A. I think it altogether

likely fhat he will be the candidate of the Socialist party for

President this year and personally I desire that he should be.

Q. Now, that is because his sentiments are those of the mass
of the Socialist party, is it not, as well as because of what he

has done and suffered for Socialist principles? A. We consider

him altogether— I consider him as a fit man— as the fittest man
at the present time, to be chosen as the standard bearer of the party

in the campaign of 1920. If I qualify my answer to your ques-

tisQ, Judge, perhaps you will allow me to explain ?
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Q. Yes. A. We Socialists are on principle noi, hero-worship-

pers. I am not so sure hut what we sometimes lean hack too

far, or stand so straight that we lean haekwards ; and we do not

at any time recognize in our party the same degree of personal

leadership that is commonly recognized in other parties. With
that qualification I say certainly Eugene V. Debs is a trusted and

admired and loved leader and spokesman of the Socialist move-

ment.

Assemhlyman Cuvillier.— Mi;. Lee, your are not a hero of

American institutions?

The Witness.— I do not know what the question is.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. "Now Mr. Lee, the Socialists are rather averse to hero wor-

ship, are they ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, when one of the most eminent Socialists in America

compares Eugene V. Dehs with Jesus Christ, you would not say

that partakes in any degree of hero worship, would you? A. I

would say it was his expression of profound admiration for the

moral courage and nobility of Eugene V. Debs.

Q. You think it is a moderate statement? A. I think it is

the statement of a very strong and deep feeling indeed, and I

share that feeling.

Q. You would not call it hero worship? A. "No.

Q. What is it that you object to, to the word "worship

"

or " hero " ? A. I am not talking about words. Judge ; I am
talking about the attitude, the attitude of those who make

themselves followers to a personal leader, and advocate their

own judgment. That is not the case with the attitude of the

Socialists toward Mr. Debs, or toward any other of our leaders.

They are our leaders because they lead us in the direction in which

we desire to be led.

Q. Very good. Now, you say the Socialists have not advocated

the taking of private property without due compensation? A.

I did not say that. Judge. I said that that was not any essential

part of the Socialist program. I said that the Socialists would

prefer to avoid such situations, let us say, as have arisen in the

history of this country and elsewhere, where a whole institution

such as slavery, as the whole business such as the liquor traffic,

and a very big one, is wiped out, and undoubtedly with great
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hardship to many persons. I think the Socialist movement would

try to minimize the conditions that come from that.

Q. If you took over all the basic interests, all the mines and
railroads, the means of transportation, the great properties, the

large landed interests, take them over, how can the owners be

compensated; how can the people that take them oyer return to

those owners whose property has been taken away an equivalent

in value, as the Constitution requires, when private property is

taken for public use ? A. I do not think the Constitution requires

that.

Q. Aren't you familiar with that principle of constitutional

law that when private property is taken for public use there must

be due compensation—
Mr. Hillquit.— I object— '

Mr. Sutherland.— I want to know whether^
Mr. HiUquit.— You are not going to fight me?

Mr. Sutherland.— I want to know whether in the middle of a

question counsel has the right to interrupt, and I insist upon my
right to have my question finished before he announces his ob-

jection.

Mr. Hillquit.— And I insist upon my right to state my objec-

tion whenever a question is improper.

The Chairman.— Objection overruled.

Mr. HiUquit.— Let me state my ground of objection.

The Chairman.— I shall not hear any more. Proceed.

Mr. HiUquit.— May I state the ground of my objection ?

The Chairman.— 'No; it is overruled.

Mr. Hillquit.— Without hearing the ground?

The Chairman.— Yes.

Mr. HiUquit.— I take an exception.

The Chairman.— Exception granted. Now, what is the ques-

tion.

(The qiiestion was repeated as follows: " Q. Aren't you famUiar

with that principle of constitutional law that when private prop-
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erty is taken for public use there must be due compensation?")

A. If I remember rightly, the word in the Constitution is " just

compensation." I do not know whether it is " just " or " due."

I know the clause to which you refer.

The Chairman.— Now proceed with the answer.

The Witness.— I thought I had answered the question, that I

was familiar with that provision of the Constitution.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Do the Socialists interpret that clause in a way which dif-

fers from the interpretation which has been placed upon it by the

courts of the United States, or in the State of New York, or aren't

you familiar with that interpretation ? A. I cannot pretend to be

familiar with all the interpretations that may have been made by

the courts.

Q. Suppose we say— A. If you will define it, perhaps I may

be able to answer.

Q. Suppose we say it is an equivalent in private property meas-

ured ordinarily by the money standard,— allow that to go for my
notion of what just compensation means,— compensation in private

property, for private property, taken for public use. A. Wdl, in

two great eases to which I have already referred twice this morning,

private property to the extent of billions of.dollars has been wiped

out by legal and constitutional action without, after all, any com-

])ensation at all ; the greater case was that where private property

theretofore reorganized under the laws of the Constitution, as

interpreted repeatedly by Congress, down to and including the

Dred Scott decision, for instance, was just wiped out to the extent

of, I believe, between three and four thousand millions of dollars,

and the second case,— I do not know the extent of the property

interests that have been destroyed,— by the Prohibition amend-

ment.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier

:

Q. Mr. Lee, the Prohibition proposition was a license, not a

right; do you recognize that it was a license of the government,

and why do you make that statement ? A. I suppose th*

business of making and trading in the use of alcoholic liquors has

existed much longer than the business of operating steam engines

and coal mines, and so forth. I do not know why one was not a
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right just as much as the other, or why one was not just as legiti-

mate a property interest as the other.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Now, Mr. Lee, if I may pursue the line of questions for a

moment with you— A. Delighted.

Q. Were you speaking of the loss of property right when slavery

was abolished, and what you deemed the loss of a property right

when Prohibition became effectiYC as prophetic or symbolic of

what would happen to the owners of private property when the

Socialistic state takes over their property for public use and

operation? A. I am glad you asked the question, Judge, be-

cause it will help to make it quite clear. When in 1860—
Q. Oh, please, now, answer the question.

The Chairman.— Repeat the question.

(Question repeated by the reporter.)'

A. If you mean that I have to answer that with a " yes " or
" no ", I can't answer it.

The Chairman.— Well, answer, but make it brief.

The Witness. •— Referring then to the one case—
Mr. Sutherland.— I will withdraw the question in order to save

time, Mr. Chairman. It seems as though it can be answered yes or

no.

The Witness. — It would have been answered before this if you

had allowed me, Judge.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Go to it, then. A. When in 1860 the Republican Party

through a plurality vote gained control, that is, gained the right

to take control on the 4th of March following, of the Executive

and Legislative branches of the United States Government during

1860-1861, every effort was made by the leaders of the Republican

anti-slavery party to bring the slave holding class of the United

States, and its political representatives, to an assent in the

expressed will of the people, and the Republican Party, including

Mr. Lincoln himself, the President-elect, were willing to provide

for legislation that would have gradually emancipated the three or

four millions of slaves, and that would have provided, what they

considered, a very generous compensation to the owners of the
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slaves emancipated. I suppose it is a plain historic fact that it

was the refusal of the slaveholding class to bow to the expressed

will of the people that resulted in their net being compensated for

the property that had been taken away from them. Now,, in so

far as an event of past history may be instructive for future

history, I consider that an instructive example.

Ey Mr. Sutherland:

Q. May I call your attention to the fact that the property in

slaves was taken by the government as an act of war ? A. Pardon

me, it was not. . It was an act of war that the Emancipation Proc-

lamation was issued, and that did not affect all the slaves, nor

did it aibolish slavery. The abolition of slavery was carried out

through the Thirteenth Amendment, I think you will remember,

Judge.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. Was that act of Congress ever passed to compensate the

owners of slaves ? A. To compensate the owners ?

(Discussion off the record).

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Do you agree with Mr. Debs when he says that the Socialist

Republic will not be brought about by votes ? A. I would have to

see that statement and know the conte.xt in which it stood.

Q. Here is the sentence :
" You will never vote in the Social-

its Republic." A. I would have to consider that in the whole

context. I do not know what the point of that remark is.

Q. Well, I wiU read two or three sentences: " What you need

is to organize not along curved lines but along revolutionaiy indus-

trial lines (applause). You will never vote in a Socialist Repub-

lic " ? A. Is that the end of the speech ?

Q. Oh, no, there are pages of the speech. Do you agree with

that idea ? A. I take it, guessing the context from knowing Mr.

Debs' opinions in general, I take it that the expression is one that

I would agree to.

Q. May I recur to a former question and ask you how the pub-

lic could get the money to return compensation to individual

ovmers for all the great industries of this country, if they were

taken over? A. I suppose we might make a very good bargain

of that and I suppose that if, when tlie time comes, as I hope, as
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all Socialists would desire, the expressed will of the lawful major-

ity or phirality of the people is acceded to, they would be very

glad to make such compensation as would provide for the exist-

ing generation of capitalists and provide for them a very comfor-

talble and leisurely existence if they prefer to remain during the

rest of their lives as parasites upon society, and that the working

class would make a very good bargain by so buying them out.

Q. Yes.

Assemblyman Eowe.-—- Where would they get the money ?

The Witness.— The simple waste of capitalist competition

would be in itself adequate to provide the money. I think there

would be no question that the waste of capitalists is in amount
even greater than the whole of what we Socialists call the surplus

value appropriated by capitalists in the form of profit, rent and

interest, and that the social organization of indnstiy, elimii

ing that waste, would provide the funds you refer to.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Mr. Lee, you haven't any conscientious scruples or basic

principle against taking private property without compensation,

have you, as a party ? A. I suppose we have about the saine con-

scientious scmples, or, what was it, basic principles, in this matter

that we have in general, of desiring to carry out the mission of

the Socialist party as the representative of the working class in a

peaceful, orderly, lawful, constitutional way. I don't know why
that isn't basic and conscientious.

Q. Are you led to contemplate a possibility of paying compen-

sation for private property- taken over in this social revolution by
any constitutional protection which they now have, the capitalists

now have ? A. Why, I suppose that is an element in it.

Q. Tes. You know that the Constitution of the United States

provides that the public debt shall not be questioned, do you not ?

A. I don't think you are quoting verbally.

Q. But that is the idea, isn't it, in the United States Constitu-

tion? A. Of course, I would be surer if you would quote the

clause accurately. I am never quite sure whether loose quota-

tions may not be found to cBfyry some meaning I didn't intend.

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. " Validity of the public debt of the United States, author-

ized by law, including debts incurred for payment of nations and
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bounties ; for services in suppressing insurrection or rebellion shall

not be questioned." Now, were you one of tlie drafters of the

party platform of 191Y ? A. I was a member of the convention

and a memlber of the committee.

Q. On platforms? A. Yes.

Q. Did you sign it ? A. I suppose I did. I don't remember the

physical act of signing. That does not matter.

Q. You voted for it, did you not ? A. Yes.

Q. And that platform pledged the Socialist party to the repu-

diation of the national war debt, did it not ? A. It did.

By Assemblyman Cuvillier:

Q. You said you supposed you did. Did you or did you not

sign it, yes or no ? A. I don't rememlber.

Q. Yes or no ? A. I don't rememlier, Assemblyman, whether I

physically signed it ; but, as I stated to the judge, I supported it.

Q. Did you sign it or not? A. I don't remember whether I

signed it, and whether I did or not is not of the slighest importance

because I stood for it whether I did or not.

Q. It is of great importance to the Committee. A. I don't

know. It is very likely I did. I don't know.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Do you know that there are around twenty millions of

Americans who bought Liberty Bonds during the war ? A. It is

very likely. I know there were very large numbers. I don't

know the number.

Q. Do you want to say anything more about that repudiation

of national war debts? A. No, I don't think there is anything

more to add there.

Q. I do not care to ask anything more about it. Now, let me

read a sentence or two from Mr. Debs, and you tell me whether

this sounds like paying the owners of the mines for the mines

that are taken over, giving them compensation, as provided by the

Constitution, for their mines :
" We Socialists say ' take posses-

sion of the mines in the name of the public (applause) ; set the

miners at work
;
given every miner that production of all the coal

he produces.' " Does that sound like taking them over by due

process of law and giving them a money equivalent for the mines

that are taken over by the Socialist sta.te ? A. Oh, it is not incon-

sistent with it.
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Q. Tou do not think so ? A. No.

Q. Do you think it sounds as if that was in Debs' mind at the

particular moment when he spoke there, now? A. I am not a

mindreader at such long distance. I say that the utterance which

you have quoted there— and I supposed correctly quoted— is not

inconsist with what I have said.

Q. Are you desirous now of being understood as saying that

the Socialist party is in favor of Trade Unions? A. By all

means.

Q. Let me read these two sentences from your candidate for

President, Mr. Debs: " The trade union is outgrown and its sur-

vival is an unmitigated evil to the working class. Craft unionism

is not only impotent but a crime against the workers." A. The
word trade-unionism is some'imes used— it is synonymous, and

he uses it veiy evidently as synonymous with craft-unionism.

When you used it a little while ago I supposed you used it in

the proper sense, labor organization, labor unionism in general.

Mr. Debs, I take it, in that speech or writing, whatever it may be,

was discussing the forms of organization and methods of action

of labor unions, and he spoke of the craft unions, those which

divide the organijzed workers into a vast number of small organ-

izations relatively impotent in most cases and working at cross-

purposes. He spoke of that in contrast to a modern industrial

organization which would protect the workers in an effective man-
ner in great industrial unions.

Q. There is a positive hostility, isn't there, on Mr. Debs' part,

toward the American Federation under its present leadership, or,

rather, against the present leaders of the American Federation?

A. So far as I know, Mr. Debs has very little respect for a good

many, at any rate, of the foremost men in the American Federa-

tion of Labor. I agree with him in that I consider them ineiS-

cient and bad leaders.

Q. Do you agree with this :
" The I. W. W. are fighting the

fight of the bottom dog, and for the reason that Grompers is loved

tind glorifind hv Wall Stre^^t, Eill Haywiird is despised and
denounced by the same gang ". Do you agree with that ? A. I

should say I agree pretty fully with that. That does not carry

with it an agreement on my part to all of Mr. Hayward's views.

The I. W. W. was, in most cases,— I don't know what he refers

tn there— an organization of some of the Avorst exploited types

of wageworkers who had been badly neglected by the American
Federation of Labor.
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By Mr. Conboy:

Q. In your judgment, Mr. Lee, is the Socialist party of

America more concerned with bringing about its program than it

is with the tactics by which that program is to be brought about ?

A. If you will pardon me, Mr. Conboy, the question seems to me
a meaningless one. Was I more concerned last night in getting to

Albany, or in getting the train to come to Albany? It was by

getting the train that I came to Albany and I took the train in

order to come to Albany. The means imply the end. They have

no reference except to the end. I cannot say that one concerns us

more than the other. The two go together.

Q. What do you conceive to be the end and purpose of the

Socialist party of America? A. The end and purpose of the

Socialist party of America, as of the Socialist party .anywhere

else, is to bring about a classless society, a society in which' there

shall be open to all the fullest and freest opportunities for the

development of their individuality, a society in which no persons,

no class, shall be able to live at the expense of other persons or of

another class, a society free from such property institutions as

give to a part of the people control over the lives of the rest of the

people, and as a means of thus doing away with class division,

class rule and class struggle, characteristic of the evils of capital-

ism, we aim at the social ownership and control of the socially

necessary means of production, transportation and exchange.

Q. You have stated the end or goal of the Socialist party of

America ; now, there may be a number of means by which it may
be obtained, Mr. Lee. I think you will concede that, won't you?

A. Yes, it would be a possibility.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. We have already had the testimony under inquiry from Mr.

Hillquit of the national' secretary that there is allowable to mem-
bers within the party considerable latitude in the expression of

opinion as to tactics ? A. Oh yes. Otherwise, we would not be

able to determine our tactics intelligently by discussion among
ourselves.

Q. That is true. "Now, it is within the possibilities that one of

the means by which this goal or end which you have so beautifully

stated could be accomplished would be force and violence. That is

true, isn't it ? A. It is a conceivable thing if that is what you

mean.
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• Q. It is a conceivable thing? A. Various other things are

conceivable.

,Q. I direct your attention to the language of the wa.v program
of the Socialist party of April, 1917: "The only struggle which
would justify the workers in taking up arms is the great struggle

of the working class of the world to free itself from economic

exploitation and political oppression," and I ask you if that

is not a statement on the part of the Socialist Party of

America in its formal pronouncement as to war program, that the

only struggle in which workers would be justified in taking up
arms at all would be this struggle to bring about the end that you
have spoken of. Am I not correct in my statement as to the pur-

pose of that pronouncement in your platform? A. I believe you-

have repeated the same words and say these words are the same as

those words.

Q. And you agree, vsdth that, don't you? A. Yes.

Q. !N"ow, there isn't any question in your mind, is there, Mr.

Lee, that if conditions were ripe in this country for it, the workers

should take up arms to bring about this goal which you have

spoken of ? A. If conditions were ripe in this country ? Let me
get that. There is no question in my mind—
The Chaii-man.— Read the question.

(The question was then read by the reporter.)

The Witness.— If conditions were , ripe, which would mean

among other things, the will of a majority, and I should say proba-

bly an overwhelming majority, of the people, to bring about those

changes in question,— now you continually insist on my imagining

circumstances.

Mr. Conboy.— I don't insist on anything.

The Witness.— All right. You continually suggest and want

to know if I can conceive or imagine circumstances under which

that can happen. Now ripe conditions would mean the will of the

majority to bring that about. If that will of the majority should

be obstructed by the force of a minority I should say that unques-

tionably the majority would and should use whatever power might

be necessary to enforce its will upon the minority.

Assemblyman Harrington.— If that is true why do you, the

minority, object if the now majority should use force to prevent

you from becoming a majority ?
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The Witness.— Don't you see there is this difference. It is one

thing for a minority to resist .the will of the majority when ex-

pressed. It is another thing for a minority to try to make itself

a majority by explaining its views, by bringing about discussion,

by inciting thought, by trying to persuade other people to join it

and make it into a majority. We don't try to put our views into

effect and we do not object to the majority using force to prevent

us from doing so. What we do object to is when the majority or

the authorities in any case use force or other means to stifle dis-

cussions, to prevent the expression of opinion, to prevent even the

ascertaining where the majority is.

The Chaiiman.— The trouble with your examination is two-

fold : Mr. Lee's answers are so complicated and extensive, and his

mind is so active, and the minds of the committee and the Chair-

man so dense, that it is almost impossible for the Chair to get the

substance of what you mean? A. I am sorry if I tangled you up.

The Chairman.— You did. I wanted to explain the difficulty I

was laboring under.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— The trouble is that the witness is an

expert justifying Socialism, and I want to know the tnith about it:

I want to get the truth out of him, and I am bound to get the

truth out of him ; that's all.

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. Mr. Lee, you said that when the majority desires Socialism

and the minority opposes— A. If that should happen.

Q. Then force would be justifiable for the minority to establish

its regime ? A. Yes.

Q. How would you go about determining whether or not there

was a majority in favor of establishing Socialism? A. Why, a

very, very simple means is provided in our political system, if

its provisions are lived up to through the opportunity for a dis-

cussion of public questions, in order that individuals may

form their views, for the existence of political parties, to represent

different views, for the people individually to go to the ballot box

and cast their ballots, which one hopes will be honestly counted,

and, if honestly counted, we know which are the majority and the

representatives of which set of views are authorized to translate

those views into laws.
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Q. So long as the Socialist party remains a minority, in the

legislative halls of Congress and the Legislatures, do, you think

the Socialist party is justified in still maintaining that a majority

Cf the people are in favor of its form of government ? A. Oh, I

do not think— I am sure I have never claimed that, as yet, a

majority of the American people are in favor of Socialism. I do

not think I have ever heard a Socialist say such a thing as that.

We do say that these views represent the interests of the working

classes, who constitute the great majority of the people; and it is

because we believe that, that we desire the opportunity for discus-

sion to awaken it, which we are sure will convince the majority

that it does represent their interest and the highest interests of

humanity as a whole.

Q. Do you not think the way to determine whether the majority

is with you is by the ballots cast at the last preceding election, and

that any other view is unjustifiable? A. By the votes cast and

efforts to create an impression from year to year in the minds of

the people. There is no question that we Socialists are a minority

yet. 1 am sure no Socialist claims otherwise in the United States.

By Mr. Oonboy

:

Q. I think the party, in its official or formal pronouncements,

as well as in the statements made by its chief exponents, continu-

ously refer to this as a capitalist government. Am I correct in

that assumption ? A. It is very likely ; that phrase is used pretty

often.

Q. And yoti recognize that you have just stated, in answer to

Mr. Evans, that those whb support what you are pleased to call

a capitalistic government, are in the majority, at the present time ?

A. Yes, those who support the democratic and republican parties,

which we consider capitalist parties, are in the majority.

Q. Now, so long as it remains what you call a capitalistic gov-

ernment— that is, until the time comes when it passes under the

domination of the Socialist party of America— you refuse to sup-

port it, do you not ? A. It depends on what, " refuse to support

it " means.

Q. For instance, let me quote your language again, the war
program of 1917. " In support of capitalism we will not willingly

give a single life or a single dollar " ? A. Yes.

Q. Now, by " capitalist government " you include the govern-

ment of the United States, You have referred to it before as a



1660

capitalistic government ? A. A capitalistic government in the

same sense as it is today a democratic government, and it was a

few years ago a republican government, a government in the hands

of the capitalists.

Q. And so long as it remains what you call a capitalist goverii-

ment,— that is, until the time when it passes into the) hands of

the Socialist party, you will not vi^lingly give a single life or a

single dollar for its support? A. When it is in support of a

particular activity, such as war, that is exactly the position.

The Chairman.— He is entitled to an answer.

(Discussion off the record) .

The Witness. — I will give it in words perhaps better than mine,

the words of Daniel Webster, on a similar occasion in the

year 1814, when the United States was at war, and when,

speaking for himself and the Whig party, he said, " Disregarding

some very distinguished examples, if war taxes are levied upon us,

we will pay them. If our personal services are called for, we
will render them to the precise degree that the law requires; but

we will not yield our constitutional rights to criticise and to

oppose the policies of the government, and, through public dis-

cussion and the machir^^v of the ballot, to bring our nation back

to any peace and "^— I lliink his word was " sanity." l^ow, that is

not absolutely, but very closely, his words. I think it is an excel-

lent statement of our position on the matter I was questioned about.

A ssemb^Tnan .Tenks.— You have given a statement of what

Daniel Webster said on another occasion. Would you mind ans-

wering the question that was asked you ?

The Witness.— With exactly those words.

Mr. iStedman.— Change the date.

The Witness.— Those words express the views of the Socialist

party in 1917. They may be taken as a translation or summing

up of that.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Do you recall any place where Daniel Webster ever said that

so long as the government of the United States was in the hands

of an opposite political party, he would not, nor would his party.

willingly give a life or a dollar to support that governniont' A.
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He said that very definitely when he said, " We will go to the

precise limits that the law requires "
; and, as a mitter of fact,

lie and his party did definitely refuse to lei d money or to promote

loans for the government in a war which they declared to be an
unconstitutional and unjust war.

Q. Now, which war are you speaking of? A. I am speaking

now of the second war with England, the war of 1812-15, the war
they referred to as the War of 1812. With regard to Daniel

Webster, I am speaking of the war of 1812, and the words which
were spoken in the year 1814.

Q. At that time Webster stated that, within the limits of the

law, he would do what ? A. He said, " If our services are

required, we will render them to the precise degrpe that the law
requires," or words closely like that. I know that the words
" precise degree " are used. He voted against the war appropria-

tions in Congress that year.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. Was not that the Mexican War ? A. No, this was the war
of 1812. Webster had things to say about the Mexican War of

1836 — and very similar things— at that time.

Q. When was Daniel Webster born ? A. (No answer)

.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Now, Mr. Lee, does the Socialist party intend to support

this capitalist government of the United States ? A. What do

you mean by " support," Mr. Conboy ?

Q. What do you mean by it ? A. All right, if you will leave it

to me.

Q. I will leave it to you. Define the term. A. If you mean,

for instance, members of the Socialist party in legislative bodies

voting for appropriations, for any socialist voluntarily providing

funds for war purposes, it is definitely the idea of the Socialist

party not to give that voluntary support to the war policy of the

government.

Q. And that policy was determined by the party in the United

States before we went into the war at all, wasn't it ? A. It was
inconsistent with the general policy of the Socialist Party for

years before, if that is what you mean.

Q. That is, the Socialist Party for years before the war had,

as a matter of party declaration, insisted that it would not sup-

port this capitalist government, isn't that true ? A. I do not know
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where you will find just that declaration of that soi*t. If you

mean that the Socialist Party in this country and in other coun-

tries as well hold a general position opposing war arid militarism,

and the granting of the means for war and militarism and so forth,

my answer is yes.

Q. So that this policy of the iSocialist Party in America, if it

had been a successful policy, would have left the United States

entirely unprepared both on sea and on land, would it not? A.

You mean it would have been left without armies and navies?

Q. Yes, sir. A. The Socialist Party desires a world without

armies and navies.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Conboy.— I will withdraw that.

Q. But I want to ask you— I am not so much concerned with

what the Socialist Party desires with respect to the world at large,

but I am dealing particularly with the Socialist Party of America

with respect to its effect upon the government of the United States.

A. But, Mr. Conboy, the United States is part of the world iit

large, and the Socialist movement in the United States is part of

the population of the world at large. The Socialist Party in all

countries have those same general ainls, and I do not know any

way in which, if every country in the world should go on building

the biggest armies and navies, you could have a world without

armies and navies.

Q. Back in 1915 Germany was very -^yell prepared with armies

and navies, wasn't it ? A. All European countries were, including

Germany as one.

Q. And at that time, in May of that year, in May of the

year 1915 when every European country was prepared with armies

and navies and the war was going on, the national committee of

the Socialist Party at its meeting in May of 1915, formulated a

new section to the constitution of the party which was later rati-

fied in a referendum of the membership by a vote of 11,041 for

and Y8'2 against as follows : "Article 2, Section 7. Any member

of the Socialist party elected to an office who shall in any way

vote to appropriate moneys for military or naval purposes or war

shall be expelled from the party." A. At that particular time the

already well-established attitude of the Socialist Party of opposi-

tion to war militarism and all means of war and militarism was

in that way particularly, emphatically, declared in view of what
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we considered then the particular danger, a danger that we had

not confronted to such an extent at any time before, of a wave

of militaristic activity in this country. Our apprehensions were

well founded.

Q. And if that policy of the party had been successful, we
would have been utterly unprepared in 1917 ? A. If that policy

had been successful we would have remained after 1915 a great

nation free from militarism, setting an example to the world and

able to appeal to the masses of all countries against their militaris-

tic government. That is what we desired.

Q. But not in your judgment, Mr. Lee, a nation unable to put

down a domestic insurrection or repel a foreign invasion ? A. We
have not had and have no reason to fear domestic insurrection

nor invasion. The United States existed for a very long time and

very happily without a great army and a great navy; I am con-

vinced more happily than the nations which had them. We have

kept out of war whereas the nations prepared for war got into it.

Assemblyman Evans.— Isn't that question capable of a direct

answer yes or no in your opinion ?

The Witness.— The question as to whether we would have been

unprepared ?

Assemblyman Evans.— Yes.

Tho Witness.— In the sense in which I have answered it I will

answer yes.

Assemblyman Evans.— Is there any reason why you should be

jitViiid to answer yes or no in view of your explanations given ?

The Witness. — I don't want to give an answer which can then

l:c given an interpretation different from what I intended by it.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Now, Mr. Lee, in response to Judge Sutherland, I believe

you said that you, genej-ally speaking, stood for what you assumed

was the contents or substance of Mr. Debs' speech. The Judge I

believe called your attention to the specific statement, to the fact

that the Soi^ialist commonwealth would not be voted in. Do you
say that you endorse this statement standing alone and outside of

tlic context with other statements in the speech ? A. Standing

alone and by itself, no. That is why I tried to get the context fully

enough to know what were the connections.
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Q. If it was intended by that question to bring out an answer

clearly as to whether or not the Socialist party anticipated usher-

ing in the Socialist changes by non-political means, by means of

violence, what would your answer be ? A. If I understood that to

be Mr. Debs' meaning I do not agree with it, nor do the Socialists

of the United States as a whole agree with it.

Q. You have also been asked on the assumption that Socialists

would not resort, if in power, to confi,scation where the money

would come from. I suppose the member of the committee who

asked the question had in view the technical processes. Is it a

generally accepted Socialist notion that in such event the country,

nation or state, as the case may be, that would take over such

industries would not compensate the owners say by the issuance of

bonds which could be retired from the profits of the industry

within a certain time ? A. That is a method which could be used.

Q. In this connection, Mr. Lee, you were asked, your attention

having been called to a provision of the State Constitution of the

State of "New York prohibiting the taking of private property for

public uses without just compensation, and I will ask you whether

you know of any authoritative socialist expression aiming at the

violation of this provision ? A. I do not.

Q. Has the Socialist party nationally, through any state organ-

ization, or locally, or through any aiithorized publication, ever

expressed an intention of taking property for public uses without

just compensation or without compensation at all ? A. I do not

know of any such declaration and I suppose I should know of it

if there were one.

Q. You were also examined with reference to the plank in the

St. Louis platform of 1917, which was subsequently eliminated by

the ^National Executive Committee for the repudiation of war

debts, and I will ask you Avhether at the time that plank was

adopted and voted for there were any outstanding Liberty Bonds ?

A. There were not.

Q. No Liberty Bonds had been issued at that time ? A. Ifot at

that time.

Q. And by the time the war issued that clause was eliminated,

was it? A. It was.

Q. I will now ask you this question : At the time the clause was

"-dontrd was it. as Judge Sutherland put it, a pledge by the

Socialist party that it, the Socialist party, would repudiate the war

debts, or was it merely a measure advocated and not inconsistent
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with its being carried out by proper constitutional means, by means
of a proper constitutional amendment?

Mr. Sutherland.— If the Chairman would have that question

read, I think in all probability it would be excluded.

(Question repeated.)

The Chairman.—You may answer.

A. Of course, it was a part of such a proposed program, pro-

posed to the American people, and which the Socialist party urged

upon the American people. It was not, of course, a pledge of what

the Socialist party was going to do.

Q. Tuining to your cross-examination by Mr. Conboy, your
answer, 1 believe, in reply to one of his questions was that the

Socialist change is conceivably accomplished by force and

violence ; what do you mean by that expression, " conceivably," in

connection with your answer ? A. I mean that I can conceive of

conditions— I will be really repeating an answer that I have

given more than once before— I can conceive of conditions where
the will of most of the people would be resisted by a minority

and where force and violence would consequently have to be used

to overcome such forcible resistance. I cannot conceive, let me
say, of Socialism being forced upon the people by a minority.

I cannot conceive of a people having liberty forced upon them
against their will. It is when the working class, when the major-

ity of the people, because the working class are the majority-—

The Chairman.—Why do you say that? How do you make
that out ? Here you have stated in your testimony that the popula-

tion of the United States was approximately one hundred million,

and the working class that you refer to is fifteen millions.

The Witness.— But you must count in their wives and children.

I counted on the average only two dependents, and I am speaking

of the time when the population was a little over ninety-two

millious. Today the number of workers would unquestionably be

about twenty millions, and counting their families it would be I

guess about sixty millions.

The Chairman.— If you multiply the other fellow's wives and
children you will have the same ratio.
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The Witness.— It is based on the number of persons actually

working, and you have to add the wives and children. We have

a slight majority now.

The Chairman.— Excuse me for breaking in, I won't inter-

rupt any more.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Well now, Mr. Lee, that answer of yours was somewhat

hypothetical. I should like you to state definitely and concretely

this: Does the Socialist Party expect to accomplish its proposed

changes by violence? A. It does not.

Q. I>oes the Socialist party suffer any such expression among

its ranks ?. A. It does not.

Q. D'oes the Socialist party by its constitution definitely and

distinctly require of its members a belief and practice of political

action as a measure of accomplishment of its aims ? A. It does.

It holds that people who do not accept it have no place within the

Socialist Party.

Q. Then in the hypothesis that you stated you presuppose a

Socialist majority expressed at the ballot box, don't you ? A. 'V\'e

do.

Q. That expression of the majority at the ballot box would con-

stitute the Socialist victory, would it not ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. In any subsequent question whether a minority would try

to obstruct and so on is purely academic, isn't it ? A. I hope so.

Q. At any rate ? A. It is.

Q. The Socialist program contemplates the acquisition of politi-

cal power by political means, is that correct? A. It does.

Q. Does that statement of yours contradict the statement in

the St. Louis platform which Mr. Conboy read to you that the

only struggle which would justify workers in taking up arms

would be the stnigglc for the economic and political emancipa-

tion? A. The two are not contradictory.

Q. Referring to the second St. Louis manifesto sentence which

Mr. Conboy read, would you interpret it, or as far as you know,

does the Socialist party or the Socialists interpret it as mean-

ing that a minority of the working class might or should at any

time take up arms against the majority of the people of the United

States to secure their economic or political emancipation? A.

The Socialist party and the spokesman of the Socialist party,

prominent and not prominent, expressly, and I think on every
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occasion when they can, repudiate that interpretation, and they

have occasion to repudiate it, because our opponents attribute it

to us ; try to put that interpretation on it from time to time. We
lose no opportunity to repudiate that misinterpretation of our

])osition.

Q. Isow, Mr. Lee, in reply to another question on the part

of Mr. Conboy, you said, I believe, that one of the conditions

which would be required for the establishment of Socialism w6uld

be that the country be ripe for Socialism, which in its turn would

imply that a majority of the people desired a Socialist regime;

is that correct ? A. Yes.

Q. In such case I will ask you, under our constitution and laws,

is there, or would there be, any occasion for the exercise of vio-

lence ? A. I do not see where the occasion would arise.

Q. And the majority of the people being in favor of Socialism

could vote Socialism by constitutional methods, could they not?

A. They have that political power.

Assemblyman Evans.—That is not so.

Mr. Hillquit.—Then go ahead, I would like to have your

objection.

Assemblyman Evans.—You know the majority of the people

of the IJnited States could not vote Socialism.

The Witness.—^Why not ? I do not know that.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. What Mr. Evans probably means is that in order to intro-

duce Socialism it would require a constitutional amendment which

takes more than a majority. A. Or sometimes less.

Q. Or sometimes less, but requires a certain process. E"ow, I

will ask you when you speak alwut the ripeness of conditions for

Socialism, you mean, among other things, the presence of such

number of American citizens friendly to Socialism as is required

for the purpose of the proper constitutional amendments and

enactment of proper laws ? A. I mean that among other things.

Q. Among other conditions ? A. As long as there are conditions

which would make the country ripe for Socialism, it is only one

of them.

Q. Now, in answer to a question asked by a member of this

Committee, you attempted, I believe, to state our conception of

the respective rights of minorities and majorities ? A. Rather un-

successfully, it seems.
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Q. Well, now, I will ask you this, Mr. Lee: Do the Socialists

in the United States accept the principles of democracy in politics

as one of our principles ? A. We do want that realized to the

limit.

Q. And is that the reason why the movement is known generally

by the name of Social Democratic ? A. Yes.

Q. Under that conception, Mr. Lee, would the Socialists pro-

ceed upon the assumption that the will of the people at all times

to lae expressed by the majority and the minorities to submit ? A.

The minority is to submit, to oibey the law, yes.

Q. At the same time retaining the right of dissent, of protest

and of efforts to convert the majority to its views, is that correct?

A. That was the point I tried to bring out.

Q. Would you under this conception say a Socialist majority '

in the Assembly in the State of New York, or in any legislative

body, coerced or attempted to coerce a minority, not merely in the

performance of the laws adopted by the majority, but in the

acceptance of the views of the Socialist majority ? A. I am con-

fident that it would not. I cannot conceive of the Socialist ma-

jority so acting.

Q. Does the Socialist Party in its own work and in its own

ranks exact from the minority obedience to the party majority?

A. Obedience to the decision and the actions of the majority.

Q. And does it afford them full liberty to entertain minority

views and to attempt to convert the majority to their views ? A.

And gives them the largest opportunity within party circles and

the party press, so that they may try, if they can, to become a

majority of the party.

Q. Is this the Socialist attitude towards politics and I'ights of

the majority and minority parties, generally? A. It is. We hold

the two things come together. The duty of the minority to com-

ply with the majority as expressed in all, and the right of the

minority to criticize, protest, to put forward new ideas, to try to

win the majority to its side. Unless these two come together you

cannot have free government without both.

Q. Is it upon this assumption that we Socialists claim the right,

for instance, to representation in this Assembly, although freely

admitted, our dissent and disagreement with the views of the

prevailing party in such Assembly ? A. Certainly so.

Q. And is it likewise upon this basis that we assume that an

Assembly consisting of a majority of Socialists would admit dis-

senting Democrats or Republicans ? A. Yes.
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Q. Now, Mr. Lee, in this connection, Mr. Conboy has read in-

completely, I believe, a statement from the St. Louis Manifesto

which he has interpreted as meaning that we Socialists will refuse

all support to capitalist governments on any measure of any kind.

A. I tried to point that out in my auswer, that it had no such

broad meaning.

Q. Let me ask you thid : We Socialists consider the parties in

power, the two large parties as you stated, I believe, as capitalist

parties. A. They do.

Q. That is as the party's attitude to the present system which

we call the capitalist system, is that correct ? A. That is correct.

Q. And the government of the United States, and the various

States, as represented by those parties, likewise capitalist govern-

ments ? A. It is considered in that sense a capitalist government.

Q. To hold that any of these governments, national or State,

would introduce such a measure as, say, the old age pension, or

workingmen's compraisation, or factory inspection for the health

of the workers and so on, would we, as Socialists, oppose these

capitalist governments in such measures ? A. On the contrary we,

within the existing government, where we are represented in the

legislative bodies, or through propaganda, public advocacy where

we are not represented, promote such measures and would loyally

and energetically support, not only their enactment, but their en-

forcement,— their administration.

Q. When we speak of opposition to capitalist government it is

to specific measures ? A. It is in this case.

Q. Namely! A. To the war policy of the government in the

year 1917.

Q. That was the only reference in connection with which that

sentence occurs in the St. Louis manifesto? A. That was the

connection.

Q. And there is no such statement to the effect that we will

oppose capitalist government in every measure at all times?

A. Certainly not.

Q. Mr. Conboy also brought out in answer to his hypothetical

question, that if the Socialist policy in the United States had been

adopted by the people at large, the United States would not have

been armed in 1917. That is the Socialist party concept?

A. That is true.

Q. The Socialist party was opposed to armaments? A. The

Socialist party was opposed to armaments.
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Q. And opposed to the United States entering the war?

A. Yes.

Q. And did not consider the entiy of the United States in the

war for the benefit of the people? A. Certainly, that is correct.

Assemblyman E.owe.— Isn't it a fact that the Socialist major-

ity in Russia executed and imprisoned thousands of the minority

or the capitalist class because of their participation in the so-called

revolution ?

The Witness.— Oh ! You see, there is an illustration of what

I said. I have no doubt that a considerable number of persons

have been executed under the Soviet regime since its existence

in the fall of 1917 for participation in attempted insurrections

or plots and conspiracies, in gome cases having for their purpose

assassination of the People's Commissars, and that men were actu-

ally shot and were shot at more than once. I know from the books

and papers, and so forth, that there have been some considerable

number of such reactionary plotters and leaders of anned insur-

rection against the Russian government, executed.

Assemblyman Rowe.— Do you believe in the use of force and

violence to take care of those people ?

The Witness.— I said that already. I don't know of any one

having been executed or put in prison or otherwise punished for

having advocated views contrary to those of the Soviet Govern-

ment. That is the distinction I made— the freedom to express

views, to try to win over to some one's opinion while in the

minority.

Assemblyman Rowe.— But your theory would hold good in

this country that any organization should use force or violence?

The Witness.— It is exceedingly likely that some of them would

get shot or hanged or electrocuted, or otherwise put to death. That

would be exceedingly likely.

Assemblyman Evans.— Do you regard the Prohibition Amend-

ment as a precedent by which private property might be legally

confiscated without due process of law ?

The Witness.— Well, so far as any adjudication goes so far, I

believe it is considered to be a due process of law.
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The Chairman.— Kecess until 4:05 o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 3 :50 o'clock p. m., a recess was taken until 4 :05

o'clock p. M.)

AFTER RECESiS, 4:07 p. m.

IsToKMAisr Thomas, called on behalf of Assemblymen, aaid

sworn, testified as follows:

Direct-examination by Mr. Stedman:

Q. What is you name? A. Norman Thomas.

Q. Where do you live? A. 221 East I7th street, New York
city.

Q. What is your business or profession ? A. I am a clergyman

by profession.

Q. What denomination? A. Presbyterian.

Q. When were you ordained? A» In January, 1911.

Q. What institutions did you graduate from ? A. I am a grad-

uate of Princeton University and of the Union Theological Sem-

inary.

Q. Where have you officiated? A. I have been the assistant

pastor of the Brick Presbyterian Church, Fifth avenue and 37th

street, the East Harlem Presbyterian Church, and while acting as

pastor there, I was the head of the American Parish of the Pres-

byterian Church, which is an association of churches working in

the poor parts of the upper East Side.

Q. What is your work at the present time? A. I am at the

present time editor of the " World Tomorrow."

Q. Are you affiliated with any other organization of kindred

character? A. Not now.

Q. What is the "World Tomorrow?" A. The "World To-

morrow " is a magazine which seeks to examine political and

economic events in the light of what we believe to be the spirit of

Jesus.

Q. How frequently is it published? A. Monthly.

Q. What is the address of this publication? A. 118 East 29th

street.

Q. Are you affiliated with any political party? A. I am a

membfer of the Socialist Party.
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Q. How long have you been a member ? A. Since sometime in

October or November of 1918.

Q. Have you made any study of the subject of Socialism and

economics with special relation to the religious opini.ons and be-

liefs and with relation to Christianity ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How long a period of time did this cover ? A. I have been

more or less interested in the inatter ever since I was in college,

almost fifteen years now.

Q. Will you state your opinion of an antagonism, if there is

any, between Socialism and religion? A. There is in my judg-

ment no essential antagonism whatsoever between them. As a

matter of fact, the American Socialist Party has specifically

adopted a neutral stand on religion, taking the position that re-

ligion was a matter for the individual. That was done in 1908,

and that particular act has never been repealed or altered in any

way. It is my own personal belief, after much study, that the

most effective way of carrying out the Christian ethics would be

in connection with the co-operative commonwealth, which is the

goal of Socialism.

Q. Why do you draw that conclusion? Please explain your

reason for it ? A. As I have already said, for some years I was

pastor of a church and head of a somewhat religious and social

work in a very poor part of New York City. I came to the con-

clusion that it was extraordinarily difficult under the existing eco-

nomic structure for men aiid women of any class to carry out the

ethics of Jesus. Now, I don't want to be misunderstood. I am

not arguing that Jesus was a Socialist. That would be highly

unhistoric and unscientific. Socialism, as the economic theory,

is one based in connection with machine production. I am saying

there were certain very definite ethical principles set forth in the

Bible, in the New Testament. They are very searching principles,

as I came to feel as time went on. Jesus had much to say, much

that was harsh to say, upon the difficulty of the rich man entering

the Kingdom of God. His rule of life was doing unto others

what you would have them do unto you. The bitterest woes were

those which laid heavy burdens on the backs of the poor and

robbed widows' houses and for a pretense, gave long prayers. The

early Christian Church was communistic. Paul told his friends

that those who would not work should not eat, a principle that

anticipates somewhat some of the things that are ascribed, per-

haps! not quite truly, to Lenine at the present time. I came to
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feel that life, in a civilized world, it was not possible, even, to tell

whether the very clothes we wore were not to some degree almost

literally wet with the blood and tears of some exploited workers.

I saw men and women in my parish living on less than a living

wage, as that wage was computed not by Socialists but by econo-

mists. I saw children stunted in size and in the growth of body

and mind and soul by that system. I know that twenty per cent,

of the children of the world's richest city, JSTew York, are below

the line of proper nutrition. I saw in my church work that it

was impossible for men to work long hours as cogs of machinery

and attain unto the dignity of self-government in Church and

State that were desirable. I myself saw many whom I loved

walled about in the expression of what seemed to be the ethics of

Jesus, or the law or system of production for profit, of a system

which created classes; classes not determined by man's albilities

or character primarily, but by economic studies. These things

made a very great impression on me as time went on. I finally

came to believe that the attainment of what seemed to me to be the

ethics of Jesus required the reconstruction, the revolutionary

reconstruction, if you will, of our system. Paul taught that we
are all brothers; he wiped out laws, class and creed. And so,

rather reluctantly, I came to the position that on the whole, I am
not giving a total endorsement— but on the whole the best way of

attaining a world wherein it would be possible to live according

to this ethical system, a world where in peace and the well being,

of men, women and children would be realizable, would be the

kind of world which might be attained by the Socialist economics.

Q. Do you regard socialism as incompatible with morality ?

A. Not in the least.

Q. Will you state why? A. I have found in my experience

that a great deal of what passes for immorality, justly passes for

immorality, is the almost inevitable result of certain

conditions. There is a saying about one of the great old questions

— I think it was John Bunyan— to the effect he once watched a

condemned criminal and said, " There but for the grace of God
goes John Bunyan ", and I think something of the same sort can

be said for those of us who have been comfortable most of our lives,

had good homes and surroundings, about a great deal of the moral
failure we see. I have watched how impossible it is to keep high
moral standards for your children in two or three room tenements,
when the street was the necessary playground. I have watched

62 -'
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how impossible it is for men to do in their business

life the things they would like to do because they were

faced with the inexorable necessity of earning a living.

Therefore, it has seemed to me, that, as a matter of fact, it was the

present order that made morality quite difficult; that made the

home far less beautiful than it ought to be ; that at least encouraged

such terrible social vices as prostitution and the like; and I beg

you to believe that that was the result of some years of pretty inti-

mate observation of the conditions in the world's greatest and

largest city.

By ]\Ir. Stedman

:

Q. Th you regard Socialism as incompatible with a family?

A. IvTo, in no way,

Q. Will you state why? A. I would rather answer the ques-

tion in relation to why anybody should think it was incompatible

with a family.

Q. It has been suggested in the proceedings here, by Mr.

Collins, that it was, and we could not ask them the question ; that

it was destructive of the family ties. That is one of the charges

made against Socialism. A. I had the misfortune not to hear Mr.

Collins.

Q. That is even in the charges, not only in his testimony. That

is the elucidation against us. A. It is true, I suppose, that there

are individual Socialists who, observing the cruelty which has some-

times accompanied certain features of the family tie— the subor-

dination— the unjust subordination of the woman to the man, as

is still the law, not so much in America, as in foreign countries, or

was until recently ; it is true that such Socialists have perhaps here

and there gone to the extent of seeming to denounce the family.

I have had much experience in attending Socialist meetings in

America. I have spoken at many of them, and I can simply bear

testimony to this positive fact: that I have never heard the family,

as a family, denounced ; that I have never seen any sign that

Socialism was interested in destroying the family ; that in many

cases to my personal knowledge Socialism was really an added

bond between husband and wife, because there was a kind of com-

radeship which supplemented the family tie itself. I have heard

criticism by teachers of the family life, in Socialist meetings; but

this is my, positive testimony on that point.
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Q. Do. you know of many clergymen who axe Socialists ? A. I

do not know of any very great number of clergymen who are

Socialists. There is in the Protestant Episcopal Church a society

known as the Church Socialist League, whose president is Bishop

Paul Jones, formerly Missionary Bishop of the Diocese of Utah.

I do not know its membership. Its members are all Socialists,

most of them I suppose members of the Socialist party. I know
individual members of other churches, ministers, who are Socialists.

One oi the most recent Socialist thinkers in the Protestant church

is Dr. Eauschenbusch, of Rochester, who is a Socialist. Whether
he is a member of the party or not I don't know. Miss Theda
Scudder, author of a book of character which might be well read in

connection with Mr. Collins' testimony, is a Socialist and a devout

Episcopalian.

Mr. Block.— She is a professqr in Wellesley College ?

The Witness. — She is a professor in Wellesley College.

If I may go on, not merely here in America, but in other

countries, in England, there is a Church Socialist Society of

considerable strength within the Established Church. The British

Labor Party, affiliated with the Second International, contains

a great many clergymen, especially the independent clergymen in

England, who are proud of their connection with it. I find that

even in the Catholic Church itself there is a distinct minority

which is becoming increasingly favorable to Socialism, and in

eonnectiou with another matter I happened to be looking up some
literature on Ireland and I came across this pamphlet called

" Economic Discontent," by the Reverend Father Hagerty, pub-

lished in the Fifth edition, 1912, by the Catholic Socialist Society

of Glasgow. I find this Society advertises itself as the Catholic

Socialist Society and was formed in Glasgow in October, 1906.

Membership is confined to practising Catholics. Its object is to

propagate socialist views among Catholics. I know nothing more
about the society than the existence of that pamphlet. I found
another interesting document called "Toward the Republic," a

study on I^ew World Socialism, by Adoh S. Blacam. I have
been very much interested. It is distinctly Socialistic. The au-

thor is connected with the Irish Labor Party, which is connected

with the Second International. The arguments are learnedly and
to me convincingly presented that the present capitalistic system is

wholly contrary to the efforts of the medieval church fathers.
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For instance, he takes up the matter of the " just price " and shows

how Catholicism has opposed the doctrine of the just price, and

shows how it has upset the ancient teaching of the church on the

illegality of usury. I hardly want to go on. I merely state it as

proving that there is a body of opinion, not large, I assume, in

many cases quite small, but a body of opinion that is genuine in

the church world today which is distinctly friendly to Socialist

economic teaching.

Q. You are familiar, are you not with the Socialist press in a

general way? A. Yes.

Q. Has the Socialist press, party or members, carried on pro-

paganda against religion? A. Not in the United States.

Q. Your theory is that Socialism will develop opportunities for

family, family life, support and maintenance, and the develop-

ment and growth of children? A. My theory is as you have

stated it. I found some confirmation of it, if I may be allowed

to do that, in the fact that Captain Pettit, a friend of mine, who

was in Russia with the BuUett Commission, reported that prosti-

tution had entirely disappeared from the streets of Petrograd,

whereas in the old regime with which he was familiar, it was

very common there.

Q. Is it the Socialist aim to influence the church? A. Mr.

Chairman, that is a hard question to answer. I do not think

any real honor is done to the church by bringing that question

in, because it seems to me that an American, yes, any Christian

of the free church and free state makes it quite immaterial in a

political assembly to ask whether or not the influence of the party

is favorable or not- favorable to the church— I rather

resent such a question being put. America has

always honored in her early struggle for independence men

who were loyal to America. We know the religious views of

Franklin and Tom Payne and they were good American patriots.

Q. I know, but you know that was one hundred years ago. We
are now at this time where we are charged with it. We are.not

dealing with Franklin's time. A. I wish we were.

Q. I quite agree with you, but at the present time it is import-

ant. A. Then let me say, if I may answer the question.

The Chairman.— What proof is there in here about that ?

Mr. Hillquit.— It is one of the charges ; as far as I know there

has been no specific proof except in the attempt of, Mr. Collins

was among other things that the Socialist party tends to under-
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mine, I believe the expression, the influence of the churoh. Th.at' is

one of the charges read by you, Mr. Chairman.

The Witness.— I think that it probably does tend to undermine

the influence of the church. If you understand the church in a

certain sense and in a certain way it does not undermine the

influence of what ought to be dear to the church. I heard the other

night Isaac Don Levine lecturing on Russia and I heard him say

since the church was free from its old connection with Socialism,

1 think that can be counted on generally that Socialism, not as

a theory, but that Socialists, and a great many people not Social-

ists, are antagonistic to the church. It is because they do not

feel that the church stands for their interest; they do not feel

the church has a real message to the heart of mankind ; that it is

no longer preaching the gospel of brotherhood, the gospel of look-

ing out for the fatherless and the widow. There is some interest-

ing testimony on that attitude, for example, we find in the diaries

of the Earl of Shapsbury a very devout Christian,— he was trying

to get legislation enacted which would take seven-year old children

out of the coal mines and the spinning mills of England ; and you

will find in his diary such sentiments as these: " The clergy here

as usual are cowed by capital and power, and I find none who spare

all and spare not, but so it is. Two more clergymen, I am happy
to say in their part have offered me assistance. Again last night

pushed the bill through the committee, and favored a disagreeable

opposition. Sinners were with me, saints against me. Strange

contradiction in human nature." The situation is this, that the

church, the organized church has not been in the vanguard in

abolishing slavery. It has not been in the vanguard in any great

social reform. Do not misunderstand me, I think the principle of

the church very imperfectly and inadequately have represented

that these principles have had uncalculable— I think it is a mis-

take to charge the church with the crimes brought upon its head.

The medieval church, for example, had a much finer ethic than is

commonly recognized, but it remains true, so great has been the

deliberation of all churches, that it is not to be wondered at that

men who were suffering under oppression who found the clergy

turned away from the church,— it is not to be wondered at that

men who are interested in science, which is one of God's own tools,

that men interested in science should have turned away from the

church that was opposed to it. In other words, I have no fear that

the church that tries to work for the principles of a brotherhood
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and truth will get along quite admirably with the Socialists or any

other party that perfectly or imperfectly seeks the same end.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Then what you refer to is something peculiar to the Social-

ist party ? A. 'No, I would say that I found among non-Socialists

quite as bitter criticism of the church as I have ever found among

Socialists.

Mr. Stedman.—Take the witness.

Cross-examination by Mr. Stevenson

:

Q. Dr. Thomas, at the time of the declaration of war by the

United States upon G-ermany, had you joined the Socialist party ?

A. I had notj no, sir.

Q. Do I understand that at that time you were an ardent

advocate of military preparation on the part of the United States ?

A. I was not ; no, sir.

Q. Do I understand that at the time that President Wilson

called upon Congress to declare war upon Germany that you were

in full sympathy with him ? A. I was not ; no, sir.

Q. Do I understand that subsequent to the declaration of war

by the United States that you were active in securing recrviits

for the army of the United States in that war? A. May I say

in reply to that question that perhaps I can save time by giving

my position in full in the matter?

Q. Well, supposing you answer the question. A, I was not

Q. Do I understand that you advocated the democratic prin-

ciple of raising an army by conscription ? A. I did not ; I did

not even think it democratic.

Q. You were at that time an officer, or member, of an organiza-

tion known as the Fellowship of Reconciliation, were you not?

A. I was at that time the secretary of that organization.

Q. And that organization was one which published a magazine

known as " The World Tomorrow " ? A. No, sir ; the Fellowship

established, as an independent agency, " The World Tomorrow ".

It did not control it.

Q. Then The. World Tomorrow was established by the Fellow-

ship of Reconciliation ? A. You are right.

Q. And, at the same time, were you a director or member of

the Committee which directed the policy of the National Civil

Liberties Bureau? A. I was Vice Chairman of the National

Civil Liberties Bureau.
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Q. And the function of that Bureau, among other things, was
the securing of releases from military duty of socalled conscien-

tious objectors? A. It did not. It covered the guaranteeing of

all possible democratic rights, and those who were charged under

the conscription act as being conscientious objectors, and under

the Espionage Act with breaches of the latter law, were advised.

It was not an organization that existed to get men off military

service, but to protect the rights that existed under the laws and

orders of the United States Government in that connection. There

is a difference.

Q. Do you remember a pamphlet published by the I^ational

Civil Liberties Bureau, outlining the department's policies and

requirements for conscentious objectors ? A. There were various

pamphlets that had an allusion to it. Without seeing the pamph-

let I could not tell. I know that such information from time to

time was sent out, but I should like to see the pamphlet to identify

it.

Q. Well, do you remember that from time to time your organi-

zation received letters from certain men who were coming up for

examination before Draft Boards, asking what they should do in

order to escape military service ? A. I do not.

Q. You never saw any such letters? A. I was not in charge

of the office work of the body. I know 'by information of men
whom I trust that letters were received asking information as

to the law with regard to conscientious objectors and others. This

information was I believed furnished them.

Q. Do you remember that many members of the Socialist party

wrote for information with respect to their claim for exemption

on the ground that they were conscientious objectors? A. Some
did, I have reason to believe; the majority, however, were mem-
bers of religious sects, such as Quakers, Mennonites and the like.

Q. Was that true of the city of New York ? A. I would have

to look up the figures; I believe it was true even of the city of

Xew York, but I am not certain on that point.

Q. Well, then, I understand you that the National Civil Liber-

ties Bureau was to protect those whose civil liberties were con-

ceived by you to be infringed by the existing authorities?

A. That is correct.

Q. Well, woiild you consider if a man was an alien, and he

was drafted, that in a case where he should not have been

drafted, that his civil liberties were in any way interfered with ?

A. Surely; I think when an alien was drafted contrary to law,
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it was the business of an organization such as the Ifational Civil

Liberties Eureaii to see that the law, was called to t,he. attention

p;f: the proper authorities. ,,

;

Q. Up you not .remember, that at a meeting of your comniittee

that question was raised and it. was decided that that did not come

within the scope of , the work of the National Civil Liberties

Bureau ? A. 1 do not remember ; it may have happened ; there

were many meetings, and it is very 4ifficult.to remember the details.

Q. Were you not present at that particular meeting ? A. ,1

may have been; I would have to loot up the minutes.

Q. Well, the minutes themselves wpuld speak for what trans-

pired ? A. The minutes are doubtless, correct, and I believe you

have subpoenaed them, and you probably know.

Q. Were you at any time a member of the American Union

Against Militarism? A. I was a, member i, of the AiueriiTan

Union Against Militarism, and I am still a member of the

American Union Against Militarism.

Q. And it had for its purpose approximately the same object

as the National Civil Liberties Bureau? A. It did not,' I am
sorry to put it that way.

Q. Will you please state exactly what the purpose of it was?

A, The American Union Against Militarism, is adequately

defined by its name; .before the war it, was opposed to great

armaments; it was opposed to conscription; after the passage of

the Conscription Act the American Union Against Militarism

appointed a subcommittee which, later, in about October of 1917,

became entirely independent; that comniittee was the National

Civil Liberties Bureau; from that time on the American Union

Against, Militarism has, had nothing to do whatever with the pro-

tecting of civil liberties, but has been occupied with the one task

of preventing the adoption of conscription and universal military

training and sei"vioe as a permanent policy of the United. States.

Q. Do you remember whether it was in any way through tjje

influence of the members of the American Union Against Mili-

tarism that the Collegiate Anti-Militarism League was formed?

A. That organization was formed by members of the American

Union Against Militarisin. .

.

Q. I think about six months ? A. I think a good deal more.

Q. Did the members of the Fellowship of: Eeconciliation, of

which you were a member, in large numbers belong to other pacifist

organizations at that time ? A. In considerable numbers, but I

doubt if a majority did. The Fellowship of Eeconciliation was
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and is not a pacifist organization in any palitical sense. It

was and is a body which sought to apply to the confused prob-

lems of our time what they understood to be the spirit of Jesus.

In that connection they came to the conclusion, which was also

reached by the Quakers, that Christians ought not to engage in

war, that they could not as Christians engage in war. That, how-

ever, is only one of its convictions. It happened to be one some-

what accentuated necessarily by the events through which we have

passed. The organization still continues to go on, and is con-

cerned primarily now about other issues as they arise. May I

add on this whole point, the position of the Fellowship of Recon-

ciliation was, as I have already said, that of the Quakers. It may
have been a wrong position. I do not know that we are here to

argue that fact. It was held, however, very sincerely, very loyally,

and most of the members of the Fellowship of military age gave

some form of service. Some went even so far as actually to join

with the army. One became a chaplain. In general, they did

not feel they could take that kind of military service upon them-

selves. The very fact that your own diligence, and the diligence

of others equally concerned for the enforcement of law, found no

ground for action against this society, or the Civil Liberties

Bureau, which was never prosecuted in the courts, is, I think,

perhaps sufficient evidence that whether its activities were popular

or unpopular, they kept within the limits of the law.

Q. Was it through these pacifist organizations that you first

came in contact with Socialists ? A. By no manner of means. I

had been in contact with Socialists, attended their meetings, met

them personally, read their literature at a time when there seemed

to be no likelihood of any war.

Q. As matter of fact, there seemed to be quite a number of

Socialists on these various boards of the organizations we have

been referring to? A. There were some. I undoubtedly saw a

very large nuniber.

Q. Were you a member of an organization known as the Peo-

ple's Council for Democracy and Peace? A. I am not sure

whether I was or not. That seems an extraordinary answer. At

one time, without my permission, by an error, my name was car-

ried as a member of the executive committee. I was never a mem-
ber of its directing committee, though I believe that one time I was

one of its ordinary members just at a time when they had general

membership.
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Q. That included mem'bers from various groups, didn't it, of

political opinion? A. It did.

Q. And members of the So&ialist Party, did it not? A. It did,

Q. Eugene V. Debs was a member, was he not ? A. I don't

.

know. You see, I was in no position to know much about the

inner working of that body.

Q. You were
, in correspondence with that body, weren't you,

through the National Civil Liberties Bureau? A. To a very

limited extent. The Civil Liberties Bureau, as f^r as I inow,

was concerned with one,particular department of work to which

it adhered. You will remeniber I did not handle the correspond-

•ence of the jSTational Civil, Liberties Bureau,

Q. That was Mr. Eoger Baldwin ? A. That was Roger Bald-

win, who is an anarchist,, and not a socialist, a philosophical

anarchist.

Q. Coming back to this National Civil Liberties Bureau of

which you were one of the directing committee, among other

things did it not attempt to aid the I. W. W. in the prosecution

^t Chicago, when 110 of the members were indicted ? A. It did.

It published a pamphlet called, " The Truth about the I. W. W.,"

Jbased upon the writings of responsible men— Professor Oarl&

ton Parker, Professor Brooks, and others.

Q. Fitch and Bruere ? A. Fitch and Bruere. It regarded

that as a very great service to the country in this way: That it

believes thai there is only one agitator who is really dangerous,

and that is Injustice. It believes there is no man so poor that he

isn't entitled to a fair hearing in court. It is often necessary, in

prder to get that fair hearing, that the public shall be infornied

of the facts which newspapers do not give. You may remember
that a captain of the Military Intelligence Service, with which I

think you were at one time connected, published an open letter.

His name vs^as Lenear. It was published in the ifew Republic, iii

which he said that he was totally unsympathetic with the I. W.
,W., but having studied the testimony, he felt that a real injustice

had been done, and that the United States could not afford to be

guilty of an injustice to any body of men. This was the position

of the Civil Liberties Bureau aiid myself,' aiid it was taken Openly

and the pamphlet, " The Truth about the I. W. W." was allowed

]to be circulated through the mail.

Q. Notwithstanding the various defendants in that trid wel-is

convicted, were they not ? A. It unfortunately often happens in
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history that men are convicted in times of stress who ought not to

Ipe convicted, and that there is no higher duty than to argue in

legal fashion that point.

Q. Do I take it from your answer that you approve the doctrines

enunciated by the I. W. W. ? A. No, I am not a syndicalist,

.and I do not approve of the doctrines of the I. W. W. It is

for that reason that I was all the more anxious that they should

get a fair hearing. I believe many of the I. W. W. are singularly

(iisinterested champions of the under dog, and grave injustice has

been done them, but I am not a sharer in their syndicalist phi-

losophy.

Q. You are a lecturer, are you not, at the Rand School of

Social Science? A. I 'would rather say I have lectured there. I

am not at the present time lecturing there. I have given various

courses there, yes, sir.

Q. And you are booked from time to time, are you not, for

lectures before various organizations through the Rand School

Lecture Bureau ? A. I am.

Q. And you very frequently give lectures outlining the con-

(Jitions in Russia, do you not ? A. So far as I am aware, I never

gave lectures outlining the conditions as the subject of the whole

lecture. I have often in a class on current events had occasion to

allude to events in Russia, yes, sir ; allude with some fullness and

detail.

Q. And the attitude taken by " The World Tomorrow " and by

;^ourself in those lectures has been somewhat favorable to the

Soviet system, has it not ? A. It has been somewhat favorable to

the Soviet System for Russia. It seems to be a position, you see,

that the rest of the world is coming to. Lloyd George and others

seem to have decided that it is just as well to let the Russians

decide these matters and perhaps they can get along with the

Soviets. Even the ]M"ew York Times had a passage that some men
had found that the Bolsheviki were quite like other folks, and it

would be useful to trade with them. I rely on information of men
and women who have been in Russia.

Q. Do you disregard the testimony of other persons coming out

of Russia, who do not have such favorable opinions ? A. I read

it with some care. For instance, I read the bulky volumes

of the Overman Committee, and they did not seem con-

clusive. Mind you, I would like to make this perfectly plain.

I said, as you know, in the World Tomorrow, more than once

that if I were in Russia, so fanatical as I am, in my opposition to
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conscription, and so complete is my disbelief in the efficacy or

Christianity of war— you see, I am queer on these things—
that I might get into trouble in Russia. I might have been,

imprisoned as a conscientious objector in Russia, but I would still

be opposed to the right of other people to intervene in those cir-

cumstances. Front what I have learned recently, I believe on

the whole the conditions with regard to the treatment of conscien-

tous objectors in Soviet Russia is more mild than at the present

time in the United States, I am told that cold blooded treatment

.

of political prisoners in Russia is unknown at the present time,

whereas, at Fort Albatross, if it has not chariged, two political

prisoners are confined in cages which prevent their sitting down

for eight or nine hours a day. I am referring to Fort Albatross

in the United States. Therefore, I am sorry to be forced to the

conclusion that the Soviets, with whose philosophy of conscrip-

tion I do not believe, have been more liberal in many ways than

our own government, which I had hoped was f;reer in these matters.

It is not a cheerful conclusion to come to.

Q. One of the grave concerns, then, of your paper, is exposing

the alleged cruelty of the military authorities in dealing with

conscientious objectors? A. Dealing with conscientious objectors,

as I see it, is to insist on .a passive principle. What is

that passive principle ? That passive principle is when truth

and error grapple, truth must be trusted to win without

coercion, and especially moral coercion; that it is not a sign.

of strength in the government, but of weakness, and the great con'

cern of the world tomorrow is to try to persuade men and women
that there are reasonable ways and ways of good will whereby a

great many difficult questions can be solved. In doing that we

have to, and are proud to, champion some unpopular causes. May
I make it plain that I am testifying for myself and not the Socialist

party ? I think it is a token of the liberality of the Socialist party

that here am I, a Quaker from the religious standpoint, a Quaker

in my attitude to the war, and still a member in good standing of

the party. If the party should breathe forth fire and horror it

would hardly want me as a member.

Q. Do I understand that you are in hearty accord with the

platform and war program of the Socialist party of St. Louis of

1917 ? A. I was not a member of the Socialist party when that

platform was adopted. Had I been a member I would have

worked for different wordings. I am, however, in substantial

accord with the platform of the Socialist party in that I believed
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and still believe that this war was in its origin capitalistic and

imperialistic and in its results, it is capitalistic and imperialistic';

that it has not accomplished the ends which my brothers and maaiy

others whom I loved believed it would accomplish when they went

forth to fight. In that sense, I am in substantial agreement.

Q. Do you agree with that part of the program which suggests

that the only cause to justify the workers in taking up arms is the

great struggle of the workers of the world to liberate themselves

from economic oppression ? A. I have just testified that I am one

of those queer fanatics that doesn't believe any great end is

achieved by war, but that the price is so tremendous, that the end

is not worth it. I would rather try to find a substitute for war
as a corrective for injustice. Therefore, I personally, in view of

my attitude to war as a whole, am not in sympathy with that

declaration. But may I add this, that were I to believe that war
ever was justified, I should hold that it would be justified in the

struggle for economic freedom, for the abolition of classes, pro-

vided that seemed to the workers to be the only way. I don't

believe it is a very likely way to be successful.

Q. Well, then, do I understand that if this country had been

invaded by a foreign enemy that you would still adhere to your

doctrine of nonresistance ? A. I am so far lost to the ordinary

convictions of men that if this country were invaded by a foreign

enemy I believe the ultimate victory could be won by a policy

of passive resistance more surely with less loss of life, with less

arousing of hatred, than by armed resistance.

Mr. Stevenson.— I think that is all.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. You have spoken, doctor, of certain branches of the

Socialist party that were formulated along religious lines. I

think that the good part of your direct examination was devoted

to an explanation of them, and a recital of whom they were.

That is true, isn't is, doctor ? A. Yes.

Q. And you know that there are such socialist orgatiizations,

or so-called organizations, as State Socialists, do you not ? Did
you ever hear the term " 'State Socialists ? " A. Very often. 1
am not qualified on this subject as an expert like the gentleman
who preceded me, but I should say that State Socialists were
not so much a separate organization as a school of thought within

various socialist parties. I am not a State Socialist myself.
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Q. An(i Ohair Socialists, or Socialists of the Chair? A, I

have beard the term applied. I think it is loosely and incorrectly

applied.

Q. And Christiian Socialist? A. Those ternis are not cor-

relative in America.

Q. No, they are not correlative, but they are different terms

expressing different kinds of sects or organizations. A. Hardly.

If I might explain, you will correct me. A State Socialist may

be a Christian Socialist. A Christian Socialist, on the other

hand, may be a Guild Socialist.

Q. I don't use these terms as synonymous, but as expressive

of names that have been given to certain kinds of socialists

expressing certain kinds of views. A; In that sense, yes.

Q. And Catholic Socialists? A. Yes.

Q. ISTow, you know, do you not, that these so-called sects are

repudiated by Socialists? A. 'No; I know that the so-called

Christian Socialists in Central Europe were repudiated by Social-

ists because they didn't hold really the economic doctrines of

socialism. I don't know that in America these Socialists who

are also Christians are repudiated or are repudiated in Britain,

or are repudiated in Ireland.

Q. I will read you this; and let me see if you agree to it

(reading): "Like all other social theories and practical mass

movements, socialism produces certain divergent schools, bastard

offshoots, clustering around the main trunk of the tree, large in

number and variety, but insignificant in size and strength. Thus

we hear of State Socialism, Socialism of the Church, Christian

Socialism and Catholic Socialism. With these heterogenous and

hetrodox varieties I am not concerned. Their chief function is

to confuse the minds of the unwary critics of Socialism, but they

have no part of the real life and development of the active

Socialist movement." Dp you agree with that? A. It depends

on the interpretation of terms quite largely. If you are reading

from Mr. Hillq^^it's reply in the debate with Father Ryan

—

Q. I am reading from the preliminary scope and methods of

Socialism by Morris Hillquit on the third page ? A. Mr. Hillquit

is so competent to testify in these matters, you better ask him.

Whenever Christian or State Socialism is organized, as on the

Continent of Europe, as a camouflage for Socialism, then it is

necessarily repudiated by the Socialist Party. Whenever, how-

ever, as is the case with the Church Socialist Party, all you have

is a group of Socialist members of the party who are also Chris-
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tians, Episcopalians or whatever you may call them, and I don't

think there has ever heen a repudiation by the Socialist Party or

by Mr. Hillquit. At least, he has never repudiated me to my
knowledge.

Mr. Hillquit.— I never shall.

Q. Well, I suppose your position with the Socialist Party is

secure? A. I am not sure.

Q. It depends very largely upon your own attitude, too. Now,
Dr. Thomas, you know your views d.lso with regard to a possible

conflict between Socialism and religion are not held by all Social-

ists, don't you? A. I certainly know that.

Q. You do imow that ? A. Yes.

Q. And what you have been expressing here to-day with re-

gard to that belief that the two things may be compatible is a

personal and individual expression of opinion? A. It is a per-

sonal and individual expression of opinion shared by an increasing

number of others as opposed to a personal and individual con-

trary opinion, neither of which is to be taken as ofiicial, but the

very fact for the purpose of this trial, the very fact that I, avow-

ing my position, am a member in good standing, is sufficient proof

that the Socialist Party in America is not engaged in the anti-

church campaign ; and it is a fact that I take it it is relevant to

your purpose "rather than saying just how many Socialists do not

like the church, and just how many do like it, and just how many
would like it if it were a little different.

Q. You argue from the fact that you regard yourself as a

minister in good standing and also a Socialist in good standing,

and that it was not incompatible with the two things ? A. No.

Q. That is the personal conclusion that you draw from that

fact ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, did you ever read a pamphlet that was published by
the Socialist Party of Great Britain— it is to be found as the

Socialist Party of Great Britain, Library No. 6— aiid the pam-
phlet is " ^Socialism and Keligion ? " A. No, sir ; I never read

that particular pamphlet.

Q. Would you be surprised if I were to tell you that this entire

patophlet published by the Socialist Party of Grieat Britain as an
offioiaLdocument is devoted to the proof of the thesis that Social-

ism is the antithesis of religion ?
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Mr. Stedman.:— I want to object to tjiis because they attempted

some time ago to offer a pamphlet circulated in Great Britain in

evidence, and to which the gentleman is evidehtly referring, and

it in no sense represents that the Socialist Party is of goqd stand-

ing in that party.

The Chairman.— Objection overruled. Proceed.

The Witness.—Mr. Conboy, I would not be surprised to hear

that Robert Blatchford, for example,- 'inay have written such'

a

pamphlet, because in addition to being a_jSocialist he, like a good

many other Socialist, are atheists, just as I, in addition to being

a Socialist, am a Christian.

Q. I am not speaking of Robert Blatchford, nor of any other

member of the Socialist party in Great Britain. I am asking';you

if you know that the Socialist party of Great Britain— [

Mr. Stednian.—I object to this, to the use of it; it i^ not the

evidence that it was a Socialist Party of Great Britain. I assume

the question is based upon some facts in the evidence. If you

want to offer the book and go into it, all well and good. That is

my objection here, that he has no right to assume a fact which

is not in evidence.

The Chairman.—Overruled.

The Witness.— May I say that in Great Britain there are

many Socialist parties. One of them might have written such

a pamphlet, but the Independent Labor Party has always been

connected with the Socialist International, and contains among

its members many devout Christians; that its representatives in

this country recently— Miss Mary McArthur and Mary Bonfield

— members of the labor party and' avowed Socialists, were devout

in their allegiance to Christianity; and the fact that you quote

one clique of that party as saying that Socialism and Christianity

are in opposition, does in no way, it seems tb me, weigh against

my testimony that in the American Socialist party there is no

such opposition, as is proved by my own standing and by the

declarations of the party itself.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Wow, I am not directing your attention to the individual

opinions of anybody, any more than I am directing your atten-

tion to your own individual opinion. Do you Imow that there is
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such an organization as the Socialist party of Great Britain ? A. I

know this : there is an organization commonly called the B. S. P.

—

the British Socialist Party— which is one of the many ^Socialist

parties of Great Britain.

Q. Mr. Hillqnit is endeavoring to direct your attention to the

question I am asking you

—

Mr. Hillquit.— I am perfectly familiar with this question. I

douht if the witness is. The Socialist Party of Great Britain,

Mr. Conboy, never was one of the organized socialist parties of

Great Britain. The Socialist movement in Great Britain always

was represented by the Independent Labor Party; the Socialist

Federation subsequently changed its name to the British Social-

ist Party and the National Socialist Party, represented by Mr.

Hyndman. In addition to that there are locals,, or groups, of

absolutely no significance or standing, among which this probably

is one; but it was never known outside of England. It never

formed a part of the Socialist movement -^ the organized social-

ist movement— of Great Britain.

By Mr. Oonboy:

Q. "Now, Mr. Thomas, do you concur in the statement made in

your behalf by Mr. Hillquit, that you do not know what the

Socialist Party of 'Great Britain is ? A. I know that the Inde-

pendent Labor Party of Great Britain is the Socialist party which

is commonly referred to.

Q. Did you ever hear of the Socialist Party of Great Britain ?

A. I never heard of the Socialist Party of Great Britain using

that particular name as an exact and authentic title.

Q. Then you never heard of the treatise or tract that wag pub-

lished by the Socialist Party of Great Britain under the title

" 'Socialism and Religion ? " A. ]^o. I have already stated, I

think, that I have not.

Q. And consequently you never read that tract? A. Never.

Q. You don't know that that tract was on sale down at the

Hand School ? A. The Band School sells all kinds of literature,

and it ought to sell all kinds of literature. I am also aware that

the Rand School sells Scott hearing's "Solidarity" or "Will-

Guns Settle It," which is an extreme pacifist booklet. As Mr.

Hillquit testified some days ago, the Socialist Party is net a

pacifist party, yet the Rand School sells that. I might multiply

others.
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Q. The only inquiry I addressed to you was whether yoii knew

the Hand School sold the pamphlet " Socialism and Religion,"

puihlished by the Socialist Party of Great Britain ? A, My answer

is, I do not ; I certainly have not read it.

Q. Have you read the files of The New York Call for any

period of time ? A. Pretty diligently, but not so I constitute my-

self an expert on every sentence in it for the last five years.

Q. Do you know what the attitude of the contributors to The

New York Call is on the family as at pr^ent understood?

Mr. Stedman.— I want to object to what contributors to a news-

paper may say.

The Chairman.— Objection overruled.

A. It seems to me, Mr. Conboy, that is a somewhat, difficult

question, by reason of its very generality.

Q. I am sure you are going to find some kind of an answer to

it. A. I always try to answer your questions, for obvious reasons.

We want to have a meeting of minds. I think that is the expres-

sion used. I am not familiar with the fact that the contributoips

to The New York Call spend their time discussing the institution

of the family.

Q. You are not fajniliar with that fact? A. I am not. I

doubt if it is a fact, and I think I have a fair memory of what

has occurred in The New York Call.

By Assemblyman Rowe:

Q. What is the attitude of the Socialist Party, so far as you

know, as to marriage aud divorce? A. The attitude of the Sooialr

ist Party— without looking up references I couldn't say what the

official references might be. The attitude of the Socialist Party,

that is, the belief in general of Socialists, is the belief in mon-

ogamy as the highest ideal of life, the love of one man and one

woman, as the highest ideal. The Socialis'ts so far as I know

them believe that when love has gone the continuance of a legal

tie, pure and simple, is not ethical and is not ennobling to the

race. I think you will find that the Socialist Party, that Socialists

in general, like a great many non-Sdeialists, are inclined to favor

somewhat easier divorce, less than prevails in New York State.

Assemblyman Evans.— Do you mean when the love of youth

has gone?

The Witness.— Absolutely not. I beg your pardon. I did not
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mean to answer that way, but I have seen too much beautiful love

in Socialist families to want to have that imputation even read

into the matter, and this I know from some personal acquaint-

ances.

Q. Does the Socialist Party believe in the church procedure

prescribed by the State of New York ? A. In 'New York you can

be married by a Justice of the Peace. You can be married by a

minister. As a minister I like to have people married by

ministers.

Q. I mean as to divorce, the legal procedure of divorce ? A. I

don't get that.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. I am somewhat interested in your statiement, Mr. Thomas,

and I think the members of the C!ommittee would be, if y()u fcould

explain it a little more clearly and definitely, and perhaps a little

more at length; what do you mean by saying that marriage is un-

ethical when love ceased? Will you tell us what that means?

A. You will remember, Mr. Conboy, that I was repeating a gen-

eral sentiment. I was testifying as to the general sentiment that I

have observed among Socialists. I think, however, that I can make
the matter somewhat clear. Last night it so chanced that in New
York I saw a play called " Jane Clegg " by a man named Irvine.

Some of the members of this Committee that go to New York may
see it. They will find there a beautiful illustration of what mar-

riage is when love is gone. Sometimes illustrations help better

than words to make meaning plain,— when a man has tried to hold

a woman to a loyalty which he has forgotten himself, when he uses

law rather than love as the sanction. There are Socialists who
believe that it would be better for the state not to insist on a legal

form after all that makes that legal form beautiful has gone. In

other words, there are Socialists who are in favor of the rigid

divorce laws which many Christians favor.

Q. Are you one of those ? I do not intend to be impertinent

or unduly prying or to exhibit aoiy improper curiosity. You
may decline to answer the question if you don't want to— but are

you one of those who believe in that doctrine? A. If I were

stating my own belief I should, I think, differ considerably. I

personally believe where there are children that the ideal to be

approached is the ideal of monogamy, and of no divorce from a

religious standpoint, but I do not believe it is the business of the
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State to enforce my particular conviction upon unwilling folk.

There are other things that I might say, hut that is sufficient.

Q. You were stating the view generally of Socialists, with

which view you do not entirely concur? A. To which I should add

certain personal lines of conduct not, relevant to the State.

Q. Suppose one of the parties is still desirous, because of the

love that he or, she has for the other, of remaining in the union;

do the Spcialists believe that the marriage should nevertheless be

annulled ? A. It is very difficult to answer for a considerable or

collective crowd. I presume those to whom I have talked, many

of them, would, for they would say it is a mighty poor sort of love

that wants to hold an unwilling person to a purely legalistic form.

Q. So if that be the prevailing opinion and we had a socialistic

government, there would be so facile a granting of divorce or

annulments that when one of the parties to the marriage declared

that he or she were no longer in love with the other, the Court

Wpuld separate them and dissolve the marriage tie? A. That

probably would require a little careful checking up. It is the

business of the state to guarantee and protect the interests of chil-

dren and divorce may be so facile that the interests of children are

lost sight of and that is not to my mind probable in a Socialist

state. I do think, however, that a Socia,list state would make

divorce easy. It would be very different frora some of the things

which in my judgment are more degrading, but Socialists would

never want Catholics or Episcopalians to change their own relig-

ious attitude on the subject of divorce.

Q. Are you familiar with the decree of the Russian Socialist

Federated Republic on that subject? A. I am fairly familiar

with it. I would want to refresh my memory.

Q. Under that decree, one of the parties to the marriage can

secure an annulment of it by making application to the court ? A.

I should want to look it up. I know it is very easy.

Q. That would seem to be in accord with the prevailing Social-

ist doctrine on the subject, as you understand it ? A. That would

perhaps be a little more extreme, but in general I agree, but may

I make it perfectly plain ? I believe there are certain great ethical

ideals that have to be justified by their own duty and that when

these ethical ideals are imposed by law the state does an ill service.

I as a Christian minister might preach an ideal to the family that

I should not want to enact into law, because it would decree that

ideal. In other wordsj " what God has joined together let no man
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put asunder." I know that some of the Justices of the Peace are

poor representatives of God and I don't want to see them put in

His place.

Q. A Justice of the Peace only solemnizes a marriage. The
parties themselves marry. You understand that as a theological

concept? A. I understand it as a practical concept.

Q. It is actually a theological concept, The parties marry

themselves. The Justice of the Peace or the minister only solemn-

izes the marriage by the ceremony. A. I am not so sure that it

is theological or socialistic. They say they marry themselves, and

why should the state keep them together after the love is gone ?

Mr. Sutherland.— May we ask that the witness return tomor-

row morning?

The Witness.— I would like to finish up tonight, because I was

not prepared to stay, but I will do what is agreeable to you

gentlemen.

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. You are a married man ? A. I am.

Q. Family ? A. Five children, and proud of it.

Q. There is nothing in the Socialist party platforms upon the

subject of divorce, is there ? A. Wo.

Q. Members have different views on the subject whether they

live in 'New York, Reno or Illinois? A. I don't doubt it—
probably.

Q. Or South Carolina? A. (No answer.)

Q. You have been in a great many Socialist homes, I assume ?

A. I have.

Q. And in a great many homes that were not Socialist? A.

More of the latter because there are more of them.

Q. Did you notice any very marked difference between the

ethics prevailing in the two ? A. I never noticed any marked

difference. As I have already said, the Socialist home often has

one real advantage, and that is the advantage that comes in a

spirit of comradeship in a man and woman, in something they both

agree upon.

Q. That is, they are working along the same lines ? A. Same
lines; their minds work together.

Q. You replied that you are a member of the Council of

Democracy and terms of peace ; that was an organization to induce
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the P'resident to say on wtat terms we would conclude the war!

A. As I rememher it.

Q. Other members were, like ex-Senator Works, of California,

and William Mason, of Illinois, Congressman-at-large, and othfers ?

Isn't that so ? A. It is.
;

Q. I think you have explained now your position on the war;

who controls the " World Tomorrow " ? A. The Fellowship P^ess,

Incorporated.

Q. And who is the controlling body of that corporation^ A.

Gilbert A. Baer, L. HoUingsworth Wood, John Nevin Sayre and

myself. May I say, Mi-. Stedman, that I think I am the only one

of that group that is a member of the Socialist party.

Q. Referring to the question that Mr. Conboy quoted from Mr.

Hillquit's book wherein the Socialists, state Socialists are mai-

tiojied, you understand that to mean parties organized and run-

ning in opposition to ihe Socialist party, where they do not stand

for its principles and purposes but take the name priTilege ? A. I

so understood when I read it and when it was read to me today.

Mr. Sutherland.— Mi. (Jhairmari, we were going to have the

record in the Kate Richards O'Hare case subpoenaed in. Was
that done?

Mf. Stednian.—We have it here. Mr. Conboy, this morning

you read to me when Stedman was testifying a purported quota-

tion from an address delivered in Milwaukee. Have you any

objection to letting me see the transcript of that ?

Mr. Conboy.— l^one whatever.

Mr. Stedman.—^And I would like to know the reporter, if you

know who it is who made it.

Mr. Conboy.—You will have to get that information from
somebody else.

Mr. Stedman.—-Well, if you have the reported transcript I

should like to see it, the part from which you have read.

Mr. Conboy.—All I can tell in that Connection is that is was
not I who reportlSd the speeches.



Louis Waldman, called as a witness and sworn, testified

as follows:

Direct Examination by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Your name, please ? A. Louis Waldman.
Q. And you are one of the Assemblymen under investigation

in this proceeding ? A. I am.

Q. Where do you reside ? A. 225 East 12th Street, New York
City.

Q. That is in the Borough of Manhattan? A. The Borough
of Manhattan.

Q. How old are you ? A. 28 years.

Q. Are you married or single ? A. Single.

Q. Where were you born ? A. In Ukrainia ; it was the empire

of Russia at the time I was bom.

Q. When did you come to this country ? A. On December 17,

1909.

Q. What did you do first when you came ? A. I first went to

evening school.

Q. Well, let us take it up in the other order. Did you do any

work for a living when you arrived ? A. Yes, I went to work the

second week of my arrival in a factory producing or manufac-

turing chandeliers.

Q. And did you follow different other occupations after that ?

A. I did.

Q. What was the next ? A. I subsequently worked as a cutter

at ladies coats and suits. I then worked in the same capacity on

miUinery and ladies' hats up to the year 1916.

Q. During that period of time did you also study English and

other subjects ? A. I did.

. Q. Where? A. I studied at the elementary evening schools of

New York City.

Q. Day schools or night schools ? A. Always night schools.

Q. After your work ? A. After my work.

Q. Yes. A. I studied at private preparatory schools in the

summer ; and I then entered the Cooper Union to take the course

of general science and civil engineering.

Q. Did you have to pass an examination for that purpose ? A.

I did.

Q. When did you pass it? A. In 1911.

Q. And did you then enter Cooper Union institute ? A. I did.
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Q. How long did you remain a student in the class of engi-

neering in the Cooper Institute ? A. For the course of five years.

Q. And did you go through the entire course ? A. I did.

Q. Did you graduate ? A. I did.

Q. Did you get a diploma ? A. I did.

Q. As what ? A. Bachelor of Science and Civil Engineering.

Q. Prior to your graduation did you pass a civil service exami-

nation? A. In the early part of 1916, several months prior to

my graduation, I passed an examination of the Civil Service Com-

mission for junior assistant engineer of the Public Service Com-

mission of the State of ISTew York, Third District.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. In 1917? A. 1916.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. That was before your graduation from Cooper Union Insti-

tute? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And did you secure a position with the Public Service Com-

mission? A. Yes, sir; immediately upon the announcement of

the result of the examination.

Q. In what capacity were you employed by the Public Service

Commission? A. In the capacity of field and ofiice engineer

in the tunnel work in New York, on the Brooklyn side.

Q. And how long did you retain that position ? A. I retained

it until some time in October, 1917.

Q. After that did you take up any other study? A. I took

up the study of law in 1916, that same year that I graduated,

excepting with an interval that I took for a vacation during the

summer.

Q. And are you still a law student ? A. I am still a stadent

of law, interrupted by my present legislative duties.

Q. When were you first elected to the Assembly of the State

of JSTew York? A. In 1917.

Q. You were a citizen at that time? A. I was.

Q. And on what ticket were you elected ? A. On the Socialist

party ticket.

Q. And in that year were there other members of the Socialist

party elected to the Assembly? A. There were nine more

members.

Q. Will you please give the names of all the members. Social-

ist members, of the Assembly for that session, for the session of

1917? A. A. I. Shiplacoff, of Kings, third term; Mr. Joseph
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Whitehorn, second term, also of Kings; Mr. William Feigen-

baurii, first term, of Kings county; Manhattan, Mr. August

Claessens, first term; myself, first term; Mr. William Karlin,

of Manhattan; Mr. Samuel Orr, of the Bronx, first term; Mr.

Garfinlcel, of the Bronx, first term; Mr. Gitlow, of the Bronx,

first, term, making a total of ten.

Q. Of these, three members were elected to the present session ?

Mr. Conboy.— I think he has omitted one name.

Mr. Hillquit.— His own.

Mr. Conboy.— No ; he gave his own, and I counted nine, Wald-

man, Shiplacoff, W'hitehorn, Feigenbaum, Claessens, Karlin, Orr,

Garfinkel and G-itlow.

The Witness.— Oh, yes, I beg your pardon, Mr. Elmer Rosen-

thal, Manhattan.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Of these I believe three were re-elected to membership in the

present session of the Assembly; is that correct? A. Four; no,

three; that is right.

Q. Yourself? A. Myself and Mr. Orr—
Q. And Mr. Claessens ? A. And Mr. Claessens.

Q. After the election of the ten Socialist members of the

Assembly, Which you mention, in 1918, what did you do before

the session ? A. Why, we got together and organized in a group.

Q. One moment ; when did you first get together ? A. About
a week or two after election.

Q. Where? A. At our office at No. 7 East Fifteenth street,

New York.

Q. You mean the headquarters of the Socialist party? A. I

mean the headquarters of the Socialist party.

Q. In New York county? A. In New York county.

Q. And what was the first thing you did? A. Proceeded to

organize ourselves into a legislative group, known as the Socialist

Group of the New York State Legislature.

Q. And how did you organize yourselves? Did you elect

officials? A. We elected a chairman of the group, who was to

be designated by the group as the minority leader on the floor

;

Mr. Abraham Shiplacoff, the senior member of the group. We
adopted rules for the future conduct of our business. The rules

were few and provided as follows—
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Q. They were not formally printed or published, were they?

A. No sir, they were rules adopted to stand until such time as

reversed by a majority vote.

Q. What were the rules ? A. The rules were that the Socialist

group was to act as a unit on all important Socialist matters.

Q. "When you say " Socialist matters," Mr. Waldman, what do

you mean ? A. I mean matters that are clearly expressed in the

platform of the Socialist party.

Q. In those matters, or questions, of policy or public opinion?

A. Involving such questions. We also decided that this rule

should not be hide-bound; it should not compel members of the

group to vote as a unit when it is their sincere conviction that they

cannot so agree upon any given question. We decided in such an

event to dissolve the unit rule, and such an event has happened in

practical experience in legislative work.

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, in the first place, let me understand

that clearly. The unit rule as mentioned in the Constitution of the

Socialist party was to apply to such matters upon which the

Socialist party platform had made definite pledges, is that correct ?

A. Yes.

Q. And with respect to such matters, the dissenters could be

absolved from operation of the unit rule by a vote of the members,

is that correct? A. Yes.

Q. And you say such cases have occurred in the course of the

legislature? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Will you mention an instance where such unit rule was

broken with the consent of all Socialist members of the Assembly ?

A. One conspicuous case was a piece of legislation pending in

this house, sponsored, I believe, by our worthy Chairman, Mr.

Martin.

Q. Mr. Martin ? A. Mr. Martin, in connection with the repeal

of the law commonly known as the Township Law. On that ques-

tion the Republican party was divided, one part of it being led

by one member of counsel. Senator Elon R. Brown, then majority

leader of the Senate; th^ other side being led by Mr. Martin.

The party was about evenly divided. —
Q. The Republican party? A. The Republican party. The

Democrats were likewise divided, only a majority of whom were

on one side. The Socialists, too, were divided on that question.

The division of the Socialist caucus was 9' to 1.

Q. The one being whom? A. The one being myself. I be-
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lieved that the township law ought to be repealed for reasons that

I explained when I voted on the question.

Q. Did you so state it to what you call the caucus of Socialist

members of the Assembly? A. I did. We debated the matter,

and after long discussion

—

Q. Before you go ahead to any conclusion, did you invite a

member of the Republican party into your caucus to enlighten you

on the subject? A. We invited more than one member.

Q. Several? A. Several of them.

Q. Did they come ? A. They did.

Q. Conferred with you? A. They did.

Q. Gave you their views ? A. They did.

Q. And after such views you say your sentiment split 9 to 1,

you being the 1 ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you state your position before your colleagues in the

conference? A. I did.

Q. And did you ask for leave to vote according to your indi-

vidual conviction ? A. I was first trying to convert the conference

to my side.

Q. Then you did not succeed? A. Yes, I then asked to be

permitted to vote the way my conscience dictates.

Q. Were you accorded such permission ? A. I was.

Q. Did you so vote? A. I did. I want to state that nine

out of ten, the preponderating majority were against me. They
absolved the unit rule to permit me to vote according to my
conviction.

Q. And youi' vote was never questioned by the party ? A. My
vote was not.

Q. What did you do next, Mr. Waldman, as a group or an

organization of socialist members of the Assembly? A. At the

very first conference, we took up the socialist party State plat-

form for the year 1916, which was the platform upon which we
were elected to oifice in the year 1917, there not being a State

convention in the interim. We took the platform up for, the

division of labor, assigning to each member of the group that plank

of the platform in which he wais particulatly qualified and

interested.

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, let us understand that well. The
Socialist party platform of the State of New York for the year

1916 contained, as I understand it, a number of platform pledges

in the shape of political, industrial and social reforms, is that

correct? A, That is correct.
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Q. These reforms in the shape of platform pledges, were

enumerated in the Socialist party platform ? A. They were.

Q. And these platforms were circulated as campaign documents ?

A. They were.

Q. And it was on those platforms that you were elected in the

fall of 191Y to the Assembly of 1918 ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Then you say you took those pledges— A. Yes.

Q. — and went over them ? A. And went over them.

Q. And ? A. And assigned the various planks to those members

of the group who were particularly interested, and who were best

qualified to prepare legislation on the subject.

Q. Wa^ it the idea, Mr. Waldman, to cover all those platform

pledges or planks by concrete legislative enactment introduced,

by the socialist members ? A. That was the idea. We^ adjourned

with this mutual understanding that each member who received

an .assignment for the preparation of legislative measures was

to go out into the field where that legislation was supposed to

affect, and study the matter, first from the literature published

on the subject, second, by consulting experts best qualified to speak

on the question ; third, by personal investigations that these

results, the results of such investigations, be then reported back

to the conference. Then the conference take up, section by section,

the proposed piece of legislation, and they may modify and suggest

new ideas. Then again, the matter would go to the person in

charge of that particular legislation, and the person would finally

beat the bill into shape, then report it back to the conference for

approval, and after it had been so approved, it would be intro-

duced by the member of the group ; and I want to say—
Q. !N"ow, Mr. Waldman, pardon me. You will say everything

afterwards. To give us a concrete illustration of that process,

will you mention one of the bills that was assigned to you, and

as to the process of the drafting of which you were personally

familiar ? A. The first bill that was assigned to me for intro-

duction was a food and fuel act. In the process of preparing that

bill—
Q. What was the object of the bill, before you go further? A.

The object of the bill was to relieve I^ew York City in particular,

and New York State in general, from a great fuel crisis which

was coming upon the State ; and also to relieve the people of the

State from the increasing high cost of living on the necessaries

of life. The situation that existed at that time in the city was



lY'Ol

such that the children, particularly of the districts whidh we
represented, the working class section of the city, were under-

nourished.

Q. You mean the school children? A. The school children

and those children who were not yet old enough to go to school,

were being under-nourished, by reason of the fact that the earn-

ings of the family were not sufficient to meet the onrushing rise

in the cost of living. The purpose of the bill was to bring relief

to this situation.

Q. I^ow, then, Mr. Waldman, you say the forming of that bill

was assigned to you by your colleagues? A. Yes.

Q. How did you go about it? A. In the first place, I con-

sulted all the rejjorts that were available on the subject rendered

by committees or commissions appointed by the mayor of the

city of New York, or the State Legislature. At that time there

were two reports particularly which were valuable in the prepa-

ration of the bill. One was the Weeks' report, a report named
after Senator Weeks of this Legislature. Another one was the

report rendered to Mayor Mitchel by George W. Perkins. These

two reports were the latest reports on the subject. There were

about eleven investigating commissions in the past seven years

on the question.

Q. Did you take up the reports and findings of all of these?

A. I did.

Q. And did you study them thoroughly? A. I did.

Q. And compile the figures and information? A. I did.

Q. Then what did you do next ? A. I then consulted experts

in the trade.

Q. In which trade? A. In the trade of production and dis-

tribution of food. I held hearings, at which I called whole-

salers, retailers, commissionmen, jobbers, subjobbers, all the ware-

housemen •— and I called them to my owa home, and conducted

hearings in the presence of some of the members of the group.

Q. You mean you interviewed these various persons? A. I

did. They voluntarily appeared. They gave me their opinions

in the matter; they gave me their experience; they told me the

weaknesses of the present method of distribution; they suggested

remedies out of their own experience.

Q. About how many persons did you thus interview? A. At

least eighteen.

Q. In the course of what period of time? A. In the course

of about a week.
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Q. Working practically cotitiilublisly ? A. Working continu-

ously on that all day.

Q. Then what did you do? A. Then consulted such legal

talent as I could, Mr. Morris Hillquit, Mr. Meyer London—

I

consulted Dr. Charles Beard, who was subsequently made a mem-
ber of a commission by the State Legislature to investigate the

West Side jS^^ew York Central, commonly called Grab, and who

rendered a very valuable report. I consulted these experts for

the legal side and sociological side of the legislation. I then

went out among the farmers, and I put in a week of traveling

from farm to farm.

Q. In the State of JSTew York ? A. In the State of New York.

Q. What county? A. In Sullivan county, to find out the

complaints the farmers make. I was particularly struck to see

that from the reports that the farmers were leaving the farms;

that they refused to stay on the soil; that they refused to con-

tinue to produce; that there was inefficiency in the production

on the farm. I went to the farmer, particularly the milk pro-

ducers, and I wanted to find out what they were complaining of.

They told me, and made certain suggestions to be embodied in

the legislative act.

Q. Then after you were through with all of your studies and

investigations, did you draft a bill ? A. I first reported in raw

shape the material to the conference; they then delegated me to

draft a bill, which I did, and it was subsequently approved by

the group.

Q. And did you then introduce it? A. I did on January 8,

1918.

Q. And have you a copy of the bill here ? A. I have it, sir.

Q. Will you produce it, please.

(Witness produces bill.)

Q. Mr. Waldman, all bills inti-oduced by members of the As-

sembly—
The Chairman.— Is that in evidence, that bill ?

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. I was coming to this, Mr. Waldman. The New York Legis-

lative Eecord and Index contains in all cases, does it not, brief

summaries of the nature and character of the bills introduced in

either House ? A. It does.
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Q. Will you read from that with reference to the bill under

discussion at the present time ? A. (Reading) " Introductory

No. 33 by Mr. Waldman adding new section 78-A to Farms and

Markets Jusm providing for state aid for pu!blic markets in cities

and abolishing the existing food commission and creating a state

food commission of three members to be appointed by the Gov-

ernor with the consent of the Senate. One Commissioner must

represent organized labor; one a recognized farmers' organiza-

tion or be actively engaged in iprming, and one must be an ex-

pert on the food question. The bill prescribes the various powers

to be exercised by the commission; authorizes municipalities to

purchase and produce necessaries with municipal funds or munic-

ipal credit. Fifteen million dollars is appropriated." The bill

was referred to the Ways and Means Committee. I subsequently

amended the bill in minor particulars at the suggestion of two

delegations of farmers from around Jamestown and the print num-
bers of those amended bills are print 1138 and 1345.

Q. Now, then, without reading the whole bill, Mr. Waldman,
will you please give a very brief and concise statement of its pro-

visions? A. The bill is based on the proposition that the high

cost of living consists of three elements.

Mr. Hillquit.— Is due to three elements.

The Witness.— Yes : first inefficiency in production ; second,

inefficiency and waste in distribution ; third, in unnecessary profits

to various groups handling the food, and so the bill provides for

the relief or the settlement of these three problems. In the first

place it provides for the stimulation of production. The farmers

today are compelled to pay excessive prices for food, feed, seed,

fertilizer and machinery. This is being paid to private specu-

lators and private owners. Under the bill the state would estab-

lish a series of department stores all through the farming sections

where the farmers could buy all these things at cost ; cost to be

construed as being the purchase price the state pays at the point

where it buys, plus deterioration of the plant; plus whatever loss

is incidental to the business, but no profit to be made on these

things. It proposes to eliminate waste and chaos in distribution.

The reports made by commissions of this House are that it costs

more to transport a pound of food when it lands at the port of

New York to the house of the consumer than it does to transport

it from Buffalo to Now York. The condition of distribution in
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New York is recognized by all investigators as chaotic and anar-

chistic. Under the provision of this bill a system of terminal

markets would be created equipped with storage houses, with

refrigeration facilities, in many cases with manufacturing facil-

ities to manufacture and take care of seasonable and perishable

goods. This would eliminate the losses and waste due to our

present system of distribution. The bill also provides for the

elimination of the middle man, such as the jobbers, sub-jobbers,

wholesalers, retailers, commissionmen, warehouse keepers, all of

whom add a profit to every article of food that comes from the

producer to the consumer. This would be established by the

institution of a system of distributing stores to be operated by the

municipalities where food and the milk and all things necessary

for the people to live upon would be sold to the people at cost. This

in brief is the provisions of the bill.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. ISTow, Mr. Waldman, what happened to your bill after you

introduced it? A. Why, it went to the Ways and Means Com-

mittee, and the Ways and Means Committee could not give me a

hearing, although I asked for it many a time, and although many

delegates asked to be heard on the bill.

Q. When you say " many delegates " you mean delegates frofa

where? A. Delegates from labor organizations, farmers and

institutions interested in reducing the cost of living.

Q. What happened to the bill in the Ways and Means Com-

mittee. A. What happens to many other bills there— it was

killed.

Q. It was not reported out ? A. No.

Q. It was killed? A. Yes.

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, you have described the manner in

which you prepared this particidar bill? That, I talce it,, was a

description of the way the Socialist members of the Assembly

went about in the preparation and drafting of bills ; is that cor-

rect? A. That is correct.

Q. How many bills were introduced by the Socialist members

of the Legislature in that session of 1918 ? A. 74.

Q. Will you please take them up and mention them by title

and description in the legislative index, in chronological order?

A. I will, sir; and may I be permitted to say that these bills

were introduced— the first of these bills was introduced on
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Wednesday, January 9th. The first legislative day was Wed-
nesday, January 2nd.

Q. On that first legislative day, January 2nd, did the Socialist

members of the Assembly take any action as such members ? A.

They did.

Q. Which way ? A. They first took their constitutional oath

of office, and then the House was organized. The Republicans

nominated a candidate for Speaker; the Democrats nominated a

candidate for speaker, and the Socialists nominated a candidate

for speaker. A vote was taken and the Republicans all voted for

the Republican caiididate, the Democrats all voted for the Demo-

cratic candidate and the Socialists voted for the Socialist candidate.

Not a Democrat voted for the Republican and not a Republican

voted for the Democrat.

Q. Now, what happened to the candidate of the Republican

Party at that election? A. Having a majority in the house, he

was elected to the Speaker of the House.

Q. And what happened to the Democratic Candidate? A.

Having a minority, he was defeated ; but he was minority leader,

I believe.

Q. And what happened to the candidate of the Socialist Party?

A. He was defeated and made leader of the minor minority on

this floor.

Q. As leader of the Socialist party ? A. Yes.

Q. Mr. Waldman, was there more than one candidate placed in

nomination by the Republicans as Speaker ? A. There was not.

Q. Only one ? A. Only one.

Q. Do you know whether such nomination was made after a

party caucus held ? A. That is the custom.

Q, Does the same apply to the Democratic party ? A. That is

so.

Q. Also only one candidate named ? A. Exactly.

Q. After caucus? A. Yes,/ir.

O. The same thing applied to the Socialist Party ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. One candidate named after caucus ? A. Yes.

Q. ISTow, what else did you do on that first legislative day?

A. On that first legislative day there are a great number of per-

sons to be elected, such as the Clerk of the House, Sergeant-at-

Arms, and so forth, and in each case the appointments are made

along party lines, with the exception of the Socialists, who did not

make those nominations ; and moreover every time a nomination
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was made, it was made by a resolution typewritten and prepared

in caucus beforehand, and adopted from the floor. In no case did

a Democrat vote for a Republican candidate or a Republican vote

for a Democratic candidate. The unit rule operated to perfection.

Q. In each camp ? A. In each camp.

Ql Was there anything else done on that first legislative day, of

importance ? A. Yes, we had the Governor's message and then an

adjournment for a week.

Q. Then the Legislature met on the 9th day of January ? A.

Yes.

Q. And then some bills were introduced by the different mem-
bers, including the Socialists ? A. Yes.

Q. Will you please mention by title and brief description as

contained in the index, each of the bills introduced on that day by

the Socialist representatives of the Assembly ? A. Bill 141, intro-

duced on January 9th, introductory number 14, by Mr. White-

horn an amendment to the Pepal Law to abolish capital punish-

ment in the State of New York.

Q. The next one. A. Bill, introductory number 15, by Mr.

Whitehom, providing. for half fare for school children on street,

surface, subway and elevated railroads in cities.

Q. Did that relate to the City of 'New York or to all cities of

the State? A. This related to all second-class cities, which

included cities like Buffalo and Rochester.

Q. And the object was— A. And the object was to enable the

children who go to school to travel on subways, surface lines or

elevated trains at half fare. I want to say that this bill was re-

ferred to the Public Education Committee. The Public Education

Committee had an extensive hearing and the Committee reported

the bill out directly. This House passed a motion to recommit

and put it back to the Committee on Railroads, presided over by

Mr. Seaker, of which I was a member; and by a divided vote,

after a similar hearing, the bill was killed in committee.

Q. It never came up again ? A. It never did.

Q. Now, the next bill? A. The next bill was introductory

number 28, by Mr. Feigenbaum, authorizing first and second-

class cities to acquire and operate public utilities and regulate

the proceeding; excess production may be sold outside of city

limits. He refers to gas and electricity. Special revenue bonds

may be issued to raise a fi;ind for acquiring the utilities.

Q. Have you got the bill before you, Mr. Waldman, that par-

ticular bill? A. Mr. Feigenbaura's?
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Q. Yes. A. Yes.

Q. And will you state whether it provided that compensation

would be allowed to public corporations whose property was to be

taken under this bill ? A. It was so.

Q. Will you read the provision, please ? A. " To purchase at

reported valuation "

—

Q. " To purchase at reported valuation ? " A. " To purchase

at reported valuation." Then he provides for methods of appraisal,

provides against payment for intangibles; for watered stock; for

unnecessary contractual obligations. It provides for the payment
on the basis of physical valuation to be established by an impartial

commission of experts.

Q. And to be covered by bonds to be issued for that purpose?

A. Yes, sir. Section 12 provides for special revenue bonds.

Q. No provision for confiscating its properties without compen-

sation? A. Not in this bill, no, sir.

Q. What happened to that particular bill, Mr. Waldman?
A. The bill was defeated.

Q. It went to the committee ? A. It went to the committee.

Q. Did it come back ? A. It died there.

Q. Next? A. Introductory Number 31, by Mr. Shiplacoff,

repealing Chapter 161 of the Laws of 1917, which establish a

department of State Police. This bill refers to the State Con-

stabulary, which was established against and over the protest of

organized labor in the State of New York.

Q. And that biU was passed in 1917. A. It was passed in 191^,

sir.

Q. Chapter 161, Laws of 1917. A. You are right.

Mr. Conboy.— You said " Chapter 161 of the laws of 1916."

The Witness.— I beg your pardon.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, do you recall whether, prior to the

passage of that act, there was a strong agitation in labor circles

against the passage of that act ? A. There was.

Q. And hearings were held in Albany ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And a very large number of labor representatives were

present to urge against its passage ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you know the grounds of the opposition on the part of

lalbor to the passage of that particular bill ? A. The grounds were
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based on the experience in the State of Pennsylvania, where the

State Constabulary had been used for the purpose of crushing

strikes. Organized labor took the position that the municipal

police, with all the force back of constituted authority, was suffi-

cient to insure the peace of the community; but this force was

specially created with a view to bringing them into action at any

time that labor is out on strike in behalf of its legitimate demands.

Q. Did the Socialist Party take the same position against the

enactment of that law? A. It did.

Q. Do you know whether Governor Smith last year in his first

message to the Legislature asked for the repeal of that law? A.

He did.

• Q. And was it with that ohject in view, the repealing of that

law, that this bill was introduced by Mr. Shiplacoff ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What happened to the bill ? A. The "bill was defeated.

Q. Now, take the next bill.

The Chairman.— One moment before you go to the next bill.

The Judiciary Committee meets at eight o'clock for the considera-

tion of legislation and I do not think we can take any more testi-

mony here to-night.

Mr. Hillquit.— Very well. Judge Sutherland, in reference to

the attending of Mr. Thomas, I think it might be more conven-

ient for him to attend to-morrow morning, rather than day after

to-morrow,, because that would necessitate making the trip to New
York and then back.

Mr. Sutherland.— Suppose we let you know later in the even-

ing whether we need him. We will try to relieve him of the

necessity of attending if we do not want him.

(Whereupon, at 6:05 p. m., on February 24, 1920, the Com-

mittee recessed until to-morrow morning, Wednesday, Pebruary

25, 1920, at 10:30 o'clock.)
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STATE OF NEW YOKK— ASSEMBLY CHAMBER

In the Matter of the Investigation by the Assembly of the State

of New York as to the Qualifications of Louis Waldman,

August Claessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles

Solomon to Retain Their Seats in Said Body.

The Capitol,

Albany, N. Y., February 25, 1920.

Present:

Hon. Louis M. Martin,

Hon. George H. Rowe,
Hon. James M. Lowb,
Hon. Edmund B. Jenks,

Hon. Edward A. Everett,

Hon. WilUam W. Pellet,

Hon. Edward J, Wilson,

Hon. Charles M. Harrington,

Hon. Harold E. Blodgett,

Hon. Theodore Stitt,

Hon. Louis A. CuvUlier,

Hon. Maurice Bloch,

Hon. William S. Evans.

Appearances:

For the Judiciary Committee:

Charles D. Newton,

John B. Stanchfield,

Arthur E. Sutherland,

Elon E. Brown,

Martin Conboy,

Samuel E. Berger,

Archibald E. Stevenson,

Henry F. Wolff.

63
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For the Socialists:

Morris Hillquit,

Seymour Stedman,

S. Joka Block,

Gilbert E. Roe,

William S. Karlin,

Walter Nelles.

Lotris M. Maetin, Chairman.

(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10:4-5 a. m.)

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Louis Waldman", recalled, testified as follows

:

Direct examination continued by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Waldman, will you please continue the enumeration of

biUs introduced by the Socialist members of the Assembly on the

9th day of January, 1918 ? A. The last bill introduced on that

day is introductory Number 33, by Louis Waldman.

Q. That is yourself ? A. Yes— on food and fuel.

Q. And that is the bill whose provisions you described earlier

in your testimony, is it not ? A. Yes.

Q. I shall now ask, Mr. Waldman, whether that bill contained a

provision for compensation to be paid by the State for private

property taken, for public uses ? A. Yes, it contains such a pro-

vision, and it further contains a provision that if the private

owners are not satisfied with a board of appraisal, or with the

decision of the board of appraisal, they may file their claims with

a court of competent jurisdiction and have the court ascertain

what a just compensation for their property is.

Q. Was there any provision in that bill with reference to the

constitutionality of the provisions contained in it ? A. Yes, sir,

section 18 of the bill provides as follows:

" Partial invalidity. If any clause, sentence, paragraph

or part of this act shall, for any reason, be adjudged by any

court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, such judgment

shall not affect, impair, or invalidate the remainder thereof,

but shall be confined in its operations to the clause, sentence,

paragraph or part thereof directly involved in the contro-

versy in which such judgment shall have been rendered.
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Q. We now pass to the next bill in chronological order intro-

duced by the Socialist Assemblymen? A. The next bill intro-

duced was on January 10th, introductory Number 68.

Q. By whom was that introduced? A. Introduced by Mr.
Claessens repealing chapter 689 of the Laws of 1917, which

authorized the Education Commissioner to suspend the provisions

of the Education Law relative to compulsory education of chil-

dren during certain periods to permit their employment in agri-

cultural and food production.

Q. Are you familiar with the provisions of the law contained

in chapter 689 of the Laws of 1917, sought to be repealed by this

bill? A. I am, sir.

Q. And what was its main provision? A. Its main provision

was to permit children under a certain age, and at the age of four-

teen, to be employed in agricultural work for compensation.

Q. And also in the work of food production ? A. In the work
of food production ; in the work of the canning industry, the prt^

text of it being the shortage of labor during the war.

Q. That was the intention of this bill introduced by Mr.
Claessens to repeal that particular provision ? A. It was on the

ground that the children ought not to be employed; that their

educational opportunity should not be neglected no less in war
time than in peace.

Q. The next bill introduced ? A. Introductory Number 69, by
Mr. Feigenbaum, amending section 162 of the Election Law by
malting certain changes necessitated by the admission of women
as voters. A woman who shall have been a citizen would be a
qualified voter, except for her marriage to an alien, shall be quali-

fied notwithstanding such marriage.

Q. The next bill? A. On January 21,— a resolution —^

Q. No, take the next bill Number 141. A. 141 is right, by
Mr. Karlin, amending subdivision 1, section 2231 and section

2236 of the Civil Code, relating to the pro.ceedings in the eviction

of a lanitor ; to put the janitor on the basis of a tenant instead of

an employee. '

Q. The present law provides for certain notice to tenants before

eviction ? A. It does.

Q. And that does not apply in the present law to janitors, is that

correct? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And it was to obviate this and to entitle janitors to the

same notice as tenants before eviction that this bill was intro-

duced? A. Yes.
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Q. Take the next ? A. Mr. Hillquit, pardon me.

Q. Yes. A. There is an amendment to the riales introduced

by Mr. Shiplacoff, the minor minority leader, providing for the

amendment of Rule 2, Subdivision 9', of the rules of this chamber,

to make it possible for the leader of the minor minority to be

a member ex officio on all committees of this House in the same

manner as the minority leader is a member, with a voice but

no vote. The particular intention of this resolution was to per-

mit the Socialist delegation to have at least a voice on the Ways
and Means Committee — The committee that was planning the

expenditures of over or close to one hundred million dollars

of the peoples' money for the support of the government of the

State of New York.

Q. Let us understand that, Mr. Waldman. Under the rules

as adopted by the Assembly at that session, you state the majority

minority leader— the leader of the Democratic party, in other

words, was made ex-officio member of all committees? A. Yes,

sir.

Q. So that that enabled the Democratic members in the Assem-

bly, through their leader, to have direct information on all pend-

ing legislation? A. Yes, sir, including the Eules Committee.

Q. Including the Rules Committee? A. Yes.

Q. The Socialist representatives in the Assembly had no such

facilities under the rule ? A. Wone whatsoever, and in some com-

mittees there was not a member of the Socialist group.

Q. Then this amendment to the rules was introduced to enable

the Socialist members of the Assembly to keep in touch with pend-

ing legislation of all kinds? A. Yes, sir, liiat was the purpose.

Q. And was that rule adopted, or the proposed amendment,

rather? A. That was defeated.

Q. And the Socialist delegation remained without ex-officio

representation on any committees except as their individual mem-
bers happened to be members of committees? A. That was so,

and the two committees particularly had no representation— the

most important committees— the Committee on Ways and Means

and the Rules Committee.

Q. Proceed now, Mr. Waldman, to the next bill introduced

by Socialist members of the Assembly in that session. A. Jan-

uary 23rd, introductory !N'o. 185.

Q. Introduced by whom? A. By Mr. Grarfinkel, repealing

chapter 566 of the Laws of 1916, which amended the Military
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Law relative to military training commission and to military and

disciplinary training.

Q. What was the special object of that bill? A. The special

object of the bill was to repeal one of the five military laws

enacted in 1916 for the purpose of establishing military training

in the school system of the State of New York.

Q. The Socialist party was opposed to such military training

in schools? A. Yes, and also the labor movement of the State

of New York.

Q. And the Socialist party is still opposed to compulsory mili-

tary training in the schools ? A. Yes, and may I add that Judge

Seabury, candidate for Governor on the Democratic ticket, in

the year 1916, made his campaign on the repeal of these five

military laws.

Q. Yes, but it was considered good enough by the Democratic

party. The next bill ? A. The next bill January 24, 1918, intro-

ductory 'No. 224. This bill was introduced by Mr. Orr. It is

amending section 236 of the Public Health Law by striking out

the provisions which permit clerks in drug-stores to work 72 hours

a week, and providing that such clerks may not be employed for

longer than nine hours a day, or 54 hours a week.

Q. Under the present law, Mr. Waldman, drug clerks are also

permitted to sleep on the premises; there is an apartment in con-

nection with the drug-stores ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that bill sought to eliminate this provision, or rather

to prohibit such arrangement; is that correct? A. Yes, sir, and

had this bill' been enacted, the recent strike of the drug clerks

would not have taken place, because it was a strike for the estab-

lishment of the nine-hour day.

Q. The next bill. A. The next bill, Introductory No. 233, by
Mr. Feigenbaum, amending the Penal Law prohibiting the em-

ployment of armed men to act as militiamen, police officers, for

protecting persons or property or for suppression of strikes,

whether such armed men be employees of detective agencies, or

otherwise, and prohibiting the keeping of any armed force for

hire by any person, firm or corporation.

Q. Will you please explain the intention of that bill? A. The
iD.tention of that law is to prohibit manufacturers from employ-

ing private thugs and gunmen to be stationed near the factories in

times of strike, ostensibly to protect the property of the owners

but a,ctually to provoke violence as a justification for the crush-
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ing of the strike. In this respect these private employers are fol-

lowing the policy of the feudal lords in establishing private armies

under their own hire for the purpose of protecting their property.

We Socialists took the position that it is the duty of the State to

protect life and property and by permitting these people to hire

private armies we are infringing upon the right and duty of the

State.

Q. Was that view shared by the organized labor movement in

the State and elsewhere ? A. That was.

Q. And has it always been one of the grievances of the organ-

ized workers that employers were permitted to hire, at their own

discretion, such men as they pleased and to arm them in the

course of strikes and permit them to be pickets and so on? A.

That was the complaint.

Q. And it was to obviate this condition that this bill was intro-

duced? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How far did this bill go, Mr. Waldman? A. It went as

far as the Codes Committee.

Q. Any hearing had on the bill? A. 'No, sir.

Q. Was it reported out ? A. It was not.

Q. Died in the committee ? A. Died in the committee.

Q. Next bill. A. The next bill, introduced by Mr. Karlin, No.

236, providing for the election of magistrates instead of appoint-

ing them, as they are to-dny, by the mayor.

Q. What happened to that bill ? A. There was a hearing upon

that bill and the Codes Committee after listening to both sides

on this question reported the bill to the House. Upon a motion

by a member of the House the bill was recommitted and died in

the comjiiittee after it bnd been i-ocnmmitted.

Q. The next bill. A. I should be glad to say a word on the

que-stion of recommit I al. At tlie tftne of recommittal the Eules

Committee was already beginning to operate, an operation which

I shall explain later.

The next bill introduced by Mr. Karlin, Introductory ¥o. 241,

which reads as follows: Amending sections 11 to 14, 16, 30, 34-d

and 34-e, New York City Inferior Criminal Courts Acts, by pro-

viding that the chief justice and the associate justices of the

Special Sessions Court now in oiEce shall be continued until the

end of their terms when fifteen justices shall be elected as their

successors, for six years, not less than six in Manhattan, six in

Brooklyn and one each in Bronx, Queens and Richmond. All
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justices shall be residents of borough in which they are elected.

The justices shall elect their own president, to be known as the

chief justice. The Special Sessions justices, as a board, instead

of the mayor as at present, shall designate additional justices

upon certificates of the Children's Court.

Q. Well, this, Mr. Waldman, was a bill to amend the procedure

in the criminal courts of lower jurisdiction, was it not ? A. Yes,

sir.

Q. The next biU? A. On January 28, Introductory ISTo. 250,

by Mr. Whitborn, providing for the trial by jury when demanded

in Special Sessions and before magistrates.

Q. Similar in character somewhat to the preceding bill? A.

Yes, sir; and it was reported out by committee and then recom-

mitted. The next bill was introduced on January 3i0th by Mr.

Gitlow, amending sections 695 to 697 of the Education Law, re-

pealing the military training established in all schools and pro-

viding at the same time for the continuation of physical training

for the children.

Q. That bill distinguishes between physical training, scientific

physical training, in schools, and military training, does it not?

A. It does.

Q. And advocates physical training? A. It does.

Q. Instead of military training? A. Yes, sir.

Q. The next bill ? A. The next bill was introduced on Janu-

ary 31st by Mr. Shiplacoff, at the request of the labor organiza-

tions, introductory ISTo. 307. amendine section 6 of the Labor Law,

and adding a new section, 6-a, extending the provisions for hours

of labor on street surface and elevated railroads, to include sub-

ways, and limiting provisions to male employees. It prohibits the

employment of females on such lines within first and second class

cities more than six days or 54 hours in any week ; or more than

nine hours in one dav, before 6 a. m. and after 9 p. m.

Q. You say this bill was introduced at the request of the labor

orgamzation ? A. Yes.

Q. Which organization was it ? A. The Hallway Workers.

Q. And before being introduced was the proposed bill submitted

to your delegation ? A. It was.

Q. And discussed? A. It was.

Q. And approved of ? A. It was.

Q. The next bill? A. The next bill was introductory

N'o. 329, by Mr. August Claessens.



1716

Q. I think you better make it 325 by Mr. Eosenberg. A.

Have I made a mistake ? What is the effect of that bill ?

Q. That was a bill, was it not, adding a new section to the

Penal Law, providing that when an employer advertises for

employees during a strike, lockouts or industrial disputes, he

must give notice in the advertisement of the existence of such

conditions at his plant, and prescribing penalties for violations?

A. Thank you. I beg your pardon, I did omit that.

Q. That was one of the bills introduced by the Socialist

Assemblymen? A. Yes.

Q. And that was in compliance with the general demands of

organized labor? A. Yes.

Q. That has to do with the advertising for labor when strike-

breakers are wanted? A. It has.

Q. And to warn seekers of employment of a strike, if it was

in existence? A. That was the purpose.

Q. The next bill? A. Introductory No. 329, by Mr. Claes-

sens, providing that section 70 of the Labor Law be amended

so as to increase the age limits of children permitted to be

employed.

Q. From? A. From at present 14 to 16, to 16 to 18.

Q. And the next? A. The next was on January 31st.

Q. Again you omitted one by Mr. Feigenbaum, iN'o. 330?

A. Yes. Introductory ISTo. 330 by Mr. Feigenbaum, providing

that the First District Public Service Commission shall take

over and operate any and all public utilities under its jurisdic-

tion when the board of aldermen, by a majority vote, determines

the same to be in the public interest. Operation is to be main-

tained as a unit throughout the city wherever it can be arranged

with companies not yet taken over. Transfers are to be given

so as to furnish a city-wide five-cent fare. All employees of

the companies are to be talcen over and placed under the civil

service on a basis of eight hours a day and five and a half con-

secutive days each week. The report to the State Tax Commis-

sion for the fiscal year ended June 30, 19€i9, is to be taken as the

basis of determining the value of the property taken over, with

certain additions. The board of aldermen may determine the

matter of its own motion, but must hold hearings upon petition.

Q. Was this an enabling act to give to the cities larger control

of the public service coriiovntioiis within their limits? A. It

was.



1717

Q. And that provided for compensation in takiag of property 'i

A. It was.

(4. Take the next. A. The next bill is Introductory No. 332,

hy Mr. Urr, adding new section 84-a to the Judiciary Law, by

providing for the holding of natui'aiization courts in the evening

Deiween Y and 11 o'clock in the first and second class cities. TJie

Appellate Division justices in each department are to fix the time

and place for holding such special terms of the Supreme Court,

whicii must be at least four eveniags a week in first class cities

and at least two evenings a week in second class cities.

Q. What was the object of this bill ? A. The object of this

bill was, in accordance with the policy of the Socialist Party,

to aid workers in becoming citizens of this country. It is today

difficult for many of the workers to become naturalized because

they are not certain of the day when they can get a hearing.

They have to quit employment, in some cases paralyzing the shop

when they do. They are not permitted to do so by their em-

ployers, or by their own will, not to lose a day's pay. It is

therefore made possible by this act for them to come in the evening

into a court and become naturalized.

Q. What happened to the bill ? A. The bill was killed in the

Judiciaiy Committee.

Q. And the next bill ? A. The next in February 1st. This is

a bill by myself. Introductory No. 337, providing for the

establishment of a commission giving it certain powers to handle

the milk situation in the State of New York. Under this bill the

State, on co-operation with the municipalities, would establish

pasteurization plants, creameries, distributing stations, would pur-

chase milk and dairy by-products from the farmers, pay them a

living wage for their service, and sell the same to the pebple in the

cities at cost. It was intended to do away with the milk trust

which is to-day strangling the children of the city of New York,

and the other cities of the State.

Q. At the time this bill was introduced was the price of milk

beginning to mount? A. At the time this bill was introduced

the price of Grade A milk as sold in my district was 19 cents a

quart ; and the price of Grade B milk 17 cents a quart.

Q. And that compared with what normal prices a few years

preceding that? A. Only four years preceding that Grade A
milk could have been purchased at 10 and 11 cents, in some places;

and Grade B at 9 cents a quart.
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Q. Did you have occasion personally to observe the fact— the

result— of this increase in the price of milk on the health of the

children in your district ? A. I have.

Q. What did you find ? A. I found that by reason of the high

price of milk, in many homes it was made impossible to purchase

the same quantity of milk that was formerly purchased for the

supply of the children, and in other cases they were buying diluted

milk— what they call loose milk^— from the can in the grocery

store, to feed little babies, even though the doctors prohibited such

feeding and demanded (Irade A milk. The price of Grade A milk

was too steep and could not be bought by the poor in New York.

Q. And did you observe the result upon the health of the chil-

dren ? A. My observations perhaps would not be official ; but the

observation of medical authorities making an investigation, by

Dr. Louis Harris, of the Industrial Hygiene Bureau of the

Board of Heailth of the city of New York, where he makes a

comparison between the mortalities under the time when there

was an ample supply of milk on account of low cost and the time

when there was a curtailment in the supply of milk on account

of high cost.— he states that the rate of mortality of children in

New York is in direct propoxtion to the high cost of milk.

Q. And it was to obviate this condition and save the lives of

these children that this bill was introduced 'i A. Ye?, sir ; and also

to obviate the condition of the Borden Milk Company paying 13,

14 and 15 per cent dividends on common stock and their regular

dividend on preferred stock at the expense of the children.

Q. And what happened to the bill ? A. The bill was defeated

in spite of the many demands ; in fact, a demand by Mr. Dillon,

to come and speak in favor of the bill.

Q. Who was Mr. Dillon ? A. Mr. John Dillon is the editor

of one of the farm papers, " The Rural New York ". He was

formerly Commissioner of Markets. May I add that the commit-

tee appointed by the Federal government, which consisted of

Dr. Brown and Eugene Schurm, and a third member, whose

name I do not recollect, were in conference with me in the process

of the preparation of the bill, and they signified their willing-

ness not only to publicly endorse the bill, but to come and speak

for the bill before the committee. I could not secure a hearing

for the bill.

Q. And the bill was never reported out? A. And the bill

was never reported out.
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Q. The next bill. A. The next bill was introduced on Feb-

ruary 4th, Introductory ISTo. 349, by Mr. Orr, providing that the

Penal Law be amended requiring owners, lessees or agents of

property equipped with heating apparatus to keep the same heated

at an even temperature of at least 68 degrees Fahrenheit, from

6 A. M. to midnight, from October 1st to April 1st, when renting

to a tenant. Violation is a misdemeanor punishable by a fine

of $200 or imprisonment for ten days.

Q. Was the winter of 1918, Mr. Waldman, a particularly

severe winter? A. It was.

Q. And were there general public complaints against land-

lords of apartment houses by the tenants, for not heating the

premises? A. There was, the landlords taking advantage of the

apparent scarcity of coal, not to heat the premises and save this

much expense.

Q. Was a large amount of disease the result? A. Yes, sir;

and also according to a report of the Board of Health, during

that period pneumonia increased over 50' per cent, and they

directly attributed it to the cold apartments and ordered the vari-

ous landlords to supply heat to their tenants.

Q. And what happened to that bill? A. This bill was also

committed to the Codes Committee and killed there.

By Assemblyman Eowe:

Q. Was there a hearing on that bill ? A. There was, I under-

stand.

Q. The legislative register has it as amended and recommitted.

Q. Isn't that the law in JSTew York city to.day? A. No, the

Board of Health took upon themselves to issue an order under the

health provision, saying no apartment shall be kept in a condi-

tion which is against the health of the community.

Q. Wasn't that the objection raised to the bill a^; that time,

that the Board of Health had sufficient power ? A. ISTo, sir ; that

was not the objection. The objection that was raised was largely

raised by the real estate interests saying that a supply of coal

was almost an impossibility at that time, and to compel land-

lords to supply heat would be tantamount to confiscating their

property, inasmuch as conditions didn't permit them to get coal.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. The next bill, Mr. Waldman. A. The next bill introduced

by Mr. Orr on the same question, but applying to it from a
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different angle, adding new subdivision 6, section 2331, Civil-

Code, providing that in New York city when the owner, agent or

lessee fails to keep the premises heated at an even temperature

of at least 65 degrees of Fahrenheit, from 7 a. m. to 10 p. m.,

from October 1 to April 1, he cannot avail himself of the sum-

mary proceedings law against the tenant. The tenant is entitled

to deduct from rental sums actually spent for gas or other fuel,

including heating apparatus actually purchased. The purpose

of this bni, Mr. Chairman, was to meet the objection of the real

estate interests when they said they cannot get coal. We said to

them we will permit the tenants to purchase coal or gas and after

they have done so to deduct the amount consumed in heating

their apartments from the rent.

Q. What happened to this bill? A. This bill had a hearing

and it was reported out by the committee and it was brought on

this floor and it was then recommitted and killed in the committee.

By Assemblyman Eowe

:

Q. What do you mean by recommitted and kUled in the com-

mittee ? A. I will teU you what I mean by that. If you remem-

ber at that time the Rules Committee was already in operation.

I shall try to explain later what processes there are for burying a

bill. I mean to say this : that the procedure in this House which

met the merited criticism of all civic bodies—
The Chairman.— How does that interest us ? We know as

much about it as you do.

(Discussion off the record.

)

Q. It was not reported by the Rules Committee? A. It was

recommitted to the Rules Committee and not reported by it.

Assemblyman Evans.— A correction ought to be made on page

1658 of the printed record, line 26, in all fairness to the witness

who testified, Mr. Lee. The word " minority " should be stricken

out and the word "majority" substituted. Page 1658, line 26.

The Chairman.— That may stand corrected.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Now, let us proceed. What is the next bill ? A. The next

bill on the same day was Introductory No. 357 by Mr. Karlin,

amending the Labor Laws by making the provisions of these sub-

divisions relative to exits in buildings over two stories and stair-
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way enclosures in buildings over five stories apply to all build-

ings over one story. It strikes out the provision for tlie adoption

of rules by the Industrial Commission for stairways in buildings

of five stories or less.

Q. The object being to increase the safety in factories, the

safety of the workers? A. To protect the lives of the workers

against perils of fire.

Q. The next bill. A. Introductory ISTo. 358 by Mr. Kaxlin,

amending subdivision 2, section 79-a, Labor Law, by providing

that in every building more than six stories and having more than

five thousand square feet area there must be at least one dividing

fire wall providing horizontal exits. That is also trying to safe-

guard the workers' lives against the perils of fire.

Q. Gro ahead. A. February 6th, next bill, by myself, amend-

ing subdivisions 7, 8, section 68, and sections 70, 77, Education

Law, by providing that persons shall be eligible to appointment by

school trustees regardless of their political, economical or social

views ; that no professor, instructor or employees shall be removed

or suspended except upon recommendation of the faculty ; increas-

ing from five to ten the number of State scholarships awarded to

each county for each Assembly District and permitting the re-

cipient of such scholarship to attend college outside the State. It

strikes out the provisions that no such scholarship shall include

course in law, medicine, dentistry, veterinary, medicine or

theology.

Q. You would under your bill permit a scholarship for the

study of theology also ? A. I would, sir.

Q. 'Next. A. The next bill is Introductory ISTo. 400 by Mr.

Gitlow, establishing a State Board of Mothers' Welfare. In

brief, establishing a mothers' pension law in the State of New
York, a law which exists in many other States, but which is sadly

in need in this State.

Q. The effect of which would be to support poor women for a

period before and after confinement ? A. Yes, sir ; and piothers'

pensions. Tbe next bill is Introductory 40i2 by Mr. Garfinkel,

prohibiting all manufacturing in tenement houses.

Q. l^ext. A. February 7, a bill by Mr. Feigenbaum, Intro-

ductory !N"o. 431, adding new section 25-a, to Executive Law, re-

quiring Secretary of State to publish annually a State blue book

showing statistical abstract of State's progress for the past year,

operation of various State departments, and other information.
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The Secretary of State may establish a statistical bureau for the

purpose in charge of a chief statistician at $5,000 a year.

The next bill or two bills, also by Mr. Feigenbaum, Introduc-

tory No. 432, and Introductoiy No. 433, each of which is an

amendment to existing law providing for the cancellation of

franchises which have been granted by the State or city to private

companies or individuals and which have not been put in use

by them.

Q. You mean declaring the forfeiture of unoperative fran-

chises ? A. Exactly ; the next is February 8th.

Q. No, you have one yet,— February 7th, No. 438. A. 438:

This bill I omitted on purpose, because it was a bill similar to

the one introduced by Mr. Karlin. This bill is a copy of the same

bill as Mr. Karlin introduced and which I have already explained.

It was introduced by mistake and therefore could not be an addi-

tion to the Socialist group.

Q. It was introduced in duplicate by mistake ? A. Duplicate.

The next is February 8th, Introductory 441, by Mr. Olaessens,

amending the Penal Law, a;bolishing the third degree in the State

of New York. This bill was endorsed by civic bodies, and I be-

lieve the Bar Association of the city of New York.

Q. When you say abolishing the third degree, would you rather

read the language here used? A. Adding new section 1793 to

Penal Law. prohibiting sheriffs, police chiefs, jailers, or others,

having custody of a person charged with crime or detained be-

cause of supposed knowledge of a crime from seeking to obtain

confession or information regarding the crime by intimidation,

threats or violence of any nature, and prescribing penalty for

violation.

Q. Proceed to the next. A. The next is Introductory No. 447—

By Assemblyman Kowe:

Q. What happened to that bill? A. That bill was reported

out of committee.

Mr. Karlin.— And passed in the Assembly and killed in the

Senate.

The Witness.— No, it was reported out of committee. It was

moved to recommit, whereupon I moved to reconsider the motion

to recommit and the motipn to reconsider to recommit was also

defeated and the bill was recommitted and killed.

> Assemblyman Kowe.— But it was reported out ?
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The Witness.— Yes, sir ; from your committee, Mr. Eowe.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. The official language in connection with this bill is: "Re-
ported to second reading; recommitted, motion to reconsider vote

lost."

Q. The next. A. February 11th, a bill by Mr. Garfinkel add-

ing new section 11-a to General City Law providing that the

monthly rental asked at time of renting an apartment or apart-

ment house shall be the maximum monthly rental for the twelve

pionths next following unless an express agreement in writing to

the contrary is made at time of renting. When landlord intends

raising rent at expiration of such twelve months he must give

thirty days' notice before expiration of such period. Kentals

now charged may not be raised until May 1, 1919.

Under this bill, Mr. Chairman, the speculation that is now
going on in the city of ISTew York and in otEer cities in this

State on the part of landlords and real estate speculators would
have been almost impossible and the tenant spared the great in-

convenience and exorbitant rents that they are liow being

charged.

The next bill is Introductory Wo. 465, by Mr. Orr, providing

for a raise of salary to city employees, such as policemen, fire-

men, street cleaners and the like.

The next is February 12th, a bill by Mr. Karlin, Introductory

No. 484, reading as foUov/s: Amejiding subdivision 2, sec-

tion 142, B"ew York City Municipal Court Act, by providing

that when a judgment is satisfied by depositing with the court

clerk of the district the full amount due with interest, the clerk

may pay the amount deposited to the judgment creditor or his

attoraiey, upon demand, in actions for wages not exceeding fifty

dollars. This bill was passed by the House, it was passed by the

Senate and it was signed by the Governor, and it is a law today.

Q. Is that the only law which the Socialist delegation, in

1918, has to its credit? A. The only law which the Democrats

and Republicans saw fit to adopt.

By Assemblyman Rowe:

Q. I want to ask you about Introductory Bill !N"o. 44Y. A.

That is what date, do you remember?

Q. February 8th. A. Yes, I have it.

Q. And 'No. 465, Februajy 11th? A. Yes.
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Q. What happened to those bills ? A. Why, they were killed

in committee.

Q. You mean they were not reported? A. They were not

reported, dying in committee.

Q. Were the bills moved in committee? A. I do not know;

I could not say that.

Q. Well, a bill could not be killed until it is moved; could it?

A. Frankly, Mr. Rowe, I never approved of any committee not

taking up any bill referred to them ; and I proceed on the theory

that when a member of this House submits a bill for the con-

sideration of the House, it is the duty of that committee to take

up that bill for consideration; and if it does not do so, I con-

sider it defeated by default.

Q. That is your view ? A. Yes.

The Chairman.— That is a peculiar idea of it, because I take

it that if a member of the Assembly who introduces a piece of

legislation has not enough interest in that legislation to come before

a committee of the House and move it, that either he introduces

it for a ulterior motive or else he is not doing his duty by his

constituents.

The Witness.— I thoroughly agree with you on that, and every

time the Socialists introduced a bill, they made every effort to

secure a hearing.

The Chairman.— I was not reflecting on you. We have 150 or

160 bills before the Judiciary. We could not assume to take up

all those bills and act on them without the request of members,

because that would be a very serious evil. The way I view it—
Mr. Hillquit.— Pardon me. Suppose we do not go into the

theory of it, but do please state definitely whether in introducing

the bills you have mentioued so far, and those you are still to men-

tion and describe, the Socialist members of the Assembly of 1918

made every effort to actually secure action on them and, if possi-

ble, to have them passed and passed favorably by the Assembly?

The Witness.- - Yes, they did so.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. What efforts did they make? A. They applied to the chair-

men of the various committees where their bills were introduced ;,

they spoke to members of the committees asking them on what

dates it would be possible for the committees to take up the bills

referred to them. When thev received an answer as to the exact
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date, they were there to request the passage or recommendation
of their legislation. Very often it was impossible to secure such a

date, as in the case of the Ways and Means Committee, where

most of our legislation carrying appropriations were referred to,

the reason assigned was that the budget was being prepared, and

the budget was not reported out until some time in March, is that

right ? Some time in March, and some time in March was near

the end of the session. Soon after the budget was reported out

the Ways and Means Committee, with other committees, was dis*

solved, or the work taken over by the Rules Committee, and no

other work was possible.

The Chairman.— The Ways and Means Committee do not use

any discrimination as to that ; they treat us all alike.

The Witness.— Exactly.

The Chairman.— I speak from personal experience.

Q. It is not discrimination that we claim, but it is important

to ascertain whether or not these various bills prepared and intro-

duced by you and other Socialists members of the Assembly were

so, prepared and introduced in good faith, and with the actual

desire of having them acted upon favorably ? A. Yes, and in some

cases motions were made from the floor requesting the House to

discharge the committees from further consideration of the bills,

where it was definitely known that the committees could no longer

take up the consideration of the bills. Those motions were

defeated.

Q. Referring to the bills introduced by yourself, Mr. Waldman,

you were the best judge of your own motives, did you in

each case introduce such bills with the hope and desire that

they would be actually acted upon and passed ? A. Tes, and in

some cases I appeared before the committee, when I was given an

opportunity, and spoke for my bill, and I actually got one or

two votes.

Q. And in all cases did you follow up your bills and try to

get them reported out of committee? A. Yes.

Q. TTow, proceed to the next bill.

Assemblyman Rowe.— May I ask another question?

Mr. HiUqnit.— Yes, surely.



By Assemblyman Kowe:

Q. These two bills I refer to are salary increases, is that a

part of your Socialist program ? A. Yes.

Q. Were these little individual bills ? A. No, sir. We believe

that the State and the city, as employers, ought to be model

employers, and at least pay a salary sufficient to make it possible

for its employees to make a decent living.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Those were party measures, and not of individuals? A.

They were.

Q. I think the next is 487 ? A. That is right.

Q. By Mr. Shiplacoff ? A. Yes ; introductory number 487, by

Mr. Shiplacoff, adding a new subdivision to section 111 of the

Labor Law by prohibiting the employment in bakeries before

5 A. M. and after 9 p. m., except for dough-mixing and sponge-

setting. An extensive hearing was held, Mr. Chairman. Author-

ities appeared, and even some manufacturers conceded that the

bill would be a good bill. The committee did not report it out,

and Mr. Shiplacoff moved to discharge the committee, and after

extensive argument this motion too was defeated.

Q. The next bill ? A. February 13th, a bill by myself, intro-

ductory 'No. 512, reading the summary of which— it reads

as follows—
Q. Just give the first sentence, that will be enough. A. Eeor-

ganizing the College of the City of ISTew York and changing its

name to the University of the City of ITew York. Its purpose

was to establish university courses in all subjects, instead of

merely academic subjects, as is being taught today.

Q. And to give free education in all courses? A. Yes, free

education is being given today, except they have no professioaal

courses.

Assemblyman Rowe.— And there was an appropriation to that

bill?

Q. There is an appropriation of $500,000. A. Yes, in the

preparation of this bill learned men such as Dr. Beard, and such

other educational men of knowledge in the city of New York,

participated, their suggestions were accepted and incorporated in

the bill section by section, and the bill is the combined product

of the educational brains of New York. The next bill is intro-

ductory No. 513 by Mr. Garfinkel, abolishing private employment
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bureaus in New York, and establishing a comprebensive system of

state employment bureaus.

Q. What evil did this bill seek to obviate? A. It sought to

obviate the evil of the private employment bureau seeking to get

men for jobs instead of getting jobs for men. The duty of an

employment bureau should be to secure jobs for men, with the

object of reducing unemployment, instead of making a profit

on every man that secures a job, good or bad, so long as he gets

;i plar-f-.

Q. Does the principle embodied in this bill represent a demand
of organized labor? A. It did, sir; and it was based on the ex-

perience of the National Employment Bureau.

By Assemblyman Rowe:

Q. That carried an appropriation? A. Yes, it did.

By AssemblyTaan Harrington:

Q. How much? A. Why, it carried an appropriation of

$50,000.

Q. Not enough? A. Well, we could have gone that far.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

The Witness.— On February 14th, three bills introduced by
Mr. Karlin, introductory No. 559, introductory No. 560, and
introductory No. 561.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. All relating to— A. All relating to the amendment
demanded by organized labor to the Compensation Law of the

State of New York. All these amendments are the result of

demands of the State JFcderation of Labor.

Q. For the purpose of making the Workmen's Compensation

Act more liberal towards the New York woirkers? A. Exactly,

and to malie it possible for the State to establis:h a sound insur-

ance fund, instead of such as exists today.

Q. In other words, making the compensation not only more
liberal, but also more certain? A. Exactly.

Q. The next bill? A. The next bill is February 18th, by
Mr. Waldman, introductory No. 589. This bill was to create

a hydro-electric commission on powers, to develop and conserve

the water powers of the State of New York, both the inland

waters and the waters of international streams, such as Niagara

Falls and the St. Lawrence river. Under this bill, according
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to a conservative authority, at least two million horsepower of

electricity, or at least horsepower of energy, could be produced.

This power could be generated under the supervision of the State

and distributed by the municipalities. Provision is made for

the acquiring of whatever plants there are in existence today, and

owned 'by private companies, in order to include them in a

comprehensive system of electricity production. These bills were

fought actively by lobbyists and indirectly through other agencies,

by the power trust of the State of 'New York, the Magara Falls

Power Company, the gas companies, under the directorship of our

friend Brady. The electric companies all over the State were

fighting this bill. Under this bill, Mr. Chairman, the State of

!N^ew York could conserve annually close to 16,000,000' tons of

bituminous coal. For every horsepower of electricity produced,

8 tons of coal are saved. Two million horsepower of electricity

is sufficient power to operate every wheel of industry in the State

of New York; to light every home in the State; to supply power

to every farmer, anH operate our electric railway systems of the

State. This water power is going to waste today, and in the

process of being wasted it results in destruction of lands that are

lying alongside of the rivers, such as the Hudson, the Mohawk,

the Genesee and other rivers; and it also results in freshets,

which destroy a good many farms.

Q. Was this bill passed and did it become a law? A.

On this bill there was at least 50 delegates from James-

town, Buffalo— Buffalo particiilarly—the citizens organi-

zation— demanding a hearing. There were dozens of letters

I received, on the subject. Delegates from most western cities

of the State, for the most part, demanded to be heard on this bilT.

I followed Mr. Machold, the Chairman of the Ways and Means

Committee, for almost two weeks. When it became certain that

I would not get a hearing, I demanded a hearing; I moved on

this floor that this bill be taken out of the hands of the Committee

and considered by the body. I wanted the satisfaction of having

the body as a whole either defeat or pass the bill. My motion was

defeated and the bill was kiUed.

By Assemblyman Rowe:

Q. That carried an appropriation? A. It carried an appro-

priation only for the purpose of having a commission, and then

it carries a section providing for the submission to the people of

the State of New York, for a vote, on an appropriation, for twenty.
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million dollars of bonds to be issued by them. I could not make tbat

appropriation under the Constitution direct, but I could by ask-

ing that it be submitted to the people ; and only after the people,

by popular vote, had said that twenty million dollars' worth of

bonds could be issued for the purpose, this bill could have been

made a law, and not otherwise. There was only a $20,000 appro-

priation provided for the creation of a committee and the pur-

pose of carrying out the act.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. For that purpose it carried an appropriation ? A. Yes, and

it provided for the unconstitutionality of any section of the act;

and may I add that a Conference of Mayors, in 1918— not of

the city of 'New York, but through the State— expressed the

sentiment that this bill was to be preferred to all other water

power bills then pending in the iState Legislature.

Q. Did you have any expression of views on the bill from the

rural communities of the State ? A. I did. Many farmers have

come and spoken with me and have said that this bill, if embodied,

would stimulate production and save a great deal of manpower
and womanpower that is to-day being wasted.

Q. Your next bill, Mr. Waldman ? A. The next bill is Febru-

ary 20th, Introductory "No. 662, by Mr. Whitehorn, an amend-

ment to the 'State Constitution, a joint resolution providing for

the initiative and referendum in the State of N^ew York.

Q. The next ? A. The next is February 22d, a bill introduced

by Mr. Eosenberg, Introductory No. 704, providing that in cases

of wage suits the attorney's fee shall be paid in case the wage
earner wins the suit.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. I presume you mean by that that the attorney's fee shall

be paid by the employer? A. Yes.

Q. You simply said it should be paid. I hoped it would be

paid in any event. A. Yes, because in many cases the fee of the

attorney, paid by the plaintiff, is more than the amount of the

suit.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. I believe that in cases of less than $50, no costs are allowed

the plaintiff? A. Yes.
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Q. And in cases of less than $50, the plaintiff has to pay ? A.

A suit for any sum.

By Assemblyman Rowe:

Q. There is also a provision for extra costs in the event a claim

is made for wages?

Mr. Hillquit.— It does not apply to males, I think.

Assemblyman Rowe.— I think it applies to males and females

in the city of Buffalo.

The Witness.— Buffalo is a very progressive city.

Mr. Hillquit.— I am not posted on that.

The Witness.— Introductory JSTo. 726, by Mr. Feiglebaum, add-

ing new sections 13-c to 13-i to General City Law, authorizing

first and second class cities to acquire land by purchase and con-

demnation, and erect dwellings or apartment houses thereon,

according to the style of buildings prevalent in the particular

section, and rent the same to the inhabitants at cost. There

is to be a dwelling commission in charge of a commissioner

elected at the November election for the same term as the mayor,

to carry out the provisions of this act.

Q. Now, that is a municipal dwelling bill, is it not ? A. Yes,

and designed for the purpose of relieving the present congestion,

which exists in New York and other large cities.

Q. And also excessive rents? A. Yes.

Q. Your next bill? A. February 27th, by Mr. Orr, amend-

ing sections 751, 753, 755 and 756, and repealing section 752

of the Criminal Code, by changing the provisions relative to

appeals and release on bail pending appeals.

Q. That is to facilitate giving of bail in criminal cases pend-

ing appeal ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. The next? A. February 28th, by Mr. Claessens, intro-

ductory No. 807, providing for submission to the voters at a

general election, this fall, of the question, should the Legislature

approve the amendment to the Constitution of the United States

relative to prohibition. The Legislature must not take action

on ratification of the Federal amendment until the result of

the people's vote has been certified to the Legislature of 1919.

This bill was referred to the Excise Committee. It was the

first bill submitted to this House regarding the referendum on
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the prohibition question. No other bill was then pending except-

ing a bill, or a resolution, to ratify; and when it was decided

by the House, on the motion of Majority Leader Adler, that

Tuesday, March 12th, the question of prohibition would come

up for final determination, Mr. August Claessens moved, on

Monday night, for the suspension of the rules for the purpose

of getting the bill before the House, and getting the sentiment

of the House on the referendum on prohibition. That motion

was lost by a vote of 40 to 70. At the same time Mr. Malone,

of the Republican Party, took the copy of Mr. Claessens' bill

and verbatim, excepting change of name, introduced it by unani-

mous consent, and brought it before the House the next morning.

That morning the debate was held on the question of referendum,

and after a series of debates, lasting for over six hours, the ques-

tion of referendum was carried; not the Socialist bill, which was
the first one to be introduced, but Mr. Malone's bill, moved by

Mr. Machold before the House, we Socialists supporting the bill.

Q. And did we get any compensation for that appropriation

of our property? A. Not to my knowledge.

Q. Next. A. Introductory No. 824, by Mr. Whitehom, and

Introductory No. 825, both of which are concurrent resolutions

providing for the amendment of the State Constitution, taking

away from the courts the power to declare laws unconstitutional

and make them null and void.

Q. Next. A. Introductory No. 847, a bill by Mr. Shiplacoff,

providing that the State printing be handled by an independent

commission created for that purpose; that the present State

Printing Board be not permitted to continue to let out the eon-

tracts for State printing as it had done heretofore.

Q. What was the object of that bill? A. The object of the

bill was to do away with the farce and practice of saying that

we are letting out contracts to the highest or lowest bidder in

Ihe printing of the State, which numbers tens of thousands of

dollars, but which actually goes to the Lyon Printing Company,

dominated by Will Barnes.

Q. Next bill. A. I skipped the order. I should take 838,

now, on the same day. Introductory No. 838, by Mr. Claessensj

providing that ticket speculators be prohibited in first and second

class cities. This bill was reported out and carried in the Assem-

bly, but defeated in the Senate.

Mr. Conboy.— I suppose that means theatre tickets ?

The Witness— Yes, theatre and opera.



1732

Q. Next. A. The next bill is 844 by Mr. Eosenberg, amend-

ing the Labor Law, providing for a universal eight-hour day for

the workers in the State of New York. March Tth, by Mr. Feigen-

baum, a concurrent resolution amending section 1, article 2, Con-

stitution, by providing that in New York city four months' resi-

dence within the city instead of within the county shall be suf-

ficient to entitle a citizen to vote if otherwise qualified.

Q. What was the intention of that law ? A. The intention of

that law was to make it possible for the workers of the city of

New York who move about from county to county, sometimes to

follow the place where they are employed, to be enabled to vote.

Q. In the county of New York for four months and Greater

New York for one year ? A. Instead of that provide that they

may live in Greater New York for four months.

Q. No, sir ; as it stands at present, Mr. Waldman, if you hap-

pen to move from the Bronx to Manhattan, say one street— say

one street— A. Yes.

Q. You lose your right to vote unless you have remained in

Manhattan for a certain length of time? A. That's right, four

months.

Q. The intention of this bill was to obviate this condition and

to make the entire Greater City the residential test rather than one

of the counties in the city; is that it? A. You are right. I

change my interpretation.

Q. Next. A. M^arch 8th, a bill by Mr. Gitlow, repealing the

provision in the Kenyon Ice Bill which gives power to Mr. Benja-

min B. Odell to arbitrarily stop the manufacture of artificial ice.

I shall explain the bill to which this amendment was offered.

Q. Suppose you just state the motive in passing the bills; was

it in order to prevent profiteering in ice and increasing the price

to the consumer ? A. It was more than that. Under the Kenyon

lee Bill nower was given ex-Governor Benjamin B. Odell to

suppress the manufacture of artificial ice near and around Greater

New York and to order the natural ice harvesters to harvest two

millions tons of ice over and above the normal harvest of ice in

the State of New York. The argument in behalf of the bill on

this floor—
Q. And guaranteeing payment of such excess production? A.

Yes, and in the event that the ice trust or companies do not sell

the natural ice say by a certain day that year at a reasonable

profit, the State of New York guaranteed to the owners of that
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ice or the ice harvesters the invested money in the ice plus ten

per cent profit on the investment. This bill was reported out by

the War Committee under the guise of a war measure. When
we asked them where the war measure came in they said that it

was necessary to suppress the production of artificial ice, because

in the production of artificial ice ammonia was a chemical ele-

ment, and that ammonia was needed for the purposes of war.

We had not disputed that point, and we voted for it because we
did not want to vote against that provision of the bill which

might have impaired the production of ammonia in this coun-

try, but subsequent to our vote we sent a letter to Congressman

Meyer London to ascertain at Washington as to whether ammonia
was at present a scarcity in the country. Mr. London referred

our letter to Mr. Hoover. Mr. Hoover referred our letter to the

chemical bureau of his department and we received a telegraphic

reply saying that no other State curtailed the manufacture

of ice, that ammonia is plentiful, that there is no scarcity of that

chemical. We then moved for the repeal of that provision of the

law, because we felt that the ice trust was going to create a scarity

of ice on the other hand by suppressing the artificial production of

ice and on the other hand by thorough and complete control of the

natural ice. The result of the bill, Mr. Chairman, was that ice

the following summer was at least twice the price that ice was
the year previously, Benjamin B. Odell being himself largely

interested in the ice business.

Q. What happened to your bill, Mr. Waldman ? A. The bill

was referred to a committee and there died.

Q. Frozen to death? A. Frozen although the telegram was

read to the House and the information given to the House.

Q. The next bill? A. The next bill by Mr. Waldman, Intro-

ductory No. 991, providing for the issuance of not exceeding

twenty million dollars bonds for the State Food and Milk Com-
missions, for establishing a system of manufacture, purchase and

sale of necessaries of life at cost to the peopk of the State. I want

to explain this.

Q. Was the object of this bill to decrease the cost of living?

A. "No, sir. The object of this bill was to meet an appropriation

provided for in the food bill and in the milk bill but which under

the Constitution there cannot be an appropriation by the House.

Under the Constitution the House cannot appropriate for a specific

purpose otherwise than the support of government an appropria-

tion of more than a million dollars. If more is to be appropriated
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a vote must be taken by the peojile. The appropriation in one of

the bills was fifteen million dollars under the milk bill and this

was to be submitted to the people for a vote at the nejct regular

election.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Which food and milk bills are you referring to that carry

appropriations of twenty iriillion dollars ? A. The food and fuel

and milk bill introduced by myself.

Q. And this bill you have just referred to, ,991, was a correla-

tive or reciprocal measure to yours? A. A correlative.

Q. And provided for raising of twenty million dollars to make

effective the other two bills ? A. E"o, it was provided that this

twenty millions was to be issued in bonds and that the people vote

on the question for the purpose of financing the two projects in the

other two bills.

Mr. Conboy.— His answer was much more, as he put it, was

much more explanatory than if he answered the question categori-

cally.

The Witness (Continuing).— March 9, Introductory ¥0. 982

by myself providing for the establishment of ten State universities

throughout the State, the State to be divided into ten educational

districts for that purpose.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. The object being to increase and advance public education

in the Stal e of New York ? A. Yes, sir, and more than that, to

do away with the present control of our colleges and universities

by the vested interests.

Q. Mr. Waldman, you are asked if that carried an appro-

priation? A. I shall tell you at once. It did not, Mr. Blod-

gett. It did not carry an appropriation.

Mr. Hillquit:— Mr. Harrington asked you the question.

The Witness.— It did not carry an appropriation.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Wasn't there any means provided for the establishment of

these ten universities ? A. Well, I first provided that the Depart-

ment of Education under its commissioner lay out the plans for

the establishment of the universities; that they properly divide
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the State into educational districts and after th^ have done so

to report to the Legislature the necessary legislation for the

establishment of the ten universities.

Q. That would have necessarily carried appropriations? A.

It may have. The Department of Education may have reported

that they did not need so many universities.

Mr. Hillquit.—' If your bill had been carried into eifect

—

The Witness.— There would have been an appropriation neces-

Mr. Hillquit.— An appropriation would subsequently have to

be applied for?

The Witness.— Yes, sir.

Assemblyman Harrington.— Did that have the approval of

the Department of Education?

The Witness.— No, sir. I didn't submit this bill although

I submitted my first bill to the Department of Education.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. This was not submitted by you to the Department of Educa-

tion? A. 'No, sir. March 13th, Introductory 1045 by Mr. White-

horn, concurrent resolution to amend the State Constitution for

the purpose of establishing the recall of public officers.

Q. Next ? A. March 14th by Mr. Shiplacoff, Introductory No.

1082, adding new sections 131 and 136, General City Law,
requiring first and second-class cities to establish one or more
day nurseries for children of twelve or under left without proper

care while their parents were at work.

Q. What was the object of this bill? A. The object of this

bill was to take care of the children in cases where the father is

dead and the mother has to go to work.

Q. In your own observation are such cases frequent in your

district and similar districts in the city of New York ? A. They
are, sir, there are private charitable institutions, in many cases

very inadequately provided for because of lack of funds, and per-

haps lack of comprehensive knowledge to deal with the children.

Q. What I meant by my question was whether in these working"

class districts in the city of New York conditions such as you
describe of orphans, say the father being dead, with the mother

having to work, are frequent ? A. They are.
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Q. In large numbers ? A. Yes, sir. March 15th, by Mr. Orr,

Introductory Ko. 1117, amending section 609, subdivision 11,

section 791, and subdivision 2, section 968, Civil Code, by pro-

viding that injunctions between employers and employees may be

granted only upon notice of the defendants and after hearing

and decision of the application.

March 22nd, by Mr. Karlin, prohibiting

—

Q. What number is that ? A. Introductory No. 1197.

Q. 1197 ? A. Yes, sir. Adding nevs^ section 15-a to Domes-

tic Kelations Law, prohibiting the marriage of incompetents; re-

quiring applicants for marriage licenses to present certificate

showing that they are free from insanity, imbecility, pulmonary

tuberculosis or other transmissible disease dangerous to human

life. The Governor must appoint a qualified man and woman

physician in each city and town approved by the State Health

Board to make examinations.

Q. I think you omitted in the chronological order, Mr. Wald-

man, Bill 1187 by Mr. Eosenberg, requiring the payment of

weekly wages by corporations and joint-stock associations to be

made in lawful money of the United States. A. I think I have.

Q. There was such a bill ? A. There was.

Q. And what was sought to be accomplished by that bill ? A.

The purpose of it was to make it impossible for an employer to

engage a person at monthly salary and then keep him, say, a

week, pay him for the week and fire him.

Q. No, you do not get it. A. Perhaps I missed the summary.

Let's see that. Oh, yes, to make it impossible for employers to

pay their workers by check. In many cases these employees have

to go down to the saloon, in times of the saloon, to cash the check.

That was a conductive element in drinking. In some cases they

have to pay a little rake-off to the grocer or other people that cash

the checks for them. This was intended to provide that employers

can only pay in cash for wages.

Q. The next bill ? A. March 25th, Introductory No. 1208, by

Mr. Shiplacoff, adding new sections 1279 to 1279-b, Penal Law,

prohibiting employers from discriminating against any employee

on the ground of race, creed or color, or from advertising in terms

or effect that persons of a particular race, creed or color will not

be accepted.

The next one is Introductory No. 1212, by Mr. Feigenbaum,

making it unlawful for the Governor to send the State Militia or
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ITational Guard to any locality in time of strikes, lockouts and
other industrial disputes and prohibiting the use of the State

Police in such cases in any manner. Only the police power of the

county or city may be used for preserving order and that only

after exhaustive. investigation provided for by the act.

Introductory No. 1213—
Q. Introduced by Mr. Feigenbaum ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. The next.

Assemblyman Harrington.— I would like to ask a question,

if I may, Mr. Hillquit?

Mr. Hillquit.— Certainly.

By Assemblyman Harrington:

Q. How does that compare, Mr. Waldman, with what you said

a few moments ago with regard to strike breakers, that you thought

it was the duty of the State to protect owners of private property

in such cases ? A. This bill provides for that,— only police power
of the county and city may be used for the preservation— for

preserving order.

Q. That is different from the State, is it not ? A. I meant the

State as the community, the organized society, whether it ex-

presses itself in municipality, in the State or nation, that organ-

ized society shall protect life and property, as society, instead of

permitting each individual employer to hire his own protection.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. l^ow, Mr. Waldman, that is one principle. A. That is one

principle.

Q. You say the principle of Socialism is that private indi-

viduals shall not be allowed to employ armed forces for the alleged

protection of their property ? A. Exactly.

Q. You say it should be public force ? A. Yes.

Q. You used the expression " State." A. Yes, sir.

Q. When it comes to the subject of designating what
kind of force it should be, is it or is it not the position of the

Socialist party and also of organized labor that the preserving of

order in case of industrial disputes is the function of the police,

and not of the military. A. Exactly.
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By Mr. Conboy:

Q. That is the position of organized labor and the Socialist

party as expressed by Mr. Hillquit in his question to you? A.

As expressed by the State Federation of Labor in many of its

conferences, and by the rest of the organized labor. Introductory

No. 1213 by Mr. Feigenbaum providing that no one shall be

eligible for appointment as deputy sheriff in any case who has not

been a resident of the county for at least one year,

—

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Continue that. A. Well, my continuation is impossible.

Q. And deputy sheriffs in connection with labor disputes must

have been residents of the county at least three years? A. Yes,

which is part of the same provision.

Q. And what was the object of this bill? A. The object of

the bill was also to make it impossible for the swearing in of

deputy sheriffs, in time of strikes, that are imported from a good

many States, and in many cases employed by detective agencies or

professional strikebreaking agencies.

Q. And was that on the demand of the Socialist movement and

the organized labor movement in the State of New York? A.

Yes, it was.

Q. The next bill. A. March 27th, a bill by myself.

Q. You have left out the one of March 26tli. A. An omission

again ?

Q. 122S,— no, I beg your pardon. It is March 27th. Go

right ahead. A. 1223, by myself, amending section 221-a, Tax

Law, by increasing the rates of the transfer tax for the various

schedules.

Q. The next, Mr. Waldman. A. The next is a bill by myself

enacting a new social insurance law, Introductory No. 1287.

Q. You have omitted 1224 by Mr. Shiplacoff ? A. I think I

have. I overlooked that. Yes, sir; 1224 by Mr. Shiplacoff, re-

pealing chapter 568, Laws of 1916, which amended sections 5, 9,

11, 80 and added new section 9-a to Military Law, authorizing the

Governor to organize the reserve militia of the State and to call

for volunteers or to make drafts therefrom to the active militia

and relative to examination and inspection of officers of the reserve

list.

Q. The next bill? A. Introductory No. 1225 by Mr. Orr,

providing for the election of the board of education in New York
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city, instead of appoiutment as it is to-day, and also providing

that the teachers of New York have a voice on the board of edu-

cation. This bill was designed to democratize the management of

our educational institutions.

Q. In the city of E"ew York? A. Yes.

Mr. Conboy.— Would you mind if I may ask how does it

democratize our educational institutions?

The Witness.— In the first place, it permits teachers to have a

voice on the board of education, which they have not to-day;

secondly, it permits the people to vote for members of the board

of education of New York city, instead of being appointed, as

they are to-day, by the mayor ; and we contend a popular election

is more democratic than an appointment by the executive officer

;

also that a voice being added on the board of education by the

teachers is adding democracy in the management of the educational

institutions.

Mr. Conboy.— Yes, thank you.

The Witness: (Continuing) — Introductory Wo. 1226 by Mr.

Gritlow, providing that the right of free speech, free press and

assemblage shall be maintained, and prohibiting ordinances or

laws denying or abridging the same.

The Chairman.— Was that a bill or a constitutional amend-

ment?

The Witness.— That was a bill.

Introductory 'No. 12'27, by Mr. Whitehorn, adding new section

25 to Labor Law, providing that hiring at a fixed salary or com-

pensation per week, month or other period in the absence of agree-

ment between the parties as to duration or termination thereof,

creates an implied contract for such period, and successive peri-

ods of like duration, terminable only upon reasonable notice be-

fore expiration of any such period.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. And the last one, Mr. Waldman ? A. And the last one was
one by myself providing for a comprehensive system of social in-

surance for benefits to employees in case of old age, unemploy-

ment, death, sickness and accidents not covered by the Work-
men's Compensation, and for their dependents in case of sickness.
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accident or deatt, and to furnish maternity ben«fit and provide

for contribution by employees and empldyers and by the State,

and creating a State Health Insurance Commission. The In-

dustrial 'Commission is to enforce the law. Two hundred thou-

sand dollars is appropriated.

Q. 'Now, Mr. Waldman, those were substantially all of the

bills introduced by the Socialist members of the Assembly of

1918? A. Yes, sir.

Q. I ask you whether the work of the Socialist members of the

Assembly at that session was limited to the framing and intro-

duction of these bills? A. No, sir; it was not.

Q. Did the Socialist members of the Assembly also attend the

regular meetings of the Assembly ? A. They did, very regularly.

Q. And take part in the discussion on the various measures

pending before the Assembly? A. They did.

Q. And did any of them serve on committees? A. Most of

them did,

Q. And did they attend their committee sessions? A. When-

ever they were fortunate to have a committee meeting.

Q. Were they regular in attendance upon committees and in the

regular sessions ? A. Every time a committee meeting was held.

Q. Or the regular sessions of the Assembly ? A. Or the regu-

lar sessions of the Assembly.

Q. Did the Socialists in the session of 1918 limit their dis-

cussions and their interest to the bills originated by them or did

they also take part in the discussions on other bills ? A. Mostly

in the discussion on other bills because our bills did not come be-

fore the House.

Q. And did they show an interest, an active interest, I mean,

in the proceedings of the Assembly all through ? A. Fairly.

Q. How many bills were passed by that Assembly, I mean that

session of 1918 ? A. Over eight hundred bills came up for vote

in this House.

Q. And did the Socialist members of the Assembly take part

in most of the votes or all of the votes on those bills ? A. They did.

Q. When you say they did you mean what— they voted on

most or voted on all ? A. They voted on all the bills that came

up before the House for a vote.

Q. And you say there were how many in number? A. There

were over 800 bills.
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Q. Now, of these 800 bills, as I uiiderstaiid it, only one was a

bill that originated with a Socialist member of the Assembly ? A.

Yes, sir.

Q. And the remaining 799 or 800 and some originated with

members of the Republican or Democratic parties ? A. Mostly the

Eepublican.

Q. Did the Socialist members of the Assembly vote uniformly

against such bills introduced by Republican or Democratic Assem-

blymen ? A. No, sir, they voted in favor of most of the bills and

are so recorded.

Q. Would you state approximately how many bills out of the

800 you mention the Socialist members of the Assembly supported

by their votes? A. I would be far from exact but I would say

close to 600.

Q. Then the greater number of such bills received the votes of

the Socialist Assemblymen? A. They did.

Q. On what grounds did you ajid the other members of the

Socialist party in the Assembly vote in favor of such bills originat-

ing with Democratic or Republican Assemblymen ? A. On the

grounds that those bills did no harm nor good, and any bill that

did no harm we voted for.

Q. Well, what are some bills that you thought were positively

good ? A. Frankly, none, excepting two.

The Chairman."— Two bills you put it at ?

The Witness.— Yes, two is an exaggeration.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Did you in every case go by the merits of each particular

bill or measure? A. Yes, sir, I did.

Q. And you say in case there was nothing objectionable from

your poi^it of view you voted for such bills ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And in what cases did you vote against proposed measures

or bills ? A. We voted against such measures as in our judgment

were distinctly objectionable, and against the interests of the

people of the State of New York.

The Chairman.— We will take a recess until 2 o'clock sharp.

(Whereupon, at 12:24 o'clock p. m. a recess was taken until

2 o'clock p. M.)

64
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AFTER RECESS, 2 :10 p. m.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Louis Waldmaw, recalled, testified as follows

:

Direct examination continued by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Waldman, in your answer to my last question before

adjournment, you stated that the Assembly, or the Legislature,

of the State of New York, in 1918 had passed one or two good

bills. Will you please explain what you meant by that state-

ment ? A. I meant that viewed from the point of view of the

important problems pending before the people and the State legis-

lature, demanding solution, the actual legislation that came before

the House and that finally became law was practically nil— one

or two. Superficially, using the words " Good legislation," there

may have been a few more bills.

Q. Your criticism of the legislation passed then was largely

that it was of a trivial character ? A. That is right.

Q. And when you said one or two good bills had passed, you

meant what kind of bills ? A. Bills of a fundamental construc-

tive nature.

Q. Such as would fundamentally benefit the people ? A. Yes,

sir.

Q. Were you alone in your criticisin of that particular session

on the ground of the trivialities of its accomplishment ? A. No,

sir, this was the opinion of conservative authority, the press and

civic bodies the State over.

Q. Will you give some definite opinion® ? A. I shall just refer

to one or two. A summary of the legislative work on April 14,

1918, the day after adjournment, in the New York Times, reads'

as follows: "No Legislature in the memory of any lawmakers

now at the Capitol has achieved so little in the way of construc-

•tive legislation."

Q. And that was published in what paper? A; In the New
York Times of April 14, 1918. In a magazine called The

State Service published by the ofiicial State printer, J. B. Lyon

Company, considered in a way as a sort of semi-oiEcial organ,

reads as follows editorially :
" It is considered that the session

accomplished less than the average."

Q. And that session referred to was the session of 1918 ? A.

Yea, this appeared in the May issue of the State Service.



1743

Q. 1918? A. Yes, sir. I shall refer now to one more civic

body, the Citizens' ITnion, which says in page 5 of its summary

of the work of the Legislature as a whole, and the legislators

individually, on page 5 it reads as follows: "This session was

probably the least important of the past ten years. Had the 1917

Legislature been able under our Constitution to have provided

for the financial, support of our government for two years instead

of one, the 1918 session might have been omitted without jeopardy

to the welfare of the State as a whole. Legislators went to Albany

in January with no definite purpose, and for more than two

months practically nothing was done."

Q. Is it something like the sentiments expressed in your quota-

tions from these newspapers and that report that you had in view

when you said only one or two bills were good ? A. Yes, sir, from

that point of view.

Q. With reference to the other bills, the six hundred and so,

for which you ,and the other Socialist members of the Assembly

voted, did you consider that within their sphere they contained

sufficient elements of good to warrant you to vote in their favor?

A. Yes, we did so consider.

Q. And upon such consideration you voted in favor of such

bills regardless of their origin ? A. We did, sir.

Q. In any sense of the term did you or any other Socialist

member of the Assembly in that year practice obstruction to the

business of the House? A. No, sir; never.

Q. Did you or any other Socialist member of the Assembly
of 1918 practice acts of violence on the floor of the House? A.

No, sir, and under the rules it would have been impossible.

Q. Did you attempt any? A. ISTo, sir.

Q. Were you or the other Socialist members of the Assembly
in that session held by the Chair to have been guilty of disorderly

conduct in connection with the deliberations in the House ? A.

N'ever.

Q. With reference to the bills you voted against what was the

reason for your opposing such bills ? A. I shall give a general

classification of the nature of the bills which we opposed, and in

connection with each, state in a sentence or two the reason for

the opposition.

Q. Well, suppose you make it briefer still, Mr. Waldman;
just state in a general way the character of such bills— the ob-

jectionable features of such bills,— as you saw them? A. The
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bills were either special privilege bills for corporations or indi-

viduals making claims against the State, which were once ad-

judicated, or which were in a position' to take advantage of the'

law, but did not— a series of bills, perhaps of the number of 20

or 25, for private claims against the State. The second kind of

bills were bills of a profiteering nature, such as the Kenyon ice

bill, such as the Meyer elevator bill, led by a democrat on this

floor and by the Armour Grain Company, a member of Armour
Bros. ; bills of the nature of the Carson-Bulick Bill, which sought

to relax the fire laws in the factories of the State of ISTew York.

Bills such as introduced by Assemblyman Slaeer in behalf of gas

companies up State, confessedly so by one of their lobbyists, Mr.

Williams, on this floor. Bills against property qualifications of

citizens in the State of New York, in third class cities, introduced

by Mr. Welsh and others— property qualifications for voters

in third class cities on municipal bonds ; a bill which was offered

as an exhibit by Mr. Robinson, calling for industrial compulsory

labor. We consider that bill a violation of section 1 article 13,

of the Federal Constitution, which provided against involuntary

servitude. We still consider that bill as such. Bills of this char-

acter we spoke against and voted against whenever they came up

before the house.

Q. Mr. Waldman, you are specifically charged in this proceed-

ing with having voted against a resolution in honor of the memory

of Abraham Lincoln, on the 12th day of February, 1918. What

are the facts in connection with that resolution and your vote on

it? A. That resolution was introduced by Mr. Albert Link, of

Kings county, not on February 12th, but on Monday night, Febru-

ary 11th, one day prior to the birthday of Abraham Lincoln. He

introduced a resolution ostensibly as a Lincoln resolution. As a

matter of fact, the resolution contained very little reference to

Abraham Lincoln, but contained a recitation of historical facts

which we considered untrue, and could not support, and for that

reason voted against the resolution.

The Chairman.— Is the resolution in evidence ?

Mr. Gonboy.— Yes, sir.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Was there another resolution offered on the floor of the

Assembly in honor of Abraham Lincoln, at that session ? A. The
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next day Mr. Adler offered a resolution in commemoration of the

birthday of Abraham Lincoln, and Mr. August Claessens, for the

Socialist delegation, seconded the resolution with a speech explain-

ing our affinity with Abraham Lincoln ; explaining that Abraham
Lincoln sought to abolish chattel slavery and that we seek to

abolish wage slavery ; that we have a pai-ticular reason for loving,

admiring and revering President Abraham Lincoln. The Social-

ists voted with the Adler resolution, and it was unanimously car-

ried.

Q. Prior to seconding the Adler resolution and voting for it,

had the Socialist members of the Assembly prepared a resolution

of their own in commemoration of Lincoln's Birthday ? A. They
had and they came here prepared to offer it when the majority

leader offered his resolution which met with the approval and

which in substance was the same as the resolution we prepared.

Q. And you thereupon did not offer your own? A. We did

not, but seconded the resolution offered.

Q. It was also charged here directly and inferentially that you

and the other Socialist members of the Assembly in 1918 voted

against an appropriation for the maintenance of the State Militia.

Is that correct or is it not ? A. That is not.

Q. Was there ever a bill offered in that session of the Assem-

bly making appropriations for the maintenance of the State

Militia? A. There was not.

The Chairman.-—That was in the general appropriation bill.

Mr. Hillquit.—We will come to that.

Q. The bill which contained such an item was what bill ? A.

That was the general appropriation bill known as the annual bud-

get. It was a bill containing an appropriation of about $78,00|0,-

000 covering 185 different departments, agencies, boards and

bureaus, consisting of over ten thousand single items. I com-

plained on the floor when it came out for debate that we, the

Socialists, ten of us, were not permitted to' examine the items of

expense which was embodied in that legislative appropriation.

At the beginning of the term we sent a letter to Speaker Sweet

upon his own suggestion requesting him that at least one member
of our group be placed on the ways and means committee. This

was denied to us. We then offered a resolution requesting that at

least our floor leader be permitted with a voice but not vote so that

we might be informed how the millions of dollars were being
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spent, so that,we might be informed how the various items were be-

ing appropriated for. This was denied too. The bill was sprung

upon us five days before it was put for final vote. It contained

seven hundred pages, of, nothing ^but statistics , and figures carry-

ing with it $78,000,000. At that time most of the bills for con-

sideration came up at the, rate of about 7|0 or 80 a day. It was

impossible for any member of the House to address him-

self to a statistical analysis of the budget. It was there-

fore presented to us that we vote for the budget blindly,

without knowing what it carried with it. We claimed and

we claim now that the budget carried with it superfluous

appropriations; that it carried with it uneconomical expenditures;

that the budget was a fountain from which flew a great deal of

,

political patronage to the party in power and we refused to put our

stawp of £}pproval upon the appropriation of $78,000,000 of the

' people's money without linowing where the money went to, and

with a knowledge that in some cases it went in the wrong

, direction.

Q. Mr. Waldman, did the general appropriation bills permit

members of the Assembly, to vote upon each item of expenditure

separately, or were you required to vote on the whole thing affirm-

atively or negatively? A. We were compelled to vote for the

whole thing, or nothing.

Q. You could not single out separate items ? A. We could not.

Q. The contention has been, made here, Mr. Waldman, and we

shall not go into the merits of it at this time, that a certain pro-

vision of the Constitution of the State of Iflew York makes it

mandatory upon every member of the Assembly to vote in favor

of appropriation for a force of ten thousand in the State Militia;

Assuming, but not admitting, that this contention is correct;

assuming further that a separate appropriation bill for the main-

tenance nf such force had been presented; assuming further that

the amount appropriated would have in your opinion been, rea-

sonable, not extravagant: then I will ask you whether or not m
accordance with the general principles of the Socialist party as

you understood them, you should have voted, for it? .A., I would

have voted for it.

Q. Will you state why you would have voted for such a meas-

ure in face of the provision of the Constitution of tha S(^ialist

party of the United States prohibiting its representatives in

legislative bodies from voting any military appropriaHops under



1747

pain of expulsion from membership? A. Because I do not con-

sider any provisions in the Constitution of my party as intending

in any way to' be contrary to the Constitution of the State or the

United States, t I presume, and I am certain the Party presumes,

as a political party, that all provisions contained in the Constitu-

tioii are legal and within the constitutional requirements of the

State and the ITation. Should it be shown that any provision in the

Constitution is contrary to the Constitution of the State or Nation,

it is the duty of every member to construe the Party Constitution,

to come within the Constitution.til provisions of the State and the

Nation.

Q. How long have you been a member of the Socialist Party ?

A. Since 1913.

Q. That is a period of about seven yeai's ? A. Yes.

Q. And during that time have you followed up quite closely the

ofB.cial pronouncement of the Socialist party, nationally and

locally? A. I have.

Q. And the discussions in the various conventions of the Social-

ist Party? A. I have.

Q. Nationally and locally? A. I have.

, , Q. And the proceedings of the party ? A. I have.

Q. Do you know of any single instance in which a member
was expelled either from his local organization, or state organiza-

tion, or national organization, from doing anything which the law

or Constitution of the State or the nation directed him to do ? A.

I do aiot know of any such case.

Q. .Do lyou know whether or not, in all cases in which the ques-

tion of a possible conflict between general provisions of the party

constitution or constitutions and the law, positive law, should

arise, whether in all' such discussions it was maintained by the

party that the first duty of the member of the party is to comply
with the law of the land ? A. That was the understanding.

Q. Mr. Waldman, upon entering your duties as a member of

the Assembly in 1918, and again in 1920, you subscribed to the

Constitutional oath of office, did you ? A. I have.

Q. And did you read the language of such oath? A. I did.

Q. And did you fully understand it? A. I did.

Q. And did you take this oath without any mental reservation

of any kind ? A. None whatsoever.

Q. Do you know of, anything arising from your membership in

• the Socialist party, or from your general social conyictions and
beliefs which would in any way interfere with your full, strict
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compliance with your constitutional oath? A. I know of none,

and I believe I can carry it out better by being a member of the

Socialist party.

Q. During your term of office in 1918 did y.ou or any other

socialist member of the Assembly, to your knowledge, receive any

instructions or directions from any committee of the socialist

party with reference to any vote in the Assembly? A. None

whatsoever, excepting oiice we were called to a conference by the

State committee to jointly discuss our attitude toward the ques-

tion of prohibition. "When the call was made, it was three days

after we had already submitted a bill to this house calling for a

referendum vote. This was concurred in at the general conference,

and we proceeded to work for that bill on the floor.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Other than that did you receive any kind of instructions or

directions from the Socialist party, or any committee of the Social-

ist party, or any member or leader of the Socialist party, as to the

manner in which you should vote on any proposed bill ? A. None
whatsoever.

Q. Did the Socialist party, or any of its representatives,' ever

instruct you to introduce a special bill favoring any kind of

special interests? A. Never.

Q. Or to vote for or against any bill introduced by anybody

else for such purpose? A. Never.

Q. Coming now to certain charges made against you individu-

ally in the course of this proceeding, I shall first direct your

attention to the speech alleged to have been made by you on the

7th day of November, 1919 on the occasion of the second anniver-

sary of the Soviet Republic of Russia, and ask you—
The Chairman.—^What page is that on ?

Mr. Hillquit.— I have here before me the brief of counsel,

which, however, refers to the pages— I will give it to you in a

moment — page 315,1 think— given in full, it says, at page 310.

I will ask you to read the portion of that speech, or alleged speech,

quoted by counsel for the Committee in the brief, at page 66.

Please read it aloud. A. (Reading) :

" In that decree there was a. clause which must have been

a copy of one of the laws passed in the State of New York

a couple of years ago when I was in the Legislature, and
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this is what it was: they declared an industry in Kussia

non-essential. Yon remember the law they passed here, as

to certain industries in the State of New York as being non-

essential. Do you remember it ? They also passed a law

there declaring certain industries non-essential. Among
those industries was clipping dividends, making profits, get-

ting bank accounts, owning mines, owning banks, owning
factories, robbing people, exploiting workers, and all that

was declared non-essential in Eussia. And anybody who
was engaged in those pursuits was going to starve.

" They said to a man, ' You either go to work or starve.'
"

" In America the situation is reversed. The millions and

millions who work are starved, and those who do not work,

those few live on the luxuries of capital. Which do you
prefer?

" Here is presented the problem : shall the majority of

people who work starve ? Or shall the few who do not work
starve if they refuse to work? The answer is very simple,

and it is that the new state, the Socialist state, the Socialist

conception of justice and right and ethics and morality, is

that they who toil and labor and sweat and produce and make
and create shall enjoy the product of their own labor.

" If you commemorate the birthday of the Russian Revo-

lution, if you revere your Russian comrades, if you applaud

Lenine and Trotzky, if you believe in the worthiness of their

cause, in the accomplishment of their work, then it is your

duty to enter the iSoeialist movement in America, to make it

more like Russia is today.

" We must select between two alternatives : either Russia

lives and conquers the world— not Russia conquers the

world, but its ideals and philosophy worthy of the Russian

Grovemment to-day should conquer the world— either that

or the ideas or the philosophy of Gary and Wilson and

Palmer, Lloyd George and Olemenceau is to conquer the

world. Between the two, for my part, and for the part of

thousands of Socialists now battling in America to-day, we
choose to stand by the ideas and philosophy and program

and principles of Lenine and Trotzky as those we approve."

Q. I shall now ask you, Mr. Waldman, first, whether this is a

correct report of that portion of your speech which is alleged to be

reported ? A. Substantially so.
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Q. And I sKall direct your attention to this- particular expres'-

sion :
" If you believe in the worthiness of their cause,"— and

you refer to Lenine and Trotsky and the Russian comrades in the

accomplishment of their work,— " then it is your duty to enter

the Socialist movement in America, to make it more like Eussia

is today," and I will ask you in what sense you meant this phrase

:

" to make it more like Russia is today " ? A. I. meant it in con-

nection' with what I said preceding that phrase, namely, that those

who work shall receive the full product of their toil. Those who
do not work shall be compelled to go to work to earn their living.

I there can see that a situation in Russia exists where those who
do not work by reason of ownership of mines and mills and factor-

ies and banks, they are put to work and if they are not willing to

go to work, they starve. I allege that here we have a reverse

ecojiomic condition; that millions who work as a rule starve, and

those who do not work live upon the luxuries. I say in that respect

I prefer the condition that exists in Russia today.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. In other words, a condition such as corresponds with the

general socialist idea or ideal of a working, producing, non-para-

sitic community ; is that it ? A- That is it.

Q. Did you mean to imply by this phrase :
" To make it more

like Russia is today ", that you favored the establishment of a

Soviet government in the United States, patterned upon the model

of the Russian form of government ? A. I did not ; I stated in

that same speech—
Mr. Conboy.— Just tell where you stated' it in the same speech,

so that we may have the language you employed in stating it.

The Witness. — "I have absolutely no knowledge just how Eus-

sia is today excepting general principles;" and in support of my
general idea on that subject I will refer to the same speech, in

which I say, "Russia established a revolution."

Mr. Conboy.— What page i^ that ?

The Witness.— Page 311; I will say it in anothei* way:
" Russia is revolutionizing today and we are celebrating the birth

of a new State, something entirely new, something that, history has

not seen yet ". I do not believe that Russia is at present in a con-

dition stable enough for any person to say' that I want a similar
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condition in my country. Knssia today is in the process of revolu-

tionizing, in the pi-ocess of change ; and when I said I am willing

to have the conditions here such as exist in Russia, I have specific

reference to the preceding paragraph, namely those who do not,

T*rork shall be put to work or starve.

Q. Mr. Waldman, you took a very active part, did you not, in

the discussions between the so-called Eight Wing and Left Wing
in the Socialist party ? A. Yes, rather an active part.

Q. On which side ? A. On the so-called Right Wing.

Q. And was this question, the question as to whether or not

a Soviet Government should be advocated for the United States,

one of the debated questions between these two wings? A. One
of the important issues of the split.

Q. And did you make a number of public speeches on that sub-

ject ? A. I have.

Q. Did you write articles on that subject? A. I have.

Q. And did you express your position definitely with refer-

ence to the desirability or advisability of introducting a Soviet

government in the United States? A. The contrary is the fact.

Q. And that is ? A. I have not, and I dp not believe the Soviet

form of governmeilt as it exists in Russia today, is applicable to

the conditions of the United States today.

Q. Well, you did not get my question. I asked you whether

you had discussed that subject ? A. I beg your pardon, I did.

Q. And the position you took was as you have stated it now?
A. Yes.

Q. And was that prior to the date of this speech, November 17,

1919? A. Yes, sir, that was.

Q. And have you changed your attitude ? A. I have not.

Q. Or had you changed it on the Yth of ISTovember, 1919 ? A.

I had not.

Q. You say further :
" We must select between two alterna-

tives, either Russia lives and conquers the world— not Russia

conquers the world, but its ideals and philosophy worthy of the

Russian government today should conquer the world." I will ask

you whether the latter statement is a correction of the former

statement ? A. That is.

Q. And what you meant was, what you said in your second

paraphrase, the corrected statement, which is a conflict of ideals ?

A. Exactly.

Q. And then you proceed to say further :
" The ideas or the

philosophy of Gary and Wilson and Palmer, Lloyd George and
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Clemenceau, is to conquer tlie world "-— or as you lia,ve said be-

fore, the ideals of the Eussiau government. I will ask you, why
did you select these particular names, and at the time you made

the statement what ideas did these names stand for in your mind?

A. At the time the speech was delivered, the steel strike was i;ii

full swing. Judge Gary then asserted his authority as arbitrary

ruler in the steel industry.

Q. When you say Judge Gary, you mean Elbert H. Gary, the

President of the Steel Corporation ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. The United States Steel Corporation? A. Yes, who. re-

fused, not only to negotiate with his workers collectively, bijt even

to arbitrate the giievances of his employes— employes number-

ing 500,000, making a total population involved, on the average

basis of population, of about two and one-half million people.

He individually set himself up as an industrial autocrat, in my
judgment, refusing as such to come together with representatives

of organized labor, to arbitrate their just grievances. At the same

time—
Q. So, the idea represented by Mr. Gary, which you alluded,

to and which you had in mind, was that of industrial autocracy?

A. Yes. He was a typical case of industrial autocracy.

Q. Then when you referred to Wilson and Palmer, what did

you have in view, and what ideas did they represent to you at

that time ? A. I used them in a similar sense, when their attitude

in the coal situation was, to my mind, expressive more of auto-

cracy than of democracy in the industry. ;.

Q. What are you referring to specifically ? A. I am referring

to the note sent by the President to the coal miners in effect for-

bidding them to strike, and to the various statements made in

public, which were threatening in nature, made by Attorney-

General Palmer, to the coal workers, or to the workers in the coal

mines. To my mind—
Q. One moment, Mr. Waldman. Had the injunction which the

government secured against the miners prohibiting them from

striking been issued at that time ? A. I believe it was pendii^';'

an application was made for the injunction. ' '

Q. The application had been made ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And when then you spoke of W^ilson and Palmer, what idea

did they represent to you ? A. The idea of industrial arbitrary

rule, or arbitrary rule of industry.
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Q. And wken you referred to Lloyd George and Olenienceau,

what ideas did you have in view? A. Why, I had in view

largely their reactionary attitude in international affairs.

Q. Including the blockade of Russia ? A. Yes.

Q. And when you said that between the ideas represented by

these men, as you have just described them, and the ideas repre-

sented by the Russian Government, you preferred the latter if you

had to select, what did you mean ? A. If I had to choose,— I

did not adopt either one unreservedly, but if I had to choose be-

tween these two philosophies of life and conduct in practical

affairs, I prefer the one prevailing in Russia; as regards industry.

By Assemblyman Harrington

:

Q. Then why are you here, Mr. Waldman ? A. Why, I am
here and I hope to be able to contribute my share that we may have

.industrial democracy in America.

By Mr. Hillquit:

. Q. You stand for industrial democracy as against industrial

autocracy ? A. That is my position.

' Q. And when any powers of government or private individuals

in this country rise to throttle what you consider industrial demoe-

racy and to establish a system of industrial autocracy, do they, in

your opinion, represent the true spirit of American institutions?

A. They do not.

; .
Qi And in your own opinion is your attitude that of favoring

industrial democracy more fully in accord with the spirit of

American institutions? A. That is my supreme conviction.'

Q. Mr. Waldman, how many speeches— I mean public ad-

dresses— have you approximately made say within the last

three years ? A. Too numerous to even state. I should say about

three hundred.

Q. And one hundred a year, or two a week, would not be too

high an average ? A. N"o.

Q. And at the most of the meetings which you so addressed

were stenographers of the Department of Justice, or the Lusk
Committee, or similar agencies present? A. They were.

i' Q. At most of them ? A. At most of them.

Q. , And your speeches were mostly taken down stenographical-

ly? A. They were.

Q. And you say there were about 300 in number ? A. There
were.



1Y64

Q. Do you know whetker any other speech of youra was intro'

duced in this proceeding? A. ISTo sir, and I. requested, when a

representative of the Department of Justice and of the Lusk Com-

mittee had been present at a lecture which I delivered before the

professional lea^e at Harlem, on the question of Bolshevism in

America^! told them to be good enough to prepare the speech

and send it. to the Lusk Couimittee. It has not been produced.

Q. I will ask you, Mr. Waldman, whether this speech that was

one of the 300 produced here^ produced against you, i^i one of the

most emphatic ones you made ? A. Otherwise it would not have

been produced here.

Q. Your answer is yes ? A. Yes.

Q. There also was testimony here of a certain Mr. Bunzl, page

732 of the record, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Bunzl testified that he

asked you— I think in private conversation ; I am not sure—
whether you opposed the draft or whether you advised anybody to

oppose the draft, and that you answered that you refused to answer

that question because you were afraid of being arrested? A. I

never saw Mr. Bunzl. I never met him. He never asked me stieh

a question and I never gave him such an answer.

Q. You saw Mr. Bunzl here on the stand in this proceeding?

A. For the first time.

Q. If you had seen him before, if you had spoken to him before,

would you have recognized him.? A. I would have.

Q. And you say positively and definitely that you had never

seen him before he appeared in this proceeding ? A. I never did

see him.

Q. I will ask you did anybody else whom you saw and did not

know ask you at any public meeting, or in any private conversa-

tion, whether you opposed' the draft or whether you advised any-

body to oppose the draft? A. No one ever asked me that question.

0- And did you ever make an answer substantially as quoted

by Mr. Buiizl, namely, tha*' you would refuse to answer the ques-

tion because you were afraid of being arrested? A. I never made

such an answer because no such question was asked me.

Q. "No such question was asked you and no such answer was

made? A. No sir.

Q. Did you at any time in the course of your public speeches

advise any person to oppose the draft? A. On the contrary, I

can answer no unqualifiedly.

Q. You did not ? A. No.
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Q. You did not do so in the course of any private conversation

with any individual ? A. I did not.

Q. Did you make any statement, public or private, with refer-

ence to the duty of men of the prescribed age to register for the

draft? A. Yes.

Q. What statement did you make? A. I delivered several

public speeches in the open air and indoors, before the registra-

tion, urging the people in my district to regis'ter,

Q. Were you of draft age yourself at the time ? A. I was.

Q. And did you register ? I did.

Q. Referring to the brief of counsel for the Committee they

allege that Lieutenant Ahlers made certain statements against

you ; the record does not bear it out, and I presume it was a mis-

take. It should be the same Mr. Bunzl and not Mr. Ahlers, on

page Y45 of the record, referred to at page 74 of the brief; the

statement is as follows :
" The statement that Mr. Waldman

made was this, a statement in regard to internationalism', that the

laboring classes owed no duty to the country in which they were,

that the only duty which they owed was the duty which they

owed to the class itself; that the laboring class was a citizen of

the country that it hangs its hat up in and owes no allegiance to

i", and owed allegiance alone to the working classes and that these

I'lasses should unite, the working classes of Europe and the work-

ing classes of the United States should unite and show their

power." I will ask you whether you made such statement ? A.

I have not.

Tlio Chairman.— !^fow, there is a correction which might be

made. Probably it might have been misunderstood on account

of my ruling on page 733 of the record. On an objection by Mr.

Roe to a converoation, testified to by this witness Bunzl, he says,

" I cannot state absolutely what he said, but this is the substance

of what he said : He stated that the laboring men owed no duty

to any country ; that the laboring man only owed a duty to a class

;

and he went on further and stated this was a capitalistic war and

all the trimmings that go with that."

r ruled, " You may strike that out," and what I intended to

strike out was, "And all the trimmings that go with that," and

that leaves the answer standing without that. I presume you want

to ask Mr. Waldman about that.

Mr. Hillquit.— By all means, Mr. Chairman, if that was the

ruling.
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The Chairman.— That was the intention. I think you were

misled by the ruling.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. When I refer to the one just read by the Chairman and

which appears on page 733 of the record and the one I have read

before and which appears on page 745 of the record, both attrib-

uted to you by Mr. Bunzl, and I will ask you whether you made

either of the two statements ? A. I did not.

By Assemblyman Harrington

:

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, you said 'by indoor and outdoor

speeches you advised your constituents to register and that you

registered yourself. Do you wamt this Committee to understand

that you tried to get into the Army of the United States yourself ?

A. That was not my answer and I do not want the Committee to

understand it so.

Mr. Hillquit.— He said he complied with the law.

Assemblyman Harrington.— Please read the question and his

answer.

(The question and answer were repeated by the reporter.)

Q. Do you want us to understand that yOu didn't try to get

into the army yourself ? A. I don't want you to understand that

either.

Q. What do you want us to understand? A. I answered a

question of Mr. Hillquit that I advised the people of my district

to register, and when a question was put asking if I registered

I said yes. That is as far as I go.

Q. So your position is about the same as when Bunzl asked

you a certain question and the record states that you refused to

answer for fear you would be arrested ? A. Oh, no ; I think that

was an unmitigated lie. I never heard that question put to me
and T never undertook to answer that question.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, with reference to your position with

respect to the draft I suppose what the member of the Committee

who just questioned you wanted to bring out is whether you were

eager for a chance to fight in the war ; were' you ? A. I was not.



175Y

Q. Did you make any effort to get into the army ? A. No.

Q. Were you opposed to the war ? A, I was.

Q. You recognized the law directed you to register and you
registered ? A. I did.

Q. Were you ready to comply with the law ? A. I was.

Q. Did you give the same advice to others in your position?

A. I did.

By Assemblyman Harrington

:

Q. You say you were not eager to get in and made no applica-

tion to get in the Army ? A. That is right.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. You did not enlist voluntarily? A. I did not.

By Mr. Harrington

:

Q. The question, Mr. Hillquit was : Did you make any attempt
to -get in. You said No ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you make any attempt to get out ? A. I did not.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. You fully complied with the law, Mr. Waldman ? A. I did.

Q. Whether you approved of it or not ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, I will ask you: Did you in the course of your

speeches say anything about the workingmen owing no duty to

any country or the working class of America owing no duty to the

(Jnited States ? A. I never made such a statement.

Q. Is it your conception that the workers of America have no

duty to their country? A. It is not.

Q. Did you make any statement with reference to the character

of this war, saying that it was a capitalist war ? A. I have not.

Q. Or did you speak about the causes of the war at any time ?

A. I may have.

Q. And if you did what was your sentiment on the subject,

your conviction on the subject, and what did you state ? A. My
conviction was that all wars, including the one just closed, are the

result of economic forces operating under the capitalist system.

Q. Commercial rivalry ? A. Commercial rivalry, secret diplo-

macy—
The Chairman.— They have wars in the Fiji Islands, don't

they?
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The Witness.— I .didii?t get that.

The Chairman.— They have wars, in the Fiji Islands, don't

they ?

The Witness.— I am speaking of modern wars.

(Discussion off the record.)

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. At any rate, that was your view and that view you stated

whenever occasion arose ? A. When I did speak on the question

I did state it.

Q. Did you ever say anything about the duty which the wort

ing class of one country owed to the working class of another

country ? A. I said no such thing. I never made a statement in

relation to that question at all. I don't consider the workers of one

country having any duties to the workers of any other country.

Q. Did you speak of the ties of solidarity which united the

workers of the different countries ? A. In the general speeches,

or speaking of economic interests, that may have been the case.

Q. What is your view on that subject? A. My view is that

the workers in all countries have like economic interests.

Q. Did you ever say that the laboring class was a citizen of the

country that it hangs its hat up in? A. Well, that is not my
language and I never said it.

Q. Or anything to that effect ? A. Never did.

Q. Or that it owed allegiance to the working classes of Europe 'i

A. I have not said anything like that.

Q. Did you say anything to the effect that the working classes

of the United States should unite with the working classes of other

countries? A. I have not said anything in that langauge, if I

spoke on the question at all.

Q. And if you mentioned the question of international bonds

or ties between the workers of different countries, what did you

say? A, I said that peace can only come by the international

solidarity of nations and peoples.

Q. Meaning by that what, Mr. Waldman ? A. Meaning by it

the arrangement of an international organism, government, what-

ever you want to call it, or a bureau or department in which all

countries would be represented by elected representatives and that

would conduct all questions concerning international affairs.
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Assemblyman Evans. — A true League of Nations ?

The Witness.— A true League of l^^ations.

Q. Composed of tke working classes of the various nations

principally ? A. The working classes and of the peoples of the

various nations.

Q. There was also testimony, I believe, by the same Mr. Bunzl

to the effect that at one of your meetings, page 732, certain circu-

lars were distributed or thrown from one of the roofs of the ad-

joining buildings. The impression given was that such circulars

were distributed by the Socialist Party as part of its propaganda

at that meeting. Do you know anything about the circulars ? A.

I do not.

Q. Did you see the circulars at the time ? A. I have not,

excepting the next day in the press.

Q. And do you know by whom such circulars were so distri-

buted ? A. I understand five people were apprehended, indicted,

convicted and sentenced to jail.

Q. Who were those five men ? A. Five anarchists.

Q. Were they in any way connected with the Socialist Party i

A. In no way whatsoever.

Q. Or with your meeting? A. Not at all. On the contrary

they were our opponents.

Q. And the distribution of the circulars, was that an aet of

friendliness to you or of hostility ? A. It certainly was not an act

of friendliness.

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, prior to your election in 191S, or at

any time thereafter, did you sign and file with any official ^r com-

mittee of the Socialist party an advance resignation from office?

A. I have not.

Q. Were you ever asked to sign such a resignation ? A. I wsa

not.

Q. By any representative of the Socialist Party, National, state

or local? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know whether the other Socialist members of the

Assembly had signed such resignations or were asked to? A.

They have not.

Q. Prior to your second election in 1920 or at any time after

such election were you asked to sign such resignation? A. No,

sir,

Q. And did you sign any such resignation ? A. I have not.
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Q. You were also a candidate for public office on the Socialist

Party ticket at other tinies ? A. In 1919. -. ;

Q. On that occasion were you asked or did you_ sign an ^dvance

resignation from office ? A. I did not.

Q. When were you elected to the present Assembly? A. I w&a

elected this last election in November.

Q. 1919? A. 'l919. ' '
' '

,

'

'

, .

Q. By what vote were you elected ? A. I think it was a little

over 5,000 ; I haven't the figures here.
,

.
,

Q. By what plurality? A. A plurality of about 120, abso-

lute majority, my opponent being the fusion candidate of the

Democrats and Republicans.

Q. And was your election ever contested ? A. It was not.
,

Q. Did you receive a certifica-te of election? A. I have,

Q. Did you take the constitutional oath of office? A. I, did.

Q. As a member of the Assembly? A. I did.
,

Q. When? A. Just about five minutes prior to the convening

of the session on Wednesday, January 7th.

Q. 1920? A< 1920.

Q. Did you read the oath at that time ? A. I did.

Q. And, fully understood it? A. Yes.

Q. And you took it without any mental reservation of any kind^?

A. None whatsoever.

Q. Did you know at the time, or do you know now, of ""any

reason why you cannot fully and faithfully comply with such

oath? A. I do not know of any such reason.

Q. Did you attend a session of the New York Asseml)ly after

taking such oath ? A. I have.

Q. When did such session convene? A. It convened a little

after 12 o'clock on January Yth, 1920.

Q. And was any business transacted by such session on that

day? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What business? A. The Speaker was elected.

Q. And in the election of speaker, did you vote? A. We did.

Q. And all the other Socialist members of the 4-Ssembly? A.

We did.

Q. And your vote was counted ? A. And our vote was counted.

Q. For whom did you vote? A. We voted for our nominee,

August Olaessens.

Q. All five? A. AH five.

Q. And was the vote so recorded ? A. It was so recorded.
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Q. What other business was transaqted there ? A. We elected

the sergenat at arms, the various clerks—
Q. Did the .Socia,list members of the Assembly vote on such

election? A. They did.

, Q. And then? A. And then we put through a couple of

resolutions.

Q. Which resolutions? A. I could not exactly state now but

they were—
Q. Formal resolutions ? A. Fojmal resolutions.

Q. Did, the Socialist members of the Assembly vote on those ?

A. On one occasion I withheld a unanimous consent until the

resolution was explained, and then I withdrew my objection after

it was explained and it was voted upon.

Q. And recognized you as a member of the Assembly ? A. It

has.

Q. Then what happened ? A. Then the message of the Governor

was read.

Q. And was any action taken on it? A. It was discussed; no

action was taken on the message, except in a casual speech made
by the Minority Leader, this time Mr. Donohue of the Democratic

minority, made a speech.

Q. Was any other business transacted? A. The formal

acknowledgment from the Senate that it has convened, and our

delegation to the Senate that we have convened, and our delega-

tion sent to the Governor saying that we had convened.

Q. When you say our delegation, you mean the delegation of

the Assembly ? A. The delegation of the Assembly.

Q. And then? A. And then the Speaker appeared again on

the rostrum and ordered the sergeant-at-arms to call the five

Socialist members to the well of the House.

Q. And then you appeared? A. And then we appeared, and

the speaker addressed us.

Q. And made his speech of condemnation ? A. He did.

Q. Then the resolution? A. Then he promised a resolution

was to follow.

Q. And it did? A. And upon my question as to whether we
were going to be put out without debate, without a hearing, with-

out argument, without investigation, he said that " if this resolu-

tion which is about: to follow is carried, you are going to be put

out. and it is the right of this house to do so if it wants to."

Q. Was the resolution then read ? A. The resolution was then

read.



1762

Q. And adopted? A. And adopted.

Q. And it is in pursuance of that resolution that we are all

meeting here ? A. That is why we are here to-day.

Q. Did you have any knowledge or information about such

resolution b'eing offered prior to its actually having been offered?

A. I had not.

Q. Or were you, or any other Socialist member of the Assem-

bly, served with any charges prior to it ? A. We had not.

Q. Was there any objection taken to you taking the Constitu-

tional oath of office, as far as you know ? A. Ifone whatsoever.

Mr. Hillquit.— May it please the Chair, I would like to ask

for the indulgence of the committee to suspend cross-examination

of Mr. Waldman long enough to give us an opportunity to exam-

ine two members of the police force of New York city who are

here and very anxious to return.

The Chairman.— How about that, Mr. Conboy ?

Mr. Conboy.— We have no objection whatever.

The Chairman— Proceed.

Mr. Hillquit.— We would like to call Mr. Solomon first, just

on the question of, the date.

Charles Solomon, called as a witness and being duly

sworn, testified as follows:

Direct examination by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Solomon, you are one of the assemblymen under

charges in this proceeding are you not ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. We are not going into your testimony now, Mr. Solomon,

but I want to call your attention to one piece of testimony before

this committee, that of Miss Ellen Chivers, and that portion of it

in which she stated that she was present at a certain public meet-

ing at which you spoke and at which recruiting was attempted by

recruiting officers, and I will ask you whether during your speeches

in 191Y, in the Borough of Brooklyn, in the City of New York,

there was more than one occasion on which recruiting was

attempted or carried out in connection with any of your meetings ?

A. No more than one occasion.
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By 'Mr. Hillquit:

Q. There was one such occasion ? A. One such occasion in all

my meetings in that year.

Q. And when and where did that meeting take place? A.

That meeting took place on the corner of 9th Street and Sixth

Avenue, in the Borough of Brooklyn, sometime in the month of

.September— I believe the second half of the month.

Q. Of what year? A. 191Y.

Q. Are you positive that such meeting did not take place in the

month of April, 1917 ? A. Absolutely certain.

Q. Are you positive that at no time other than the one you

mentioned was any recruiting of any kind undertaken in con-

nection with your meeting ? A. I am certain of that.

Q. Or within your view or sight ? A. Or within my view or

sight, on that corner or any other corner; and I spoke all during

that year.

Q. And the only time when such recruiting did take place in

conjunction with your meeting was in the month of September,

1917, and at what comer? A. 9th Street and Sixth Avenue,

Brooklyn.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is all.

Cross-examination by Mr. Conboy:

Q. Just a minute. Did you have a platform out there at that

time ? A. I did.

Q. Did you speak from that platform ? A. I did.

Q. Was there a detachment of soldiers who came there? A.

A detachment of soldiers came there.

Mr. Block.— We are going into that later in Mr. Solomon's

testimony.

Mr. Conboy.— I just wanted to fix the features.

Mr. Hillquit.— I suppose you understand the object of this,

Mr. Conboy, to enable the other witnesses to testify.

Mr. Conboy.— Yes.

The Witness.— A detachment of soldiers came there while I

Avas standing upon the platform. They came in a bus, that I

might describe as a Fifth avenue bus, with which you are familiar,

which travel up and down Fifth avenue, New York city. These
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soldiers were in the bus, as I have just stated. They stationed them-

selves diagonally froni my meeting, as I recall it, approximately 50

or 60 feet. Shortly after their arrival, a gentleman whom I pre-

sume was the officer in command of the detachment stationed him-

self upon the steps of the bus and began making a recruiting speech.

JJ sooner had the bus arrived than 1 discontinued my meeting^

and shortly after I discontinued my meeting— perhaps a minute

or so after— I descended from the platform and remained upon

the street until the man in the bus was through making his recruit-

ing speech, until the bus had left the scene. Then I made a brief

effort to resume my meeting, which was subsequently discon-

tinued.

Q. It was subsequently discontinued? A. Yes, shortly there-

after.

Q. You mean your meeting was over? A. Yes, I stopped it.

It was one of a series.

By Mr. Block:

Q. You resumed your meeting after the recruiting speech 'was

finished ? A. Yes, I said so.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. The speech thereafter was discontinued, or concluded? A.

Yes, I announced that it was over.

Q. How long were the soldiers there ? A. I should say approx-

imately twenty minutes to half an hour.

Q. Did they have any music with them? A. There was no

music in the bus.

Q. Was there music there at all ? A. I recall music on the

occasion of one meeting. I was subsequently informed that that

music was being played on instruments in the possession of persons

on a street car. I did not see the street car. I do not recall

whether that music was played on that night or on another Mon-

day night; but I have a thoroughly distinct recollection of music

having been played during my meeting on a Monday night on that

corner.

Q. That is, you have a recollection, as you put it, fairly distinct,

that upon one occasion when you were conducting a meeting on a

street corner— the same street corner ? A. The same street

comer.

Q. 9th Street and Sixth Avenue, in the Borough of Brooklyn, is

that right? A. Yes.
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Q. A trolley car, or street-car, passed near the point where your
meeting was being held, and that there was a band of music in the
car ? A. I said that I did not see the band of music in the car.

I was further informed that the music was being played in the car.

Q. Now, on which street does that car line run ? A. I think it

is Sixth Avenue.

Q. And on which street was your platform ? A. I think it was
on 9th Street. There is a library on the corner, and our platform

was stationed outside of the library.

Q. Which way did you face in speaking from your platform ?

A. The trolley tracks.

Q. Towards the trolley tracks ? A. Yes.

Q. So that the trolley-car, containing the band of music, had to

pass in front of your line of vision? A. Well; that may seem
contradictory to you ; but you understand—

Q. No, it does not seem contradictory to me. All I want to

know is if the trolley-car, in view of the fact that you were near

the tracks, had to pass your line of vision ? A. Yes, but our sta-

tion was 150 or 20f) feet away from the corner, almost in the mid-

dle of the block ; and between the platform and th« comer I usually

had an audience of close to two thousand persons.

Q. You were lifted above the audience ? A. Yes.

Q. So you could see over their heads in the direction of the car

tracks ? A. I could if I had tried, but I was attentive to the

meeting.

Q. Now, a band of music was in this car ? A. So I was in-

formed.

Q. Who informed you ? A. Various persons, various Socialists

and others.

Q. What was the occasion for them informing you that a band

of music was in this car while you were holding the meeting?

A. It was a usual thing for us to discuss the meeting after the

meeting was held, to go for a walk or go to the home of a friend

;

it was quite a usual thing that we would discuss the interruption

of the meeting by the band.

Q. Was it an interruption by the band ? A. I did not attempt

to talk while the band was playing.

Q. If you stopped while the band was playing, you must re-

member that the band was playing? A. Yes, I have a distinct

recollection of it playing.

Q. You have a personal recollection of the band playing music ?

A. Yes.
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Q. And you stopped your speech because of the fact, that the

band was playing ? A. Yes.

Q. Now, that band— was it a military band? A. I da not

know.

Q. Was it playing martial or patriotic airs ? . A. I do not re-

call what airs they played.

Q. Well, how many airs did they, play ? A. I don't know. I

don't recall everything. . -

Q. Were there a number of them ? A. I should say there were

perhaps a minute or two.

Q, Well, long enough to stop your meeting ? A. Yes.

Q. And to play one or more airs that could be heard by the

people in attendance at your meeting, as well as yourself? A.

I do not know how many airs they could play in a minute or two.

I should judge that some airs wojild require more than a minute

or two to play.

Q. Certainly they would, but they did play some airs, or one

air ? A. Well, they played. I don't know how many airs they

played or how much of a part of any one particular air they

pla,yed ; but I tell you they played.

Q.. They stopped the car at the street corner ? A. They stopped

the car off the street corner, so I could not see the car around, the

corner.

Q. At 9th Street and Sixth Avenue ? A. Yes, in Sixth Avemie.

Q. And played loud enough, or at least could be heard suM-

ciently loud, to suspend, the holding of the meeting? A. 01,

yes.
'

'

,

Q. ISTow, was that at or about the same time that the other

rneeting was held, to which you have referred, when the bus with

soldiers and an officer in command of the detachment mounted, or

ascended, the steps of the bus and made a recruiting speech? A.

I said before that I could not recall whether that music was played

on that occasion or upon another occasion.

Q. Now then, so far as your personal recollection is concerned,

you cannot tell whether both incidents did not occur upon the

same evening ? A. No, I would not undertake to say that thejr

did.

Q. Well, you would not undertake to say that they did not?

A. No.

Mr. Conboy.— I think that is all I have to inquire about now.
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Ee-direct examination by Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Whether or not the recruiting and the music occurred on
this evening, are you absolutely positive that the recruiting inci-

dent took place only once? A. I am absolutely certain of that.

Q. And that was in September? A. Yes.

Q. I show you this diagram and ask you whether that re-

freshes your recollection ? A. (Examining diagram). Yes, that

refreshes my recollection.

Q. I will ask you whether you still maintain that the car tracks

were running, or are running, on Sixth Avenue ? A. Oh, I may
have got the streets wrong.

Q. What will you say now, after you refresh your recollection

from this diagram? A. (Examining diagram). I do not know
whether this diagram— I am trying to locate myself outside of

the library.

By Mr. Block:

Q. Where is the library ? A. On the corner.

By Mr. HUlquit:

Q. On the corner of what? A. 9th Street and Sixth Avenue.

If you will let me give you an illustration of it here, I can.

Q. The library is on Sixth Avenue? A. 9th and Sixth.

Q. It is not exactly on the corner ? A. It occupies the frontage

on the corner, but the library is off the corner.

Q. Of 9th and Sixth? A. Yes.

Q. Then the car tracks are on Ninth Street ? A. Yes.

Q. And you want your testimony corrected as to that? A.

Yes.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Now, one of the members of the committee tells me that

your later testimony is correct, that the car tracks are not oh Sixth

Avenue; that they are on 9th Street. A. There was no intentional

misstatement.

Q. I have not charged it. You waiit to have it accurate and
Mr. Hillquit wanted to have it accurate, and one of the members
of the Assembly wanted to have it accurate, and so did I. A. I

will abide by that.

Q. What is your testimony now, that the car tracks are on 9th

street? A. Yes.
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Q. Are you still sure your platfomi was on 9th street? A. It

was on Sixth, Avenue.

Q. So your platform is changed ai'ound now to Sixth Avenue ?

A. Yes.'

Q. And I take it that with the change in the position of your

platform and the change in the car lines, the relative relation of

the physical things there remains the same 3 A. Yes. May I add

a word to that ?

Mr. Hillquit.— I think the answer is sufficient.

Witness.— I simply want to add that my platform was outside

of the entrance to the library.

By Mr. Oonboy:
;

Q. Have you fixed that on youi' diagram? I do not want to

spend a great deal of time on it, Mr. Chairman ; but in the interest

of accuracy, I think I should. This diagram that somebody has

prepared shows the library on Sixth Avenue? A. Yes.

Q. And the street car lines on 9th street ? A. Yes.

Q. And you say that' your platform was just opposite ihe

entrance to the, library ? A. Yes.

Q. On Sixth Avenue? A. Yes.
'

,

Q. Ifow, do you know the points of the compass therei ? A. Jfo,

I never did any of. that work.
,

Q. Ninth street runs north and south ? A^ East and west. (Dia-

gram referred to marked Assemblymen's Exhibit ^a. 8 for

identification.)

Mr. Hillquit.— That is all for the present, Mr. Solomon.

CiiAELEs A. Zafes, called and sworn as a witness, testified

aa follows: )
.

Direct examination by Mr. Block

:

Q. Are you connected with the Police Department of the City

of New York? A. I am.

Q. In what capacity ? A. Captain of Police in the Oak Street

Station, known as the Fifth Precinct.

Q. The Oak Street station, known as the Fifth Precinct, that

is in the Borough of Manhattan? A. Yes, sir.i;:

Q. Will you please talk more loudly so tihiei entire Committee

can hear you ? Captain Zanes, how long Ihave you been a member
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of the police force of the city of New York ? A. Twenty-four

years the 31st of October this year.

Q. Twenty-four years ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. In [the year 1917, were you a captain? A. No, sir, Eirst

Lieutenant.

Q. And as First Lieutenant with what station or precinct were

you connected 'i A. The^ 14:4th precinct in Brooklyn, now known
as tlie 78th precinct.

Q. On what street was the police station of that district ? A.

16th street and 5th avenue.

Q. Do you know the corner or junction of 6th avenue and 9th

street in Brooklyn ? A. I do.

Q. Was that within the 144th precinct at that time ? A. Yes,

sir.

Q. And that was the precinct with which you were then con-

nected as lieutenant ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Subsequent to your lieutenancy were you promoted? A.

Well, I was promoted to lieutenant on December 5, 1905.

Q. And you remained a lieutenant from that time until when ?

A. Until April 26th, 1919.

Q. And at that time you were promoted to what rank? A.

Captain.

Q. Which is the rank you are now filling ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you know Assemblyman Charles Solomon ? A. I know
him by sight.

Q. Have you seen him a number of times ? A. At meetings,

yes, sir.

Q. Do you recall street meetings being held at 6th avenue and

9th street in the Borough of Brooklyn, during the summer and fall

of 1917? A. I do.

Q. Did you have occasion to attend any of these meetings ? A.

I did.

Q. In your capacity as lieutenant of that precinct ? A. Yes.

Q. Were you assigned to duty there ? A. I was.

Q. By whom ? A. By Captain Barnes of that precinct.

Q. And do you recall when the first of those meetings was that

you attended ? A. The first of the meetings that I attended was

July 30th.

Q. 1917? A. 1917.

Q. Do you recall the day of the week ? A. Monday.

Q. Were all of his meetings usually held on Monday evenings ?

A. That is my best recollection.
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Q. Did he speak at each one of the meetings you attended I A;

I have no independent recollection of that.

Q. Did he speak at most of them ? A. Most of them.

Q. Did you attend them quite regularly beginning; the Jatter

part of June, 1917 until Election day ? A. Most of them. .

Q. Did you attend any during the month of September ?, A, I

did.

Q. Do you recall the meeting held at that corner at which Mr.

Solomon spoke, at which a stage or bus containing soldiers drove

up ? A. I do.

Q. Will you state the circumstances connected, with that inci-

dent ? A. About 9 :55 P. M. on September 24th a Fifth Avpnue

stage coach or bus, as we call it, presumably belonging to the Fifth

Avenue Company, drove up on the southeast corner of Ninth

Street and Fifth Avenue, in charge of First Lieutenant Lands-

combe, of the 23rd Ilegiment Armory, and he got down on the

steps where the people enter the bus. He had a band of field music

iiiside.

Q. What do you mean by field music ? A. Fife and drum corps

and bugles. I don't remember the pieces or how many there were.

He started to speak, urging the persons, the young men to join

the 23fd Ilegiment at that time. , ,

Q. The steps of the bus, were they in the front or,the rear of

the bus ? A. In the rear of the bus.

Q. And led from the second story down to the street ? A. Dow,n,i

to the street and also the body of the car.

Q. Just prior to that was Mr. Sdloman's meeting in progjjess?

A. Yes, he was talking, on suffragettes.

Q. On woman suffrage? A. Suffragettes, my report shows.

I have no independent recollection of the meeting except; as I

refer to my report which I make to the Captain.

Q. The genera:! subiject was suffragettes? A. Suffragettes.

Q. How long had that meeting been in progress before the bus

drove up ? A. I should say about, my best recollection is the meet-

ing started about 9':li0.

Q. Were you there at the beginning of Mr. Solomon's- meet-

ing ? A. I was, and the bus drove up about 9 :55.

Q. Were there any other police ofiieers there? A! One- Ser^,

geant and four or five patrolmen were with me.

Q. This meeting took place in front of the Public Library ? A.

In front of the Public Library probably about three feet frqm the

curb line.
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Q. x\nd at that time and before the bus drove up, how many
persons were listening to Mr. Solomon? A. Between 175 and

200 people, that is, only approximately. I don't just know.

Q. Was he standing on a platform? A. He was standing on

a platform.

Q. Will you describe briefly the general nature of that plat-

form ? A. Well, the platforai body, top, was I should say a little

larger than the desk the stenographer is using.

Q. About how high above the street? A. I should say about

four and a half feet.

Q. It stood in the street or gutter? A. In the street about

three feet from the curb line, probaibly two and a half feet.

Q. Anybody else standing on the platform than Mr. Solomon ?

A. No.

Q. Did you notice any flags on that platform ? A. Two Amer-

ican flags on each end of the rail. There was a light rail each

side about that high (indicating), above the platform, and a flag

was at either end.

Q. Was there any red flag on the platform? A. There was
not.

Q. Was there any red flag on any of Mr. Solomon's platforms

during the meetings in that season? A. None that I ever

attended. I gave my men instructions not to permit it.

Q. You gave your men instructions not to permit the use of
• tlie red flag ? A. Yes.

Q. And you yourself wouldn't permit it ? A. No.

Q. Now, was there any report ever made by any officer or any-

body else to you or to your station that any red flag had been

used at those meetings ? A. No, sir.

Q. Or attempted to be used ? No, sir.

Q. Now, when the bus drove up with the soldiers did any

soldier approach Mr. Solomon at the platform ? A. Not that

I saw.

Q. What did you actually see happen with respect to the sol-

diers and bus ? A. They drove up to the southeast corner and the

lieutenant came down on the steps and the band was playing as

it approached, and played probably a few minutes after the bus

stopped.

Q. Did Mr. Solomon continue speaking or stop speaking? A.

Stopped speaking.

Q. Did he stop speaking during the entire session of the

recruiting meeting ? A. He did.
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Q. Did any of the persons who had been listening to Mr.

Solomon listen to the recruiting speech? A. The entire crowd

turned and moved toward the bus.

Q. What did they do then? A. Went back to the Solomon

meeting, most of them. Of course I couldn't tell you.

Q. Some of them went over? A. Yes, and others gathered

there.

Q. Did he continue his speech ? A. He continued his speech

until about 10 :35.

Q. What happened then? A. The meeting closed and they

folded up their stand and off they went.

Q. Was there any disorder had of any kind at Mr. Solomon's

meeting? A. Ifone whatever.

Q. Was there ever any disorder had at any of Mr. Solomon's

meetings ? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever have any occasion to reprimand Mr. Solomon

or his speakers on his platform ? A. No, sir. There was an

arrest made in connection with the recruiting meeting that had

nothing whatever to do, with Mr. Solomon's meeting.

Q. That was a young boy who was arrested ? A. At the comer

of Ninth Street and Sixth Avenue a boy 16 years old was arrested

who had some trouble with one of the Sergeants.

Q. That was not at Mr. Solomon's meeting while it was in

progress? A. No.

Q. Did any soldier frojn that bus or anybody else approach

Mr. Solomon while he was on the stand and say the following to

him ?— or request him to lend the soldiers his platform ? A.

Not to my knowledge.

Q. Did Mr. Solomon make this statement to anybody at that

time: " Lend you my platform? Can you borrow my platform?

Huh, the gutter is good enough for you." Did you hear anything

like that ? A. I heard nothing of that kind.

Q. Did you hear this :
" If we had our way, there would not

be anyone who would ask a Socialist if they might borrow their

platform to call for volunteers. I would not let you wipe your

dirty feet on it." A. I did not.

Q. You were there during the entire meeting? A. I was.

Q. Where were you standing with reference to Mr. Solomon's

platform? A. Most of the time I was standing right, at the end

of the platform, a little to the front, but I made a cirple arouiid

and sometimes over as far as the crossing. When the. Fifth

Avenue bus drove up and the crowd surged over towards the bus,
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I went over to the steps and was waiting for the Lieutenant to

get through speaking to get an opportunity to get his name and

the detachments with which he was connected.

By Assemblyman Blodgett:

Q. Were you in uniform at the time ? A. !N"o, sir.

By Mr. Block:

Q. Ahout how many officers were there ?

Q. About how many other officers do you remember were there,

Captain? A. May I refer to a memorandum?
Q. Yes, if it will refresh your recollection, you may? A.

(Witness looks at paper). This memorandum is from trans-

cripts that were sent to me by the precinct I was formerly at-

tached to, because I had no independent recollection of the inci-

dent, or the date of it, except for the fact that the stage coach was

there at the time. On September 24th a meeting was in charge

of Captain Zane, Sergeant Murphy, Patrolman Fremd, Patrolman

Higgins, Patrolman Sullivan, Patrolman Walker, Patrolman

O'JSTeil, Patrolman Code.

Q. Did you make a report to your captain of that meeting ? A.

I did.

Q. Was that your custom and was it your order ? A. I made
a report to the commanding officer of the 16th Inspection District.

Q. You did that after each meeting you attended? A. I did

that to the captain, as a rule, but being in charge of this meeting I

made a report to the Inspector.

Q. Now, will you state what that report was at this meeting

at which the bus appeared ?

The Witness.— The following report was made by me on

September 24th, 1917 (Reading) :

" Commanding Ofpiceb, 16th Inspection Disteict.
" Sir :— The following is information concerning meeting

held at 6th avenue and 9th street

:

" Socialist Party, 'N. E. Corner 6th avenue and 9th street."

Of course, I am reading the form, gentlemen ; it may not sound
grammatical, but it is the form in which the report is made.

" No. 1. 'No disorder at meeting.

" No. 2. Opened at 9 :10 p. m. and closed at 10 :3i5 p. m.
" No. 3. Socialist Party.

65
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" No. 4. Speaker : Charles Solomon, No. 40 Tapscott

St.

"No. 5. Subject: Suffragettes.'

" No. 6. The law was not violated.

"No. 7. No objectionable language used.

"Also : In connection with this meeting, First Lieutenant

Lonsoombe of the 2.3rd Eegiment in charge of a stage bus

with field music pulled up on the S. E. corner speaking from

the rear steps of said bus at about 9 :55 p. m., urging recruits

to join the 23rd regiment.

"At about 10:00 p. m., while Lieutenant Lonscombe was

speaking, Louis Tabaman, 16 years old, of No. 88 16th

street, was arrested by Sergeant John J. Kingsley, of the 23rd

Regiment, residence, 88 Berry Street, and turned over to

Patrolman Richard Walker, shield 4115 of this precinct,

charged with disorderly conduct in that he called him (the

sergeant) and others nothing but a lot of cannibals."

Q. That was your complete report? A. That was signed,

" Respectfully, Charles A. Zanes, First Lieutenant, 144th Pre-

cinct."

Q. This .incident of this boy having been arrested, as you said

before, that was the boy who attended the recruiting meeting. A.

Yes, sir.

Q. About how many soldiers, Captain, were there in that bus

at the time, in it or on it ? A. I would not attempt to say that,

Q. Have you any approximate recollection ? A. I have nothing

in the report to show, except those two names. It strikes me—
Q. Would you say there was 15? A. Oh, no; I would say

less than a half a dozen ; I would not say any more than that.

Q. There were about a half a dozen ? A. I have no independent

recollection of that at all.

Q. There were several at any rate? A. Several soldiers, yes,

sir.

Q. And they were in uniform ? A. They were in uniform. I

do not mean to include them in the field music. I do not recol-

lect whether they were in uniform or not.

Q. Was that a Socialist district, Captain ? A. Why, I never—
Q. By that I mean were the Socialist voters predominating in

that district ? A. I think there are very few Socialists in that
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district ? That is the Park Slope section of Brooklyn, and I guess

you gentlemen know it pretty well.

Q. What would you state as the general state of patriotic feel-

ing in that district at that time ? A. Well, eiverybody was patri-

otic. The 14th Kegiment is located there and all the neighbors'

children belong to it. Everybody seemed to feel as though they

wanted to join it. They had no trouble in getting recruits.

Q. Would you say, then, from your observation, there was a

strong patriotic feeling in that district ? A. I should say so, yes,

sir.

Q. Now, you had occasion to listen to Mr. Solomon several

times at these meetings ? A. Yes, sir,

Q. Will you state what your impression was as to his temper

of speech ; was it temperate or intemperate ? A. I thought it was
temperate ; it kept within the laws.

Q. At all times ? A. At all times. One of our real points in

being there was to see there was no seditious and no objectionable

language used, and nothing that may tend to a breach of the peace.

Q. It was for that purpose to see there was no seditious lan-

guage or other disorderly conduct, or any break of the law, that

you and the other policemen were assigned to duty there? A. Yes.

Q. I>id you at any time,— were you informed, or did you hear

of any complaint during that entire summer or fall against Mr.

Solomon to the effect that he had either insulted any soldiers, or

made any vicious remarks to them, or that he had insulted the

flag? A. I did not.

Q. You have come here, Captain, have you not, in response to a

subpoena that was served upon you ? A. Yes, sir.

Cross-examination by Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. Captain you would not knowingly permit any disrespect to

the flag in your presence, would you ? A. No, sir.

Q. Solomon or anybody else ? A. It did not make a difference

to me who it was.

Q. We do not want to leave the impression that you would see

or hear an insult offered to the American flag without taking

means to arrest the person guilty of it ? A. My record will bear

that out.

Q. You did not see any such thing in your experience there

with Solomon's meetings, did you? A. No, sir.

Q. Now, how far away from Solomon's platform was this

recruiting speaking going on? A. If I knew how wide that

street was—
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Q. Give a guess ? A. I skould say about fifty feet.

Q. While Solomon was in the act of speaking this bus drove

up containing soldiers and containing certain 'musieians I A. . Yes,

sir.

.Q. And were, the musicians playing when the bus. drove up, or

did they start in after the bus stopped ? , .A. My best recollection is

they were playing as the bus drew up.

.Q.' Did they make quite a noise ? A. Thajr did.

,Q, lAnd the,crowd turned away from Solomon at the sound of

the band and faced toward the bus ? A. Yes, sir.

.Q., And that stopped Solomon's meeting? A. Well,. he stopped.

Q. Well, didn't the audience turn away, from him while he

was speaking? A. Yes, sir.

,Q.; Isn't that so, Qaptain ? , A. Yes, sir.

Q. So that he was left without am audience? lA. Practically,

yes, sir.

Q. And they gave their attention to this soldier and his recruit-

ing speech? A. Yes^sir.

Q. ^ How long did youi say the recruiting speech lasted? A.

Well, ,15 or 20 minutes, I should say.

Q. Wow, when the audience turned towai'd the recruiting speech

and toward the band, you looked that way, didn't you? A. I

walked over by the steps of the bus.

Q. Sure; and you watched the officer who was making this re-

cruiting speech, and the crowd, while they were listening to him?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. That was your business, wasn't it ? A. That was my busi-

ness ; that is what I was there for.

Q. And did the band play after the speaking stopped? A. My
best recollection is, after they .got through recruiting severaLboys

got up on the stage, and what they used most was " come on, boys;

and let it be said that you went instead of it being said you were

sent." That created enthusiasm among some of the younger .boys,

and they climbed up on the stagey and I think several did join, and

they went about their business.

Q. Now, the recruiting officer! got some recruits sight, there?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Out- of that crowd ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And while that^ was going on somebody there called some-

body "cannibals?" A. The sergeajit claimed that some' »boy

upon the comer said, " you are a lot of cannibgjls/' and caused
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the arrest of this hoy to be made, and one of our men took the

prisoner to the station housa

Q. ISTow, who was it that the lad called cannibals, the police or

these military men that were running the recruiting ? A. It says

here " Patrolman Eichard Walker of this precinct— and that he

called him, the sergeant, and others nothing but a lot of canni-

bals ", meaning the other soldiers.

Q. Did you hear the lad call that ? A. No ; the fact of the mat-

ter is, I knew nothing about the arrest until after I got back to the

station house.

' Q. Wow, I take it, the act of calling for volunteers, and these

boys getting up in the bus to go into the army, called forth this

remark from the boy, that the recruiting officers were a lot of can-

nibals, isn't that your recollection of the matter ? A. Yes, sir.

Mr. Block.— I object.

,

The Chairman.—^Your objection is not well taken, I have

allowed a lot of incompetent evidence here all afternoon. It is

overruled.

The Witness. — That is what was said.

Q. That is the way the thing was ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, didn't that create quite a little excitement there ? A.

No, because I did not know anything about the arrest until I got

to the station house.

Q. . How far away from you was it where this boy made this

remark and where the arrest took place ? A. I suppose about 30

or 35 feet.

Q. And it was all crowded in there between you and the boy ?

A. Yes, I was on this side of the bus here (indicating), on the

steps.

Q. When that thing took place do you know where Solomon

was ? A. He was standing over by the stand.

Q. Over by the stand ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How do you know he stood there? A. Because I stood

there watching all the time, because my duty was to see that Sol-

omon, too, was protected.,

Q. I know, captain, but you did not keep you eye on Solomon

, all the time ? A. I did, on all that outfit all together.

Q. Didn't you tell us, that when this music started up, and. the

crowd all turned away from Solomon toward the music and the
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recruitingf officer began to speak that you, in accordance with

your duty, watched the recruiting officer ? A. I went right over

;

it took about three seconds to go to the foot of the steps, and stood

by the curb. Solom.on's stand was here (indicating). The bus

was here (indicating), and I stood facing this way (indicating).

Q. You did not see this arrest? A. The arrest i was on the

other side, around the comer to the right.

Q. On, what, corner ? A. Over on the other side of the bus.

Q. How far from Solomon was this boy when he was arrested ?

A. Well, about one hundred feet.

Q. You were between the boy and Solomon, weren't you ? A. I

don't know just the exact place the boy was arrested.

Q. You don't know where, the boy made this remark, even?

A. No, somewhere in the crowd, because the officer had had this

boy turned over to him. He told the Sergeant that he said that

to the Sergeant that was going through' the crowd urging these

boys to join the 23rd Regiment, and he claims this boy made

this remark to him and he immediately arrested this boy himself

and turned him over to officer Walker who took him to the station

house.

Q. So the man making, the recruiting speech came off the bus

and arrested the boy? A. ISTo, the repoirt don't say that. The

man making the recruiting speech was Lieutenant Lonscomb, and

the man making the arrest was Sergeant John J. Kingsley. Ser-

geant Kingsley was working through the crowd trying to get

recruits.

Q. And while he was doing that you understood, this " cannibal

"

remark was made by this fellow? A. That is what the record

shows.

Q. Where was the police officer wheni the military sergeant

turned the boy over to the policeman ? A. He was in the crowd

somewhere, just exactly where I don't know.

Q. You didn't see that even ? A. I didn't see that.

Q. So that there is quite a little that went' on during this little

mixup that you didn't personally see ? A. There was no mixup, no

disorder at all. You can appreciate a man saying that in a crowd

lihat gathers, andj he takes this man and hands him over to a

police officer near him. The officer, if( he is a good officer, isn t

going to excite anybody at all ; he is going to take that man out

of the crowd quietly and down to the station house. We dont'

hold court on the street, but we try to make our arrests as quietly

as possible and as orderly as possible.
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Q. Captain, don't get the idea tliat Ii am inferentially even

criticizing you in the slightest degree ; I haven't any such thought.

When I said there was a good deal that went on there that you
didn't see, I am only supposing that you couldn't see any more
than I could. A. When you say " a good deal," I don't think

there was a good deal that went on there that I didn't see. There

may be some things that took place that I didn't see, but I ihad

in mind this, that I had a duty to perform there, and I am very

much on the alert for that reason.

Q. Captain, were there more people in the crowd than there

.are in this room? A. !N'6.

Q. You cannot keep track of the folks in this room all the

time, can you ? A. The crowd was closer together. I should judge

there are six or eight hundred people in here.

Q. Were there a good many recruiting meetings held in that

district along in 1917? A. Throughout the Precinct there was.

That is the only one I was in.

Q. Pretty good neighboorhood for i-ecruiting? A. That I

couldn't say.

Q. Patriotic neighborhood? A. It is.

Q. And from time to time recruiting meetings were held and
appeals sent out to get men to go to the war ? A. Yes, they seemed

to travel in stage coaches and went pretty fast.

Q. They generally had music? A. Field music. Wherever
they saw a crowd they stopped.

Q. Were there as many recruiting meetings held that summer
as there were Socialist meetings ? A. The Socialists held a meet-

ing on that corner every Monday night. They made it a practice

to do that. I did not, of course, attend every Socialist meeting.

I was not transferred to the Precinct until June, 1919, I was

doing desk duty until July 30th, I think;

Q. And after that you didn't attend every meeting? A. 'No,

I had eight days' vacation in August. I can show you the meet-

ings I attended.

Q. ISTever mind, Captain; you are close enough to it to satisfy

us. A. I think I attended a meeting on the 30th of July, 7th

of August. I think I again attended a meeting on the 27th of

August, and I think on the 20th of Au,gust.

Q. Now, were there recruiting meetings going on there every

few days ? A. That's the only one I saw at that corner. They
might have gone on throughout the Precinct. That is the only one

I was assigned to attend.
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Q. Is that the only recruiting meeting you saw that summer in

your Precinct ? A. That is the only recruiting meeting I had occa-

sion to be at. I passed through iN'inth Street and Fifth Avenue
and Ninth Street and Fourth Avenue—

Q. ' Now, did 1 understand you, Captain,— I thought you said

there were a good, many recruiting, meetings in your precinct

that summer ; didn't you say that ? A. Yes.

Q. You don't want to change that? A. No, but I say I

didn't attend them, none that I attended but this one.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. , You apparently had a great many officers there that night ?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. About seven altogether ? A. About that, six or seven.

Q. Was there any particular reason for having such a number?

A. We had at all the meetings at that corner. You see, on Monday
nights Mr. Solomon generally had a meeting, or, we will say,^ a

Socialist had a meeting, sometimes other men. Tuesday nights

Russell Dunn had a meeting., Wednesday nights Mr; Walsh and

Mr. Urban had a meeting. They seemed to delight, in talking

about matters that would annoy the other fellow, and we were on

the job to see there was no disorder and we came pretty near

doing that.

Q. It was sort of debatable ground? A. Yes.

Q., An, open forum where there were conflicting opinions

expressed ? A. Yes, and we had the police there. . I think there

would have beeji.quitea debating society without them. ,

Q-. , If the police had not been there, there might have been

trouble ? A.^ Yes.

Q. The police were there to see that there wasn't any trouble?

A. The police were there -to see that there was no disorder, no

violation of the law there*

By Mr. Block:

Q. During that sunimer and fall, how many Socialist meetings

did you attend at that corner? A. In the summer and fall I

attended ten.

Q. Beginning what date? A. July 30th.,

Q. And ending when? A. On October 8th.

Q. And these meetings were all on Monday evenings? A.

Monday evenings.



1781

,Q. Now, was tlae , incident you mention at which the bus drove

up aiid the arrest took place, was 'that the only recruiting meefr,

ing that took place on the evenings at which Mr. Solomon had

Ms meetings I there? A. That is the only one.

Mr. Conboy.— That is, that you attended.

The Witness.— That's it ; I take it for granted you meant that.

Q.' Were there any meetings held there before July 30th, 1917 ?

A. That I couldn't say.

Q. "When werei-you assigned to'that Precinct? A. On June

30th, 1917.
'

'Q.' About' five "or six'weeks before 'this' -first meeting that you

have a record of ? A. Yes.

Q. And during that interval do you know of any Socialist meet-

ing having been held at that corner? A. I don't know of any.

Q. You said the military Sergeant, Kingsley, complained about

this boy that was in the recruiting meeting, to one of the police

officers ? A. "No, he took him himself.

Q. Arrested him himself and took to one of the police officers?

A. Yes.

Q. And told you the boy had made some improper remark?
A. Yes.

Q. And it was upon' that statement that the police arrested

the boy? A. I^o, the policeman did not arrest the boy; the

military Sergeant did and turned him over to the policeman.

Q. It was upon that statement that the policeman accepted the

prisoner ? A. The police have to accept prisoners placed under
arrest. They have no power to release them.

Q. IN'ow, neither the police Captain nor any policeman nor any
military soldier attempted to arrest Mr. Solomon ? A. No.

Assemblyman Eowe.— Did you hear the baid play the Star

Spangled Banner at any time?

The Witness.— No, I don't recall that they did.

By the Chairman

:

Q. While the officer was speaking on the proposition of enlist-

ment, were .there other soldiers iscattered rabout through the au-

dience ? A. My best recollection is there were two or three men
scattered through the crowd. • f

Q. Asking the people to enlist ? A. Yes ; I don't'know what
they said to theni but I presume it was asking them to join the
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23rd Eegiment. The 23rd Kegiment were trying to fill up their

ranks.

The Chairman.— Did you notice any of the soldiers over near

Soloman's stand ? A. No, I did not.

By Mr. Block:

Q. When the soldiers' meeting began the crowd left the Solomon

meeting and went over to the soldiers' meeting ? A. Yes.

Q. And some of the soldiers did recruiting from among the

audience? A. Yes, sir.

Q. That audience came from Mr. Solomon's meeting ? A.. Yes,

sir, and of course others gathered.

Q. After that the bus departed and Mr. Solomon's . meeting

continued ? A. Yes, sir.

Assemblyman Blodgett.— Did Solomon say anything about

suspending his meeting while the other was in session ?

The Witness. — No, it just stopped.

By Mr. Oonboy:

Q. Was he the only one that remained over there ? A. No, I see

here in the Assembly Chamber men whose faces I recognize as

having been there and they were over to where the bus was.

Q. Yes. A. I think he had four or five other men with him.

Q. And they remained with him during the time the recruiting

meeting went on ? A. Yes, my best recollection is he got off the

stand and was talking to a couple of people with him and then after

they drove away I think he got up and started to talk.

Q. Eesumed the meeting ? A. Yes, that is my best recollection

of what happened.

The Chairman.— Is that all of the witness ?

Mr. Block. —That is all.

(The witness excused.)

The Chairman.—We will adjourn until 4:25 P. M.

(Whereupon at 4:10 P. M. a recess was taken until 4 :25 P. M.)

(After recess, the Committee reconvened at 4:35 P. M.).
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Edward T. Cody, called as a witness being duly sworn, testi-

fied as follows

:

Direct examination by Mr. Block

:

. .,,

Q. Your name is Edward T. Cody ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Where do you live? A. 185 Van Sicleu Street, Brooklyn.

Q. And are you connected with the Police Force of the City of

New York ? A. I am.

Q. In what capacity ? A. As a patrolman in subdivision B.

Q. For how long a period have you been in the New York
Police Force? A. 16 and one half years.

Q. Sixteen and a half years ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. In the year 1917 were you connected with the 144:th Pre-

cinct in the Borough of Brooklyn ? A. I was.

Q. And was the corner or junction of Sixth Avenue and 9th

Street in the Borough of Brooklyn within the boundaries of that

precinct? A. It was.

Q. Were you on duty in that precinct during the month of Sep-

tember ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you recall whether or not you were on duty at a street

meeting held by the Socialist party held on the corner of Sixth

Avenue and 9th Street in the Borough of Brooklyn during the

latter part of .September, 1917 ? A. I couldn't just place the date,

but I did attend two meetings held at that particular comer.

Q. And who was the speaker at those meetings ? A. Mr.

Solomon.

Q. That is. Assemblyman Solomon? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Were you assigned to duty at those meetings ? A. I was.

Q. Were other policemen there at the same time? A. There

were.

Q. Do you recall any special incident occurring at one of these

meetings with respect to a recruiting meeting? A. I do.

Q. What was that? A. Why, a Fifth Avenue bus, that runs

up and down Fifth Avenue, Manhattan, came over there with a

number of soldiers on and stopped directly opposite the speakers'

stand, and there were two or more soldiers addressed the crowd

there and they succeeded in getting some recruits.

0. Where did they speak ? A. I am pretty sure it was from this

winding stairway that led to the top.

Q. That is, in the rear of the bus. A. Yes.

Q. What makes you remember this incident; you say you

attended two meetings of Mr. Solomon's ; now how do you remem-
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ber.this particular instance? A. "Well, it is' rather; an umisual

thing for these buses to come to Brooklyn in my experience. You
do not see many of them there.

Q. They do not operate in Brooklyn, do they? A. They do

not.

Q. Only in the Borough of Manhattan? A.' That is all.

• Q. Ifow, were you at Mr. Solomon's meeting while' he was

speaking before the bus arrived ? A. Yes.

Q. Were you there when the meeting began ? A. I was.

Q. And you were on duty ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you hear him speak. ' A. Yes.

Q. What happened with respect to his meeting and his speak-

ing and his audience before the recruiting bus drove up ? A. Why,
when the bus drew up to the curb, the people had left' Mr. Solo-

mon's meeting and proceeded over towards the bus.

Q. And there was a speaker there ? A. There was.

Q. Did you notice what Mr. Solomon did? 'A. I did not.

Q. Do you know what happened after the recruiting' meeting

was finished, and the bus departed? A. Mr. Solomon resmaed

the meeting.

Q.; Did any lof the people return to his stand? A.' Some did,

and some went away.

Q. He was speaking from a street platform, was he not ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you notice! whether there were any flags on that plat-

form? A. There were. Two American flags on the stand, one

on each comer.

Q. Was there any red flag on that platform? '^o, sir.

Q. Was there any red flag on his platform on the other occasion

when you heard ihim speak there ? A. l^o, sir.

Q. Were there any American flags there ? A. There were.

Q. Did any of the soldiers from this bus approach Mr. Solomon

while he was on the platform or near his platform ? A. I do not

know.

Q. ' You did not see anyone speak, to him? A. !N"o, sir.

Q. And you were present at the meeting during the entiretime?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, did you hear any complaint made to you, or anybody,

or any other officer, about any act of Mr. Solomon at that m'eet-

ing ? A. I did not.

Q. Either with respect to any conversation' he had with the

soldiers or in their conduct? 'No, sir.
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Q. Did you hear Mm m-ake any statement— I withdraw that.

Did you see any soldiers appr-oach him and ask him for the use

of his platform ? A. I did not.

Q-. 'How far from this platform were you at the time the jbus

drove up ? A. I was standing about the middle of the street, I

should judge about eight or ten feet.

Q. Within sight and hearing of the platform? A, Tes, sir.

Q. You heard his remarks while he-was speaking .before the bus

drove up, did you not ? A. Some I idid and some I did not.

Q. But you could hear them all ? A. I could.'

Q'. When you did not hear them you were paying attention to

the crowd? A. I did.

Q. Did Mr. Solomon make any statement as follows, either to

a soldier or anybody else: "Lend you my platform? Can you

borrow my platform? Huh, the gutter is good enough for you " ?

A. I did not hear any such remark.'

Q. At either of the meetings ? A. No, sir.

Q. Especially at themeeting where the bus drove up ? A. Yes,

sir.

Q. Did he make this statement, or did you hear this statement

:

" If we had our way, there Would not be anyone who would ask

a Socialist if they might borrow their platform to call for volun-

teers. I would not let you wipe your dirty feet on it." A. I did

not hear any such remark.

Q. Did Mr. Solomon spit on any flag? A. Oh, no.

Q. You were on duty, weren't you ? A. I sure was.

Q. Now, was that an orderly or disorderly meeting of Mr.

Solomon's? A. It was an orderly meeting.

Q. Was anything said by him that would warrant anybody in

making any chaTge or complaint against him, in your opinion ?

A. I did not hear any remark that would warrant' any police

action.

Q. Were the remarks made by him in the coui'se of that meet-

ing temperate or intemperate ? A. I did not hear all his conver-

sation.

Q. That which you heard, was that temperate or intemperate?

A. Temperate.

Q'. Did anybody come to you at any time during that meeting,

or any subsequent time, and make any complaint against Mr.

Solomon's remarks or conduct at that meeting, or at any of his

meetings? A. They did not.
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Cxoss-examination by Mr. Sutherland:

Q,. If you saw a man spit ou the American flag, officer Cody,

he would not last very long, would he '( A. I should say not.

Q. We do not think you saw any such thing as that at all.. If

it did take place you certainly did not see it. You would have

aiTested him right then and there. A. Yes, sir.

Q. If you had seen any such thing. A. Yes, decidedly.

.,i.
JN ow, this meeting had been going on for some time when

these soldiers came up 'i A. It was.

Q. And they drove up and started right in ? A. Yes, sir,

Q. What was the first thing, did the band play? A. The band

was playing,— the bus came along and that was what first

attracted my attention to the bus.

Q. Sure. A. And when this bus started to slow up and pull

into the curb the crowd immediately started to leave Solomon's

meeting and proceed to hear what the soldiers had to say.

Q. The crowd turned away from Solomon and his speech and

gave their attention to the soldiers ? A. Exactly.

Q. And the music ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the recruiting went on there ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How long did this recruiting last ? A. From 20 minutes

to half an hour.

Q. And it was a pretty successful and enthusiastic meeting,

was it ? A. It was.

Q. And the crowd gave their attention to the enlistment meet-

ing? A. They did.

Q. Do you know where Solomon was while the meeting was
going on, the enlistment meeting ? A. I do not. I went to the

recruiting bus; my back was turned towards Solomon's stand.

Q. I see. How many people were there, would you say all

told at that meeting? A. I should judge about 250 or 300 people.

Q. I see. How many police officers were there? A. If my
memory serves me correctly there were 7 or 8.

Q. Seven or eight? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Were those meetings generally attended by two or three

hundred people? A. It was only the secqnd meeting I was to.

I wasn't familiar with conditions.

Q. How many were at the previous meeting ? A. There, was
a smaller crowd.

Q.^ Did you have seven or eight officers there at the smaller

meeting ? A. The captain told me the record showed there was
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only four at the other meeting which was on the 27th of August,

T917.

Q. But you increased the number for the next meeting, did

you? A. They did.

Q. Did you see any other recruiting meeting held in that pre-

cinct that year ? A. Not during my fom- months that I was there.

Q. What four months were you on duty there? A. I went

there the latter part of August and I think the latter part of

November I was transferred back to Manhattan.

Q. So you were not around there until the latter part of

August ? A. ISTo, not until the latter part of August.

Q. I see, and only attended two of these Solomon meetings.

A. That is all.

Q. Yes. At the first one there wasn't any recruiting? A. No,

sir.

Q. Do you know what sulbject Mr. Solomon was talking about

that night ? A. I do not.

Q. Did you see this boy get arrested ? A. I did not.

Q. You did not hear what he said, then, about the military

oflScers being cannibals who took these enlistments there on that

occasion? A. I did not.

Mr. Sutherland.— I think that is ^.bout all, officer.

The Chairman.— Next witness.

By Assemblyman Harrington:

Q. I did not understand whether you said you were in uniform

or not ? A. I was in uniform.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. One more question, officer: You had a law, did you not,

that prohibited the use of a red flag at that time ? A. We did.

Q. How long had that been in force? A. Well, I could not

exactly tell you.

Q. Was it an ordinance or a State law, do you recall ? A. It

was an ordinance.

Q. A city ordinance ? A. Yes.

Q. Forbidding the use of red flags at public meetings ? A. Yes.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q.i Is it your recollection that those speeches— the speeches

made at those meetings— were made from the winding steps that
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go up ? A. Well, I won't swear positive they were made from the

winding. steps, but I am most positive— I am pretty positive— it

is sort of a spiral stairs.

Q. It is a pretty hard thing to stand on and make a speech?

A. Either that or the platform.

,Q. The platform of the bus itself? A. Tes.

By Mr. Block:

Q. Were there any other police iofficers in uniform at that meet-

ing? A. Why, yes, the seven or eight policemen who were there

were in uniform, except' Captain Zane.

Q. And during the time of Mr. Solomon's meeting, before th6

bus arrived, and after the bus started, these police officers in uni-

form, were present at Mr. Solomon's meeting ? A. They were.

Q. You were asked on cross-examination something to the effect

of what you would have done if any spitting on the, flag had taken

place in your presence; and I believe you made some answer indi-

cating that you would have' done something— what do you thiaik

anybody in that crowd, either the. t civilians or anybody, would

have done if Mr. Solomon had spat on the. flag in their presence ?

A. I can only speak for myself.

Q. You know the character of the people there ? A. Why, any

good, loyal American would have grabbed him by the thioat.'

Q. And he was not grabbed by the throat all night ? A. 'No, sir.

By Assemblyman,Eowe:

Q. Were there any women present at that>meeting ? A. Yesjsir.

Q. And did you hear Mr. Solomon say anything, at the time

that the bus came up with the band, after the people left "his meet-'

ing? A. Why, my attention was taken away from the meeting as

soon as I saw- the bus. The people started- to go to the other place.

Mrl iStitherland.— Is there anyway that we can find, out when
that city ordinance was passed ?

Mr. Block.— I think you are in error as to the time. I do not

think at this particular time the ordinance was passed ; but, never-

theless, there were no red< flags.

The Witness.— Jujdge, I can state that we were directed by the

police officers to see that there were no red flags even though there

wa? not an ordinance,
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ByMr. Siitherland:

Q. You were acting under orders to suppress the red jlags ? A.

Yes.

By Mr. Block:

Q. But you had no occasion to suppress the red flags ? A. No.

Q. There were none there ? A. ITo.

ByAssemHyinan; Evans:

Q. When did you first get the orders to suppress the red flags ?

A. Why, prior to my going to the IMth precinct; the latter part

of August, I was assigned in citizens' clothes on motor cycle duty

for three years, and that took me away from public meetings, I

was simply sent out to chase speeders.

The Chairman.— Next witness.

Mr. Hillquit.— I think Mr. Waldman can resume the stand for

cross-examination if the gentlemen desire lio, cross-examine him.

Louis Waldman-, recalled.

Gross-Examination hy Mr. Oonboy

:

Q. Mr. Waldman, your direct examination terminated at the

point where you had just finished a statement' of the proceedings

that took place in the Assembly on the first day of the present

session?' A. Yes, sir.

Q. And after the proceedings that you have testified to took

place, the proceedings which we are now in the sixth week of

began ; that's true, isn't it ? A. A week after or so.

' Q. And you have been present, have you not, at all of the ses-

sions that have been held during this inquiry into the matter .of

your qualifications ?
' A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the qualifications of your four colleagues elected upon

the Socialist ticket ? A. That's so.

Q. You have been represented here by counsel? A. Rather

able counsel.

Q. I would say very able couHsel ; and you have had the benefit

of such counsel and you have also had a full and a complete oppor-

tunity of expressing your own views, haven't you ? A. Well, I

suppose I would concede to that.

'

Q. At any rate, you have not found yourself in any fashion nor

to any extent hampered, have you, Mr. Waldman ? A. Not I.
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Q. You told us at the outset of your testimony that you came

here in the year 190.9 ? A. That is correct.

Q. You were bom in Dkrainia ? A. I was.

Q. At that time when you came here it was part of the Eussian

Empire ? A. That is so.
,

Q. Since that time it has become a separate government? A.

Yes, sir.

Q. In 1909 how old were you ? A. I was 18 years.

Q. That is 11 years ago. You are not 29 yet, are you ? A. ISTo,

I am 2'8. I was between 17 and 18.

Q. Yes, and you have received some instruction and education

since that time, the character of which you have explained?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You regard this government as a capitalist government?

A. I wouldn't put it that way.

Q. Well, is it a capitalist government or isn't it in your judg-

ment ? A. Not quite so.

Q. JSTot quite a capitalist government ? A. No.

Q. At any rate it has been a government under which in the

eleven years that you have been here you have been able to qualify

yourself as a civil engineer, receive an appointment under thfi

municipal administration of the city of New York and elected

twice to the Assembly of this State ? A. That was my experience

in the United States.

Q. You haven't been hampered in pursuing your ambitions,

have you ? A. Not by the government.

Q. Not by the government of the United States ? A. No, sir.

Q. Nor by the government of the State of New York? A.

No, sir.

Q. Well, in 1917, when you were elected first to the Assembly

YOU had been only eight years in the country ? A. That is correct.

Q. You received your appointment under the municipality of

the City of New York in what year ? A. In the year 1916.

Q. You had only been seven years in the United States? A.

That is correct.

Q. Did anyone send for you to come over here to change this

government ? A. I didn't come here for this purpose.

Q. Did anyone ask you to come for that purpose ? A. No, sir.

Q. You came for the purpose of bettering your condition? A.

I came here to live and adopt this as my home country and the

country adopted me.
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Q. You joined the Socialist party in the year 1913 ? A, I did.

Q. Were you at that time a citizen of the United States?

A. Declarant.

Q. When did you make your declaration of intention to heeome

a citizen ? A. Ahout a year after I came to this countiy. •

Q. About 1910? A. That is right.

Q. And you were a declarant in 1913 when you joined the

Socialist party? A. That is correct.

Q. What local did you join? A. Local New York.

Q. And have you been a member since that time ? A. I have

been, sir.

Q. A dues-paying member ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. When did you make your final declaration and take the

oath which is prescribed for those who seek to secure citizenship in

the United .States under the provisions of our naturalization

laws ? A. The second day I was legally qualified to do so.

Q. That was when ? A. In 1914 was my first hearing and the

final hearing was in January, 1915.

Q. Do you remember the oath that you took at that time ? A.

I do.

Q. It was in this form, was it not; " I solemnly declare upon
oath that I will support the Constitution of the United States and

I do absolutely and entirely renounce and adjure all allegiance

and fidelity to any foreign prince, potentate, state or sovereignty,

particularly to the Czar of Russia of which I was before a citizen

or a subject, and that I will support a,nd defend the Constitution

and Laws of the United States against all enemies, foreign and

domestic, and bear true allegiance to the same." You remember

the language of that oath ? A. I do.

Q. And you took that oath ? A. I did, and I lived up to it.

Q. Wow, in the year 1915, the Lusitania in the early part of

May was sunk, wasn't it ? A. That is my recollection.

Q. That was just about a year after you had taken the oath of

allegiance, the oath which I have read to you ? A. That is so.

Q. And at that time the ITational Committee of the Socialist

party addressed a manifesto to the America.n people,' the conclud-

ing paragraph of which was as follows :" Let us proclaim in tones

of unmistakable determination not a worker's arm shall be lifted

for the slaying of a fellow worker of another country, no.r turned

for the production of man-killing implements or war supplies.

Down with war. Forward to international peace and a world-

wide solidarity of all workers." You remember that manifesto,

do you not? A, I do.
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Q. ' Was it given any publicity in the New York Local of wMch
yoil' were a member? 'A. I think yes:

Q. And came to your attention ? A. It did.

Q. Did you at that time, or any time thererfter; protest agaiiiist

the m'anife'sto? A.' I did not consider this manifesto contrary to

the Constitution of the United States or the State of New York,

and I,' therefo(re, did not protect.'

Q. Your answer, then, is that you did not protest? A.* With

the statement preceding it.

Q. At the same meeting of that Socialist party held in the

same month of May, 1915, following the sinking of the Lusitania,

a new section to the constitution of the party was formidated,

which was submitted to the membership of the party by referen-

dum for a vote on it, and it contained this language: This is

article 2, section! '7 : "Any member of the Socialist party elected to

an officie who shall in any way vote to appropriate moneys for

militaxy Or naval purposes or war shall be expelled from the

party." Were you one of thosfe who voted constituting the 11,041

whose votes were cast in the affirmative for that constitutional

provision ? A. I could not say now whether I did nor not.

Q. At any rate, whether you did personally or not, you are one

that subscribed to the provision itself? A. I do.

Q.
'
And have continuously since tha:t time so subscribed ? A.

I did.

Q'. You have not at any time protested against the inclusion of

this provision in the constitution of the Socialist party of America ?

A- I did not consider this provision contrary to the Constitution

of the United States or this State, and I therefore did not pro-

test.

Q.
'
Ahd your answer then is that you at no tiine protested ? A.

With the staternent preceding.

Q. On April 2lst, 1916, when the situation in this country
seemed critical as' the result of the exchange of diplomatic' notes

with the German government over the use of submarines as

means of warfare, thes Socialist Patty of America had it^ national

secretary meet with the various translator-secretaries, and draw
up

'

a proclamation to be disseminated in all foreign languages to

the 'members of the party. This proclamation ended with the

following sentence: "We suggest an appeal that the workers, as

a measure of self-defense, and as an expression of their power,
exert every effort to keep America free from the stain of, a cause-

less war, even to the final and extreme ste^ of a general strike
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familiar with, that proclamation so drawn up ? A. I am.

/Q.'And that came to yoiii? attention in connection with your

activities as a member of the Socialist Party of America, did it

not? A. It did.

Q. And did you protest at any time against it? A, I did. mot.

Q. And have not down to the present day entered, any protest

against it? A. It has not been my practice to protest .against

everything that the national executive committee, does.

Q. Whether it has been' your practice to protest against every-

thing that the N'ational Committee does or does not >you,have not,

at any rate, so far as that is concerned^ protested against that ?

A. I -have not, sir.

Q. ; In the- convention of 1916 the Socialist Party of America
vissued it§ paisty platform, and at that time, the United States, by
the acts of the German .Government, was 'being' drawn -near to the

vortex of the great world war ; and in the National platform of the

Socialist Party for that year— 1916— there was contained the

following language :
" Therefore, the Socialist Party stands

opposed to military preparedness, to any appropriations of men or

money for war or . militarism while the control of such forces

through the political state, rests in the hands of the capitalist class.

The Socialist Party stands committed to the class .war ,and urges

upon the workers in the mines. and forests,, on the railways, and
shops, in factories and fields, the use of their economic, and indus-

trial power, by refusing to mine the coal, to transport soldiers, to

furnish food or other supplies for military purposes, and thus keep

out of the.hands of the ruling.class.the.control of armed forces and

economic power necessary for aggression abroad and industrial

despotism at home."

vMr. Hillquit.— I liate to- make objections, but I shall 'have to

object to those portions of rMrj Gonboy's question in.which,-he in-

jects his own historic interpretation ; in the former question,

" When the- crisis in America- was' becoming acute ;">inrthei' second,

"When the United States was being, drawn into the vortex of the

world war."

The Chairman.— Overruled. Proceed.

By Mr. Conboy

:

' 'Q. You were a dues-paying memiber of rthe- Socialist Party in

good standing at that time? A. I was.
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Q. And you were familiar with {he national platform that had

been adopted by the party ? A. I was.

Q. Did you protest at any time against that platform ? A. 'No,

sir.

Q. And you have not from that time made any protest against

it, have you? A. That platform applied to the year 1916 and

does not apply today.

Q. Well, at any rate, you have never, whether in 1916 or at any

other time, protested against that platform or the language con-

tained in it, have you ? A. At any other time after the !N^ationaI

campaign of 1916, the platform does not apply. It has been super-

seded by other platforms.

Q. I asked you, because I thini it is important, in view of your

personal interest in this matter, to reply to the question. Did you

at that time, or at any other time, protest against that platform?

A. At any other time there could be no occasion for protest. At

that time I did not.

The Chairman. — Your answer is not responsive.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. I say at that time— and I think I shall continue to repeat

the question until I get a responsive answer : Did you at that time

or any other time protest against that platform? A. I have not.

Q. On April 6, 191Y, the United States declared war against

the Imperial German government; you know that to be an his-

torical fact ? A. I do.

Q. Immediately thereafter, to wit, on the following day, the

7th day of April, 1917, the Socialist Party of America met in

annual convention in the city of St. Louis, in the. State of Mis-

souri
;
you know that to be a fact ? A. I know that to be a fact.

Q. And the sessions of that convention continued from the 7th

day of April, 1917, until the 14th day of April, 1917? A. I

think that is correct.

Q. At that convention the Socialist Party proceeded to shape

its policies with respect to the situation then before the American

people ; isn't that true ? A. That is correct.

Q. And it adopted what was known as a war program, isn't

that true ? A. A war resolution.

Q. War resolution ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. That war resolution started out as follows :
" The Social-

ist Party of the United States in the present grave crisis, solemnly
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reaffirms its allegiance to the principle of internationalism and

working class solidarity tlie world over, and proclaims its .un-

alterable opposition to the war just declared by the government of

the United States." You know that that is the language of the

first paragraph of that war program or proclamation, do you not ?

A. I believe it is.

Q. That war program or proclamation was subsequently sub-

mitted to the various 'Socialist locals in the United States, in-

cluding the Socialist local of which you are a member, for ap-

proval of the members; isn't th^t true? A. That is true.

Q. And it was approved by the members of the Socialist Party ?

A. That is correct.

Q. Did your local approve it? A. I am not prepared to say

that.

Q. Did you personally approve it ? A. I did ^ot vote for it,

by chance, but I approve of the resolution substantially.

Q. And you accepted it ? A. I did.

Q. And you have never from that time down to the present

protested against it ? A. I have not.

Q. It called upon, after this country was in the war, the work-

ers of all countries to refuse to support their governments in their

wars, the exact language of the proclamation being, " The workers

of all countries to refuse to support their governments in their

wars ; " at that time when that program or proclamation was so

prepared, the United .'States was at war, was it not ? A. A decla-

ration of war having been declared.

Q: And the United States was a government, wasnt it? A.

Yes, certainly.

Q. And the United States had workers, didn't it ? A. Yes.

, Q. Did you at any time protest against the inclusion of that

demand in the program or proclamation of the Socialist Party

of America? A. I did not believe that demand was illegal or

unconstitutional and I did not protest.

Q. With respect to the inatter of national patriotism, the posi-

tion of the party was stated in this language :
" The only struggle

which would justify the workers in taking up arms is the great

struggle of the working class of the world to free itself from

economic exploitation and political oppression, and we particu-

larly warn the workers against the snare and delusion of so-called

defensive warfare. As against the false doctrine of national

patriotism, we uphold the ideal of international working class



ir&6

.solidarity." You know that to be the language contained jn the

war proclamation or prograni of the Socialist Party of America,

do you noU A. That is part of the St. Louis resolution.

Q. And it was also a part of that resolution which was adopt©^

by a referendum vote of the members of the Socialist party?

A. As part of the resolution it had been adopted.

Q. Did you at any time ever protest against the sentiments

expressed' in the language that I have just read to. you? A. I

have not —r this tafcen in connection with the rest of,the resolutiof.?

'Q. The war program or proclamation further provides: "In
harmony with, these principles the Socialist party emphatically

rejects the proposal that in time of war the workers should sus-

pend their stiniggle for better conditions. On the contrary, the

acute situation created by war calls' for' an even more vigorous

prosecution of the class struggle, and we recommend to the workers

and pledge ourselves to the following course of action

:

1. Continuous, active and public opposition to the war,.thrQiigii

demonstrations, mass petitions, and all other means' within our

power.

2, Unyielding opposition to all proposed legislation for militkiy

or industrial conscription. Should such conscription' be' fttrcelrv:

upon the people, we pledge ourselves to continuous efforts for the

repeal of such laws arid to the support of all mass movement^! in

opposition to conscription. We pledge ourselvfes to oppose, witk

all our strength, any attempt to raise money for payment of war

expense by taxing the necessaries of life, or issuing bonds which

will put the burden upon future generations. We. dem'aml" that

the capitalistic class, which is responsible for the war, pay i;ts

cost. Let those who kindled the fire, furnish the fuel."

That also was a pa:rt of that same resolution which you have

already referred to as having been adopted on' the referendTun

by the majority vote of the Socialist party of America, was'it noti

A. That was, and the first part had reference to the expeften^e;

this country had undergone since .the war was declared by those

who controlled the means of life and the industries of the country,

growing rich out of the blood and suffering of the people of

Europe. Here is a compilation of the Internal Revenue De{)art-

ment of the millionaires created, beginning with 1914 andcoiniiig

right down to the very end of the war. The millionaires in the

United States increased from 2,348 in 1914 to 3,824 in 1915,

to 6,633 in 1916 and to 6,664 in 191Y. In the first year of fe

world war, the number of millionaires increased by 1,476. In
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tlie second year of the war, the manufactTired number of new
millionaires was 2,809, the total increase of war made million-

aires since 1914 was 4,285. In view of this experience we declared

at the very outset of the war that the working class during the

war must not submit to this crew to be exploited in the name of

the war.

' Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, I want to ask you a further question

about that : have you ever opposed this language contained in the

war program) of the Socialist party of America to which I have

just ditected your attention ? A. I have not.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. Mr. Waldman, do you really believe that great increase in

millionaires was solely due to the war? A. Well, according to

the report of the internal revenue department—
Q. I am asking you do you believe it? A. I am speaking now

ham the fact. It is not a question of faith or belief. The report

indicates- that these industries which were engaged in the pro-

duction of war ammunition, and war supplies, were those that,

furnished the greater number of millionaires.

Q., Do you believe that report ? A. I do.

Q. Do you think the oil industries in the United States and

other industries had anything to do with the increase of million-

aires ? A. They may have.

Q. As far as you are concerned, you are willing/ to ascribe the

increase in millionaires, as shown by that report, solely to the

wars? . A. I did not say solely. N^o, I said most of the million-

aires were due to the war. That was my originaL statement.

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. Would you dbject to becoming a millionaire under those

circuflistances ? A. Well, I don't think so, excepting J wouldn't

want to become a millionaire at the expense of my fellow men.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. A± the St. Louis Convention in April of 1917, in addition

to the war program to which I have directed your attention, a

platform was adopted by the Socialist Party of America, and ,in

that platform—
I Assemblyman Harringtonj— May I just ask a question? Mr.

Waldman,' you wouldn't object to some of these manufaetureps

of ammunition making more money at the present time by send-
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ing munitions into Russia, would you, for the benefit of Mr.

Lenine and Trotzky.

The Witness.-— I would. I would object to nl'aKiag'profit out of

any social necessity if even you were to conceive ihat the muni-

tions should be sent to Lenine and Trotzky, I would be opposed

to any body of men or women maldng profits out of that muni-

tion. I do not approve of sending munitions to Lenine and

Trotzky.

Assemblyman Harrington.— From your answer, I take it that

your objection to millionaires is regardless of whether they make

it by munitions or in some other way? A. That is the truth.

I3y Assemblyman Harrington

:

Q. And that might apply in time of peace as well as in war?

A. It does generally excepting in times of war when these people

take special advantage of the national need for the supply of

muiiitions and charge the nation higher prices than it actually

cost to produce and coin millions of dollars. I say that the work-

ing people at that time shall not submit to the further exploita-

tion of that crowd; that if the munition is necessary it can be

produced by society as a whole, by the government, by the com-

munity, through the workers without giving anybody any par-

ticular profits outside of those employed to produce it.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. In the platform which was adopted at the same meeting

with the war program or proclamation to which I have direotei

your attention, there is contained the following language referring

to the Socialist Party of America: ' "It calls upon all workers to

unite to strike as they vote and to vote as they strike, all against

the master class. Only through this combination of our powers,

can we establish the cooperative commonwealth wherein the work-

ers shall own their jobs and receive the full social value of their

products." That platform was also adopted, was it not, as well as

the war proclamation or program, by a majority vote of the mem-

bers of the Socialist Party' of America ? A. Pardon me, Mr. Con-

boy ; is the thing you have read the entire platform ?

Q. No, it is only a. part of it. A. Then, this part of the plat-

form was adopted in conjunction with it ?

Q. The whole platform? A. This part of the platform in

connection with the rest of the platform, I subscribed to.
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Q. You subscribed to it? A. In connectioii with the rest of the

platform.

Q. I understand that. It was adopted, the whole platform, by

a majority vote of the members of the party on a referendum?

A. I do not believe this platform went to a referendum.- I think

the convention adopted it. I may be wrong.

Q. Whether it was adopted by a referendum or was adopted by

the convention, at any rate, as I understand, you subscribed to it ?

A. As a whole.

vj!. And including the language I read you? A. Yes, but not

separate from the rest of the platform.

Q. Wow, you have never at any time protested against that

platform, or any part of it ? A. No, sir ; I did not.

Q. In that platform at the same time there was incorporated

as part of the immediate program the following political desmands,

among others: "Resistance to compulsory military training and

to conscription of life and labor. Repudiation of war debts." That

also is a part of that same platform to which I understand, from

sir last answer, you gave your support? A. The sentiment I

have seen there was at the time it was adopted, and perhaps a

week after.

Q. You saw it at that time ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You did ndt protest against it ? A. I have not.

Q. It represented the views with which you were in sympathy ?

A. I would not say that.

Q. Would you say it did not ? A. It did not.

Q. It did not what? A. It did not meet with my approval as

there expressed.

Q. What did you find in that platform, and which you disa-

greed with ? A. If you read it again I will tell you.

Q. These last two planlis ? A. Yes, sir.

Q.' " Resistance to compulsory military training and to the con-

scription of life and labor. Repudiation of war debts." A. I

think it is not fully expressive of the Socialist position on the

question of war, and our policy after war was declared.

Q. Those two things were not intended to be fully expressive ?

A. They were intended to be expressive of a certain line of action

of which I did not approve.

Q. They were intended to be expressive of two things, that the

party at this time stood for ? A. It stood for the adoption of the

St. Louis resolution at this particular time,.
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Qi'And it' alsb 'stood' for-'-the -adoption of this- platfOMn at fflat

time ? A. The platform, as a whole, yes, sir.

Q. ' Did you' 'at any ' time i express any protest' with Tespeotc to

this'pajticular-'plank.dn-ithia platform ? A.' Understaaid. me^,-tbat>

when a platform is adopted at a convention, memhers' iii "the party

generally do not send, in 'protests- to the- convention for adopti&g-

one J clause or another; > This platform does not come out to .the

membershiipjfor a ivote:' I could not vote for it, .or agaimst ity

because it contained that provision at the time. If I was/to frame,

sentiments expressed ithere|. I would not have lapipiFaved of the

language adopted there.

The Chairman.—Slirike. out the answer as not, responsive,

Mr. Conhoy.'—I wish you would let the answer stand, because

there arc certain features' of it th-att will be helpful to the com-

mittee when it comes to consider this matter.

The 'Chairman.—It was not, in strict accordance with the rule.

Mr. Conboy.—I know that, but I wish you would let the,

answer stand.

The Chairman.—^Very well, proceed.

Q. I^Tow, among other things, that you incorporated in yqur

statement, was the fact that that platform was not submitted to

the membership of the . party , for its vote ? A. I eaid that in

explanation of my inability to protest against this particular

language.

Q. 1 direct your attention to page 376 of the American Lajbdr

year Book for the years 1917-18 published by the Eand .School of

Social Science, edited .by Alexander Tr'achtenberg, DlrectdP

Depaxtment of Labor Research, Rand School, of Social Scieace,

and to that portion on that page 376, and which is as follows:

the platform as adopted by referendum of thfe membership is as

follows, and ask if I have not correctly read from that book the

sentence which shows that that platform was adopted by referen-

dum vote of the members of the Socialist party. A. Maty I ask

you where you make reference td that, Mr. Conboy, please.; where

is that?

Q.'The platform as adopted by refei*endum of the membership

is as follows— A. Yes, well, that is right. That' is what it Says.

It says that.
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Q. Ifow, you have teen here in attendance, have you not,

—

because it .is not' desirable toi have any: confusion upon thisisub^

j'ect,— you have been' here ' in attendance, haven't you, during

these sessions when it was explained that that platform wasi sub-

mitted to the membership of the Socialist Party of ,America, and
was adopted by referendum vote, and that after- it was adopted

by a referendum vote, under the provisions of the Constitution

of the party, the Espionage Act was passed, and then! 'the Execu-

tive Committee concluded that it was advisably to strike out of

the platform adopted by the membership of the party on_that

referendum vote' those two sections to which I have already called

your attention, to wit, iN'o. 6, under the head of Political Demands
In 'the Immediate Program, as follows: " Kesistance to com-

• pulsory military training and to the conscription of life and

labor,", and JSTo. Y, the "Kepudiation of War Debts." Am I

not correct in stating that you have been here during the progress

of this inquiry when that testimony Tias been given? A.' I' have
'j -'m here and heard it explained, and so stated.

Q. Now when that referendum was had upon that 'platform and

your local was called upon to vote with respect to that platform

did you personally and individually register any protest against

those two provisions in that platform ? A. My answer still stands

that I do not recollect that the platform was submitted to the

referendum. If it had been I surely had not been there to vote.

Q. "Well, your answer then is that you have no recollection of

ever having voted upon this platform ? A. Yes, sir.

Q.' You did know a week after the platform was prepared that

it had been prepared. Am I correct in so stating your testimony ?

A.. Yes, sir, I followed the proceedings of the St Louis convention.

By Mr. Conboy

:

•Q. And neither at that time nor at any other time did you
protest against any statement contained in that platform; am !
correct in that statement ? A. I have not protested.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. Mr.' Waldman, if you had^ had control of the St J Louis con-

vention, what other language would you have suggested, or

tadopted, with reference to the 'repudiation of ' war- debts?

A. Frankly, I must be placed in the psychology that existed on
the day that the St. Louis platform was being prepared, in 1917,

and only if I was placed in that psychology, in that state 'of mind,
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could I scientifically answer tkat question. For me at this time

to formulate a statement on this point, in 1917, after so many

events have taken place, after a different atmosphere has been

created, would be unscientific and untrue.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. What you would have done is largely a matter of psychology ?

A. Yes, sir.

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. What was your sentiment about that on December 31st,

li919 ? A. As I say, if I, were at that time asked to formulate

this particular proposition, I would not have formulated it In

language of that kind. Of that I am certain.

Q. What language would you have used ? A. As I say, I can-

not exactly say now, under the present circumstances and under

the present atmosphere, how I would have adopted and formulated

a statement in 1917 under different circumstances. It would be

untrue if I did tell you what words I would have used.

Q. What do you think about it today? A. I think about it

today that it is out of our platform, and it is properly out of the

platform, because it was deemed by those who understood the law,

or who understand the law sufficiently, that this provision may be

in conflict with the law ; and in pursuance of that thoughtj they

took it out of the platform. I think they did the proper thing.

Q. Only because it is in conflict with the law? A. Because it

is in conflict with the law, and when anything is in conflict with

the law, it should not be in any political platform.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. That is, it was in conflict with the criminal law, was it

not ? A. It was in conflict with the law as it was understood by

our expert attorneys, which I am not.

Q. No, but you understand, and you have been so informed

during the course of this very proceeding, that it was thought it

might be in conflict with this particular law which was known

as the Espionage Law? A. I understand that was the explana-

tion.

Q. And that that was a criminal law ? You so understand it,

do you not? A. Surely.

Q. Which created, or defined, certain crimes ? A. It did.

Q. Against the United Staties ? A. It did.
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Q. And provided for those who were guilty of the commission

of such crimes a penalty prescribed in the act itself? A. That

is correct.

Q. And you know that many of your socialist colleagues, your

colleagues in the Socialist party of America, have been indicted

and tried and found guilty of the violation of that law and sen-

tenced to terms of imprisonment ? A. I am aware of the fact that

some members have been tried and convicted under the Espion-

age Law.

Q. In short, in the language of the Executive Committee, report-

ing to the 1917 convention of the party, some 2,000 socialists in

all have been arrested because of their opinions and the era of

prosecution is by no means ended. You understand that to be a

fair and accurate statement of the number that up to September,

1919, of Socialists who had been charged with a violation of laws

constituting crimes against the United States, do you not ? A. If

that is the statement of the National Executive Committee, it is

a fair and true statement.

Q. You have no reason to doubt it ? A. I do not.

Q. In the same convention of April, 1917, when yoU adopted

this war program and the platform, to the provisions or to certain

provisions of which I have directed your attention, you also dealt

with the subject of anti-sabotage as it was referred to or contained

in your party declarations. Is not that true? A. I understand

at that convention they dealt with that subject.

Q. And the result that was accomplished in that respect was

to wi-ite out of the declarations of the Socialist party of America

what had theretofore been contained in its declarations in the

nature of a prohibition of the use of sabotage? A. The provi-

sion prohibiting the advocacy of sabotage was stricken out from

the constitution because it was deemed no longer necessary to be

in the constitution inasmuch as the elements who had been affected

by that provision had already left the party or been put out of

the party since 1912.

Q. That, I understand to be your explanation of the reason

for. the elimination of the anti-sabotage plank ? A. That is the

explanation offered on the floor of the convention, in the conven-

tion, in the committees, and the explanation by the party member-

ship as a whole.

Q. Don't you think, Mr. Waldman, if I may ask you to express

your opinion upon that subject, that it was a singularly unfortu-
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nate time for the . Socialist party of America, :;adpp1amg, a* war
prograjn or proclamation of the character that it did a^opt and
a platform of the character that it did adopt, at the same, time

to eliminate; the anti-sabotage plank? A. My personal opinion

ids that one had absolutely no relation to the other; that one had
no connection with the other ; that one was acted upon independent

of and with absolutely no thought as connecting it with the reso-

lution or with .therwar. It iwas stricken out fiiom our constitu-

tion

—

(Discussion off the record.

)

The Witness (continuing). The constitution was; generally

being revised and that provision was dropped from the constitu-

tion aa an independent act and should not be related to the war

resolution at all.

.Q. Now, it was then that certain of the men who had thereto-

fore been identified with the Socialist party of America, left the

party, wasn't it ? A. "No, it was not then.

Q. It was how long after .that time? A. It was prior to that

time that those; whom the section was supposed to affect had left

the party or were put out of the party.

Q. I am not referring now to those whom, you say would be

interested in having the anti-sabotage plank there, but I am speak-

ing of those who apparently conceived it to be incompatible with

their interests as Americans to remain in the' Socialist, party.

I say that then they vrent out of the Socialist party, didn't they?

A. I am not aware of any group of people leaving the Socialist

party after the adoption of the St. Louis resolution, because the

adoption of the resolution was incompatible with their American-

ism.

Q. When did John Spargo get out ? A. John iSpaxgo left but

not because,,upon his own statement, our position on the war was

incompatible with Americanism.

Q. When did Allen Bensonget out? A. About the same, time.

A year later, I am informed.

' Q. And Slobodan? A.- Slobodin, somewhere around there.

Q. And there were a number of other more or less distipgaished

names in the party who went out also ? A. More or less.

Q. Who were the others that you can think of? A. Mr. Gay-

lord, Mr. Simons, Mr. Rusgell, : Mrs. Stokes, r Mr. Stokes ;, well,

perhaps a few others I couldn't recall.
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p,j.9- Walling also? A. Oh,, yes, Mr. Walling. I am informed
l^rie, and I want to say, Mr., Cpnboy, on these matters I am rather

delinquent, because I am not well informed upon the technical

'|ide pf the membership.

Q. At any rate, you remained in the party, didn't you? A.
Oh yes.

Q. The Socialist Party of Anierica held no convention or

congress from April of 1917 until September of 1919, did it?

A. It lias not.

Q- In the meantime, between April of 1917 and September of

1919' there was a change in the government of Eussia ? A. There

was.

Q. And September of 1919 when the party met out in Chicago

there had been, prepared and published what was known as the

Ooiiimunist Manifesto of Moscow ? A. That is so.

'" Q. That Communist Manifesto of Moscow was disseminated

through the Literature Department of the Socialist Party of

America at the and from the main office of the parly in the City

of Chicago ? A. I am not aware of thajt.

Q. The testimony shows, a communication sent out from
the Literature Department of the Socialist Party of America
refierring to this Communist Internationale of Moscow as

the greatest proclamation issuing from any working class

organization since the Communist manifesto of Marx and
Engels of 1848; you became acquainted with the fact, did

you not, that there was such a manifesto as has been referred

to from the Internationale Communist bi Moscow ? A. From the

letter that was read here I became acquainted with the fact that

the literature agent at Chicago, who sells a lot of books, with the

inanifesto included, sent out a letter to a person in Rochester

somewhere, telling him that the pamphlet was prepared.

Q. You were at the convention in Chicago in September of

1919, were you not? A. Yes, sir, I was.

Q. You went there in what capacity? A. As a delegate. '

Q. And that convention in Chicago prepared for submission to

the membership of the Socialist Party, for acceptance by referen-

dum vote, two reports ; that is true, is it not ? A. That is correct.

Q. One known as a majority report— from the fact that it is

referred to as the majority report, I would assume that the greater

DjUmber of delegates in attendance at the Chicago convention were

in favor of that report ? A. That is correct. "
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Q. And the other known as tile minority report,' which' appart^

ently received the minority vote at 1iie' Ohibi^ conven,tid»i'? Ji..

That is correct.
'

'''[
' '

'''''"'

Q. And the minority report has, sinc^'ffikt t*im^, receive^ a,

m^ajority support on the referendum by the nieMbership of:* the:

Socialist Party, has it not ? A. True. ,-
'

' '

,

' Q. And is now accepted as the party's staitemeiat with respedl; to

:

that particular phase in which the Socialist Pariy of Ameriifa is

interested ? A. That is so.

' Q. Your Socialist Local voted on that refeijendum, did itjnot.?

A. I understand that they did.

Q. Did you vote on it ? A. I happened to have been sick that

sight when the voting was going on. I did not vote on i]t^
,

'Q. • Have you at aiiy time protested against either the ma^orily

or the minority reports ? A. It so happens, Mr. Conboyj ;th^t as

a delegate at the convention, for myself, I did not approve of either

report, the minority or majority, and I did not, vote for either re-

port ; but I accept the statement as you put it, that a majority vote

had carried the minority report, and it today standiSas the expres-

sion of the Socialist Party of America.

Q. And it also stands in that respect as your expression, does

it not ? A. It stMids as rOiy expression only, inasmuch aS; I believe

in obeying the rule of the majority.

. Q. In the Socialist Party of America ? A. Everywhere., ,

Q. But at any rate there— is not that true, Mr. Waldman,'

—

at any rate, in the Socialist Party of America t A. ; I am a very

strong adherent of majority ru],e in thej party. ,

Q. jNow,^ the Chicago convention, in September of 1919, did

you have thie report ,of James,CNeill ? A. Which report dlo you

refer to ?( .

.

. i ,

^, Q.. Wejlj. how many reports did he make? A. Why, Mr.

0'!N"eill made several reports for the National Executive Com'-

mittee.,
; .; . , \ s.

Q. He made several reports for the National Executive Com-

mittee of the Socialist Party of America ? A. That is ooTvt^?^'-

Q. When you say ' several" there were probably reports upiSi

different phases of the matter that he had been' sen* W observe and

make a report upon ? A. Well, not quite so ; they were inatteifS

on difierent phases, which the National Executive Oomialttii'wA's

to report on, and delegated^ him to make thg repprt.

'

'
'""' *
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Q. All riglit. Were those reports placed before the delegates

L in attendance at the September, 1919, convention ? A. At times it

'was merely read by the reporter; at other times, I remember one

3r two reports— mimeographed copies— were distributed among
the delegates even before the convention.

Q. That is, the delegates in attendance became conversant, or

informed, of the contents of these reports made by Mr. O'Neill

either through mimeographed
. copies of them, which were fur-

nished to such delegates, or else through the reports made verbally

from the platform ? A. That is correct.

Q. And what other information did you have there at that time

with respect to the Russian situation ? A. Why, you asked me
what other information. What first information do you have

reference to ?

Q. Did not Mr. O'Neill make a report with reference to the—
A. I have not heard him mate such a report.

Q. He was sent over to Europe in the year 1919, was he not?

A. He was sent as one of the delegates to the Berne conference.

,

Q. To the Berne conference which was held in Switzerland?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, there were present at that time copies of the Moscow
Communist Manifesto? A. Where?

Q. In September, 1919, in Chicago ? A. What is the question

;

as to who had it ?

Q. Yes, as to who had it ? A. I do not know wh^Eer anybody
had it at Chicago or elsewhere.

Q. What did you understand to be the new Internationale ? A.

In connection with what ?

Q. Does tKat phrase that I have used express any meaning at

all to your mind ? A. Not at all.

Q. You never heard before of the phrase " the new Interna-

tionale ? A. Not as it stands by itself.
""

Q. Did yqu ever hear before about the Third Internationale?

A. Yes, I did.

Q. What did you understand by the Third Internationale ? A.

By the Third Internationale I understand it as being a proposi^

tion made by several parties in Europe, including Eussia, that an

Internationale be built different and apart from that which was
called the Second Internationale.

" Q. And was there any statement made of the purpose of that

proposed Third Internationale ? A. There weren't any.
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Q. None at all ? A. None at all.

Mr. Hillquit.— Let us get that a little clearer, Mr. Conboy.

Mr. Conboy.— Perhaps Mr. Waldman will help me get it a

little clearer.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is what I am trying to expedite. When
you ask, Mr. Conboy, whether there were any statements will you

please state by whom, then Mr. Waldman could probably answer.

The Witness.— I answered the question as it was put.

Mr. Hillquit.— Yes.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Was there any statement made by the five men of whom
two were Lenine and Trotzky? A. Made to whom?

Q. Made to anybody? A. They made many statements, Mr.

Conboy.

Q. Well, that does not get us anywheres. Do you remember

a statement made to the proletarians of the world ? A. I remem-

ber at least three statements made to the proletarians of the world.

Q. Do you remember a statement referred to as the Moscow

Communist Manifesto? A. I remember such a statement.

Q. When .the Socialist Party of the United States, in the

minority report which was adopted by the members of the Socialist

Party through the referendum vote declared as follows :
" The

Socialist Party of the United States therefore declares itself in

support of the Third Moscow Internationale," what did il have

reference to as the Third Moscow Internationale ? A. As I under-

stand it, it had reference to a set of principles which have been

set out as bein^j those that should be the ones guiding a new Inter-

nationale, or the Third Internationale.

Q. Where has that set of principles been set out? A. Well,

they are not clearly set out in a positive way, but rather in a

negative way.

Q. Well, tell us where they have been set out in this negative

rather than a positive way? A. I would put it this way. The

general sentiment against coalition ministers on the part of revolu-

tionary Socialist governments was one of the principal reasons for

the demand foi this new Internationale ; and the principle of no
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coalition would be one of the principles that would guide the Third

Internationale, as I understood it.

Q. I am still waiting to ascertain from you where these prin-

ciples have been set out using the language employed in your
answer ? A. I do not know of any document that would contain

the principles clearly set out.

Q. Well, you do know, however, of the document which on its

title page is referred to as the manifesto,— of the Communist
Manifesto, adopted by the congress of the Communist Inter-

nationale at Moscow, March 2'6th^ 1919, and signed by Comrades
C. Kakovsky, JST. Lenin, M. Zinogev, L. Trotzky and Fritz Plat-

ten? A. I knew such a manifesto was. issued at the Moscow
Congress.

Q. Who attended at that Moscow Congress ? A, I think it was
best stated by Mr. Hillquit, who was qualified to speak on that

subject. I am not. ^

Q. And that Moscow Congress as composed, as Mr. HiUquit

has stated, and I understand you accept his explanation in that

respect, issued this manifesto which is referred to in the record

as having been adopted by such a Congress on the 26th of March,

1919 ? A. As far as I know, this is said to be their manifesto.

Q. Now, in the introductory part of their document there is

this statement :
" This manifesto is the first official document of

the Communist Internationale that was founded at Moscow, Rus-

sia." I ask you if that is not the same Internationale that is

referred to in the minority report to the Socialist party as the-

Third Internationale convened at . Moscow ? A. I believe in a

general way it had reference to this Internationale.

Q. That is, you believe that the minority report adopted by
the referendum vote after the convention in September, 1919,

had reference to what is referred to herein as the Moscow Inter-

nationale ? A. It had reference to the Moscow Internationale.

Q. Now, in the manifesto that was adopted in Chicago you

also, in addition to the preparation of these two reports, the

majority report and the minority report, had your own manifesto

out there in Chicago, didn't you, in September, 1919 ? A. What
do you mean by having your own manifesto ?

Q. You issued what was called a manifesto? A. Yes.

Q. I refer to that as being your own manifesto? A. As a

party. I thought you referred to me personally.

Q. And in that youi said, " We the Socialist of America declare

our solidarity with the revolutionary workers of Russia in the
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support of tke Govermnent of their Soviets, with the radical

Socialists of Germany, Austria and Hungary in their efforts to

establish working class rule in their countries, and with those

Socialist organizations in England, France, Italy and other coun-

tries who during the war as after the war, have remained true to

the principles of uncompromising international Socialism." That

is down in that manifesto adopted in Chicago ? A. That is with

this correction, tha^ it does not say solidarity but, "we pledge

our support ".

Q. Yes, but you heard the statements made by Mr. Hillquit

that as he had drafted that he had used the word solidarity ?

(Discussion off the record).

Q. Tou have heard Mr. Hillquit's statement that that expres-

sion that he used, solidarity, was, after all, not any different from

the phrase afterwards adopted? A. I heard Mr. Hillquit say

that.

Q. Now, except with that correction, the change of the expres-

sion that you have referred to, this manifesto is the one adopted

in Chicago ? A. This is part of the manifesto so adopted.

Q. And you were there at the time ? A. I was.

Q. And subscribe to it, don't you ? A. I do.

(Discussion off the record).

The Chairman.— We will take an adjournment until 10 :30

.tomorrow morning.

(Whereupon, at 6 o'clock P. M. an adjournment was taken

until 10:30 o'clock of February 26, 1920).
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STATE OF NEW YOBK -^ ASSEMBLY CHAMBEE

In the Matter of the Investigation by the Assembly of the State
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August Claessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles

Solomon to Retain Their Seats in Said Body.
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Present:

Hon. Louis M. Martin,

Hon. George H. Eowe,

,
Hon. James M. Lown,

Hon. Edmund B. Jenks,

Hon. Edward A. Everett,

Hon. William W. Pellet,

Hon. Edward J. Wilson,

Hon. Charles M. Harrington,

Hon. Harold E. Blodgett,

Hon. Theodore Stitt,

Hon. Louis A. Ciivillier,

Hon. Maurice Bloch,

Hon. William S. Evans.

Appearances:

For the Judiciary Committee

:

Charles D. Newton,

John B. Stanchfield,

Arthur E. Sutherland,

Elon K. Brown,

Martin Conboy,

Samuel E. Berger,

Archibald E. Stevenson,

Henry F. Wolff.
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For tHe Socialists

:

Morris Hillquit,

Seymour Stedrnkn,

S. John Blopk,

Gilbert E. Eoe,

William Karlin,
. '.ly ^ .

. '

Walter Nelles.

Hon. Louis MaetIn, Chairman.

(The. Cpmmittee met pursuant to adjournment at 10:45 a. m.)

Louis Waldman', recalled, testified as follows

:

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Mr. Waldman, I understood you to say yesterday that the

Speaker of the House in connection with the proceedings that

were taken at the time you, with.your Socialist colleagues, were

called to the well of the Housey. informed you that you would not

be given an opportunity to be heard? A. I said, that in answer

to a question by myself, the Speaker said, in substance, that if the

resolution which is going to be introduced, upon you getting your

seats is adopted you shall be excluded from this House and then

your qualifications shall be investigated.

Q. What he actually said is this, isn't it, reading from the

stenographer's minutes from page 3 as they are handed to me:
" It is every citizen's right to his day in court. If this House

should adopt a resolution declaring your seat herein vacant, pend-

ing a hearing before a tribunal of this House you will be given

an opportunity to appear before such tribunal to prove your right

to a seat in this legislative body, and upon, the result of such hear-

ing and the findings of the Assembly tribunal, your right to par-

ticipate in the actions of this bbdy will be determined." A. My
question to the Speaker which called forth this answer was that

this House cannot suspend us or exclude us, without giving us an

opportunity to be heard and to defend ourselves and to state our

side against the charges made in the, Speaker's speech. To this

the Speaker replied that when the resolution is offered and adopted

you shall be excluded and after you have been excluded your rights

to the membership of this House denied, you shall b6' investigated



1813

and then found whether you are fit or not. To me that answer

conveyed the meaning that we shall hang you first and try you

afterwai-ds.

Q. Have you finished ? A. I have, Mr. Conboy.

Q. I have read you the stenographer's minutes that contained

the statement made by the Speaker with regard to your inquiry

before the tribunal of the House to prove your right to a seat, in

this legislative body. You do not doubt that what! have read is

a correct statement of what transpired upon that occasion, do you ?

A. Excepting that this statement, without the preceding and suc-

ceeding paragraphs, has no meaning and cannot stand by itself. ,

Q. Now, then, immediately after that Mr. Claessens said:

" Mr. Speaker, do I understand we have no rights until this body

officially decides ? " And the Speaker replied :
" If the House so

decides." A. That was part of the question and answer.

Q. Then you said: "According to the rules adopted by this

body only a little while ago, a member ejected to. this House can

only be unseated when charges are filed against him and the Ju-

diciary Committee reports on the situation and then actioij taken

by this House. Is it not true ? " And the Speaker replied, " The
Chair rules that the Majority Leader be given an opportunity to.

present his resolution." Now, then, after that, in regard , to the

resolution which has been incorporated in this recorfi and sub-

mitted, the Speaker then said, " The question is upon the adop-

tion of the resolution." You then made this remark: "May I

inquire whether it is not the rule of this House and the precedent

of the State Legislature that when qharges are filed against any

member of this House the duly elected member is permitted to

represent his district until the Judiciary Committee renders its

decision and renders a report to the Legislature, whereupon the

Legislature acts? Has that not been the precedent and is it not

the rule ? " To which the Speaker replied, " In reply, the Consti-^

tution provides that the House is the sole judge of the qualifica-

tions of its members, and it may or may not grant a hearing, ilt

is the purpose in this case that you shall be given a day in court.

The question occurs upon the adoption of the resolution." And
then you said, " On a point of parliamentary inquiry, I want tof

find out if it is possible to move a reference of this resolution to

a different committee other than the one named ? " To which the

Speaker replied, " If the resolution is adopted, it carries its own
reference. The question is upon the adoption of the resolution;
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all in favor will say aye; all opposed will signify by saying no.

The Clerk will call the roll." Now, is that a true and corredt

statement of the record? A. Excepting that the record does not

convey the situation as it happened in the House. When 1 arose

to ask for a parliamentary inquiry, the first thing the Speaker' did

was to put down the gavel and say : ""Ro discussion on this resolu-

tion." I then put the parliamentary inquiry, and the pu*rpose

of my parliamentary inquiry was to determine whether a resolu-

tion which carried with it a provision for the suspension of five

members of this House could be adopted without giving the mem-

bers of this House an opportunity to explain their position and to

answer what I call a grossly misrepresented charge on the part

of the Speaker.

Q. Was that what you intended to convey by your parliamientary

inquiry as stated in the record ? A. That was the first '-^

Q. 'No, just a minute. Whien 'the Speaker said the question

occurs upon the adoption of the resolution, you are recorded as

follows: " Mr. Waldman: Mr. Speaker, on a point of parliamen-

tary inquiry, I want to find out if it is possible to move a reference

of this resolution to a different committee other than' the one

named?" Is that the statement that you have explained in an-

swer to the last question ? A. '\Ko, sir, I explaiiied the' first.

When the purpose of this queistion, Mr. Conboy, was when the

Spefaker told us we could not debate the resolution, I intended to

rhove that the resolution be referred to the Committee of thb

Whole, creating this House as a Committee on the Whole, and

then the resolution having been referred to it, debated on the spot,

and argued the matter out,— this was the purpose of my question.

The Speaker replied I could not move any rereferehce of the

resolution.

Q. The Speaker then put the adoption of the resolution to' the

House? A. He did.

Q. And the Clerk called the roll, didn't he ? A. He did.

.
' Q. The vote as announced was 140 ayes and 6 noes ? A.' That^

is so.
' '''

'

Q. !N"ow, I inquired of you yesterday about whether Mr. JameS

Oneal had made any report to your Chicago Convention of Sep-

tember, 1919, on the Russian situation, and did I understand you

correctly to say that Mr. Oneal did not report on the Russian

situation ? A. No, sir, I did not say that.
'

Q. Well, he did report on the Russian situation, didn't he ? A.

My recollection is that lie did.
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Q. And in his report hp made a report which favored the Mos-

cow Internationale, didn't he? A. I comld not say thai; I do not

recall the contents of his report.

Q. Do you recall whether this paragraph was, contained in ihis

report favoring the Moscow Internationale: " The Moscow Con-

gress certainly has in mind the ideals of Socialism, not concept of

Communism of wealth which has characterized many religious

sects. This membership is made up of all elements of the Socialist

movement that oppose war and militai'ism, relying upon the class

struggle to chart the course of the movement, and keeps in mind

the faqt that the real struggle in the modem world is one between

workers of all countries as against the ruling class of all countries."

Do you recall that paragraph in his report ? A. I do not person-

ally recall, bijt if it is part of the record, Mr. Oneal must have

said that.

Mr. Hillquit.— Have you got that report, Mr. Conboy?

Mr. Conboy.— No. Do you want to see what I have been read-

ing from ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Yes. I should like to have it in evidence if

you do not object.

Mr. Conboy.— I have no objectidni

The Chairman.— Mark it in evidence.

(The paper referred to was marked Assemblymen's Exhibit I^o.

9 of this date.)

(Discussion off the record.)

. Mr. Hillquit.— I have offered this article under a misappre-

hension, I move for leave to withdraw the same from the record.

The Chairman.— Your motion is granted. You can withdraw

it.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Ifow, Mr. Waldman, do you know where it is possible for us

to get the official copies of Mr. Oneal's report on the Interna-

tional Socialist situation made to the Chicago convention of the

American Socialist party ? A. I could not give you that informa-

tion, Mr. Conboy. -.(»
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Q. Do you know any place or any person to whom we might

apply for that information? A. I should think Mr, James

Oneal is the best person to apply to.

Q. Where is he ? A. Mr. James Oneal is the associate editor

of the New York Call. You can address him at the New York

Call.

Mr. Conboy.— Will, you, Mr. Block, inasmuph as Mr. Oneal

is associate editor of the New York Call, supply us with the re-

ports he made to the Chicago convention in September, 1919?

Mr. Block.— I think you have ample facilities for obtaining

anything you want. You have shown your ability to do it, and I

think you may as well continue it.

Mr. Conboy.— It is a fair and gracious reply. - It answers my
question, and I ask the Chairman to issue process to Mr. Oneal

to produce the reports submitted to the Septeinber, 1919, conven-

tion of the Socialist party by Mr. James Oneal on the subject of

the Moscow Internationale.

Mr. Hillquit,— In; what respect is the Chairman to issue

process ?

The Chairman.—Every side is entitled to a subpqena,

Mr. Block.— There is in evidence, I belipye, a copy of this bul-

letin, and if there is any reference to the report in that convention

we shall be glad to ascertain where it is and produce it. We ob-

ject to any assumption in the question which isn't established.

The Chairman.— Very well, proceed.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Have you any information with regai-d to the questions I

put to you respecting the contents of Mr. Oneal's report on the

Moscow Internationale ? A. I have no recollection, Mr. Conboy,

on that report.

Q. Now, with regard to the repeal of the anti-sabotage pro-

vision in the Constitution which was adopted in April of 1917,

the anti-sabotage plank was in the National Constitution of the

Socialist party of America, wasn't it, Mr. Waldman ? A. It was

since 1912, if my recollection is right.

Q. And it was article 2, section 6, of the Constitution as it

existed until after the adoption of the plank that cancelled or
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deleted the anti-sabotage plank? A. I believe you are correct in

that.

Q. That motion to. delete from the Constitution the anti-

sabotage plank was submitted to a referendum vote of the mem-

bers, was it not? A. My recollection is it was.

Q. And it was thereby disseminated throughout the entire

country ? , A. Among the membership of the Spcialisit party.

Q. Among the membership of the Socialist party, and it was

adopted by such referendum vote ? A. My impression is it was.

Q. You told us yesterday that the reason why you objected to

the resolution that was offered by ^r. Link on the 11th of Febru-

ary, 1918, was because it contained statements that were histori-

cally inaccurate ? A. That is correct, Mr. Conboy.

Q. Now, I will read you the resolution as presented and

adopted at that time and ask you which of these statements con-

tained in it were, in the opinion of the Socialist members of the

Assembly at that time, not in accordance with the facts ?

The Chairman.— Is that from the report ?

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Conboy (reading).— "Whereas, February 12, 1918, is the

anniversary of the birth of Abraham Lincoln, former President of

the United 'States, the great emancipator of the oppressed and

the liberator of those held in bondage and servitude in America,"

no fault to be found of that by the Socialist party ?
,

;

The Witness.—After you have read the entire resolution I

shall point out those portions which we could not support.

Q. I am endeavoring to ascertain which those portions are. I

have read you the first paragraph of that resolution. I would
like to have you express your opinion as to whether that was or

was not objectionable ? A. We could not vote on the resolution

paragraph by paragraph. We could not express our opinion on

the paragraphs. We could express our opinion on the entire reso-

lution.

' Assemblyman Evans.— Don't you understand he has the right

to ask you the question in that way ?

The Witness.— I could not express my opinion on a separate

paragraph unless linked up with the rest of the paragraphs of the

entire resolution, inasmuch as my vote was demanded on the entire

resolution.
,

,
,
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Assemblyman Evans.^ He is asking you to give your opinion

on your paragraph to-day.

The Witness.— My answer is, I couldn't.

By Mr. Oonboy:

Q. Your answer to that is that you cannot state whether in the

opinion of the Socialist members of the Assembly, thdt was or was

not an accurate statem:ent. Is that what you want to have this

Gominittee believe ? A. 'No, sir, I don't -want the Committee to

believe that. I want the Committee to believe that I could not

express my objection to the resolution paragraph by paragraph

;

after the whole resolution is read I shall be glad to point out

which portions of the resolution are objectionable, and to my mind
historically untrue.

Q. Wow, just a second, Mr. Hillquit. This witness is, after all,

here before the Committee to answer questions with relation to his

qualifications. ' Now it isn't you who' is—
Mr. Hillquit.— You need not argue. I will withdraw my ques-

tion. I was trying to be helpful. Go ahead.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. You have just said that if the whole resolution were read

you could pick out those provisions of it or the portions of it which

to your mind were objectionable ? A. That is correct, Mr. Conboy.

Q. Then you should liot have the slightest difficulty in pointing

out those provisions when the resolution is' read paragraph by para-

graph, and I will start on this paragraph again, the first one. You
have made two charges with regard to this resolution, one, that

there was very little reference to Abraham Lincoln in it; and

secondly, that the facts, or historical statements, were inaccurate.

I am trying to ascertain from you, by reading the resolution to

you, what your objections are to the statements contained in the

resolution. You ought to be able to do that as the paragraphs are

read, just as well as though the entire thing were read and then

you point out the paragraphs which you regard inaccurate. A.

Very well.

Q. "Whereas, February 12, 1918, is the anniversary of the

birth of Abraham Lincoln, former President of the United States,

the great emancipator of the oppressed and the liberator of those

held in bondage and servitude in America "— do you find any-

thing wrong about that ? A. Absolutely not.
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Q. "And whereas, his desire "— you understand " his desire
"

referred to Abraham Lincoln's ? A. That is correct.

Q. "Whereas, Ms desire for the freedom of a subjected people

was materialized and sustained through the agency of war "— do

you find any objection to that? A. I do.

Q. What? A. The objection is that this paragraph conveyed

the impression that the desire and the hope of Abraham Lincoln

was materialized through the agency of war, and that this agency,

therefore, became an engine of progi-ess and liberation, with which

I do not agree and with which the Socialists cannot agree. The
Civil War was forced upon Abraham Lincoln, not because he

wanted to use it as an agency for the liberation of the slaves, but

because the slave owners refused to obey the mandates of the

country.

Q. There is no doubt in yovir mind, is there, Mr. Waldman,
that if the Civil War had not been fought, the !North would not

have been successful in its program ? A. It may or may not have

been successful in its program.

Q. At any rate, whether in the realm of possibility it might

or might not, it was through the agency of the war successfully in

its program, was it not ? A. It was not through the agency of the

war that Abraham Lincoln realized his desires and hopes.

Q. Well, was it not through the war that the will of the iN'orth

was imposed upon the South ? A. The will of the l^forth was
imposed upon the South by legislative and executive action and

the war was forced upon the North by the slaveholders, who re-

fused to obey the legislative and executive mandates of the

country.

Q. Assume that the war was forced upon the North by the

actions of the South, did not the will of the North, which was
expressed through legislative and constitutional enactment, was
not that will made possible of enforcement upon the South by the

victories of the North in the war ? A. That was part of it.

Q. You have no doubt, have you, that if the North had been

unsuccessful in that war, it could not have imposed its principles

and policies as expressed in its-legislation upon the South ? A. My
personal opinion, Mr. Conboy, from history, is that whether the

North had won the victory at that time or not, slavery would have

been abolished and the principles advocated by the North would

have eventually prevailed both in the South and in the North,

for the reason that the economic plans of the country demanded

the abolition of slavery.
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Q. Leaving out of the question altogfether your opinion as to

what would have happened if something else had not happened,

let me direct your attention to what actually did happen, and I

ask you if it was not true that the agency iof the wax and its

victory in the war that the North was able to impose its policy

on the South? A. My answer is that I do not see that the policy

and will of the North was enforced upon the South by the agency

of war.

' Q. That is as far as you will go in that connection, I suppose?-

A. Excepting, Mr. Conboy, that this part of the resolution reads

as ifoUows :
" Whereas, his desire "— Abraham Lincoln's desire—

" for the freedom of a subjected people was materialized and sus-

tained through the agency of war," conveying the impression that

it was the desire of Abraham Lincoln that he use this agency to

sustain! his will and desire, with which we disagree. It is not the

fact. It is not the historical truth.

Q. The impression,you want to make upon those who are listen-i

ing to you is that this resolution said that it was Abraham
Lincoln's desire that there should be war? A. No, I do not wish

to . convey that impression. The language is too- simple to need

an interpretation.

Q. If it is too simple, suppose I read it :
" Whereas, his desire

for the freedoih of a subjected people was materialized and sus-

tained through the agency of war." Now, is there anything wrong
about that statement ? A. There is.

Q. Was not the desire of Abraham Lincoln for the abolition of

slavery materialized— that is, made into a definite and; active

accomplishment— through the agency of the war ? A. No, sir.

Pardon me^
- Q. If you fiay "No, sir," that is all. A. May I add one sen-

tence?: •

i

Q. Yes. A. No, sir. The desire of Abraham Lincoln and his

associates was materialized and sustained by the vote of the people

of the country, and he enforced that desire, that had been sus-

tained by the vote of the people of the country by means of the

agency of war to a partial degree. •

Q. That is the way you would have phrased it had you drawn

this paragraph ? A. That is an historic fact and. that is the way
I read history.

Q. And because it was not phrased in that fashion that is one

of the paragraphs you object to ? A. No; because it did ;not! state

to my mind an historic truth, and cast reflection upon the state of

mind and spirit of Abraham Lincoln.
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Q. J^ow, take this paragraph :
" Whereas, our nation and our

state are now engaged in the maelstrom of the world's great con-

flict to insure the world against a greater subjection and vassalage

than heretofore ever known; to prevent the weak from being

wantonly engorged by the mighty ;''— do you find anything wrong

with that ? A. I do.

Q. Now, go ahead and explain your reasons for objecting to that

paragraph. A. Mr. Conboy, I believe again from my study of

history that wars in modern times are the result of economic

forces, not because a small group of people called capitalists or

anyone else actually desire w^ar when the war comes, but that

modem wars are the result of certain social and political and

economic forces operating within what we call the capitalist sys-

tem, and the way to judge the purposes in war is two-fold, Mr.

Conboy. One is to analyze the forces operating prior to the war.

The second is to analyze the forces operating at the peace table

when war is concluded. We Socialists judge the war by analyzing

the forces prior to the war. Non-Socialists today must come to

the position of the Socialists by judging the way the war ended,

and the material discussed at the peace conference as to whether

this statement is correct or not.

Assemblyman Evans.— You mean they should not bjit they

must.

The Witness.— I mean those intellectually honest who follow

events for the purpose of understanding them.

Q. At that, time would you consider,, Mr. Waldman, that there

was any danger of the victory of the Central Powers? A. I will

tell you at the outset, Mr. Conboy, that as a military expert I

cannot qualify.

Q. You will concede that in February of 1918 there was great

danger that (xermany tnight possibly be successful in this war ?

A. There might have been. I am not qualified to say. I trusted

to General Pershing and to General Foch and the other generals

to be the authorities on war and military advantages or lack of

advantages. I cannot, Mr. Conboy, throw any' light or give any

more information upon the question than I have stated • in my
former answer. I am no authority on that.

Q. You would have us understand, therefore, that you had no
opinion with respect to any danger that was existiiig at that time

ivith regard to the possible success of the Central Powers? A.

Mr. Coniboy, I had no military opinion.
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Q. All right, that is the answer you want to make? A. I do,

Mr. Conboy. •

;

Assemblyman Jlvans.^Ypu had your own opinion abotitiit,?-

The Witness.— Frankly, no, because I had hp information to

base it on. I do not consider the information received as in any

way authentic.

Q. " Whereas our young men are now called upon to insure the

world , against aggression and threatened subjection." They

were called upon in this country, were they not, to oppose the

Gei-man Empire in that war? A. They were, Mr. Conboy.

Q. But you did not regard the German Empire as repressing

aggression and threatened subjection, oppression and tyranny?

A.' I did.

Q. Then you agree with that statement? A. I agree with the

large part of the statement.

Q. " Whereasj we have just sustained our first gi-eat loss in

carrying the cause of emancipation to foreign lands," hadn't

we? A. We had at that time.

Mr. Hillquit^At what time?

The Witness.—We had sustained the loss of 120 of our Ameri-

can boys. My answer to the question was, have you sustained

loss, my answer was to the last part. I have not been questioned

on the latter part, and have not given any answer.

Q. Did you agree with the statement that we were carrying

the cause of emancipation to foreign lands? A. I did not, and

I do not believe so to-day.

Q. Belgium had been overrun? A. Yes.

Q. And the northern part of France had been devastated and

occupied? A. T will take ybtir statement if yoii say so.

Q. And it was the time of the great Ludendorff drive ? A. I

am not qualified to say.

, Assemblyman Harrington.— Mr. Waldman, don't yoU' know

that ?

The Witness.— I do' not know that is true.

Assemblyman Harrington.— Aren't you a student of history?

' The Witness.— Yes, but not of military affairs.

,

'

'

'

' ,1 '1,,
'

'
'

.

••''>,

Assemblyman Eowe.— You read the newspapers?
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The Witness.— Hardly. J want to say that after a month of

war reports I became so sick and disgusted with 'both sides

exaggerating, both sides telling stories, tellihg stories of gruesome

bloodshed; in some cases trying to justify one side and the other,

to the extent that I left that part of the newspaper reports entirely

to others. I did not follow the way correspondence or war news

and I am certain that there must have been a lot of other people

who afterward disregarded all war news. ' '

Assemblyman Harrington.—•You left the bloodshed to some-

body else?

The Witness.— I did not, Mr. Harrington.

>. Assemblyman Pellet.— How do you say the newspaper
reports were exaggerated ?

The Witness.^— From the statements they made generally of

historic facts of the war.

. J, Assemblyman Pellet.— You Inew they were not true but
exaggerated ?

" The Witness.—Yes.-

Assemblyman Howe.— How did you know that ?

The Witness.-— All I needed to do was to look up the news-

paper reports which carried stories about fighting to crush the

military tyranny of the world, and before world peace will be

established — and Mr. Kowe, if you look up the history of 1812

to 1815, you will find the exact language used by the countries

in Europe against Napoleon, " Crush ]!^apoleon, crush the mili-

tary despot of the world, and the world shall have peace forever

after." When I saw the same statement one hundred years after,

with foi-ty to fifty wars in between I did not believe that state-

ment.

Assemblyman Jenks.— What did that have to do with all that

was transpiring on the battlefield?

The Witness.— This led me not to believe a good many other

things that were reported, be&ides a good many things I could not

understand if I read them.

Assemblyman Jenks.— Then it m^ans, hit and hit, if I might

disagree with the advisability of having it done for justification ?
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The Witness.^— I thiiik I would hit him back.

Assemblyman Evans.— What you mean to say is that some

newspapers gave favorable reports to one side of the war, audi some

others, and you could not tgU which ones you believed?

The Witness.^— That is true.

Assemblyman Evans.^And you were not particularly inter-

ested which was the true side ?
.

,

,
' -, -

.

.. '
i

The Witness.— As a matter of fact, that is true.

By Mr. Conboy

:

;

. Q. But this resolution was presented after we had been in the

war for almost over a year ? A. Yes, and my answer is, Mr. Con-

boy, that there are certain parts of the Resolution which were his-

torically untrue, and I indicated them so far.

Q. And you have also stated at this time you had not formu-

lated any opinion with, respect to the prosecution of the war itself ?

A. No, sir, I have not said that.

Q. Well, maybe you have not,— I gathered that impression

from what you had said ? A. I am sorry. I meant to convey the

impression that I had no opinion which would be called authorita-

tive on military affairs. In fact, I could not express an intelligent

opinion on that matter.

Q. You read the New York Call at that time ? A. Yes, fairly

regularly.

Q. Did it carry any news about the war ? A. A lot of it.

Q. Did you read any foreign language newspapers ? A. I did

not. :

. Q. None whatever ? A. No, I read the Times, the Tribune,

the World, regularly, along with the Call.

Assemblyman Evans.— I want to ask whether, when you an-

swered the question we had been particularly interested in as to

which side was succeeding, was that your state of mind after or

before we entered the war ?

The Witness.— That was before we entered the war.

Q. Did you become interested in whicb side should succeed after

we did enter the war? A. I will say this—*

Q. I am not going to stop you from saying what you like, but
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if you will have the question read to you, you ought to be ahle

to answer yes or no, but you need not do it, and you can answer it

as you like ? A. I will answer it this way, Mr. Conboy, that after

we entered the war, I wanted to see the welfare and the best in-

terests of the United States preserved in this world conflict.

The Chaimian.— That would be brougbt about by the success

of our army?

The Witness.—That could have been brought around in more

than the success of arms by taking certain attitudes for world

peace which would have secured not only the welfare of the United

States, but also those ideals for which America stands.

Q. Do you know how we could have made effective any ideas

that we had if we were defeated in the war ?
.
A. Mr. Conboy, I

have not saidthat we should be defeated in the war.

Q. Have you said that we ought to be successful? A. I did.

Q. When? A. The United States ought to be successful in

all its undertakings.

Q. When did you say that? A. I say it now, and said it all

the time.

Q. I know you are saying it now, and without at all impugning

your motive,— there may be a reason for your saying it, but I

want to find out where you, at any time, expressed that during

this conflict ? . A. By my whole line of action.

Q. By your whole line of action as indicated by your participa-

tion in the conduct of the Socialist party of America? A. By
my participation in the conduct of the Socialist party of America,

and as a citizen of this republic.

Q. Now, when did you sign Exhibit N'o. 88 for Identification.?

A. I signed this, Mr. Conboy, at the time the nation was singing,

" I Didn't Kaise My Boy to be a Soldier."

Mr. Sutherland.— I object to that. They didn't sihg it up

our way at all, Mr. Chairman. (Applause.)

Mr. Block.— They sang it in the public schools of ]S"ew York
city. :.

Mr. Sutherland.— They don't have that kind of songs up in our

end of the State.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. You have correlated or synchronized this act of yours in

signing the anti-enlistment pledge with a song. Now, when do
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you fix the date of that ? A. Why- the best of my recollection is

that this was some time in the early part of 1916.

Q. And that was two years after yon had taken your oath of

naturalization, wasn't it? A: That was so, Mr. Conboy.

Q. Now, I am going to read to you. In this anti-enlistment

pledge of yours which you signed two years after you took your

oath of naturalization, you saicl as follows: " I, being over eigh-

teen years of age, hereby pledge myself against enlistment as a

volunteer for any 'military or naval service in international war,

offensive or defensive, and against giving my approval to such

enlistment on the part of others." I want ,to dii-ect your attention

to that language by which you pledged yourself in 1916 against

enlistment for service in an i,nt€!rnational war, offensive or defen-

sive, and against giving your approval to such enlistment' on the

part of others, to the bath that you solemnly took two years before

in' the year 1914 vsrhen you swore that you would' support and

defend the Constitution and laws of the United States against all

enemies, foreign and domestic, and bear true faith and allegiance

to the same. I ask you, to take those two statements and to recon-

cile them to this Committee (handing papers to witness). A. Mr.

Conboy, at the time these slips were being circulated th© country

was rdivided into two camps politically, one a,dvocating military

preparedness, the other opposing military preparedness. One side

was trying to force the United States, the President of the United

States, to ask of Congress the enactment of greater mili-

tary preparedness, the other side opposing that view and

trying to keep the President at his original position. In that

there were no small groups but large movements, lined' up
on both sides,— Those who were interested in establishing

a larger army and a larger navy and in forcing the President

to come out for a program of large preparedness, and they

were circulating petitions, and demands and asked, eveiybody

in sight to sign them and then forwarded them, to thei Presiden,t,

pointing out how many citizens of the United States demand
preparedness. The same was done by the other side. It was
long before the United States entered the war. It was at a time

when we maintsiined neutrality. It was at a time that the Presi-

dent was about making the campaign on the slogan, " He kept

us out of war," with the implication that he was going to keep

us out of war. It was the time that President Wilson on that
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slogan was elected against Charles Eyeuis
^

Hughes, and under

those circumstances and even prior to this was it that I signed

this pledge. And, Mr. Conboy, I do not consider this pledge in

any way, shape or form in violation of niy oath of allegiance

to the United States. I believe I am ready to defend the United

States and its institutions ,against foes internally and exter-

nally, and I believe that those who advocated the military pre-

paredness, the arming of the nation to their teeth, were thosp

that were leading the country as a matter of public policy to

destruction and ruin. This is my conviction. It is my con-

viction today, Mr. Oonboy, that those who advocate military

establishments of large size in any country axe .the enemies of

th,e country because they sow the seed by destroying those insti-

tutions and civilizations which have destroyed e^ery other country

in the past that have established large military ' establishments.

Tor these reasons and with these convictions I signed this pledge.

Q. Are you through ? A. I am.

Q. !N"ow in this pledge taken by you, signed by you, after

you had sworn that you would support and defend the Constitu-

tion and laws of the United States against all enemies, foreign

and domestic, you say that you pledge yourself against enlistment

as a volunteer for any military or naval service in the Inter-

national war, offensive or defensive; now, what do you mean
by a defensive war in that pledge ?, A. I had in mind the. situ-

ation that existed in the world at that timp, with every military

country pretending that they were fighting a defensive war,

—

having had that impressed upon me as a practical experience in

the world war, when the German Kaiser and his whole junker

machine said to hi^ people they, were fighting a defensive war.

The same was true of Czar Nicholas, in his proclamations to the

people of Russia. The same was true of England and France.

Having this in mind I put my name down to that pledge.

Assemblyman Evans;^- Didn't you form a judgment as to which

of those Czars or Kaisers were telling the truth or not?

The Witness.—-On this I shall say, Mr. Evans, that this

war was prepared by ; the social, economic and political forces

operating in the past 20 years or 30 years, and raay I add that

since the beginning of this century Europe has experienced six

actual wars and four threatened wars. Now, under those circum-

stances, from a study of the experiences in the 20 years, I could
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not make up my mind that had riot the Kaiser done' this, war

would not have broken out. War was the logical outcome of the

military preparation in all camps, of the search 'for markets in

aJl camps, of the search for possibilities for investment in all

camps, in the secret diplomacy in all camps, in the chicanery on

the part of baukers to seek to iuvest their moneys in all camps,

and any excuse would have been a good excuse for them to start

this conflagration.

By Assemblyman Harrington:

Q., If that, is your, interpretation of what a. defensive war was,

will you elucidate, on what. you think an offensive war was? A.

M,v, Harrington, I believe in modern times there is very little dif-

ference in defensive and offensive wars, as is commonly being

spoken of by the various ruling classes.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Then your pledge to support and defend the Constitution

and laws of the TJiiited States against all enemies hasn't very much
meaning, has .it ? A. It has to me a very great meaning.

Q. Suppose that the IJnitied States was engaged in, a defensive

warfare, would you support it ? A. If it were engaged —^

Q. In a defensive warfare ? A. If it were engaged in a de-

fensive warfare such as I understand defensive, invasion, I would.

Q. Then it comes down to this, as it did in connection with the

testimony given by Ifr. Hillquit, doesn't it, that, the Socialist

pa;rty of America assumes to itself the right to determine when
the TTnited States is or is not engaged in a defensive war, ?; A.

IN'o, sir, it does not. The Socialist party of Apieric^ says as a

political party it is opposed to certain policies of the government,

or rather the administration of the government, and that in their

position they shall not violate the laws, they shall obey the laws as

they are made, but they reserve for themselves the right to criticise

those policies and to express an opinion on them.

By Assemblyman R^we

:

Q. I didn't quite get what you stated about invasion ; whdt

constituted your interpretation of invasion ? A. Actual invasion

of the country.

Q. Then you as a Socialist would approve provision for moneys

for repellirig an invasion? A. As a Socialist I would do more
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than that, I would take up arms and ask all the working people to

take up arms in its defense.

By Assemblyman Evans:
' Q. If it was' reasonably to be expected an invasion was coming

within a year or less or more, do you think that the country would

be justified in preparing for such an invasion? A. Here is

where our difference and policy comes in.

Mr. Hillquit.— Why don't you first answer— if you reasonably

expected an invasion to take place.

The Witness.— Yes, I would.

By the Chairman

:

Q. This anti-enlistment league was a combination of people

operating in Brooklyn at that time to oppose enlistment; I sup-

pose that is what it was for, wasn't it? A. I don't know just

what its official object would be.

Mr. Conboy.— You don't know what the official object of sign-

ing the pledge was ?

The Witness.— How it could be summarized in one sentence.

Q. I just wanted information. A. Let me say, Mr. Chairman,

at that time there was no law prohibiting anyone expressing an

opinion on the question of enlistment.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. There was no law that either compelled you to enlist or

compelled y-ou to refrain from enlistment? A. No, there was no

such law. ,

'Q. But you had taken an oath to support and defend the Con-

stitution and laws of the United States against all enemies, for-

eign and domestic ? A. That is correct.

Q. And the thing we have been directing your attention to was

notwithstanding that oath which you had taken two years before

you, in 1916, took a pledge that you would not enlist as a volun-

teer for services in international war, offensive or defensive ? A.

Mr. Ponboy, with the supreme conviction that my attitude then

did not and does not violate my constitutional oath to defend the

country from either internal or external enemies.
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By Assemblyman Evans: ,
,

:

Q. Mr. Waldman, you said that in, case pf invasion or reason-

ably anticipated invasion, you would favor the use of arms to

repel invasion ? A. Yes. i ;

.

Q, Now, who dp you thint should be charged with the respon-

sibility of determining whether or not an invasion was reasonably

anticipated ? Do you think the existing government pr adminis-

tration, you so wish to call it, should be charged with ltha,t.regpon-

sibility, or any political party should assume that responsibility

and determine to act upon that assumption ?''» A. Why, I believe

that those who are placed in charge of the administration of

the government by the people of the country are those who should

determine whether such a condition exists.

Q. And if the administration determines that an invasion is

reasonably to be anticipated, do you think any political party has

the right not to support the government ? A. I think any politi-

cal party differing with that conviction should submit to the laws

rtiade by the people; but at the same time advocate its own con-

victions, if it has any, on the subject.

By Assemblyman Everett

:

.
•

Q. If you intended to live up to the pledge of your constitu- ,

tional oath, why did you find it necessary to take this other one ?

A. Which one ?

Q. This one (indicating). A. That was no oath, Mr. Evdrett.

Q. As an American citizen, when you were naturalized, you
took an oath ? A. Yes.

Q. Why did you find it necessary to supplement it with this, if

you were going to defend your country ? A. My dear Mr, Everett

this pledge was not intended to supplement the oath I took upon
my naturalization. This oath was an independent act, made ,ai a

time when certain political conditions existed in the country, where

two sides honestly differed on what ;the, interest of the United

States demanded.

Mr. Hillquit.— You said,: "This oath." You meant/ "This
pledge" ? . 1 -:

The Witness.— Yes.

Mr. Sutherland.— Let the record show that Mr. Everett was

referring to Exhibit No. 88.
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The Witness.—^At the time I speak of there was an honest dif-

ference of opinion between two sides, one led by our ex-President,

Theodore Eoosevelt; the other was led by Mr. Bryan, who was

opposed to wars and preparedness; and in these two different

schools of thought as to which policy was to the best interests of

the United States, I sided with the one taken by Mr. William
Jennings Bryan.

By Assemblyman Everett

:

Q. Well, did you consider that the second oath interfered in

any shape with your constitutional oath ?

The Chairman.— Pledge.

The Witness.— It was not an oath. It was a pledge.

Q. We will treat it as a pledge. A. There is quite a difference.

That second pledge, according to my conviction., did not interfere

with my duties as a citizen of the republic and with my oath

to protect and defend the Constitution of the United States and

of the State.

Q. Then in connection with that, let me call your attention to a

statement that was made a great many years ago, that man was

inade up-right, but he sought oiit many inventions. . A. I do not

quite get that, I must confess.

Q. Well, that will bear a little study ? A. I shall promise to

study it carefully.

By Assemblyman Blodgett

:

Q. Mr. Waldman, you accepted without prejudice the minority

report of the Chicago Convention, although you differed with it,

because you believed you should bow to the will of the majority;

is .that true? A. I will put it this way: I opposed, in fact, the

minority report ; but I accepted it because I believe in majority

rule.

Q. And you understand our government is a government based

upon the will of the majority ? A. Yes.

Q. Then you did not feel any obligation to bow to the will of

the majority of our country, who, had yoted, for war, and agsi^t

the government in the prosecution of the war? A. I did feel it

my obligation to obey the will of the majority before war was

declared, as well as after war was declared ; and I was willing to

comply with every law that the majority had enacted, whether

I agreed with it or not ; but in compliance with the law, I never
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forfeited my rights to express my opinion as to whether that law

is a good law or a bad one. ,
,

,

Q. l^evertheless you did feel that at this, particular time the

obligation was upon yourself personally to protest against the will

of the majority? A, I consider ths obligation of every citizen

to be a sacred one, when he is convinced that the majority policy

is not a correct one, to point out wherein the majority policy is

not correct; at the same time, to be certain to submit to the ma-

jority rule. .

,
,

Assemblyman Blodgett.— But you didn't take that obligation

on this with reference to the minority repdrt at Chicago? '

'

The Witness.— I did. I opposed the minority report.

]\Ir. Hillquit.— Did you criticise it ?

The Witness.— I did criticise it.

Assemblyman Blodgett.— But you opposed the will of the ma-

jority of our country after its adoption with reference to the war?

The Witness.— I did not. I submitted to the will of the ma-

jority, reserving to myself the right to criticise, just as I accept

the will of the majority of our party, at the same time reserving

to myself the right to criticise.

,
Assemblyman Blodgett.— But you voted against war appro-

priations ?

The Witness.— I am not aware that this Assembly make^ war

appropriations.

Assemblyman Blodgett.— With reference to military affairs.

The Witness.— I voted against appropriations for military

affairs because I believed that the State in the first place should

not make it a pei-manent public policy to establish permanent

military training for the children in our schools for various

reasons, and as a member of the Legislature, I take this position,

that our modem economic system subdivides the duties and the

functions of the workers to such minute functions that we become

uniform ; we crush individuality in the process of carrying on our

Assemblyman Blodgett.— You have already answered my quesr

tion.
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The Witness (continuing): Our economic order is such as to

establish uniformity among our people. I believe it is the duty

of our educational institutions to offset that by seeking to develop

the individuality in all persons. By militarizing our schools we
only add one more force which would compel the people- of the

country or the State to think alike, dress alike, walk alike, obey

alike, and I believe there is no greater danger to the progress and

civilization of our State than this uniformity which we seek to

establish' for our people. My opinion is that the progress of our

State, the welfare of our civilization, depends upon the develop-

ment of each individual to the utmost capacity.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. You believe every individual under the State should have

the greatest opportunity for individual and. personal expression ?

A. I think for the welfare of the State.

• Q. For the welfare of the State, that he shouldn't be trammeled

by laws which interfere with his legitimate individual , a^d per-

sonal expression? A. No, sir, not that way. '•

Q. You don't think that way ? A. Not that way. :

Q. I was wondering if you did ? A. My point is, that the laws

ought to be so framed as to give an opportunity to the individual

to find self-expression.

Q. Somewhat on the principle of the construction of. the Rus-

sian Social Federated Soviet Republic ? A. I wouldn't put it in

that blank form.

Q. Well, would you indicate that you accept the statement as

being a correct exposition of your views on what the ideal character

or the near ideal character of a governmental organization should

be? A. I do not.

Q. Do you prefer the government of the State of New York

to the Soviet Government of Russia ? A. By all means.

Q. Good.

The Chairman.— I would like to ,ask a question in this con-

nection. Now, the Anti-Enlistment League, did it have an office

on Quincy street in Brooklyn ? A. I don't know, Mr. Ohaimian.

The Chairman.— Who was Jessie Wallace Huhen ?

The Witness.— I understand she was a high school teacher

somewhere in Brooklyn.
i
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The Chairman.— Engaged at that iiiae' in trying tO' prevent

boys from enlisting? '•

The Witness.— I know that ,she circulated this pledge.

The Chairman.— Who was Miss Migatt ?

The Witness.— She is a lady who was active in liberal circles;

I cannot describe her in any particular way.

The Chairman.— What was she doing about enlistment ?

The Witness.— She and Miss Huhen were the two circulating

this pledge.

The Chairman.— Do you know where they had an office or

anything? ' •
>

The Witness.— I do not.

The Chairman.^ Were they pretty active in Brooklyn ?

The Witness.— I couldn't saytha,t.

The Chairman.— This is,, as you say, in 1916? "-
'

'

The Witness.— In the early part.

The Chairman.—We declared war April 6, 1917.

Mr, Hillquit.— This is a year later.

The Chairman.—- Did you send a card in to them ?

The Witness.— AH I remember is that this was circulated.

They handed it to me and I signed it and they took it away.

The Chairman.— You read it over ?

The Witness.—I didn't recall when, it was offered that I had

ever seen such a thing.

Assemblyman Pellet.— You stated you believed in the will of

the majority but reserved the right tp express your owii opinion ?

The Witness.— Yes, sir.

Assemblyman Pellet.— Now, I ;would like, to ask if, at any time,

you ever expressed any opinion. unfavorable to the minority report

of the Chicago convention ?

The Witness.— I have, Mr. Pellet.
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Assemblyman Pellet.— Have you go1; any instances where yon

expressed sudh an opinion ?

The Witness.— Yes, ,in my own local. " When they came and

told me that the resolntions were being voted on ; I was ill that

night, and they asked me, shall we reserve a ballot for you., and I

said I don't care to vote for either.

Assemblyman Pellet,— Did you ever criticise it after that

time?

The Witness.— That was subsequent to the voting on it by our

local.

Assemblyman Pellet.— That was the only time you criticised

"it? * '

The Witness.— That was the only time I ever had an oppor-

timity to criticise it. I did so every time an opportunity pre-

sented itself on that point.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. You just told Mr. Pellet that you have spoken against this

minority report. You told me that you preferred the government

of the State of New York to the government of the Soviet Russia ?

A. For the State of New York, yes.

Q. Fqr the State of New York ? A. For the State of New
York.

Assemblyman Evans.— I think what Mr. Conboy meant was

whether you approved of the government of the State of New

York as against the Soviet government ?

The Witness.—For myself, I approve the form of government

of the State of ,New York in preference to the Soviet government

for the State, of course. ' •

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. Have you ever said that in any public statement that :you

made?

The Witness.^- Yes, sir, in at least a dozen speeches and in one

lecture particularly -which I repeated about ten or twelve times

before many organizations, and I stated yesterday that there was a

representative of the Lusk Committee and the Departnient of Jus-
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tice at one poijit, particularly, because they came over and con-

gratulated me. The subject was, "Bolshevism in America," and
I pointed out there, comparing the two institutions, comparing the

historic and economic situations in both countries and showing

that the Soviet form of government is not applicable to the con-

ditions in the United States, this was at the time, partictdarly, of

the controversy when I was called upon to lecture.

Assemblyman Evans.— Is that speech in evidence ?

The Witness.— That is not offered. I have not a written

speech. I lectured from notes.

By Mr. Conboy: i.
l

,
,

Q. We have not been provided with any such statement so far

as— A. I, am avrfuUy sorry.

Q. So far as I am informed, but we have been provided with a

speech where, if I ma!y say so, your views appear to have been

in conflict with those views you have just expressed because in

Exhibit 1^0. 30, which is a copy of the speech delivered by you on

the Yth of November, 1919.

The Ohairmaii.^— What page is that ?

Mr. Conboy.— The date is on page 30. The occasion was the

second anniversary of the Russian Soviet government. It was

held at Brown's Labor Lyceum, Second street, Brooklyn. The

stenographer who was present testified that he has made a cor-

rect transcript of the stenographic notes, a;n4 that he reported you

correctly. Portions of.it were read to you yesterday, and you

said they were in substance correct, and In that speech on page

316 of the record you are reported as having said as follows:

" If you (speaking to your audience) comrades, oli the birthday

of the Russian Revolution, if you revere your Russian comrades,

If you applaud Lenlne and Trotzky, If you believe In the worthi-

ness of their cause, in the accomplishment of their work, then

it is your duty to enter the Socialist movement in America to

make it more like Russia is today."

ITow, that hardly seems to be in accord with the statement

that you made to me that you approve for the State of New York

the present existing form of government and disapprove the exist-

ing form of government In Russia, and you are reported in this

speech as having said to your, audience that if they wanted to do
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the right thing on this occasion it was up to them to make this

State or country more like Eussia is today? A. This statement

cannot stand alone, as my opinion on the question. Eight pre-

ceding that statement I was discussing the proposition of those

who do not work, live in luxury, and those millions who toil live

in poverty, and it is in reference to that particular idea which I

was discussing all the way through in the paragraphs preceding

that, that I said you should make the United States more like

Eussia is today, but not that the United States be more like Eus-

sia is today in all particulars, or in the form of government. This

was an economic question and not a governmental form or any

other discussion.

Q. "Well, you didn't distinguish in the slightest degree in this

statement, did you, made with respect to economic or industrial

or go^vernmental forms? A. Yes, I have.

Q. Wait a minute. Let me finish my question. A. It was not

my intention to interrupt.

Q. I know it. You said to them, "We must select"— you
put it in the nature of a categorical iniperative—'" We must
select between two alternatives: either Eussia lives and conquers

the world— not Eussia conquers the world, but its ideals and
philosophy worthy of the Eussian government today "— that cer-

tainly is an encomium upon the Eussian government as it is

today ? A. Is that a question ?

Q. That is part of the question. Can you answer that; isn't

that a compliment to the Eugsian government as it is today? A.

I spoke of the ideal and philosophy.

Q. " Worthy of the Eussian government today." A. Yes, the

ideal and philosophy,

Q. "Should conquer the world"? A. Yes.

Q. "Either that or the ideas or the philosophy of Gary and
Wilson and Palmer, Lloyd Grebrge and Clemenceau is to conquer

the world "; and then youi go on to say vidth the expression of

your opinion upon the subject,— " Between the two, for my part,

and for the part of thousands of Socialists now battling in America
today, we choose to stand by the ideas and philosophy and program
and principles of the Lenine and Trotzky as those we approve."

Jfow, do you mean to say there that you intended to suggest in

any fashion that it was the government of the State of Ifew York
that you approved for the State of ISTew York, and not the govern-

ment of Lenine and Trotzky? A. In this passage, Mr. Conboy,
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I do not deal with the fomis of government,, or with concrete

institutions. , There I deal ly^ith.the ideal and philosophy 4pnii-

nating one admin,.istration and the ideal and philosophy dominating

another representative group and .adniiiiistratiori,, and T say ;th£it

between these two ideals, and philosophies I pT;efer the, other,

instead of the one of Gary.

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. Were you looking for votes when you made that: speech?

A. :Sir?. ,, ,
, .,

, Q. Were you looking for votes: when you made that speech?

A. I will say I made that speech after election.

'
' if

By Assemblyman Rowe:

Q. What do you mean by that, " program and principles ?"

A. What part are you referring to, Mr. Howe?

Mr. Gonboy.— Right in the, last, sentence of that speech; I rjead

to you :
" The ideas and philosophy and program and principles

of the Lenine aud Trotzky."

The Witness.— I just referred, as you recollect, to all the para-

graphs preceding where I discussed as to one group of people

who do not own but live by the luxuries, and the other kind of

people who live and work by poverty. This was the burden of

almost half of the speech in the latter part, and all this has to

do with that point, particularly with reference to the coal and steel

strike which was then an issue before the workers.

By Mr. Oonboy:

Q. Now, in that speech you not only refer to economic eprndi-

tions, but you also refer to divorce conditions, don't you?, A.. I

did, Mr. Gonboy, somewhere in the middle .of, the speech. ,, ,.

Q. And you contrasted rather to the detriment of the existmg

legislation upon the subject the laws of the State of I'l'ew York

with those of the Soviet Republic? A. That was again a par-

ticular phase of our political and social life which I contrasted,

just as I did in the last part.

,

Q. And that I take it also is a feature of governmental legisla-

tion upon which you take your stand with the Soviet Republic

rather than with the government of the State of 'New York,| , A.

ISTot quite so, Mr. Conboy. I will say thi|3 on the point, that the

opinion that our divorce laws might undfergo considerable change
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is not only my opkiion, but the opinion of an evergrowing

minority, since they are not in the majority, on this point, in the

State o± JSew York, and Isaac i'rankim Itussell has a chapter on

domestic law in his principles of law which may be an illumination

ill connection with my statement here.

Q. It may be— anything may illuminate it— but I am trying

to hnd out what your language means. Now that is the explar

nation that you desire the Committee to have with respect to the

statements you made in connection with your contrast of Russia

today with the State of New York or the CTnited States of Ameri-
ca.! A. I did 'not make a contrast between Russia and the United

States, except discussing the decree on divorce issued by the Rus-

sian government and the divorce laws of the State of New York.

Q. Now, in the course of your direct examination yesterday

you were interrogated about your attitude with respect to bills

for militai-y'or militia appropriations in the Assembly, or the

provisions of the Constitution in this State in this respect? A.

That is so.

Q. You answered that if a bill for an appropriation for the

constitutional force of ten thousand men was submitted to the

Legislature, and in your judgment the appropriation was a rea-

sonable one, you would vote for it ? A. If I were made aware

that under the Constitution it is the duty of a legislator, as a

constitutional duty, to vote for that appropriation, and the appro-

priation is not excessive or extravagant, I would as a part of my
constitutional duty do so. '

Q,,,Now let's see how many qualifications there are in that

statement
;
you would first have to be convinced that the Con-

stitution bore no other construction than that it was your con-

stitutional duty to vote for such an appropriation, would you?
A*. I wouldmot have to be personally convinced, I would have to

get a judicial interpretation.

,Q. You would have to get a judicial interpretation? A. Yes.

Q. And until you got that judicial interpretation that it was
your constitutional duty to vote for that appropriation you would

not vote for it ? A. I would take the position on that appropria-

tion as I do; on other military appropriations.

Q. And that position, taken upon all military appropriations,

is.tha,t you are opposed to them? A. I am opposed to military

appropriations.

Q. And that opposition to military appropriations^ which you
personally express, finds also expression in the Constitution of
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the Socialist party of America, in article II, section 7? adopted

in May,;of 1915, immediately after the sinking of the Lusitania,

does it not? A. I understand that the Constitution contains

such a provision. < .

Q. And it was adopted, according to the pamphlet called

" American Socialists in the War," in May of 1915, ipimediaMy

after the sinking of the Lusitania ? A. I have no comment on

that. point, Mr. Conboy.

Q. At page 3457 of the typewritten record yesterday, you are

reported as having given this testimony—^ Mr, Hillquil; at' the

time was directing your attention to what appeared to be a con-

flict, between the provisions of the Constitution of the State of

Uew York, regarding appropriations for the constitutional militia

force, and the provision of section 7 of article 2 of the

Constitution, of the Socialist party of America which

forbade under penalty of expulsion any member of the

Socialist, party from voting for an appropriation for mili-

tary or naval purposes; and you answered the question with re-

spect to which you would adhere to if I have correctly quoted

your language, and I think li have -^ that you presume,' and you

are certain that your party presumes as a political party, that all

the provisions contained in the Con:stitution are legal and within

the constitutional requirements of the State and the' nation ; that

should it be shown that any provision of the Constitution is con-

trary to the Constitution of the State or nation, it is the duty of

every member to construe the party constitution to come within

the constitutional provisions of the State and the nation. Ifo\^ if

the courts, on the assumption that you have stated, indicatted that

it was your constitutional duty as a member of the Legislature of

this State, to vote for the maintenance of the constitutional militia

force, you would have a direct opposition, then, would you not,

between your constitutional duty under the Constitution of this

State and your duty to the Socialist Party of America under the

Constitution of that party?' A. I would not, aud I did ^explain

that in my first answer. . Should it be adjudicated that a provision

in bur Constitution of the party is contrary to the Constitution of

the State or the National Constitution, or any provision of those

Constitutions, the presumption that every one in the party must

raise is that the provision in our party constitution must be so

construed as to come within the judicial interpretation of the Con-

stitution of the State and the Nation.
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By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. You do not mean that, Mr. Waldman, do you? A. I mean
that.

Q. I do not think you do.

Mr. Hillquit.— Will you kindly elucidate your doubt, Mr.

Evans ?

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. In what you say do you think yoil could get a judicial de-

termination as to a conflict between the Socialist Constitution and

the Constitution of the State ? A. I beg your pardon. I did. not

understand your question. The judicial interpretation could be

on a certain constitutional duty of a member, or the meaning of a

certain constitutional provision in the State or National Consti-

tution. When that has been established, should there appiear in

the party constitution a provision which, in its language, is appar-

ently in conflict with the State or National Constitution, the party

provision must be so construed as to fall within the adjudicated

provisions of the State or National Constitution.

By Mr. Hillquit r

Q. It must yield to the law ? A. Yes, sir.

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. Do you still think you understand the question ? A. Yes.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Suppose we take up certain features of it: Now, up to the

time that it is judicially determined— that this judicial deter-

mination that you have spoken of— is arrived at, is it your inten-

tion to oppose any appropriations for military purposes of; this

State ? A. It is not my- intention to oppose any military appro-

priations in this State, which are part of the constitutional crea-

tu]^es, part of the constitutional demand.

Q, You have spoken about securing a judicial determination

on that subject. What are you going to do in the meantime, until

the judicial determination is obtained; are you going to vote for

militia appropriations or are you not ? A. If I were tjold—
,, Q. By whom ? A. By competent constitutional attorneys.

Q. Well, which competent constitutional attorneys ? A. Com-
petent constitutional attorneys in any part of the State of New
York, not engaged in the prosecution of the five Assemblymen at
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this time— that the Constitution of the State demands that;l

vote for military appropriations, I would vote for military appro-

priations, according to my constitutional duty, because the Con-

stitution of my party is not contemplated to be contrary to the

Cojustitution of the St^te or the Ifation,

Q. Have you taken such constitutional competent opinion up to

the present time ? A. The occasion has not arisen where military

appropriations, provided for under the Constitution, h'aye been

presented to us for a vote.

Q. Well, each year the State of Ifew York has made provision

under the Constitution for the maintenance of the State Militia,

has it not ? A. That provision was in connection with a general

budget which contained a great number of distinctly objectionable

appropriations, and no one in this House could separate the mili-

tary appropriations from the rest of the budget. And may I

add—

Mr. Gonboy—
Q. You may add, anything you like. A. — that in every one

of my bills, where the legislation, I thought, might come in con-

flict in whatever shape or form with the Constitution, I made

provision against that, in acc^rd^nce with,,the Cpnstitujtion.

Q. Well, whether included in one bill with other things, or

made the subject of a separate bill, it nevertheless is the fact, is

it not, Mr. Waldman, that the Legislature of this State has made

appropriation each year for the constitutional militia bodies ? A.

]!^ot as a separate item.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. By a. separate bill. A. By a separate bill.
,

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q. I ask you whether, in the form of a separate bill, or in the

form of a bill in which other things were included,, it has done

that, has it not ? A. It has.

Q. And up to the, present time you have not made up your mind,

or obtained any constitutional opinion, as ,to whether it is or is

not your duty to vote for appropriations for the militia of this

(State ? A. I have not, M;r. Conboy. ' '•

Q. So that you cannot tell us today what your^ attitude is with

respect to that particular feature of the Constitution, can you?

A. Kow that the question is raised, the likelihood is that when I

get back to the chamber I sball ascertain whether it is my eon-
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stitutional duty to- so Yote, and if it is, I shall so vote ; but never

will^ I vote fori such appropriation when it is coupled with a

budget, which, in its entirety, for. the greater; part I disagree with

or disapprove of.

Q. Now, let us assume that you, in the happy contingency to

which you have referred, ;ascertaiii that it is your constitutional

duty to vote for an appropriation for the militia of this State,

would you then vote for the militia ? A. If it is not excessive, in

my judgment, yes.

Q., That is, if it is within your constitutional duty and it is

reasonable in your judgment, you would vote for it? A. I

would, Mr. Conboyi

Q. And I assume that your colleagues would do the same ? A.

I do assume that from my general interpretation of our constitu-

tional provisions.

Q. Well, then, you would come in conflict with the direct pror

hibition contained in your national constitution, would you not?

A. I would not, Mr. Conboy.

, Q. Because your national constitution contains this provision

:

"Any member of the Socialist Party, elected to an office, who shall

in any way vote to appropriate moneys for military or naval

purposes, or war, shall be expelled from the party." That would

be an appropriation for military purposes, would it not? A. It

would.

Q. And a vote for an appropriation for military purposes,

under this provision of the constitution, would subject you to

expulsion from the party, would it not ? A. It would not.

Q. It would not ?, A. 'No.

Q., That language, in your judgment, does not mean what it

says? A. 'No, sir; it means this: That this language must be

construed as a provision of the constituticm which must yield and

fall within the Constitution of the State and thei nation.

Q. Well, now, you do not find anything in this constitution

to that effect, do you?

Mr. Block.^— Subordinate, is what you mean ?

The Witness.— Yes. I do not use legal terms.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q, This provision of the Socialist Party platform— of the

Socialist Party of Anierica— is not ambiguous in any way, is

it? A. It is not.

68
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Q. The language is plain I A. Absolutely so.

Q. An<i can be easily understood? A. It can be understood

in the terms that it isi a provision of a legal political party and

not of a conspiracy or illegal body.

Q. Now without passing any opinion upon what' the character

of the Socialist Party-of America is under your later characteriza-

tion, it is' the fact, isn't it, that if there were not this constitutional

provision in the Constitutibn of the State of New York yoli would

be required to say under the provisions of the Socialist's Constitu-

tion of America thstt you would be prohibited from voting for

a militia bill Under penalty of being expelled from the Socialist

Party? A. The Socialist Party makes it a policy to oppose

military appropriations.

Q. And it makes that policy in the shape of a definite pro-

hibition contained in its constitution subjecting' the member 'of

the ipartyin a legislative body who votes in violation of that

prohibition to the penalty of expulsion ? A. That is the provision

in the constitution.

Q. So that I say to you if there were not this provision in

lie Constitution of the State of New York, and a militia bill

came before the Assembly of Vhich you were a' member, you

w6uld be requir^ under the provisions of this section of the

constitution of the Socialist Party of America to vote' against it ?

^.. I would vote against it if, it, is not my constitutional obligation.

Q. So if it is not ydur constitutional obligation yoU wtfuld vote

against it? A. I would, Mr. Cpnboy.

Q. So, on their face, these two provisions^ one in the Consti-

tution of the State of New York, and the other in the constitutibn

of , the Socialist Party of America, are in conflict, aren't' they?

A. They are not.

Q. On their fa?©? A. They are not.

Q. Now, taking your, own explanation, where do you find in

the Socialist Party's Constitution that where a provision of any
,

law or any constitution of the State or nation is in conflict with

the Socialist Party's Constitution that the provision of the law of

the State or nation is to be given superiority or paramounc;|, where

is that in your constitution? A. I do not find this provision in

the constitution of the Socialist Party any more thp I would

find a sign on every man and woman's back saying I am not a

criminal. I believe in the Constitution, I live Under the laws

and the Constitution. The Socialist Party is a' reguiar political
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party, according to the laws of the State and the nation,— runs

campaigns, obeys the laws of election, sends members to the Legis-

lature, participates in the regular work of society in a legal way,

and is there any reason why it should put in its platform that it

operates in accordance with the Constitution acid the laws any

more than the Democratic or Republican platforms should put

such a provision in their constitution and in their platforms.

Q. Are you through? A. I am, Mr. Conboy.

Q. Now, do you know of any such provision as you have

referred to in the Constitution of the Socialist Party of America

or any of the State constitutions of the Socialist party, do you

know of any such ? A. The unwritten provision, yes. No writ-

ten provision.

Q. Any reference in the constitution to the unwritten pro-

vision? A. Yes.

Q. Where ? A. The entire spirit and practice of the Socialist

party.

Q. Is that written in there any place? A. Written in the

entire platform and constitution.

Q. Would you be good enough to show me where that is? A.

I said it was an unwritten spirit, wherever a provision of the

constitution is to create a legal political party, to operate under

the laws of the State or nation.

Q. Now, directing your attention to the testimony, given by
you yesterday at page 3458 of the typewritten record, you were

asked this question: "Do you know of any single instance in

which a member was (3xpelled either from his local organization,

or State organization, or national organization, for doing any-

thing which the law or the Constitution of the State or the nation
directed him to do," to which you answered " I do not know of

any such case." Now, I call your attention in that connection to

the following testimony given by the Hon. Greorge R. Lunn,
mayor of the city of Schenectady at page 355 of the printed
record, as follows: "I retained as superintendent of water a very

efficient engineer, who was a Republican. This was very antag-

onistic to the Socialist local. I appointed a Socialist who was
enrolled but not a member of the dues-paying organization. To
make a long story short, this was violently opposed and they

threatened discipline, and I don't know whether they were ordered

to discipline me from New York, but they made charges against

me as violating the constitution, violating that part which J had
repudiated before nomination. That being done, I was called to
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New York, trying to harmonize things. The State committee were
willing to pass over the appointment of the engineeir to the water

department, but they wanted me to discharge an enrolled Socialist

who was not a dues-paying member for the reason that the local

claimed that he had voted for other than the Socialist nominees

in certain particular that he had not voted for the Socialist candi-

date for Assembly and they wanted him discharged. I refusied

to discharge him and the discipline was attempted in the way of

ttoowing me out of the organization, but they could not get the

necessary two-thirds vote, so the New York organization, in order

to discipline me, took away the charter from local Schenectady

and really fired the whole Schenectady contingent out and reor-

ganized with those that would abide by the rules as regards con-

trol." Now, referring to the statement made by you and to the

statement made by Mayor Lunn I wanted to ask you if you were

not in this chamber at the time that Mr. Lunn made that state-

ment under oath?

(Discussion off the record).

Q. He said yesterday he never knew of a case of that kind.

The Witness.— I am glad to answer that question.

Mr. Conboy.—• I am merely asking if he was present at the time

when Mr. Lunn gave his testimony.

The "Witness.— The preface of that question was in view oif my
former statement.

Mr. Conboy.— Yes.

The Witness.— In view of my former statement, the statement

Mayor Lunn made on this witness stand is not inconsistent with

my former statement. The next part is, he was in this chamber

and heard Mayor Lunn make this statement.

The Chairman.—Adjourned until 2 o'clock.

(Thereupon at 12:30 p. m. a recess was taken until 2 o'doek

Pi M.)

AFTEE RECESS.

The Committee reconvened at 2 :15 p. m.

By Mr. Conboy

:

Q, You stated yesterday, Mr. Waldman, that you had complied

with the selective service act ? A. I didn't get that last part.
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Q. You stated yesterday, Mr. Waldman, that you had complied

with the selective service act ? A. I had, sir.

Q. You registered under its provisions on the 5th of June,

19 lY? A. I did.

Q. What board ? A. I don't remember.

Q. Where was it ? A. They were sitting at the Y. M. 0. A.

on Third street between Second and Third avenue, 'Manhattan.

Q. Have you ever been called for physical examination? A.

I have.

Q. Was that in the first draft? A. That was.

Q. Did you make claim for exemption? A. I did.

Q. On what ground? A. Conscientious.

Q. That is, you made claim for exemption from military service

on the ground that you had conscientious objections ? A. That is

right.

Q. Now, what was the basis of your conscientious objections as

expressed in your claim for exemption ? A. I do not recollect that

I stated anything on the application, or blank, as a basis for my
conscientious objection.

Q. You had to state some ground, did you not ? A. I do not

believe that there was even room for the statement of ground.

Q. Well, you know that the only ground upon which you could

claim exemption from the draft on the ground of conscientious

objection, under the provisions of the act of May 18, 191Y, known
as the Selective Service Law, was that you were a member of some

religious sect or organization, whose principles and creed, in

existence on the 18th day of May, 1917, were opposed to the

prosecution of war? A. I was not aware that this is the only

ground under which one could claim exemption on conscientious

grounds.

Q. Well, do you know now upon what ground you did claim

exemption on the basis of conscientious objections ? A. I do not

recollect that I stated any ground. I might have.

Mr. Hillquit.— Mr. Oonboy asked you the ground of your

objection.

The Witness.— As stated on the blank ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Eead the question.

(Last question and answer read by reporter)

.
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Mr. Conboy.— Mr. Hillquit asked the stenographer to read the

question.

The Witness.— If the question is intended to ask me what the

ground is, or the statement of conscientious objection, I should

say that,my convictions amounted to conscientious scruples against

the taking of human life.

Q. Do you recall now whether you did or did not in the claim

that you made state any reason in support of your claim for con-

scientious objection ? A. I do not recall.

Q. Did you make the claim of conscientious objection upon the

basis of your membership in the Socialist party of America. A. I

did not.

Q. flow do you know that, inasmuch as you state that you do

not recall what the grounds were upon which you based your

objection ? A. I understood your question to be, did I make that

as the basis of my statement for conscientious objection. My
answer was, I did not.

Q. Did you state that you were a member of any religious sect

or organization which was conscientiously opposed to the participa-

tion of its members in the war ? A. I did not belong to any such

religious organization.

Q. 'No, I did not say that you did; I asked you if you made
your claim for exemption from military service on the ground

that you were a member of any religious sect or organization whose

principles forbade its members participating in war? A. I do

not recollect having made such a statement.

Q. Do you swear that you did not? A. I could not swear

either way.

Q. Were you assisted in the preparation of your claim for mili-

tary exemption on the ground of conscientious objection? A. I

was not.

Q. Did you prepare the claim yourself ? A. I did.

Q. In what form did you prepare it? A. My recollection is

that I filled out the blank that I was supposed to fill out on my
registration in conformity with the Selective Draft Act.

Q. And the only recollection that you have on the subject is

that in some form that was provided for the purpose you made a

claim of exemption from military service upon the ground of

conscientious objection? A. That is my recollection.

Q. You didn't, as a matter of fact, belong to any religious

sect or organization whose members were prohibited by their prin-

ciples from participating in the war, did you ? A, I did not.
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Q. During the year 1918 up until the 11th day of November
that year when the Armistice was signed, the United States was
continuously at war? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And there were practically all the resources of the country

and all of its activities devoted to bringing that war to a success-

ful termination. You know that, don't you ? A. I should think

that is a fair statement.

Q. And most of the inhabitants of the United States, men,

women and children were engaged in the joint effort to bring the

war to a successful termination, were they not ? A. I believe so.

Q. The State of New York in which you resided sent a great

many men to the war during that year ? A. I understand that

there was.

Q. And the City of New York in which you resided sent a

great many men to the war during that year ? A. That is correct,

Q. If I were to tell you that through the process of induction

in the local boards there were sent from New York City alone

147,000 men; that there were in addition to that numbe]?

carried upon the records of the local boards of New York city in

the classification known as 5-D, persons already in the naval or

military service of the United States, 45,000, and that of the

52,000 enlistment credits, 32,000 were allowed to New York city,

making a grand total of men between the ages of 21 and 31, to the

extent of 225,000, and in addition to that there were many thou-

sands of men below the age of 21 and of the age above 31, who
were in the federalized National Guard, in the regular army,

navy and marine corps
;
you wouldn't have any hesitancy in adopt-

ing that statement ? A. I believe you know the facts.

Q. So that the city of New York alone provided in that national

emergency for the maintenance of the government of the United

States in men in uniform nearly 300,000 men. You were not

among them, were you, Mr. Waldman ? A. No, sir.

Q. Now, in addition to these men who served the country in

uniform in the army and navy of the United States there were a

great many people who were engaged in other patriotic activities,

weren't there? A. Yes, sir; that is so.

Q. There were Ked Cross workers ? A. There were.

Q. Did you engage in any form of Ked Cross activity? A.

No, sir.

Q. There were various other kinds of organizations, such as

the Jewish Wielfare Board, the Knights of Columbus, Y. M. C. A.,

War Camp Community Councils, Liberty Loan organizations, and
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various other organizations oif similar character, who were de-

voting the time and energy and money of their members to bring-

ing the war to a successful termination. You know that to be a

fact, do ydii not ? A. That is a fact.

Q. Did you partidipate in any of these activities ? A. I did in

other activities that would tend to bring the war to a successful

termination.

Q. Did you participate in any of the activities I have named ?

A. Not these yoti have enumerated, but others.

Q. Now, you just tell us, because I have attempted to ex-

haust the information I have with regard to the patriotic activi-

ties of the people of the State and the city of New York, in thosp

emergencies— you tell us what activities you participated in

during ijiat period of time. A. Mr. Conboy, my conception of

patriotic activity is not merely to participate in the Red Cross or

to participate in the army or to participate in the navy. I consider

every act and all the energy that a man can invest, or give, to

his country or State, as being patriotic service. The question of

the successful termination. of the war— it is very likely that you

and I differ as to the conception of successful termination of the

war. M.J conception of the successful termination of the

war was such as to dictate my policy in the following manner:

I wanted the United States, together with all the democratic ele-

ments the world over, to terminate this war on a democratic

basis. There could have been no greater success accruing to the

name or the accomplishment of the United States than to end this

war on the basis of democratic principles. Any other progress,

no matter how much longer the war was carried on, no matter how

many victories on the military fields, would have been won, could

not possibly have been a successful termination in my judgment.

Q. Is that the answer you wish to give us? A. That is the

answer I wish to give you to your question.

Assemblyman Harrington.— I thought the question was what

he did.

Mr. Conboy.— I did ask him what he did, and I take it that

he has given a. very complete statement of what he did.

The Chairman.— Yes, there is an answer there.

Mr. Conboy.— Now, I have no more questions to ask him.

By the Chairman:

Q. Were you married ? A. No, sir.
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The Chairman.— That is all.

Mr. Sutherland.— May I be suffered a question or two ?

The Chairman.— Yes.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Are you a taxpayer, Mr. Waldman? A. I am as indirect

taxes go.

Q. You pay taxes by paying your share of the high cost of

living, do you mean ? A. I do. Judge.

Q. But no tax directly paid to the tax gatherer? A. Well, I

have not had such an opportunity as yet.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Such income ?
' A. Such income.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. I am interested in your career, Mr. Waldman, coming to

the country as you did and advancing as you have told us. What
was your course at Cooper Institute, a free course, or were you
obliged to pay tuition there ? A. Yes, sir, it was a free course.

Q. That institution was founded and endowed by Peter Cooper,

was it not ? A. That is correct, Judge.

Q. You know Peter Cooper's life history ? A. Rather familiar

.

with it.

Q. He as a young man had to begin as most of us did and
perform manual labor, did he not? A. That is the history of

Peter Cooper.

Q. And he acquired by honorable means, did he not, a fortune ?

A. I should say yes.

Q. You do not discredit the means by which Peter Cooper ac-

quired a fortune out of which he founded and endowed the Cooper

Institute ? A. Not at all.

Q. Now do you think he could have done that if this country

and its institutions are so hostile and unfriendly toward the work-

ing people as your declarations would seems to indicate— 1 mean
your party declarations? A. I do not believe that our party

declarations indicate that either the government or institutions are

so hostile to the workers. I do believe that had Peter Cooper

under a system of a Socialist arrangement of things not been able

to acquire the fortune, and consequently not have been able to
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endow an institution such as I havfe attended, and for which I am
grateful, society would have provided educational institutions for

the education of its children.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. You have expressed your views with regard to the character

of legislation and the methods of legislating in this House during

the year 1918, and of the efforts of the Socialist Assemblymen;

in connection with that explanation I direct your attention to

the following from the speech made by Mr. Olaessens, which will

be found at page 238 of the printed record :
" But we are going

to the Assembly, and we will tell it to them. There are five of

us. Charles Solomon is one. There are others and I will go

myself into the bargain, and we will tell them something. But

we won't waste as much time in the Assembly, comrades, talking

to that bunch that sit there with stolen property sitting in their

seats, but we will use our position with the Assembly and reach

the Henry Dubs and speak to them, and I can assure you, com-

rades, we won't sleep one night when we are in Albany, i>ut every

night we will be speaking in Troy, Schenectady and Amsterdam.

Everywhere around there, arousing the workers wherever we
possibly can." Is that your conception of the duty of a man
elected to the Assembly of the State of New York. A. I do not

believe this is a statement of the conception Mr. Claessen's has of

the duty of a member of the Assembly of the State of New York.

Q. You have heard it testified to that that is a verbatim report

of the speech ? A. That is a statement by Mr. Claessens which, if

I may be permitted to anticipate, the witness himself is the best

qualifiedman to explain it and state what he meant. This state-

ment told the people in a general and lucid way that one of the

things that the Socialist members do as members of the House is

either in the evenings or in the week ends go out ill all districts in

the State, in the territories represented to-day by Democrats and

Kepublicans and tell those districts just of the legislation pending

in the Legislature and the legislation introduced by the Socialist

group. This has been a practice and many members of this House

have been present at meetings in various cities where I personally

in 1918 have addressed such meetings and the subjects of the

addresses were in:v'ariably a discussion of the Socialist legislation

and the legislation proposed by Democrats and Republicans.

Q. And who were these "Henry Dubbs" in Troy, Schenectady

and Amsterdam ? A. That is a huniorous way by which I think
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my friend and colleague Claessens has designated thousands of

the workers who fail to appreciate their interest as workers and

still foolishly vote for the parties that represent their employers,

the Democrat and Republican parties.

Q. And what you are going to tell them, these " Henry Dubbs "

is what is contained in your speech of Kovember 7th, 1919, re-

ported at page 316 of the record as follows :
" In America the

situation is reversed. The millions and millions who work are

starved, and those who do not work, those few live on the luxuries

of capital. Which do you prefer ?" At which there were cries of

"Russia." Is that the kind of language" that you intend to address

to these Henry Dubbs in Amsterdam, Schenectady and Troy ? A.

My answer was that inasmuch as that Statement made by Claes-

sens had reference to our speeches made while members of the

Assembly in parts of the State represented by Democrats and Re-

publicans, we would discuss the questions pending in the Legisla-

ture as we have done in the past.

The Chairman.— I was interested in the term.

Mr. Conboy.— Did you want to find out what "Henry Dub "

is?

The Chairman.— I notice in the book containing a list of publi-

cations of the Rand School on Socialist literature there was a book

entitled " Henry Dub ", by somebody. That is a cartoon on some

persons, isn't it ?

The Witness.— That is correct. I meant to explain that there

is a cartoonist by the name of Ryan Walker who makes daily or

weekly cartoons entitled, " Henry Dub ". That was a humorous

reference to those cartoons.

Assemblyman Pellet.— They are published in the Call ?

The Witness.— They are published in the Call and other

,

papers.

Mr. Block.— They are a feature of the Call.

Assemblyman Pellet.— The best feature.

Assemblyman Blodgett.— I am interested in the biinch that sit

here with stolen property.'

The Witness.— I am not qualified to explain that.
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The Chairman.— We don't take any particular interest in that.

Might I ask as a matter of curiosity, what you were doing during

the war period, that is, your occupation ?

The Witness.— My occupation during the war period was, first,

being a member of the House that year in the war, and it was just

when I was elected. That was the beginning of the war and long

before my term ended was the end of the war.

The Chairman.— I see. First of January, 1918, to first of

January, 1919.

Mr. Hillquit.— Did you remain in the employ of the Pablic

Service Commission until your term of office began as member of

the Assembly ?

The Witness.— I was.

The Chairman.— The war commenced in 19 lY, in April. Then

you served in the Public Service as an employee of the Public

Service up to the time you were elected and qualified as a mem-
ber of the Assembly?

The Witness.— I was, sir ; and I may add in connection wHh
my Public Service work, at that time the Public Service Commis-

sion of the State of New York was asking that its men be placed

in Class 3 because of the scarcity of engineers. One of us had

to do the work of three or four men. I nevertheless did not put

this down as an exemption against the draft. I rather state my
conviction rather than avail myself of exemption on account of

occupation.

The Chairman.^— Was there ever a time that you recall going

before the Judiciary Committee of the House and asking for a

report on a bill or a hearing on a bill that you didn't receive atten-

tion and a chance for a hearing and consideration ?

The Witness.— I don't recollect.

By the Chairman:

Q. I speals for the Judiciary Committee. • A. I don't recollect

that any of my bills went to the Judiciary Committee.

Q. Oh, I didn't know that.

Mr. Hillquit.— I suppose the Chairman meant not only your

bills but Socialists generally.
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The Witness.— The fact was that the memhers of the Social-

ist group as a rule would report to me and that is how I got my
knowledge, that they were trying to get a hearing on their vari-

ous bills.

The Chairman.— Do you recall several hearings were granted

on resolutions?

The Witness.— That is true. And I may add, the Codes Com-
mittee which had quite a few of the Socialist bills referred to

them had extensive hearings on most of them, and be it said to

their credit, that most of the bills were reported out favorably

to the House, and when re-committed by motion, Mr. Chairman,

I want it perfectly clear for the record,— they were not re-com-

mitted to the Codes Committee, so if they died in the Committee

it was not the responsibility of the Codes Committee.

The Chairman.— Proceed now.

Mr. Conboy.— I have nothing further.

Ee-direct examination by Mr. Hillquit:

Q. ISTow, Mr. Waldman, you stated as far as the Codes Com-

mittee was concerned it acted favorably, or at any rate that atten-

tion to your bills was given and that if the bills died subsequently

it was not the fault of the Codes Committee. Will you state as

a general proposition in what way were th3 73 out of the 74

Socialist bills disposed of? How did they happen to die, you

express it?

Mr. Conboy.— Has he not explained that ? I do not wish to

cut ofF his inquiry, biit has he not explained that on every single

measure of the 74 for an entire day?

Mr. Hillquit.— I want him to generalize in one answer.

The Chairman.— What he says about it, in brief, was that a

good many of them were reported out and they were afterwards

referred back bv resolution of the House and went to the Eules

Committee and died there.

The Witness.— Yes, and also that only seven or eight bills out

of the 74, most of which came from the Codes Committee, were

reported out to the House at all. The rest died in Committee.
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By Mr; Hillquit:

Q. Do you know of any lobbying against Socialist bills on the

part of' industrial or business interests in this State? A. I can

say of one or two that came to my attention definitely: one was
against the water power bill, the hydro-electric water power bill;

the other was against giving the municipality power to take over

the traction system in l^ew York City and other public utilities.

There were lobbies here maintained, one particularly by the

JSTiagara Falls Power Company and the other by the New York
, traction interests.

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, a few personal references have been

made to you in the course of your cross-examination which, I

should like you to clear up, briefly ; in going over your career Mt.

Conboj, I believe, asked you whether or not you had been ham-

pered by the government in your career, and the answer was no.

I take that, that the inference was that you owed a debt of grati-

tude to this country and its institutions for having afforded you

the opportunities which you have enjoyed; do you recognize that?

A. I recognize that this country has afforded me opportunities

for development and growth, for which I feel grateful, which I

hope to compensate with the only power at my command, and

that is the power to contribute my energy, my thought, my sincere

abilities, such as I may have, to the constructive work of the State

and the nation, and I vsrill say that while some of the things that I

may believe in as being a contribution to the State may not be

approved by others, I believe when I speak of the country, when

I speak of the United States, I do not have in mind the dominant

economic interests of the IJnited States ; I have in mind the great

masses of the people; I have in mind certain historic institujtions;

and, from the point of view of serving the great mass of people,

I will say this, without fear of contradiction, that I have put in

every possible energy and ability at my command to the service

of the great mass of the American people. If I have not done my
duty fully, it was only because I was not able to do any more.

Q. Mr. Waldman, I take it you came from Ukrania to the

United, States because you thought the economic opportunities and

political institutions of the United States superior to those prevail-

ing in Ukrania or Russia at the time? A. I was under that

conception.

Q. And you have not been disappointed since your arrival?

A. I have not.
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Q. You still admit the superiority of the economic opportunities

and political institutions to those that exist in the country of your
birth? A. I do.

Q. And you say you feel grateful to the United States?. A.
I do.

Q. And your conception of the United States is formed, or

was formed by your own study and observations ?, A. It was.

Q. And your conception of the interests of the United States,

while they probably do not agree with those, say, of Mr. Conboy
or other gentlemen, are convictions sincerely held by you, are

they? A. They are.

Q. And it is based upon these sincere convictions that your
activities have been extended in the years of your residence in

the United States ? A. That is correct.

By Assemblyman Harrington:

Q. On your conception of the United States, Mr. Waldman,
which do you desire to see over the Speaker's chair, the flag of

this government, the stars and stripes or the red flag? A. I

would like to see the flag of the country maintained and the ideals

for which the flag stands, liberty, fraternity and brotherhood,

maintained to the fullest extent, in the country of my adoption.

Q. Then why do you use the red flag ? A. The red flag is a flag

that symbolizes an international brotherhood of man, but the fact

that the red flag symbolizes the international brotherhood of man
does not do away with the flag existing in each nation as part of

that Internationale.

Q. The stars and stripes are a part of the red flag, are they?

A. The stars and stripes represent the American idea and symbol

of American historic achievement.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Waldman, coming back from symbolism to more con-

crete propositions
;
you recognize the existence of the United States

as a separate nation, dp you not? A. Why, of course I do.

Q. And do you, or does your party, seek to destroy the United

States as a separate nation ? A. It does not.

Q. And do you, on the other hand, seek to develop, within your

best poweSr, the prosperity, wealth and happiness of the people of

the United States ? A. That is my conviction as a Socialist.

Q. And does that exclude the effort, or endeavor to secure, at

the same time, the wellbeing and brotherly relations of all nations

and peoples of all nations? A. I think that the prosperity and
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the welfare of a nation such as the United States would only be

enchanced by the prosperity and welfare of other nations of the

world.

Q. And it is in this sense that you see no antagonism between

the symbol— flag or otherwise— of the United States and the

symbol of international socialism or international brotherhood?

A. That is the sense in which I see it.

Q. 'Now, I will ask you, M.t. Waldman: Do you know whether

.
or not there are expressed in the politics, literature and public

life of this country different conceptions as to the requirements

and the welfare of the country ? A. There are.

Q. And in your conception are the ideas, or ideals, or happiness

and welfare of the country entertained say by our large commercial

and industrial interests the same as those entertained by the

masses of the working people? A. They are not.

Q. And between the two conflicting ideals, or conceptions, which

do you adopt for your own ? A. I adopt the ideas and philosophy

dominating the working classes in this country.

Q. Do you, or does the Socialist party, arrogate to themselves

the right to pass final political judgment upon the views of their

adversaries in the sense of claiming the right to suppress such

views if you do not agree with them? A. The Socialist party

does not attempt anything of, the kind.

Q. Do. you, or does the Socialist party, admit the right of other

groups in the United States— industrial, political or social— to

ascertain the superiority of their views of the welfa,re of the

country to the extent of suppressing socialist views? A, The

socialists do not, and the only way a democra,cy could exist is by

permitting the conflicting views to stand side by side; to argue

before the people, and the minority to have an opportunity and

the freedom to advocate its views, so that it may, if the people

adopt its views, become the majority.

Q. Now, you were asked about your attitude towards the gov-

ernment and institutions of this country. Among others, you

were asked whether you considered the government of this country

capitalistic, and your answer was, I believe, " ITot entirely," or

" not quite so." A. Not quite.

Q. Will you please explain that answer? A. I want to make

this answer clear, if I can, in the following manner: "Capital-

istic" is not a descriptive word of a government. Jp, say that

the government is capitalistic is not expressive of anything.
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This is true, I believe; that the government today is administered

by political parties, who believe in the maintenance of the capital-

ist system ; but that does not make the government the instrument

of social organization— a capitalist instrument. The government

of the United States is a representative government. This instru-

ment must be separated from those who temporarily administer

and use it at a particular time. I believe that this government

could be administered by a party which does not believe in

capitalism ; which believes in Socialism, or a plain labor program

;

and in that respect you could not then describe it as a Socialist

government. It would still be the government of the United

States, administered by the Socialist party. In that respect I

could not answer the question whether it was a capitalist govern-

ment or not a capitalist government. It is not a capitalist gov-

ernment because " capitalist " is not descriptive of the govern-

ment.

Q. Mr. Waldman, to make it more complete: you know, do

•you not, that this legislative branch of the State of New York
today is controlled by a political party known as the Eepublican

party? A. It is so.

Q. Would you then say that the government of the State of

New York is the government of the Republican party? A. I

would not.

Q. Would you say that the government of the State of New
York is the joint government of the Eepublican and Democratic

parties ? A. Certainly not.

Q. You say the government of the State of New York is the

peoples government? A- That is correct.

Q. And is actually operated by such representatives— at least

in theory— of the people as the people choose to entrust with

that task? A. In practice, up to this year.

Q. Then I will ask you, Mr. Waldman, whether in your con-

ception, the minority party is as much a part of the government,

or of the governmental institutions of this country, as the majority

party? A. That is correct.

Q. Grovernment being based on the rights both of majorities and
minorities? A. That is so.

Q. Would you admit that, at the same time, as far as the

majority party is concerned, its power— if not its abstract

rights— are superior to those oi the minority? A, That is so.

Q. And that does not conflict, does it, with your statement



1860

that the minority in. all democracies must bow to the concrete

will and enactment of the majority? A. That is correct.

Q. Mr. Waldman, you have stated that you are a member of

the Socialist party? A. That is so.

Q. And do you freely and fully accept the main policies and

attitude of the Socilaist party? A. I accept the main policies

and attitude and program of the Socialist party.

Q. And I believe you have also stated, in reply to a

question of a member of the Committee, that you reserved to

yourself the right to criticise party policies and to move for their

repeal or amendment after they had been enacted? A. That is

the only way a Democratic country could operate.

Q. Now, I will ask you ; do you, as a whole, adopt the attitude

of the Socialist party in opposition to wars among nations, and to

this particular war just closed ? A. I do.

Q. Do you adopt the action of the Socialist party in opposition

to the capitalist system ? A. Very emphatically so.

Q. And to the capitalist interests? A. Very emphatically so.

Q. The capitalist political and ethical and economic concep-

tion? A. Yes.

Q. And the opposition against the Eepublican party ? A. And
the Democratic party.

Q. I was coming to that, do not fear. A. I do oppose both of

them.

Q. And when Mr. Conboy asked you a string of a greaiJ many
questions representing the views of the Democratic or Eepublican

parties, or the proprietyi of certain Socialist standings, you
answered in each case that you disagreed with him? A. That is

correct.

Q. Was it anything you had just discovered, Mr. Waldman ?

A. ISTo.

Q. Was that the same stand of the Socialist party against the

other parties ever since the inception of the party? A. Ever
since the inception of the party and ever since I joined it,

Q. And was it the same view which you. and other Socialists

held when you were first elected to the. assen).bly ? A.. Yes,, sir,

and this view expressed before maiiy constituencies which I had

the honor to represent in 1918.

Q. And were they the same views expressed by Socialists, all

over the country? A. That is so.

Q. In all states of the union ? A. That is correct.
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Q. And at the time of their election in all parts of the country

to various public offices ? A. That is the function of an opposi-

tion party— to oppose the party which it opposes.

Q. Mr. Conboy also referred to the oath taken by you upon
your naturalization, and examined you with reference to it; have

you carefully studied that oath? A. I carefully did.

Q. I shall read it to you again and ask you whether or not your

general social and political attitude, in your opinion, in any way
conflicts with any part of that oath? A. 'None at all.

Q. Let's take it up :
" I solemnly declare upon oath that I will

support the Constitution of the United States, and I do absolutely

and entirely renounce and adjure all allegiance and fidelity to any

foreign prince, potentate, state or sovereignty, particularly to the

Czar of Russia, of which "— I suppose of which is I— " was
before a citizen," and I will ask you whether in your private con-

duct or official acts you have at any time knowingly refused to

support the Constitution of the United States? A- I never re-

fused to support the Constitution of the United States and in all

ray acts, private or public, I sought to live up faithfully to my
constitutional oath, being a citizen loyal to my constitutional

duties of the country of my adoption.

Q. Mr. Waldman, have you ever tead the Constitution of the

United States ? A. I have, several times.

Q. You know its provisions ? A. In a general way.

Q. You don't, I take it, consider the document as absolutely

infallible and good for all times and not subject to change or

amendment? A. I do not; and the same Constitution does not

consider itself infallible and good for all times, because it con-

tains a provision for its own modification and change.

Q. But while the Constitution is as it is, is it your purpose and

intention to comply with all its provisions? A. It is.

Q. And do you know of any provision contained therein with

which you cannot, by reason of your political views as here ex-

pressed or otherwise, comply with it? A. I know of none.

Q. Have you in actual fact fully renounced your allegiance

to not only the Czar of Russia, but to Russia or Ukrania, as

organized to-day ? A. I renounced my allegiance not only to the

C^;ar but all governments succeeding the Czar, or to any other

foreign country.

Q. Do you as a citizen of the United States recognize a divided

allegiance between this country and any other country? A, I do

not recognize any divided allegiance.
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Q. And your political allegiance as a whole goes to what
country? A. Goes to the couritry of liiy a:doption, the United

States of America.

Q. And you further say, that " I will support and defend the

Constitution and laws of the Uilited States against all enemies,

foreign and ,domestic, and bear true allegiance to the same." In

your concepi;ion who and what are the enemies, foreign and

domestic, of the United States?

Mr. Berger.— Have you read that accurately ? I think there is

a word you left out.

Mr. Hillquit.— I have read it as I read it in the record :
" that

I will support and defend the Constitution and laws of the United

States against all enemies, foreign and domestic, and bear tme
faith and allegiance to the same."

Mr. Berger.— That is correct now.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. I ask you, who do you consider the enemies, foreign and

domestic, of the United States. A. Those within and without

the country who, by their conduct, by their acts, so act as to under-

mine and destroy in an illegal and unconstitutional manner the

institutions of this Republic.

Q. Would you name some classes and concrete instances, say,

of domestic enemies ? A. I would in a general way, without im-

pugning the motives of the men comprising the class which I shall

mention. I consider the growth and development of trustified in-

dustry or monopoly of wealth so dangerous and menacing to the

institutions of the Republic that advertently or inadvertently those

who maintain such trusts and monopolies and syndicates and the

invisible empire of finance, as Mr. Littleton would put it if he were

on the other side, such people are to my mind enemies from within.

Q. Domestic? A. Domestic enemies.

Q. Coming to foreign enemies, yoiir attitude towards the war

just closed and towards the enemies of the United States in that

war has been made a subject of your cross examination. Will

you briefly state, very brief, first, what was your, attitude aad

the attitude of the Socialist party before we entered the war?

A. The attitude of the SoeiaEst party before we entered

the war was that this World War should terminate by negotiation.
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Q. Before we entered the war ? A. Before we entered the war.

Q. And were the Socialists opposed to the entry of the United

States in the war ? A. They were.

Q. And were you? A. I was.

Q. And after this country did enter the war what was the con-

crete attitude of the Socialist Party and your own towards the

war ? A. The policy of the party and myself in agreement with

it was opposition to the war, demanding that the administration

jointly with the democratic elements the world over conclude the

war as early as possible on democratic lines ensuring world peace.

Q. E^ow, Mr. Waldman, when you speak of opposition before

our country entered the war, you mean an effort to prevent our

country from entering the war, political efforts? A. Yes. It

was an effort to urge upon the President, by petition, mass meet-

ings and in other manners provided by peaceful and legal means

to urge upon the President not to enter the war.

Q. And after we entered the war when you spoke of opposition,

does it mean opposition to continuing the war in favor of making
peace ? A. That is the attitude.

Assemblyman Eowe.— Even though they killed our citizens on

the seas and other places ?

The Witness.— No, not even though they do that.

Q. If peace were made, would it presuppose that our citizens

would be killed on the seas ? A. (ISTo, if peace were made it would

presuppose it would be saving the lives of our citizens.

Q. Assuming, Mr. Waldman, this situation, that a negotiated

peace was physically impossible; that for some reason and be-

cause of some superior forces the war had to be fought to a con-

clusion, so that there would have to be one victorious party and

one defeated party; which side would you or the Socialist party

want to be the victor in the war? A. Without question, the

United States.

Q. And the Allied side? A. And the Allied side, naturally.

Q. But you preferred a negotiated peace to such a victory?

A. I thought that to be the sound policy in international affairs.

Q. And do you still hold this view ? A. I still hold this view,

with this addition, that every day that this world war continued,

the world had undergone the danger of so injuring itself by the

destruction of human life and the resulting biological deteriora-

tion that civilization itself stood in danger of being destroyed;
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every day of the continuation of the war may have meant an

irreparable injury to the entire civilized world.

Q. Now, Mr. Waldman, proceeding further along the line of

personal questions, you stated, I believe, that you knew very little

about this anti-enlistment organization that circulated those slips,

one of which you signed ? A. That is correct.

Q. You say that was done at the time when there was a strong

preparedness campaign and a strong anti-preparedness campaign ?

A. That was the time.

Q. Were petitions and pledges of the opposite character at that

time being circulated by the advocates of military preparedness?

A. Yes, sir, they were.

Q. And, in both cases, was it considered a sort of demonstra-

tion of the popular inclination? That was the purpose of the

circulation on both sides.

Q. Did you consider it perfectly legal and within your rights

at the time to state that you would not voluntarily enlist in any

way ? A. I considered that to be the law at that time, that I had

a right to do it.

Q. And when you read the phrase, " Wars, offensive or defen-

sive," in that connection, did you interpret .the word defensive as

it was at that time generally interpreted in the Socialist move-

ment ? A. That was my interpretation.

Q. That is, considering that the present war or the, war just

classified was in any character, either offensive or defensivp ? A.

That was the atmosphere under which we all labored.

Q. When you registered under the draft you say you claimed

exemption on conscientious grounds ? A. That is correct.

Q. Were those grounds individual to you, or were they what

you considered Socialist party grounds? A. They were individ-

ual to me.

Q. And, did you submit to physical examination? A. I did.

Q. And regardless of the claim made by you, were you pre-

pared in case you were accepted, to serve? A. I was, to comply

with the law.

Q; And what happened upon your physical examination ? A.

I was discharged on physical examination.

Q. On physical grounds ? A. On physical grounds.

Q. At the time you were so examined physically, did you know

that you had a physical defect which would cause your rejection?

A. I did not know that I had sufficient of a physical defect to

cause the rejection.
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Q. YoiT submitted to physical examination in good faith ? A. I

did.

Q. Mr. Gonboy has stated here that the City of 'New York pro-

vided nearly 300,000 men for the various armed forces of the

United States in this war ; he asked you v^hether you were among
them, and your answer was no ; I shall ask you whether you know
whether any Socialists or Socialist party members were among
those 300,000 men ? A, Many of them.

Q. Do you know whether the proportion of Socialists in the

armed forces of the United States was any less than that of

Republicans or Democrats ? A. Not at all so far as I know.

Q. So far as you know, 'Socialists registered as all other citi-

zens ? A. They have.

Q. And served in the same way ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you personally know of a great many instances of Social-

ist party members having gone to the front, across the ocean, and

fought? A. I do.

Q. Do you know of any who died ? A. I do.

Q. As a general proposition Socialists did not volunteer? A.

As a general rule, they did not.

Q. ^The Socialist party attitude was opposed to war service ?

A. It was.

Q. But they did comply fully with the law and did their share

fully? A. That is so.

Q. A remark of yours, Mr. Waldman, attributed to you on the

floor of the Chicago convention in September, 1919^ was here

mentioned— I do not have the record— testified to by the oppo-

sition, one Harris of Milwaukee; do you recall that incident?

A. I do.

Q. Will you please state whether the testimony of Mr. Harris

on that point is correct ?

Mr. Conboy.— You cannot ask him that question. You can ask

him what he has to say about it, but you cannot have him char-

acterize the testimony of any witness as correct or incorrect.

The Chairman.— Objection sustained.

Mr. Hillquit.— I withdraw it.

Q. What do you have to say about it, Mr. Waldman?
A. I have to say that the Harris testimony was partly true and

partly not. The situation was as follows: A resolution was re-

ported out on the floor of the convention against universal military
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training. Somebody made an amendment, adding a section to

the resolution, which in effect was threatening. It said, If you,

the dominant political parties, establish universal military train-

ing and give guns to all citizens, and train them how to shoot,

they are going to turn the guns on you. That was the essence of

an amendment offered. I considered this amendment foolish,

infantile and not proper for any political party to adopt. I arose

and moved to strike it out, and during the speech the supporter

of his own amendment became very impatient with my speech,

characterizing the amendment as I characterized it before you,

and I told him in a jocular way, if you can prove to me they are

going to turn the guns, I would be in favor of your amendment,

but it is not true, it is foolish and cannot be so, and my position

was sustained by the convention. The threatening clause was

stricken out from the resolution.

Q. The object of your speech, then, Mr. Waldman, was to op-

pose the clause which you have described ? A. Exactly.

Q. And it was a sort of moderating speech, which prevailed?

A. Rather moderate.

Q. Did you say in the language here quoted, " If we knew we

could sway the boys when they get guns to use them against the

capitalist class I would be for universal military training " ? A.

I did not say it in those words.

Q. And did you say anything to convey the idea that if you had

the power to use force against the dominant classes for the

purpose of bringing about the Socialist regime, you would use

it? A. This was not the purpose of my remarks.

Mr. Stedman.— Yes or no.

The Witness.— No, I did not.

Q. Is it your conception that the Socialist regime can be intro-

duced by training guns against the capitalist class? A. It is not.

Q. Is there such a thing as training guns against a capitalist

class? A. Not in my mind, not to my conception.

Q. When you speak of a capitalist class, do you mean a system ?

A. I mean a system, of course.

Q. Cannot be shot at? A. No.

Q. Nor can a system be shot into existence? A. Not exactly.

By Assemblyman Blodgett:

Q. What was this jocular remark ; I didn't catcb that ? A. I

said if you can prove to me what you say in your resolution, I
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probably would be in favor of it, but you know you are infantile,

and what you say there is not true. That was part of a long

speech lasting for about 20 minutes, the burden of which was
to strike out that part of the resolution which was threatening

in its nature. The purpose of my speech and the purpose of my
amendment was the very reverse of what this sentence standing

alone seeks to convey.

Q. When you said if they could prove that, did you mean they

could prove that they could shoot against the capitalist scheme

or system? A. It was a loose way of leaving out a loose clause

which I considered it to be, out of existence.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. You did not know at the time that this particular phrase

would come up for analysis and discussion in this proceeding?

A. I did not.

Q.. And you were a little jocular and not as careful as you would

have been if you had thought the clause would have been taken

seriously and noticed seriously? A. I would not, and if I knew

it was going to stand alone, separate from the speech.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Tou have heard here on the stand the testimony, I take

it, of Mr. Lee ? A. I have.

Q. And Mr. Hillquit ? A. I have.

Q. And Mr. Branstetter? A. I have.

Q. And their interpretation of the aims and methods of the

Socialist party? A. I heard all that.

Q. And do you accept them as representing your own views?

A. I do.

Q. And is it in that light that you say you fully accept all the

resolutions and standing of the Socialist party ? A. It is in that

light.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is all.

Ee-cross examination by Mr. Conboy

:

Q. What that man said at that convention was really not very

much different from what was said in the war program of the

Socialist party :
" The only struggle which would justify the

workers in taking up arms is the great struggle of the working

class of the world to free itself from economic exploistation and
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political oppression." You remember that language, do you not ?

A. I remember that language, but what I said had absolutely

nothing to do with this resolution.

Q. 'What the man said, whom you were debating with in that

convention, was very much like that ? A. And it was defeated on

the floor.

Q. But this resolution and war program was carried? A* In
,

1917?

Q. 1917, when the United States was at war? A. Yes, you

have got the testimony on that point.

Q. Yes. I offer in evidence as part of cross-examination of

this witness, with respect to his explanation of so-called peaceful

means, an editorial from the International Socialist Review of

June, 1915, under the title, " When We Go to War," at page 753.

Mr. Hillquit.— I object to it very emphatically and strenu-

ously, an editorial in some magazine which has been testified here-

tofore was published by private iudividuals for profit, and had

nothing to do with the Socialist party, and—^what was the date ?

M.T. Conboy.— June, 1915.

Mr. Hillquit.— June, 1915, five years ago, with no connection

of any kind with these Assemblymen or with the party.

Mr. Conboy.— I want to press this, if the Chair will hear me.

We have had a great deal of testimony here from this particular

witness regarding his views on peaceful means as characterizing

the attitude of the Socialist party throughout the war. Wow, here

is the International Socialist Keview in an editorial, and the

International Socialist Eeview, according to the testimony on the

record is a periodical owned and controlled wholly and exclusively

by Socialists and Socialist locals—
Mr. Hillquit.— Pardon me, Mr. Conboy. The testimony is

just the opposite. The statement is the contrary.

Mr. Conboy.— The only testimony I am aware of in the record

is the statement made in the course of Mr. Collins' examination

from the pages of the International Socialist Eeview, stating that

the stockholders of the Charles H. Kerr Company publishing

the International Socialist Review are individual Socalists and

Socialist locals.

Mr. Hillquit.— Mr. Branstetter testified that this was one of

the class of publications that had absolutely nothing to do with
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the Socialist party, being published by private individuals for

private profits and that this particular publication was barred

from sale at Socialist meetings.

Mr. Conboy.— And the reading of this will show that in

May, 1915, the proclamation with respect to the Lusitania adopted

by the Socialist party, the proclamation with regard to the

U-boat controversy and the proclamation of the war program

referred to by the witness, are all in harmony with this statement

issued as to what the program of the Socialist Party should be in

the event we went to war.

Mr. Hillquit.— Well, what do you want it for. ^Vhy bring in

something entirely immaterial and irrelevant ?

Mr. Conboy.— I am going to submit it to the Chairman.

The Chairman.— I will receive it.

Assemblyman Evans.^—- 1 will dissent.

Mr. HiUquitt.— And counsel, of course, desires to except.

(Mr. Conboy here read article from International Socialist

Keview, of June, 1915, which article was later ordered stricken

from the record by the Chairman.)

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Now, you have said that you advocate the form of govern-

ment that we have here over the form of government that they

have in Soviet Russia? A. Pardon me, what is the question in

connection with this article?

Q. The question in connection with that is that that represents

the views expressed in the International Socialist Review, in con

trast to those that you expressed. A. May I get that article,

please ?

Q. Take it. (Chairman hands article to witness.)

Q. Do you want to say anything about it ? A. Yes, I do, Mr.

Conboy. (Witness examines article referred to.)

Mr. Hillquit.— May I inquire on what theoiy that is offered ?

The Chairman.— That one witness swore it was connected up

with the Socialistic organization, and then another witness said

that it was not. Mr. Branstetter, the Secretary, disowned it ; but

he said that all these publications were not binding on the Socialist
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Party for the reason that they passed a resolution that they would

not be responsible for any of this literature that went out. That

was one of his reasons.

Mr, Hillquit.— Those were two things.

The Chairman.— You cannot accuse me of hot being generous.

Therefore, I thought I would let it in.

Mr. iEillquit.— The two statements you make are two different

statements relating to two different subjects. Mr. Collins, who did

not even pretend to testify on personal knowledge, said that the

Kerr Company was a Socialist concern; not a Socialist Party con-

cern, but one composed of Socialists. Mr. Branstetter said the

so-called Socialist publications are of three classes : one published

by the party; second, by groups of party members not controlled

by the party; third, published by individuals for private profit,

over which the party had no control of any kind; and he men-

tioned specifically the Kerr Company and International Socialist

Eeview as coming within the third group of publications by indi-

viduals for private profit, with no connection and under no con-

trol of the party; and I think he mentioned that as far as this

particular publication was concerned, that it was barred from

•sale at Socialist meetings. Now, I think it would not be com-

petent for counsel to quote this article against these Assemblymen.

The Chairman.— I get your idea, JSTow, the record may state

that the publication introduced and received in evidence is re-

ceived in evidence and is governed and qualified by the statement

of Mr. Hillquit, whatever it was, and it may stand.

Mr. Wolff.— Mr. Chairman, niay we add to that the fact that in

the advertisment of this International Socialist Review there is

quoted the following statement by Eugene V. Debs :
" It gives me

great pride and satisfaction "—
Mr. HiUquit.— One moment, before you read that.

The Chairman.— Let me see what it is. (Mr. Wolff indicates

to Chairman the advertisment referred to.

)

Mr. flillquit.— It makes absolutely no difference.

The Chairman. — I will let it stand as it is. He says it is a

good book, and I suppose it is. Proceed.
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By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Do you want to say anything about tbat ? A. Yes, I do.

Assemblyman Evans. — Mr. Chairman, I doi not like to be mis-

understood as to my reason for dissenting. I dissented on the

ground that the only testimony connecting this with the Socialist

Party is the testimony of Collins, which is purely hearsay; and

against that we have affirmative evidence by Branstetter, which

seems to be uncontradicted in this case.

(Discussion off the record).

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. Now, with respect to your expression of comparative ap-

proval of the form of government in this country and the form of

government in Soviet Russia, I understand you have given your

approval to the form of government in this country ? A. I have.

Q. How do you reconcile that with your speech :

—

Mr. Hillquit.— This is not cross-examination.

The Chairman.— Oh, yes ; I will let that go.

Mr. Hillquit.— My reason for objecting is this: we expect and

hope to finish our case this week. We shall never be able to finish

this week or next or any time, if the cross-examination goes on in

this way. This question has already been asked.

Mr. Conboy.— At page 311 of the printed record (reading) :

" The Soviet form of government is a new form of Government.

Heretofore, the function of government was recognized as being

a jailer, a policeman, a tax collector, a military conscript, a war
declarant; but industry and commerce, when it came to wages

and hours, the government assumed a policy of indifference, to let

things alone ; but a new state has been founded, and it says to the

world, that the function of the State is not to be the mere police-

man, to be the jailer, and the judge and the tax collector and the

conscript, but that the function of the state is to organize the in-

dustries, the wealth, the resources, human and material, for the

purpose of establishing things .as they should be." l^ow, do you

say that is your method of expressing your comparative desire for

the goveimnent of the United States and of the State of New York
over the Soviet Government of Russia? A. Why, Mr. Conboy,

I spoke there about functions of government and not forms of

government. My conviction is that under the form of government
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such as we live under, we can have it assume the various functions

I indicated so as to make it as constructive and enterprising as we
wish to, but the form of government is not at all mentioned in what
you have read.

Mr. Conboy.— I have nothing further.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. I have three questions I want to ask : When did, you first

get a conception of this state of warfare between the capitalist

class and the working class,— in Ukrainia or in America ? A.

Why, I got the conception, not as romantically as you put it, of the

warfare between the capitalist class and the working class, but of

the economic antagonism of interest, when I was working in a shop

both here and in Ukrainia, in both places alike. When I asked for

higher wages and the employer refused to give them to me I con-

sidered my antagonistic interest in that respect just the opposite

from the economic interest of the employer. When I asked for

shorter hours 'and he refused to give them to me, I considered my
economic interest just the opposite from the economic interest of

the employer. When I asked for safety devices around the cutting

table, which were available, and the employer refused to give it, I

recognized in that an incompatibility of economic interests.

(Discussion off the record.)

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. I again ask you where you first got that conception, in

Ukrainia or in America ? A. I answered, Judge,— in both places.

Q. That is not an answer. I asked you where you first got that

conception: in Ukrainia or America? A. I got it in both places.

I originally found this condition to exist in Ukrainia.

Q. Very good. And has that conception that you brought over

with you grown upon you in America? A. No, sir; it has not

grown upon me ; it has been confirmed that as far as the workers

are concerned in all countries their economic interest is not the

same as the economic interest of their employers, whether it be

in China or Eussia or Germany or England or the United States.

Q. Now, I have got one of those three questions answered. The

Second question is this : Do you join with your comrades in ac-

claiming Eugene V. Debs as the desirable exponent and candidate

of your party for President in 1920?
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Mr. Hillquit.— Yes or ro.

The Witness.— Tes; unqualifiediy.

Mr. Hillquit.— Second question.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. If you have no divided allegiance but you are wholeheartedly

and entirely for the United States Government, why do you need

a red flag and why do you say with your comrades at the conclusion

of the Manifesto of the September, 1919, Convention, "All hail to

the International Socialist Revolution, the only hope of a suffer-

ing world " ?

Mr. Hillquit.— Two questions. Do you need a red flag?

The Witness.— I do not, as a citizen of the United States.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Now, this is the Block system of testifying.

The Chairman.— We will take a recess until 4:10.

(Whereupon, at 3 :5o p. m., a recess was had until 4:10 p. m.)

AFTEE RECESS, 4:10 p. m,

Louis Waldman, recalled, testified as foUows:

By Assemblyman Evans;

Q. Mr. Waldman, you realize that among the charges made
against you here some are for lack of Americanism and unpatriotic

conduct in your refusal to support the war? A. I understood

the charges in a general way are in that spirit.

Q. Is this the first accusation that has ever been made against

you for that? A. This is.

Q. You were never accused by anybody else on similar charges ?

A. Kever.

Charles SoLOMpiir, called as a witness and sworn, testified

as follows

:

Direct examination by Mr. Stedman:

Q. What is your name ? A. Charles Solomon.

Q. Where and when were you bom ? A,. I was bom 30 years

ago in -the City of New York.
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Q. Married or single? A. Married.

Q. Family? A. Three children.

Q. Where do you reside now ? A. City of Brooklyn.

Q. Are you a Socialist? A. I am.

Q. How long have been one ? A. About 10 years a member of

the party.

Q. Are you a member now ? A. I am.

Q. Where? A. In the City of Brooklyn, County of Kings.

Q. Local ? A. County of Kings.

Q. Tou are one of the Assemblymm in this case? A. I am.

Q. In this proceeding ? A. I am.

Q. You have been here during the time the testimony of various

witnesses has been elicited? A, Yes, sir.

Q. I want to call your attention to the Brownsville speech, I

think at page 404. Did you attend a meeting at Brownsville?

A. A meeting.

Q. Yes. A. I attended many meetings in Brownsville.

Q. Do you recall the meeting testified to ? A. I do.

Q. What were the circumstances there? A. It was a meeting

called to comanemorate the second anniversary of the Soviet Re-

public of Eussia.

Q. Do you remember what you said at the meeting, in sub-

stances? A. I do.

Q. Who presided as Chairman? A. I presided as Chairman.

Q. And you introduced the speakers? A. I introduced the

speakers.

Q. What did you say in substance in the opening? A. My
opening remarks were intended to outline the tone, policy and

purpose o| the meeting. May I say here they were not^produced

here stenographically.

Mr. Stedman.— That I think the Committee will take note of

that the stenographer testified he did not have.

The Witness.— I of course stated the purpose' of the meeting

but I was especially careful to make it clear that in this meetmg

the Socialist party was not commiting itself to the form of gov-

ernment that prevailed in' Russia; that it was not committmg

itself to any existing political party in Russia; that it was not

committing itself to any program or any part of any program

of any existing- political party in Russia. I attempted: to make

it clear that it was the revolution that we were there to com-
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memorate; that the revolution was bigger than the Bolsheviki,

bigger than the Communist party, bigger than any political party

in Kussia or all political parties in Eussia; that it was bigger

than Lenine and Trotzky; that it was bigger than all the parties

combined, and if it were not bigger than Lenine and Trotzky it

would be a mighty small revolution indeed. That it was the

revolution expressed through the efforts of the workers and peas-

ants that we were there to commemorate and not to endorse any

part or any program of any political party in Russia or to ex-

press our approval or disapproval of any individual or group of

individuals in Russia.

Q. Did Mr. Waldman speak there at that time? A. He did.

Those were the opening remarks.

Q. Were you there when Oneal spoke ? And said, as an expert

excerpt from his speech :
" They would like to goad us into some

conduct that would enable ihem to crush us, but we shall not play

their game. We shall continue our efforts along peaceful, intelli-

gent lines, knowing that in the last analysis that once we reach

the heart, the brain, the conscience of the great master of the

American people, come what will, gags, chains, jails, it cannot

prevent us from transforming the United States into a general

industrial democracy of Socialism. Was that stated by him 1 A.

Substantially.

Q. Another point :
" Every tremendous appeal in the world's

history that has brought about new institutions; every great revo-

lution, the French Revolution, the American Revolution, the

Russian Revolution— all such revolutions have been accompanied

with more or less violence, and it is impossible to dispense with

it." Let me ask you if you recall that statement made by him?
A. He said approximately those words.

Q. What did you say in reference to that, if you recall ? A. To
those specific words, or to the speech in general ?

Q. To the speech in general ? A. Why, I think I characterized

the speech as a good speech, a very good speech, a very good So-

cialist speech, and the kind of a speech that would be a good speech

to reprint and circulate.

Q. Bid you understand from anything that Oneal said, the

circumstances there, that he was advocating violence as a means

of bringing about a fundamental change ? A. If I had so under-

stood—
Q. I am asking you, did you ? A. I did not.

m
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Q. What did you umderstamd'^by tkeiterm " .accompanied by "

;

revolutions are usually " iiccompanied iby " ? A. Thativiolenee
has been an incident; to revolution.

Q. That 'is, generally? A. Yes.

Q. Do you understand that that is because the persons who are

proposing the change 'resort' to ithat^ as a means of carrying .out

their program or opposing a minority continuing to 'fasten -'its

control upon 'society? A. I understand by that 'ike latter.

Q. Do you 'recall a TiSference'njLade "as follows: "These steel

strikers have' been out a.goOd many .weeks, and they, are fighting

the Government and the State of Pennsylvania, the' police, the

constabulary, the militia, the army, the powers of organized gov-

ernment, all are arrayed against the steel striker." Was that

language used by you in substance? A. Yes.

Q. And will you please explain what you mean by "fighting

the . government and the state of Pennsylvania " ? A. If I said

they were 'fighting the government and the State of Pennsylvania,

'I simply meant this: that'in every struggle with the steel barons

they found that local administrative bodies dominated -by local

politicians, were arrayed against them and were serving 'the '
in-

terests and purposes of the steel' barons. -That is all' I meant.

Q. You are familiar in a general way with the armed forces

of the State Constabulary of the State of Pennsylvania ? A. I am.

Q. And that is used for the suppression of strikes, sent to all

parts of the State? A. Yes.

Q. And there has been a great protest against it by the 'labor

unions of Pennsylvania? A. Yes.

Q. And by persons who are in sympathy with their agitation

against it? A. That thought was in my mind. T thinkT spe-

cifically referred to them in these remarks.

Q. And you understand that the Socialist Party generally gives

such support as it can to strikes of the workers and tra;de unions ?

A. I so understand.

Q. Referring now to another portion of your speech: " If we

had placed them in a three cornered fight, if we had an organiza-

tion .there would be in the next legislature in Albany, to meet

the Lusk Committee, not less than fourteen, of the Socialist Party,

if they had not combined against us and if we had an organizer.

Comrades, I know what we can do and what we cannot do with

the five aldermen and the five Assemblymen." Does that need any

explanation you can think of? A. I don't see why it requires

explanation.
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Q. Beferring to Eugene V. Debs behind prison bars, you have

known, him for some time ? A. I have known of him and I have

met him personally.

;
Q. You have met him ? A. I have.

Q. You have read different things he has written at different

times ? A. I have.

Q. You do not understand it is necessary for any Socialist to

adopt the theories of other Socialists ? A. I do not.

Q. You appreciate that conventions are held because there are

disagreements among persons in political parties ? A. I do.

Q. The majority does not mean that aU approve but that it is

the consensus of opinion in a convention? A. Exactly.

Q. I wish to call your attention to another portion of an ad-

dress made there, your expression in regard to Oneal's speech was

as to the speech in its entirety? A. Exactly.

.Q. Do you mean to say that every part and portion of it met

with your approval ? A. Certainly not.

Q. Who else spoke at that meeting, if you recall? A. Oneal,

Waldman, one Gregory Zilboorg, Mr. Shiplacoff.

Q. You heard Shiplacoff's address, did you, A. Yes.

Q. Referring to that portion of his speech where he says it

requires an era of unusually high cost of living and requires a

tremendous upheaval the world over to wake up some people, did

you understand by that that it requires any physical violence to

shock them out of their slumbers ? A. I do not.

Q. You think the high cost of living is enough? A. I think dt

is enough.

Q. Twenty-two cent eggs you think should jar them to a little

thought ? A. It has jarred me.

Q. You are not a capitalist, are you ? A. Not exactly. $1,500

a year, if I get it.

! Q. I'Do you know Mr. Wasserman ? A. Yes, I know him.

Q. How many times have you seen him, that you recall ? A. I

cannot recall the number of times. I have seen him casually. I

passed him on the street. He said, Plello, and on one occasion I

debated with him.

Q. You heard his testimony, did you ? A. I did.

' ,Q. Did you tell him at one time that you were a Bolshevist and
that the Eevolution is under way? A. I didn't tell him on that

occasion or any other occasion. As a matter of fact that occasion

never occurred. It was an alleged occasion,
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Q. And did you tell him at that time or any other time that you

had Sunday schools to" preach the spirit of hatred and irreligioii

and revolution and blood and thunder and all those other things ?

A. It may interest you to know that I probably have not spenft

more than two minutes in all the Sunday schools in the country.

Q. You might have heard it ? A. No, I did not.

Q. Did you tell him that at the time ? A. I did nOt.

Q. You recall a reference in regard to Liebknecht and Eosa

Luxemberg, referring to them? A. Mr. Stedman, I didn't have

that conversation with them and never spoke to Mr. Wasserman
except on one occasion when I debated with him, more than

casually. I never even met him in a trolley car.

Q. Nor the subway? A. No.

Q. Did you say to him or anyone else that the revolution was

under way ? A. No, I didn't say it to him.

Q. Or to anyone else that you recall ? A. No, only in the

sense that the economic revolution is under way, is evolving all the

time.

Q. And by that you understand a substantial transformation

in the mode of industry and living ? A. Exactly, social evolution

culminating in social revolution.

Q. Well, you were not present, were you when Wasserman
made any statement about Socialists vaunting the red flag ? A. I

never heard him make that statement.

Q. And denouncing everybody and everything as dishonest.

He didn't make that statement in your presence, do you recall, in

your presence outside of here? A. No.

Q. At any place where you would have an opportunity to con-

tradict the erring gentleman ? A. No, I didn't.

Q. Referring now to the incident that took place during the

strike on the street cars in the vicinity of East New York, St.

Johns place and Saratoga avenue ; about August 6, 1919, do you

recall that incident ? A. I do.

Q. Was there a threatened or suggested or possible strike in

process at that time ? A; At the time of the incident there was a

car strike in process.

Q. Were you there when the officers arrived ? A. I was.

Q. Did you at that time tell the officers to pull the scabs off the

car? A. I didn't and I do not ordinarily give instructions to

police inspectors.

Q. What happened? A. Do you want it in detail?
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Q. Yes. A. I was standing on the sidewalk there; other per-

sons were standing there to the extent of several hundred. When
I arrived npon the scene there were obstmctions on the trolley

tracks and as I stood there an automobile appeared on the scene

and I went with others to where the automobile stopped. We
gathered around and stood there awhile and as I was standing

there around the rear came the police inspector with an instrument

in his hand that I recall was "a black jack, waving it indiscrim-

inately and striking persons with it. Some were removed to nearby

drug stores. I rushed to the crowd and protested to him.

Q. What did you say ? A. I said stop there. He turned and

saw me ; I think he recalled me from the time he met me in this

May day party. I think he was surprised to see me there—
Mr. Stedman.— Never mind the surprise.

The Witness.— And he said you are a lawmaker and I said

yes, and you are a lawbreaker
;
you are striking these people who

gave you no cause to strike them. He ceased and said nothing

and walked away from where I was stand.ing towards the rear of

the automobile whereupon I turned and walked to the sidewalk

and stood there for a while and then walked away.

Q. Were there any attacks being made upon the persons op-

erating the street cars ? A. N"o attacks.

Q. Did you say, " Why don't you assault the strikebreakers,"

or any language of that kind or character? A. I said nothing

beyond trying to protest against this brutality.

Q. Well what did you do, we don't know what words you used ?

A. In the manner I have just described.

Q. You used the language you just gave us? A. Yes, sub-

stantially.

Q. Did he say to you, " Assemblyman, you are a lawmaker
and an officer Of the state and instead of assisting me to restore

order you are interfering with me, encouraging this disorderly

group in violation of law; I now advise you to go on and mind
your own business ? " A. All he said was you are a lawmaker
and I think he was too much surprised in seeing the Assembly-

man from that district—
Q. Never mind his second surprise, what did he say ? A. That

is all.

Q. Do you recall the incident of the first of May, 1919?

4. I do,
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Q. Where was it? A. On Glenmore avenue near Second

street in the Borough of BrooMyn.

Q. What were the circumstances and what happened ,and what

was said? A. It was before the parade had started. A large

number of persons were forming in line and I was helping to form

them in line so that the parade might start soon. At the head of

the. line I met policemen, among them the Inspector. The In-

spector informed me that red banners would have to be removed.

-

I knew the law and cooperated with him and others in removing

the banners. The Inspector- then said that the trade union ban-

ners should be removed. These were trade union banners with

imprints on a background of red. I suggested to the Inspector-

that the law did not contemplate trade union banners as red flags.

I said, " We will remove them if you insist upon it ; but in order

that we may determine whether a trade union banner is a red

flag within the meaning of the law, I suggest we arrest one person

carrying such banner and test the matter in court." He said he

did not see th'e necessity of doing that, and we removed every

single trade union banner in the parade.

Q.' And that terminated that incident? A. And that terminated

that incident.

Q. Were there American flags there at the time ? A. Very

large number of them, right along the entire line of march,

especially at the head of the parade.

Q. You were here when Miss Chivers testified as to an occur-

ence at 9th street and 6th avenue, in Brooklyn ? A. Tes.

Q. What is the character of 'that neighborhood, socialistic ? A.

No, sir, entirely anti-socialistic.

Q. Did you speak there in May or April, 191Y ? A. I did not.

Q. When is the first time that you commenced speaking there in

1917? A. In the last week of July. I think my meeting took

place the 23rd of July.

Q. Have you some means outside of your naked recollection, by

which you can determine that fact ? A. We have here a file.

Q. What means ? A. This file of the Few York Call.

,

Q. Anything else ? A. And my general recollection,

Q, Have you the minutes ? A. I had the minutes here yester-

day. What minutes do you mean ?

Q. The minutes calling for the meeting, of the local? A. N'o,

I have not.

Q. Now, then, referi-ing to the Call, is your meeting advertised

in it? A. It is announced in the Call of July 22nd, Sunday.
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Q. Do you know tlie language used ? A. It is to the effect that

I will begin the open air campaign the following night on the cor-

ner of 9th street and,-6th avenue, under the auspices of the 12th

assentbly branch.

Mt. Stedman.— Have you that, Mr, Block ?

Mr. Blods.— Yes.

Mr; Sftedinan.— Will yoti read it.

Mr. Block.— Let us offer it in evidence first—^page 5 of the New
York Call of Suaaday, July 22nd, 1917, reading as follows—
The Chairman.— It iflay be received.

Mr. Block.— On/page 5, under the heading,of "Socialist News,

Brocxidyn, .12 A. D.",,meaning 12th,Assembly District— "Cam-
paign begins. Charles Solomon to speak tomorrow. Charles Sol-

omon will begin the open air campaign of the12th Assembly Dis-

trict Branch tomorrow night by addressing: a meeting at 9th 'street

and 6th avenue. A successful series- of mieetings were held at this

corner last yeat by Solomon^ The ianti^socialists have been holding

their meetings on the same corner and in the neighborhood, for

some time, and thte interest that has beem raised augerS well for a

fine attendance tomorrow night."

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. Then you did not speak during April, May or June? A. I

did not.

Q. Up .1:0 thiei latter part of July; is that correct? A. That is

correct/

Mr. Block.— Let it be marked.

(Ifewspaper announcement referred to received' in evidence and

marked'Asseinblynien's Exhibit No. 9).

By Mrs Stedman:

Q. I wish to quote the evidence here and then I will cover' the-

date: "Q. Can you tell us about when that was? A. well, that

wAs, I sh0uild:fiay,iab6ut the eiarly part of April or the firdt pairt

of May, 1917." That is on page 7|06. Now, let me ask you if

you spoke thefre at anty time the early or middl© part of April or

during thfe entire month of May ? A. No, sir.
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Q. Or February? A. Oh, no.

Q. Or June? A. No.

Q. All right. WiU you give us a general description of the situ-

ation where this meeting was held. It is cross streets ? A. Why,
yes, it is 6th avenue and 9th street ; a trolley line runs down 9th

street.

Q. I think yesterday you described it ? A. Yes.

Q. That is the place you referred to when you testified yester-

day, did you not ? A. Yes.

Q. And you had a stand? A. Yes.

Q. How high was that above the sidewalk ? A. About four feet.

Q. Was there a rail around the stand? A. Yes, in front, of

the stand, as I recall.

Q. ''And were you facing the crowd? A. Yjes.

Q. The crowd were looking at you while you were talking ?

A. Yes.

Q. There were a great number around there ? A. Yes.

Q. Were there any flags on the stand? A. Always.

Q. What kind? A. American.

Q. Did you at any time during that meeting lean over and

spit on the flag ? A. I certainly did not.

Q. Was there a chair on the platform ? A. There was not

Q. And how near was the crowd to you while you were talking

— I mean to the stand? Were they so that they could see you

plainly and easily ? A. They were.

Q. Could you see them plainly? A. Yes.
^

Q. And you wear glasses ? A. Yes.

Q. You have not the very best sight in the world ? A. !N"o.

Q. You could see the crowd standing in front of you ? A. Yes.

Q. Within arm's reach ? A. About three or four feet away.

Q. They stood about three or four feet away from the stand ?

A. Yes, in front. If the policemen would come between them

and the stand, they would move them back. It depended on where

the police were located.

Q. Well, during this time that you were talking there do you

recall how close they were to the stand? A. Oh, I should say

three feet approximately.

Q. And what is the method of lighting there; arc lights? A.

As I recall it.

Q. What is the dimensions of this stand? A. I should say,

approximately, four feet or three feet square; about three feet

square.
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Q. Were there red flags there? A. Never.

Q. During that time was there a bus, or any other vehicle,

come up or pass near there during the time that you were address-

ing the meeting— by the way, what time did you start to speak ?

A. You did not specify the meeting.

Q. You referred to a meeting yesterday? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What meeting was that? A. A meeting in the latter part

of September.

Q. 191Y? A. 1917.

iQ. Was that the only meeting at which there was a recruiting

effort made? A. The only meeting on that corner that I

addressed.

Q. And that is the only one where there was a recruiting effort

made, or a vehicle went by with men recruiting ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that was in September ? A. Yes sir.

Q. Let me ask you if at the time they were passing by, or at

any other time, any request was made of you by persons who were

recruiting? A. No remarks whatever.

Q. From officers or soldiers? A. No remarks were addressed

to mie by them.

Q. Did they, or any one, say— did they ask you if they might

borrow your platform for the purpose of recruiting, and did you

reply :
" Lend you my platform ? Can you borrow my platform ?

Huh, the gutter is good enough for you." Did you make that

remark in substance, in effect or in language literally as stated

here ? A. In no way whatever.

Q. Miss Chivers also testified as follows :
" He," referring to

you, " said if we had our way there would not be anyone who would

ask a Socialist if they might borrow their platform to call for

volunteers " and he continued she reports as saying " I would not

let you wipe your dirty feet on it." Did you make that statement

in substance, or in effect, in any language to the recruiters that

were there? A. I think the best answer to that is that I am here,

Mr. Stedman.

The Chairman.— That is not an answer ; strike it out.

The Witness.— I did not, of course not.

Q. Did you make that statement to anyone,— commented on

the street to them or anyone else? A. No.

Q. Did you thereafter, or about that time, turn up your coat

collar and pull dovm your hat, and pull it over your eyes, like

Hawk Shaw, and spit on the American flag and sit dovm ?
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Mr. Conboy.— Did she- say like Hawk Shaw?

'llr. Stedman.— No, that is strickpn out.

The Witness.— No, I never sat on the platform. There was
nothing on which I could sit there.

, Q. How wide is the platfoisiii ? A. lAbont three feet.

Q. Three feet wide? A. And about three feet square.

Q. Did you turn your collar up and pull your hat 'down ? A.

No, . I idid. not.

Q. iYou did not sit on the stair of the platform ? A. 'It had- no

stair.

Q. Is that one of these' collapsible platforms ? A. 'Yes.

Q. That is a platform which has a little rail on' the' front, an!d

you step on it from the ground,— It is one that fblds up? A. It

has a top and they support it with iron bars that set into' the

bottom of the platform.

Q. And it is taken apart so you can carry it away easily? A.

Yes.

Q. Do you know whether you wore a hat? A. I did not.

Q. You did not wear a hat that time? A. '-Not iVhile I was

speaking.

Q. Do you recall ever seeing Miss Ghivers before she appealed

here as a witness? A. I never saw her before.

Q. I suppose you have heard about the anti-Socialist Society ?

A. I have.

Q. They have had persons at your meetings? A. Yes, persons

who said they represented it.

Q. Persons present at these various meetings? A. Yes.

Q. At the time she testified she also spoke of a Miss Brady,

I think her name was?

The Chairman.— Miss O'Neil.

Q. Did you ever hear or know anything about Miss O'Neil?

A. No.

Q. What was the subject of your address that evening, if you

recall? A. I was speaking on the suffrage question,— on the

ratification of the amendment which ws^a before the people, in that

campaign.

Q. You did not speak then on the subject of America, and the

war? A. No, not only did I not speak on that subject at jt^h^t

meeting, or at any meeting on that corner.
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Q. To direct your attention so that you will not be mistaken, do

you recall any lady calling the attention of the policenieai to you

.and asking them to arrest you at that meeting ? A. I do not.

Q. Protesting because they did not arrest you? A. iNo, sir.

• Q. I.tljiink you were at -Independence Hall— you know Mr.

Hart? A. Yes, sir, I do.

Q. ,Ii might ask you one more question: Did you at that meet-

iiiiig say they, the soldiers, are interrupting our meeting ? A. 'No,

I did not.

Q. You.know nothing about any. controYcrsy between you and

the soldiers ? A. There was no controversy at all.

Q. How long have you known Mr. Hart? A. I met him— I

I saw him for the first time during the' last campaign. He was my
(Democratic opponent.

Q. Had you met him before that time ? A. No, sir.

Q. How many votes did he get? A. In the last campaign,

2777.

Q. And what was the next vote ? A. He was defeated by the

Republican candidate,—by the way, that was the first time in

several years that the Republicans defeated the Democrats in

my .district. He ran third. The Republican got 3127 votes, and
.1 got 4974ivotes, -about; twenty-two hundred more votes than he

got.

Q. Does he live in the district now ? A. He did. He moved to

an address outside of the district.

> Q. He is not in that district now ? A. No.

(Discussion off the record.)

Q. Did you in any conversation with him state that this coun-

try entered the war for the purpose of protecting the interrat of

certain Wall Street capitalists who had loaned the money to the

Allies, and that the Wall Street interests feared that unless this

country entered the war and saved the Allies froni defeat, the

money they loaned to the Allies would be lost and they would be

unable to cbllect it ? A. Did he say I said it to him in a personal

conversation ?

Q. 'That is his answer. A. I think he testified I made those

remarks at a meeting.

Q.
' Yes, a meeting. A.' No, I didn't.

Q. Yqu are familiar with the proclamation and war program of

the Socialist Party ? A. Yes.
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Q. Are you one who did not agree with the statements therein

made? A. Well, my disagreement went not to the heart and sub-

stance of the document but to the phraseology in some instances.

Q. In other words, you believe commercial rivalry is the basis

for war? A. I believe the capitalist mode of production

and distribution makes war.

Q. The fundamental principles you accept ? A. Exactly.

Q. The methods of tactics applicable to the situation you dis-

agree with? A. I don't understand the question.

Q. For instance, as a proposition in that platform that we are

opposed, where it mentions the opposition to the war, you agree

with that ? A. Yes.

Q. Then resistance by all means in our power, or opposition to

war by all means within our power? A. All legal means within

our power.

Mr. Conboy.— When you concur with the statement of the

counsel and interpolate the word " legal ", you don't want us to

understand that word is in the platform ?

By Mr. Stedman

:

Q. Do you understand that to be legal means? A. Exactly.

Q. And all means you understand to have what meaning ? A.

Legal meaning.

Q. That is, if you propose to clean a building and suggest mops

and all other means— which would be used, they might use soap

along with the mops, and other ingredients? A. I don't know
whether they do or not.

Q. Need it sometimes. "All other means " implies means of

similar character and not .specifically enumerated ? A. Certainly,

Q. Have you ever at any time advocated force as a method for

overthrowing or changing the government? A. No, sir. Most

emphatically not, since I became a Socialist.

Q. I may refresh your recollection of this (Reading) : "Where

was Mr. Solomon speaking ? A. Well, I am coming to that. He
was speaking at a meeting at the corner of Prospect Place and

Saratoga Avenue. It was a few .nights after this meeting which

you referred to before where Zucker had spoken. It seemed there

was some dissension in the party from Mr. Solomon's remarks and

there was a primary fight on between 'Zucker and Whatten, who

were opposing respectively Shiplacoff and Solomon. Solomon was

addressing the audience and stating it had been brought to his

attention that Zucker had charged him with being reactionary and



1887

not being true to the revolutionary Socialists, and said also Mr.
Zucker liad charged him at a meeting on the corner of Pekin and

Stone Avenues with having supported the government during the

war. Solomon said he took occasion to point out that as an infa-

mous faleshood, and pointed out, while people were being sent to

jail, for uttering their opinions in connection with the govern-

ment's attitude in declaring war, and in regard to the war itself,

he supported the St. Louis resolution, openly boasted of that fact.

Q. What were the circumstances in reference to that ? A. Well,

I didn't boast of the fact. I have announced again and again

that I supported the St. Louis resolution. ISTo necessity for boast-

ing about it.

Q. Any reference there to the fact that you were a revolution-

ary Socialist ? A. I have described myself as a Socialist again and

again. All Socialists are revolutionary in a sense. Those words

have been defined.

Q. In other words, you believe in the socializing of the large

industries of production ? A. That is what I understand by revolu-

tion.

Q. In other words, a fundamental change ? A. Exactly.

Mr. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, we do not want to appear to

put the slightest obstacle in the way of any of these assemblymen

testifying. For that 'reason, we have not objected to these ques-

tions, which are not only leading, but leave no chance for the wit-

ness to say anything except yes or no. The whole course of the

questioning is contrary to the method that is allowable to the exam-

ination of witnesses in court. We have not objected, because we do

not want anybody to say that we are not giving these men the wid-

est latitude, but I call attention to the fact that the whole tenor and

course of the examination has been to suggest to the witness the

answer that is desired by counsel.

The Chairman.— I know that ; that's true.

The Witness.— I prefer it the other way.

The Chairman.— Of course, the true way would be to call his

attention to an incident and let him give his own version of it.

Mr. Stedman.— I adopted the other way because I could not go

through a long speech, and I could get further by calling his at-

tention to particular portions we want to correct.
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Q. Nowj Mr, Solomon, referring to your speech'made in tke fall

of 1919; before 350 to 500 people, at which I think Mr, Hart was

present, Willyou tell us in substance what you said? Mr. Chair-

man; I shall have to call his attention to a particular part—
The Chairman.— I think you can go on the way you have been

going, if you prefer.

Q. Did you make aj speech at that time? A. I made a great

many.

Q. Bo you recall the one at St. Marks Avenue and Saratoga?

A. I made several speeches on that comer.

Q. You recall the testimony, do you not, of Mr. Hart? A. I

think he is referring to a meeting at which Hart spoke and at

which I made remarks from the audience.

Q.' What did you say at that meeting— let me call, your atten-

tion to it. What did you say at that time ? " Q.' What did he say

at that time ? A. At that time Mr. Solomon stated that there had

been much talk during the primary contest of revolution, and

people had been asking him in. the streets ' You do not mean to tell

me you people are in favor of revolution ?
' And he answered frank-

ly, ' We are '. And he explained ' Revolution does not necessarily

mean bloodshed. All you have to do is walk up and take control

of the government'." Was that language used ? A. !N"o, sir.

Q. What language was used ? A. If it was his meetinlg.which

he referred to in that testimony, I didn't say anything of the kind.-

Q. Where the term is used, " to take possession of the gOvern-^

ment ", do you understand we are going to run around with a few

ciap pistols and take a court house ? A. I understand legal posses-

sion through the instrumentality of the electorial voteJ

Q. You mean through the people who are sent as representatives

to legislatures, to take possession in a legal way ? A. I do. Repeat

your question.

Q. What do you mean by seizing or taking possession of' the

government? A. I mean by taking possession of the govern-

ment through organized political precept, in electoral cam-

plaiglis, elected candidates to the various offices, and in thkt manner

take possession of the government.

Q. Do you recall any speech to which this cotild refer, made by

you ? A. Well, I made a great many speeches to which that might

refer : I do not recall any particular sneech.
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Q. And what do yau usually, say upon this subject, when you

speak upon it>? A. On: the suhj pet r of taking .possession of the

government ?

Q. Yes ? A. What I have just told you.

Q. ' How many times have you addressed meetings' duiing 1919,

Socialist meetings around 'New York? A. I should say in the

neighborhood of 200'itimes at least.

Q'. During the time you were a candidate for the assembly,, how
frequently were meetings held in your district at which you at-

tended and. spoke? A. Sonae nights I 'addressed three, four and

even five meetings.

Q. Were these open— A. Open air meetings.

Q. Police around? A. At all meetings.

Q. Any one come there from the Secret Service, military intel-

ligence, or others? A. They did come.

Q. They were there, were they ? A. Yes.

Q. Were you placed under arrest at any time by any of these

parties? A. Never.

Q. Did any of them criticise you ? A. No.

Q. What is the date of the election at which you were elected

to the assembly ? A. I think it was the 7th of November ; I am
not certain; I don't know the exact date; in the early part of

November.

Q. Where did you take your oath ? A. Which oath ?

Q. Of Assemblyman ? A. Eight here.

Q. When? A. On the 7th of January.

Q. State the manner of it, please? A. It was approximately

noon time. I came in here and before taking a seat in the House
I took my oath in the well of the House.

Q. Who administered the oath ? A. I don't know what his

office was, but a man at the desk,

Q. Was any one in the chair at that time? A. Nobody; do

you mean in the Speaker's chair?

Q. Yes ? A. Nobody.

Q. Had the Assembly been called to order at that time? A.
No, sir.

Q. How soon thereafter was it called to order? A. 15 or 20
minutes, as I recall.

Q. You have no recollection who it was who administered the

oath ? A. No, but I do know that others took the oath at the same
time, administered by this same person.

Q. Eepublicans and Democrats ? A. Yes.
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Q. Any protest against your taking the oath ? A. None.

Q. After this the Assembly was called to order? A. It was.

Q. State what occurred?

Mr. Sutherland.— Is there any dispute about that, Mr. Chair-

man?

Q. You took your seat ? A. I will make it brief. They pro-

ceeded with the organization of the House, in which we partici-

pated up to the time we were called in the well of the House,

and then there transpired substantially what Mr. Waldman testified

to.

By Mr. Stedman:

Q. You mean by the "well," the semi-circle in front of the

Speaker's desk ? A. Where I am at this moment.

Q. When did you first serve a term in the Assembly? A. The
preceding year.

Q. When were you elected then? A. The year before thatt,

1918.

•Q. During that year you served in the Assembly? A. Yes, sir.

Q. That was after the adoption of the war program ? A. Yes.

Q. And the St. Louis platform ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And all this that has taken place took place before that

time— these things that have been introduced in evidence— sub-

sequent to 1918? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was any criticism made at that time, any motion made to

oust you ? A. When I was in the House the first term ?

Q. 1918, yes. A. None.

Q. The same Speaker? A. Yes.

Q. Did he seem to have the same information then as he has
now? A. Yes, and on occasions was quite friendly.

The Chairman.— I think the last two questions and answers
may go out.

Q. Will you please state what bills you offered that were pre-

sented for consideration and the adoption of the House? A. Yes.

Shall I read them in chronological order ?

Q. Yes.

The Chairman.— Are they not in the Waldman testimony ?

The Witness.— Those I read I will so refer to. I introduced =

as my first bill Assembly bill No. 34, authorizing the Governor,

in an emergency, to take possession and assume control of the
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equipment and appurtenances used in the collection, pasteurization

and distribution of milk and milk products, and the manufacture

of the latter, and utilize the same, so that the people will be ade-

quately supplied therewith. This power is to cease when the

emergency ends. To Ways and Means Committee, February

11th; amended and recommitted; printed No. A. 591.

Then I introduced, or reintroduced, Mr. "Waldman's State Milk

Commission bill, already referred to by him. Mr. Waldman's
bill, when reintroduced, was No. 35.

Then I introduced bill No. 68, authorizing the Governor to

appoint a commission of two Senators and three Assemblymen to

investigate rent conditions and the relationship of landlord and

tenant in Greater New York city, and to recommend remedial

legislation for prevention of profiteering in rents and other a:buses.

Two thousand dollars is appropriated. To Ways and Means Com-
mittee, February 20th; amended and recommitted; printed No.

A-68, 819.

I would like to say in connection with that bill that it was the

first bill introduced in the Assembly directed against rent profiteer-

ing in any of the cities of the State; and I made, shortly there-

after, a speech against rent profiteering, in an effort to direct the

attention of the House to this bill I had introduced. I made re-

peated speeches to the same effect, and I think a day or two before

the end of the session the resolution was adopted incorporating

the ideas that were originally expressed in this bill. This resolu-

tion provided for the appointment of a commission to conduct,

among other things, an investigation in the rent and housing

situation in the city of New York ; and as I recall it, they were

directed at the same time to look into the ice situation. The bill

had both things at the same time.

I then introduced bill No. 320, adding new sections, 13-D to

13-1— General City Law, enabling cities to acquire lands and

erect dwellings thereon, to be rented to the people at cost. Dwell-

ing commissions are to be created by boards of aldermen. Em-
ployees for the dwellings shall be chosen under civil service rule

and shall not be disturbed in their right to organize in unions;

and if a city fails to acquire land and build dwellings on or before

thirty days prior to the next general election, the proposition to

do this shall be submitted to the voters. This is a bill similar in

character to the one Mr. Waldman referred to. I should like to

add just these remarks : It was the only House bill introduced
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in that session of the Legislature ; the only legislation proposed, to

meet the housing problem in the cities of the State of New York.

A i bill substantially like this has been introduced this session, in

the Senate by Senator Dunniganj I believe. It^ is very largely

this bill I introduced last year.

I then introduced Bill- No. 530j which was a reintroductioni of

the food bill that Mr. Waldman referred to.

I then introduced Bill 'No, 531, adding new section 1279, to the.

Penal Law, providing that when an employer advertises for

employes during* a strike, lockout or industrial, dispute, he must

give notice in the advertisement of the existence of such condition*

at his plant, and prescribing penalties for violation. To Codes

Committee', Printed No. A-SSi. This biU isJike the bill which,

was referred to by, Mr. Waldman. On this bill we had a very,

interesting hearing before the Codes Committee^ and representar

tives of a large number of organizations appeared to speak for the

bill; among them I recall the legislative representative of, the

State Federation, of Labor of the- State of New York,.

I then introduced bill No. 1063, creating a commission of , two

Senators and three Assemblymen to take such steps as it may
find necessary to enable. to report to the Legislature during the

current session a plan for averting an ice famine during the com-

ing summer, by providing an adequate supply of ice at reasonable

prices. $3,000 is appropriated. To Ways and Means Committee,

printed No. A-1881.

In this connection I should like to say that this was the only

ice bill introduced during .that session of the Legislature. I mad6

the first speeches on the floor of the Assembly, directing the

attention of this House, or the House at that time, to the probable

ice famine the coming summer. I made repeated speeches on that

condition. I personally directed thie attention of the Chairman

of the Committee on Ways and Means to that probable condition.

I argued with him for a hearing on that bill; I argued with him

for a hearing on any other biU that might be introduced. I

sought to cause him to have his committee act early upon what I'

considered would be a probable famine, particularly in the City-

of New York. We got no further, except' in this respect:

That on the concluding diy of the session, last year, or the

day before, the resolution I formerly referred to was passed, undfer'

which a committee was appointed' to look into the rent and ice

problem— to look into the ice problem on the threshold of summer.
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And I then introduced-No. 1064 inserting new section 66-0,

66-R Labor Law by abolishing all private employment agencies

and by providing that the State Employment Bureau shall exer-

cise the powers and duties of such private agencies. Fifty thou-

sand dollars is appropriated to labor and industries committee.

Printed number A-1182. This was a bill' that was slightly differ-

ent than the one Mx. Waldman described and the purpose of the

bill is stated in the first section of the bill which is brief.

Q. The object was for public employment ? A. Exactly:

Q.' AH right. A; Those were all the bills I introduced. I

introduced several resolutions if you ai"e interested in hearing

about them.

Q. What were they, just state what they were ? A. One was

a 'resolution calling upon the Assembly, the Legislature to mem-
orialize the Congress of the United States with regard to the unem-

ployment situation that prevailed in the state and throughout the

country at the time.

Q. When? Al During the session of; 1919. The resolution

embodied certain suggestions which should be incorporated in my
judgment at the time in legislation.

Q. National legislation ? A. Yesy national legislation. I sug-

gested the establishment and development of a permanent federal

employment system ; the reduction of the working day as rapidly

as possible ; the undertaking, of necessary public works, such as

road building; development of water power and irrigation, reclama-

tion of arid and swamp lands, reforestation, government housing

and develspment of the land and resources of the nation generally

;

the establishment of a comprehensive system of social insurance

against unemployment; the enactment of more stringent child

labor-legislation; the re-establishment and rapid development of a

system of vocational education. This resolution was tabled Janu-

ary 20th and referred to- the Judiciary Committee. I want to say

that all resolutions that went to the Judiciary Committee I had

no' difficulty in getting a hearing upon. I got a hearing upon this

resolution before the Judiciary Committee of which Mr. Martin

was then. Chairman and I presented a considerable collection of

data on the subject.

Q. What happened. Was it reported ? A. It didn't get bfeyond

that.

Q. You were heard ? A. Yes, I was heard.

Q» what is next ? A. I then introduced a resolution calling

upon the Legislatiire to merriorialize Congress for the repealof
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tiie gag legislation, the legislation commonly referred to as gag

legislation, exemplified in the Espionage Act. If you want the

reasons for it, they are recited in the resolution and I can read the

entire resolution to you.

(Mr. Stedman.— Never mind.)

I then introduced a resolution calling upon the Legislature to

request the Governor to instruct the Reconstruction Commission

to make such study of the problem of social insurance against

unemployment. The resolution contemplated a recommendation

by the Eeconstruction Commission to the Legislature on the sub-

ject. This recommendation was to contain, I hoped, recommenda-

tion along legislative lines.

Q. You can state the objective without the method? A. The

establishment of a system of social insurance against unemploy-

ment in the State of New York.

Q. Have you another? A. I introduced no more resolutions.

Q. Mr. Solomon, will you state now what biUs you voted for

that were adopted and which were sponsored by Democrats or

Republicans ? A. Oh, I voted for hundreds of them.

Q. You voted upon bills depending upon their merits?

A. Exactly, as I understood them.

Q. There were no bills introduced by your companions or your-

self to legalize sabotage ? A. No, sir.

Q. Was any resolution offered to legalize it ? A. No, sir.

Q. How many bills did you vote against, if you recall?

A. Well, now, just a moment. I made some note about that. I

think about 1500 bills were introduced, and about 800 came before

the House. I voted for the overwhelming majority of them.

Q. There is a national constitution issued by the Socialist

party, isn't there ? A. There is.

Q. And you are familiar, in a general way with its context?

A. Yes.

Q. Assuming the context, and language, is in conflict with the

language of the law and the obedience to it, and the requirements

of the State in the name of the party, or otherwise, what is your

position ? A. The law of the State always takes precedence over

the party law.

Q. And that is generally understood by the party ? A. It has

always been understood in that manner, to my knowledge.

Q. That is the National Constitution attempts to adapt itself

to the 48 States? A. Exactly.
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Mr. Sutherland.— I object to that.

Mr. 'Stedman.— I mean the constitution of the party.

Mr. Sutherland.— If there is any such thing in the national

constitution we have yet to see it.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Stedman.— I will withdraw the question and ask a new
question.

Q. The l!^ational Constitution provides that the name of the

J>arty shall be " The Socialist Party." A. Yes.

Q. And they go under a different name in Wisconsin ? A. They
go under the name of the Social Democrat Party.

Q. It would be illegal for them to go there under the name of

the Socialist Party? A. That is my understanding.

Q. It was true of New York at one time ? A. It was true of

ISTew York at one time.

Q. And that was the Socialist Labor party ? A. There still is.

Q. And yet the name of this party was the Socialist party ?

A. Yes, subsequently.

Q. And there were places where it could not use the name
Socialist because of other parties ? A. That is jny understanding.

Q. And it took different names ? A. Yes.

Q. And that constituted the break in different States, and the

change in name in the constitution? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Is it your understanding that the constitution is not con-

formable to a constitution or law of the State or government, that

the law of the government or State supersedes it and prevails

against it? A. Exactly; I never knew the party to govern the

State or nation.

Q. And your understanding is, it would not be the purpose of

the party to adopt in its constitution a provision that would be

antagonistic to and advocating a course of conduct in violation

of the law? A. Exactly.

Q. Of course, by law, I mean the supreme law of the State,

which is the constitution of the Federal nation and the State ? A.

I so understand you.

Q. You took your oath of office, as you have testified to ? A.

Yes.

Q. Was there anything in your oath of office in conflict with

obedience to the laws, rules and constitution of the socialist party ?

A., No, sir.
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attention to, a moment ago?.; A. I do not know what statenjem

you called to my attention a moment ago.

Q. IThat 'portion of the constitution : is abrogated"which as in

conflict with the law of any other State? A. ¥es, you.did call

my attention to it.

Q. Was it in conflict with your own judgment of your duties,

your loyalty to the State and the country? A. No, I took the

constitutional oath without any reservations whatever.

!,Q. Ajid.do you know.of any reason why you could, not,.and

cannot now, comply, fully, completely, without any equivocation or

reservation, with your constitutional path? A. None whatever.

Q. Either openly or secretly? A- Well, I comply with the

law Qpe^y.

Q. I mean, secretly. .You know we have had invisibje empires

hovering around. Do you owe any , allegiance to any invisible

empire without landmarks, territory or boundaries, which in any

way conflicts with your official oath? jA. d do not know what

you are talking about when you . talk about invisible i empire.

Q. T am speaking about the record ; is there, any such ? A. I

have never heard of lany such.

Q. You have heard of the Internationale? A. Yes.

Q. Is there any relationship that you bear to the international,

as, a member of the Socialist, party, in the iuternational, socialist

movement, that conflicts with your complete, unequivocal abiding

by your official oath? A. No, sir.

.Q. Have you signed any. resignation that may be exercised or

vioted upon by: alien enemies or aliens at all, or members ojF the

party, by which they may control or dictate or influence your con-

duct? A. I never signed any resignation in the history of my
membership in the Socialist party.

Q. Have you pledged to vote for any particular office, or, give

any particular, office to any individual, or appoint any person to

any particular oiEce, from page boy or , any i other position, 4n

response to any niembeirs' meeting or dictates or agreemeijts ? > A.

I did not, an,d I want to reminid you that there were just two

of us in the Legislature. We were not making any. appointments.

Q. And you heard the testimony of Mr. Lee, Mr. Branstetter

and Mr. Hillquit in regard to the general international attitude

of our party and the philosophy of the movement?
, A. Yes.

Q. Do you acce,pt their statements? A. I do.
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Q. Mr. Hart mentioned at page 820 and 821 of the printed

record— Ms testimony was as follows, and I will read it to you

and you can make your statement.

The Chairman.— On both pages ?

Mr. Stedman.— Excerpts from both pages, and I am only doing

this because he assumes that Mr. Solomon did not rise and deny

it that it may be fact.

The Chairman.— He stated on page 820 and 821 a lot of as-

sertions he made, and he said Solomon was there and he did not

say anything about it. What kind of proof is that ?

Mr. Stedman.— He made a statement here that Solomon used

the word revolutionary in different localities.

The Chairman.—Well, make it brief.

Q. Did you use revolution on one side of the street and go to

the next block and use it in another way? A. I always used it

in the sense—
Q. In other words, you were not going to one district and say-

ing one thing, and going to another and saying another thing;

what is the fact ? A. I will complete the statement I started be-

fore— and in the sense which has been defined here by Mr. Hill-

quit, Mr. Lee and Mr. Branstetter.

Q. ;I will just read you one statement and call your attention

to it. ",I heard him define it in one place as meaning one thing

and in another place as meaning another thing according to the

nature and temper of his audience and I quote from various

Socialist writers that by revolution is not meant a sudden change."

You never made any statement of that kind ? A. I stick by my
former answer.

Q. And didn't modify your meanings by the blocks? A. Not
substantially.

Assemblyman Evans.— There is some testimony by Mr. Hart

that in the presence of a certain Dr. Zucker, Solomon was accused

of being a revolutionary Socialist.

Mr. Stedman.— Will you please tell us about that.

The Chairman.— Here is what Mr. Evans refers to on page

817. Solomon was running in the primary and he was afraid

they wouldn't find out he was really a revolutionist and he said
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and that Zucker and the other men, I believe he referred to them

as the Left Wingers," didn't think so.

Mr. Stedman.— Zucker didn't think he was red enough.

The Chairman.— He said they were laboring under a delusion

and he was a revolutionary Socialist. He didn't want any mistake

about that.

The Witness.— If you will read further down, he also ascribed

remarks essentially to this effect to me that I said that these so-

called revolutionary Socialists, or the so-called Left Wing, did not

understand the people of the country nor the conditions of the

country nor the psychology of the people of the country.

The Chairman.— Tell us what you said to these fellows. Go
ahead.

The Witness.— In their belief that they were on the threshold

of the revolution that they were mistaken, according to the states

ment Mr. Hart ascribed to me. I said these things. I believed

them at the time and I believe them substantially at this time.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. What was the entire incident between you and Dr. Zuckerl

A. Dr. Zucker went around the district condemning me as a com-

promiser and reformer and a yellow.

Q. What was Dr. Zucker? A. Dr. Zucker was a member of

the faction in the Socialist Party that subsequently seceded and

formed themselves into the Communist Labor Party.

Q. At the time of the election was he a member of the party?

A. At the time of the election he was not a member of the party.

He was in the primaries against the regularly designated party

candidate.

Q. Seeking to secure the nomination? A. Seeking to secure

the nomination against the nominee.

Q. Against you? A. Against Mr. Shiplacoff. Mr. Watten

was against me.

Q. His charge against you was what? A. That I was not a

Socialist ; that I was a yellow, criminal, compromiser, a reformer

and a lot of other things to that effect.

Q. Did you assert that you were a good revolutionary Socialist ?

A. I did in the sense I have defined those terms to you and

the Committee here.

Mr. Stedman.— That is all.
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Cross-examination by Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Speaking, Mr. Solomon, of the sense in which you used

certain words in your public addresses, do you accept this prop-

osition as sound, that a man should be held to intend and to mean

by his words what those words ordinarily mean to the average

man as they are used in common speech? A. Well, words that

are used in common speech should mean what they ordinarily

mean to the average man, but the average man does not use ordi-

narily in common speech the word " revolution " as a part of the

political party or participant in a political campaign.

Q. Do you think that the word " revolution " is a word not com-

monly understood by the average citizen of the United States ? A.

The word " revolution " is a word commonly misunderstood and

misapplied by the average citizen of the United States.

Q. Yes. I want to be perfectly understandable in my language.

I am not going to ask somebody to carry a glossary to hunt around

for my meaning. Have the Socialists got meanings for the word
" revolution " and fight and warfare and enemies that are different

from the meaning ordinarily attributed to those words by the com-

mon everyday folks of America? A. There are certain words

that the Socialists employ that have a peculiar and special mean-

ing and the word " revolution " specifically spoken of has a pecu-

liar and special meaning that is recognized by all students of poli-

tics of any consequence and I didn't expect people to walk around

with a glossary. When I used the word " revolution " I usually

accompany the word with an explanation of the character I made
this afternoon.

Q. Now, when in your speeches or in speeches at Socialist meet-

ings made by other people in your presence the word " revolution "

is used, accompanied by references to the French Revolution and

to the American Revolution, do you think the ordinary listener is

going to get the idea that you are talking about social revolution,

a quiet and peaceable affair, that comes as a result of an appeal to

the reason and the judgment of mankind, or, would the ordinary

man think that you meant by revolution something sudden, an out-

burst carrying with it the idea of men in conflict, coming to blows,

and resulting in personal injury and violence and destruction;

now, what do you think the average man listening to that kind of

talk is going to understand by your words " revolution " and " bar-

ricades " and " fights " and " enemies " and all that sort of thing ?

Mr. Stedman.-— I object to the "barricades," I move that

"barricades " be stricken out.
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Tlie Chairman.— Objection overruled. You may answer. A.

Well, Judge, if I referred in connection with, the use of the word
" revolution " to the French Revolution and the American Eevolu-

tion in the manner that you have just indicated, and said absolutely

no more except "revolution," "French Revolution," "Ameri-

can. Revolution", then the average man might get the conception

that you so vividly picture, but it so happens that I never confined

myself to an assertion in those terms and phrases in the manner

that you have presented it here this afternoon.

Q. Did you generally add to those two revolutions some pointed

and eloquent references to the Russian Revolution? A. Well, I

have referred to the Russian Revolution on occasions when I have

referred to the other revolutions, but I have taken particular pains

to explain what the French Revolution was, why it was,— simi-

larly with the American Revolution, similarly with the Russian

Revolution, similarly with the revolution about which we spoke, to

point out the identity and to point out the differences, and I have

treated the matter as scientifically and as historically as I was cap-

able of doing, and I spared no effort in making it perfectly clear

and intelligible to my auditors in the manner that I have taken

pains to interpret it here this afternoon.

Q. Now, you appreciate the fact, don't you, right on top of this

discussion, that the average man is quite apt to think that by the

word " revolution " is meant something accompanied with force

and violence ; the average man is apt to think of that in the absence

of an explanation to the contrary ? A. That is exactlywhat'was

in my mind and just exactly why I did not confine myself to the

statement as you present it. I was not going to take any chances

with the conceptions or misconceptions of the average man.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. Well now, in order to clear that up and show the average

man that might stop on the street and listen to you— or a school-

boy of fifteen years of age, who might stop and listen to you—
in order to show what kind of a revolution you had in mind, you

referred to the French Revolution, the American Revolution and

the Rttssian Revolution in the same breath, did you not ? A. By
way of contrast, Judge.

Q. By way of contrast ? . Is there any joke about it ? A. I

would not say there was any joke about it.

Q. As a matter of witticism or romance? A. No.
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Q. Nothing like that ? A. I think you know I did not speak

that spirit.

(Discission off the record.")

Q. You openly supported the St. Louis resolutions, did you
not, in many speeches ? A. As openly as I found it necessary.

Q. Did you not say, Mr. Solomon, here, when you were under

thq friendly examination of your own counsel, that you said openly

that you supported the St. Louis platform ? A. Why, surely, I

said then and I say now that I supported the Stj Louis platform.

Q: You do not want to edge away from that, do you, Mr.

Solomon ? A. No, I do not edge away from it.

Q. Well, do you regard the St. Louis war resolutions and

platform as a fair and honest statement of your attitude toward

America in the war, and the reasons for the war ? A. I regard the

St. Louis platform as not referring specifically to the participation

of any one nation in the war, but as an interpretation of the

causes of- war generally, and of the great world war, partieulatly.

1 regard the declaration in that platform as authentic.

Q. Well, there were some pretty plain and unmistakable refer-

ences to the attitude of America and the part America was going

to play in that war in the resolutions and platform adopted

at St. Louis? A. I think there were, but I prefer that you refer

to them specifically.

Q. You haven't any question in your own mind about them?
A. I would have you refer to them specifically.

Q. All right ; I will do that. That platform was adopted within

a week after we entered the war, was it not? A. I think that is

substantially correct.

Q. So that that subject was quite definitely in the minds of

the people who prepared and adopted those resolutions, was it

not? A. Yes.

Q. (Beading) " The Socialist Party of the United States, in

the present grave crisis, solemnly reaffirms its allegiance to the

principle of internationalism and working class solidarity the

world over, and proclaims its unalterable opposition to the war

just declared by the Government of the United States." 'Now,

that was a pretty ' clear, understandable statement as regards the

position and purposes of the United States in going into the war,

is it not; it is the going into the war by the United States that

you are talking about in that first paragraph, is it not ? A. Yes,

they refer to the entrance of the United States into the war in

that first paragraph.
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Q. (Eeading) :
" Modern wars as a rule have been caused by

the commercial and financial rivalry and in trades of the capitalist

interest of the different countries. Whether they have been

frankly waged as wars of aggression or have been hypocritically

represented as wars of defense, they have always been made by

the classes and fought by the masses. Wars bring wealth and

power to the ruling classes and suffering, death and demoraliza-

tion to the workers." !N"ow, did you intend to refer, by that para-

graph, to the other nations, or did you have also the attitude of

the United States in mind ? A. There is no reference in that para-

graph to any particular nation. The paragraph refers to wars

generally.

Q. You do not think the ordinary person hearing that read

would gather that the people adopting this platform intended to

include the United States there at all ? A. Why, what it brings

to the rest of the world it brings in a greater or less extent to the

United States as a participant in the war.

Q. So we are in on that generalization? A. I think we are

in on it. You will find many a grave in ^Europe that will let you

know we are in on it.

(Discussion off the record.)

Q. (Reading) :
" The Socialist Party of the United States is

unalterably opposed to the system of exploitation and class rule

which is upheld and strengthened by military power and sham

national patriotism. We, therefore, call upon the workers of all

countries to refuse support to their governments in their wars.

Now, do you not think a worker would naturally think that that

appeal went to the workers of the United States, to refuse to sup-

port the Government of the United States in the war that had

just been declared ? A. Judge, I really believe that any worker

of average intelligence, reading that statement, would know he is

still expected to continue obeying the law ; and that this statement

was intended to convey that meaning, that any opposition he might

express would have to be expressed through the channels that are

legally provided; and I will say furthermore, this. Judge; that

any worker not understanding that language would probably not

have enough capacity to read a report of this kind.

Q. Now, let us take a man of just ordinary horse sense, some-

body brought up in the country, where he has not had the advan-

tages of attending Socialist meetings and getting instructed. Now,

take that average man, and what do you say he would understfjncl
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by this sentence :
" We, therefore, call upon the workers of all

countries to refuse support to their governments in, their wars."

l^ow, does that mean that the workers shall give support to their

governments or refuse to support their government? A. I will

say this, Judge: it is conceivable that there are some people up in

the country who. might understand it as you have described it.

Such workers are in need of considerable instruction.

(Discussion off the record.)

Q. Now, I want to get a concrete answer from you, Mr. Solo-

mon, without any glossary : Do the words " refuse to support

your governments " mean to you obedience to the law ? Is that

what it means ? A. Why, exactly—
Q. Now, we will both assume this, and we will get along—

A. I can refuse support to certain policies and still be law-abiding.

Q. " The wars of the contending national groups of capitalists

are not the concern of the workers." Now, didn't you mean by

that to say you working men are not concerned in this war that

has just been declared by the government because it is a war repre-

senting contending national groups of capitalists; now, isn't that

what it means ? A. Judge, I wouldn't subscribe to that statement

and I will tell you why not.

Q. You mean the statement in the platform? A. That you

have just read from this manifesto about the concern of the work-

ers. I think these wars are very definitely the concern of the

workers. I think the workers are concerned first in making it

impossible to have these wars, and after these wars have broken

out I think it is the immediate and vital concern of the workers

to see that they are terminated as soon as possible on the best

possible terms for the people of the world, for the workers of the

world. In that sense they are the immediate and vital concern of

the workers.

Q. Now, the next sentence is this :
" The only struggle which

would justify the workers in taking up arms is the great struggle

of the working classes of the world to free themselves from
economic exploitation and political oppression, and we particu-

larly warn the workers against the snare and delusion of so-called

defensive warfare." Now, Mr. Solomon, doesn't that indicate to

the ordinary mind that the war that we had just entered upon
was not a war in which the workers should engage to assist their

govemmtent to prosecute the war to a successful conclusion? A.

It is intended to convey to the ordinary mind that the struggles
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of contending nationalistic, capitalistic, groups are primarily and

essentially the concern of those groups, that the -workers have a

concern in those struggles after the manner that I have .Just

described, and the participation of the .workers in such struggle

should be governed and determined by the consijderation and

announcement in this sentence :
" We should always be guided in

this way : struggle for your own immediate betterment- and for your

ultimate emancipation from economic and political oppression. It

is up to the workers to determine at any time how that struggle

should express itself." This is nothing more than a r^eneration

of a traditional Socialist principle.

Q. Very good, but coming within a week after we entered the

war, didn't it have a pointed and specific reference to the question

whether the workers of America would support their government

or would hold aloof? A. It was intended to characterize what

should be the attitude of the workers of the world, including the

workers of America, including the war generally and this war
particularly.

Q. IvTow, at that time there were appeals being made all over

America to the patriotic sentiment of the people calling upon the

American people to come to the colors; isn't that so? A. Why,
they called upon the American people to come to the colors in the

name that they characterized as patriotism.

Q. Yes, patriotism. Now, sir, to meet and attack and demolish

that appeal, did your party not then follow the words I have read

with this statement :
" As against the false doctrine of national

patriotism, we uphold the ideal of international working class

solidarity. In support of capitalism, we will not willingly give

a single life or a single dollar. In support of the struggle of the

workers for freedom, we pledge our all " ? A. I deny that the

party's utterances were directed to any effort that was being made
and which you described a moment ago in the name of patriotism.

Q. You don't think that was intended to lessen the effect of

the appeals to patriotism which were then being made? A. No,

and furthermore, I was very familiar with this resolution and I

did nothing at any time that might have brought about the con-

sequence you have just described.

Q. You see the antithesis there, don't you, Mr. Solomon, as

between the false doctrine of national patriotism and the ideal

of international working class solidarity. Those are the two
antithetical ideas? A. I say that there is a false doctrine of
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national patriotism. I know it. I think I can demonstrate it,

and I will do all in my power, in the future, I hope, to teach the

workers of this country that there is a false doctrine of national

patriotism. I will not confine my conduct in negative action. I

will at the same time endeavor to acquaint them with what I

understand is the true doctrine of national patriotism, and I will

characterize any doctrine of national patriotism which is in the

interests of the .preservation, augmentation of the income of

vested interests and which sends the workers in this or any other

country into bloody fratricidal strife, I will characterize such a

doctrine of national patriotism as a false doctrine.

Q. When, as the result of those appeals to national patriotism,

are boys enlisted and marched towards the shores and towards

the camps, did the Socialist Party encourage them to follow their

flag or did they stand aside and wave the red flag and sing the

Internationale? A. I never saw them stand aside and wave the

red flag and sing the Internationale. I never saw them do any-

thing to discourage them. I know they actively advised them to

obey the law. I know many Socialists in my district who were

heart and soul opposed to the war, went into the service and went

across and many returned, and some have not. Inasmuch as I

believe the war to be a capitalistic war, I, with a heavy heart,

registered and complied with the law, and if it were not for the

fact that I have a wife and two children, I would undoubtedly

have been selected and I would have gone forth, obedient to the

law, but believing all the time that my life might be sacrificed in

the interests of vested interests here and elsewhere.

Q. You agree with this clause of the platform :
" Our entrance

into thB European War was instigated by the predatory capital-

ists in the United States who boast of the enormous profit of

seven billion dollars from the manufacture and .sale of munitions

and war supplies, and from the exportation of American food-

stuffs and other necessaries. They are also deeply interested in

the continuance of war, and the success of the Allied arms

through their huge loans to the governments of the Allied powers,

and through other commercial ties. It is the same interests which

strive for capitalistic domination of the Western Hemisphere.

The war in the United States against Germany cannot be justified

even on the plea that it is a war in defense of American rights or

American honor." A. Well, Judge, I missed you there. I did

not follow every word you read, but I will say this, that I believe
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that given large capitalist interests with the direct pronounced

and overwhelming interest in a given war, that interest being an

economic interest, you will have a powerful incentive to impel

these capitalist groups upon a course which would express itself

upon propaganda to foment war, and once having succeeded in

fomenting war -— in a general sort of way let me give you a little

information along the lines that disclosures have been made in

European Parliaments, and by European publicists to this effect:

that there exists in Europe international rings for the purpose of

fomenting international rivalries, and that these rings are directly

and indirectly associated with persons who are profiteers in war

goods before wars, during wars, and after wars, ammunition man-

ufacturers on both sides, and if I have the time I will bring here

for the Committee, so it might go into the record if the Committee

so desires, disclosures to that effect by well-known publicists and

parliamentarians in Europe.

Q. Did you openly espouse your support of this declaration

of the war program ? A. After the war, you mean ?

Q. " We brand the declaration of war by our government as a

crime against the people of the United States, and against the

nations of the world. In all modem history there has been no

war more unjustifiable than the war in which we are about to

engage ? " A. I believe the declaration of war by any government

primarily in the interest of the dominant economic groups of the

country in which that country exists is a crime against the great

masses of the people of that country.

Q. Let me again ask you for a specific reply to this pointed

declaration. " We brand the declaration of war by our govern-

ment as a crime against the people of the United Stafes, and

against the nations of the world." Now, is that your conception,

and was it your conception of the fact ? A. I will say this. Judge,

you know, I said in the early part of my testimony that I regarded

it—
Q. Let us get an answer to it. A. I will give you an answer,

Judge. I have no desire to reserve anything. I agree substan-

tially with the St. Louis resolution. I did think some of the

phraseology was perhaps a little bit extravagant, and I probably

would not have called it a crime, but I am not going to haggle

over them. It was essentially a crime, in the sense I defined it to

you. I told you when a government declares war at the behest,

whether conscious of that behest or not, at domination of the
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capitalist interest, that is a crime against the interest of the great

masses of the people of that country.

Q. ISTow, did you agree with this statement that we got into the

war largely because certain capitalists in the United States had
made seven billions of dollars from the sale of munitions, and that

certain interests that had made loans tb the allies were afraid

that their loans might not be repaid unless we got into the war.

As a matter of fact, do you agree with that statement of fact?

A. I am not ready to say that was the sole exclusive cause, or was
solely and exclusively responsible for America's participation in

the war. I would not be surprised to learn that was a contribu-

ting cause.

Q. Is there any other cause mentioned here ? A. The general

cause set forth quite liberally in the entire resolution namely,

capitalists' aim of production and distribution which permits

international commercial rivalries, which express themselves on

occasion in international strife.

Q. Is there any cause referred to directly or indirectly in your

party, by your resolution, that is creditable to the United States ?

If so, point it out. A. I say this: that the United States as a

nation existing within the economic structure of the capitalist

method of production and distribution is impelled by the same
material, economic, historical motives as nations similarly located,

and that the motives that would impel other nations upon a course

leading to war might also impel the United States upon a similar

course.

Q. Is there anything referred to in that resolution ascribing

one single creditable motive to the United States in entering the

war ? A. What do you mean by creditable motive ? I see what
you mean. I want to make this definition. I want to make it

perfectly clear that I do not believe that all persons who are

associated with the government of the United States were con-

scious that they were entering the war for that reason. Surely,

the overwhelming masses of the people of the United States were
not as conscious of the causes of the war as I have just alleged

as I was. I will say that the person who participated in the war

after a time usually came to believe the things that were said

about the war, that were said by the Presidesnt of the United

States, for example, but I still contend that the war itself grew

out of the causes I have just described to you, and I would not say

those causes were particularly creditable or discreditable. Thfff
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grew out of the system of wealth production and distribution,

and I am not in the habit of ascribing credit or discredit to social

phenomena.

Q. Now. Mr. Solomon, will you point out in the. proceedings

of the St. Louis convention any reference in your platform and

resolutions as adopted, any reference to any decent, fair, creditable

motive on the part of the United States in entering this war?

A. I will tell you what I will do with you ; I am willing to concede

that as far as most of the people were concerned, and most of the

representatives of the people were concerned, for the sake of argu-

ment, that they believed that the motives were decent and fair,

and everything else that you wish to attribute to them, or in any

other manner that you wish to characterize them. It does

not at all affect this fact : that I stick to my interpretation of the

cause of this war and of most modern wars.

Q. I am speaking of the St. Louis platform and I again ask you

whether there is anywhere in the war resolution on the permanent

platform adopted at St. Louis, any suggestion that the United

States had one single, decent, creditable motive for entering this

war ? A. I thought I had answered it, but I will answer it a bit

fuller. The resolution was intended to be a condemnation of the

war and an interpretation of the war, and it was that fully.

Q. And there isn't one single word in it, is there, that invites

support to this government in the war which we had entered upon ?

A. There isn't a single word in it in my judgment that advocates

violation of the law.

Q. Are you quite satisfied now with that answer as a response

to my question ? A. That answer, taken in connection with my
other answers I am substantially satisfied with.

Q. You don't think there is any evasion at all in that reply?

A. I know there is no evasion.

Q. Or any other replies which you have made to my repeated

questions whether there is anything in any of the declarations of

your party at St. Louis suggesting to the American people or the

world one single, decent reason or excuse for our going into this

war? A. Do I have to make the same answers over again?

Q. I hope not. A. JSTo, sir. May I ask you whether you are

familiar with this statement that was made by President Wilson

I think last year.

Q. I was going to read you next what President Wilson said

why we went into the war and ask you then whether you thought

the facts he states are fiction or fact.
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Mr. Block.—^We have a later utterance which perhaps may make

it unnecessary to read his ancient history.

The Chairman.— I am inclined to stop now. We are all tired.

Mr. Conboy.— May I refer to this fact : there have been frequent

references to discussions that took place at the convention in April,

1917. We have thus far been unable to obtain a copy of the pro-

ceedings of that convention. I understood that the proceedings

of the conventions of the Socialist Party of America were printed

and published.

Mr. Block.— JSTot all of them. Quite a number have not been

printed.

Mr. Conboy.— We have had some of them here in book form,

published in book form. ISTow, I would like to ascertain from the

other side if it will be possible for us to obtain a copy of the pro-

ceedings of the St. Louis Convention of April, 1917 ?

Mr. Block.— They were never published, to the best of our

knowledge.

Mr. Conboy.— That of course states that much. Will it be

possible for us— will you procure and furnish to the Committee

an official copy of the proceedings of the St. Louis Convention of

April, 1917?

Mr. Block.— I don't know that there is any in existence that is

procurable.

Mr. Conboy.— May I call upon Mr. Block, who has just

answered the last question, or any other gentleman on the other

side who desires to answer it, whether the proceedings of the St.

Louis Convention of April, 1917, were recorded.

Mr. Block.— I don't think so. There may have been minutes

taken by the secretary but no full report was ever published.

Mr. Conboy.— I understood you to say before that no full

report was published, but I wanted to ascertain if it is possible

to do it, whether there were full proceedings reported of that

convention.

Mr. Block.— I have told you all I know about it. I have

never seen a report of the proceedings of that convention.
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Mr. Conboy.— Mr. Chairman, I think it is of considerable im-

portance to the members of this Committee to have the full report

of the April, 191Y, convraition.

Mr. Block.— You should have had a reporter present as you or

some of your associates have had at other meetings, if you wanted

it.

Mr. Conboy.— That may be a reply to my statement, but I

stiU say we ought to have a copy of the April, 1917, convention

proceedings held in St. Louis. We have made efforts to get them

but have not been able to do so. I want to ascertain if the pro-

ceedings were reported, and if we can obtain them. It has been

stated time and again that the proceedings of this convention were

ordinarily published. I assume that some reporter was there, or

some secretary who was taking the proceedings of that convention,

and that in the archives of the Socialist Party of America, or

some of its subsidiary organizations, there is a copy of the pro-

ceedings of that convention. I think a copy of the proceedings of

that convention ought to be presented to this committee. For one

thing, we have had reference to the remarks made with respect

to the repeal of the anti-sabotage plank. We have no official copy

of what transpired in that respect. With respect to this war plat-

form we have nothing to aid us in ascertaining what was officially

discussed in connection with the meanings of the terms that have

been referred to herein, to which these gentlemen have given the

meanings they desired to have ascribed to them.

We have in the same fashion no reference to the platform of

the party itself. There may have been discussions with respect

to the repudiation of war debts. There may have been discussions

as to what was intended to be accomplished in connection with the

resistance to conscription ; and all of those things, in all likelihood,

would be contained in the official report of the proceedings of that

convention. I think that in this matter, in view of the importance

that that particular convention has become to the committee, that

this information should be furnished to the committee, with the

record of the convention itself.

The Chairman.—Well, of course, I do not know about these

conventions. Of course, sometimes they keep their minutes and

sometimes they do not. They very seldom keep their speeches.
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I think you can have a subpoena and subpoena anybody hete in

'New York State. You had the secretary or assistant Secretary

here, and he might have been subpoenaed then. But look at it in

another way: Here is the legislature in session and we have

discussions, and then we finally pass a law. That law goes out as

the law of the State. I do not know if, in the interpretation of

that law the discussions would help. Possibly the discussions

might help' some ; but I think they might be inclined to confuse

it. Now, you have the manifesto issued by that convention—
Mr. Conboy.— We have the war platform and manifesto and the

reference to the fact that the anti-sabotage plank was repealed then

and there ; and that is about all we have.

Mr. Stedman.— Conboy, how could it be binding on them unless

they knew what took place.

Mr. Hillquit.— Might I state my position ?

The Chairman.— I will issue the subpoena. That is the best

I can do for you.

Mr. Conboy.— It may be that we can get them.

Mr. Stedman.—As far as the existence of such a record is con-

cerned, I can «tate there never was a printed record of th© proceed-

ings except as printed from day to day in some Socialist papers and

also less completely in non-Socialist papers. Whether there is an

untranscribed stenographic record of the convention I am not at this

time in a position to say. If there is one it is not transcribed. But I

will say this as far as we are concerned we were ready and eager at

the outset to secure all the material of aid and assistance to our

friends. When these proceedings were opened I arose and offered a

series of concessions. We were brushed aside with the expression,

we will prove our own case without your aid. We have been now, I

think about six weeks in this proceeding, haven't we, and just at the

eve of the close of it our friends on the other side think they can see

a new avenue which is no more than a fishing expedition. We have

been brought here on definite charges and this should have been

done before they started the proceedings and it is too late to seek

new methods, new proof, not in their minds and possession at the

time these men were expelled. And we say we shall not move a
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hand to expedite or help protract this proceeding any longer We
think it is, time to close it.

The'Chairman.— I will take care of that.

Mr. Conboy.— Just permit me to say one ward ia that connec-

tion. It was not until Mr. Waldman was on the witness-stand that

he made reference to the explanation made at the convention with

reference to the reason for the elimination of the anti-sabotage

planks. Now I don't think that Mr. Hillquit after he confers with

Mr. Stedman will say that the stenographic minutes of that pro-

ceedings have not been transcribed, because I think he will ascer-

tain upon inquiry that they have been transcribed, that a copy is

available and can be produced if necessary.

Mr. Hillquit.— Tou seem to know more than we do. Proceed.

Mr. Conboy.— "No, I don't know anywhere near as much as you

do.

The Chairman.— I will give you a subpoena. That is the best

I can do. I shall not allow anything to delay the completion of

this case.

Mr. Conboy.—I don't want you to get the impression that we are

attempting to delay this case, that we should have produced proceed-

ings of that convention here and have laid before this Committee the

minutes of the convention itself. Now, the Committee at this time

can, I think, by request of counsel secure the production af those

proceedings. They can then be available for such purpose as the

Committee desires to place them. We are merely adjuncts of the

Committee. The entire matter is in the hands of the Committee.

I am bringing this matter to the attention of the Committee and

leave it with the Committee for such action as the Committee

desires to take with respect to it.

The Chairman.— Here is your theory on that sabotage matter.

You say Waldman offered an excuse why they repealed the pro-

vision. That doesn't make any difference how many excuses were

offered. It was repealed.

Mr. Conboy.— Yes, sir.
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The Chairman.— What of it. A man commits murder and
apologizes for it afterwards. It doesn't change the situation.

Mr. Conboy.— Maybe we are seeking to establish more than

we have to.

The Chairman.— I don't think an explanation of that kind is

of very much importance.

Mr. Conboy.— All right, sir. I am satisfied with your state-

ment.

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. In your campaign with Hart did he accuse you of disloy-

ally because of the St. Louis platform? A. I don't recall it; not

in my presence.

Q. Now, do you subscribe to the doctrine that violence is at

all justifiable for the purpose of establishing any sort of a gov-

ernment ?

Mr. Stedman.—^You mean in reference to the United States.

Assemblyman Evans.—In reference to the United States, of

course.

The Witness.—^N'o, I don't subscribe to the doctrine of vio-

lence at all.

By Assemblyman Evans

:

Q. Do you think the workers of the United States under any

circumstances are justified in establishing a Socialist government

by force and violence ? A. JN'ot in establishing it, no.

Q. Now, do you think that that declaration read to you, that

the only time that arms would be justified is for the workers to

free themselves from their economic, slavery ? Do you think that

has reference to that or something else? A. To what.

Q. To establishing a Socialist government by force. A. It

has reference to exactly what it states, in my judgment, efforts to

free themselves from economic and political oppression.

Q. By means of arms? A. By means of arms? I wouldn't

make that generalization at all, certainly not. I don't see any
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reason why the workers in these United States today should

resort to the use of arms.

Q. There is a clause in that book which says this :
" The only

struggle which would justify the workers in taking up arms is

the great struggle of the working class of the world to free itself

from economic exploitation." What does that mean ? A. I would

say this, that if the workers had expressed their will in a legal and

constitutional way and in that way had manifested a desire to

hare a certain condition of affairs in which they believed they

could effect freedom from economic and political exploitation,

and after they had done that in the manner I have described they

are set upon, they and the application of their expressed will, a

minority defying the law, refusing to obey the law, under those

circumstances these workers would have the same right to resort

to force as we have in this country as a majority the right to resort

to force to' compel a minority to respect the law or will of" the

majority.

Q. Do you realize the explanation you gave is similar to the

explanation Mr. Hillquit gave ? A. Yes.

Q. Do you also realize that the explanation you gave is not

similar to the explanation Mr. Lee gave while on the witness

stand ? A. I don't recall that. .

Mr. Hillquit.—^What was Mr. Lee'ss explanation?

By Assemblyman Evans:

Q. As I understood it, Mr. Hillquit interpreted that language

to mean substantially what you did ? A. Yes.

Q. That when Mr. Lee was on the witness stand, as I under-

stood it, he interpreted that language to me, that the establishing

of the Socialist Eepublic by force and arms, as set forth in that

declaration, did not apply to the workers of the United States, but

only to the workers in countries where they would legally estab-

lish a Socialist movement by means of the ballot ? A. ISTo, I think

Mr. Lee was trying -—
Q. That I understood was to be Mr. Lee's interpretation of

that language. 'Now do you recognize that there is a difference

between your interpretation and Mr. Lee's? A. Not exactly.

Mr. Block.— May I interrupt a moment, Mr. Evans ?
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The Witness.— I understood Mr. Lee to say that it was con-

ceivahle that there were circumstances that might justify the

taking up of arms in a struggle to accomplish economic and polit-

ical freedom, and that he was reciting circumstances which, in

his judgment, constituted such a warranty.

Mr. Hillquit.— I want to say that it accords fully with Mr.

Lee and is not in conflict with him. I think that where there are

constitutional means, or parliamentary means, for carrying out

political reform, those means should be resorted to and exhausted.

Where there are no such means, as, for instance, say Russia be-

fore the revolution, or even before the Duma, the people have no

other means than violent revolution to free themselves; and in

such countries, where the people are not allowed to express them-

selves at the ballot box, I did conceive— and I did not mean to

convey anything else— of a violent revolution.

By the Chairman:

Q. Now, just a question : When those two policemen came up

to the street car strike, were they in plain clothes ? A. Yes.

Q. And they afterwards showed their badges? A. They did

not, Mr. Chairman. They did not wear any badges at all.

Q. They were in error in their testimony ? A. Tes, they were

in error in their testimony.

Mr. Sutherland.— We will go into that to-morrow.

By Assemblyman Catdfield:

Q. You stated there were about 200 that you addressed ? A.

I stated about that.

Q. I understood Mr. Stedman to ask you if, at these meetings,

you were aware of the fact that the police and Secret Service men
were present, to which I understood you to answer, that they were

there; was I right? A. Well, I could not have been mistaken

about the police, because I saw them at all these meetings.

Q. You did answer that they were, and I would like to make

clear, in my mind, how you were aware that Secret Service men

were present? A. I did not say that Secret Service men were

present at each and every meeting.



Q. I understood the record that way. A. I did npt intend to

make that statement, because I could not possibly know 'that they

were present at each and every meeting/ T will say that I sur-

mised at times, as stenographers were taking stenographic reports,

that they reported to various governmefita,! branches.

The Chairman.— We will adjourn until to-morrow at half-past

ten.

(Whereupon, at 6 :35 p. m., an adjournment was taken to Fri-

day, February 27, 1920, at 10 :30 p. m.)
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(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10:45 a. m.)

Chaeles Solomon, recalled, testified as- follows

:

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. You were not a delegate to the St. Louis Convention of

1917, were you, Mr. Solomon? A. I was not.

Q. You are aware, of course, that the perftianent platform

adopted at that convention and confirmed by referendum is still

the law of the party? A. In a general sort of a way it is.

Q. Yes. No part of that permanent platform has been re-

scinded by a subsequent referendum? A. I don't know of any

formal act of that character.

Q. Is there anything in the resolution of the proceedings of

the emergency convention of 1919 which in your opinion modified

or changes any principle of action adopted at the April, 19i9, con-

vention? A. I couldn't make a generalization on that point

under the circumstances.

Q. Yes. You have not in mind any change in the platfoifn

of 1917 adopted by the convention' in Chicago in September,

1919; you haven't any now? A. I have a general impression in

mind of the proceedings of that convention, b'ut I am not prepared

to say at this moment under these circumstances that anything

done in 1919 conflicts in any way with anything done in 1917, or

the opposite.

Q. Very good. You were a delegate at the September, 1919,

convention, were you not? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Which report did you vote for, the maiority or minority

report ? A. I voted against the minority report.
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Q. And did you vote against it in tke referendum that was

sent outi A. My attitude on the referendum, I will be very

happy to tell you, is this

—

Sj. i just asJsed you if you voted against it. A- ^ *ii<i ^o^ '^ot®

for or against either repoi-t, and 1 am going ,t9 tell you why, if

you want to listen.

Q. Yes', I will listen. I had nob asked you that question, but

1 will be glad to have you explain it. A. i;es, I would like to ex-

plain it.

Q. Go on. A. I didn't vote for or against either of those re-

ports for this reason : that I did not believe at that time and I do

not believe at this time that the so-called Third International is a

definite and final International. I did not think in Chicago, in

1919, that it was The International, and I do not think to-day it

is The International. I take this position ; that there is no Inter-

national in the world to-day. There will be in the near fjiture, I

believe, an International. Efforts are being made to form an

International. I regard the Moscow Internationale as one of the

ett'orts in that direction, but I do not regard it as an International,

—
- 1 do not think,— and for that reason I did not vote one way or

the other in my_ branch, although in the convention I voted against

the minority report for the reasons I have just stated to you.

Q. Did you vote for the manifesto issued by the Chicago Sep-

tember, 1919, convention? A. I did.

Q. Do you know what jVCr. Trachtenberg says as to the similar-

ity and phr3.seolQgy and spirit o£ the manifesto issued by the

September, 1919, convention in Chicago, and the proclamation or

manifesto issued W Lenine, Trotsky and three others from Moscow
in March, 1919 ; do you recall that ? A. From what I have heard

here, I understand that Mr. Trachtenberg is of that opinion.

Q. He contributed an article setting forth his views'to the iKTew

York Call? A. So I underst^d. from what transpired here.

Q. 'Aren't you connected with the New York Call? A. I am
not.

Q. You were for several years? A. Sometime ago.

Q. How; long ago ? A. A fpw years ago I was a reporter and

copy reader on the staff of the Call,.

Q. Would you; he^ able to say whether you were connected with '

the New York Call at the time it published the article that has

been read here containing the expression,," To hell with the Flag" ?

A. 1^0, I was not.



Q. What^years were you on the Kew York Call? A. I tMnk
I cto reffer to some memoraiada;

Q. Go ahead. I want you to be accurate ahout it? A. But I

am certain' I was not On thfe Call when' that article appeaxei I

am quite certain of that. -Well, I think; I was on the New York

Call, from a memorandum I have, for about two year's before

1914. I was oh the New York Call when the Industrial Eelanons

Commission wks in session. The exact year of that I do hot re-

call. I know I was a reporter at that time covering the sessions of

that commission.
'

Q. You'were on it ih 1912 ? A. No',^1 do not think I was^ ' I

cannot recall it at this moment. No, I am quite sure I was not.

Q. Excuse me' a moment. There is a TJ. Solomon that may
have be6n on the Call at that time. He was its business manager.

A. My name is Charles Solomon and I am not related to him in

any way.

Q. I am not referrihg to U. Solomon. Just to refresh your

riecolleetion, and hot to offer It in evidence, I want to show you

that document and ask ybii' to' see if that does hot refresh your

recollection and convince you that y^ou. 'werg working on the ISTew

York Call as a reporter in 1912. Ychi read it and see if it don't

refresh your recollection on that point (handing paper to witness).

A.. That may be sol I didn't say definitely I wasn't— I said' my
recollection was that I wasnt'.

Q. All I want to get is thfe fact. Now do you say to the Com-
riiittee that you were working on the New York Call in 1912 or

not? A. I will say that indicatesT was. I canjipt recall whether,

I worked on the Call at this moment ih 1912, Jjut I have no rea-

son to believe that isi a' false report.

Q. Then can we assume that you did without doing you any In-

justice? A. Yes. .

Q. Now 'you didn't hstppen to read the proof of ; the article

that I referred to In the New York Call containing the expression
" To hell with the Fla|," and so on? A. I didn't for this rea-

son: I think that article appeared oh the editorial page and I had
no connection with the editorial page. . >^

Q. Have you been a pretty consistent reader of the New York
Call ? A. When I was on it I was a copy reader and as such J
read the news copy.

Q. Is that an answer to that question ? A. You want m6 to say
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I was a consistejit reader ? I haven't any objections to say-

ing it.
_

:_ ..•.,.

Q. I didn't suppose you would have. You are proud of the

Call, are you not? A,, In a general sort of a way, yes; although

it has its faults. I speak as a newspaper inan.

Q. iKobody is perfect in this world. You consider the New
York Call a pretty good exponent of; the 'Socialist doctrine? A.

Yes, it is a pretty good, exponent.

Q. Is there anything bptter, in the way of a newspaper ? A.'

I think the Call could be better.
,

Q. Is there any newspaper which is a ,bet;ter exponent of

Socialist principles than the ISTe^v York Call ? A. I don't know
any daily newspaper that is a better one.

Q. We won't do the Socialists any injustice then, will we, by

saying that the Call is a representative Socialist paper? A.

Why, I will say ,that it is,, within ^h^ limitations tba1^ I have

stated, a representative Socialist paper. '
'

Q. All right. .

Q. Have you ever read the Moscow Manifesto of March, 1919 ?

A. 1 became acquainted with the Moscow Manifesto for the first

time when it was read in this proceeding.

Q. You, had never read it /b:efore that time? A, Never before

that time.

Q. Do you not agree with the statement m,ade by one of the So-

cialist witnesses that the manifesto attracted a great deal of atten-

tion during the year 1919, and had a wide circulation and read-

ing among the Socialists? A. Well, I am not aware that it

attracted any great deal of attention. It was not brought to my
attention.

,Q. Was not an extended reference to it made in the Call of

July, 1919 ? A. I do not recall it.

Q. You did not happen to see that ? A. I did not.

Q. And at your convention in 1919, in Chicago, do you mean
to tell us now, Mr. Solomon, that that manifesto was not in circu-

lation and was not discussed by the delegates in their conferences,

one with the other? A. Well, as far as I know, it was not in

circulation. I did not get a copy of it and I never knew anyone

in the convention that got a copy. .There may have been some
delegates who discussed it among, themselves.

Q. Don't you know that we have shown that, ag early as in

May, 1919, that document was being circulated by the literature
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department comlected witli your headquai-ters office iii Chicago ?

A. If you have shown that, it has absolutely no effect on the

statements that I have made.

Q. Well, do you not think that vs^ould have shown that? Do
you not (3redit the langu^e of Mr. Firth? A. I do not recall

it, but if you say so, I will accept it.

Q. Do you not know that We have had a great deal of discus-

sion about a letter written by Mr. Firth, in which he declares

that this Moscbw Manifesto is the most important pronounce-

ment since the manifesto of Marx and Engels? A. Well, if he

said so, I disagree with him.
'

Q. Well, it attracted some attention, did it not, among the

faithful?

Mr. Block.— No.

A. I tell you honestly that I did not know anything aljout it until

it was read here.

Q. WpU, that is your testimony ? A. That is my testimony.

Q. Are you sure that you did not read that' double column of

heavy type reference to it in the July, 1919, Call? A. I am
certain.

Q. Where were you in July, 1919 ? A. In New York city,

as near as I recall.

Q. And you were engaged in a campaign, were you not ? A.

Yes.

Q. The latter part of July, you were holding public meetings ?

A. The latter part of July?
,

Q. Yes, 1919 ? A. It is probable. I do not recall at this

moment.

Q. When did your campaign begin for re-election to the As-

sembly? A. Oh,. about that tiiiie. It may not have, begam exactly

at that time, but about that time. When you say " begin " it may
have begun, as far as preparation for the campaign ia concerned,

about that time.

Q. Did you ever read the Zimmerwald program of 1915 ? A.

I do not recall at this time whether I did or not. T may have

read it.

Q. Did you ever read the Kienthal manifesto of 1916 ? A. On
that scox-e I would be more positive. I do not think I ever read it.

Q. You know both advocate the general strike as an instrument

to be used by the working people to gain their political ends ? A.

That is my impression.
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Q. You believe in that doctrine? A. I believe in v>rhat doc-

trine ?

Q. That the general strike is a legitimate instrument to be

utilized by the vs^orking people to gain their political ends ? A.

I did not say I believed in that doctrine. I believe this : that the

concern of the working people to determine whether they shall

strike, and ,when they shall strike, I believe the vporking people

have a right to strike as frequently as possible.

Q. Is there something about a strike which, just because it is a

strike, attracts your support ? A. I am interested in all strikes.

Q. Are you for all strikes, or do you inquire into the causes

before you- pledge your allegiance ? A. I would not say I am for

all strikes.

Q. Do you remember the riot over on the railroad tracks in

Brooklyn ? A. There was no riot there.

Q. Mr. Inspector McElroy and Lieutenant Ahlers were here as

witnesses ; were you present when they gave their testimony ? A.

I was.

Q. Do you deny the truth of their statements as to the occur-

rences on that occasion? A. In the manner that I have denied

them on this stand yesterday.

Q. Do you deny that there were placed obstructions on the rail-

.road track extending for several hundred feet? A. I do not

know whether they extended for several hundred feet, but I said

yesterday, when I came upon the scene, there were pieces of

asphalt on the railroad track.

Q. Do you regard that as a lawful act on the part of those

people who put them there ? A. 'No.

Q. These police officers testify that when they arrived there

were about two thousand people congregated there; how do you
agree with that or disagree? A. I do not think there were as

many as two thousand.

Q. What would you say was the number of people in that con-

gregation ? A. Well, I do not think there were more than about
five hundred.

Q. Do you agree that a boy, while the police were there, placed

another obstruction under the car wheels and was. arrested ? A.
I did not see a boy do that.

Q. Did you see these policemen and others attempt to remove
the obstructions from the track ? A. When I came upon the scene

the obstructions were on the tracks, and I saw tibe ppllcemen
scattering the crowd to the sidewalk, keeping them to the sidewalk.
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Q. About how many policemen did you see there ? A. I do not

know how many were there, but I recall having seen several.

Q. You saw Inspector McElroy, didn't you? A. I saw In-

specto;r jMeElroy under the circumstances and in the manner I

stated here yesterday,
'

,

Q. How long have you known the inspector ? A. I saw him
for the first time at the May day parade.

,,

-
.

Q. How long before this ptrp,et car affair was that? A, The
street car affair I understaiid was in August, and the May day

parade 'vvas on the fi,?^t,Qf May, or approximately that.
,

Q. Pid you know the
,
Lieutenant also, Ahlers? A. l^o, I

didn't. ,

'')'/
Q. Did you deny that Ahlers and McElroy had their, shields

on their Croats ?, , A. That is my recplleetion that they didn't have.

Q. Will you say positively that :they didn't have their shields ?

A- I will say it is. my distinct impression.

Q. Well, McElroy didn't have, to wear a shield to prove to you

that he was a member of the police force ? A. He didn't.

Q. You knew he was there? A. I did.

Q. And you didn't think he was there on private business ? A.

I didn't say I thought so.

Q. You didn't then think he was there on private business ? A.

My impression was that he was still a representative of the iN'ew

York police force.

Q. And there in the discharge of his duty as a representative

of the police department of New York city? A. Presumably,

Judge, I couldn't know whether he was still in the police depart-

ment.
'

Q. All right. We are going to close this up if you will ansWfer

my questions. ;

Q: Mr. Solomon, did you see Xieutenatit Ahlers assaulted by

the crowd there? A. I didn't.

Q. Do you discredit his statement and that of Inspectot Mc-

Elroy that he was assaulted by the crowd, struck with fists and

stones and kicked while he was endeavoring to convey his prisoner

to this automobile? A. While I was there that did not happen.

It' may have happened after I left.

Q. And do you discredit Mr. McElroy's statement that he cairie

to the rescue of his fellow officer and used his club to effect the

rescue of his fellow officer fro!m the hands of that crowd? A.
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Judge, he may have done that after I left but I told you yester-

day what I saw when I was there. '

Q. You didn't see any such thing ? A. Not while I was there.

Q. Now, Mr. Solomon, these two officers testified that while

this melee was in its height you cried out to that crowd, " Pull

the scabs off the cars." You deny that ? A. I deny that.

Q. There was what you thought a strike on, was there, at that

time ? A. What I thought was a strike.

Q. Where did you hear that there was a strike on on that

occasion ? A. Well, there was discussion in the public presS in

New York city before the strike occurred. It was' recognized as

a strike when it occurred by the newspapers of New York city

and so referred to.

Q. And because you heard that this strike was on you went

over in that- locality, did you ? A. Not because I heard it, I

simply happened to be walking along the street, along which I

walk practically every day in the community there.

Q. What is your business now, Mr. Solomon? A. I was a

member of the Legislature last year^ Before that time I was
executive secretary to the Socialist delegation in New' York city,

board of aldermen. When I was there I was also studying law at

night. I have been a newspaper man.

Q. In 1919, what was your business?' A. Member of the Legis-

lature.

Q. Did you have any work to do or any means of occupation

which took your time in August, 1919, at the, time of this trouble

on the railroad? A. August, 1919? ' .

-

Q. Yes. A. I was engaged in various activities, amongst them

I think I was at that time handling the political activities of the

district of the party.

Q. That function of yours didn't lead ytm over to this vicinity

of the strike? A. No, had no connection.

Q. Just happened to be 'thrare? A. I was just walking by.

There were about 500 others there. •

Q. Did you hear anybody holler " Take the scabs off the cars ?"

A. I did not.

Q. Did you hear the word " scab " used at all ? A. Yes.

Q. By whom ? A. People in the crowd, in conversation.

Q. That wasn't a strike, was it, over wages or hours or condi-

tions of work, but it was a row between two unions ? A. I didn't

so understand it. ;

,
,



Q. Is it not a fact, as stated; by Inspector MeElroy and. Lieu-

tenant Alilers, that there were two organizations, one recognized

by the railroads and the other the Amalgamated, which ; was

trying to force the railroad to recognize it rather than the Asso-

ciation of Workmen that the railroad had recognized ? A. J
know that there was an association known as the x\malgamated.

It is my understanding there was also an association that might be

called a company union. I do not know that the strike arose

because of any friction 'or conflict between those two associations.

I would not be surprised to learn that the company preferred the

company union to the Amalgamated. It is my understanding that

the Amalgamated struck for increased wages, reduced hours of

labor, and also recognition of the union.

Q. Are your sympathies with the Amalgamated ? A. Always

with the regular union against any so-called company union.

Q. Now, they were very strongly with the Amalgamated in

August, 1919 8 A. They were.

Q. And did you regard the company union as scabs? A. I

would not regard any company union as a real union, because I

do not believe a company would form a real union.

Q. Did you use that word " scab," or is it something offensive

that you did not want to use? A. I have used it on occasions.

It is something in common usage among labor men.

Q. Well, did you feel that the men of the company union, that

were on those cars at thfit time, fell within your category of

"scabs?" A. I felt that.

Q. Were there human beings on those cars besides the em-

ployees of the railroad ? A. I do not recall having seen any on

those particular cars at that particular place.

Q. Did any cars come up there while you wei-e there? ,A.^ I

recall, I think, two cars came up there.
.

Q. Were there not any passengers on those cars ? A. I do not

recall that there were passengers on them.

Q. Was that a place where cars congregated ? Was it a terminal

or was it a part of their regular system ? A. The latter. .

Q. And as a result of something there, a stoppage that occurred

of the traffic and the cars had been prevented from going on;

an obstruction had been piled on the track ? A. I said so.

Q. Do you mean to say, sir, that you did not co-operate, aid

and encourage the people who were engaged in, that demonstra-

tion against the operation of the cars ? A. I mean to say
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that my conduct was confined completely and exclusively to the

acts that I have described on thig, stand.

Q. Won't you try to answer that last question ? A. I thought

that was a complete answer.

Q. You think it is ? A. Yes.

Q. Now, let me ask you if you did anything in aid of the demon-

stration against the movement of the cars on that occasion ? A. I

did not.

Q. You were in sympathy with the demonstration, were you not,

Mr. Solomon ? A. I was in sympathy with the demonstration in

so far as it was a manifestation of sympathy with the strikers.

Q. Well, were you not in sympathy with the acts of these peo-

ple in actually stopping the traffic there on the line ? A. I am in

sympathy with no unlawful acts.

Q. Well, call them what you please ; were you in sympathy with

the stopping of those cars ? A. Through the medium of the strike,

absolutely.

Mr. Hillquit.— You mean obstructions ?

Q. You mean to disapprove, however, of the piling of obstruc-

tions on the track ? A. Yes. They were totally superfluous, those

obstructions. The cars were effectively stopped otherwise.

Q. What stopped those cars? A. The failure of the presence

of men to run them in sufficient numbers.

Q. Now, was that it ? A. W,hat is that ?

Q. Was that what stopped the cars ? A. You say what would
have stopped those cars ?

Q. Yes ? A. I say in the course of time the extension of the

strike would have stopped the cars.

Q. Did you not say a moment ago, that the obstructions were
unnecessary ; that the cars would have stopped anyway ? A. Yes.

Q. I was going to ask you, then, if the men on those cars abso-

lutely deserted the cars ? A. I did not say the men deserted them,

and when I say they would have stopped, I did not mean those two
ears. I was referring to the cars constituting the trolley system.

They were quite effectively paralyzed and would have been more
so as the strike went on.

Q. Do you agree, as Inspector McElroy says, that only one man
laid off that morning? A. It is my impression that many more
than one man laid off.

Q. Now, these cars were running and were manned by em-
ployees ? A. I said they were.



Q. And they were stopped by force, by d'eidonstration of num-

bers there, weren't they ? A. They were MSpf§3; because obstruc-

tidhs: were on the track.
'.':•'

Q. Do you discredit the fact that the people who were en-

deavoring to remove those obstructions were interferdd with by the

crowd? , A. I said that I saw no interference with the police

officers.

Q. And I am asking you whether you discredit what these men
said.

'

Mr. Hillquit.—: I object to that question. The Chair has ruled

repeatedly in our case that characterization of the testimony of the

witness is improper testimony.

(Question withdrawn.)

Q. Have you said there was no riot there that day or that you

did not see any riolous demonstration ? A. While I was there I

did not see anything which at the moment I would have described

as a riot. When I refer to a riot, in my mind I have a conception

of tumult and aissault.

Q. What you call a riot, where a crowd puts on to an officer

with stones and sticks and blows from the fist in order to rescue

a prisoner, would you caU that a riot ? A. I would call that a riot.

Q. You have read the definitions of riot, haven't you, in the

Penal Law, in your law studies?' A. I suppose I have.

Q. Haven't you ? A. I will say I have.

Q. Then it won't be necessary for anybody to tell you what a

riot is, will it ; an interference with an officer in order to free a

prisoner, persons interfering with an officer, using force and
violence, is a serious offense against our law, isn't it ? A. It is

an offense.

Q. Isn't it a serious offense ? A. It is a serious offense.

Q. Didn't anybody inform you, Mr. Solomon, that that sort of

thing had actually taken place there that day ? A. What sort of

thing ?

Q. That officers were assaulted in order to free a prisoner that

was in their custody ; didn't anybody tell you that ? A. No.

Q. Was there anything about the occurrence and the appearance

of things that would lead you to doubt the inaccuracy of Inspector
McElroy's report that he made in writing that very day to his

superior officer?
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;Mr. Stedman.— Objected "to as incompetent.

The Chairman.— You may answer that. A. E«ally, I don't

know the complete meaning of the question.

Q. If you don't understand it I will withdraw it and ask

another one. A. Yes.

Q. Did Inspector McElroy, as fai* as you' know, have any

grudge against you ? A. I don't know whether he had any grudge

against me.

Q. You and ke never had any falling out before this occasion ?

A. No.

Q. Can you imagine any reason why he on that very day that

that trouble occurred should sit down and write to his superior

oiBcer a report in which he said that you in the midst of this

tumult shouted out " take the scabs off the cars " ?

,
Mr. HiUquit.— It was uot his testimony, Jud,ge, " Why don't

you assault the scabs," was his testimony.

Q. Let's read what he \^6te so there will be no question about

that; I am referring to the written report made by police in-

spector, the police inspector of the 11th District, made on August

6, 1919. Now, let ine riead from that written report made that

day :
" During the time that these stones were being throvra and

the people struggling and assaulting Lieutenant Ahlers and my-
self, I recognized Assemblyitia!n Solomon of this district, who
forced his way among the people, shouting, ' Pull the scabs off the

cars.' He then addressed me by saying, ' Why don't you pull the

scabs off the cars, why don't you assault them?' I replied" by say-

ing, ' Assemblyman, you are a lawmaker and an officer of tHis stat ..

and instead of assisting me to restore order you axe interferin

with me nnd encouraging this disorderly mob in violating the law.

I now advise you to go on and inind your own business.' " Now,
do you know of any personal reason of ill-will why Inspector llc-

Elroy should have written that report about you if it was not true ?

A. I do not know of any personal reason of ill will.

Q. Now, it is sure, isn't it, that that letter having been writ-

ten that very day, he has come up here and told the story here in

order to interfere with your holding your seat as an Assembly-

man? •

•'''*
Mr. Stedilian.— I want to object to that as argumentative.
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pretty apparent.

Q. JSTow, you claim that Wasserman has not told the facts

about your statements to him ? A. I do.

Q. You claim that Hart's testimony is not true ? A. I do.

Q. In which he has told of your public expressions
;
you claim

that Inspector McElroy has given testimony that is not true ? A.

I do.

Q. And Lieutenant Ahlers has given testimony that is not true ?

A. I do.

Q. And that this Miss Chivers, or whatever her name is ? A.

Oh, most emphatically.

Q. So that five of them— A. I want you to bear in mind
this. Judge, that in the case of some of these witnesses we disagree

as to what happened.

Q. On the occasion when the recruiting outfit came along

and interfered with your meeting didn't you make any remark

at all to the crowd on the subject of the war ? A. I did not.

Q. You did not refer, after your meeting got together again,

fco the occurrence which youhad witnessed of these soldiers appeal-

ing to the crowd to support the government in the war
;
you did

not make any reference to that? A. I do not recall any refer-

ence to that.

Q. You made no reference to the fact that young men right

out of that crowd stepped to the front and walked up and put

their services at the command of the country? A. I said nothing

about that;.;)

Q. That didn't call for any remark from you at ajl? A. I

made no remark about it.

Q. Did yo.u know that a boy in jowr audience, a 15-year-old

l)oy, had said that the soldiers who <-were getting recruits in that

presence for the army were cannibals ?

Mr. Block.— That is not in evidence. That was in the audi-

ence across the street, and not at his audience.

By Mr. Sutherland:

Q. I don't think it does show where the boy came from.

The Chairman.— ^0, it says he was around the corner there.
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By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. Wow, do you know that a boy said that and was placed

under arrest? A. I did not.

Q. When did you first hear about that? A. Here.

Q. You didn't hear about that incident at all until you came
into this chamber? A. I didn't.

Q. K'othing had been said about cannibals by you ? A. No.

Q. Xo reference made to the iniquity of enlistment ? A. None.

0- No reference to the fact that this war was a capitalist war ?

A. No.

Q. Didn't you ever state that from your platform there ? A, No.

Q. That the only reason why the c-onntry went into it was be-

cause the munition makers wanted to make more millions and that

Morgan and the other Wall Street plutocrats were afraid they

wouldn't get their loans back if we didn't go into this ? A. I did

not.

Q. You didn't say that the> only struggle in which workingmen
would be justified in taking up arms is the, struggle of the working

people against the capitalist class ? A. I did not.

Q. Didn't use any of those quotations from the St. Louis plat-

form of 1917? A. I did not.

Q. Did you ever use any of them ? A. I don't recajl ever hav-

ing used them after the war broke out.

Q. Were they truths that couldn't be suppressed in your mind ?

A. They were truths that couldn't be suppressed.

Q. Why didn't you give utterance to them if you believed them
true ? A. It wasn't necessary. I wasn't speaking on war ; I was
speaking on the ratification of the suffrage amendment.

,
Q. Could you keep a crowd together on that subject in the days

of the war? A. Yes.

Mr. Block.— Judge, you never heard him make a street speech.

Mr. Sutherland.— Well, I've had a lot of good luck in my life

(laughter).

The Witness.— I would be more generous to you, Judge, any

time.

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. Now, Mr. Solomon, did you read the President's proclama-

tion or message to Congresa which imniediately preceded the Con-
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all of his proclamations.

Q. That one in particular you read, didn't you? A. I must

have read it.

Q. Do you fbineinber his calling attention to the interference

with our lawfiil commerce on the high seas by Germany? A. I.

recall he, directed the attention of the nation to tliat fact.
'

'

'

Q. Did that 'appeal to you as an actual interference with Ameri-

can rights ? A. Not from my point of view.'

Q. Do you remember his reference to the fact that while we
were harboring here in Washington the German Embassy that

they were engaged in efforts to embroil us as a nation with Mexico

and Japan? A. If you sdj he said so, I don't' dispute it for a

mOirieiit.'
'" -.,'.•..

Q. Didn't that make any impression ? A. I recall that statement

having been made, yes,' quite' generally.

Q. Yes. Don't you remember that when the President stood up
before Congress he also told them that the proofs were indubitable

that Germany, through their agents, emissaries and spies in this

country, had been engaged in systematic efforts to interfere with

our industry and to start local disturbances and internal trouble?

A. I don't recall those exact words or sentiments. I have no cause

to doubt he said that. '

Q. Didn't that make some* iihpressioh on you ? A. Yes, things

I read make some impression on me, *

Q. Didn't you think at that time, Mr. Solomon, that those oc-

currences constittited an actual offense against our national rigKts

and against our national honor ? A. I consider that an offense.

Q. Didn't you consider these things aggressive acts ? A. Well,

I don't know what yotir conception of the word aggressive is. I

consider it an offense, and even aggressive.

Q. Now, under! those circumstances, why didn't you stand up
and do your part towards sijppprting your government in its pros-

ecution of thai; war ?
' '

'

Mr. Sjted^an.— I object to that question.

Mr. Sutherland.— I will withdraw that question.

Q. Did those circumstances and the declaration, of war by Con-;

gress and the entry f^ this country upon the war not appeal to

you.i^s furnishing a reason why you shouldn't stand up on your

platform and co-operate and ask the boys to enlist and ask the
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people to buy Liberty Bonds and to support their country in this

struggle in which we were engaged ?

Mr. Stedman.— I object, unless we know which question he is

asking.

The Ohainnan.— He may answer the best he can.

The Witness.— Judge, I was against the war. I didn't ask

anybody to enlist. I didn't ask anybody to buy Liberty Bonds.

I didn't advise directly or indirectly anybody to violate the law.

I complied with the law myself; I registered; I complied in

every sense and respect. I was exempted because I had a wife

and had two children. I told you yesterday, if I had been called

I would have gone.

Q. Well, you didn't mean to leave the impression that would

have been out of your own volition ? A. I said I would have gone

with a heavy heart. I am. quite sure I would not have gone

freely and willingly.

Q. Certainly not. I do not think we misunderstood you at all.

You approved, didn't you, of the plank in your permanent party

platform for the nullification of war debts ? .A. I did not know
it was in there.

Q. When did you find out for the first time that plank was in

there ? A. I think I really found out for the first time during the

progress of this investigation here.

Q. ISTow, that is you.r last word on that, is it, Mr. Solomon, that

you did not know that nullification of war debts was in your party

platform until you got into this proceeding in which we are now

engaged in ? A. I do not recall of having known it before.

Q. I^ow, does it strike you as sound or vicious from the stand-

point of American honor ? A. From the standpoint of American

honor ?

Q. Yes. A. What do you mean by American honor ?

Q. From the standpoint of American honor, how does" it strike

you, that plank in the Socialist platform for repudiation of war

debt?

Mr. Stedman.— I do not object to his asking whether he

thinks it was wise, just or unjust, or what the future effect of it

might be.

The Chairman.— Suppose you strike out " from the standpoint

of American honor " and let him answer the question.
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Q. May I ask wljat your views are as to whether theApiej-ican

government should or should not repudiate the debt incurred for

the prosecution of the war? A. Well, I would not answer that

generally, Judge. That would depend altogether upon the cir-

cumstances. If I were satisfied that it would be in the interest

of the country and hiimanity tQ. repudiate the war debt, that would

be my opinion.

Q. Well, are you not prepared now to give a direct, clear and

unequivocal answer to this question: do you or do you not favor

the repudiation of the debt incurred by the United States govern-

ment in the prosecution of the late war? A. I' will not say at

this time that I favor the repudiation of the war debt. I will

not make, such an unqualified statement.

Q. Will you go farther and say that you are against the repudi-

ation of the Avar debt by the government? A., I^o, I, won't say

that. .

'"' " "
\
" '"

'
'

Q. Do you realize that about twenty millions of Americans—
millions of them being laboring men working for wag-es — have

bought Liberty Bonds ? A. I did not know that that number had
bought them, but I supposed you know.

Q. Can we assume that and then ask if you had any such

knowledge or information prior to this time? A. I knew that

Liberty Bonds had been generally purchased.

Q. And that many millions of Americans had bought them ?

A. I gueiss so, yes.

Q. Have you ever said frqm_ the platform that you favored the

purchase of Liberty Bonds? A. I did not.

Q. Have you ever said from the platform that you did not

know whether folks ought to buy them or not? A.. I did not.

Q. Isow, I want to ask you about some of your speeches made
recently. You remember pretty well the meeting of November 7,

1919, in Bronxville Labor Lyceum? A. November 7th?

Q. Yes. A. Is that the Soviet Anniversary meeting?
Q. Yes. A. Yes, I remember, that.

Q. You presided at that meeting, did you not? A. I did.

Q. Do you remember the' speaker, James Oiieal? A. I do.

Q. He is a well-known man in your party, is he not ? A. He
is.

Q. Of his speech, and immediately after its delivery, did you say

to the audience as follows—and I am reading now from thei reprint

of the stenographer's minutes—" Chairman Solomon. Comrades,
I think so much of that speech "— referring to Oneal's spe^h,
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that we are goiiig to ask our good friend who is taking it, the ste-

nographer in the corner, I presume for the police authorities, or

for the Department of Justice, to please transcribe a copy of it

for us. We will be happy to pay anything within reason for a

transcript of that speech. I think it was a fine speech. I think

the Socialist party will be happy to print it in the form of a

pamphlet, so that we may distribute it or sell it as propaganda

literature. (Great applause.) The pity of it is this, that when

the police officials or the Department of Justice agents read that

speech, finding nothing in it that in their judgment is seditious

or violative of the law, they will pass it up, unappreciative of the

splendid message that it contains." ISTow, did you say that ? A.

I said that, as I recall.

Q. -ISTow, I want to read you a few extracts from the speech

of Mr. Oneal. Now, you were not joking at that time? A. I

was rather exuberant.

Q. Well now, you meant what you said, did you not ? A. Yes,

substantially.

Q. AH right, itfow, I am going to read you from the stenog-

rapher's transcript of Mr. Oneal's speech: "But, they say that

there have been violences in Riissia. Some violence in a revolu-

tion ! Just imagine : Do they think a revolution is a pink tea

party, for men and women to gather around the table and say,

' Now, let us have a revolution. Have a drink with me. Let us

have a drink. Let us drink to the success of the revolution,'

—

and then you go out and slap a Bolsheviki on the wrist and say

'Please depart ; we want a little revolution.' (Laughter.) Is that

the way you have a revolution ? Every tremendous appeal in

the world's history that has brought about new institutions, every

great revolution, the French Revolution, the American. Revolution,

the Russian Revolution— all such revolutions have been accom-

panied with more or less violence, and it is impossible to dispense

with it."

Later on, he says: "So that there is not a crime, there is not

an atrocity, there is not an injustice that is charged against the

ruling party in Russia but can be brought, to a large extent, with

equal, with more justice, against many of the politicians and the

administration in the IJnited States to-day." He said those

things, did he not ? A. I recall him as having said those things.

Q. Now. did he say this: "What they hold up to us is an
image of their own rotten, dirty regime in the ITnited States,
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and this particular thing, this vile thing that .they, have made a

thing of hatred and, disgust throughout the United States, they

have labeled it the Bolsheviki." Now, he said that, didn't he'(

A.' .1 recdl him as having said that. i:/, ,.',

. Q. And ,when he said that he was referring to T(?hat, the critics

of the Russian administration at that time wei'e saying .about the

Bokhevist ?. A. Yes, sir.

Q. In reply to that OneaL says, " what they," tha;t is, the critics

of the Bolshevists in America, " What they hold up to us i? an

image of their own , rotten, dirty regime in the United States,

and this particular thing, this vile thing that i they haye xnade a

thing of hatred: and disgust throughout the, United. State^ they

have labeled it the Bolsheviki." Did you: agree jwith thflt senti-

ment? A. Substantially. '

Q. Kow, let me read the rest :
" We have a big stmggle before

us. They would like to goad us into some conduct that would en-

able them to crush us, but we shall.not play their game; ,we sh^U

continue our efforts along peaceful, intelligent, educationali lines,

knowing that in the last analysis that once we reach the heart, -the

brain, the conscience of the great master of the American people,

come what will, gags, chains, jails, cannot prevent us from trans-

forming the United States into a genuine, thorough-going indus-

trial democracy of socialism." He said that, didn't he ? ,
A. Yes,

sir. '

-
:

Mr. Hillquit.— The phrase "great master" should be "great

masses," that is what the record is, although ybii have it the other

way in your brief. •
, '

Mr. Sutherland.—We will go by the record then.

Q. " That may be years, but it may be only a few yeai's. My
judgment is that if Europe goes Socialist— and the bankers of

the United States who return from Europe are afraid that it is

going to go Socialist within the. next year— if it does go Social-

ist,; capitalism cannot permanently last in the Western Hemi-
sphei-e; it has got to go Socialist also." lie said that, didn't he?

A. Ye&, sir.
'

i

Q. Now, let me refer to one or two ot];ier things, Mr. Solomon.

Do you deny that in a street speech in August, 1919, you, referring

to your opponent Zucker, denied Zucker's statenaent that you were

not a revolutionary Socialist? A. .1 never denied I am a revolu-

tionary Socialist. ;
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Q: Are you a revolutionary Socialist ? A. Yes, in the sense

that those terms have been defined here again, agaiin and again.

Q. Do you deiiy the statement attributed to you by Mr. Hart, as

follows :
" Revolution does not necessarily mean bloodshed. All

you have to do is -walk up and take control of the government."
" Suppose somebody opposes you v^hen you do that ?", and you re-

plied " Wo expect that. There are the tools of the capitalists and

parasites that prey upon the government as it exists to-day, and

people who are fanatic in their belief, and we expect some opposi-

tion ; biit if these people oppose us, their blood will be on their own
heads " ? A. 1 deny having used those words to him or anybody

else.

Q. Do you deny saying to Hart as follows— did you say sub-

stantially those words. A. Not substantially those words.

Q. Did you say to Hart these words, in substance, " Mr. Hart

does not seem to realize "— this is in an open meeting -^— "'Mr.

Hart does not seem to realize the enormous proportions this revo-

lution is going to take. There will be nothing which will be able

to hold the wrath of the working class in check. They will be able

to sweep aside like chaff in the wind the opposition of four million

men ? " A. I did not use those words to him.

Q. Did Mr. Hart ever say to you the American Legion would

be against the Socialists if they attempted to put across their pro-

gram ? A. In the debate he referred to the Americian Legion as a

probable bulwark between the Socialists and the realization of their

ideals, and I will tell you the manner in which he referred to that,

and what I said in reply.

Q. Didn't you on that line, in connection with that statement

of his, use the words which I have just read " They will,be able to

sweep aside like chaff in the wind the opposition of four million

men? '/ A. I did not, and T will tell you wbat I did say if you are

interested to hear it.

Q. Then go ahead and state. A. (continuing) — We were in a

political debate. , In the course of his argument, he made the state^

ment about the American Legion in the manner I have just recited

it to you, whereupon I said to him substantially this : That if the

overwhelming mass of the people express their desire for a social

ch,ange, did I undjerstand him to be saying that the American

Legion would be used as a military dictatorship to frustrate the

will of the people ? I wanted to know from him if he was going to

stand by the contention that they were going to prevent the majprr

ity, the overwhelming majority of the people from realizing their



1938

desire expressed in a legal and constitutional way. That was the

implication of his remarks I strenuously resented then and th^$ is

the implication I resent now. He didn't, deny it.

Q. Have you ever had your attention called to the antagpnisfli

between that section of the State Constitution requiring the main-

tenance of ,^ militia of not less than ten thousand men, armed,

equipped, disciplined and ready for action, and requiring the

Legislature to make annual appropriations in support thereof and

the clause put in^o your national constitution in the year 1915,

that any member shall be expelled from the Socialist party who
votes any money in support of a military or naval establishment.

A. No, sir.

Q. You never discovered the antagonism of those two sections

until you got into this proceeding ? A. I do not realize there is

an antagonism even now.

Q. You are not yet convinced that those two propositions are

opposed to each other? A. By no means finally convinced.

Q. What are you waiting for now? What further word in

order to convince you ? A. I cannot say what further word speci-

fically I am waiting for. I will teU you quite frankly, I am open

to conviction.

Q. Could you suggest what would furnish you conviction on

that subject? A. You. mean comprehensively and completely?

Q. Yes ? A. I wouldn't undertake to do it.

Q. You do not find that antagonism from the language used?

A. I do not.

Q. There isn't anything obscure in the language, either in

your pai'ty constitution or in the Constitution of the State, is

there? You don't have to get an interpreter or a master of

dialects to tell you what either section means, that in the Consti-

tution of the State or of your party ? A. No, I wouldn't require

such a master.

Q. Do you really and honestly think that you can obey the

Constitution of the State and that section of the constitution of

your party ? A. I still think so.

By Assemblyman Everett:

Q. Which one did you obey when you voted against the appro-

priation that provided for the support of the militia ? A. I obeyed
the State Constitution and I also think I obeyed the constitution of

the party.
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Q. Well, you certainly know 'that you obeyed the constitution of

the party, don't you ? I would like yes or no ? A. Yes.

Q. That is aU. A. I also know I obeyed the Constitution of

the State.

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. Mr. Solomon, were yovi asked by your counsel concerning

the practice c-f signing resignations amongst the Socialists who are

elected to public office ? A. They didn't ask me anything about

that.

Q. You said that you had never heard of that being done, did

you ? A. I didn't say I never heard of that being done.

Q. Did you give any testimony to the effect that the provisions

of your State Constitution requiring candidates to sign written

resignations and file them with yotir committee had become obso-

lete, or nobody paid any attention to it, did you give any testimony

along that line? A. My recollection in my testimony is that I

did not sign such a blank.

Q. That is as far as you went ? A. That is my recollection.

Q. I have here what purports to,be a photographic copy of a

letter dated Aiigust 25, 1916, from Socialist headquarters and

signed by Adolph Germer, and I want to read you the concluding

paragraph in that letter :
" Candidates of the Socialist Party for

public office are supposed to sign resignation blanks so that they

may be recalled for cause. We maintain that in having such con-

trol over our candidates they will adhere more strictly to the

program of the party and render more efficient service to society."

Mr. Stedman.— What is the date ?

Mr. Sutherland.— This is dated August 25, 1916, signed by

Adolph Germer, Executive Secretary.

Mr. HiUquit.— Suppose "we see that first.

(Paper handed to Mr. HiUquit.)

Q. What do you say as to the correctness of that observation of

Mr. Germer as read by me? A, All I know is that there is a

provision to that effect in the Constitution. I never saw a resig-

nation blank and never signed one..

Q. Do you hold yourself answerable to the provisioi;! of your

State constitution to the effect that all officers who are members

of the Socialist party occupying a public position must respond
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and obey the instructions given to them by the dues-payiiig mem-
bers of the Socialist party in the political subdivision represented

by them? A. I would not say that any piublic officer must do any

such thing.

Q. Do you know the provision of your State Constitution, that

I am referring to ? A. I do.

Q. Having that in mind, do you renounce and abjure that sec-

tion of your State Constitution or do you respect it and declare

your intention of standing by it ? A. I mean to say this : That if

my local, or any subdivision of the party instructed me in a

manner that I thought was in conflict with the law, why I certainly

would not obey such instructions.

Q. What do you mean by "the law" in that answer? A. The
existing law, the existing body of law.

Q. The Constitution and the statutes ? A. Exactly.

Q. Otherwise than that you hold yourself obedient to that

section of your State Constitution, do you? A. I hold that I

would try to ascertain the wishes of the rank and file within the

limits that I have just characterized, and within those limitations

I would act in conformity with the Constitution.

Q. ISTow, I have not referred, to the party rank and file in my
question. I have referred to what your State Constitution refers

to, namely, the dues-paying members of the Socialist party. A
That is the party rank and file.

Q. The rank and file are only those who pay dues in your party.

A. Of the regular political party, yes.

Q. So we can understand each other, when you refer to the rank

and file of the party, you are referring to those who pay dues ?

A. Exactly.

Q. Well, were the instructions received from, the rank, and file,

or the dues-paying members of your party, do not come in con-

flict with the written constitution or statutes, you hold yourself

ready to obey the instructions which you thus received from that

source ? A. Just with one further qualification. Judge
;
provided

I were convinced that those instructions were in conformity with

the principles, policy, tactics and platform of the Socialist party.

' Q. You would not allow any faction in New York county to

take precedence over a section of the National Constitution or

the platform of the ISTatidnal Convention? You would consider

that, higher law within the Socialist party than some mandate
from local New York; is that your meaning? A. Well, I can
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ixnderstand that a manda,te, say, from iQcal Hew York, might be

in conflict with the provisions of the jSTational Constitution.

Q. And in that case the JiTational Constitution of your party

would control? A. I think so.
'

;. ,„,,i

Q. But as a general policy as to your votes on bills, as to^

your acts as a naember of the Legislature, you hold yourself

obedient and responsive to any instructions received by you from

the dues-paying members of your Assembly District, do you not ?

A. I have made that answer, and if the stenographer will read it

again, I will reply word for word in the manner I have answered

it.

Q. Very good. I do not question you any further along tha^

line. Wow, just let me look at my notes a moment and perhaps

that will be all. You signed a regular application for your party,

did you not, Mr.' Solomon ? A. To the best recollection.

Q. Where were you born? A. New York City.

Q. How old are you now ? A., Thirty.

Q. When did you join the Socialist party ? A. About ten years

ago— maybe more.

Q. Did you ever hold any public office before you were elected

to the Assembly? A. Never held any anii never ran for any.

Q. What was your line of occupation before you became a

reporter on the New York Call? A. I, was a stenographer.

Q. In what place? A. In several law offices.

Q. You regard Lenine, do you not, as a moderate and sober

thinker along the Socialist lines ? A. Well, I do not know very

much about Lenine except what I have read by him and about

him; but I will say this. Judge: that he is a vyhole lot more
moderate and sober than a great many people think he is.

Q. Well, now, you heard Mr. Hillquit say those words, didn't

you, that Lenine is a sober and moderate thinker ? A. I did.

Q. Let me read to you a few words from Exhibit 50: "The
American working class will not follow the lead of its bourgeoisie.

It will go with us against the burgeoisie. The whole history of

the American people gives me this confidence, this conviction.

I recall with pride the vords of one of the best loved leaders of

the .American proletariat, Eugene V. Debs, who said, in the

'Appeal to Keasdn ' at the end pf 1915, when it was still a

Socialist paper, in an article entitled, 'Why; should I fight,' that

he would rather be shot than vote for war credits to support the

present criminal and reactionary war, that he knows only one

war that is sanctified and justified from the standpoint of the
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proletariat: the war against the capitalist class, the war for the

liberation of mankind from Wiage slavery. I am not surprised

that this fearless man was' thrown into prison by the American

bourgeoisie. Let them brutalize true internationalists, the real

representatives of the revolutionary proletariat. The greater the

bitter and brutality they sow, the nearer is the day of the victori-

ous proletarian revolution."

Q, Does that appear to you to be a sober and moderate view

of the attitude of the socialist party in reference to the subject he

is discussing ? A. I should say that that statement was rather

over-stated, highly colored, and I highly doubt whether it is

Lenine's.

Q. Did that suggestion come to you just then from Mr. Hill-

quit ? A. No. I thought it very keenly while you were reading;

Q. You didn't say it until you heard Mr. Hillquit speak it just

now ? A. I deny that is from a sober and moderate thinker.

Q. Do you ? A. I don't know whether it is or not.

Q. It is published by the Socialist Publication Society

and it was given credence and authority by Mr. Martens in

his testimony before the Lusk Committee, which testimony was

read in evidence in this ' proceeding. Now, relying upon that

I am going to read this paragraph to you and ask you if you

agree with these sentiments ? " We know that it may take a

long time before help can come from you, comrades, American

workingmen, for the development of the revolution in the

different countries proceeds along various paths, with vary-

ing rapidity (how could it be otherwise) ? We know full well

that the outbreak of the European proletarian revolution may take

many weeks to come, quickly as it is lipeniri^ in these' days. We
are counting on the inevitability of the internatonal revoluton.

But that does not mean that we count upon its coming at some

definite, nearby date. We have experienced two great revolutions

in our country, that of 1905 and that of 1917, and we know that

revolutions cannot come neitheir at a word of command nor accord-

ing to prearranged plans. We know that circumstances alone

have pushed us, the proletariat of Kussia, forward, that we have

reached this new stage in the social life of the world not because

of our superiority but becauses of the peculiarly reactionary char-

acter of Eussia. But until the outbreak of the international

revolution, rpvolulions in individual countries may still meet with

n number of serious setbacks and overthrows.
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And yet we are certain that we are invincible, for, if

humanity will not emerge from this imperialistic massacre broken
in spirit, it will trumph. Ours was the first country to break the

chains of imperialistic warfare. We broke them with the greatest

sacrifice, but they are broken. We stand outside of imperialistic

duties and consideratioiis, we have raised the banner of the fight

for the complete overthrow of imperialism for the world.

We are in a beleaguered fortress, so long as no other interna-

tional Socialist revolution comes to, our assistance with its armies.

But these armies exist, they are stronger than ours, they grow,

they strive, they become more invincible the longer imperialism,

with its biaitalities continues. Worlcingmen the world over are

lireaking with their betrayers, with their Gompers and their

Scheidemamis. Inevitably, labor is approaching communistic

Bolshevistic tactics, is preparng for the proletarian revolution

that alone is capable of preserving culture and humanity from

destruction.

We are invincible, for invincible is the Proletarian Revolu-

tion."

Q. Now, does that agree with your trend of thought, Mr. Solo-

mon, or not ? A. That was a pretty long statement. I tried hard

to follow you. There were many things there I agree with and

there are a few things there I do not agree with.

Q. JSTow, do you deny that is Lenine's ? A. I don't know any-

thing about it.

, (Discussion off the record.)

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Q. Let me ask you one more question. From the bulletin of

the September, 1919, convention I learned, at the last end of your

convention you adopted this resolution: "Resolved, that it is

the sense of this convention that we go on record as fayoring the

nomination of Eugene V. Debs as Presidential candidate of the

Socialist party in the campaign of 1920, but that we defer the

actual nomination of Presidential and Vice-Presidential candi-

dates, and the adoption of the platform to the campaign of the

National Convention of 1920." Did you vote for that resolution?

A. I did.

Q. Was it unanimously carried ? A. T do no.t recall whether it

was unanimously carried, but I voted for it.

Q. It went with the convention and it wa.s adopted ? A. Yes.
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:

Q. How long were you in a law office as a stenographer ? A. I

worked in seYcral law offices. .

Q. How- long? A. I .w0nl(i, say three years in various law

offices.

Q. And how long have you studied law? A. Two years.

Q. Now* in your speech, after Oneal's speech, you said in

part :
" That when the, police officials, or the department of jus-

tice agents, read that speech,", that is Oneal's speech, " find-

ing nothing in it that in their judgment is seditious or vio-

lative of the law, they will pass it up, unappreciative of the splen-

did message that it contains "
; what did you mean by that ? A^ I

meant by this,— in the first place, the speech contained a great

many truths which I considered a splendid message; secondly, I

meant by it this, that people were being sent to Socialist meetings

for the purpose of taking speeches of speakers stenographically.

These speeches might subsequently be studied with the: object in

view of ascertaining whether anything in,these speeches contained

might be unlawful, and if so, these alleged unlawful utterances

might serve as the basis for indictments. I meant to convey that

certain people, engaged in certain activities, were primarily inter-

ested in getting things on the Socialist speakers.

Q. But you thought they could not get it in this case ? A. It

wasmy judgment at the moment that there was nothing in the

speech that was unlawful.

Q. And you thought that the message was conveyed without

subjecting the speakers to the penalties of the Espionage Law, did

yoTl not ? A. I thought so.

Q. Well, now, as an employee of a law office fpr several years,

and as a student of the law—-how long? A. Two years in the

New Yoik Law, School.

Q. -^ you know the difference between obeying the law in

spirit and obeying it in the letter and breaking it in spirit; you

know that, do you not ? A. Breaking it in spirit ?

Q. Yes, breaking the spirit of the law? A. I confess at this

moment I am not capable of understanding that.

Q. You know about the, evasion of the direct provisions of law,

do you not ? A. I have heard of the law being evaded.

Q. .ISrpw, you further said: " If only we could 'he assurgsd that

the speech would have an enlightening effect upon a narrow-minded
lot of blind bats, who will read it, there would be some satisfaction
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in the whole situation beyond this meeting • but since we know that

so far as we are concerned, they will look for a word here and a

word there, and a phrase here and a phrase there, upon which they

may pin an indictment, why there is nothing but despair so far

as they are concerned." Now, what did you mean by that ? A. I

meaiit by that what I mean by that now, that as far as they are

concerned, generally speaking.

By Mr. Hillquit

:

Q. Who is " they " ? A. Meaning people who would read this

speech,— not all— but some people who would read this speech.

^
Mr. Brown.— Now, I think instead of sotto voice between the

counsel and the witness, the witness should be allowed to answer.

' Mr. Hillquit.— Will you kindly read that portion again ?

Mr. Brown.— I will: " If only we could be assured that the

speech would h^ve an enlightening effect upon a narrow-minded

lot of blind bats, who will read it, there would be some satisfaction

in the whole situation beyond this meeting ; but since we know that

so far as we are concerned, they will look for a word here and a

word there, and a phrasO; here and a phrase there, upon which they

may pin an indictment, why there is nothing but despair so far as

they are concerned."

The Witness.— Well, I thought that was perfectly clear.

By Mr. Bjpwn

:

' Q. It seems to me so, but I wanted you to explain it. A.

I meant to say that certain people who would probably read

that, were, in my judgment bigoted and blind; that they would

not' see it as I saw it; therefore, I despaired about them in the

sense that they would not see it as I saw it in all probability.

Q. Is that what you mean ? A. Yes.

Q. That you despaired? A. Yes.

Q. Well, if you despaired, what did you despair pf ? A. I

despaired of their ever seeing it, understanding it, appreciating it.

Q. Ever tmderstanding the splendid message it conveyed? A.

Yes.'' !-,•-- '

Q. That is, you felt that in the first place it conveyed a splendid

message? A. I felt that. :
>

Q. You felt in the second place that they would be unable to

frame an. indictment from a phrase here and a phrase there^
you felt that? A. I felt it was not indictable.
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Q. You felt it was not indictable ? A. Yes.

Q. Although it conta:ined a splendid message? A. Yes. I

do not think it should be indictable because it contained a splendid

message.
r

Q. No, not necessarily on that account. Did you mean that

you despaired or that they despaired ? I wish to read it to you

again. A. Yes.

Q. " They will look for a Word here and a word there and a

phrase here and a phrase there, upon which they may pin an in-

dictment, why, there is nothing but despair so far as they are con-

cerned." Did you mean that they would despair at.finding no

ground on which they could frame an indictment? A. No.

Q. You meant that you had a despair on their account ? A.

Yes.

Q. That they would not appreciate the, splendid message? ; A.

Yes.

Q. That is, you felt that it was conveyed in such an ambiguous

way and in such beautiful terms that these blind bats who repre-

sented the government would not understand it? A. I did not

think that at all.

Q. Didn't you? A. No-.

Q. What did you think, then ? A. Exactly what I said : that

regardless of the tenus in which it was conveyed— and as far as

I was concerned, it was explicit— they would not see it as I saw

it for various reasons.

Q. They would not ? A. No.

Q. And you felt tha,t| the government agents would not see it

as the audience saw it ? You thought you were talking to an

appreciative audience ? A. Yes, I thought so.

Q. And you thought that the message would be conveyed to the

audifence, but it would not be conveyed to the blind bats wh,o repre-

sented the government there ? A. I thought thai; was. so.

Mr. Stedman.-— Answer yes or no. Make it short.

By. Mr. Brown:

Q. Now, what splendid message did it convey ? A. Insofar as

it expressed the Socialist movement, it conveyed a splendid mes-

sage. '

'

Q. Well now, you did not say anything to that audience in

relation to there being anything in that message that you disap-

proved of ? A. I did not say so.
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Q. On the contrary, you said :
" I think the Socialist Party

will be happy to print it in the form of a pamphlet, so we may
distribute it and sell it as propaganda literature " ? A. I said

so.

Q. And that was followed by great applause ? A. I recall it

to have been followed by great' applause.

|Q. And you did not point out a single word in that message

with which you differed ? A. I did not.

Q. Now, in your remarks, or in your answers, previously given,

you said you put some limitations on the matters in this speech

as not being fully approved of by you. Was there anything in this

speech of Jim Oneal's— you called'him " Jim "— was there, any-

thing in this speech of his that you did not approve of? A. I

do not recall that I made such a statement. I would like to be

confronted with my answer first.

Q. Well, is there anything in his speech that you do not approve

of now ? A. I have not the entire speech before me.

Q. Well, we will give it to you in just a minute— page 411.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Did you approve of the speech, Mr. Solom.on ? A. I have

not the entire speech before me.

Mr. Stedman.— Let us stand on it.

Mr. Brown.—We will have lots of time for lunch. This is

the only time I have bothered you during the entire examination.

(Hands speech to witness, indicating page 411). Eead it and

point out what there is in it that you disapprove of.

Mr. Hillquit.— Suppose we let him read it during the lunch

recess?

Mr. Brown.— I want to know now, not after consultation at

lunch.

Mr. Hillquit. —< Eead it now, then.

The Witness.— I will tell you that I approve of the whole

speech.

Q. There is not a phrase or a clause in it that you caii disap-

prove of, is there ? A. I might improve on it rhetorically, but I

approve of the whole speech.
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By AssemWymari Wilson:

Q. There is something I wanted to get cleared up. I think, Mr.

Solomon, you tes'tified this morning that your occupation in 1919

was mem,ber of the Assembly ? A. Y^s^ sir. '.

. Q. Did you give any other occupation ? A. No ; I 4i<i speaking,

lecturing, for which, I was compensated.
,

Q. But you did not do any fither work last year ? A. No,i

Q. Did you receive frora the Clerk of th^ Assembly sometime

in November, 1919, a letter with the request for your name, ad-

dress and occupation? A. In 1919 ?

Q. Yes? A, I think so,
,

Q. Do you remember wh^t occupation you gave then ? A- I

do not recall what I said in that letter.
,

Q. But you did not have any occupation? A. In 1919 ?

Q. Yes ? A. You mean after the session was over ?

Q. Yes ? A. After the session was over, I say I did some work

for the Socialist party, and I managed my own campaign.

Q. I mean in JStovember, 1919, did you have any real occupa-

tion ? A. I was re-elected to the Assembly then. .
>

,

Q. Did you have any position, occupation, in that month of

November, 19l9 ? A. I do not recall at this rdoment that I did

anything particularly.

Q. You do not know what reply you gave on the request of the

clerk of the House as to what your occupation was ? A. That was

the month of the election you mean ?

Q. Yes? A. I do' not recall at this moment. I think I stated

substantially what I said.

By Mr. (Sutherland

:

Q. Have you been a lecturer connected with the Rand School ?

A. I have lectured— I have received lecture engagements through

the instrumentality of the Karid School Lecture Bureau. '

Q. And those lectures were on Socialism ? A. On Socialism

and phases of Socialism.

Q. And for those lectures you received compensation ? A.

I received compensation. '

By Mr. Brown

:

Q. What was the last business or employment for compensa-

tion that you engaged in other than as a public official or in any

Socialist work ? A. I do not recall at this moment that I engaged

in any other regular occupation.
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Q. The last one ? A. That is what I mean.

Q. For how long since have you had any occupation other than

Socialist work. A. I was secretary to the Socialist Aldermanic

delegation.

Q. Well, that is socialist work, I suppose? A. I have been

engaged, quite, frankly, largely, in socialist work.

Q. IsTow, what is the last employment you had before you were

engaged in one phase or another of socialist work. A. I can refer

to this record. I think I was a stenographer in the offices of

lawyers—
Q. When? That refers to your stenographic services? A.

Yes, sir. ,

Q. When was the last employment as a stenographer; about

when? I am not asking particular dates; what year? A. Just

before I went to work on the Call. I came there from a law

office.

Q. That is somewhere in 1911 or 1910, something like that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have you ever been disciplined by any branch of the Spcial-

ist party for insubordination ? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever been called to answer for any violation of

the socialist platforms or rules? A. No, sir.

Q. You said that you voted against the minority report in

September, 1919? A. Yes.

Q. Did you vote for the majority report? A. In the convention.

Q. You did? A. Yes, sir.

By the Chairman:

Q. This parade that the police officer testified to, what day of

the week was it? A. I don't recall the exact day. It was the

usual annual May Day parade.

Q. Was it on Sunday ? A. I don't think so.

Q. How many people were there? A. In the line of march?
Q. Yes. A. Several thousand.

Q. Were you one of the organizers of the parade ? A- No.
Q. The parade was forming at the time the police officer came

down? A. Yes.

Q. That is what he says. I don't think you have given your
version. Now, the law that you wanted to test the constitution-

ality of was the law that passed the session of the legislature

relative to carrying a red flag? A. No, there was a law in force

72
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that was passed I think by the New York City Board of Alder-

men, an ordinance.

Qi Didn't we pass an act in 1919? A. Yes. •''!''

Q. This law we passed in 1919 was in effect at that time,

wasn't it? A. I think so, yesi'
•:-• ^.m. •

Q. Was that the law you were going to' teSb the constitutionality

of? A. I wasn't going to test the constitutionality of that law.

I wanted to determine whether the trade union biaimers were

excluded under the law. We took all the red flags and all the

red ribbons out right away.

Redirect examination by Mr. Hillquit

:

'

Q. Mrl Solomon, did you listen attentively to Mr. Otfeal's

speech? A. I say I listened attentively, yes. . .

Q. Was there anything in it as it impressed you that could

,be construed as an appeal to violence or as countenancing violence

or unlawful acts in connection with Socialist propaganda ? 4-

No, sir.

Q. This statement of his, which I, believe Judge Sutherland

has read to you :
" We shall continue our §%rts_ slong pea<;eful,

intelligent, educational lines, knowing that in the last analysis that

once we reach the heart, the brain, the conscience of the masses of

ithe great American, come what will, gags, chains, jails cannot pre-

vent us from transforming the, United States, in,to a genuine

thoroughgoing industrial democracy of Socialism.'' , Did that to

your mind express the substance of his argument ? A. It did.

Q. And was it to that largely that you directed your remarks

desiring to have it in print, dissemihajied and .circi^lated, and so

on? A. Yes, sir.
.

,

Q. 1 will ask you, Mr. Solomon, with reference to your, state-

ment that they, the "blind bats ", as you referred to them, would

probably not read the^whole speech in its proper context, but would

take out something here and there disjointed, and dis.connpcted

upon which to frame an,inciic1;nie)pLt : What agencies did you have

in mind whom you, characterized as "blind bats"?. A. Police

officials.

—

_ ,

,,,,,,.,

Q. Police officials were at Socialist meetings ? A. Or ifchej per-

sons '^hp "had pgnt the stenographers thpre.

Q. The Department of Justipe h.ad stenograpliprs occasionally ?

A. I guess so ; I presume so. ., ,;, , ;;,,,! . -..,

^
'*CJ. the LuKk Gommittee? ' A. Yes.
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Q. I will ask you whether in your experience these agencies, in-

eluding the Lusk Committee, 'did resort to practices such as you
described, taking texts out of contexts, publishing disjointed

Socialist statements, and perverting the natural meaning and sig-

nificance ? A. That is my undei/standing.

Q. And that is what you had in mind at that time ? A. Yes:

By Mr. Sutherland

:

Q. You say the thing to do now is to take words in their natural

and ordinary significance ? A. Words that can be so taken.

There are technical terms; for instance, an engineer would use

technical terms, and to other engineers they would mean things,

but not me.

By Mr. Brown:
. . ,, .

, . ,;. !; "

Q. " Scab " is a technical term ? A. Not amongst labor people.

By Mr. Stedm^n:

Means strikebreakers, doesn't it ? A, Yeg.,

Mr. Sutherland.— That is all.

,

,

,. ;

The Chairman.—We will take a recess until 2 o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 12:40 P. M., a recess was taken until two

o'clock P. M.)

AFTER EECiiSS, 3 :05 P. M.

Mr. Blocjk.^ Mr. Chairman, so that the record may be com-

plete, I want to offer in evidence the pleading^, in the case of the

IJnited States of Apierica ex rel. Workingmen's Cooperative Pub-
lishing Association vs. . Albert , Burleson, Postjngster-Qeneral of

the ^United .States, pending .in the, Supreme Court of the District

of Columbia. This was the report which was verified and served

a fgjy days ago, vei^ified, in the Supreme Court of thg District- of

ColumJ)ia aiid served on,the attorney for the Postmaster-General.

Mr. Conboy.— This is a pa^er tha:t was prepared right in the

middle of this proceeding. It is dated the 13th day of February,

iSa-O, verified thfe.lSth day of February, 1920. It is verified by
Mr. Gerber and I see Mr. S. John Block's name is signed to it as

attorney for the relator. N^ow, I think that it is incompetent.
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Mr. Block.— If this is incompetent, then the other papers that

have been offered and received in evidence are also incompetents

The petition and answer being in evidence, and feeing comjietent,

the reply is absolutely necessary to be incorporated into the record

as essential in the proceeding. Whether it is verified, in Eebmary
or September or any other time 19 immaterial. : This is offered

merely as a matter of form to complete the record.

The Chairman.— As I understand it there is in evidence now,

as exhibits in the case, the petition and the rule to show cause

against Burleson, and this is the answer ?

Mr. Block.— Yes, sir. '

The Chairman.— That is served by Buries.

Mr. Block.— Yes, sir ; and this is the reply to his answer.

The Chairman.— It may go in.

(The paper waa received in evidence and, marked Assembly-

man's Exhibit No. 10 of this date.)

Mr. Block.:— And I ask to have, it printed as the other exhibits

were.

The Chairman.— Yes. , >

Edward J. McGowan, called as a witness, being duly sworn,

testified as follows:

Direct Examination by Mr, Block

:

Q. Your address? A. 470 West 153rd street, New York.

Q. What is your occupation, Mr. McGowan ? A. Clerk of the

Board of Elections.

Q. How long have you been clerk of the Board of Elections of

the City of New York ? A. About li years.

Q. Are you familiar with the election law of the State of New
York? A. I am.

,
,

Q. And are you familiar with all of the provisidns in a geuetd

viray of that law which pertain to the primary elections'?' A^ Yes.

Q. Will you state, in a general way what your duties are and

haye been as clerk of thg Board q| Elections? A. I have charge

of the make-up of the ballot as far as New York county and

Brpnx county are concerned.
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Q. For primary elections ? A. For primary electiona and
general elections ; in charge of petitions coming in designating the

nominees.

Q. That is, petitions by the regularly designated candidates?

A. By all parties, and every one who wants to have his name
placed on the ballot.

Q. Yes. With relation to the Socialist party primary election

or elections for nominating candidates at the primaiy elections,

have you in mind any instance in which persons other than the

regularly designated candidates of the Socialist party have filed

nominating petitions?

Mr. Oonboy.— That is objected to as immaterial, incompetent

and irrelevant.

The Chairman.— That already appears. Sustained.

By Mr. Bloct:

Q. Have you record of a nomination in the year 1916 for

member of Assembly in one of the districts in New York City

in which a nominating petition was filed for the Socialist party

nomination for member of the Assembly on behalf of one Louis

E. Cuvillier?

Mr. Oonboy.— That is objected to on the ;ground that it- is

incompetent and irrelevant.

The Chairman.— Sustained.

Mr. Block.— The challenge was made here last week by Mr.

Cuvillier to the testimony of "Mr. Gerber, when Mr. Gerber testi-

fied Mr. Cuvillier's name had appeared on the ballot, and Mr.

Cuvillier interjected a denial or challenge. We have therefore

produced the clerk of the Board of Elections who has official

knovpledge or information which he wishes to place before this

committee so there can ibe no doubt in the minds of the committee.

Mr. Conboy.— That isn't a collateral inquiry.

The Chairman.— I struck out all the conversation that Mr.
Cuvillier and the gentleman had on that excepting the proof as

it stood that day, and I will strike out all the evidence of counsel

and sustain the objection.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is on the ground that the statement of

Mr. Gerber is uncontradicted in the record ?
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The Chairman.— It seems. tq be, I have not heatd anybody

contradict it.

-Mr. Block.— Mr. Guvillier, as a member ocf. the Gommi-|tee,

did contradict it. - . .

• /

Mr. Hillquit.— However, the Chair takes th£i,t position.

The Chairman,— The record may be clear down to the ,§upt

taining'of the objecition,, .

'

. r ;

Mr. Block.—^' I' want to ask one question: Have you with you

a ballot which was used in the primary election in the City o£

!N"ew lYork during the year you .mention,, on which appear; the

names of candidates for Socialist party nominations for member
of the Assembly, and on which the name of Louis Cuvillier

appears as candidate in such election?

Mr. Conboy.— Same objection.

The Chairman.— Same ruling.

Mr. Block.— All right. That is all.

Mr. Hillquit.— Now, may it please the Chair, as tp sort of a

question of parliamentary inquiry ; the defense has one more wit-

ness to produce, and wishes to pfodiice him now. We had hoped

to finish our testimony to-day, and still hope to do so. It being

about 12 minutes past three now, I would suggest that the Chair,

in pursuance of the powers contained in the rules under which

we are operating, fix a specific time for each side in the direct

exaMiina:tion and cross-examination of this witness— August

Claessens— because we wish to finish the examination this after-

noon and I think it is highly important that we do.

Mr. Sutherland.— We want to finish, jMr. Chairman; but we
think it would be quite impossible to tell just how long the exami-

nation will last.'

Mr. Hillquit.— 'So, but I am ready to take a limited time and

to confine myself wiithin the time. - '!'^'
'

>:

, Mx. Brown.— We will unite with you and hurry along as best

we can.

The Chairman.— You gentlemen seem to agree that you are all

in a hurry.
^^
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August Claessens, called and sworn as a witness, testified

as follows

:

Direct examinatipn by Mr. JBEillqult:
,

Q. Your full, name ? A. August Claessens.

Q. And where do you live ? A, 1403 Fifth avenue.

Q. In the borough of Manhattan ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. City of New York ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How old are you ? A. Thirty-four years of age.

Q. Are you married or single ? A. Married.

Q, Any family? A, One child.
.,

Q. When and where were you born ? A. I was born in Switzer-

land in 1885.

Q. What part of iSwitzerland? A. In the City of Berne.

Q. And when did you come, or were you brought to this coun-

try? A. I was brought at the age of five years to this country.

Q. And have been residing in this country ever since ? A. Ever
since.

' "' '' " ' '
-

Q. You are a 'citizen of this country ? A. I am.

Q. And became one when? A. About 1&13; that is, I was a

citizen before that time. When I came here I understand the law

was that anyone who came under age automatically became a

citizen.

Q. On the citizenship of his father,— on the naturalization of

his father? A. Yes, but my father had only taken out his first

papers. He had neglected to take 6ut' his Second, so I was auto-

matically denaturalized and applied for citizenship later.

Q. Well, you were admitted to citizenship in 1913 ? A. In 1913

Mr. Conboy.— Did you complete your naturalization process

at that time ?

The Witness.—Yes.

Mr. Hillquit.— Yes, sir; in 1913.

Q. What education did you receive, Mr. Claessens ? A. I was

educated in the parochial school of the Roman Catholid Church.

Q. Until what age? A. Until the age of fourteen, with the

exception of possibly three months in a public school.

Q. And did you attend school after the age of fourteen ? A. E"o,

sir.

Q. When did you begin working for a living? A. I should

say about at the age' of eight. I worked before- and after school;
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I worked during vacations,— a peddler, newsboy, and various other

street trades. I was compelled to leave school at the age of four-

teen, and began working in department stores as a cashboy ; several,

years as grocery clerk, and then I learned the trade of paintihg

and paperhanging ; and for the last six or seven years that' I was

occupied by employers I worked as a shipping clerk until about

1912.

Q. During that time did you supplement your school educa-

tion by other instruction ? A. I began again at about the age

of twenty. That is, as soon as I had a position ijuit enabled me
to have my nights free, then I went to Cooper Institute a:nd took

instruction in the department of elocution; after that time I

studied some four or five years at the Eand School.

Q. Finishing your studies when ? A. At what school ?

Q. Eand jSchool you said the last. A. They are not finished

yet.

'

_
;^ ,, /

\
_ ,,_,^, ;

Q. But when did you stop taking lessons in instruction? A.

Well, I have taken as many courses as my time would permit.

Q. Until whjat year? A. Well, I still drop in on classes and

take whatever I can possibly get.

Q. You say you worked as shipping clerk until— A. Until

1914, I think.

Q. And what has been your occupation since 1914? A. Since

that time I have been employed as a lect|irer and teacher, spe-

ficially for the Socialist Party, the Rand School, and various

labor organizations and civic bodies.

Q. And in the course of such lecturing have you had occasion

to travel through the country ? A. I tra.veled through some twenty

States of the Union. I have spoken on the average, that is, de-

livered lectures to the extent of about 300 a year during the lasl;

eight years.

Q. So that you would say within the last eight years you have

about 2,400 public speeches or lectures to your credit? A. If you

will dignify them as suck

Q. You made as many speeches as that?, A. Yes.

Q. A.nd that you say in all parts of the country ? A, In some

twenty States. ;

Q. At any time within these eight years were you arrested on

account of any remarks or statements made by you on any of thqse

2,400 occasions ? A. No, sir, and I have been regarded as— u
Q. No, never mind. The answer is no. A. No, sir.
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Q. And those speeches were all public speeches? A- Puhlic

speeches.

Q. And police officers mostly present ? A. Generally.

The Chairman.—You don't mean that quite that way, mostly

police officers present.

Mr. Hillquit.— Police officers present in most cases.

The Chairman.— Oh, excuse me. Go ahead
;
proceed.

By Mr. Hillquit;

Q. Mr, Claessens, are you a member of the Socialist Party?

A. I am.

Q. And when did you become such a member? A. 1909.

Q. And have remained a member of the party ever since ? A.

Ever since.

Q. Did you hold any office within the party ? A. I have never

occupied any executive position that I know of with possibly the

office of organizer of a, branch ; that is a sort of a leader in the

Assembly district.

Q. And have you attended conventions of the Socialist Party,

national, State or local ? A. I have attended three iState conven-

tions ; I think the last three;

Q. In the State of New York? A. In the State of New York.

Q. And any national conventions ? A. Only one.

Q. "Which one ? A. The last one at Chicago.

Q. When were you first elected to public office, Mr. Claessens ?

A. In the month of November, 1917.

0- And you were then elected to what office ? A. The office of

Assembly.

Q. Member of the Assembly ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. On the Socialist Party ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And in the State of New York? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Were you re-elected in subsequent years? A. Yes, sir.

Q. For the same office ? A. Three times.

Q. From the same district? A. Prom the same district.

Q. What years were you again elected in? A. I was elected in

1917 the first time; 1918 the second time; 1919 for the third time.

Q. You have heard the, testimony of Mr. Waldman with refer-

ence to the activities of the Socialist members in the Assembly in

the session of 1918, including your ovsm, as far as introduction of

bills goes ? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. And will you accept tke testimony? A. I do.

Q. InlOlQ how many Socialist members of the Assemhly -vsfere

there here ? A. Two.

Q. Yourself and ? A. Mr. Solomon.

Q. In that session, the second session of the Assembly, did ybu

introduce any hills ? A. I did. , .

,

Q. How many ? A. Oh, I should judge a little over a dozen.

Q. Will you please just refer to them by title and subjects so

as to give us an idea of the character of the bills ? A, Yes, sir,

and I might say, to save time, that many of thelri have been 'bills

tha^ were introduced at a former time, so I need not wslstie time

explaining them. '

The.Witness (cpntinuing),7pT S.iifji| is., the case. , The first I

have is a bill to repeal the clause in our Educational Law pertain-

ing .tp the, physical training of ;ph^di;en over eight > years,, of ^ge

under the direction of the MUitary Training Commission, ;
That

has been explained by Mr. Waldman. ,

<,, .,,M,

A bill abolishing the death penalty. That has been expl^in,e3

by Mr. Waldman
,

,.. .

,, A, hill making it a felony to, practice third degree methods in

obtaining admission of guilt; and that has been explained.

Another bill repealing rthf section in the Military
^
Law ,per-

taining to the, compulsory training .pf boys; and that h^s ^een

explained.
,

. i

'"''''
i)

Here is a new one that repeals chapter ^YO of thp Laws of 1?18,

entitled "An act to amend the ,mi],it.ary. law relating to miliiaiy

training of boys." I was present when this bill was passed and

spoke against it during the time that it was before the Hpusie. It

was introduced by lyir. Welsh. I thjink, the Committee isra^er
familiar with the bill. Ji, is.the one that npt; only impose^ wiili-

tary training upon boys in school, ,]jut also upon those wljio.worjl^d,

with .the specific provision, that thpse whq had pot obtained such

military training could not be employed.

Q. Your bill was for the repeal of that? A- Yes. Then I

introduced a new bill, last year, amending th§ Labor Law, in

relation to hours of 'employment of all emplpyees in thif, state,

specifically demanding a six-hour day. Briefly described, jthe

purpose of , this bill, I may say, that I had in mind alb that time,

was the fact that shorter hours is an ,irtii:rie4iate step jn the dirg^r

tion towards the ultimate solution of the problem of unemploy-

ment. I was rather hesitating about introducing it at that time,
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for I thoTiglit- it was,- a little too imitsli in advance of the time;

but since then the six-hour day has become a somewhat popular

conception.

Q. And recognized in some industries? A. Yes. I reintro-

duced the bill demanding the aibolition of the Department of the

kState Police. • -,:.

Q. That has been explained? A. That has been explained,

except I might state that a Kepublican member of the Legislarliure,

Mr. Thayer, did me the honor last year of duplicating this bill.

He also introduced one.

Thea another bill which has been explained by Mr. Waldman
is the one that repeals that section of the Military Law in rela-

tion to the reserve militia.
. This is the Act of 1916 ; and I would

like to say that Mr. Wolff wa,s in error when he construed this

bill, in his description, as a bill repealing the entire m.ilitia of the

state. :.!.'

ByJiCr. Sutherland:

Q. Give us the number, now, of that, please. A. You want
the print number ?

Q. The number of your bill.,, A. The Introductory Number is

35-3, print number 362. As I understood it, this is the Stat©

Conscription Act, passed in 1916, which gave the Governor extra-

ordinary powers to conscript into a reserve militia the aHe-

bodied men of this state.

By Mr; Wolff:
"

Q. Chapter.§98? A., Chapter 568, yes, sir. I first became

interested in this matter during the campaign of 1916, through

the remaarks of Judge Seabury, who made extensive attacks^ on
this mea^urp. The ]jilj, was iintrpdueed in 1918 by Mr. Shipla-

coff and I reintroduced it in 1919. i,-

Another one, amending the Penal Law in relation . -fo the

employment of armed men to act as policemen, peace officers, or

guards for the suppression of strikes or industrial, disputes. That

has been explained by Mr. ^Waldmap,

Another,, which is an act to amend the Executive Law and the

Property ;Offices Law in relation to the employment of the State

Militia, National Guard or State Police to suppress strikes, walk-,

®uts ,, or other industrial /disputes. When I. introduced that bill

I had in mind a criticism generally made against the National

Guard on the part of trade unionists as to the objectionable phase
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of the use of the Natioi^al: Guard in industrial disputes; and I

desired to eliminate that condition, and for that reason introduced

this bill. ,1 . ., 1 .1,,.

Another, and the last bill, to amend the County Law i]i;rela]laon

tO' the appointment of deputy sheriffs to suppress strikes. That,

has been explained by Mr. Waldman.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Now, Mr. Claessens, referring to. all such bills so introduced

by you, did you make bona fide efforts to get them considered by

the House, and, if possible, passed ? A. In most cases, yes.

Q. Applying to the various committees for hearings ? A. Yes,

sir. , '
' .

Q. And were any of these bills passed ? ' A; No, sir.

Q. Not one? .A. No, sir,

Q. Did you also, in that session, vote for hills not introduced

by you or your colleagues, but introduced by other members of the

House— Eepublicans and Democrats? A. YeS, sir. I voted

for, I should say, at least 500 or 600 hills; not only voted, but

actively supported them by speeches on this floor, whenever I

considered these bills of some benefit to some part of the wh6le

people of this State.

Q. And did you vote against any bills ? A. I did.

Q. About how many ? A. I would say approximately 200.

Q. And for what reason? A. Because I considered them inimi-

cal to the interests of the people of this State, and particularly

to the working people of this State.

Q. Did you keep posted on all pending and current legislation

in the House ? A. I did.

Q. And studied all bills before the House? A. I did.

Q. And Toted on most of them that came up for a vote? A.

On all of them.

Q. On all of them? A. Yes.

Q. Did you miss many days of attendance in' the Assembly
that session. A. My record of attendance, in 1918 and 1919,

was such that it will show that I have not missed one working

session of the Legislature, with the exception of possibly five or

six Friday mornings, during which time the State Legislature is

composed, on the average, of about eight men.

Q. And the Assembly, you mean? A. Yes, the Assembly. I

cannot speak about the Senate.
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Q. And by the way, Mr. Claessens, will you say that the

Soeialist members of the Assembly werei generally in attendance

upon the sessions of the Assembly quite regularly? A. Yes, sir.

Q, In attending those sessions, Mr. Claessens, did you attempt

to obstruct the work of the Assembly in any way ? A. Not that I

am conscious of.

Q. Or were you indifferent to the business of the Assembly?

A. No, sir, and more specifically, I have never left my seat

during the time that anything was going on in this House.

Q. Did you take an active interest in all business of the As-

sembly ? A< I think I can say completely so.

Q. Did you attempt to the best of your ability to discharge

your duties as member of the Assembly in a practical, construc-

tive way? A. Yes, sir.

Q. At any time during the first or second session of the As-

sembly, of which you were a member, did you advocate disorder

or force or: violence in the House of the Assembly? A. No, sir,

Q. Did you ever have occasion to speak on that subject at all in

the Assembly? A. I did.

Q. When and on what occasion? A. On several occasions.

But I have in mind particularly one occasion that occurred, here

last year during a debate on the ratification of the prohibition

amendment.

Q. What was the occasion ? A. The occasion was in the nature

of a reply—-that is, I might put it this way, I made a talk on the

subject. The latter part of my talk dealt specifically with a reply

to ,a remark made by one of the Democratic party members of

this House.

Q. Have you got an official report of that speech of yours on
that occasion ? A. I have the stenographic notes of it.

,Q. Will you please read such portions which deal specifically

with the subject of force and violence as a political method? A.
, I shall, and I will ask the Chairman of tb.e Committee and the

counsel of th^ other side whether they want to hear the speeches in

their entirety or shall I just quote the sections.

The Chairman.— This question asked of you by your counsel

called for the reading of such portions of the speech as deal specifi-

cally with the subject of the use of force and violence as a political

method, in which connection.you may read the remarks which call

for your reply. A. At the conclusion of the address of this Demo-
cratic party member, he said the following, speaking about

prohibition—
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Assemblyman Blodgett.— Can we have tbe date of that? ,

The Witness."—^January 23rd, 1919. The Assembly haviiig

under conSidetEttion Assembly Bill Wd. 51, Printed No. A^Sl, Iby

Mr. McNab, being a concul-l'ent'resol'iition'ratifyifi^ a proposed

amendment to the Federal Constitution relatlrfi'td" a'ptdhfbltion of

the manufacture, sale, transportation, impprtatioii and ^poVllati'on

of intoxicating liquots for beveragfe' purposes.

'

By Mr. Hillquit:
"

' Q. ISTow thien, read the remark made in your reply. A. I state

again, to be speciiic, that thefe'e are the concluding rernarts' of this

geiltieman's spefe*6h' oii the subject of prohibition: "'Whilfe Wonder-

ing about it I sort of tiinlc that the Same thought tomes to my mind

as came to it a year or so ago, and the thought is that I hope that

vfhen those heroes do come' back, those heroes who have battled for

democracy and who have kept the world safe for democracy on the

other side, while the enemies of demoerafcy' were stealing it away

from the people over here, sincerely do I hope, looking up to iny

God tonight, that they will have enough aitimunition left when they

come back to use it on the hypocrites and on the bigots and on tlie

enemies of democracy who have stolen deiiiocracy while they were

over there."

Q. Tliis remark was not made by a Socialist meiiitjer of the

Assembly, was it ? A. Decidedly not.

Q. What was your reply specifically to that remark ? A. At the

conclusion of my address I stated the foUAwing: " Now,f am
very sorry to hear a remark such as has been heard here today from

Assemblyman MoCue, I think after all if one side los^s in this

great democracy, that laws should ;n6i; be resented with such a

bitterness as it was resented here this afternoon. If the boys when
they come back resent the idealha,t we h^ve voted against their

interests, this inciting to riot which we Socialists are o:tten accused

of doing, -^, we murderers^ bolsheviki and so pn— what would

happen if I should suggest, as Assemblyman McCue suggested,

saying when these boys came bact they may have a bullet left, and

giving a suggestion as to what they may dbwiththose bullets? No',

that is not the right way to progress. I believe in an expression

of the will of the people, and if prohibition turns out to be wrong,

there will be one force to change it, not bullets; but educatioii.

Q. Does that correctly represent your views and attitude at the

time? A. It didJ -
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Q. And did that represent the accepted views of the Socialist

Party as you understood them ? A, It did.

Q. Now, Mr. Claessens, there has been introduced in evidence
in this proceeding a copy or transcript of the alleged speech of

yours delivered upon the occasion of the Second Anniversary of

the Soviet (government. May I call your attention to the portions

of it reprinted upon, the brief of counsel for the Committee on page
59. Have you got it? A. That is, I have the record of the pro-

ceedings here.

Q, Well, you have the record before you ? A. I have the pro-

ceedings here^

Q. Well, you have the record before you ? A. I have.

Q. Will you turn, please, to page 2i29 and begin with the para-

graph quoted, the words, " Yes, as Comrade Trachtenberg sa,id,"

and so on ? A. I have it.

Q. Will you please, read the first paragraph ? A. (reading)
" Yes, as Comrade Trachtenberg said, when we read and when we
hear these things, we immediately begin to. grasp the significance

of what 'Socialists call the .' social revolution.' The revolution

itself, you know, which so scared the average thick-head American

into the idea of bloodshed and violence, a revolution that history

tells us is a very harmless sort of thing— it is a change in the

form of government— ' a change, from a kingdom to a so-called

republic is accomplished by revolution.' ' Revolutions,' says Kirk-

patrick, ,' are seldom noisy or bloody, unless the ruling class im-

prudently and stupidly stand in the path oi progress and cry

Halt,'—^just like, a locomotive, not dangerous at all, but a very

useful thing, except to a jackass that will stand on the tracks;

that is, locomotives were not built to kill, they were built, to move
forward, to do some good."

, .

,

Q. Now, is this substantially a correct transcript pf the remark

made by you on that sujbject at the time? A. I think so.

Q. I will .ask you whom or what you meant by the expression

"average thick-headed American?" A. That representative of

the group characterized here the other day as Henry Dubbs. ; I

mean the type, that gets little or no information, but through

newspapers; that regards the :dictionary in' a sort of a holy .light;

that is, seldom reading it, and satisfies himself with his own inter-

pretation of language— the word revolution, to such individuals

can mean nothing else but bloodshed and violence.
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. ' . . . ' '.'', •''hiv !
'•

Q. As against such conception you define, do you no't^ your own

conception and adopted the definition of Mr. Kirkpatrick in that

connection ? A. I do.

Q. Is that correct ? A. I do.

Q. Will you please state what you mean or meant by this

simile of a locomotive and the revolution ? A. i tried to elucidate

Kirkpatrick's statement. Great changes. The dictionary defines

the word revolutionary as a fundamental transformation^, , as a

great change. It is not necessarily a noisy or bloody occurrence.

That great changes have taken place without any noise or blood-

shed ; that when these incidentals are introduced into a revolution,

they are generally the result of certain forces that will stand in

the track of progress.

Q. Now, Mr. Claessens, you have delivered 2,400 lectures'? A.

Yes.
' ..''"

Q. One less would not matter very much, so let us not proceed

along the lines of lectures. Your simile, with a locomotive, did

you have reference to the onward processes of social revolution

which leads to a change of what you call a revolution ? A. That

is what I have said.

Q. And when you speak of persons, or jackasses, I believe it

. w;as, rather standing in the way of the locomotive, did you have in

mind an effort to check or stop social progress? A. I did.

Q. In concrete application to the Socialist program, will you

please elucidate what you meant, but very briefly ? A. Well, I

have in mind certain historical examples. Justified attempts were

made by the landowning class in Great Britain to impede and ob-

struct the great change known as the industrial revolution.

Q. And such efforts to impede or obstruct, have they come

into the historical instances that you mention, or iii the ones that

you foresaw in your speech ? Have they been made by the

triumphant majorities, or the defeated minorities ? A. Generally

by the defeated minorities.

Q. "Eovf, will you please read the next clause or paragraph of

that speech, beginning with the words, " The foundation of pre-

sent day society— ? " A. " The foundation of present day society

is the exploitation of one human being by another. We want to

strike at that from the foundation, and in removing the private

ownership of the things that are necessary to life, we remove the

foundation, and once you remove the foundaition, the entire

structure collapses, ought not to be rebuilt."
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Q. Is it your recollection that you used this exact expression

" ought not to be rebuilt ? " A. No, sir, I cannot recognize that

as iny language. Furthermore, it is meaningless. I may have

said that it cannot be rebuilt.

Q. After it once collapses? A. Possibly.

Q. Now, proceed. A. We socialists are social revolutionists;

and for some of the detectives that are here, let me tell you that

we are really the most peaceful people in the world, so much so

that we are pacifists. '

Q. Now, the brief of counsel for the committee stops at this

point. Will you please read a little further from the record?

A. And complete the sentence. "That we hate the shedding of

blood— we hate the shedding of blood, for we believe that hang-

ing and killing never did any man any good. It has no educating

influence."

Q. Did you say that as far as you recall ? A. I do not recall

whether I stated the word " pacifists " without qualification.

Q. But the entire statement, as such, you accept as yours ? A.

Yes, sir.

Q. Well, will you now please proceed from this point :
" When

I pick up the newspapers?" A. "When I pick up the news-

papers, and you pick up the newspapers"—

Q. A little louder please ? A. "— and you read of the race riots,

you read of the brutality, the bestiality of the great mass of the

American people, you will find that we are still such an inferior

and beast-like set of creatures that we are far from' that fine spirit

of idealism which our comrades in Russia are so many thousand

years ahead of us."

Q. Now, the text stops here, but have you got more of that in

the record ? Read on, please, a little more. A. "Illiterate— yes,

they cannot read. Well, that is not necessarily a sign of stupid-

ity,"

Q. Well, stop right here, and will you now take up the portion

of your speech beginning with the words, "I know some people

said yesterday "— A. It is on page 235.

Q. Yes; near the bottom. A. " I know some people said yester-

day, and I know some of you feel to hell with the whole matter

of voting;, to hell with the whole form of government. If the

government rests upon thievery and fraud, then you have no

government, you might just as well ref6r to this nation as the

United States of thieves; but I am not one of those to become
' pessimistic."

'
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Q. Gontinia©.? -A. "We are kefie toniglrt celfibrjating th,© SQcpnd

anniversary of the Rijissian Eevolntion ; and, cojparades, wKile the

Eussia-ms have. not. the privilege of voting., if it ma.j^hi^,flalle^ tie

privilege in the days of the Czar, they had ;npt themselves vs^hat

you would call a democraey ihefore the Czar; yet our eojnra^e^ in

Rassisa were also treated like dogs, w,ere also; shot 0,nd hung/jand

sent to Siberia. Every dirty trick ihey used against us herej/was

' <usdd,' against thena, aiad only worsie, and did they gtop ? Did it kill

their spirit? Did they say, 'Oh, what's the use? Give it, Tip?

You cannot accoiaplish anything; you are up agaimst, a mightier

power; what is the good?' Our .Eussion eomradegi did not ,say

that. They were fight&rs; and-wh^n we are celebrating the second

anniversary of the Eussian revolution we celebrate the secqnd

anniversary of fighting men and women, and if we celebrate that

in the hi^^t possible form, not only in our idealism, but in oiir

' ien'thusiasm, then we celebrate it also as martyrs, and npt as

cowards."

Q. Well, stop here, and let me ask you now, to what incident

did you refer when you said, " I know some people said yesterday,

I know some of you feel to k-ell with -fehe whole matter of voting?

"

What was that yesterday referred to here? A. That, will take;

a

little time in explanation.

Q. Make it as brief as you can: A. I will be brief. When I

first heard that speech read here—-that is, the date— my heart

sank into my sho(3s, for in noticing the date, I was immediately

seized with the ccinsciousness of the fact that that was one speech

delivered on: an occasion such as which I very, seldom had ,to

experience ; and in explanation of it, I would like to say, gentle-

men, that it> was absolutely impossible to understand the extrava-

gant statements that I make there unless you know the conditions

that provoked them. I might say, also, as a preface, that I recog-

nize much in the transcript that is not my language. However,

substantially, the record is correct, and I wiUevemgo farther and

state that I will accept it in tbto, including the language that is

not mine. • '

The meeting was held three days after election, ostensibly for

the purpose of celebrating the second anniversary of the Eussian

revolution.

Now, as to my state of mind in making tha* speech: much of

my emotions, or the character of my emotions, can be understood

when you regard that speech as a summing up to that moment -i—

that occasion. I was brought up on the East Side of the City



1967

of New York, in a very popular 4ist,riat known as the " Gas House

District," Charlie Murphy's district. While I went to school. I

received the usual instrjoctipn^ patriotic and otherwise— and I

was, as most emotional youngsters are, an enthusiastic patriot in the

sense that most people understand that term. In explaining why
I neglected my citizenship, I may just say a word here, that I had

developed, in my contact with conditions op. the t East Side, an

abhorrence to politics as a whole. I was not a citizen when, ,

I

joined the Socialist Party, but there, for the first time, I came in

contact with men and women who ,inspired-me.with the ideals of

citizenship. From that time on commenced my political educa-

tion and experience. I had the highest conception of the ideal of

democracy and of the right to vote and of the right to have, that

vote counted. >'.'.'

About the year 1916 I began to become subject to a series of

shocks. I acted as watcher at polling placra. I went through ihe

first experiences in the campaign of 1916,; in the Twentieth Con-

gressional district, in which Mr. HiUquit was the Sopialist can-

didate. I was in polling places from six o'clock in the CTCning

until nine o'clock the next morning, and I saw the stealing of

ballots and I saw Mr. HiUquit defeated.

In 1918, I went .through the same experience again, in the

meantime supplemented by the knowledge of frauds on the East

Side, pai'ticularly in the ease of Meyer London, in the jeat 1918.

But of all my experiences the worst one that I was ever subject to

was the last one in my district, and I am ashamed to say that I

have the dishonor to represent one of the most corrupt— politi-

cally spteaking— one of the most corrupt political districts in the

entire State.

Q. You refer to the election of 1919 ? ' A. The Seventeenth

Assembly' District. : ;

Q. And the election of 1919 ? A. And the election of 1919.

Q. ]!fow, speaking briefly, tell us what you observed' in con-

nection with' that election and the counting of the votes in your

district? A. I might say before that what happened to me was
not the first instance of fraud in that Assembly district. Mr.

' Steinberg, a member of this House, was subject to that condition

some years in the past. In 1917, during the primary contest^-

the Mitchel-Behnett contest— sixty odd election inspectors were

indicted and some two score convicted. I had hoped that that was

the end of that condition. Then came 1919. All day long I went
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from polling place to polling plade and tried! to assist p'edpte to get

their right to vote. 1 witnessed v^y mtich fraud in the dayHiiie,

then the evening began, and I went from one polling place i)6 an-

other. The first one I came to was liOSth Strfeet and= Madisqn

Avenue. There were over 500 ballots in that distriCSt^— that

election district— of which we estimated about 350. The top of

the ticket, which had been counted— that is, the office of the

President of the Board of Aldermen —f showed' soniethMg like

280. '
'

'

Q. For whom? ' A. Mr. Oneal.

Q. The Socialist candidate ? A. The Socialist candidalte on

that basis you can probably figure.

Q. That has been the Experience of the Socialist Party in past

elections, that local candidates receive a higher number of votes

than at the head of the ticket, is that it ?

The Chairman.— I thought they could not change the ticket.

Mr. Hillquit.— We don't assume to exercise an ironclad control

over voters.

Mr. Block.— The remark is that the district is not corrupts -
i

(Discussion off the record.)

The Witness.— My attention was called to a disturbance; in that

election district. I got there and I noticed some eight pr,
,
ten

typical gunmen. They had.pushed our watchers away from, the

table and had begun the count without watchers. When Ii arriyed

they saluted me and I asked what was the trouble. " Qh," they

said, " nothing." Then they asked me how many votes I wanted.

And I said I wanted no more and no less than what we were en-

titled to. One member of the Board said " Will you take, 2.70 ?"

I said, " No, I want the ballots counted." They refused to count

in our presence for the second time.

Q. How many did they give you eventually ?
,

; A. 2Y0.

Q. Stuck to the bargain. A. Oh, yes. I know there, were i at

least 360 there; A police inspector arrived and I complained to

him. He , said, " Well, my boy, we cannot do anything here. If

there is any evidence of fraud, :why, have, the ballots counted in

court.V- From there! went on to other sections of my distripts,

from one election district to the other and I saw the same condition.

In fact, I saw the s:ame gunmen. They traveled from one place

to the other. The vote was held up so that they could arrive. I
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got in one place and saw a neat little stack of ballots, I, should

judge over 100 or so, on one side of the table. I asked the Chair-

man, "What are these?" "They are void." "May I look at

them ?" After some controversy he permitted me to look at one or

two and to my astonishment they were perfectly good ballots, and

the excuse given was that they were marked too heavily or too

lightly. Then I went to other districts. To cut a long story short

I have seen it in some ten or twelve election districts personally.

I have it from one of the ward heelers there that Mr. Oppen-

heim—
Q. Who is he ? • A. He is the Republican leader of the dis-

trict— gave instructions to his men to go the limit.

Q. Now, Mr. Claessens, let's clear up a few points.

Mr. Brovra.— To do what ?

The Witness.— To go thb limit.

:
Q. You referred to the lYth Assembly District as a corrupt

district and you added, I believe, politically speaking, Let's get

that quite clear, Do you mean that the residents of the district

are corrupt? A- Oh, no.

Q. Do you mean that the voters are corrupt ? . A. Oh, no.
,

Q. Do you mean that the. iSoeialist Party organization in the

lYth District is corrupt ? A. 'No, sir.

., Q. What is corrupt in the lYth Assembly District? A. The
political organiza,tion of the Republican Party in particular and

the Democrat Party in general. Two years ago—
, ,Q. Never mind. A. This is important. The leader of that

district was indicted, he and his son.

By Mr. Block:

Q. Which leader ? A. I refer to Mr. Krulevitch and his son.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. KJrulevitch and his son were both indicted for offenses

in connection with elections? A. Yes.

, Assemblyman Pellet.-^- That indictment was dismissed?

The Witness.— Oh, yes.

The Ohairman,— By a Supreme Court judge, General Ses-

sions ?

Mr. Stedman.— General Sessions.
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Oan'didatfe ? A. I was. "'

Q. That is, a joint candidates of the Eepublican and Democra-

tic Parties; fe'tliat correct? ;A': Yes, sir.

Q. And the Election Board was composed exclusively of Kepub-

lieans and Democrats? A. Yes, sir. • - .;

' Q. ]fo Socialists? A. Fo, sir.

Q. 'So that in the counting of your votes or of votes of candi-

dates; 'similarly situMed the' contest ^was between a Fusion ca;ndi-

date, Eepublican and Democrat on the one side, and the Sociiedist

on t^e other? A. Yes, sir. ' • ' '
••'

Q. And the Election Board composed of members of the poli-

tical parties represented by your oppopaent ? A- Yes, sir.

Q. Entirely and exclusively; is tbat correct? A. Yes, sir.

Q. I will ask you whether in connection with.' the election

frauds and violence what you have, ,described as accompanying the

elections and count of vote in the l7tb Assembly District, similar

occilrtences bavei' taken place to your knowledge and tbe knowl-

edge of other vdteVs in your district and in otber Assembly Dis-

tricts of the City of !N"ew York? A. In answer to that quiestion

I think I can save time and sum up what I started out to say con-

cerning the frame of mind T was' in when 1 made that speech—
Q. We will come to that. Did you know of similar election

frauds in other Assembly districts ? 'A. Oh, yes.

Q. I will ask you this. Do you know of conditions in the

Eighth Aldermanic District at the time? A. Yes.

Q. And do you know whether in that district Mr. Algernon

Lee, the Socialist Party candidate, was reported to have been de-

feated by a few votes ? A. Yes, sir. '

Q. About 238. And was that by a Fusion opponen,t ? A. That

was. . ,
,

, ^ ,

Q.' And are the votes now being recounted? A. The votes' are

now being recounted.

, Q. And do you knp\y what tjie first ,l>9,llot box opened in, this

recount showed ? A. The fir^st ballot box opened in this. recpu,Bjt

showed that Mr. Leehad been cheated out of 30O votes.

Q. In one election district? "A. In one election district and

one box only.

Q. So that if the votes had been correctly and properly counted

in 'ihat one .election district Mr. Lee would have been elected ; is

that correct ? A. Yes, sir.
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The Chairman.— That goes to show you can get redress in the

courts.

Assemblyman Pellet.— It seems to me that the only purpose

of this testimony is to show, the frame of mind when Mr. Claessens

made this speech. You are offering this testimony without giving

an opportunity for anybody to controvert your statements. 1

think you should confine this^ testimony ,tp facts as to ,M!r. Claes-

sens when he made that speech and things that subsequently hap-

pened have nothing to do with it. at all.

Mr. Hillquit.— It was generally known at; the time that Mr.

Lee was cheated out of this election.

The Chairman.—He says, " These very small judges hold, their

seats by just the same frauds. If they are not thieves many are

receivers of stolen goods and you' can imagine how much justice

you can get from that bunch." You are testifying and now state

that you are getting an order for a recount and are getting justice.

Assemblyman Everett.— You were elected, weren't you ?

The Witness.— By accident, yes.

Mr. Everett.— No, but you were counted in by these people?

The Witness.— An oversight on their part gave me the election.

Assemblyman Everett.— I asked for the re^sult. You were

counted in?

The Witness.— Yes, I was.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Do you think that you receive^ a fair count and were

credited with all the vote^ legally cast for yoij ? A. Certainly not.

Assemblyman Everett.— But you got enough to elect you ?

Mr. Hillquit.— He got enough to elect him.

Q. Now, will you please state what you meant by saying this

was the result of an oversight or accident ? A. What I meant was

that they had reduced what many of them themselves admit a

majority of some 1,500 votes for me down to a majority of forty-

nine. At the hour of three they were all celebrating the election

of my opponent. There was one district yet to be counted— one.
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time to see the carload of gunmen arrive—
Mr. Stedman.^— Guerillas.,

;

The Witness.—^ Yes, guerillas and other 'pet names.

By Mr. Conboy:

Q. What kind of a carload was this carload of gunmen? A.

Toilringcar.

Q. An automobile full of them?

Mr. Brown.— There wouldn't any of this te competent except

here. Let's let him go on.

The Witness.—I give it' for ^hat it is worth. '

. Assenjblyman Peljet.— I want to make a statement at this

time—
' Mr. Brown.— I think a fair piteture of this witness can be

obtained by letting him go on.

Mr. Hillquit.— I must object to the insinuations on the part of

counsel or the other side.

Mr. Brown.— Change it to " portrait."

The Chairman.— Proceed.

(iDiscussion off th!e record.)

The Witness.— I don't care whether you believe me— that is

not important. This is my experi^nioe.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. And you say you savfed your own vote by accident and by

preventing the miscount or the defrauding in one particular elec-

tion district; A. Yes.

Q. What election district was that ? A. That was the election

district on 130th street and Madison avenue.

Q. And in what way, did you succeed in saving the count, of

your vote there ? A. The report was that my opponent was

fleeted by 170 votes. In that district there were 280 votes for

me and 78 for my opponent. I arrived at the time that they got

there. There was ,the policeman that I mentioned in my speech.

Q. And th^t pojiceman saw to it that the vote, was properly
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counted ? A. That policeman saw to it that the vote was prop'

erly counted, and when it was counted, by an oversight and by an

accident I had 4:9 more than what I ought to have had.

Mr. Block.—^You ought to have had ?,

The Witness.— Ought to have had according to what they

figured.

Assemblyman Everett—^You had too maHy for them to Beat

you.

The Witness.—Yes.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Olaessens, did you experience any physical violence that

night? A. Npne.

Q. The Chairman called your attention to the statement made
by you with reference, I believe, to the possibility of securing

legal redress, saying, in effect, that the judges are fleeted by the

same gangs, and hence you cannot secure justice. The Chairman
also called your attention to the fact that for instance in the Lee

case on order for a recount was secured. Do you desire to explain

your former statement ? A. I will.

Q. Briefly. A. I may have been in error as to my conclusions,

but I had been subject to such things in. the past. I have in mind
particularly other frauds that never culminated in Kochester. I

had that impression also from the general condition that existed

at that time, and to complete what I wanted to say I had in mind
when I made that speech knowledge of fraud in the lower part of

Manhattan, particularly , concerning the three judges, that i we
Socialists had nominated against the ^Fusion, ticket. I had also

knowledge—
Q. Mr. daessens, I do not think you got my question. What

the chairman stated was the fact that you secured an order to

open the ballot box and that seems to stand in contradiction of

your statement that no legal redress, or remedy, could be secured ?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you mean to imply that legal remedies are not reliable

in case of election fraud? A. Yes.

Q. And are you ready to admit that your statement may have
been an over-gtateipent due to your condition at the time?

A. Many of my statements may have been that sort.



, Q. Including the one to which, the chaiimaii called your, atteii?

ti(On? A. I do. .: ;,.
:

- -

'
- ua". .\ •a',-> ^H-cv

Q. Will you ple3,sei, state
_
generally (Whether. jth^s. one ,sij^|h(

offered in evidence here is a speech containing stronger expression

than those usually delivered by you?o A. Yes, sir.
-•<•''

Q. And that was due, ypu say, tp your experiences on, .the, pre-

ceding night, election night? A.' Yes— if you will kindly let

me elaborate

—

Q. Very briefly, if necessary.
_
A, I will. , On that night 'we

were not yet certain of the election. Three nights after the

evening of election news had come from .the other districts

throughout the entire Assembly district in which I reside. Thiere

was a great d«al of emotion and excitement. On the. night aftqi;

election I held street meetings in six or seven parts of my district

and counseled with the people to keep cool; to keep calm. I

went in front of the Republican headquarters and dared my
opponent to demand a recount,'' for I believe my experience has

been when a man is defeated by so small a majority they do not

demand a recount Friday night I had just reached that boiling

pdiint' where I had reached the lowest depths of abhorrence a;nd'

disgust for the whole political machinery.

Q. !N"ow, then, Mr. Claessens, you said to your audience: "

I

know some people said yesterday,' aiid I know some of you feel,

'to hell with the whole matter of voting,' " and so on. Did this

refer to a sentiment of diSgust over' the practices of the officials

in counting the votes, as you have described ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And did you encourage that sentiment, or did you seek to

encourage it by your speech? A. I did not; I tried to countei^-

act it.

Q. And even that night, indignant and excited as you were, you

say ybu' stood up for continuing political methods ? A. Yes.

Q. In a peaceful way? A. I did.

Q. Will you please now read the balance of this speech quoted

by counsel for the Committee ? A. (Reading speech referred to)

:

" I warn you, comrades, that we are not going to lay dovra on the

job, and I have spoken around the street corners, the night beforef

last, and I have told my constituents the same of such a con-

dition. I have likewise told any person who still remaiiis a

Democrat or a Republican— I do not care how honest and clean.'

you. may be, you' are an accomplice of a crook. You have abso-

lutely no right to speak of democracy (applause). ' You have

absolutely no right to speak of an American Republic; there is
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no American JRipsublic. It /is merely one huge institution based

upon fraud— God. Almighty— if the men and women cannot

cast their ballots, if they cannot get counted their own ideas, what
is the sense of this whole thing ? Now, thank goodness. Socialists

are not only working along political lines. If we rthonght for a

minute it was merely a dream on our part, a great political

controversy until we have a majority of men elected
—

" Is

there not a misprint there somewheresi

Mr. Hillquit.— Well, I suppose it is not "controversy."

The WitnesiS (continuing).—" and then, by merely that

majority declare the revolution, if any of .you smoke that pipe-

dream, if that is the quality of opium, you. are puffing now, give

it up. Give it up. Yet I do not want any of you to go to the

opposite extreme. The economic movement is also the moyement
by which Socialists are marching on; but the economic movement
also has its shortcomings; and it also meets the Cossacks, and the

brutal forces of the capitalist power in every way. But there are

other things we want. We are working not merely upon the indus-

trial, upon the political, not, merely in the cooperatives, but along

.the broad lines of education, and I do not know, .and you do not

know, and there is today nobody in this room that knows how the

social revolution will" be accomplished in this country. At least the

luck that the Russians have^ I doubt whether we will have it for ten

million men to walk home, Ijeaving their offices, in the sewers"

—

and then there is the word "inaudible" ini brackets—"walk home
with guns, that is a picnic, that is easy for any revolution "— then

there is the word " inaudible " in brackets. " But that is a con-

dition that you have not got here."

" Yes, and in celebratingthe second anniversary of the Russians,

we celebrate their enthusiasm and their spirit, and you cannot

celebrate without getting that spirit in to you. also.
; *

"Others of us have to do that. We capture one section and move
on to the next until we reach more and -more, and ultimately

realize-^ do not. get behind, do not let the thing of last Tuesday
wear on your nerves. It was mean,; it was dirty,, it was the low-

est— and if that is American,— well:,, then, we are proud, to, be

called non-Americans. The dirty, trashy yfa.j .— if that gang

stands for that, refers to Russia as a country of atrocities, then, I

tell you, some day the Russians will have to send' missionaries to

the United States for the purpose of bringing decency \ in here.'.'

Q. Have you concluded ? A. Well, there is lots more.
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Q. Finish the entire quotation. A. i " M)yi Gody when X looked

at some of those dope fiends that sat ai-oumd' some of those boards,

I'^thought to myself— some smile, gentlemen, and news;^apers talk

a!bout the nationalization of women in Eussia. If .there was an

ounce of truth in your particular damnable lot, you would be the

first ones to take a steamer to go to Russia. The language that

those men used at the polling place there was absolutely unfit for

pigs ; and those are the types thidt we are supposed to' believe uphold

our American democracy. If there was not a fact a change was

coming, we would say :
' To hell with the whole Wsiness.' But

we are going to the Assembly, and we will tell it to them. There

are five of us. Charlie Solomon is one. There are others', asd I

will go myself into the bargain, and we will tell them something.

But we won't waste as much time in the Assembly, comrades,

talking to that bunch that sit there with stolen property sitting in

their seats, but we will use our position with the Assembly, and

reach the Henry Dubbs and speak to them, and I can assure you,

comrades, we won't sleep one night when we are in Albany, but

every night we will be speaking in Troy, Schenectady and Amster-

dam. Everywhere around there, arousing the workfers wherever

we possibly can. You let us rejoice tonight, what has happened

is not so serious. What has happened is good, in so far as it is

but another reason and argument that proves the necessity of not

merely a political victory, but a social revolution."

Q. N'ow, Mr. Claessens, will you please briefly explain what you

meant by this expression :
" You have absolutely no right to

speak of democracy. You have absolutely no right to speak of

American Republic. There is no American Republic " ; and theii

further, " God, Almighty, if the men and women cannot' cast

their ballots, if they, cannot get counted their own ideas, what is

the sense of this whole thing?" What did you mean to express

by it? A. I was making a generalization there, rather unfortu-

nate from particular occurrences, in my district.

Q. Well, was it the idea you wanted to convey that either

democracy and true foundations of the American Republic

mfean the ability of the citizens to cast their ballots and have them
counted? A. !N"aturally, sir.

Q. And when this ability ceases, democracy ceases to have a

meaning? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did you mean by the statement, " Socialists are not

only working along political lines? " A. I mean What has been
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described kere by a number of witnesses. We operate througb

various channels for the great change that we are seeking.—^
the

great social transformation that we call the social revolution.

Q. These channels' being? A. Political action wherever we

have it
J
economic action, by that we mean through the power of

trade unions, and bettering the conditions of other workers by

shorter hours, high wages, better conditions ;_
likewise bringing in

a labor organization, a better understanding of their relation to

the state; also in the cooperatives—-

Q. And also educational lines? A. Yes, along educational

lines.

Q. And all these lines along legal, constitutional methods?

A. That is as I understand it.

' Q. Now, then, you say further :
" It was mean ; it was dirty

;

it was the lowest," referring to the election fraud ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. "And if this is American, well, then, we are proud to be

called non-Americans." Was it your conception that as a matter

of fact it was American ? A. Oh, no.

Q. That fraudulent practice. And when you say if that is

American, we would be proud to be non-American? A. That is

what I meant.

Q. I>o you mean, as a matter of fact, that we are not proud of

such conditions; we do not approve of them because they are un-

American? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Or what did you mean in that connection? A. I meant at

that time, and had specific reference to certain organizations that

were agitating in my district under the guise of Americanization,

these people being connected with other parties, not ours. They
tried to Americanize the district, and I expressed my utmost con-

tempt for Americanism, if by Americanism be meant the inclu-

sion of such conditions as I witnessed on election night.

Q. You meant that the same elements that committed the elec-

tion frauds you describe also paraded as Americans and American

patriots in your campaign ? . A. Yes, sir.

Q. And branded the Socialists who stood for an honest count of

ballots as non-Americans ? A. I wouldn't put it that way. They
branded the Socialists as non-Americans, i

Q. They called it_ that way? A. Yes.

Q. And that is what you had reference to? A. Yes, sir.

Q. iN'ow, in the concluding statement you say "We won't

w'aste as much time in the Assembly, Comrades, talking 'to that
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faio-'eh that sit'tKere with stolen property sitting in tMeir' seats
"

-^; what did you mean by that?

•

.'.•
-. •,! '.,.'. 'fh' • •

'•' !.';!*'•-
I

The Chairman.— ^ou need not explain that, .because: I will

gay.riight here we won't t^e.thajtin consideration in the decision

of the casq.

Mr.' Hillquit.— Either way.

The Chairman.— Either way. It is a matter of entire indiffer-

ence what thigy say about us, but you might explain this : "But
every night we will be speal?ing in Troy, Schenectady and Amster-

dam rousing the workers,'* what did you mean by that ?

,TJie , Witness.^^ Excuse me, Mr. Chairman, I would like to

explain that remark, tbe one before that.

The Chairm^an.^ It is entirely irrelevant.

The Witness.— It is part of my speech ; I would like to explain

The Chairman.

—

, You can explain it.

The Witness.— I didn't mean you possessed property that was
stolen. I was under the impression!that four or five men uf le£ist

were here in seats that did not belong to them. Since that time

I have found that I am in error. There is possibly one man
here and one in the Senate. I want to apologize if Ihat

is taken. I didn't mean it. Then again it was a result of tre-

mendous excitement on my part, an over-statement.

By Mr. Hillquit: ,,

Q. You say it was an over-statement ? A. Yes.

Q. And you say you meant to refer to one member of the

Assembly and possibly one of the Senate who was given the elec-

tion by what you call fraud at the time ?

iMr. Brown.— He didn't refer to the Senate at all in his. speech.

Mr. Hillquit.— Neither to the Assembly.

'

'
'

Q. Now, wha|; you meant by "rousing the workers wherever
we possibly can "?' A. By the term "rousing" I'm^anjtjto
aroilse them from peir slumber. Whatjl meant is likewise borne
out by my' activities during the two years that I have been here.
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Eveiy blessed night I have spoken in towns nearby. I hAve con-

ducted classes. There are men in this House that know that fact,

and in so doing I was doing the legitimate work of instructing

and teaching the work of Socialism.

Q. By the use of the expression " rousing the working classes
"

did you mean exciting them to revoke and riot and violence ? A.

No, sir. -'
•

Q. Did you mean by it stirdulating their intellects, opening

their' eyes to what you considered to be the true social conditions 'i

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And is that expression frequently or generally used in the

Socialist movement in that sease? A. At least I use it that way.

Q. Mjc. Block suggests that to arouse public sentiment : is ' a

pretty well known expression. I suppose you admit that ?
' A.

Yes, sir.

Q. Mr. Claessens, you were also charged here by Mr. Wasser-

man with having given it as your opinion or conviction that the

Constitution was a mere scrap of paper, and also, that the people

when they got control under a Socialist government would take

things by force; let's take the first one; did you ever refer in a

conversation with Wasserman, or otherwise, to the Constitution

as a scrap of paper ? 'So, sir.

Q. Do you remember any conversation with Mr. Wasserman in

which the Constitution was mentioned? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What was said by you to him on that occasion ? A. I had
three debates with that gentleman, and that one that he refers to,

I think he referred to the Constitution as having provisions that

made the inauguration of Socialism; impossible. I believe I stated,

for I have stated it so many years, in the same way, that I doubt

as to whether that is correct, and that the Constitution in the last

analysis is a matter of interpretation, and I believe when we have

sufficient power we would interpret it in our light, as judges have

in the past interpreted it in the light of the conditions reflecting

at that time.

By Assemblyman Caulfleld.

Q. Were you speaking of Mr. Frank Wasserman, of the 23rd
Assembly District? A. Yes.

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. In any of your election speeches,* did you ever refer to the

Constitution as a perfect, unchangeable document ? A. No, sir.
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Q. Did you eyer refer to it disrespectfully, as a scrap of wortk-

less paper, or in any other similar sense? A. No, sir.

, Q. You recognized it, did you, as the supreme law of the land?

A. I did.

. Q. To which the respect of the citizens is due as such, and

obedience to it ? , A. Yes, sir.

Q. As to the second to last statementj that the people, when
they gflt control under a Spcialist government, would take things

by force; did you make any such statement? A. Never in my
experience.

: ;Q. Can you see any sense in that statement, that when the

Socialists first got control, then they would take things by force?

A. No, sir.

Q. Did you make any statement like it ? A. Not to my knowl-

edge.

Q. Any statement to Mr. Wasserman or anybody else, that it

is in the Socialist program to take the government or the control

of the government, by force ? A. No.

Q. Npw Mr. Claessens, did you at any time when you rau for

office on the ticket of the Socialist Party^ Or after election to office

on the Socialist ticket, sign an advance resi^ation from the office

for which you ran ? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you at any time sign and deliver to the Socialist Party,

or any committee or 'any representative of the Socialist Party a

resignation of any kind, form, shape or manner ? A. No.

Q. Did you ever see such resignations signed by any other such

candidate for office on the Socialist Party ticket ? A. "No.

Q. Or Socialist official? A. No.

Q. Or did you see such resignation at any time, in any shape,

forih or manner? A. No, sir. I heard that there was such a

thing, but I never saw it

Q. You heard that there was ? A. Yes.

Q. And that was when ? A. Oh, some time in the early part

of our party.

Q. Did you see, within the last five years any resignation blank

which any candidates fpr public office signed or filed ? A,, No, sir.

Q. Did you, while you were in office, receive any instructions

as to your public or official acts from the Socialist party, or any

committee or any representative of the Socialist party ? A- On

one occasion— on^ only.
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Q. Was that the occasion referred to by Mr. Waldman? A.

Yes, sir.

Q. That is, with reference to your vote on the question of the

prohibition amendment ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that is the only' one? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Were you in the habit of making reports of your activities

in the Assembly to your constituents ? A. Yes, during that very

time.

Q. Which time ? A. During my first term— during the very

time that we were discussing prohibition here for the first time.

Often before I received instructions from the party I recall calling

my constituents, or those who would want to come to a ttieetiing,

at Lenox CasinOj 116th Street and Iieriox Avenue, and there I

stated the' case; for you gentlemen know the first, time we were

caught rather unawares by the Prohibition amendment. That is,

it was not a campaign issue.

Q. You stated the case to your constituents ? A. Yes, and then

I took a vote.

Q. And did the vote favor the course that, you subsequently

followed? A. Yes, they instructed me to vote against prohibition.

I explained my referendum idea to them and they stood by me.

But, of course, that was only a small gathering of my constituents

^— I should think five or six .hundred people.

Q. I will ask you, Mr. Claessens, whether you circulated a

circular letter among your constituents at times, of which this is

one? A. Before I answer that I, might state that at the con-

clusion of the Legislature I; go before my constituents outdoors,

at every corner that I can possibly get to them, and then I report

to them, and I likewise receive instructions as to what I can carry

out in the next term.

Q. N'ow, will you please answer my question? Is that one of

the circular letters you sent out I, A. This circular letter was ser|

to my constituents in December, 1919.

Q. And when you say " your constituents " whom do you mean'?

A. Every voter in the district. ,

Q. Whether he is a party membqr, or not? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Or a Socialist or not ? A. Yes.

Q. You say you sent that when ? A. During the month of

December.

Q. Of which year? A, 1919.

73
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Q. About how many such letters' did you send ? A. One to each

voter,— 14:,000.
'

Q. 14,000 of them? A. Yes.

Mr. Hillquit.— I offer it in evidence. , |,

The Chairman.— Keceived.

(Letter referred to received in evidence and marked Assembly-

men's Exhibit No. XI of this date.)

Q. Will you please read it, Mr. Claesseiis'?

Mr, Wolff.— Kead the heading, Mr. Claessens.

The Witness.— (Eeadiiig) : "Assembly Ohamberj State of

New York, Albany,"— then on the left hand comer is my picture

^" August Claessens, 1403 Fifth Avenue, New York City. To

my Constituents, Fellow Citizens : Kindly permit me to address

a few words to you regarding some important matters. First let

me state as one honored for the third time into the position as

your Assemblyman I shall again as in the past two years, demote

myself whole-heartedly in your service. I trust that I represent

y6ur political views, but if I don't, then like a good citizen, console

yourself in the fact that I am the choice of the majority of, the

voters in- this district. Even though both old parties combined

on one candidate and the most shameful tactics were perpetrated

on Election night, when more than a thousand of your ballots were

discounted, destroyed or voided, we Socialists carried the district.

But we must not rest. Greater tasks are ahead of us, in these

troubled times.

" Now to the point. I shall meet you face to face every Friday

evening beginning in January at the Park View Palace, and report

to you the happenings of ; the week in the Legislature. The news-

jJkpers as a rule give you but meagre dfetails, and as I believe the

coming session will be an extremely important one, kindly take

advantage of the fact that you live in one of the few districts of

the State where your Assemblyman keeps you informed and acts

upon your needs and suggestions;

" Of course, it would be tiresome to listea to me every week as

the only speaker, and in view of that fact I would inform you that

my organization, the Socialist Party, has engaged a brilliant array

of speakers, as the enclosed circular denotes, who will lecture on

timely topics each Friday evening, and at the conclusi9n of each

lecture I shall give my report and receive your instructions.
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"With best wishes to you for the new year, I remain, Your faith-

ful servant, August Claessens."

By Mr. Hillquit:

Q. Mr. Claessens, do you know whether it was the general prac-

tice of the other Socialist members of the Assembly to periodically

report to their constituents and get the views and suggestions of

their constituents ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You have heard. here, Mr. Claessens, I assume, Mr. Wald-

man's statement with reference to his position on the appropria-

tions for the maintenance of the State Militia, and his attitude

both under the provisions of the constitution of the State of New
York on this subject and the provisions of the constitution of the

Socialist Party of the United States with reference to general mili-

tary training. Do you accept his view as testified on that point ?

A. I do.

Q. You have also heard, right in this proceeding, various official

proclamations of the Socialist Party, beginning say with' the

National platform of 1916, or even earlier; the various programs
of the National Executive Committee of the Socialist Party and
the statements, platforms and proclamations of the National Con-
vention of the Socialist Party, and you have heard explanations

with reference to such documents by Mr. Lee, Mr. Hillquit and
Mr. Branstetter, have you not, A. Yes, sir.

Q. And have you followed it all attentively ? A. I have.

Q. Do you accept and subscribe to all such Socialist Party
declarations as so explained and interpreted by the witnesses men-
tioned ? A. I do.

Q. In this particular session of the Assembly did you subscribe

to your oath of office ? A. I did.

Q. And did you read it before signing it and swearing to it ?

A. I did.

Q. And did you fully understand it ? A. I think so.

Q. And do you know of anything in your political belief, in
your membership in the Socialist Party, or otherwise, that would
prevent you from wholly and in good faith complying with all the
provisions of your constitutional oath ? A. I don't.

Q. Do you know of anything to prevent you from doing so?
A No, I don't.

Q. In other words, you think you can fully comply with it ?

A. Yes.'
' ''' ' "'

Q. Did you take that oath without any reservation ? A. With-
out any reservation ? .
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Q. Yes? A. Certainly. , ,:

Q. And yon are willing to comply iwith it and to perforikyoiir

duties as a member of this Assembly now and ever? A. Yes,

sir.

By Assemblyman Harrington: , ,.,

Q. Coming to the Henry Dub speech, at the time that Nuorteva

was introduced, or about to come into the hall, I think you made
some remark: ''Here comes our Ambassador." Will you! please

explain that? A. That ,was a jocular remark. He is not an

ambassador.

' Q. I have particular reference to the word' "our." A. Oh,

ju'St a pet name.

Q; You did not have ainything in your mind at the tinie you

indorsed th© Soviet ischeme of Russia 'for the' United' States?

A. No ; certainly not. I have lectured extensively on that subject,

showing tha.t' in each country changes will evolve out W' the

natural conditions > of that country; and I have quoted Lenine

in my lectures to an extent; that is, that no one particular form

of government can 'be imposed upon another country. I remem-
ber specifically Lenine's caution to Bela Kun, : the Hungariaii

leader, to be? careful ' of I just that', veiy thing. I have stated

specifically in my ledtures that it would be foolish— unwise—^

to attempt to impose upon this country the- Soviet form of gov-

ernment such as they have lit in Russia.

Q. Then you want us to understand- that this remark was a

joculaa." remark, with no particulair significance?' A. Yes.

By Mr. Hillquit: !-> .

Q. Ifuorteva had been a party member ? A. Yes.

Q. Eor some years ? A. Yes.

'

Q. You knew him well ? A. Yes.

Q. Then he was, for a short time, the representative of the

Finnish revolutionary government? A. Yes.

Q. Them he became sort of an attache' of Mr^'' MarteHs?

A. Yes. .
' ,

V , ::.
:

Q. And is that what you-referr^d to when you referred' to him

as " our Ambassador ? " A. Yes.
'

'
•

By the Chairman : ,
^

Q. At that time he was Secretary to the Russian Ambass^dcwi;

of t^ie IJnited States, who wa^,;'th^, Bolgbeyik. Ambassador here,

was he not? A. I think so; yes.
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Q. And he was the Bolshevik 'Secretary, was he not ? A. Yes.

Q. And you say that you were joking when you hailed him,

in that iaeeting; as your ambassador? , A. -Yes; certainly.

Q. That is what we would like to know.

Mr. Sutherland.— Great applause followed that ?

,

The Witness.— The speaker came tip through the aisle and the

applause wis for him— not for me. ' '

'

Assemblyman Everett.— I would like to ask Mr. Hillquit

why he asked Mr. Claessens if the police were usually present

when he held a meeting? ,. ,, ,
,

Mr. Hillquit.^ What I wanted to bring out is that here is a

man who delivered about 2,400 speeches, according to his testi-

mony here, in the last eight years, and always in the presence of

the police, and never, got into any kind of trouble, presumably,

showing that his meetings were peaceful during that time.

Asseimb]yman> Everett.— Well, you did not intqnd, to insinuate

that on account of the kind of a speech he made, or the kind

of a man he was, the government protected itself by police?, \

Mr. Hillquit.— If the' govigrnment had thought that August

Claessens was so dangerous an individual and tracked him to

2,400 meetings, why, the government would probably have got

hold of this villain.

Assemblyman Everett.— I thought it wais unfair to Mr. Claes-

sens. ! :

Mr. Hillquit. — Thank you. I think I am subject to that rep-

rimand.

By Assemblyman Harrington : - , >

Q. It was not necessary to have police at your meetings, was it ?

A. Oh, I have iiever sent any invitations to the police force.

Q. Can you explain their presence in any way?; A.' Oh, yes.

.ISTciw, in New York City we do not have any permit for street meet-

ings. I think that is true likewise in most parts of the State; but

we send a notification to the Police Department that on such and
such a night we will have a speaker there, and 'then they send an
oflBcer to keep order.

By Mr. Hillquit:
, , ,; ;

Q. That is done at all political meetings ? A. Yes.
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By Asssembljman Harrin^oB

:

,

Q. Was that true before 1914? A. Yes, and in the western

cities I have generally had the honor of having the Ghief of Police-

men there.

ByMr. Hillquit:

Q. That applies, does it not, Mr. Claessens,i to meeting! of the

Democratic Party, Eepublican Parity and Prohibition Party ? A.

At those meetings I have ^een them ; so I imagine it would apply.

Assemblyman Everett.— That is true of every meetiing,
.

Mr. Hillquit. — Absolutely.

(Discussion off tbe record).

Cross-examination by Mr. Brown:

Q. ]\Ir. Claessens, how old were you when you came to this

country ? A. Five years old.

Q. And you came with your father and mother? A. My
mother.

Q. Your mother? A. Yes.

Q. But not your father ? A. No, sir.
.

^

Q. Is your father living ? A. Yea, sir.,
.

Q. And how many children were there in the family that eaane

over ? A. Why, I was the only one.

Q. What say ? A. I was the ordy one.

Q. You were the only one ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And your mother located immediately on the East Sidef

A. "No, we lived in Philadelphia for about —- 1 should think about

six or seven months then they canie directly to the East Side in

New York.

Q. You and your mother came to the East Side ? A. And my
father. ;

'

Q. And your father arrived later ? A. No, let me explainl

That is what I called my father I mean my stepfather. He met

my mother on the ship coming across; They knew each other for

some time. I think they were married in Philadelphia and then

both came to New York.

Q. And from that time on you lived in the East Side? A.

Oh, yes. < ^

Q. Were they poor? A. Oh, I should say so.

Q. They were poor ? A. Very much so.
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Q. What was your fath.ei-'s business 'i A. House painter.

i^i. And did your mother work too ? A. ifes;

^. And that kept up during your childhood ? A. Yes.

Q. Until you supported youi-self ? A. Until I, well—
K^i. And you helped support yourself while living with them as

quick as you were aible? A. I did. /

Q. And then you had your education as you described to Mr.

llillquit? A. \es, sir.
'

.
.

Q. How long have you been a lecturer in the Kand School?

A. I think since about 1914 or '15.

'Q. You lecture there pretty frequently? A. Well, I haven't

lectured there so much, Mi-. Brown. I was appointed to the

department of public speaking and for a long time! did nothing

else but teach public speakers ; that is, turned out specialist spell-

binders.

Q. You mean not in the Rand School but elsewhere ? A. Ifo,

no, in the Rand iSchool.

Q. In the Rand School? A. Yes, in the last two or three

years I have been actively engaged in teaching in their classes

such as socialism and economics.

Q. And have you frequently had regular classes ? A. Oh yes.

Q. And that went on for two or three years ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you usually were in the habit of having classes up
here ? A. Oh yes.

Q. When you were here in the Assembly? A. Every night.

Q. In Socialism? A. Yes.

Q. What places ? A. Last year I had two classes in Schenec-

tady, Tuesday and Thursday nights; Tuesday night in socialism

and Thursday night in public speaking. Then I gave a course

in Troy, one or two lectures in Cohoes and here in Albany and

at times I went to Rochester.

Q. On these long journeys you have taken you have spoken

almost exclusively on socialism ? A. Oh yes.

Q. This meeting in celebration of the second anniversary of

the Soviet Republic was presided over by Mr. Trachtenberg wasn't

it? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Is Trachenberg a teacher in the Rand School? A. He is.

Q. Friend of yours ? A. Well, more than that.

Q. More than that ? A. Yes.

Q. Comrade? A. That is it.

Q. You have been associated with him a good deal? A. I

have.
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Q; And he is a man that stands high in your regard? A. Per-

sonally I mate resefva€onfe. .,

Q. You have some reservation^,? > A. Yes. ,i ^ ,i..

Q. In relation to what? A. On his ,
particular i viewpoint on

some things. '•
. , ,

..

Q. His viewpoint on some things differs' somewhat from yours ?

A. Oh yes. -- ''• "'--- •:"[ '':'

Q. Now, you heard his speech, didn't, you, at this meeting?

A. I don't think I was in the room, Mr. Brown. There were three

meetings going on at the same, time, sort of a three-ring circus,

upstairs 'and dowiistairs. ' '

Q. You followed himi at the close of his remarks ? A. I prob-

ably just got* into the room. U < P • >!

1. Q. You came in and he introduced you? A. I thinlc that is

the case.

,Q. .Did you address all three meetings ? A. I did.

Q. And make about the same speech to' each meeting ? Fairly

near.

Q. You were not talking on the suffrage amendment at any, of

those meetings? A, Oh, no, that had been settled at that time.

, Q. Yes, you were talking about the matters in the other two

meetings thatydu spoke about at the meeting Trachtenberg pre-

sided at? A. Yes, sir. ,,..,::

Q. Who presided at the other meetings? A. Oh, there were

other chairinen. In the downstairs meeting ; that is, in the base-

ment of this building, I think it was. a man by the name of. Pol-

stein,. Isaac Polstein. The chairman of the outdoor meetiiig I

don't remember. , -.

.Q. You don't remember? A. I^o.

Q. But you remember Trachtenberg ? A. Oh, yes.

Q. This Trachtenberg speech seems to have been short. Are

you quite clear that you didn't hear his speech ? A. I am almost

certain, but, furthermore,! I will accept that; I have read it.

Q. You accept it ? A. I mean as it stands there. I have read

it and I know it. I don't mean every word.

Q. Did you hear him say that when we celebrate the second

anniversary of the Russian revolution, as we celebrate the first' an-

niversary, and in fact as we celebrate the - establishment of the

Soviet government, we always try to draw a few lessons for us in

America, for the organized laboi'ia.nd socialist movement in this

country because there is no use of having revolutions somewhere

else if the workers in the other countries cannot profit by it ?
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A. I/don't recaU him haying ^aid that, but I reaci it there. I

know it.

Q. Yes. You cannot say you i;eard him say it? A. No,, sir.

Q. Can you say you didn't hear him say it ? A. I don't recol-

lect, but to save time I will accept it as such.

Q. You mean, you accept it as having been said by himj

A. Yes.

Q. "Well, it did meet with your approval? A. That very para-

graph you have read, yes. . ,

Q. Yes, " The reason for such a thing as an isokted revolution

in some cotaer of the earth where the people of the other parts of

the world will not profit by it, and therefore on this second anniver-

sary we ought to think and think very deeply as to the meaning

of that revolution; what it means not only to the Russian worker

;

what it means to the workers of, the world ; what it means to the

movement we have been working for andl fighting for for so many
years, and what it means for us in the future." That expresses

your sentiments ? A. Oh, yes.

Q. " It seems to me, as it seems to the socialists of America, that

this establishment of the workers' government ' in Russia proves

one thing, that if the workers are organized, organized politically

and economically, arid organized in the way we have to under-

stand not only their immediate conditions^ not only their

immediate requirements, but understand the great purpose of an

organized labor movement with them to understand the great

mass of the working class and what they have to perform in

this world— then we can have not only a Soviet Russia, but a

Soviet government in England, Germany and a Soviet America,

just as well (applause)." Did you hear that? A. No, sir,

Q. Did you approve of that ? A. No.

Q. In what respect? A. In two respects. In the first' place,

Mr. Trachtenberg refers to the lesson you may draw from eco-

nomic and political movements of Russia. I know, of no such

case, that is, they have had a political movement, but to my
knowledge—

Q. To what ? A. To my knowledge they have very little of a

labor organization.
,
Labor organizations were practically pro-

hibited in Russia. I consider that a false statement, and as to his

last remark about a Soiti^t England, Soviet France and Soviet

America, I certainly do not agree with him.. That is the, gentlcT

man's temperament, I suppose, to look at world events in that

light, but I have spoken against that very idea in my own district.
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Q. We will cortie to your speech in a few minutes. A; All

right.

Q. You treated 'this celebration as carrying a great "lesson ?

A. Oh;yes.' • -

,

_

",'; '/

Q. To the worker^' of America ? A. Everywhere^ throughout

the world. ' '
' x • - " "

Q. And when you speak of it as a celebration, you speak of it

as something that you rejoice in ? A. Oh, yes.

Q. • And something that indicated a movement in Russia along

the international lines, in that it was of the progress of workers ?

A. No; I cannot accept ^ that.

Q.'Bbh't you look at it in that way as progress? A. I do not

know what you imply' by the use of the word international,

Mr. Brown.

Q. Well, you are devoted to the idea of the solidarity, aren't

you, of the working class movement throughout the world?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You believe in that?, A. I do.

Q. And you rejoice in what has happened in Russia as evi-

dence of progress in that particular country along the line that

you would like to see the progress take place? A- Pardon me,

what do you mean— what has happened in Russia?

,
Q, Why, the Soviet government; the government of ,Len,ine

and Trotsky? A- The establishment of it? .

Q. The establishment of it ai>d the control of it by the workers?

A.iYes. ,,.,..,
'.

Q. You like that,, don't you? A. Oh, yes. ,

,

Q. You approve of it; jou think it carries a great lesson to

America ? A. I thinlc so. '

Q. . Yes. ,'^The Socialist party is veiT' anxious in organizing

these meetings; in putting forth proclamations on this subject,

to call to attention of the workers of America, that the Russian

Socialist Revolution in November, 1917;' teaches the workers of

the world that great lesson, that solidarity, class consciousness,

sacrificial idealism which Russian workers have manifested iu

this grea.t work, is not purely a Russian method, but it is an

international method;" you agree to that? A. Oh, yes.

Q. "And if our hearts and our minds' link together with those

Russian comrades, as we understand them, then we knew what

it is up to us to do in this country."
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Mr. liillquit.— Is this still the quotation of Trachtenberg ?

Mr. Brown.— This is stiU the quotation from Trachtenberg.

The Witness.— I do not know what he had in his mind as to

what has been done.

Q. How does that sentiment strike you? A. Well, from, the

interpretation I could explain, but I cannot explain just what

he meant.

Q. Did 'you approve of it ? A. Becausp I do not mjiderstand,

I would not approve of it.

Q. All right, you do not understand it? A. Yes.

Q. Now, when you followed Trachtenberg, you opened with

the remark—^ it occurred; you did not open with the remark;

but you did say, "Yes, as Comrade Trachtenberg said, when we
read and when we hear these things, we immedig,tely begin to

grasp the significance of what socialists; call 'the social, revolu-

tion?'" • A. Yes, sir.

Q. You said that and you meant it ? A. Yes, sir ; I did.

Q. " The revolution itself, you know, which so scared the

average thick-headed American into the idea of bloodshed and
violence, a revolution that history tells us is a very harmless sort

of thing— it is a change in the form of government— ' a change

from a kingdom to a so-called republic is accomplished hj revo-

lution.' ' Revolutions,' says Kirkpatrick, ' are seldom noisy or

liloody, unless the ruling class imprudently and stupidly stand

in the path of progress and cry halt '— just like a locomotive,

not dangerous at all, but a very useful thing, except to a jackass

that will stand on the tracks (laughter) ; that is, locomotives

were not built to kill; they were built to move forward, to do

some good." A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, that shows, doesn't it, after I read it to you, that you

had a pretty clear understanding at the time of what Trachtenberg

had said ? A. That may be so.

Q. And it 'may be sunshine, and it may be cloudy, but I ask

you, if that does not recall to yotir mind that you had clearly in

your mind what Trachtenberg had said about the Russian revo-

lution ? A. No, sir ; in the first place, there was a speech before

Mr. Trachtenberg made his remarks.

Q. No, no, but here yoiu say, " Yes, as Comrade Trachtenberg

said, when we read and when we hear these things," you referred
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immediately to what he said about the revolution, didn't you ? A.

I must have heard his last remark.

Q. What ? A. I must have heard his last remark.

Q. Did you hear what he said that you referred to in, these

remarks that I just read to you? A. Yes. .,. .•, -

Q. There is a close and an immediate connection which you

would show by referring to what Trachtenberg said? A. Evi-

dently.

Q. And you were using what he said for the purpose of short-

ening what you needed to say on the same subject ? A. It appears

that way, yes.

Q. !N"ow, there wasn't any very great difference between you

and TrachtenTberg that appeared from anything you said on that

occasion; you didn't take pains on that occasion to differ from

anything that Trachtenberg had said, did you? A. It is a general

practice of speakers—
Q. I didn't ask you that now. A. Then I will say no.

Q. I am much obliged to you. I notice a little earlier in your

speech that you say " I, being a native of Harlem and not a

Russian— and I glory at that," what did you mean by saying you

were a native of Harlem; did you regard that as a joke, or did

you refer to Harlem in Holland ? A. ~Ro.

Q. You did not ? A. No.

Q. You referred to 125th street and its neighborhood, didn't

you ? A. Below that.

,

Q. You really didn^t mean that you were a native of Harlem?

A. I do not recognize that language as my own at all.

Q. You do not recognize that ? A. ISTo.

Q. Do you deny that you said it ? A. I said something which

the stenographer did not get exactly. I may state what I think I

stated.

Q. You were not talking; through your hat at that time? A.

No, I am not a lawyer.

Q. You meant to be in earnest ? A. Yes.

Q. You were making an earnest address ? A. Yes.

Q. It was a very earnest discussion, wasn't it ? A. It was.

Q.. And you had a very earnest purpose in mind when you were

addressing that audience ? A. Yes, interspersed with humor.

Q. And you followed it v?ith this remark, " igo with revolutions.

We had a revolution here in this country in 1776. There are

quite some people to-day who call themselves the Sons or the
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DaugHters of thb Eevolution ; and there are hardly very many of

them that understand what the word ' revolution ' meails, and if

they would meet one in actual making, I am afraid that they

would denounce the fact that they were ever even associated re-

motely with an organization that had the word 'revolution' as

part of its charter;" You know the history of the American

revolution, don't you ? A. Yes.

Q. You know there was fighting ? A. Yes.

Q. And killing? A; Yes.

Q. And bloodshed ? A. Yes.

Q. And suffering ? A. Yes.

Q. And a seven years struggle before the war was won ? A.

Yes, sir.

Q. And that that revolution meant war
;
you knew that ?

(No Answer).

! ' Q. That revolution in 1776 meant war? A. If by revolution

you mean merely the war itself, I do not understand history in

that light. The warfare was the culmination.

Q. As you gay, bloodshed is incidental to revolution ? A. Yes.

/ Q. You knew that the American revolution had such an'inci-

dent connected with it ? A. Unfortunately.

/ Q. And you referred to it in this speech where you were talking

about the revolution, that the Socialists were looking for; didn't

you? A. No. ''
Q. Didn't you usq it, didn't you speak of it,— What did you

speak of it for— because of its peaceful phase ? A. I qualified

the word revolution. Why should I mate th© remark about the

Sons and Daughters-.

Q. That is what I am tiying to find out. A. GTive me a

chance.

. Q; I have given _you all the chance in the world. I will stop

now and let you talk half an hour if you want to ? A, No. >

Q. Now, what did you refer to the American revolution for in

-connection with vour talk about the' Socialist revolution if you had
in mind; a peaceful revolution— what did vou refer to it for ? A.
I referred to it in the serise that some' people can consider the word
" revolution " only in relation to violence, and if you read my
speech, many clauses like that^ .

;, '
,

•Q.I w'ill read most all of it ; I will help you a lot; A. Good.

Then you will come to the answer.
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Q. That wasn't a joke when you referred to.it, was it ? A. No,

pardon me, I meant no, sir.

, Q. " But, revolutions in themselves are not necessarily the aim

of Socialists. A revolution is a change in government, but what we
Socialists want is more than a change in government." . A. True.

Q. That is you wanted a change in government and something

else besides ? A. Oh, yes.

Q. Then you explain what you want—," We want a social rev-

olution, which means a complete change in the economic, social,

intellectual, moral as well as physical phases of life." A. Yes, sir.

Q. And to get that you wanted a changp in government first as a

condition of enabling you to do it ? A. That is why I ran for

public office.

Q. That is "H^hat you want now, but I am not talking about your

present desires. A. My future desires I don't know.

Q. I' am talking about generally your ideas. A. Yes, sir.

Q. " The foundation of present day society is the exploitation

of one human being by another;" You referred to the present day

society in this country when you said that, didn't you ? A. Pre£^

ent economic order.

Q. You referred to this place right here where we live? A.

Yes.

Q. New York State and the different parts of the state?! A.

The whole United' States. ts/

Q. The whole United States ? A. Oh yes.

Q. " We want to strike at that from the foundation, and in re-

moving the private ownership of the things that are necessary to

life, we remove the foundation, and once you remove the founda-

tion the entire structure collapses, ought not to be riebuilt. We
Socialists are Social revolutionists." A. Yes.

Q. That's correct ? A. Yes, that is the qualification.

Q. Well, it all ought to be read together, ought it not? A.

Yes, sir.,'' .- ,.

Q. "And for some of the detectives that are here, let me tellyou

that we are really the most peaceful people in the world, so much
so thatrwe are pacifists,"— you meant pacifists in this war, didn't

you, that was pending at the time? A. Yes, and to war in

general.

Q. That is, you did not believe in fighting the war ? A. No.

Q. You did not believe in lending any helper aid to it? A. No.

Q. Notwithstanding we had armies in Europe fighting at thb

time? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. You knew that fact? A. Yes, sir. ,,

Q. You knew men from your neighborhood and your district

that were over there fighting at the time? A. Yes, sir.

Mr. Hillquit.—What time— that was 1919 when he made this

speech.
.

•

.

Q. You knew they were in Europe at the time? A. At the

time that you mean ?

Q. You knew they had not come back, had they ? A, Most of

them had been back by this time.

Q. JSTot all of them— at any rate you held to that sentiment

during the time that they were fighting ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now the reason you give for that is that " We hate the shed-

ding of blood, for we believe that ' hanging and killing never did

any man any good.' It has no educating influeiice." A. Yes.

Q. " So, in order to accpmplish the Social revolution, some-

thing more is necessary than merely changing the government,

your idea of changing the government was clear ? A. Yes.

Q. Now I come to another part. " When I pick up the news-

papers, and you pick up the newspapers, and you read of, the race

riots, you read of the brutality, the bestiality of the great mass
of the American people, you will find that we are still such an in-

ferior and beastlike set of creatures that we are far from that fine

spirit of idealism which our comrades in Russia are so many
thousand years ahead of us?" A. Largely rhetoric.

Q. That was largely rhetoric ? A. Although the first stateriient

I will stand by.

Q. You are an instructor in rhetoric? A. Yes, and I make
use of it,

Q. You have had a good deal of experience in it. A. Somewhat.

Q. Is there anything in the practice of rhetoric that leads a man
to say of his own people, that have given him an opportunity such

as has been given you, froln the poverty that you sprang from in

Europe, to say such things about people as this— is there anything

in rhetoric that justifies such a developement ? A, No, not in

rhetoric, but in fact.

Q. But in fact? A. Yes.

Q. That is, you regard that as an impression ? A. That was.

Q. That is your impression ? A. It was.

Q. Do you want to take the eloquence of it and state it in plain

English language ? A. Yes.
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with your eloquence ? A. I will.

Q. Take it right here now. A. I will give it as I uoiderstancl ii

Q. Now what is, there about that that you want to change ?

A. Oh, exaggeration there.

Q. What ? A. Exaggeration— over-statement, but the maih
contentioih there I still adhere to.

Q. You are talking about the brutality and the bestiality of

the gceat mass of the American people ; do you want to take that

back ? A. Reduce the word " great."

Q. Do you want: to make it "little" mass, of the American

people ?

,
;Mr. Hillquit.— You asked him to take out the rhetoric and

state it in plain prose. Please permit hint to do so.

Q. He may do sb. Let see what you mteant by that. There is

the sentence right thete, commencing right there (handing paper

to witness)? A. (reading) "When I pick up the newspapers,

and when you pick up the newspapers, aiid you ^ead of the race

riots " -=- that is all rhetoric. ' " You read of the brutality, the

bestiality of the great mass "— the word " great " is out of place.

Q. Just strike out the word " great " there! A. No—
" masses " itself would-be indefinite.

Q. You are going to strike out " great inMses ? " A. Yes.

Q. Where arei you going to ' leave your bestiality ? A. In the

evidence that I recited, in what I have reference to, Mr. Brown,

and I flin sure you will hear me— I am vei-y much affected and

I have been very much affected—
Q. You have been what ? A. Very much affected by these riots

that have taken place during the last two years, the last St. Louis

race riot, the Chicago riot. I had just come from Chicago a

little before that time, and had made an inyestigation of the treat-

ment of our colored brothers of the South by the natives there,

and I also, had in mind the bigotry and intolerance that so many
supposedly American pebple have against thgse who a,re so un-

fortunate as to have an idea or an opinion different from their

own.
/

Q. Now, that led you to speak of them as brutal and bestial ?

A. And Aot with any gjory or glowing about it. As an educator,

I am wording and have been working to put an end to tliat con-

dition in this country.
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Q. Well, now, you said thai; we were such an inferior race and

it was from that fine spirit of idealism which our comrades in

Kussia are so many years ahead of us ? A. That is the pure

rhetoric.

Q. You think you would reduce a thousand years ; take out that

many ? A. Oh, reduce it further than that. At the begiiming of

my address I referred to Arthur Ransom's book and asked them

to read it, and Ransom—
;Q. I didn't read it. If I had I probably could examine you

another hour.

Mr. Block.— Read it, Mr. Brown, it will do you good; it is

very interesting (laughter) . .

By Mr. Brown

:

Q. Now, I notice another thing in here (reading) :
" Illiter-

ate," referring to Russia, " yes, they cannot read. Well, that is

not necessarily a sign of stupidity. If literacy was a sign of. in-

telligence, then hats oflf to the American people, but we i know that

illiteracy, and very often, and Buckle tells us that, and you must

never forget it— Buckle was, the one historian who pointed, out

that when the printing presses came, the great mass of the people

became more stupid." Does that express your sentiment ? A.

He shows eviflence o'f that.

Q. I ask you? A. Yes.
;

Q. He says Ijefore the people could read a liar had a limited

audience ? A. True.

Q; You didn't have any reference to yourself, did you? A.

Oh, no, I generally had a large audience;

Q. Not a personal remark, "A fakir would have to reach

people only by word of mouth " ? A. True.

Q. You didn't refer to the fact that you yourself always com-

municated to them by word of mouth? A. I alsb realized every

one else in this country uses that means to communicate.

.

' Q. What did you have in mind ? A. I had in' mind iBuckle's

specific illustration; .

Q. " Once the printing press came into existence the liar now
had a large audience aild since the people will always believe lies

with greater avidity than they will the truth, you have the

situation of the American worker, with the American slop jar, the

garbage can -^ call it the Tribune, or call it the World, or call it

the Joxirnal, or feall it the Times, pumping lie after lie into him
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3vith no possible let up. You get a peculiarmental case of con-

stipation that interferes ^Y^ith. thought, and brings about a con-

dition where the literate people may often be. the most stupid of

the people; and that is the peculiar situation we have here."

Now, jon consider the Rand School a center of learning don't

you? A. I; do.
,.^j,

Q. And you have made it your business .to., become a student,

a professor and a public lecturer ? A. I have.

Q. I want to ask you whether you think that represents a patri-

otic attitude for a man of your information to adopt towards the

public ? A. It depends on what I understand by the word patri-

otic. '

'
'

Q. 1 know, but you don't understand that that interferes with

the patriotic attitude on the part of a citizen towards his country ?

A. Oh, certainly not.

Q. Not at all. Now, Mr. Claessens, you are awai'e of the fact

that a reasonable respect and regard for the methods of govern-

ment and elections is necessary for the maintenance of order and

peace in tlip community, don't you ? A. A reasonable amount of

respect ?

Q. Yes. A. For the maintenance

—

Q. For the peace and order of the community. You laiow

that it has a very bad effect upon the peace and order of the

conimujiity to be of the opinion that no confidence can be had

i]i popular elections. You know that? A. Very true; yes.

Q. And you '
know there is nothing that tends more to: stimu-

late revolution than a belief on the part of the people generally

that you cannot rely upon the result of the election or upon an

election beijig fairly held? A. That is my -quarrel with the

Republican party in my district.

Q. You know that is a fact? A. Yes.

Q. And you have read extensively in relation to civics and

history? i^A.. I have.

Q. And government? A. Yes.

Q. Now, you said there on that occasion, " We have been

through the campaign in 1914 and 1916, the time when Hill-

quit was first cheated out of his election." Now, you don't mean

to say that you have got the personal information to warrant

you in saying that Hillquit was cheated out of his election, do

you ? A. I was there and saw it ; watcher on the occasion.

Q. Watcher, at some one poll? A. And furthermore, at the

meeting where the testimony was taken from other watchers. ,

;
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Q. Now, look here, you^know that the ballots in every election

district are saved, don't you ? A. Oh, no.

Q. They are saved and can be recounted ? A. No, sir.

Q. Under the law ? , A. No, sir.

Q. They are not? A. No; not in New York.

Q. They are destroyed? A. Oh, yes; if you will look up the

Hearst controversy you will find that many ballots went 'down

the East river by the time they got ready to count them.

Q. You know the law provides for the saving of the ballots?

A. Yes; but lawyers don't seem to have any regard for the law.

Q. Now, did you ever know of any ballots being destroyed in

your district so they couldn't be recounted? A, No.

Q. Did you ever see it done ? A. No ; only they are destroyed

after a certain time. ,

Q. After a certain time they are destroyed, if the process of

law doesn't take. hold to count them? A. Yes.

Q. But if the process of law takes hold to count them within

a reasonable period, they are all preserved for that county?

A. That is the theoiy.

Q. And if they are not preserved, some one violates the law?

A. Veiy true.

Q. Yes. Now, you said on that occasion: "Election day

began. Eveiy coking fiend, every thug, every dirty crook that

the Democrats and Republicans could sweep out of the Bowery,

they put into the election places in Harlem?" A. That is

wrong.

Q. That is wrong ? A. I have libeled the Bowery. , This

element comes from Lenox avenue and 116th street.

Q. Is that all you have libeled ? Haven't you libeled Amer-
ican institutions when you say that? A. Oh, no; this thing I

consider a disgrace to American institutions.

Q. Well, you went on there with the narration of a lot of

information that you claimed was information in rela.tion to

what had taken place in your district on that day that you
claimed to be in violation of the law? A. Yes.

Q. And at your expense; that is, your loss of votes? A. Yes.

Q. Notwithstanding the fact that the niachinery operated to

give you a majority? A. I wouldn't say operg,te.

Q. You wouldn't say operated? A- No,

Q. Well, the counting as made by the different boards in that

district when added together showed you had a majority?

A. When I made that speech—
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still declared I was not elected.
' '

. m
Q. YoTi axe perfectly familiar with the difl&culty of getting',out

an accurate result in an election where .there are 'a great mSjteiy

votes to be countied, and you Jinow the doubt that often arises where

there is no more than two or threie hundred votfesin a big assembly

district
;
you know the first reports are to the police, and you know

they have to be gOne over two or three tit]iites,'>and' not uiltil your

votes are finally declared by the Board of Elections do you know

exactly what the result is ? A. Quite so.

Q. And while that was going on— A. Yes. '

Q. You knew that you were inflaming the^minds of the people

listening to you' in relation tb the institution of an electioh'in

this country which actually worked out your own election, don't

you? A. 'No, sir.

Q. You ^on't know that ? A. I was expressing their feelings

and if you get quotations there you will find I tried to still those

by all means.

Q. I haven't seen it.
, ;

'

Q. l^ow IVTr. Claessens, ydu know that a decent re'^pecit for thp

judiciary and the administration of the law is absolutely eSseiitial

to the'maihtenanee of our institutious, don't you? A--' I do, sir.

Q. And. you know that' when you preach that you cannot rely

upon the judicial institutions you are helping to undermine the

institutions of the country ?' A. I am hot, but the type of judges

that are elected by fraud.

Q. You said to them :
" Say, if you don't count them right

take the thing to court. You have same chance in court with the

representative of the same crook sitting there, too, some opportu-

,nity you have got. (Applause.)" INow^ you know that that court

takes place under a judge of the Supreme Court, don't you ? ,
,A.

Yes. ^
'

' ;""'^ ,

,

T , „ ,,
'

Q. And ypu must have referred, therefore, to, judges of th,^

Supreme Court when yqu made that remark ?
: A. Why, I had ia

mind a judge down there at the present time,\yho is hplding, his

seat by fraud. > .
,

,
;

^ r .

Q. A judge of the Supreme Court;? A. Ydtj know thepase of

Delehanty and Mclntyre.
^

,

Q. 1^0, I dop't. I don't live there. ,J,dp nqt Ifnov abou*vit.

(But that is what you had an mind ? A. That is one instancy,

.

Q. And you were telling you audience if thgre was anyliing

done wrong in that election, you were telling them they had no
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of the same crooks that were trying to reduce your vote. Tou
were doing that, wern't you ? A. I said that.

Q. And you meant it ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, you said further to them :
" I tell you, my friends, if

we take this situation as it stands now, and lay down, then we are

jthe dirtiest cowards on the earth. We are going to fight." A.

Yes, sir.

Q. " I do not hope much from the courts, understand, because

the courts are elected by just such practices." A. Yes.

Q. " These very small judges hold their seats by just the same

fraud." A. Yes. i

Q. " If they are not thieves, a great many of them are receivers

idf stolen goods, and' you can imagine^ you can imagine how
riiueh justice you can get from this bunch ". A; Yes.

Q. Now, you were telling them— It was quite a large audience,

2,00(0 people, wasn't it ? A. Considerably so.
'"

Q. You were telling them there was no hope of getting justice

from courts' if any wrong was done in relation to election cases, if

they were not thievfes," they were receivers of stolen goods? A.

I might qualify that and, unfortunately, in so far as the statement

gives the impression that all courts are that way, that would be

stupid on niy part to give that impression.

Q. I think we know this may be said about you, that you are

not stupid ; I will acquit you of that ? A. Yes, I am.
' Q.I will acquit Vou of that. A. Thanks.

Q. " I know some people said yesterday, and I know some of

you feel, ' to hell with the whole raatter of voting; to hell with

('he whole form of government.' " A. That is in quotes, isn't it ?

Q. Now, you were ah Assemblyman-elect of the State of New
York when you said that ?

/; Mr. Hillquit.— Said what ?

A. I did not say so. I repeated what was being said to me
throughout my district.

,

, Q., Yes, sir., ,1 know, and I will read what you said, " If the

government rests upon thievery and fraud,"—after having stated

fbove that we did,— " you might just as well refer to J;his nation

ias 'the United States of thieves.' " A. Yes, sir.

_Q. .That was your language?, A. Yes. , ;,

Q. "But I am not one of those to become pessimistic." A.

True.
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Q. " We are here tonight celebrating the Second Anniversary

of the Russian Revolution ; and, comrades, while the Russians have

not the privilege of voting, if it may be ealled; the privilege in the

days of a Czar, they had not themselves what you would call a

democracy before; the Czar; yet our comrades in Russia were also

treated like dogs, were, alsp, shot and hung, and sent to Siberia>.

(Every dirty trick they used against us here was used against them,

,and only worse." Now, you were intending to communicate to

ithis audience of American citizens that their rights were very

much interfered vith in this country ? A. Oh, yes.

Q. That they were oppressed? A. They knew it.

Q. They were oppressed ; they were badly treated by the govern-

ment? A. JSTo.
i

,, . ,, >'.:

Q. They could not rely upon their elections ? A. . That is better.

Q. They would /rely upon the courts to give them justice ? A.

Yes, sir. ,

.

;, ,,';.
Q. " Did it kill theii- spirit ? Did they, say, ' Oh, wkatfs .the

use? Give it up, you cannot accomplish anything. You are up
against a mightier power; what js thp good? ' Oiir Russian cona-

rades did, not say that. They were fighters; and when we are

celebrating the. Second Anniversary of the Russian Revolution, we

celebrate the Second Anniversary of the success of fighting men
and women, and if we celebrate that in the .highest possible fotiTii,

not only in our idealism, but in our enthusiasm, then we celebrate

it also as martyrs, and not as cowards." A. Yes.

Q. What did you mean by " martyrs ? " A. Many of the people

in that audience there, I may speak frankly, were Rus^iai^s. They

know what I meant when I spoke of the fighting spirit of the

Russians.

Q. Whsit did you mean by martyrs ? A, Martyrs ? I used ;the

word in the sense that people were being mistreated for a cause,

for an idea.

Q. " We celebrate it as martyrs." A. In the sense that we were

victims. I should have used ,the word " victims," and not " mar-

tyrs," a poor choice of words.

Q. You did not have ip mind when you used that word that if

they fought as Russians fought, some of them would be killed, and

those who were killed would be martyrs ? A. Oh, no.

Q. That was not in ybur mind at all ? A- Oh, no. I do not

use the word "fight " in that way at all.

Q. Oh yes you did—" T'hey were fighters ; and when we are

celebrating the second anniversary of the Russian revolution, we
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celebrate the second anniversary of the success of fighting men
and women "— A. But I did not use the word " fightin'^ " to

mean violence, I consider we are fighting each other now.

Q. What did it mean in Russia? You were talking about

Russia. Did it not mean fighting men and woniien ? A. No, and

if you will give me a minute to explain, I will tell you thai the

Riissian revolution they were celebrating was the first' revolution

in Russia. The first revolution was a comparatively tame affair.

The army was broken down and the army came marching home,

and the Czar, looking out of his window, simply said :
" It is time

for us to go," and beat it.

By the Chairman

:

Q. Well, those fellows have all been killed now? A. Who?
Q. The Czar. A. I don't know; He has been dead so many

times that you cannot tell.

Mr. Hillquit.— We may admit he is killed.

Mr. Block.— Well, we will kill him now, if necessary.

By Mr. Brown:

Q. (Reading) : "I, warn you, comrades, that we are not going

to lay down on the job, and I have spoken around th^ street

corners the night before last, and I.have told my coustituents the

same of such a condition. I have likewise, told any person who
still remains a DIemocrat or a Republican— 1 do not care how
honest and clean you may be, you are an accomplice of a crook."

A. Yes.
' '/ ' ''

Q. (Reading) :
" You have absolutely no right to speak of

democracy -(applause.) You have absolutely no right to sppak

of an American Republic; there is no American Republic, It

is merely one huge institution based upon fraud— God Almighty
— if the men and women cannot cast their ballots, if they cannot

get counted their own ideas what is the sense of this whole thing?"

A. Yes.

Q. Now, you did not think that you were preaching sedition

to that audience? A. Oh, no.

Q. Or tending to stir \ip a spirit of rebellion a.gainst the gov-

ernment? A. Oh, no.

Q. What you were saying was a patriotic sentiment, tending

to maintain the government of the IJnited States? A. I cannot

accept your understanding of the word " patriotism " at all. In

my life, from my point of view, yes.
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Q. I,did not tf|l you what my idea,of patriot^sni was.
J[

asked

you ij, from your poiut of view, your, statement was a patri^otic

statement ? A. From my point of vie-vr, yes,

,
Q. That is whajt I want to get, iyour point of view. A. I, will

be glad to expla,in it. ,

Q. (Reading) : ",I^ow;,, thank goodiiess. Socialists are not only

working along political lines "— A. Yes.

Q. —" If we thought for a minute, it was nierely a dream on

our part, , a, great politifial, cojatrqyersy until we, have a majority

of men elected, and then, by merely that majority declare the

revolution, if any of you smoke that pipe-dream, if that is the

quality of opium you were puffing now, give it up. Give it up."

A. Yes. : •; - ^^'^^ .,

Q. Now, you regard' that as an intimation to your audience of

your adhesion to the government of the United States^, did you

not, and its institutions? A. You wbuld have !to understand

what I meant by that,
, , ,

l

Q. What? A. You would have to understand what I meant

by that. ">
.

i-.i ''".' •' ^^

''

Q. Well, how many languages do you speak ? A,. Well, I speak

particularly the language before you.

Q. You speak the English language, do you? A, Yes—at

least, I think I do.

Q. You speak English? A. Yes.
,

Q. And you occasionally say something when you mean what

you say?, A. Why, certainly, I do;, bu1; that does not explain

what I want, to say.

'

,

Q. Why do you tell me t^at, demarids an explanation. Don't

you think' I can understand sirnple English, like you ? A. No.

Give me an opportunity.

Q. I accept your judgment. A. It is not a judgment. It is a

description.

Q. (Reading) "Yet I do not want any of you to go to the op-

posite extreme." A. Good.

Q. Exactly. " The econonjic
, movement isj alsp the movement

by which Socialists are marching on ; IduJ; ,the economic movement

also has its shortcomings; and it also meets the Cossacks,, and the

brutal forces of the capitalist pollster in every way. But there are

other things we want. We are working not merely upon the indus-

trial, upon the political, not merely in the oopperatives, but, along

the broad lines of education, and I dp not know, and you do not



2005

kBow, and there ig, to-day,ndbpidy in, this room that knows how the

social revolution will be accomplished in this country. At least,'

the luck that the Russians have, I doubt whether we will have it

for ten. million men to vsralk home, .leaving their oifices, in, the

sewers (inaudible) n-walk home with guns, that is a picnic, that

is easy for any re(Volution— (inaudible) .(laughter). But that

is a condition that you h^ve uqt got here." , A, Certainly.
,

Q. Now, do you : mean to tell the Committee that when you

delivered that, paragraph you wei'e not communicating to that

audience the probability that at some, day not too remote there

would be some event occur that would enable them, by using force,

to turn over the government ? A. 'No, I state that specifically.

Q. You were not conveying any idea of that kind; at all? A.

No.

Q. You regarded thajt as a patriotic talk? A. No, descriptive

sociology.

Q. Well, did you not regard it as patriotic? A. Descriptive

sociology. is not necessarily patriotic.

Q. Well, I think you are right about that. Now, you went on,

and. I think it is important enough -— Mr. Hillquit confined him-

self almost
, wholly to this speech, so I will dwell on it a little

more— "So, under the circumstances, wei have to proceed en-

tirely different, and we have also to realize the group forces against

us, and, as such, we have got to use every opportunity we can

get." /A. Yes, sir. '' '

Q; (Reading.) " I am not despairing yet as to what happened

last Tuesday. It was the worst possible thing, but we are going

to take the mattet up legally. We can. We are goiiig to present

the fight as bitterly as we can, and we are going to call upon you

witnesses, iji a few days, and I want yoti to keep yourselves ready

fjor it, .all you that have seen this fraud. We are going to ask you,

if it becomes necessary, and if we do not win in that particular

instance, if some of ,these people are still pennitted to do that,

then, cheer up, there is more than one way to kill a cat." A. Yes.
' Q. What did you mean by that ? A. Oh, it is a usual expres-

sion, more than one way of doing it.

Q. Is that your rhetoric ? A. Yes, it is a common expression.

Q. You meant by that a perfectly peaceful way, in compliance

with the law, in harmony with the law ? A. Yes. Counsel, would

you pardon me ? All of this cannot be understood unless you know
that when the speech was made I did not know I was elected. A
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that speech was made I did ndf'kifbW I was elected, and that w&
had talked ajbout several things;

I Q. I know that. I noticed' pi3,rticularly that you said

they thought you could not get any justice and you said you were

going to the court to gdt justice, and if you' did not get justice,

you would kill the cat some other Waj. A. But not the Judge.

Q. I perceive what you 'say and I am surprised that you think

I do not. (Eeading) :
" YeB, and in celebrating the seeon*

anniversary of the Russians,' we celebrate their enthusiasm and

their spirit, and you cannot celebrate without getting that spirit

into you also." A. Yes. >

Q. Exactly; you meant the Russian spirit? A. Yes.

Q. You meant the spirit of the Russian revolution ? A. Yes.

Q. Involving a change of government? A. Not necessarily.

Q. Involving the triumph of the workers? A. Yes.

Q. Doing away with the capitalist system? A. Right.

Q. And if you could not skin the cat one way you could the

other. You meant by that if anybody got in the way of the

locomotive he would get killed, did you not— what: you said in

the same speech ? A. That happens on every railroad track. •

Q. And you thought you were in control of the railroad track

at that time and were ninning the engine; you were a little

inflated? A. Well, no.

Q. Were you not pretty well up in the air that nights A. Oh,

I was, and you would be too, counsel, if you were in my position.

Mr. Plillquit.— Would you read after the killing of the cat,

Mr. Claessens' explanation ol it ? Would you kindly read that,?

Mr. Brown.— Yes. (Reading): "There is more than one

way to accomplish things, and we will use political power as long

as we have it, and political campaigning as the platform of call

for the Social revolution, and we shall do that to our utmost."

A. Right.

Q. Then you tell about traveling for twenty thousand miles.

I do not know as I care to read that. I do not object to reading

it— yes, I guess I will read that, too ; it is pretty good— " I am

going to travel the country for twenty thousand miles, from coast

to coast ; and I am going to tell some of these staunch, American

patriots what a democracy we have." A. Yes. '
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Q. " What a humbug and what a fraud we have, and I will

be back here probably in Octobea* again, just in time to make
another fight in this district." And now the next passage is

—

I won't read all of it unless you ask me to; any time you want

me to read I will. "It was mean, it was dirty, it was the

Ipwest— and ij^ that is American— well, then, we are proud to

be called non-Americans (laughter). The dirty trashy way—
if that gang stands for that, refers to Russia as a country of

atrocities, then, I tell you, some day the Russians will have to

send missionaries to the United States (applause) for the pur-

pose of bringing decency in here." Is that the way you felt

about it? A. Yes.

Q.. Is that the way you feel about it now ? A. Well, no.; ,

Q. You have changed ? A. Although I think we could haye

a little instruction on decency.

Q. But you do not feel that way now?, A. 'No; under the

present circumstances I feel we can get a little instmction from
the Czar,

' Q. Now, you think that there is a certain sort of dignity, and
restraint due, to a man who is instructing the people pretty

generally . in the United States . in relation to citizenship ?

A. Certainly.

Q. I want to ask you if you think that this was tending to

maintain decency and order in the United States: "My God,

when I looked at some of those dope fiends that sat around some

of those boards, I thought to myself— some of you smile, gentle-

men, and newspapers talk about the nationalization of women
in Eiissia. If there was an ounce of trath in your particular

damnable lot, you would be the first ones to take a steamer to go

to Russia." I want to know if you now approve of that?

A. Yes, coimsel.

Q. (Reading): , " The language that those men used atth-^

polling place there was absolutely unfit for pigs ; and those are

the types that we are supposed to believe uphold our American

democracy. If it was not a fact that a change was coming, we
would say :

' To hell with the whole business.' " A. Yes.

Q. That is, if conditions in this country were not to be

changed ? A, Did not improve.

Q. You would say :
" To hell with the whole business ?"

A. Oh, I would give up life.

Q. What change did you have in mind? A. The general

change I announced in the first part of my talk. There must be
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aj general educatioiial,: cultural' and moral evQliiti'Oii' ' in ttis

country; and if I had au' idea thattHat ehaii^e'would' not come, I

would not care to live ; for I know no other Country thsiii this.'

Q. I 'noted particularly what you said Ovfer here:' " If ives

thought for a minute that it Was mdfely a dreaufi on Our' part, a

great political controversy until we Kave a majority of men
elected, aM then, hy merely that majority declare the revolution,

if any of you smoke that pipe-dream, if that is the quality of

o|>ium you are puffing now, givb it up. Oive it 'lip." What didyoii

inekki by that? A. Lfet me explain. In the 'first' plate,' under-

stand that I speak down there continuously, very frfequently.' I

cannot go oyer the same explanation every timie.

Q. Is that a represeiitation, 0f your general talk? A. It is

ilhhsu'ally unrepresentative, and I think I have stated the' reason

for that. Here is the meaning of that passage: "A pure politieal

victory, in the sense that a candidate is voted into power, does not

definitely constitute a revolution in the sense that that majority

ijiay be overthrown in the next election, and so on. In this coun-

try' I had that in mind particularly ; consequently, tliat great mass

of voters, whom you might call " Eockbed " and those who are

syinpathetic are in a state of flux ; consequently, we Socialists^ are

engaged in the work of education in order that we may get^ to-

gether a general organization; p we may have a majority and

tben we can carry out our icleals,^

Q. You do not expect to be like the Republican and Demo-

cratic parties, get in alternately ? A. Oh, no,

Q. ;^ou expect to go in and stay there?.

Mr.'Hillquit.— Yes.'

A. Well, except on this occasion.

Q. Well, now, I listened to your conversation— yoilr testi-

mony— in reference to the 270 and 360 votes that were in one

district— 27'0 for you and 360 against you— A. No, that is

wrong.

Q. Well, there were 2Y0 for you ? A. Yes. '

Q. He said he would give you' 270? A. Yes, he said: "Will

you take 270? There were about 360 votes there.

Q. Did you ever count them ? A. I had two watchers cotinting

them. " ''

' Q. Did they say they counted them ovei" ? A. Yes.
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Q. But you never kad it verified by any proceeding because you
were elected? A. That is it.

Q. And you took their v?ord for it, that there were 360 instead

of 270 ? You had no personal knowledge on the subject ? A. No.

Q. None at all? A. No, except they made out affidavits to

that, because there was a contest for aldernaan in that same
district.

Q. , You are familiar with this affidavit business in elections,

aren't you ? A. Not thoroughly.

Q. They are Yery apt to be confused? A. Yes.
"' Q.. Just as liliely to make a mistake on one side or the other

— the ballots were' saved, weren't they, they were put in the box?

A. I think so. .ii; ,

Q. If you did not have a proper count there you could have

done just as Lee did, have them counted afterwards 'by an order

from one of thai" crooked " Judges? A. I hope so.

Q. Now, you are not in favor of any appropriation for military

or naval purposesj or for war, are you? A. I wouldn't put it

that way. :.;,, ,,

Q. You don't agree with the Socialist platform in that respect ?

A. I agree with the Socialist platform in that respect, if war is

used in the sense of aggression, or iH the hypocritical sense of

defense, no, but in so far as I can cp'nceive—

,

Q. You have never run .^crpss any waJ^ yet thti,t yoji; are in.

favor of making an appropriation for? A. Yes.

Q. Which one ? A. That I ran aci'oss ? .

' Q,' Yes? A. No I have not lived long enough.

Q. '.Since you have been a voter we ha.ve only had one war?
A. Only one, thank God. •

Q. That war you were absolutely against supporting ? A. I

was. .. -1
- m; , , ., ,ii r

Q. You know, don't you— you know, don't you, that if you
don't have an army or 'a navy that a revolution is very much
easier in a country than if you do have one? A. No, sir.

Q. You don't understand that ? A. Not necessarily.

Q. You don't think that is so? A. No, I take history as an

example. :

'
•

Q.. And you think that a well trained army and a navy would

be a help to a revolution in a country? A- T^s, sometin^es. In

fact, that was the success of the Russian revolution. A well

trained army came back looking for the crowd that had setit them

to the front.
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Q. We understand that situation. 1 am not going to take that

up in detail. I notice that you, in your vofes in the Assembly,

that you objeeted to mating available for the National Gu'atrd,

certain moneys appropriated for the National Gisiard, do you

remember that? A. No, sir.' '

Q. On January- 9th, 1918, you voted against an act to make
available for the New York Guard certain moneys appropriated

for the National Guard by Chapter 181 of the Laws of 19.17?

A. Now I recollect.

Q. You recollect that? A. Yes.

Q. You knew what the New York Guard was, don't' you ? A.

Yes, I do.

Q. That was a temporary guard to act in the absence of the

National Guard in the war ? A. It was. >

Q. You voted against that ? A. I did.

Q. What was your reason ? A. If I remember that specific

bill it emanated from a newspaper campaign in the City of Buf-

falo. It had to do with giving the men a bonus.

Q. Oh, no; nothing of that kind.

The Chairman.— This was for the Giiard to protect the people

while the regular soldiers were at war.

Mr. Brown.^ This was for the" Guard to protect the people

while the regular soldiers were at war.

A. I will have to look up the specific bill.'

Q. You don't know about that? A. I don't recognize it the

way you read it. it >

Q.
^

Now, do you remember the bill to amend the Educational
Law in relation to the qualifications of. teachers, containing the

provision to exclude alien enemies from the teaching staff of this

department in the state ? A. Yes. •:; '."; •; i

Q. You voted against that ? A. I did.

Q. Why did you vote against that ? A. I statedmy re^ons on
the floor.

Q. Can you state them to me now ? A. Briefly.

Q. Give it to me briefly. A. At that time, this bill, if I under-
stand, the first time it came up was introduced by Mr, Amos.

Mr. Hillquit. —
,
Did you S;ay alien enemies ? .;

The Witness.— Oh, no; it doesn't say that there.
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By Mr. Brown

:

Q. Do you remember tbe bill ? A. Yes, I remember the bill.

Q. What did it do?

Mr. HUlquit.— Let's clear it up. Was it a bill to bar alien

enemies or aliens from positions as teacher;? ?

The Witness.— The first one that came up I think dealt spec-

ifically with all aliens and I stated the reason on the floor. I said

emphatically, and I am sure you could find the record if we have

it, that we have no objection to compelling every teacher to become

a citizen. In fact, I believe that we should have citizens teach our

children. I objected to the bill that year because of the fact that

it made no provision for such minors that had no opportunity to

become citizens, and we asked a specific amendment, if I remember

Q. I see. A. However, the bill went through. Now, there is

another one. Then it came up last year and they tried to repeal

the very thing they passed the year before and permit aliens to

teach. They will accept aliens now except those associated with

powers arrayed against us in the war. Then I insisted, why make
this discrimination ? The war is over, Either let every teacher be

a citizen or don't make any discrimination. That is why I voted

against it but I insist on citizenship in teachers.

Q. Now, I notice that you voted against a bill in 1919 permit-

ting the use of armories for physical training. What is your idea

on that ? A. Oh, I don't know. If a man has to explain all the

things he does—
'Q. You don't have any explanation? 'This has been publicly

circulated. A. Voting on six or eight hundred bills here—
' Q. Oh, no. This has been printed in charges against you in tKe

evidence. A. Yes, unfortunately so. I admit I did' it.

Q. I notice you voted against an act relating to the desecration

of the flag? A. Yes, sir.

Q. . Why did you vote against that act ? A. That is interesting.

I think you would vote against it too. It wasn't an act relating

to the desecration of the flag, but it was to publish 10,000 copies

for a particular society in Syracuse. Now, if that society was

patriotic, let them print it themselves.

Q. If that is so, I will agree with you on that. I will get the

bill. A. Get the bill.

Q. Now, I notice that you and Solomon were the only men that

cast a vote against the act to provide for paying' members of the
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^National Guard who served without the state in response to the

call: of the , President^ June, 1919. A., I think that is the biU I

described before that emanated from Buffalo. There are argu-

ments pro and eon on that.

Q. It applied to the wfiole istate ?^ A, Yes.

Q. I don't know where it emiana'ted from.

Mr. Hillquit. — I think that is the bill that was defeated in'the

Senate.

By jyijf. Brown :
, ,

,

Q. I am asking, him why he voted against it. I am getting. at

his attitude in relation to these matters. ^ A. If my attitude had

,b^en to vote against all military matters and I considered the bill

as such; if my attitude .had been to support, the party positiion in

voting against appropriations, I wouldn't giveypji any other im-

pression. I would say yes ; but these are bills, which had to do with

military matters land we voted yes, on a considerable number of

them. ,

.

Q. On the billp relating to military .matters? A, Yes. , ,

Q. You mean making appropriations ? A. No, reorganization,

difference in pay.
i

, ,, -

Q. I am talking about appropriations. You didn't vote for any

appropriations? A. No, Because tliis was supposed to be pay for

service performed. , , ,i)-r .. i- ,

Q. I wasn't r,eferi;ing to .that, ,,
j

Q. Now I want to ask you a question. You would not vote for

any bill for piilitary pr naval appropriation unless the'Constitutioii

required it, would you? ,,A, .Yes and no,
, ; ,

,
.

, Q, \yfell, now, just, explain that? A^ ;I will. If the Constitu-

tion required me to ,vflte for it, I would^
,
As Iqng as the present

condition, ^xi^ts in which, in my belief, aiid I may ^p wrong, the

militia can be used against .the people of this country in time pf

strike, industrial disputes, or lased for imperialistic purposes,, no

;

but if the time comes when we in this country have arrived at that

stage of democracy, which is my ideal, and we need defense, I

will vote for military appropriations.

Q. Now, let me see if I can analyze that. The militia can be

used now, can't it, in cases of strikes, to suppress them ? A[ Quite

so.

Q. And for th^t reason you wo-\ild not vote, for any appropriation

for a National Guard today ? , A. That is one reason, yes.
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Q. But you would not, you say you would not ? A. No, I

introduced a bill to do away with. that.

Q. Hold on a minute.

Mr. Conboy.— To do away with what ?

The Witness.—; To do away with the militia for such purposes.

,Q. But notwithstanding the constitutional provision that the

Legislature shall annually make appropriation adequate for the

maintenance of ten thousand militia, you would not vote for it, is

that what you mean ? A. I did not get it. Will you repeat the

question, please ?

(The last question was repeated by the reporter).

The Witness.— Oh, notwithstanding the constitutional provi-

sions, even if it weren't there ?

Q. ¥o, but it is there ? A. Yes.

Q. Would you vote for it ? A. If I am compelled to do so.

Q. If you were not compelled to do so. What do you mean
by compelled. It is in the constitution that the Legislature shall

annually make appropriation to maintain ten thousand militia;

now, would you or wouldn't you vote to do it ? A. Pardon my
ignorance, but this is the first time, since this trial began, that I

heard this was our obligation.

Q. That is in the constitution ? A. Then I would.

Q. Then you would do it? A. Yes. Why, if I voted on the

budget, in voting no against $90,000,000 of appropriation, I would
get up and make a speech. I do not violate m.y constitutional oath.

There is something in here I am duty-bound to vote for, but that

you have got it mixed up in so many items—
Q. I have not said anything about that. A. I am stating how I

would do it

Q. I am not putting you in any such, position as that at all.

Now, Mr. Claessens you would, notwithstanding the provision of

the Socialist platform, liiat you should not vote for any military

or naval appropriations, or for war, vote for military appropria-

tions to the extent required by the State Constitution ? A. Cer-

tainly.

Q. But you would not go an inch beyond that? A. It depends

upon the circumstances.

, ,Q. Now, I want-^ you said to me, the constitution was largely

a matter of interpretation ? A. I think that is the accepted state of

knowledge.

74
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Q, Now, would you require an official interpretation of that

provision and of your obligation under it before you would vote ?

A. I would like to have it.

Mr. Brown.— Yes, I ttought so.

Q. And that would be the limit of what you would vote for

fpr that purpose? A. I say that depends on circumstances. I

can't tell what I wUl do in the future.

Q. Wouldn't you obey your Socialist platform as far, as you

could? A. The Socialist platform is not a rigid and fixed thing.

When we can conceive of a time when armed forces are to be

organized and established specifically for the purpose of defense,

I have the utmost faith and trust in my Socialist comrades to

permit me to vote for that.

Q. You mean when the social revolution has taken place and

the change of government that you are seeking? A. It might

be two weeks before that.

Q. That you would be in favor of a militia ? A. ISTo, if I can

get that condition here, and I believe we can get it. before we
will have Socialism, get it to a more ideal state, that we used to

hold as an unarmed nation, where we will retain an ^rmy for no

other purpose but for our immediate protection, when that is

clearly proven to me I will support such force.

Q. What do you mean, "for our protection"; do you mean
domestic enemies? A. Put it that way, and for the other, of

invasion.

Q. You refer to invasion, don't you ? A. Yes.

Q. You don't refer to domestic enemies? A. Domestic

enemies ? I can see the necessity for troops in such outrages as

these great race riots.

Q. Not in strikes ? A. If the troops, and I know of an instance

where the federal troops were used in Colorado, are used in a

neutral and impartial way, yes, even in time of strikes, but ,

unfortunately, that is not the case in most strikes. The troops

are used to protect private interests.

Q. Do you mean to say, M.v. Claessens, liiat you do not feel

bound by your platform not to vote for any military or naval

appropr-iation or for war ? A. For war— as wc understand this

last war?

Q. I mean what your platform says; your constitution. A.

That constitution isn't a dogmatic piece of work.

Q. You don't accept it in that particular ? A. "So.
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Q. You do not ? A. It is a matter of interpretation.

Q. What is your interpretation ? A. M.j interpretation is that

we have defined here again and again as our attitude towards

war, as war is commonly understood. However, I can conceive

of a state of warfare that we Socialists would support? I have

no doubt about it.

Q. Then you do not follow your platform in that reapeetf

A. I do.

Q. Oh, you do? A. Yes.

Q^ But is it your own interpretation of it or somebody else's?

A. I don't dare speak fdr others, but I think that is the interpre-

tation of most of the leading Socialists.

Q, You don't mean that the militia can be used iiow to sup-

press strikes, do you; you mean that it can be -used to suppress

disorder during strikes? A. But they very often connect an
ordinary strike with the addition of disorder.

Q. Where did you ever know of militia being used to suppress

a strike ? A. Oh, I have in mind the Brooklyn trolley Strike of

many years ago. I have in mind—
Q. You have in mind what ? A. The strike in Brooklyn' some

fifteen or twenty years ago, which was notoriously used as an

example by the labor forces. I have in mind, particularly, the last

great strike in Buffalo.

Q. What strike was that? A. The street car strike, and there

are numerous instances throughout the country, although I want

to be fair and say that I know of a strike where the" liTationial

troops came in to preserve peace and where the State troops were

responsible for the rioting. I refer to Ludlow, Colorado. I was
there and got the facts, and the Socialist press accepted that as a

fact. I wouldn't say all of the time.

Q. You endorse the Constitutibn of the Socialist Party, don't

you? A. I do.

Q. In its entirety? A. Yes.

Q. And you haven't any exception to make to any provision

in it? A. No.

Q. And you endorse the Socialist constitution of the State of

ISTew York? A. I do.

Q. You haven't any reservation to make in relation to it ? A.

Ko.

Q. And you endorse the regulations of the Socialist Party in

the City of New York? A- 1 do.

Q. And you haven't any reservation to make in relation,to any

provision in it? A. No.



Q. ^avf, tips talk that we have been having h^re in relation to

thp proyisions for war and for the army and navy is a; question of

interpretation of the constitution and of its application ? A. Yes,

sir.

ByMr. Conboy: !

Q., You, have spoken about a judge down in New York sitting

upon'tte Supreme Court bench who was there by fraudiilent

means; do you remember that, Mr. Clae^ens? A. Yes.

Q. And you referred particiUarly in that connection to the

election contest between Judge Delehanty and Judge Mclntyre ?

A. Yes.

Q. And the impression that you want to create b^ your testimony

is that Judge Mclntyre is si1<ting on the bench by fraud? A.

That is the general knowledge down there.

Q. Tiiat is the general knowledge down there ? A. Yes.

Q. And fraud by whom, fraud of a judge sitting on the bench ?

A. No, that the seat don't belong to him.

Q. You know that there was a trial in that case, don't you?

A. I do.

Q. And that there was a trial before a jury of twelve men?

A. Yes.

Q. And that the result of that trial was the awarding of the

seat to Judge Mclntyre, is that right ? A. Yes.

Q. By a verdict, and despite that fact you say the result of that

election was a fraud, d;o you ? A. I am stating what is the

general impression, what I have read and what I have heard. I

understand Mr. Delehanty wouldn't concede to that nor the party

that supports him.

Q. Do you understand that Judge Delehanty, after a trial be-

fore a judge and jury and the rendition of the verdict in favor;of

Judge Mclntyre, subsequently denounced the entire trial as a

fraud; is that what you want us to understand? A. No, I say

that is a conception. I cannot swear to the details.

ByMr. Hillquit:

Q. Then, Mr. Claessens, do you know or don't you know
whether in the Mclniyre-Delehanty contest it was admitted that

the votes counted upon that contest showed a plurality for Dele*

hanty, and that Mclntyre was seated on other grounds? A. I

have a recollection.

Q. You have only a general recollecti(m ? A. Yes,

Q. You said you endorsed the cons^tution of the Sogialiat
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Parly of th.e United States, of the State of New York, tlie regulia,-

tions of the City and so on ?. A. Yes.

Q. By that, you mean as you understajod these instruments^

that's it? A. That's correct.

!Mj:. Sutherland.— Mr. Chairman, I want to have marked in

evidence, not to print, but to get into the case for use in suniming

up, transcript of record, United States Circuit Court of Appeals,i

Kate Richards O'Hare, plaintiff in error, against the United

States of America.

(Booklet marked Exhibit 112 of this date.)

Mr. Hillquit.— May I make the announcement that as far as

the defense is concerned, we have concluded.

Mr. Stedman.— We have some written evidence that we want

to read but that can be offered tonight.

James Oiieal, called and sworn as a witness, being duly

sworn, testified as follows:

Direct examination by Mr. Oonboy:

Q. Mr. Oneal, you went over to Europe in the early part of last

year ? A. Yes, to England.

Q. To England ? A. Yes.

Q. And you were sent over by the Socialist Party ? A. Yes,

sir.

Q. You returned to this country when ? A. I returned to this

country about the last of April, 1919.

Q. And at that time you prepared a report which was subse^

quently submitted to the National Executive Committee of the

Socialist Party ? A. I did.

Q. And you have brought here with you a mimeographed re-

port. Please mark it for identification.

(The paper was marked Exhibit No. 113 for Indentification of

this date.)

By Mr. Oonboy:

Q. Now, did you go to Europe subsequently to that year ? A.

I did not.

Q. That was the only time ? A. That was the only time.

^. Did you attend the Berne conference ? A. I did not.

Q. Is this the only report you have made on Socialist con-

ditions in Europe since your return from Europe in the early

part of the year 1919 ? A. This is the oinly'report I have toade*

to the Socialist party. I wrote a series of 14 'articles for the New
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York' Call, mainly on conditions prevailing in England. I do

not think there is any reference outside of England. There may
be a few but this is the oidy report that was made with reference

to my tour. In reporting to the New York Call I reported as a

newspaper correspondent.

Q. Yes., The Moscow Congress that is referred to in this

r^x>rt is one that w:as held, in the early part of the year, 1919 ?

Is nof that true? A. In March, 19!l9.

Q. In March, 1919? A. Yes.

Q. Now, I offer this in evidence.

,

Mr, HilTquit.— No objection.,

(The paper was received and marked Exhibit No. 113, in

evidence of this date.)

Mr. Conboy.— May we take it ?

Mr. Ilillquit.— Yes, but I want to have it before we reconvene,

or if we can have copies, have it printed.

Mr. Conboy.— See that it is printed in the record.

(Exhibit No. 113 will be found in the printed record at the

end of this day's proceedings. )

Mr. Conboy.— Is Mr. Trachtenberg here ?

. Mr. Hillquit.— What did you subpoena him for ? .

Mr. Conboy.— To produce the Zimmerwald program, the Kien-

thal Manifesto, the official proceedings of the April, 1917, con-

vention at Missouri, and T think there was one other thing men-

tioned which has escaped my mind at the present moment.
,

Mr. Hillquit.—• He is not here.

.(Discussion off the record.)

The Chairman.— We will start in at half past ten on Wed-

nesday, and close the evidence up, Wednesday noon or the

adjourned hour; then the Assemblymen's counsel can start in

their closing arguments. They will be followed by answering

arguments by the Committee's counsel. Then another Assembly-

men's counsel can have a closing argument and that will' be

followed by the other side, two on a side, and iile the briefs three

or four days after the entire arguments are in.

We will adjourn until Wednesday at 10:30 A. M.

(Whereupon, at 6:45 P. M., on Friday, 'February 27th, the

Committee recessed until Wednesday morning, March 3r(i, 11920,

at 10:30 o'clock.) ,,



EXHIBIT No. 113.

For Identification in Evidence February 27, 1920.

Natioktai, OiFnicE, Socialist Pabty.

220 S. Ashland Blvd., Chicago.

June 20, 1919.

To the K'ational Executive Committee :

Deab Oomkades.—^I am. herewith enclosuig a report sub-

mitted by Comrade Oneal as delegate to Europe:

" Beookltn, May 7, 1919.

" Deae Comrade -Gekmek.— I am enclosing the story of my
experience on arrival in England which appeared in The Call.

Owing to police espionage I had to be very careful and I decided

to wait until I returned before I wrote you or made any reports.

"I did not go to any other country for a number of reasons.

First, the situation is still so unsettled in the other countries;

that in my judgment it will probably be a year before we can

make any definite alliance with comrades abroad. The Italian

comrades have refused to attend the Berne Conference and when

I was in London, news came that the Italian party had also

definitely withdrawn from the International Bureau. The Swiss

comrades also refused to attend and I learned that there is no

likelihood of them affiliating with the Berne crowd.

"The British Socialist Party, which corresponds to the

Socialist Party in this country, had intended to send delegates

though not satisfied with all the elements that would attend at

Berne. In the meantime the Labor Party claimed a monopoly

of choosing all delegates representing Great Britain. The

I. L. P. and the B. S. P. protested, and the latter announced it?

intention of ignoring the decision of the Labor Party, but could

not elect its delegates in time. But as soon as the decisions of

the Berne Conference became knovm, the B. S. P. comrades, if

the members of the executive are to be relied upon, and I think

they speak for the membership— decided that they would not

care to affiliate with the Berne organization.

[2019]
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"In France the situation has not changed and owing to this

fact I questioned the advisability of going to Paris. 'Some of

the French delegates for-ippd a healthy f l<eft ' in the Berne Con-

ference and the tendency is in that direction in the French move-

ment. Now that the war hysteria is pas&mg the chauvinists in

the French movement are losing what standing they had and the

whole movement will eventually plant itself on a sound inter-

national basis. May day events will .undoubtedly hasten this

result. ^_
" r could have stayed another week and attended a meeting of

the Commission of the Berne Conference whi<!h was called to

meet in Holland on April 24th. I could have claimed a seat

in the Commission, but in doing so I would have been morally

bound to pay $100 dues to the old International Burfean. I

would not take that responsibility as it was in conflict with my
judgment. The next best thing was to write a statement of

what had occixrred in the United States, the activity of the social

patriots who had left the party, how the party had been pers^,.

cutied, the coftiplete collapse of A. F. of L. officialdom to imperial-

ism and autocracy, and the position of the party regarding the

League of ITations, war and internationalism. This I did and

I gave copies to J. Ramsay MacDonald of the I. L. P. and tO

Comrade Ihkpin, secretary of the B. S. P. MacDonald attended

the meeting of the Commission, and no doubt brought this state-

ment to the attention of the members, and they know what the

attitude of the American party is. Whether it will help in

eliminating the chauvinist elements of the Berne organization

I do not know, but it is certain they will gather no comfort from

it. I regret that I did not make another copy of this statement

to send on to you, but it will probably appear in The Call, the

organ of the B. S. P., as I'hkpin promised it would, and if I can

get a copy of it I will send it on to you.

" There is the further fact that: the Scheidemann patriots were

accepted at Berne, a fact, of course, which we knew before I

left this country. They correspond to the social patriots in the

Allied countries and there is little difference between them except

that they represent, the bourgeois classes of their respective coun-

tries and are in conflict with each other.

"A lai;ge part of Central and Eastern Europe is still, in a

state of turmoil and it , will be many months and possibly a year

ot two before any definitely established party group will be
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fanned that will have time to consider the founding of a new
International.

"While in London I secured some information regarding the

Cpmrnunist Congress held in Moscow. It had to he called in an

atmosphere of secrecy if delegates in other countries were to

attend and a number of delegates were arrested while on their

way to the Congress. Despite opposition 32 delegates were

present representing the following 14 countries: Germany,

Russia, Hungary, Sweden, Norway, Switzerland, Am.erica, Bul-

garia, Eoumania, Poland, Finland, Ukraine, Esthonia and

Armenia. The Berne Conference had 100 delegates represent-

ing 25 countries but the delegates did not have the same difficul-

ties to fa6e that the Moscow delegates did.

" Fifteen other organizations were represented at Moscow with

a voice but no vote. These included representatives of Czech,

South Slav (Jugo-Slav), British and French Communist groups,

Dutch Social Democratic Party, Socialist Propaganda League

of the United States, Swiss Communist group and similar groups

in Turkestan, Turkey, Georgia, Persia, Chian and Korea. These

representatives were probably comrades who were marooned in

Russia and were accepted as fraternal delegates but unable to

speak authoritatively for their organizations.

"An article in the central organ of the Soviets ' Isvestiya ' re-

fers cooly to the commission elected by the Berne Confprence

to go to Russia and investigate the Soviet regime. An extract

from it undoubtedly reflects the view of the Moscow Congress. I

quote:

"
' The establishment of the Communist International, which

places itself in opposition to the International of opportunists

and Social traitors, has now confronted all the hesitating ele-

ments in the Socialist movement who have not yet sold their

principles to the imperia;list bourgeoisie with the option either

of joining the advance guard of the proletariat in its fight for

the Social Revolution, or of going over to the league of capi-

talists struggling for social reaction. There is no longer a

third way. The Social Revolution is knocking at thfe door

of the old world. With the establiBhment of the Third Inter-

national the Proletariat has reached the very gates of the

Socialist era and will know how to open them, in spite of all
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tke obsjiaeles which, have been accumulated in its way by the

will of the ruling classes and the treachery of its former

leaders.'

"The Moscow Congress resolved to take over the work of the

Zimmerwald and Eieiithal grotty after a report by Balabanoff,

Secretary of the Zimmerwald International Socialist Committee,

in which he was joined by Lenin^ Trotzkj, Zinovieff, Eakowisky

and Flatten as members of the Zimmerwald Association.

"On the matter of orgaitizatiiiiHl I quote the following decision

©f the Moscow Congress: '

'

" ' In order ^o expedite the commencement of , the activity

of the new International the Congress at once elects the.

necessary organs with the provision that the final constitu-

tion of the Cominu:nist International will be submitted by

the Bureau to the next Congress. The direction of the Com-

munist International is entrusted to an Executive Co^nmittee

consisting of one representative from the Communist Parties

of the more important countries. . The parties in Russia,

Germany, Germaii-Austria, Hungary, the Balkan Federation,

Switzerland and Sweden are to send their delegates to the

first Executive Committee without delay. Parties from other

countries, which will have declared their adhesion to the

Communist International, before the second Congress, will

also receive a seat on the Executive Committee. Pending

the arrival of delegates from abroad, the comrades of the

country in which the Executive Committee has its seat will

undertake their work. The Executive Committee elects a

Bureau of five members.',

"So far as I know there was unity at the Moscow Congress,

which was quite in contrast with the, Berne Conference. There

is little doubt that in selecting thp name ' Communist' the Mos-

cow Congress did so for the same reason that the Marxists did

in 1847, that is, to distinguish themselves from the many sects

and groups going under the name of Socialist. The world war

has resulted in the same confusion regarding the use of the word

that was apparent in the days when various Utopian sects of

divergent views called themselves Socialist. The Moscow Con-

gress certainly have in mind the ideals of Socialism, not; the con-
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eept of commimism of wealth which has characterized many re-
ligious sects. Its membership is made up of all the elements of
the Socialist mo¥emen,t that oppose war and militarism, relies upon
the dass struggle to chart the course of the movement and keeps
in mind the fact that the real struggle in the modem world is

one between the workers of all countries as against the ruling
classes of all countries.

" In conclusion will state that I could have gone to other coun-
tries and probably have acquired more information, but learning

what I did in London, I felt I could not justify the expenditure

of a few more hundred dollars for what additional information I
might have secured. There was the additional consideration that

if I stayed longer I had no assurance of getting passage back
before June and perhaps later. I would have therefore piled up a

large expense which would have hardly been compensated by any
additional information I might have secured.

" My impression is that as the work of the Paris peace confer-

ence becomes better known, the dispelling of illusions that the

diplomats might be persuaded to make a ' people's peace,' illusions,

strange to say, many who called themselves Socialists apparently

believed, the drift away from the Berne Conference will become

pronounced and this survival of the old International will dis-

appear. There were some revolutionary elements at the Berne

Conference who hoped that they could swing it to adopt declara-

tions that would be a challenge to the Paris diplomats. A state-

ment made at the Berne Conference by Loriot of France, for ex-

ample, was read at the Moscow Congress and was heartily cheered.

I was unable to get the text of this statement, but it. is evident

that there were delegates at Berne, though in the minority, who

would be acceptable to Moscow. The Irish delegation was also

of the same type.

"Then there are, elements like the I. L. P. of Great Britain

who from the beginning of the war maintained a critical attitude

toward their own governments and suffered persecution for it.

Their offices were raided, their literature confiscated and many of

their members served terms of imprisonment. They have occu-

pied a center position, but they will inevitably be driven to a

course that will bring them to hearty support of a genuine Inter-

national pledged to International solidarity of the workers and
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agamst imperialist wars. Their fault has Iseen hesitatiGn to draw
logical conclusions from fafets v/Mcli they repeatedly brought to

the attention of their own membership and the Workers in genietsi.

Events are dispelling their illusions as they admitted to nle when
I talked' with them.

:

'" The International was the work of years and it will require

time to rebuild it on a sound foundation. The proems of getting

together is now under way and will proceed more rapidly as the

wounds x)f the war are healed. Whether the party desires to take

any immediate action regarding thfe International upon the basis

of our knowledge is for the party itself to determine.

"(Signed) JAMES Ol^EAL."
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STATE OF NEW YOEK— ASSEMBLY CHAMBEE

In the Matter of the Investigation by the Assembly of the State

of New York as to the Qualifications of Louis WaJdman,
August Claessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles

Solomon to Betain Theur Seats in Said Body.

The Capitol,

Albany, N. Y., March 3, 1920,

Present:

Hon. Louis M. Martin,

Hon. George H. Eowe,

Hon. James M. Lown,

Hon. Edmund B. Jenks,

Hon. Edward A. Everett,

Hon. William W. Pellet,

Hon. Edward J. Wilson,

Hon. 'Charles M. Harrington,

Hon. Harold E. Blodgett,

Hon. Theodore Stitt,

Hon. Louis A. Cuvillier,

Hon. Maurice Bloch,

Hon. William S. Evans.

Appearances:

For the Judiciary Committee:

Charles D. Newton,

John B. Stanchfield,

Arthur E. Sutherland,

Elon E. Brown,

Martin Conhoy,

Samuel A. Berger,

Archibald E. Stevenson,

Heniy F. WolfP.
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For the Socialists:

Morris Hillquit,

Sd;fril6tir Stedman,

S. John Block,

Gilbert E. Roe,

William S. Karlin,
• Walter Nelles.

Louis M. Maetin, Chairman.

(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment a;t 10:55 a. m.)

Mr. Conboy.— Mr. Chairman, since the adjournment on last

Friday we served a subpoena duces tecum upon the Secretary of

the Ifew York Local to produce' Referendums B
; and D and the

report of the Executive Committee of the Socialist party ' of

America with respect to such refere;ndum.

Eeferendums B and L>. were submitted to the membership of

the Socialist party during the .year: 1919 and prior to the con-

vening of the Emergency. Convention at Chicago in September

of that year.

The Executive Committee appointed a .special .committee to

investigate election frauds iu the party itself, and apparently

to make a report upon these two referendunas, B and D. The

report was made prior to, the convention, under date of August

30, 1919. The only reference (in the report itself to Eeferendums

B and D is that Eeferendjim B was,carried by a vote of 18,517

ayes and 3,517 noes; and Referendum D was carried by a vote of

11,105 ayes and 1,486 noes. The committee's' report is published

in full, so far as it relates to the investigation
i of the election

frauds, which is referred to Referendum C, in The Bulletin, which

has already been referred tq, in these proceedings and was marked

Exhibit No. 34 for identij&cation ; and in a preliminary statement

at the top of the page on which the report with respect to election

frauds is contained, it is stated: that the committee also reported

on Referendums B and D; .but the Bulletin does not contain

either the report upon Referendums ' B and D or the terms of

those referendums. Referenduflii I) isj^r^ferrpjd to in the minority

report, adopted by the referendum vote of the members of the
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party subsequent to the September, 1919, Convention, and in its

context unquestionably has to do with the attitude of the party

toward the Third, or MoScow, Internationale. In order that' the

Committee might have before it a complete record, so far as it

was possible to obtain it,' of the attitude of'the party arid its ex-

.'pressidns with respect to the Third, or Moscow, Internationale, we
call for the production of Referendum D and of the report of

the Executive Committee Upon it.

I am informed by' Mr.' Hillquit and Mr. Gerber thfet a search

has been made'fo'r Referendums B and D, and the reports, of the

Executive Committee thereon^ but that it has been impossible

'for them to locate either of these referenda or report itself; and

Mr. Hillquit is' prepared to make a concise statement as to what,

according to his recollection, the referenda referred to. ' We are

prepared to accept that, pending the production of the report of

the Executive Committee upon that referendum, and the full text

of the referendum theriiselves, if these documents are 'prociirable.

Mr. Hillquit.— Mr. Chairman, the subpoena in question did

not enable, and does not enable, Mr. Gerber to produce the docu-

ments referred to, because it is so indefinitely and vaguely

worded that it is quite impossible to gather just what the mean-

ing or intention was.

T^e subpoena calls for the production of the report of, the

National Executive Committee, without stating which particulai"

report. As to Referendums B'aind D,— Referendum D— again

of emergency convention adopted 1919 by the Socialist party of

.jjLpiqrica. Now, we will gladly waive all technicalities, and pro-

duce any and all instruments, and documents in our possession,

if we know just v?hat is mea,nt., It must be borne in mind, how-

.ever, that if by Referendums B and D 13 meant the questions sub-

mitted to the membership in these letters, and the, return of thp

votes, that^all this is, in the custody of the National Secretary of

the Executive Committee, arid not in the possession of the secre-

tary of New York county.

To tl;ie, beS:t ,of : my recollection, fortified by the recollection of

pjther^ in the Socialist , party, in a position, wore or less to know,

jfhom I have consulted, the two referenda and general votes re-

ferred to are as follows:
, , ,.

Referendum B was a resolution submitted to the membership

for 'the calling of a special or emergency national convention of

the Socialist party.
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That was carried and the convention of August and September
was the result; . ,

Eeferendum D, and again I give my best impression, was a

resolution offered to the membership to the effect that the Socialist

party of the TJnit|ed States shall not take part in any interna-

tional Socialist congress from which the Socialists or Communists
of Russia are excluded. The occasion for it, as I recall it, was that

the Socialist party had elected a delegate, James Oneal, to the

Berne Conference or Conference of the Second Internationale,

which has excluded the Russian Socialists or Communiste or at

least at which those Socialists had not attended, and it was the

desire and intent of this resolution to have the .Socialist party

sever its relations with the Second Internationale so long as the

Socialists of Russia would not constitute part of it, That like-

wise was carried by a majority of the vptes of the members of the

Socialist party. It has subsequently been superseded by the

minority report in Referendum F in evidence here.

Mr. Conboy.— I offer in evidence the article in the New York

CalL dated Tuesday, October 28, 1919, under the general caption

" Independents of Germany Back Stand of II, S. Socialists,"

Mr. Hillquit.— There will be no objection to the introduction

of this article except insofar as it purports to quote myself. I

shall ask for the privilege of explaining brie% the meaning of it.

Mr. Conboy,— That is a proper request to make. No objection

to it.

Mr. Sutherland.— Is it not agreed, Mr. Hillquit, that if you

can procure from the general secretary at Chicago copies of

Referenda B and D and of the report of the Committee thereon

they may be handed to the Judiciary Committee as exhibits in the

case at any time before the Committee makes a report ?

(The paper was received in evidence and marked Exhibit No.

113.)

Mr, Hillquit.— Yes, judge, with this additional reservation,

of course; that in conjunction with it we reserve, likewise, the

right of submitting in the form of affidavits anything the instru-

ment may call for.

Mr. Sutherland.— Then you will try to get those, Mr. Hill-

quit?
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Mr, Hillquit— Yes.

Mr. Conboy (reading):

" Independents of Germany back stand of U. S. Socialists.

Letter signed by Haase, Crispien and Stoerker indorses move
for new International. Opposing majority. Ask whether
American party will support efforts for convocation of Con-
ference.

" In communications just received here the Independent
Socialists of Germany express their satisfaction with the

action taken by the recent emergency convention of the

Socialist party of America on the formation of a new In-

ternational, and state that the Independents are making an
earnest effort to bring about an understanding between all

the radical Socialist organizations of Eastern, Southern and
Northern Europe, and the Russian Comrades. They also

invite the American Socialists to send representatives to the

Congress of the Independents at Leipsig next month. Letter

sent to Hillquit. The letter, dated September 27th, and
'. signed by Haase, Crispien and Stoerker of the Central Com-

mittee of thie Independent Social ptemooratic Party otf

Germany, was sent to Morris Hillquit, who was International

Secretary for America of the International Socialist Bureau
for transmission to the National Executive Committee of

the Socialist party of America.
" In commenting upon the letter, HiUquit said last night

:

'The interesting thing about it is that the Independents

take a position very much like that of the Socialist party of

the United States. With this letter they also send a copy

of the program adopted by them at their last convention.

Thejr place themselves in liiis platform squarely with the

radical Eevolutionary Wing of the International Socialist

movement, and in very clear opposition to the Majority

Socialists of Germany.
"

' They advocate the establishment of Workers' Councils,

or Soviets, as permanent institutions 'and as part of the gov-

ernmental machinery of Germany. They advocate the im-

mediate socialization of the most important industries and

oppose co-operation with bourgeois elements in the Govern-

ment. Eeorganization is needed. Their position on the Sor

Cialist Intemational is very similar to that of the Socialist
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party of America in that they, too, seek to excllidie the' so-

called Social-Patriotic elements of the Socialist mpvement
in all countries, and to include the Bolshevik Socialists, of

Russia. The fact that the Independent decided upoii such a

reorganization . of . the International at about the same time

as our party, and quite independent of it, indicates that the

need of such a reorganization is beginning to be felt all

through the movement.
"

' I' also have a cablegram from the Independent Social

Democratic Party, of Germany, received yestefday,' said

Hillquit, ' inviting the American Socialist Party to send

representatives to the coming Congress of; the Independent

Socialists of Germany,; to be held at, Leipsig, ISTovember 16th

to 22d.'

, "Got only Press Dispatch. The letter from the Inde-

pendents follows:-'.
"* To Morris Hillquit, for transmission/to, the National

Executive Committee of the Socialist party of America.
" ' Dear Comrade:, As. much as we regretted that no rep-

resentative of your party has been .here since the end of the

warj we now welcome most enthusiastically the step which

you have undertaken for the re-establishment '-— and in

carrying the story from the first to the third- page, apparently

a line was omitted, because the first line on the third page

begins with ' tional,' apparently a. part of the word Interna-

tional. '
• ' I

,

'
,'*' Unfortunately, your action has reached us only in the

form of a brief press dispatch.
"

' We send you our revolutionary program and some

material on our attitude towai'd the International. The

latter will be formally defined at the convention of our

party, which is to be held shortlyi

;

i

."
' The governing body of our party at its .last; session

has directed us to make an earnest effort to bring: abotrt the

co-operation of all truly revolutionary social parties,- such as

the radical sociaKst organizations of . Switzerland, Italy,

Austria^' Fraaice and England, and more 'particularly the

Socialists of the Scandinavian countries and of the Balkans,

in order to bring about a joint explanation with the Ilpssian

comrades. By these means it will undoubtedly b^ip^ssijjle

to remove many niisunderstandings and diffieulties which

at present seem to be insurmountable. *
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^'
' We' shall welcome it most profoundly if your party

will support this understanding of ours and further it with all

-your might, for we must succeed in establishing a true revo-

lutionary International pf Socialism. We shall be vejry grate-

iul to you if you will communicate to us your views on the

subject at an early date, ^nd particularly if you will inform

us whether you will, support efforts looking to;ward the con-

vocation of a conference for the, above-mentioned purposes.

" ' With fraternal greetings,

" ' The Central ponimittee of the Independ-

ent Social Deniocratic Party of Germany,

" ' HAASE,
"'CKISPIEN,

. . :" ' STOEKKEK'

"

,;Mr. Hillquit.— A few brief words in explanation of the article,

and my statement in connection with it. The Independent Social

Jjlenjocratic Party of Germany here referred to is that Social

Party of Germany which, shortly after the war, began opposing

its government in the prosecution of t;he war, and voting against

the war budget. It was that party which, starting with one

solitary yote in opposition of Carl Liebknecht, finally reached a

voting strength of almost forty in the lieichstag or Parliament of

Germany against war and against war credit. It is that party

ajso which, after the war, ihilS refused to make any compromise

with the nobility and the junker class of Germany, but has

i]jsisted upon ja purely Socialist working class government.

It .is that party also which has most strenuously objected to

the policy of ilinister of War Jfoske, and similar measures of

the German government. To make ithis position perfectly clear

itfshpuld be remembered that the Socialist movement in Germany
was divided into three parts on account of the war and- im-

mediately, after ithe war. Those three were: First, the so-called

Spcial patriots or conservative socialists Ted by Scheideman and

Ebert, who is the present President of the German Republic, and

other persons of the same type. It consists of the men who,

during the war, supported their government and its war policies

ijj,.;all respects. That is the conservative or soTcalled majority

party of Socialists in Germany. '

'

On the, other extreme there were the Siparticides, possibly the
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extreme or radical group. Between, the two stood, and stand, the

Independent Social Democratic pariy of Germany. That is, as

I said before, those Socialists who, during the latter part of the

war were opposed to their government in the war and voted

against the government, and who, today, take what w6 consider

the true, ptoper social attitude, neither compromising with the

junker class of Germany, nor going to the extremes of the Spar-

ticides. With that party in Germauy, the Independent Social

Democratic party, the Socialist party of the United States is most

closely allied spiritually. The Independent Social Democratic

party in Germany also represents what it itself styles the radical

revolutionary wing of the Socialist movement, of which ia every

other country there are corresponding Socialist parties, which in

fact may be said' today to represent the vast majority of the

Socialists in all countries of the world.

That is the position I have above described opposing

compromises with the ruling classes and also opposing

the so-called patriots of the type for instance of Scheideman in

Germany and Albert Thomas in France. The conference or con-

veution which the Independent Social Democratic party of Ger-

many held and to which the Socialists of the United States were

invited adopted a resolution with reference to the Internationale

which was very similar to our majority resolution; not quite to

the minority resolution, and when I comment upon a similarity

of the two it was on the assumption that the majority resolution

of the Socialist party was the resolution adopted. Subsequently

as you know the minority resolution was adopted which, however,

I do not consider to vary much in substance. The object of ihe

German Independent Socialists to bring about what they called

joint explanation with the Russian comrades was precisely the

object which the S'ocialists of the United States had in view in

passing their resolution. They said here are the Russian Social-

ists by themselves and here are other parties and a number of

them all through the world in thorough sympathy with them but

not in accord with them on all details, practical aS well as

theoretical. "Now then, instead of either swallowing Bolshevism

whole or rejecting it whole, Why not get together and thresh out

the difFerenees and try to establish a common basis of action

upon an acceptable program. The further reference to wbrkers,

councils and Soviets is a historic tefereUce. When the constitu-
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ent Assembly of Germany convened, a demand was made from

all parts of the country to recognize an economic or industrial

government alongside with the political government and to incor-

porate it in the Constitution of Germany. This economic govern-

ment was called the council of workers, and, as the word " Soviet

"

was then and is still so popular, that word was applied. That has

been done. The Constitution of the German Eepublic today con-

tains a provision for the institution of economic workers' coun-

cils which are given certain rig'hts in the administration of the

affairs of Germany more or less co-equal in this field with the

political government, and it was that feature particularly to which

we referred. I may add that the men who signed this letter,

Haase, Crispien and Stoerker, have been those who above all

other public men in Germany have urged a democratic negotiated

peace without indemnities, and free determination of the peoples

above any other public Representatives of Germany ; that they have

been consistently opposed to the military government, to the

nobility of Kaiserdom and the governing classes in the country

through the war and after the war, and it is for that reason par-

ticularly that our sympathies went out largely to this part of the

Socialist movement.

Mr. Sutherland.— The statement made by Mr. Hillquit shows

very clearly the desirability of having before this Committee the

true referendums, B and D, and the report of the Executive Com-

mittee to the September, 1919, Convention. Now, if a telegram

were sent to the general office at Chicago they must have those

do(3uments there and they could be here before we conclude our

discussion. I hope that the Chair will join us in the request

that those documents be sent on here.

Mr. Hillquit.— It does not take the request of the Chair. We
have made that promise and it is perfectly sufficient.

The Chairman.— I think that is all you can do about it.

Mr. Sutherland.— The Bulletin marked Exhibit 34 for identi-

fication I think should be in evidence, Mr. Chairman. We don't

ask to have it printed in full but it may be referred to perhaps

and should be before the. Committee.

- The Chairman.— It can be marked as Exhibit 34.

(The paper was marked Exhibit 34 in evidence this day, March

3,1920).

76
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Mr. Stedman.—rl wisli to offer in evidence the vote of the vari-

ous Assembly districts from which the members who are being

investigated here were elected. The Bronx Third Assembly Dis-

trict, Kobert S, MuUin, 4,163; William Watchtell, 3,984; Samuel
A. deWitt, 5,802,'!'-

The Chairman.— It doesn't show what partiies they are from.

Mr. iStedman.— Uo, it does not. Mullin was a Democrat;
Watchtell, Republican, and deWitt, Socialist.

Bronx Fourth Assembly District, M- Baldwin Eurtig, Demo-
crat, 4,509; George B. Low, Republican, 2,915; Samuel Orr,

6,455, Socialist; Alma M. Ford, 60, Prohibitionist.

Kings Twenty-third Assembly District, Walter R. Hart, Demo-
crat, '2,Y9i9i; Joseph F. Ricca, Republican, 3,128; Charles Sol-

omon, 4,9Y4, Socialist.

New York Eighth Assembly District, Herman Weiss, Fusion,

Republican and Democrat, 5,010; Louis Waldman, Socialist^

5,120.

^N'ew York Seventeenth Assembly District, Joseph N. Schultz,

Democrat and Republican Fusion candidate, 6,041; August

Claessens, 6,123, Socialist; August W. Osterburg, 38.

I also wish to offer in evidence proceedings at the time the mem-
bers were brought before the bar of the Assembly. I don't think

it will be necessary perhaps to read it but, it has not been put

into the record. That is where Speaker Sweet directs the Ser-

geant-At-Arms. I just hand that to the printer, Mr. Chairman.

,, (The paper was received in evidence and marked Assembly-

men's Exhibit No. 13 and wiU be found at the close of the morn-

ing's session.)

Mr, Stedman.— I have some excerpts taken from the Army
and Navy League Journal publication; statements on the cause

of the war, profits derived and from Congressional records. I

ask that those be printed.

Mr. Sutherland.—We object to that. It is a long compendluDj

of extracts from speeches from Jefferson's time down. They are

documents of no relevancy whatever to this inquiry and what-

ever there is in this great mass of documents

—

'

Mr. Stedman.— It is about 18 pages.

Mr. Sutherland.— There is so much of it, Mr. Chainnani* that

it is a burden upon the public to print it and there is nothii^

,
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there which counsel could not legitimately refer to in the course
of their argument.

Mr. Stedman.— Well, there is. We might not all want to refer
to the same passages and wish to refer to others and there is a
considerable portion which serves as a nature of precedent for
these proceedings in the guide and conduct here. I hope that
the expense isn't disturbing you, fifteen pages of typewriting,
when they order wholesale cHppings from newspapers of ten years
ago and before the flood.

Mr. Hillquit.— If there is any doubt in the minds of the Com-
mittee on the relevancy, I should like to say a few words on it.

(Discussion off the record.)

The Ohaimiaii.— You want this as a document ?

Mr. Stedman.— Yes, sir.

The Chairman.— I will admit it. It is to be printed as a

separate ddcument.

(The paper referred to was marked Assemblymen's Exhibit

No. 14 of this date.)

Seymode Stedman, recalled, testified as follows:

Direct-examination by Mr. Hillquit.

Q. You have been sworn, Mr. Stedman ? A. I have.

Q. A statement has been read here, I believe from the report

of the National Executive Secretary to the effect that about 2,000

Socialists had been convicted under the Espionage Law ?

Mr. Sutherland.^—Arrested or indicted.

Q. Even so, I will ask you whether you are familiar with the

actual facts, the number of Socialists, or members of the Socialist

party, indicted under the Espionage Law, and whether the state-

ment that it was about 2,00i0, was correct?, A. 'No, it is not

correct.

Mr. Conboy.— The statement is as follows : This is from page .

4 of this bulletin, which was received in evidence this morning,

and which has already been marked Exhibit 34 for identification:

" Some 2,000 Socialists in all have been arrested because of their

opinions, and the era of persecution is by no means ended." This,
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you naaj say, is the official bulletin- issued- 'Sep*ralilD&pv 15;, 1919^
by the national office of the Socialist party. -

Mr. Hillquit.—-We recognize that; Mr. Gonboy.' Now, it is

somewhat different than what my impression was. It says >2i,00i0

Socialists were arrested for their opinion. It does not, as I under-

stand it, Mr. Conboy, refer to the Espionage ;Law particularly.'!

"lir. C6nboy.— It only does in the context. It .first' takes up
those who have been

.
indicted and convicted, ' including Mr.

Debs, Mr. Berger and various members of the Executive Com-
mittee, National. Secretary, the President of: the Young People's

Social League, and the various others who were individually re-

ferred to there; and then it goes on to say, and the context might

justify the impression, that they had' been arrested for a violation

of the Espionage Act. : That some 2,000 Socialists in all have

been arrested because of the expression of their opinions, .

Q. Then, to ple^ it up, Mr. Stedman, IjWill ask you whether

you know how miany (Socialists, members of the Socialist party,

definitely or approximately, have been arrested, charged witt

offens^ under the Espionage Act? A. No, I do not thinb any

one does, that is, in numbers arrested. There was probably ten or

t^venty thousanfi people, or fifteen thousand people, arrested in the

two years. The percentage of Socialists would be hard to esti-

mate. Our report would come from those v^ho. were held for the

Grand Jury; or who were indicted. Those who were indicted

and convicted would not exceed 27.

,, Q. Twenty-seven individual Socialists?. A. Yes, sir, memWs
of the Spcialist party. I should add to that that in that '26 tli^t

I am stating, there are nine pending on appeal. The Kienthal

case was referred to a few days ago ; and I referred to the Berger

case on appeal, the Steen case, from Utica pending on appeal,

and the case of Rose Pastor Stokes, pending oh appeal.

Mr. Block.— And the PJers_on, case.

The Witness.— The Pierson case.

Q. Can you give us the approximate number of Socialists who

were indicted under the Espionage Law and have either been

convicted, or whose cases are still pending? A. Do you mean con-

victed, as finally sentenced, and' not on appeal?
'

Q. No, either way? A. Those who have been convicted by a

jury and' who have been sentenced will be about 23 or 24. ' ''i
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untried, I think would amount to five or six more.

Q. So that altogether yoii would say that the numher of Social-

ists indicted under the Espionage Law, convicted, or whose cases

are pending, does not exceed 30, is that correct ? A. Correct.

In other words, take all the cases reported by General Palmer, the

Socialists convicted would be a smaller percentage relative to the

Socialists' vote against the Kepublican and Beinocratic votes.

Cross-examination by Mi'. Conboy.

Q. Mr. Stedman, I .iunderstand it is conceded that this is. the

oMcial bulletin of the Socialist Party of America, Exhibit 34,

isn't it? A. Itis.'

Q, And that statenient with respect to which you have been

interrogated is contained in the report of the National Executive

Conimittee? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Of the party? A. Yes, sir. !

Q. On page 4 of Exhibit 34, the bulletin that I have referred

to, that is true, isn't it ? ,
:A. Yes, sir. My statements are based

upon the report of the Attorney-Xreneral for the United States,

and the cases that I know are included in those numbers. Eor
instance, there were 99,1. W. W.'s.who were convicted in one

batch who were included in his report of 300. Only one of the

entire number was a Socialist that I know of.

Mr. Hillquit.— Is that all, Gentlemen?

Mr. Conboy.— That is all.

Mr. Hillquit.— That is all in every other way.

The Chairman.— Testimony closed.

Mr. Hillquit.—: Mr. Chairman ?

The Chairman.— Proceed.
,

,
, , ,

Mr. Hillquit.— Before b^inning my argument, I wish to thank

you, Mr. Chairrdan, and the other members of the' Committee^

for the great amouiit of patience and forbearance which you have

shown throughout this proceeding. I also wish, at this point,

to express my appreciation to counsel on the other side for their

eonduct whidij on the "vvhole, has been courteous, professional,

and to 'Say that ify in the course of ' my remarks I should have

occasion to criticize some of their conduct in this proceeding it
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shall by no means be taken as personal, but only as necessitated

by the exigencies of the case itself.

True to the promise of the Chair to allow a ^eat
latitude to both sides in the introduction of evidence, we
have had an extraordinary wide range of testimony on all sub-

jects, some relevant, some irrelevant; and'today, when we come

to sum up the case, we are confronjted by an unusual record, I

believe, of about 2,00-0 printed pages, and covering every con-

ceivable historical, economic and sociological subject.

I believe it to be the object of a summing up to separate the

wheat from the chaff; to come down to the acitual issues; to dis-

cuss the principal evidence upon such issues, together with the

view of counsel for the respective ^ides, as to the purpose and

meaning of such evidence; and I believe I can render no better

service to the Committee in their deliberations than to recall to

them at the threshold that after all is said and done, and after all

the testimony is sifted and weighed, we are here on a definite

proceeding and for a definite and concrete object. We have gotten

away from the facts of the case. We have gotten away in some

respects from the objects of this proceeding, and it may be well

to recall here the origin of this proceeding.

In the last general election of 1919, Louis Waldman, August

Claessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Saftiuel Orr and Charles Solomon

were duly elected by their reSp^ive constituencies in the city of

N'ew York, to be members of this body. They received a plurality,

or majority vote in each case. Their election was not contested.

A certificate of election was issued to each of them, and on the

7th day of January, 1920, the opening day of the first session of

this Assembly, they duly presented themselves, took the constitu-

tional oath of office, participated in the work of organizing this

Chamber and in some other preliminary work until such time as

they were, upon the motion of the Speaker of the House— upon

his own motion— called before the Board of this House and,

after being lectured by the 'Speaker, a resolution was introduced,

submitted to a vote and adopted ; and they thereupon, and under

the terms of that resolution, were 'suspended from their office

pending this hearing.

This resolution is the authority under which your Committee

acts. It not only states the subject of your inquiry, but it also

defines and limits your authority in the matter. It is the. only

legal warrant under which you gentlemen of the Committee are
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here to-day; and it, therefore, becomes very important to have

that resolution and its wording clearly before you. I shall, there-

fore, take the liberty of reading it now. It is as follows:

" Whereas, Louis Waldman, August Claessens, Samuel A.

deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles Solomon are members of

tile Socialist Party of America; and
"Whereas, the said Socialist Party did, at its official

paiiiy convention, held in the city of Chicago, Illinqis, in

the month of August, 1919, declare its adherence and

solidarity with the revolutionary forces of Soviet Eussia

and did. pledge itself and its mem;bers to the furtherance of

the International Socialist Eevolution; and
" Whereas, by such adherence and such declaration

made by the said party, the said party has endorsed the

principles of the Communist Internationale now being held

at Moscow, Russia, which Internationale is pledged to the

forcible and violent overthrow of all organized government

now existing; and
" Whereas, section 5 of article 2 of the Constitution of

the 'Siocialist party of America provides that each member
of the Socialist party of America must subscribe to the fol-

lowing: 'In all my political action, while a member of the

Socialist party, I agree to be guided by the Constitution and

platfomi of that party ;' and

"Whereas, section 13, subdivision 8, of , the State Con-

stitution of the Socialist party of the State of New York
provides: 'A member may be expelled from the party, or

may be suspended for a period not exceeding one year, for

the following offenses (f) for failing, or refusing when
.
elected to a public office, to abide and carry out such instruc-

tions as he may have received from the dues-paying party

organization, or as prescribed by the State or National

Constitution ;
' and

"Whereas, such instructions may be given by an execu-

, tiv^ committee made up in whole or in part of alien enemies

owing allegiance to .governments or organizations inimical to

the interests of the United States and the people of the State

of New York ; and
"Whereas, the National Convention of the Socialist

party of America, held at St. Louis, from April 7, to about

April 14, 1917, did duly adopt resolutions that the only

struggle which would justify taking up arms is the class
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struggle against econo-mie exploitation and politie^l oppiess-

sion, and particularly warned against the snare and delusion

of so-called defensive warfare ; and sucli resolutions further

provided as against the false doctrine of national patriotisia;

and they upheld the idea of international working-class

solidarity; and ,,

" Whereas, the Socialist party of America did urge

its members to refrain from taking parib in any way, shape or

manner in the war, and did affirmatively urge them to refuse

to engage even in the production of munitions of war and

other necessaries used in the . prosecution of the said war,

and did thereby stamp the said party and all of its members

with an inimicable attitude to the best interests of the United

States and the State of JSTew York ; and

"Whereas, the said Louis Waldman, August Olaessens,

Samuel A. delWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles Solomon, mem-
bers of the Socialist party of America, having been elected

upon the platform of the Socialist party of America, have

thereby subscribed to its principles and its aims and pur-

poses, against the organized government of the United States

and the State of !N'ew York, and have been actively associated

with and connected with an organization convicted of a viola-

tion of the Espionage Act of tlie United States;

" Wherefore, be it resolved, that the said Louis Waldman,
August Olaessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and

Oharles Solomon, members of the Socialist party, be and they

hereby are denied seats in this Assembly pending the deter-

mination of their qualifications and eligibility to their

respective seats, and be it further
" Eesolved, that the investigation of the qualifications and

eligibility of the said persons to their respective seats in this

Assembly be and it hereby is referred to the C'ommittee on

Judiciary of the Assembly of the State of N"ew York,. to be

hereafter appointed, and that the said Committee be

empowered to adopt such rules of procedure as in its judg^

ment it deems proper, and that said Committee be further

empowered to subpoena and examine witnesses and docu-

mentary evidence, and to report to this body its detettaiM'-

.tions as to the qualifications and eligibility of the said Louis

Waldman, August Olaessens, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel

Orr and Oharles, Solomon, and each of tliem respectively to

a seat in this Assembly."
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'Now, Mr. Chairman, I call your attention, first of all, to the

object for which you have been appointed, and which is stated

twice in the resolution. One is that the Assemblymen men-
tioned be denied their seats pending the determination of their

qualifications and eligibility to their respective seats; and the

other: you are asked to report finally your determination as to

the qualifications and eligibility of these five men. So that the

only question before you— the only question upon which you have
the power to take testimony and to pass upon it— is the ques-

tion of the eligibility and qualification of these five men. You
have no 'other authority under this resolution. I say that for

the reason that the nature of this proceeding and its legal status

have never been made quite clear; and in fact, when you go
through the record, you will find several conflicting illusions of

such nature in this proceeding.

There is, as you well know, first of all, the constitutional pro-

vision to the effect that each House— and, of course, also this

Assembly— shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and quali-

fications of its own members ; and that is the only provision which
the Assembly had in view in passing this resolution under which
you are proceeding.

You cannot adopt any other theory but that these five men
were denied seats not on account of their conduct in the Assembly;
but they were denied their seats at the threshold of their terms,

just upon a challenge of their qualifications and eligibility.

The other provisions which have been mentioned here was the

one of the Legislative Law, section 3, to the effect that e^ch

House has the power to expel any of its members after the report

of a Committee to inquire into the charges against him shall have

been made. Clearly, this proceeding does not come within that

provision ; first, because the expulsion or suspension of these mem-
bers took place before any inquiry of chaises or into charges;

and also because I think it has been held uniformly— and it

is quite clear from the context— that this section of the legisla-

tive law deals only with conduct of members of the Assembly in

office. It could not be anything else. For that matter I doubt

that the Legislature would have a right to go back to original

qualifications by the enactment of a similar provision.

And another provision which, also has been referred to in the

course of this proceeding was that of the Public Officers Law,

section 35-a, reading: "A person holding any public office shall

be removable therefrom in the manner provided by law for the
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utterance of any treasonable word or words, or the doing of

any treasonable or seditions act or acts during his term," ^ ,

l^ow, it is perfectly clear that this provision has absolutely no

application to, the case before you; first, because the offense here

mentioned must be committed during the term of office; and,

of course, the term of office of these Assemblymen covered i a

period not beyond thirty minutes, or two hours—^I am cor-

rected— during which time they are not charged with miscon-

duct in any shape, form or manner. Furthermore, from the read-

ins 'of this provision it is perfectly clear that all that it meant

to do was to specify one of the. offenses referred to in a general

way in the Legislative Law an offense for which a member may

be expelled, because this provision— "a person holding any pub-

lic office shall be removed therefrom in the manner provided- by
law"— assumes and refers to a definite procedure for such

removal, mentioned elsewhere.

I do not suppose it will be seriously contended by the other

side or that aaiy member of the committee would entertain any

serious doubts on the subject, namely, that these five Assembly:

men are tried here as to their qualifications or eligibility for office

under the provisions of the Constitution of the State of New
York, article 3, section 10. This isi the one I have read before.

That is one very important inference we must draw from the

reading of the resolution.

Then you are asked to inquire into the eligibility and quali'

fications of these men and to report your determination. Does

thsit mean that you are given a general roving commission?

Does that mean that you are not limited in any way in the scope

of your inquiry by any provisions of that resolution ? I hold

it does not. What 'I maintain, Mr. Chairman, is that the numer-

ous recitals in the resolution in form charging these Assembly-

men with the commission of certain offenses or with the posses-

sion of certain disqualifications are not meant to be and could

not have been meant to be conclusions in the nature of a judg-

ment. In other words, when the Assembly, by its resolution said

:

"Whereas, the said Socialist party did at its official party con-

vention held at the City of Chicago, Illinois, in the month of

August, 1919, declare its adherence and solidarity with the revo-

lutionary forces of Soviet Russia, and did pledge itself and its

members to the furtherance of the International Socialist Revo-

lution," and when it further said, in the next clause, "That
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Whereas, by sueh adherence and by such declaration made by the

said party, the said party has endorsed the principles of the Com-

laiinist International' now being held at Moscow, Russia, which

International is pledged to the forcible and violent overthrow of

all organized governments now existing," the Assembly did not

mean to convey the impression that it had investigated all these

facts, passed upon thism, and rendered judgment as herein set

forth, for if that had been the case there would be nothing to

refer to this committee. Also, it would be a perfectly novel

procedure to render judgment without a trial, without a hearing,

without any evidence to support it, I take it, therefore, Mr.

Chairman, that while the resolution is perhaps a little unskilfully

worded, the intention was to consider these various recitals as

charges, not as findings of facts somewhat analagous to the form
of the indictment in which the defendant is charged in positive

and concrete terms with the commission of certain offenses, but it

does not stand as the judgment of the court but merely as a basis

for trial and investigation. And I hold that these various recitals

do not intend to do more than that; that they merely represent

charges against these Assemblymen or their party in concrete

form, in the form of findings, and if my contention is correct, and

I don't see how any other conclusion could be held, it means that

this resolution, other than its final enacting clause, is an indict-

ment, a charge. And you gentlemen of the committee are limited

to the investigation of these charges. There is nothing else before

you.

In other words, the Assembly has said to you as follows

:

"Whereas, it is claimed that the party to which these five

Assemblymen belong is committed to certain policies, and has

committed certain acts, and whereas, it is claimed that such poli-

cies and acts are inconsistent with their holding office, disqualify

them and render them ineligible," Therefore you gentlemen of

committee are directed by this Assembly, through this resolution,

first to ascertain the facts. Are these charges upon which the

Assembly acted in the suspension of these members, are these

charges true or are they false, or are they true in part and false

in part? If so, in what particulars are they true, and in what

particulars are they false? And if your decision is as to question

of fact, that these charges are supported by evidence or any of

them are supported by evidence, then you must determine a second

question, as a question of law, whether upon the existence of such
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faots as ypuibave aseertained, thefegmeit have been rendered dis-

qualified, ar ineligible to? ;o£B.oe by the , Constitution and by-law.

So that your task is a two-fold one. You must inquire into, the

facts, and I repeat vthe facts recited in the resolution idetermine

the truth or falsity of the charges, and then determine as a ques-

tioni of 'law, whether or not the existence of such conditions do or

do not render these five mien eligible or qualified toehold the ofSce

as members of the Asseniblyi

Curiously enough^ at the very outset of thisi proceeding, at the

first session of this committee, a statement was read by the Chair-

man presumably in behalff of the Committee, giving a somewhat

different version of the issues before this Committee. A version'

not in all respects in accord with the resolution. The source of

the statement has never been made clear in this proceeding.

Whether it was the individual opinion of the Chairman, a state-

ment of the Committee, or in the nature of an aittempted super-

seding indictment, We do not know, but the fac* is that this state-

ment contains several additionial cbafges not found in the original

resolution. '

<,'',
!

: ji

These were: First, that 'these five Assemblymen -were members

of a party or society whose platform or principles and whose doc-

trines, ^as advocated todayy call for a demand, the complete destfiic^

tioii of our form of government by the fomentation of industrial'

unrest, the bringing into play of force and violence and direet

action by the mass. That was not, the latter part, at least, con-

tained in the original resolution. Further, that these men affili-

ated with that party or society, have subscribed to and advocate

such principles, and are in favor of' absolute substitution ' of

minority for majority rule. That, likewise, is a new chairg©, not

embraced in the resolution; - >i

But, then, that in 191Y, when our country was at war with

Germany, and summoned the strength of the people to that great

struggle, the party or society to which these men belonged, and to

whose program they have subscribed in open convention, and with

calculated deliberation, denounced the war as criminal; its pulf-

pose capitalistic; its motive profiteering, and pledged every mail

in the party to oppose the war; and all means adopted by the

government for carrying on the war in every possible way.

And, further, , that the men ihere in name, by voice and vote,

in public and in private, opposed every measure intended to aid

the; prosecution of the war to a successful conclusion, andi gave

aid and comfort to the enemy.
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I wish, to call tlie attention of the Committee to the fact that

this charge contained in the statement read by the Chairman, is

the iirst 'attempt to lay any definite charge upon the five men
individually. In the resolution the only connection betvireen them
and the guilty conduct is their membership in the Socialist party

of the United States. There is not a word ; there is not an infer-

ence in the entire resolution which would hold any of these five

men individually guilty of any misconduct. Here, for the first

time, in a supplemental, informal statement, they -are charged

individually that they have, by their votes and by their voice,

committed certain acts of alleged misconduct.

Then, further, that they secured their nomination and procured

their election under the! pretense to the people that they were

merely availing themselves of a legal established means for politi-

cal representation; whereas in truth and in fact it is claimed

that this was done to disguise and cover up their true intent and

purpose to overthrow this government, peaceably if possible;

forcibly, if necessary. '

This, the procuring of their election, nomination, by false pre-

tenses, is likewise an entirely new supplemental charge. '

Then, further, the claim is made that these men, with others,

eng^ed in a large and well-organized conspiracy to subvert the

due administration of law, to destroy the right to hold and own
private property, honestly acquired; to weaken the family ties

which they assert is the seed of capitalism, to destroy the in-

fluence of the Church and overturn the whole fabric of a constitu-

tional form of government.

Here, for the first time, the theory of a conspiracy is sprung

upon us. In the original resolution these five members of the

assembly were charged with membership in a political party, and

it was claimed that that political party had rendered itself unfit

for the membership of a political community in the country by its

conduct.

In the supplemental charge, it is no more a part. It is a con-

spiracy between these five' men and various other persons un-;

known, to do certain things, likewise not mentioned in the original

resolution. And to ahbw how ikr the statement goes and how ill-

advised were those that prepared it, it will suffice to call atten-

tion' to this particular charge, namely, that o]je of the objects of

the alleged conspiracy was to destroy the influence of the Church.

The charge is ridiculous. It is controverted by the evidence,

but the point alone— the idea of a legislative body iii any State



of the Union making the object of a dbai^ge that certain men are

alleged to have conspired to undermine the influence of the

Church ! Since when is the State ; since when is any legislative

body constituted a guardian of the influence of the Church?
Isn't every political and socjial doctrine of this country, from
the early days of the Colonies, down to this last day, absolutely

opposed to the theory that it is the business of the State to

preserve the influence of the Church. Does not the Constitution

of the United States,! at least by implication, emphasize that v§ry

foundation of our social and political life? And how does this

Assembly of the State of New York come to charge,: as an offense,

that any of its members were engaged in any conspiracy, to un-

dermine the influence of the Church? I repeat the charge is ab-

surd; but I also wish to call attention of the Committee to the

desperate length to which the framers of these charges went when
they prepared the supplemental charge.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that the entire supplemental

statement, inasmuch as it is supposed to be part of this proceed-

ing, in so far as it is supposed to constitute a basis of iadditional

evidence against these assemblymen not in the charges, should be

disregarded from the beginning to the end ; should be thrown out

of your minds, and from, your consideration, together with all

the testimony based upon it.

The charges which were made against Us, the charges which

we were summoned here to defend ourselves before you, are

charges formulated by this Assembly. If any additional

charges were to be made against us, there was only one way of

effecting it. The Assembly could amend or supplement its resolu-

tion. You gentlemen of the Committee i could not do it. The
agent can certainly not extend the authority conferred upon him

by the principal. I say you have no legal right to add any

charges. You had no legal right to hear evidence on those addi-

tional charges. You should absolutely disregard it. But, if there

was, at least, a semblance of legality or propriety in those addi-

tional charges made by the committee, in the statement read by

the Chairman, there certainly was none in the further additional

charges made by counsel for the Cojnmittee ; and they have made
additional charges.

It seems to be a sort of general free for all proceeding. Here

are five men brought before a court on something or other* Every-

body who feels like licking them or hitting them, go on and do so

and do it in your own way.
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Counsel in submitting their so-called brief at tbe close of their

case, I repeat, did make definite and additional new charges

against these five men. They are, first that the provision con-

tained in the national constitution of the Socialist Party, pro-

hibiting members of the party from voting for any appropriation

for military or naval purposes, or for war, that this is in conflict

with the provision of the Constitution of the State of IS'ew York
which enjoins upon the Legislature to make annual appropriation

for the maintenance of the militia, and that consequently that fact

disqualifies these five men from taking seats in the Assembly.

I am not going at this time into the merits of the contentions.

We will do that later, but I call your attention to the fact that this

is distinctly a new charge, not contained in the resolution, not

contained even in the Chairman's statement, but wholly invented

by counsel for the Committee.

Likewise, the charge that the Socialist party has for its purpose

the substitution of the Soviet form of government in the United

States. That wasi not contained ill any of the previous charges.

That was discovered by counsel for the Committee; and so, like-

wise, that the Socialist party is an anti-national party; and

finally, counsel for the Committee take it upon themselves to pre-

fer, formulate and state specific charges of individual miscon-

duct against these five Assemblymen. I call attention to the fact

that when the resolution was adopted there was no such charge,

or shadow of a charge,,in it. But, in order to conform the charges

to the evidence improperly introduced, I claim specific charges

are made against each one of the five Assemblymen, and the

learned counsel on the part of the Committee even goes so fax as to

suggest that these five men are guilty of a violation or viola,tions

of the Espionage Law and should be convicted under the terms

of the Espionage Law.

To what extent counsel for the Committee have gone in the

preparation and formulation of charges against these five men

can be best judged by this ; that they have had the said courage to

take, up the records of these men in previous sessions of the As-

sembly, to drag out their votes, their action in such Assembly and

to make that a basis of their criticism. If ever there was a sacred

right recognized in the political fabric of our country it is the un-

trammeled right of an elected representative to any legislature,

State or national, to speak his mind freely and according to the

dictate of his conscience, to vote and act upon all measures before



2048

Mid. as an absolutely free and nntraimneled agent. And our Oon-

.
stitution specifically provides that the acts and votes of members

of the legislature should not be questioned anywhere else in any

proceeding of any kind including a proceeding of this kind.

IN'or is that all. Counsel goes so far as to make this charge with

reference to August Claessens that during his term of oflBce, pre-

vious terms, he had introduced affirmative legislation of an offen-

sive character. Think of it, gentlemen. Consider it soberly.

Have they come down to that. Have they come down to the

point where a measure introduced by a member of your House

or of any other legislative body which to him we must assume

represents a measure of public welfare, that such a measure of

affirmative legislation, not personal misconduct, not personal mis-

behavior, but a measure of affirmative legislation subsequently

happens not to meet T^ith the approval- of learned coimsel for your

Committee and is made a basis of a proceeding for their removal

from the Assembly. I merely point that out to show to your Com-

mittee the length to which this modification of charges has gone,

the pUing of charges upon charges, and I again respecfully repeat

that with respect to all these new charges discovered by counsel

for your Committee, they are not before you. You have no right

to go into them. You have no authority from your parent body

for it. You must disregard them and disregard all the evidenfee

in connection with them. You know this proceeding otherwise

will certainly set a precedent, a very novel precedent in the juris-

prudence of this country.

Imagine for a moment a defendant charged with larceny

brought into trial. The District Attorney tries the case <upon

an indictment of forgery. The judge submits it to the jury upon

the theory of arson and perhaps the jury brings out a verdict of

assault and battery. This is practically what you have before you

for the evidence, no doubt, in that connection would show that

even with all this latitude, with all this superstructure of various

charges, the evidence is not confined to the charges.

JSTow, with reference to that evidence there is one point

I wish to make, and gentlemen of the Committee I

wish to impress that upon your minds as strongly as I can. I say

regardless of the question of the relevancy or irrelevancy of the

testimony offered here and regardless of • the intention of my
friends on the other side, who I do not charge with wiKul mal-

intentions, I say the evidence so absolutely distorts the vision

of those who read it as to the subject with which it deals as to
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be absolutely worthless and worse. My criticism is based upon

two points, not so much on the point that utterances, platforms,

declarations and other statements of the party or certain indi-

viduals have been misconstrued or misread. That may happen.

But there is another important point and that is this. The testi-

mony is so one-sided as to absolutely blur your vision. Let me
tell you what I mean iby it.

The Socialist movement is about {TO to 75 years old

in its modem phases. It has produced a literature of hun-

dreds upon hundreds of volumes in all modem languages. It

is a tremendous literature that is there on the subject. The
Socialist movement in the United States is almost half a century

old. The present party is 20' years old. It has had numerous
conventions, national, state and local. It has adopted hundreds

of official proclamations of all kinds. Its press is large. You
take for instance the Call alone that has been cited here so often.

It is a daily. There are 365 editions of it every year. It is in

its 13th year of existence. Consequently it has published roughly

about 4,500 numbers. Each of them contains an average of from

four to five editorials or contributed articles. Consequently that

paper alone has published about 20,000 different editorials, ex-

pressions and contributed articles. 'Now, this is only one paper.

The Socialist party at aU times has had an average of about 100

papers, daily; weekly, monthly in English and other languages

supporting its policies. Imagine how many statements of all

kinds have ^been made. The Socialist party in its campaigns,

almost every member is a speaker, a propagandist. Millions of

Socialists' speeches have been made in this country within the last

couple of decades. Now, here is my point. Every indiscreet

statement that creeps into our literature, our press or our public

forum, evely foolish, iiTesponsible statement— and such are

bound to occur occasionally— are at once seized upon by our

professional opponents, the anti-Socialist leagues, the ISTational

'Civic Federations, and they are immdrtalized ; they are printed

down, just that one particular paragraph, and they are trans-

mitted from book to book and from paper to paper and then all

are cJollect'ed and turned over ready'made to a Lusk Committee

or any other committee that investigates great social problems,

and learned counsel on the other side, I make bold to state, has

practically every incriminating utterance of any kind ever made

by the Socialist party or any of its subdivisions or any of its
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members or any of its adherents or ol anyone wlio ever calls kim-

self a Socialist. They have it all, and what do they produce

before you, twenty, thirty, forty utterances toid they ask you to

judge the character of the Socialist party by these. What beiooiaies

of the millions, the thousands and hundreds of thousands of other

expressions of the Socialist party which are perfectly proper and

which are not brought up here ? Do you think you can get a reasl

conception of the Socialist movement by reading these conglomera-

tions, these collections of slip-ups, if ybu want, and nothing else;

nothing of the whole literature, proclamations, speeohesj statements

of the. Socialist party? Why, gentlemen, imagine, if you please;

imagine I am a foreign correspondent in the United States and

I am reporting back to my country conditions in the United

States and I am perfectly truthful except that I select my ma-

terial. I don't care for marriages. I don't care for births. I

don't care for parties. I don'ft care for ordinary politics. I

don't care for the ordinary every-day life of the United States,

but every crime, every murder, every assault, every lynching,

every strike, ©very boycott, every political seakdalj I report; at

once, and I am absolutely truthful. In every case, I am pains-

takingly truthful. What conception will they get on the other

side? Why the United States is a country of perpetual war

against one another. There is nothing but crimes committed

there. It is the most lawless nation existing. Would that be

correct ? !No. Would they have a right to arrive at those con-

clusions upon, a basis of this testimony before them ? Yes. Is the

testimony false? Not formally so, but actually it is. It is true

in the dry word. It is a lie in its soul and substance all through

and that is, gentlemen, the nature of the testimony before you.

Think of it. To drag in here the one indiscreet article v?ritten

by Victor L. Berger in 1909, eleven years ago, a man sixty years

old, editor of a daily paper writing day after day and he once in a

moment of caprice or whim, as it may happen, writes one article

which makes him the butt of his friends. It doesn't represent

him truly. It isn't a very incriminating article, if you read it,

knowing Victor L. Berger, but it contains some extravagant state-

ments. Gentlemen, who of you, a professional writer, doesn't have

one such slip-up on his conscience in a career of thirty or forty

years of daily newspaper work ? That is brought up here. That is

paraded before you. From that you are asked to infei^'not only

that Victor L. Berger is a firebrand, and he is just the opposite.
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but that the party endorses and approves of that one little slip of

his and that we stand for violent revolution. There is a man by

the name of Perrin, who, perhaps indiscreet, is engaged on the

Call. H© writes an article, a shocking article, I admit. We all

admit it. We read it the next day and the telephone wire of the

Call b^ins to get bu;sy. How does an article of this kind come t"

be printed in the Call ? The man is &ed, but the article is here

and it is asked of you to make a basis of the decision of the

conviction, of the disqualification, of the eligibility of these five

men who at that time were not of age and who at no time ap-

proved of the article, because the Socialist party distinctly "dis-

approved of it. Then you come and you produce every

kind of gossip that you can possibly get. There is

a man who ran against one of these men and was beaten by him.

ITaturally he is somewhat sore and he has certain opinions about

his opponent. He is allowed to testify to them. Then there is

another man who goes around and heckles speakers and gets

answers. He makes no notes. The speeches are oral. Of course

he comes here and gives his version of it, and it goes, and finally

you call an expert, an expert on -Socialism, the only expert you

gentlemen, counsel for the Committee, have called. You know
Socialism by this time is not a hidden mystery. It is a perfectly

well-known subject. The libraries are filled with it. It is a

science. It is taught in the colleges and universities as part of

political economy. Whether you agree or disagree with it it is

there and it is a recognized science. You want authorities, non-

Socialists. Why don't you call someone who has made a study;

call the professor of any university, non-Socialist, but who knows
the subject— Professor Ely, Professor Oummings; but there is

a certain man, a professionally anti-Socialist and he knows his

Socialism from the various excerpts I have referred to and he
talks to individual Socialists. He comes before you and you
ask him what is the Socialist attitude on religion ? Oh, hostile.

How do you know ? I spoke to thousands of Socialists about it.

And if you don't believe him all you have to do is to call those

thousands of unnamed Socialists in rebuttal. That is easy.

You might as well take a policeman who makes love to the

maid of a great authority on geology and call him as an authority

on geologj' because he knows all the kitchen gossip of an authority

of geology. That is precisely what Collins did. Gentlemen, to

all those who know anything about law, that is a joke. In a
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duce these Socialist or anti-Socialist mmorsas ^•^ autliori^i .Tppk^p

you could have had so many competent authorities, by no means

pro-Socialists— people who have niade a study of it and fw'ho have

the proper qualifications

!

,, ;. ; \ ,; ;(i«:

N"ow then, I say all that testimony ]$m introdu©ed,ill-!deftiiejlj or

non-defined charges ;- and we are nojaf called upon to meeti all of

them, I suppose,, indiscriminately.

The Chairman.^—We will take a reioess until two o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 12i:35 p. m., a, recess was taken until two

o'clock.)
, ,



ASSEMBLYMEN'S EXHIBIT 13

(ProGeedimgs in relation to resolution introduced by Mr. Adler
denying seats in the Assembly to certain members of the

Socialist Party.)

Speaker Sweet.— The Chair directs the Sergeant-at-Arms to

present before the bar of the House, Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel
Orr, Louis Waldman, Charles Solomon and August Claessens.

Sergeant-at-Arms.— Mr. Speaker, in accordance with your di-

rection, I have presented the gentlemen that you have directed

me to present.

Speaker Sweet.— You, who I have summoned before the bar

of this House, are seeking seats in this body— you who have been

elected on a platform that is absolutely inimical to the best inter-

ests of the State of New York and of the United States. That
platform is the doctrine of the Socialist party and provides that

every person elected thereupon subscribes to the rules and regula-

tions, principles and tactics, of that party. It is not truly a

political party, but is a membership organization admitting within

its ranks aliens, enemy aliens and minors. The constitution of

that party at section 5 thereof provides this, " In all my political

actions while a member of the Socialist Party I agree to be

guided by the Constitution and platform, of that Party," and

section 13,, subdivision f, of the State Constitution of the Socialist

Party provides: " For failing or refusing when elected to public

office .
'

. .to abide and carry out such instructions as he
ttiky have received from the dues paying party organization or

as prescribed by the State and National Constitution." It may
be interesting to note that Ludwig C. A. K. Martens, the self-

styled Soviet Ambassador, an alien, who entered this country as

a German in 1916, became a member of the Socialist Party upon
his entry into this country and took part in its deliberations. It

is therefore quite evident that you, elected to public office, in spite

of your oath of olBcc, are bound to act subject to instructions

received from an executive committee which may be made up in

whole or in part of aliens or alien enemies owing allegiance to

governments or organizations whose interests may be diametri-

ijally opposed to the best interests of the United States and of the

people of the State of New York. At the time of the entry of

this country into the war the National Convention of the Socialist

[2053]
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Party of America fJil^fc Louis, du^^ng ijtg sfi^ions from April

Tth to April 14tll/ 19lf , s[di6pt^ MdMibSs *seim| forth the ^mA
of tli6 Socialist Partyftowarji *he 'war and urged that/tke oinljdsrsi^

glfe whieh would jiistify its members 'inttlLkiiig inp aiiffls was Jike

great struggle of the working class to free itself from' econt)mie

exploitation and political oppression, and iu such resolution ap-

peared the following words: "As agaiiist the false dpctrine qf,

national 'p?,tri6tism we uphold the ideal of international worl^n^;

class solidarity." The manifesto of the Socialist Party in qon-

v.ention assembled adopted a resolution of which the following is

a part: ''We, the organized Socialists of America declare' our

solidarity with the revolutionary workers of Russia in support of

the government of , their Soviets,; with the radic^ (Sociali^^fi, of

Germany^ Austria and Hungaiy . . , and with those Social-

ist"^ organizations in England, Prance, Italy and other countries^,

who during the war, jag after thipwar, have remained true to the

principles of :
uncQijipi^omising .intematipn^ socialism. XwjS

Live the International 'Socialist Kevolution, the only hope of the

suffering vsrorld," ; and in order that we may understand, what this

solidarity means I quote from page 16 of thie Manifesto of

the Communist .International as foUoTfys: " CivU War is

forced upon the, laboring classes by their arch enemies. The

working class must ansi^^:,Ho^ for blow, if it will not

renounce its own object and its own future v^hich is at the same

time the future of all hunianity.

" The Conununist I parties, far from conjuring up civil war arti-

fically, rather strive to shorten its duration as mjjch as possible—
in case it hasr become an iron necesity— to minimize the num-

ber of its victims, and, above all to secure victory for the prole-

tariat. This makes necessary the disarming of the bourgeois^ at

the proper time, the a,rming of the laborers and, the; formation

of the Communist arniy as the protector of the rule of the pro-

letariat ,,an,d the; violability of the social . structure. Such is thf

Red Army of the, iS^vi^t Russian which rose !to protect the achieve-

ments q£, the. working class against every assault from, within or

without. The Soviet Army is, inseparable from the Soviet statfs,,"

It is every citizen's right to his day, in court. If this House

should adopt a resolution declaring your seat herein vacant, pend-

ing a hearing before a tribunal of this House you will be given

an opportunity to appear before such tribunal to prove your .right

to a seat in this legislative body, and upon the result of siJ|^h, h?ar
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ing and the findings of the Assembly tribunal, your right to parti-

cipate in the actions of this body will be determined.

Mr. Glaessens,—;Mr. Speaker, do I understand we have no

rights until this body officially decides?

Mr. Speaker.— If the House so decides.

Mr. Waldman.— Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker.— Mr. Waldman.

Mr. Waldman.—^According to the rules adopted by this body

only a little while ago a member elected to this House can only

be unseated when charges are filed against him and the Judiciary

Committee reports on the situation and then action taken by this

House. Is it not true?

Mr. Speaker.— The Chair rules that the Majority Leader be

given an opportunity to present his resolution.

Mr. Adler.— Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker.— The gentleman from Monroe, Mr. Adler.

Mr. Adler.— I offer a privileged resolution and move its adop-

tion.

Mr. Speaker.-^ The gentleman from Monroe, Mr. Adler, offers

a priviledged resolution, which the clerk will read.

The Clerk (reading)

:

By Mr. Adlpr

:

Whereas, Louis Waldman, August Olaessens, Samuel A.

deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles Solomon are membera of

the (Socialist Party of America, and

Whereas, The said Socialist party did at its official Party

Convention held at the city of Chicago, Illinois, in the month
of August, 1919, declare its adherence and solidarity with

the revolutionary forces of Soviet Russia, and did pledge

itself and its members to the furtherance of the International

Socialist Revolution, and

Whereas, By such adherence and by such declaration made
by the said party has indorsed the principles of the Com-

munist International now being held at Moscow, Russia,

which International is pledged to the forcible and violent

overthrow of all organized governments now existing, and
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Socialist Partj: of America protidjeg; that each jnembej? of the

Socialist Party of America miist siibsc;^ibe to the fyUowipg:

"In all my political actions whife a member of the Socialist

Party, I agree to be guided by the Cbiillitution and pM-
form of that Party," and , ,.^

Whereas, Section 13, subdivision A, of the State Coiis|;jtu-

tion of the Socialist Party of the' State of 'N&W York pro-

vides: "A member may be expelled froiH the party, or may
be suspended for a periqd not exceeding one year for the

following
I

offenses: (f) for failing or refusing, when elected

to a public ofSce, ... to abide and carry opt such iut

struetions as lie' may have received irom the dues-payin|

party organization or as prescribed by the State or itfatipnal

Constitution," and

Whereas, such instructions may be given by an executive

committee made up in whole or in part of aliens or alien

enemies owing allegiance to governm^ts, ^or organizations

inimical to the interests of the United' Sta!tes and the People

of the State of Ifew York, and '
'

Whereas, the JSTational Convention of the Socialist Party

of America held at St. Louis from about April 7th, to about

April 14th, 1917, did duly adopt resolutions that the only

struggle which would justify taking up arms is '
the class

struggle against' economic exploitation and political oppres-

sion and particularly warned " against the snare and deluaiom

of so-called defensive warfare," and such, resolutions further

provided "As against false doctrine of national- patriotism

we uphold the ideal of international working class solidarity,"

and

Whereas, the Socialist Party of America did urge its mem-

bers to refrain from taking part in any way, shape or manner

in the war and did affirmatively urge them to refuse to 'ei!g,a||h

even in the production of munitions of war and other neces^

saries used in the prosecution of the said war and did therehy

stamp the said party and all of its members with an inimic-

able attitude to the best interests of the United States and the

State of New York, and

Whereas, the said Louis Waldman, August ClalsfeseJis,

Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr arid Charles Solomon, mem-

bers of the Socialist Party of America, have been elected

upon the platform of the Socialist Party of America, have
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against the organized government of the United States and

the State of New York, and have been actively associated

with and connected with an organization convicted of a viola-

tion of the Espionage Act of the United States; therefore,

be it,

Eesolved, That the said Louis Waldman, August Claessens,

Samuel A. deWitt, Samuel Orr and Charles Solomon, men-

bers of the Socialist Party, be and they hereby are denied

seats in this Assembly pending the determination of their

qualifications and eligibility to their respective seats, and be

it further

Resolved, That the investigation of the qualifications and

eligibility of the said persons to their respective seats in this

Assembly be and it hereby is referred to The Opmm^itt.ee on

Judiciary of the Assembly of the State of 'New York, to be

hereafter appointed, and that the said Committee be em-

powered to adopt such rules of procedure as in its judgment

it deems proper, and that the said Committee be further em-

powered to subpeoena and examine witnesses and docuriien-

tary evidence, and to report to this body its determinations

as to the qualifications and elgibility of the said Louis Wald-

man, August Claessens, Samuel A. de Witt, Samuel Orr and

Charles Solomon, and each of them respectively, to a seat in

this Assembly.

Mr. Speaker.— The question is upon the adoption of the

resolution.

Mr. Waldman.— May I inquire whether it is not the rule of

this House and the precedent of the State Legislature that when
charges are filed against any member of this House the. duly

elected mem'ber is permitted to represent his district until the

Judiciary Committee renders its decision and renders a report to

the Legislature, whereupon the Legislature- acts ? Has that not

been the precedent and is it not the rule ?

Mr. Speaker.— In reply, the Constitution provides that the

House is the sole judge of the qualifications of its members and

it may or may not grant a hearing. It is the purpose in this case

that you shall be given a day in court. The question occurs upon

the adoption of the resolution.
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Mr. Waldman.^ ICt. Speaker, on a pcJiBtof parliaitiaentMy in-

quiry, I want to find out if it is possible to move a reference of

this resolution to a di&rent comjnittee other than th&ione nkmed?

Mr. Speaker.^ If the, resolution is adopted it carries its own

reference. The question is upon the adoption of the resolution.

All in favor will say "Aye," all oppo8C||, will signify by saying

" No." The clerk will call the roll. ' '.
'.

(The clerk proceeded to call the roll.)

Mr. Evans (interrupting roll call).— I ask to he excused from

voting and briefly state my reasons.

Mr. Speaker.— l^ot on a resolution. How does the gitotleman

vote? '•

.
- •:;:;;; .'

Mr. Evans.— I vote " ?ro."

(The Clerk continued the roll call.)

Mr. Speaker.—How does Mr. Waldman Vote?

Mr. Waldman.— I refuse to vote.

(The Clerk completed the roll call.)

Mr. Speaker.— The Clei^s will announce the result.

The Clerk.— Ayes, 140; ISToes, 6.

Mr. Waldman.— I arise on a point of personal privilege.

Mr. Speaker.— The gentleman who rises at this time has no

privileges on the floor. The gentlemen involved will pleasid retire

to the back of the rail.

(The Socialist members kept their seats.)

Mr, Speaker— the Sergeant-at-Arms will reqiijesj, the gfW^j^

men to retire. ' / .

, .t

(The iSergeant-at-Arms thereupon escorted the Socialist m^a-

bers to the rear of the Chamber.) t
I certify that the above is a correct transcript of my miniltes

of the proceedings in relation to resolution introduced; by Mlii

Adler denying seats in the Assembly to certain' members of the

Socialist Party. i

EDWAED N. VAN" OOTT, .

Official
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AFTEEIfOON SESSION, 2:15 p. m.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Mir. Hillquit.— Mr. Chairman, I have been endeavoring at the

outset of Imy remarks to prove to you that many of the charges,

and much of the evidence before you, are irrelevant to the issues

involved in this proceeding, and that they are outside and beyond

the scope of your authority.

The fact, .however, is that the charges have been made; that

the evidence is on record, and I am, therefore, forced at this time

to meet it all,— I mean all the charges and all the evidence, and

for the convenience of the presentation and discussion, I have

summarized all the charges under eight main heads.

They are as follows:

First : That the Socialist Party is a revolutionary organization.

Second : That it seeks to attain its ends by means of violence.

Third: That it does not sincerely believe in political action,

and that its politics is only a blind, or camouflage.

Fourth: That it is unpatriotic and disloyal.

Fifth: That it is unduly controlled— or that it unduly con-

trols— public ofiicials elected on its ticket.

Sixth : That it owes allegiance to a foreign power, known as the

Internationale.

Seventh: That it approves of the Soviet Government of Rus-

sia, and seeks to introduce a similar regime in the United States;

and, finally,

Eight: That the Assemblymen personally opposed prosecu-

tion of the war and gave aid and comfort to the enemy.,

I think you will find that as we proceed in the discussion of

these points, every charge, major or minor, comes within one of

these heads. I wish to call your attention at this time that the

only charge against the assemblymen individually, improperly in-

trodnced as we claim it to be, is the last or eighth charge. To this

charge I expect my colleague, Mr. Stedman, to reply. Personally,

I am concerned in this argument with the first several charges.

All of these charges, if you examine them carefully, are distinctly

charges against the Socialist party as such. In other words, it is

the Socialist party of the United States that is on trial before you.

On its qualification to be a member of the political community of

this country, your decision will depend. Hence, it is very import-

ant for your committee to know something more or less definite

about this coailist party which is on trial before you.
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The first charge is, that it is a revoltxtionaty organization. This

charge appears in the resolution of the Assepihly itself, which re-

cities that the Socialist party at its national convention in August

1919 did pledgle itself and its members to the furtherance of the

International Socialist Eevolntion. Then, also, in your chair-

man's statement in three specific forms: First, that; the Assoably-

men with others are engaged in a conspiracy to subvert the due

administration of law, and to destroy the right to hold and owa

private property honestly acquired, to weaken the family; tie,

which they assert is the seed of capitalism, to destroy the' influence

of the Ohuroh, and then al'SO, that the platform of the Socialist

Party calls for the complete destruction 6i our form of government.

Finally, that the Socialist Party is in favor of absolute substi-

tution of minority for majority rule.

We come thus squarely, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen gf the

Committee, to the question: What is the Socialist Party of the

United States? What are its aims, is objects and its methods? I

think this is highly important for all of you gentlemen to under:

sitand that, or at least our view of it. It would be somewhat jtob

simple, almost childish, naive, to describe the Sociali^tj mpven^ent

in this country, in every country in the world, a movement whi^li

has sprung up many decades ago, a movement which has proceeded

and is growing and has now increased forward, a movement whioli

is in full control of a number of very important countries , of

Europe, I would say it would be childish to ascribe it to the ma-

china,tions, to the mlEilevolence or malice of a few agitators who

just go out in Order to create disturbances and to create a move-

ment of opposition.

A movement of such age and such achievements, as well as di-

taenisions, must have some more real, some more rational cause;

and I believe that if the special Legislative Committee wanted to

investigate into the cause and conditions of radical movements, in

this country— and your Committee also— and would si;art with

this inquiry :
" What causes, what produces, the Socialist move-

ment here or elsewhere " ? You would come very much closer

to a scientific, satisfactory and rational solution of the question

confronting you.

We Socialists differ somewhat from the other political parties

in our first; and cardinal, assumption, which is tha.t orgpiz^d

government everywhere has for JiB primary object and functioja

to secure the physical, mental, moral and spiritual 'well-Wng^^ol
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its members. We do not consider the government as a mere police-

man, sitting there over us and passing upon our daily quarrels.

,We believe the functions of the government is more substantial,

more vital; and in that we really do more than endorse, and per-

haps extend, the very well-known declaration which the founders

of this republic have made popular all over the world, and that is

that the object of every government and of every people is to at-

tain and maintain the right to life, liberty and the pursuit of

happiness. To us, they are not phrases to be recited glibly on

the Fourth of July. To us, this declaration is a living truth.

What we mean when we assert the right of the people to life is

the right of the people to actually live; not merely to breathe, but

to have the means of sustaining and maintaining their lives; to

have food, to have clothing, to have shelter, to have all the means

to sustain modem civilized life.

When we speak of liberty we do not mean merely a condition

outside of jail. We mean by it the actual political and economic

independence ; the freedom of men from men ; the equal freedom

of all insofar as such freedom is compatible with the existence of

organized government.

And when we speak of the right to pursuit of happiness we
mean the right— the concrete right— of every man, woman and

child in this country and every other country to life, to sunshine,

to air, to enjoyment, to amusement, to the blessing.? of civilization

;

to the products of arts aiid science. We mean by it the right to

enjoy life as fully, as nobly, as the best members of our com-

munity are privileged to do. And starting out with these prem-

ises we say that neither our government nor any other modem
government has at all achieved those fundamental objects or func-

tions for which they have been organized.

We say that every advanced country can today at the present

state of development easily assure the physical and moral and

mental wellbeing of every member of such country, that it can

produce with the modern resources all the food, all the clothing,

all the necessaries of life, not to suffer any one, any member of

the community to go hungry or to go in misery in their daily

existence.

Take our own country, the United States, and there we probably

have the most striking illustration of this proposition. Here is

a great and powerful country, 3,000 miles wide, '3,000 long,

blessed with every element of natural wealth. The land is abuhd-
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ant, mostly fertile, it produces products of every clime, practi-

cally, and produces them in abundance. We liav6 inexhaustible

wealth of metals and minerals andforests; we have coast lines on

both sides from one end of the country to the other. We have
ports, we have waterways, and we have an alert, active, capable

population of over 100,000,000, of whom the vast majority is

capable, ready and eager to lend a hand in the production of the

wealth required: for the eustenaiice of the life of the nation. We
have developed the modem processes of wealth production to suck

an extent that we can produce today ten times, in some cases 100

times, more than our fathers or forefathers could with the same

effort, and we have an industrial organization the like of which

history has never known. If all this wealth, if all these resources,

if all these great industrial factors would have been scientifically,

rationally and reasonably organized, why there is no reason in the

world why there should be slums in any of our cities, why there

should be under-feeding of children, and appalling child mortalitj',

why there should be want, why there should be misery, why there

should be those ghastly struggles for existence going on in the

heart of this country day after day everywhere. j:-ij|,t!|;

But our country, our industrial systems, are not or^an^l^^

rationally. In fact, they are not organized at all. The people

of this country, as the people of every other country, do iiot own

their countries, and that is the fundamental charge, the funda-

mental indictmeiit of Socialism against the present conditions.

It is not the people of the United States,— the one hundred

million men, women ajid children who constitute that people,

that own the United. States.

There is the tremendous siretch of land, a large slice of the

surface of the globe, that if anything, should be the common her^

itage of all those who live on that land, but it is not. It has been

parceled out, divided up into lots and plots, and has been turned

over by the gradual processes to a comparatively speaking, small

number of landholders, who own the surface of the United States,

and by 'whose permission the rest of the people who own no land,

the vast majority, they are upon the surface of this country.

Why, more than 70 per cent of the people of the United States

owe their ability to walk on the streets of the country, to live in

the houses of"the country, to special license which is given to them

by the landowning class, and wheji we come to the natural wie^Jth

below the surface of the earth, the vast stocks, of minerals, of

matters, the stocks which a benevolent Nature has crea.ted in the
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course of many thousands and thousands of years, and upon which

today we depend for our light, for our heat, for our energy in

production of wealth, we find another group, and a comparatively

small group, of our fellow citizens who hold that aa against the

rest of the whole country, and say, " this is ours ; the Almighty

God has not meant the sources of life for the people who need it

for their lives,— no, the Almighty God has meant it for us to

turn it into franchises, to capitalize it into stocks and bonds, to

derive profits, and make our individual fortunes on it;" and so,

with the oil wells, and so with the great arteries of trade and com-

merce and life in this country, the railroads, and so with our fac-

tories, with the marvellous machinery of modern production pro-

duced by the agency of many, many generations past as well as

present, and the natural heritage of all men. They are owned,

they are claimed by a small minority, comparatively speaking,

a handful of the people who hold it as against the rest of the

country.

So that the situation is this, for the majority of the people,

the working class of the United States, they stand there today

ready, willing, eager and highly capable of turning those natural

resources, that raw wealth, into consumable products for them-

selves, their wives and children, to turn it into food, to turn it

into clothes, to turn it into dwellings, to turn it into other neces-

saries. They cannot do it except that they cannot do it at this

time without the use of modern implements of labor; that they

cannot do it without the natural resources, the raw material, and

between them and their lives stand that small capitalist class

and says, "Hold on, this is ours, the land and the fullness thereof,

the land and all above it, and all below it, is ours, and if you

want to live, if you want to eat, if you want to work, you must

first secure a license from us and such license we shall not give

you unless you stipulate to pay us a tribute, unless you stipulate

to turii over to us for our personal profits, a large and substantial

portion of the product of your toil."

And the great masses of the American people, as the great

masses of the people in every modem country, by submission to

this small class of industrial autocrats, they work or they starve,

according to the -dictate of that class. If a time arrives when it

does not pay the owning class to continue the industries of the

country, they are not responsible to anybody for continuing it.

They shut their factories, their mines and mills, they throw

tnillions of workers out of employment, cause the direst poverty.



because it suits tkeir busiBeS;S ends, jaiid. tbe whale CQiiBtJy siaaild

there, impotent, po-vperless to interfere with this^iadiiefrial a«|©er

racy; absolutely impoterii to ia-ssert; its own.,wealth* A^yya it

bows.
;
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And, so we have all the spe#ial social evils of modern days

resulting from this condition; so we haye. the few miUionaijres and

multi-millionaires in this country, and we have the millions mi
miUipns of men, women and children whose whole life ,1s one; of

toil and privation; is deprived of all joy, all sunshine^, all life

in the actual sense of the term. And, so we have the classi of the

idle, who take pleasure after pleasure without rendering any usffjj,

service to society ; and on the other hand, the childi;en of the, poor

beginning their lives— their joyless lives— in the factoriesj ftt

a tender age, growing up stunted physically, .raeatally and in every

other way, making miserable citizens, inaking a weakfoundatioQ

for the hope of future generations,

Now then, we have made that indictment ; we have made it m©re

than once, and once in a , while, we are met; with this simplified

statement, " Well, if you don't like this country what is there, to

hold; you. Take the first ship and go elsewhere." There has bgei

even some, I should say, implication of an argujnent of this kind

in the course of this here and I want^ to take this opportunity; tf

say and to assert that an argument more siUy and more immoM
has never been advanced. I say "silly" because it. isn't thp

United States alone in which these conditions prevail. They pre-

vail in every modern country. Our complaint, is not speciflcfllf

against the regime or system of the United State^. It is an indi^

ment of whole civilized capital or capitalist Society.

.

And then again, leave this country; go to a cpuntry that suits

you better. Just think of that argument, gentlemen. Suppose

in this city of Albany you have by misfortune a corrupt, incoia|^

tent administration on account of which you find your stre^jsls.

polluted, you find the sanitary conditions neglected, you filialyap
health menaced, you find your existence poisoned. A number of

citizens may get together and protest against these conditioiflf .and

against this administration and their misdeeds and this political

ring or their adherents will turn to such protesting citizens aj^

say, " Gentlemen, if conditions in Albany don't suit yqii, there

are plenty of other cities in the United States., You may j?
elsewhere."

,
,,,

Suppose, to take another illustration, you and I and SQjEttefedy

else entered into a partnership in business and have given, our



joini; efforts to this business for years and years. At & eextain

HHDment I, as one ol'tlie parties, discover tkat anotiier partner of
iHii3fi,.lias been iaiefficieHt, perhaps dishoaaest, that &e hn.simess is

saS&rmg^ gorngjaad, out joi^t interest being gradually destroyed.

I tjj to introduce reforms in our biisiness nianagememit and methods
and ithe very partner who profits perhaps by his o-wn dishonesty

vM turn to me and e&j, "Ifjou don't like the way we conduct this

basiness there is mofliiTig to hold yon in this Tjusiness of j)artner-

ship; you can get out." You wou.ldn't consider this a good argu-

ment, and so exactly does the other argiunent present itself to us.

(Jraitlenien, bear in mind onee and for aJl we take the position tkat

Ajmeriea is *outs just as mucTi as it is y«urs ; that America is ours

just as much as it is that of any other class of persons or indi-

viduals in this oountry. These anen here, these five Assemblymen
under charges, come here as representatives of mauy tkousands of

^rorkiiigmen who have given probably their .y®uth, jyrobahly the
greater part of their lives to the enhancement of tJie wealth and
prosperity of this country, wlio have been instrumental in build-

iasg up this -country, in making it what it is, great and powerful

amS pra-^erous, and tkese men Tiave a right to say tod-ay that the

wealth wiaich liiey have helped create be equally or at least equit-

aHy distributed and that the workers liave a proper share of it

smd. £L pi'opKT share of life. They .are not goiug to quit this country.

Utey do not have to quit this CDUTitry any more than you. They
propose to stay. They propose to contribute the best that is in

fteam fer the advanoemient, for the beaefit, for the betterment of

tikis eountiy and also for the bringing in oi a better, juster social

system of wealtli jpojodmction .and wealth distribution.

Had it 'been merely an ecoinomic qiiestion perhaps it would not

have been so vital as it is now, bat it isn't a purely economic ques-

tioQ. It is very muA more than that. It goes to the very sub-

^mce, to the very life nerve .of our national, existence. You see

Ifcse conditions," the condition of the small dass owning the

•country, and a large populous class working for it, and that has

created what we have referred to here in the evidence, from time

to time, as class struggle, and we have been foolishly charged

with fomeiitimg tliat classs .struggle. Do you know, gentlemen,

we are the only political party t^at not only is not fomenting dlass

steiggies ha± tries to eliminate all classes and all class struggles.

But the fact of tlie matter is that, under present conditions, there

is iaothiag buit the struggle of classes in the country. You may
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not call it struggle; you loay call it antagonism, but it is an

antagonism and it is a vital antagonism.

And it is throughout the entire field of our life and economy.

It exists between employer and worker everywhere, whether it

expresses itself in strikes or walkouts or blacklists or not at aU;

or whether the personal relations between employer and employee

are very bitter, or on the contrary very friendly. The fact of the

matter is that the employer, under present conditions, must see to

it that he makes proper profits, must gee to it that he pays as

little in wages as he possibly can, to get as much out of his worker

as he possibly can. It is lie law of present economics. It would

mean economic extinction if he were not to follow it. The worker

who has nothing but his labor power must, whether he wants or

not, see to it that he gets every dollar of wages he can ; that he

conserves his energy— his only commodity— as much as possi-

ble ; and between these two opposing and different interests there

is, and must be, a constant conflict. There is warfare betweiem

employer and employee ; there is a constant competitive warfare

between capitalists of different classes, and within each class sepa-

rately. You know all about it. You know the history of our great

financial and industrial institutions. You know how they have

been built up on the ruin of smaller industrial concerns. You

know how they have been eating and devouring the smaller

brethren. And there is just the same war between worker and

worker, because whenever, in times of industrial depression par-

ticularly, a job is open, there are hundreds of workers looking

for it, each one eager to get it, each one— or most of them—
having wives and children to support ; each of them ready to take

any pay so long as he is allowed the privilege of working Mid

earning some wages, and underbidding each other and cutting the

wages against each other and bringing children from their homes

to work and compete with the adults and bringing in their wives

into the factories to compete against the men,— all because neces-

sity compels them, But it is a war nevertheless.

And there is the same antagonism between landlord and tenant;

there is the same antagonism between producer and consumer.

It is not a uniform system operated for the benefit of all the

members of the community. It is a system of war and violence,

if you want, where each is engaged in war against all, and all

against each.

And in this war of interests, if you want, every class and every

individual of necessity tries to exert the greatest possible power
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in its, or his, behalf; and so it becomes that the capitalist classes,

the most powerful classes, in order to maintain their supremacy,

go into politics and see to it that their interests are in the control

of the government in all its departments as much as they can.

All we have been hearing and saying about political corruption

and machinations in this country in the last decade— and many
volumes have been written on the subject— have had their main-

spring in this desire of the privileged classes to maintain their

privileges against the people ; and all the corruption of our schools

and of our presses and of our public institutions— of which
there have been many and various public indictments— had their

mainspring in the same source.

This is not a mere Socialist contention. No ! It is borne out

by the naked facts and conditions in this country. Only so far

back as 1914 the Industrial Relations Commission,— a Commis-

sion appointed by the President of the United States,—- composed

of men who may be considered more or less neutrals in the class

war, and at any rate not Socialists, found and published the fol-

lowing illuminating facts; speaking of certain industrial com-

munities dominated by corporations, they say :
" In such com-

munities democratic government does not as a rule exist except

in name or form, and as a consequence there now exists within

the body of our Republic industrial communities which are virtu-

ally principalities, oppressive to those dependent upon them for a

livelihood and a menace to the peace and welfare of the nation.

The wealth of the country between 1819 and 1912 rose from

$65,000,000,000 to $187,000,000,000, or 188 per cent ; whereas,

the aggregate income of wage earners in transportation and mining

and factories has risen between 1819 and 1909 only 95 per cent.

It was found that the income of almost two-thirds of these fami-

lies was less than $750 per year, and almost one-third were less

than $500 ; the average for all being $721. The average size of

these families was 5.6 members. Elaborate studies of the cost of

living made in all parts of the country at the same time have

shown that a family of five persons— that the very least that a

family of five persons can live upon in anything approaching

decency is $700. It is probable that owing to the fact that the

families investigated by the Immigration Commission were to a

large extent foreign bom, the incomes reported are lower on the

average than, for the entire working population., Nevertheless,

even when fair allowance is made for that fact, the figures show

conclusively that between one-half and two-thirds of these families
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were living in a atate whict caalbe described only ,as aibjiect pi6>vertyj|.

It has been proved .by .studj hem amd abroad ijiat Aene is a direet

relation bdiweea poverty and ihe -dmih rate of babires:; fciait the

frigjitfiil rate at wtiieii ^m&Hj kills was not Isaaiawi^Hfli least im

this -country,, qmtil very jBcently, when, ihiumgh. .a abudy made in

Jfihn^toim, Pa., tksi Eederal Children's ftiream showed that .a toaisy

whose father aesamed less than 4l(^ per weak died idjirifflg the first

year at die appalling rate of 256 for every thousajid.. On tlie

other hand, tfeose mhom fattore earned $25 pear wedi or mane <iieA:

at th.e rate of only 64 per ithiemjsand. TOae Imhim ©f tiie, ipoor died;

at tteee times tiae nate of tboae who were in fairly wdl-to^do ffaaiii-

lies. The tremendous significance of these figiaues -wall be appiDe-

ciated when it is kmfflwn thiat oaaie-thiiBd of all the adult woi4aaen

reported by the iminigiati©n Oofmmissiion was earning less iiham;

$10 per week, wMcii is eKclnsive of time iwL

On this showing .off Johnstown, tikese woTimen may ex^eet mm
out of four of tkeiir babies to die. during ithe first year of Efe. The

last of the family to go taiaagjy are <3ie children, yet sbaidstics

show that in fiix of our largest ©ities that from 12 to 30 per ffiBut

of the dhiMren are underfed Mid ill-nouTished. The most B3aiiiBw

ing conditioia is i^ait of Ae rapid groivth of ,tenaai^faaiDiexBj-r-im

If10, in rach WO farans in &b United StaAes,— as eompaied

with 28 in 18190, an imcrease ®f 32 per ceiaft during 20 yeais.

TJien it goes on, ibetween one-fourth and KMie-tlaird lof the male

workerB, 18 years of age and oror, in faetoffies amd imimeB, .eaiii

less iltan $10 per week. From two-ithirds to tkreeHHiartbeas eaim

less than $15, and only aibomt one-tentli earn mone tham $W a

week. This do^ not take into ^onsidexation kiss <s£ workiitg iw
any cause; and finally, say for the final obseswatians, wMda ace

so very elaqnieat, so Tnery itdling, that I sJaronld lite the icommittee

to retain it. The riA, two fer cent of <lie people in i&e United

States, owns 60 per cent ©f the wealth. The middle class, SS per

cent of the people, own 35 per cent of the wealth,— that is appBsm-

raately the averaga The poor, 63 per eent of the pes^e, orarai

5 per cent of the wealth. That is a telling Btory. iSixty-five per

cent of the jpeople^— over Y®,©0©,G>0O people wf Ihe iDnated States

together own one-twentieth part of in® wealth, and if yon will

exciwde the highest strata of these workers, if you will rediiioe id;,

say, to 5Qi per eent, or a little miiOie, t;hat is half of the peofle of

the Cmited States, you will be jtisti'fied fnHy in saying that iSief

own ahsoimtely nothing in this world ; fthjSBt "this oountry vriHh ills



-wealth, to wliidi they have cantrihuted hy its toil, has not given

them any rettini of any Rind, and that they face fh© dread of

starpatioH fiom day to day.

This means, says the report in Brief, that two million people

who wooiM miiket up a city smaBer than Chicago own 20 per cent

more of the na-tiort's wealth than all the other ninety millions of

the country. Then, to prove the extent to which concentration has

gone, the' report makes this interesting ohservation. There is at

least one individual, one out of the 110',(X)'0,G00, who owns approx-

imately one hiHion dollars in wealth. The average wealth of the

%>!riing people is $400.00 per head. Hence, this one individual

owns as much as two million and one-half workers in the country.

jLnd hear in mind, gentlemen, that was the report in 1^14, before

#e war. Since that time conditions have hecome incomparahlv

worse and the contrast very much greater. In" that year there was
only seventy-five hundred millionaires' in the United States. To-

day we coixnt about thirty-five thousand, more than four times the

Bumber, of millionaires. The cost of living since 1914 has more
than dbubl'ed. Wages have not kept pace. The picture so eloquently

given by this report of the industrial! relations commission is rosy,

is optimistic as compared with conditions as they exist today.

. IFow then, in view of that, the Socialist Party and the Socialist

movement" say that there is nothing wrong with this country or its

people or the country or people in other advanced countries except

the industrial' systenl which prevails in the country. The Socialist

proposes as a reinedy for this evil the nationalization of the

cormfry's principal industries'. They say it is altogether wrong;

it is immoral, if you want, if you allow such i vital function as

feeding the people, maintaining them in healtn, to be carried on

hy a group of irresponsible capitalists for their private profit and

fheir aggrandizement without any reference, without. any concern

for the men, women and, children who have to be fed day after

day, and who crften die from raal-nutrition. We say it is an abso-

lute wrong to allow the great industry of clothing, of sheltering

flie people of this country to he carried on by individual capitalists

or profiteers for their own private interests and pleasures. We
say this country, as every other country has, it aS its fir?t concern

to see to it that the wealth which an Almightv Providence has

.Ijplace^ within their reach, which an indtistrious people has in-

creased one hundred fold by their efforts, by their energy for gen-

, ''^ajiiOBs and generations of thinkers and inventors and workers

have brought to the present degree of perfection. We say it is the
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duty of every self-respecting, rational people organized in a, proper

way and on a civilized basis, to take these life-sustaining jiafeifcies

out of the hands of private individuals, out of the hand of speeu-

lation, out of the chaos of competition that rules and ruins ai- the

same time and turn it over to the people to organize it properly,

to organize it rationally, scientifically, to organize it with a.view

of eliminating the waste, to Organize it with the view of producing

the maximum of wealth and distjihuting it as equitably, as possi-

ble among all of tihe.,people. This is the prog^ram of the Socialigt

party. It is nothing we have adopted just here or within the l^t

years. It is the program upon which our party has been foundj|d

many, many years ago. It is the program which has been underly-

ing all of our activities, all of our duties ever since the existence

of the Socialist party. And if you want, you may call that a revo-

lutionary program. It is revolutionary and in that sense, we the

adherents of that program, we Socialists, are revolutionists. We
don't object to this term. We glory in this term. And so long as

the end sought to be accomplished by us is commendable, is for

the welfare of humanity, we don't care how you label it.

But we ask you, gentlemen, and we ask those who framed the

charges against us, since when is it that the term " revolution

"

or " revolutionary " has become a term of opprobrium in a

country which owes its existence to a successful revolution?

Since when has the doctrine been proclaimed in this

country that a change, a fundamental, a radical, a revolu-

tionary change in the mode of government, in the mode

of life, is not permissible so long as the people wish to intro|uce

it? There has been a very characteristic incident in that con-

nection. You remember when Mr. Littleton opened this case

in a very eloquent address he took me to task for having sftiii thi|,

" What is treason today may become the law of the land tomorroW'

And he said to you by way of warning, " It will if you let traitors

write your laws." It seemed to be an eloquent arg-ument but what

it revealed is that my good friend Mr. Littleton and those of the

same social and economic school with him have gone to the point

where 'they already consider the fundamental law of this land,

the constitution of this country, -with its bill of rights and Dec-

laration of Independence as traitorous. They are ashamed of it;

they discard it. Aye, they don't have the courage to repe.||.it

all. Mr. Littleton on that occassion read from the Declaration of

Independence and he read a portion of it and I shall repea| tp

you. He said, quoting the Declaratiop of Independence, "We
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,
h,ol(i tkese truths to be self evident, that all men are created equal

and endowed hy their Creator with certain inalienable rights

among which are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness ; that

to secure these rights governments are instituted amongst men
deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed."

And he stopped right here and stopped dead because he did not

dare to read what follows, and what follows is :
" Whenever any

form of government becomes destructive of these ends it is the

right of the people to alter or to abolish it and to institute a new
government laying its foundations on such principles and organ-

izing its powers in such form as to them shall seem most likely

to effect the safety and happiness,"— well, gentlemen, we are

here to remind you that this eloquent sentence is a legitimate and

OTganic part of our Independence just as well as the part read

by Mr. Littleton and we say to you that we believe, sincerely

believe, that the present form of our industrial system, our indus-

trial regime, has become destructive of the very ends proclaimed

as inalienable rights in our Declaration of Independence; that

life, liberty and the true pursuit of true happiness have become

impossible today under the prevailing and unequitable and iniq-

uitous, economic system and we say that we have the right and

that we have the duty to demand that this system, this perni-

cious system, be altered ; that it Ibe abolished, and that the people

of the United States form a new industrial system, basing it

upon such rights, upon such conceptions, as to them, the people

of the United States, not 'Mr. Littleton, not counsel for the other

side, not even you gentlemen of the Committee or members of the

Assembly, deem proper, but the people as the people, the people

as a whole, deem proper.

That is all to the first point or charge against us, that we are

a revolutionary party.

The Chairman.—- We want to suspend for 15 minutes.

Mr. HUlquit.— I will be very thankful.

(Whereupon, at 3 :15 p. m., a recess was taken for 15 minutes.)

AFTER RECESS.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Mr. Hillquit.— The first charge, Mr. Chairman, to which I

addressed myself before the last adjournment—^the charge that



tM Socialist paxty is a J'eVoJa.lJfdtiiaiy oig^anlkatioii— acqp&esisaal

sigQificamiee and legal impoitance anl^ in eoimeclac^ wifbi 4e
secoiwf ehMT§», nanaefy, that tie S'seialist' jw^' sedfe t&- sff^m

its eii(fe fey means of violence; and J take it' that t6i'a CsHsnteaAe

wiH proeeed iipaiii tie tlieory that if' we ad:Yoeate a cIiaHg©y h& mat-

ter h.ow ra#©aJ; iif we advocate- it fey peaeefiil, ccinatitBitioBat aiad

lawful means, we are within our rigTlta. If we advocate it ^y
means of violence, by illegal" and nnlawfral means, then, of eeoasfe,

we Become ra>wl)rea£&rs. T^e charge tB^at the S'oeaalist party amSv©-

eatea a. violent diange is contained in the res&raMoHS of tfe Jls-

semHy and m. the added supplementary charges> in the follswtmg-

fornix

First, tkat IsIk Moscow lsjA,esm3il&i(ms& i» plsfdgeft t& theimtMe
astd; mel'ent! sweinthMOw of aM arganizjed gpveusmiKeirts existim®.

Second,, thsaffe 1i."e Stoeialiiat pasrt^ hsts enSesesmd the jmn-CTgiSea of

libfi. Moscow IiiiteimatticBiiial. Ikrarfwp,. by imkasemee also tfe feliey

ef ov^irtkiowioiiig' all iom&s ©if" gsweEjaoaMHt hf viAsBsef^- and: %"

tice Mcomsli iorfCTBHCHB' aslso oroeirffem'wing' the- gawesnMsimit oi the

Umitadi Sitastss) by violeBC®.

Im the CliaijiHMiir's' stertfcgn-ejait tlrisas samewbat asHifpIlifed %" Ae
etarge' tlnat the Soeiaiis*: party sitirrves. to IfflinieBit Bmres* aoA to

faiiafg isnto complete fcwcg' vwi.eitBS and' diiert asEtiifflai rf Ae n*aas^.

IiE tie- eowBSP/ of the testiimeny the general gSrifee Iksm Is&ew sAM.

m w»e of swci.' eh-arges. Ttmsi, a&o «me portion, ©r pars^aim^sf

fte- Bt'. L«iis' EtesaJtBtion. wa® read mt®' iJie ©viJeMse m stqj^yfe

o?f iMs efearge. TSepwti'O'n reading: " Tfe omsfy struggle -vESiidi

ws^ld jnstiify taloHg np armg js tlie* clasB stimggte agaw*" eco-

nomic exploitation and political oppressiwa.'*

* 'Wow, tfee t6stHm«iiy ow both sicfes' hias been- preth' cl?ar €bl the

subject. The prosecution has sought to estaMrsh tfeis- poiM* peHii-

cipally lay iri*fe'reuces: I tMnik. I shaU mat lie comfccadiieted iffi 1 say

that they have not read .a single official, party declaratiooa oi' any

other authoritative Socialist statement advocating violence as a

nteams «! attaining the socifajl ead'S. It Sias; been moiKe a iffiia'MJar of

innuendo and inference fratn certain scattered utterances here

and there as against all the testimony of. nil Socialist witnesses,

wbich has been perfectfy clear and consistent. I shall say to yon

now, gentleman,.that there was not (m tMs po-i-nt,, nor ©u arajr (»ther

paimt,, a desise om tke-pafjrfr of the Socialist, sfo]i.eM3jen,.t«)» ewer up

oj" coaceal angrthing in their' program— tli«y, h«ve; beem. periesjslj'"



iimak— 1& .eoiiajeeal nr ta ocwer m.^ 'any pant of the S(Bciail«t pFO-

graaa irouM act diiuecillj agaiinst the ;S®GMi.at iateirests and tk©

entire existence and aims mi the iSeieialJigt nmwameM..
i^ss is a msTememt ©f pjs^agaada. We are a naiaorily paity.

Oar ©bji^ct tmd ideal is to >e®n^eit ihe majoriiy erf the people to

«Bff views, denseqiuentiy, we aaie ftHBoed to advocate our yi&ws.

Ho ihoy. certain views and oeiLeeai >thKni would he diametrically

ejppaBed. to tiie ia«fch®ds and piaa^ases of tke iSocialist party. If

ase 4ia)3. ,assa-med tha-t aiaythinig iaa oiuir program is saaah Aat we
eaaMifit staaid lar it piiiMicly, what Ajeot wQiiiiJid there he havin/g

it iaveair praga-ami as la paivt -of prqpagaJBda? I don't ibfnow whetiieir

I omifee myself cleaa*. As .a politiEal ipaT-ty, we are mat paid 'csr

Mrei to ^amd f-or certain thiogs. We stajad for the tihingB liA-ich

we jWiewe to fee true, aiid fea- the thiaags that we sttand we always

saJse piMic ^c^agazuia.

ImsSther words, we are never in a position to idraay amy part of

ixm: pragiDam. On the ^ueationjeif violenoe, in aonneotian with the

SsiGisiist transformataon, w: .TevoluJaoa, in oar method of propa-

gffliida., we have made it pe-rfeetiy dear that we wish to intBadflaee

a, j-adaeal, economic and industrial charaga A «ha3i|ge .sif this Idnd

cannot he introdnoed by ^onsjuracy. It cannot he introduced h^

acte of sdarii^g or violeiace of the minority. Why ? Becanse it

mfiams a process primarily of .social S)T ecotaomic evolution. If it is

a j^xesiMtn of am cid tanne revjolsiitiian, liaving far its aim the :depos-

itig of -one sovereign .and electing, or appointing .another sovereign

;

fxr esren Jor that matter, deposing .a dpiasty and proclaiming a
lepuMlic, perhaps sl iew conspirators may undertake the task and
gfist away wili it; laut to tacaadBojon the economic basis of oua*

sodiety; to turn over all the principal industries of the country

and ito oiganiee the whole working icommunity .as a public inatru-

naentality for the .opera;tion and management of saeh industry,

IiBW caaa that conceivably "be accomjjalished by conspiracy or by
violence ?

We Socialists, as .strong .believers in .soci-al evolution have always

been dihe fest to deery .and ridicule the romantic notions of chang-

ing -the fundanaentai forms of society, the economic basis of

fsoeieiy, by' any acts of violence -or by any conspiracy; and as it

Jifls been brought oat in tJais testimony, in the very early days of

the &)cialist moviement— in i3*e days of the IFirst 3kiternational,

Ais was the bone of contention between the Marxian Socialists

on Ae erne side, and the IBuchanan anarchists on the other side.
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Our position is a simple one ; we say we are striving for the indus-

trial transformation of society and the political changes which, of

necessity, must logically accompany them.

• When we say " we," we mean the Socialists of all the world.

ISTow, of course, there are cases where there is no way except the

way of violence for political changes. For instance, monarcMes
in which there are no parliamentary systems' of representation," no

ballot boxes to introduce innovations in governmental systems.

Say, Russia,, under the Czar, even before the days of the Duma.
What kind of change could the people of Russia accomplish' politi-

cally, economically, or otherwise, except by overthrowing the

Czar, and they could not vote the Czar out of office because th^.

couldn't vote. They could throw him out only physically. In an

instance of this kind, of course, whether we say it, whether we '

don't say it, everybody of any political sense knows that really

there is no medium of popular expression ; where there is nothing

but a system of repression, violence will change that system. Let.

me give you another example. There was our own revolution.

What was the situation there? The majority of the people of the

Colonies wanted certain changes, at first not even independence;

later independence from Englan^d. Could they accomplish it

peacefully? ISTo. Why not? Because they had no vote. They

could not determine their own destiny. They were a subject

colony. Their policies and their life was directed from EnglMI^

;

Consequently they could only emancipate themselves by a physical

act, by simply saying " We shall no longer be your subjects," and

walking away and taking the consequence of a war. It was not

by political methods because political methods did not exist. But

where there is a machinery for writing of grievances, for chang-

ing of governmental forms, why we Socialists say that that is the

method which we adopt. That is the part of our program. At

the same time we cannot blind ourselves to history. At the same

time Ave cannot be blind to the fact that in actual practice revolu-

tions, changes,— fundamental, governmental and economic

changes have been accompanied by violence. We say that in most

cases the violence has come not from the victorious majority, but

from the defeated minority. In most cases it has been forced

upon the majority, I might say practically in all cases, and we have

cited a number of cases to you. ISToa*, we say the Socialist Party

is not the party of non-resistance and we say further, the hypothesis

having been placed to us, that if a majority of the people of this



2075

country were to vote for a Socialist change in the reform of gov-

ernment and the capitalist minority were to attempt force to pre-

vent them from coming into their lawful inheritance, we would

repel or advise repelling such force by force. Did you expect a

different ansvrer? Would any American make a different answer ?

'So. And that is all there is to the theory of violence in the Social-

ist movement, notwithstanding all these disjointed fragmentary

statements, that sometimes are made falsely, sometimes in the

course of an impromptu speech, and sometimes perhaps in an ill-

considered article. I say as against the definite position of the

Socialist Party there is absolutely nothing as definite, as concrete,

as conclusive to overcome it. In order to clinch this argument,

gentlemen, I want to read to you a few very brief passages from

a little booklet which is in evidence here otf mine, " Socialism

Slimmed TJp," not because I want to quote myself as an authority,

but because I want you to bear this in mind, gentlemen. This

book was written before these Assemblymen were suspended, before

we had any idea of ever being called before any bar to defend

the political tenets of the Socialist Party. It is written both for

the purpose of making converts and, of course, you do not make
any converts unless you place your actual proposition before them

;

and also for the purpose of enlightenment of our own party

members.

•It has been officially published by the national office of the

Socialist party. It has been circulated in many, many thousands

all over the country. This, having been written at a time when

it could not have had for its object controversial points surely and

clearly against the true position of the Socialist party. On that

subject, and you will not misunderstand it when I read it to you
— it is as follows :

" The introduction of the Socialist regime

depends on two main conditions. First, the economic situation

of the country must be ripe for the change." Bear that in mind,'

gentlemen. We do not claim that we can go to Japan to-day and

organize a Socialist party, or a Socialist movement, or go to Zulu-

land, because economic conditions are not ripe for it. We do not

maintain that we can introduce a Socialist regime before the eco-

nomic condition of the country is ripe for it, and we must wait

for such point to be reached.

".Second, the people of the country must be ready for it. The

pepple of the country, not a small minority party, not a group,

but the people of the country."



The first condition takes teare of itiself . Tke test of tbe iSeeial-

ist movement is to hrmg laboaat the .second, iconditioa, and it k tliaa

aim which, det-ermines tifcue MJetkodfi aa^ practical pregTa« laf the

moveaaent, whedier tiae Seeialist osrder is to rbe aifilieir^d im If
Tevolu/tionaiy decree <qt by a series of. legi'el'ati'we -eaaietnaeBits or

esEeeutive proelamatiGHi, bearing ia mind, «£ «3©iirse, the'eoaaidiitioias

in ihe di&ren.t oowBlries. It can be 'estabUied land m.^imtakne^

only by the people in eom-teol of the ^aouBtirj.

In otker words, Soeialimi., like any othier national political

pj3»^an%, can be realised only when its adherents, iBymptaity»pa|i

and su|)portea-B are numerouis enojigh to 'wiest ike madiinEry e£

government from thieir opponents, and to nse it lor the reaMzatiiO^

of their pragKam.

Does that look Jike a conspiracy ±o ovevj^wes ike govornmeiat of

the limited States and over.dirow it by fcrce iinid violeaee ? But

to imake it still clearer : modern Socialists do not expect the sodaii

order to fee iaatrodjieed by ame sudden and great cataclysm, hot

do they expect it to be •estaijlishad by desperation .and starvatiffio.,

Tlsfi Socialists expect that a cooperative eommonwfialth will be

buLLt by a disciplined working class, tboroUigiily organized, -well-

trained and fully ^^nalified to .assume the mns of government ani

the manageniMit of lie indnstries. ISTest to tbe .education of flba

workers in the philosophy of "Socialism, the prime task of tbte

Socialist lEaovemeait is, therefore, the politieal and economie

organization. The -Socialist movement of each country pressrfB

itself primarily as ,a politieal party.

And again; the objective point of tbe Socialist attack is tte

capitalist system, not tbe individual capitalist. Tbe strugglel

of tlie movement represent the oi;ganized efforts of the emtiise,

working class, not tbe daring of the indiisfidnal leaders or heriies.:

Tbe kutelleetual life of the working elass is determined by tbe

training of men and women eonstitutii^ tbat class, and not by fte

more advanced conditions of a small group of it. A country may
be educated, led and transformed into socialism ; but it cannot be

driven, lured or bulldozed into it. Tbe Socialist's conception of

the world process is evolutionary, not cataclysmic. Socialism has

come to build, not to destroy. This is the accepted position of the

modern Socialist movement.

oSTow, gentlemen, I want to say that if, in print .and j)uHidy,

I refer to this position as the accepted position of the modem
Socialist movement, it certainly was the accepted position of the
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modern Socialist mQTement, for I could not afford in the face of

the opposite, otherwise to write that sei|tence. The accepted' posi-

tion, then, of the modern Socialist morcment is however, mrt to

be taiken as an assurance, or prediction, that a Socialist victory

will in all cases— that means in all countries— come about by
orderly snd peaceful methods, and will not be accompanied by
violence. It may well happen that the classes in power here or

there— that means in one country or another— will refuse to

yi-el'd the control of the government to the working class even after

a legitimate political victory. In that case a violent conflict will

necessarily result, as it did under somewhat similar circumstances

in 1861 ; But sueh spectacular amd saagmnary outbreaks which

sometimes accompany radical economic and political changes are

purely incidental. They do not mate the Social transformation.

Thus in EngJand the- revolution which transferred the actual

control of the counfery from th©' mobility to the caipitali&ts was
accompanied hj grad!ua>l amd peaceful stages, without violence' or

M©odshed. In France the same process culminatted in the fero-

<affus fights in the greait revolution of 1870^9; but who will say

thait the transiticm in England was less thorough and radical than

in France ? As a maftter of fact, street fights do not make a

social revolution any more than* fire-crackers make the Fourth of

Jttiy. ISTow then, gsmtlemem, I think our position on the subject

eendd' imt be made clearer than it bais beea made. Another poimt

was tacked onto this proposition, namely, tha* we advocate mass

aetitm aaid the gemeral strike, and I shaiH say very few words on

tbajt swbject. MasB'' action or naass petition occurs quite freiqneBitly

in our phraseology. What we mean by it, gentlemen, is the opp©-

ake of what you impute lo' us. We- distinguish between mass

adion and individiirail! aeti^en. Mass action is Oijrganized action

of the people. PcMtieal actiom is mass aetiora. Organized strikes

aire msesB action- Individual attemarp*9, individual assaissinations,

individ'Wal attaiEksi,. individmal aeta of sabotage are not mass: action,

aiod »«/ deprecate tkem- The mass aieticm we have in view is! the

Iqgal (Darganizedi sustaon. of large masses in< ilie! comnaumity. And
a* to general stEikeg let nae grtate our poaitiQiii : aa a raaitter of Ms-

imj, the- Socialist Party of the Fmited Stattes, together with the

gjreaiei?' number of Socddifft orgaaiizadsions iia the world, has always

aHiiidflteiltLy irejecfed the idea, m£. a general- strike for- politieail pur-

tjHUesi; aad oxir asgjiraent- has alwagrsi liieem thiisi: that if we have

auBBmbeiir- of wifflarkersi in a parliaameaiitaKry ccnmtrf, detenmned to

the point of striking for a political reform, it is strong enough and



20Y8

numerous enougli to cast its votes for such reform and the strike

becomes unnecsessary. Either the working class go to the limit

in such demand, if it is right, and if it is right, we do not need the

general strike. If it is not right, there will be no effective general

strike.

The' first and only endorsement of the general strike method. by
the Socialist party in the United States is contained iii that procr

lamation in connection, I believe, with the U-boat warfare which

has been read here several times. At that time under special

pressure the Socialist party declared its opposition to the war not

yet declared to be so strong as to sanction even a general strik|

for its prevention. E"ow, gentlemen, we maintain that a resolutiojH

of this kind. Whatever view you may have on its political wisdoi^;

was perfectly legal, that we had a right to adopt such a resolution^

— and I shall say more regardless of the attitude of the Sociali||

party on general strikes for political purposes,— I will say that

the workers of this country have such right, and that it is well

that they should at least hold it in abeyance as a possible instru*

ment in some cases, in very exceptional emergencies. When Mr^

Lee was here on the witness stand he was questioned very closelyj

very adroitly by Mr. Oonboy,—" Under what circumstances would

you admit the necessity or propriety of a general strike ? " Mr.

Lee gave some instances. I will say that the general strike is very

often uged, has been used abroad for the purposes of enforcing

parliamentary action or political action, and I can well imagine

such concrete instances now. Let me give you this hypothetical

instance. A labor party is now being formed at least in some

parts of the country. Suppose the workingmen of any state got

together and say, " We want to form a party of our own ; we are

rjot satisfied with the way these representatives of the old parties

are legislating on labor matters. We want our own represent»|ives

to come into legislatives bodies and to voice our demands, our

aspirations, our sentiments. We want them to speak for us by our

mandate, and suppose an election is held and being confrontecj;

with all sorts of election frauds of the most brutal manner, they

still manage to elect a few of their representatives, and those rep- •

resentatives come to the legislative body and their working,, conr

stituency is waiting and watching, hoping that there at last their

own direct representatives will speak for them in the halls of *he

Legislature, and suppose a big capitalist in the same Legislatf^i -

thereupon gets up and tells them, " Look here, gentlemai, I doa't
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approve of your program, of your principles, of your platform.

Get out of my Legislature." I say this would be eminently a case

where the workers would be justified in declaring a general strike

until such time as their constitutional rights are actually accorded

to them.

I should not be surprised if there ever will arise a condition of

this kind on a large scale that that will be what will happen. We
do not apoligize for it. We have a right to safeguard the political

rights of our constituents, and of the people, by every legal means

without exception, and the general strike for such purpose is one

of such legal methods.

It has been recognized in every country, in every civilized

modern country. I hope personally, the Socialist party hopes,

that the occasion may never arise where it shall be necessary to

be resorted to in this country, but if it should, the workers have a

full and perfect right to use it for the protection of their interest.

The next point made against us is somewhat analogous to this.

It is this big point, that the Socialist party is really a political

party only in appearance, but that as a matter of fact it does not

believe in polities; that its politics are only a blind and camou-

flage. This charge' is contained in the Chairman's statement,

namely, that the nomination and election serve only to disguise

and cover up the true intent and purpose to overthrow the govern-

ment peaceably and forcibly; also in the very eloquent statement

of Mr. Littleton that we are masquerading as a Socialist party:

and finally, in a few statements from our platforms and declara-

tions such, for instance, as measures advoca,ted by us are merely

preliminary to the realization of our whole program, or that our

politics are only a means to an end.

Now, gentlemen, it requires a great legal acumen to construe

upon the basis of this statement a theory that we really axe not a

political party. Is there a political party anywhere in the world,

a true political party in its prime and vigor that does not con-

sider politics as a mere rneans to the end ? Every political party

is supposed to have a platform. Its end is the realization of this

platform. The means are politics, office, control of government.

It is only when a political party degenerates into an office and

patronage-holding concern that politics become an end to thein-

selves. It is only then, and not otherwise. When the Republican

party was organized first it had a great mission to perform, no

doubt, and politics was the means to the performance of that
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iBrissba,. to ihei at,taiiianeittt of tkat enaij aiad-.we. Sofiialists teH yoti,

@i goTJEse^, w,e: ase Bot, ia fdtLtics for th.©; jwirpsse o£ giving; Qlaes-

6€mi%, WaildiiaiSUQ^ Solemoxu,; deWitt aoid Orr aa &Se& at tli^ ret^SD.-

erative salaries of $15O0' a year. "We ai'e not in politico foar sitb^

sistence,—decidedly not. To us politics is only the means- Uk tlife

end;, aaadi tke end is. tiie introdmetion of tiie 'Socialist system of

society whiek I itaye advocaited befose..

1 should* g0r a little- fiiifftliea?,^ gentlemeia, I diauid say this:, that

tk© chaajge; so made is frivolous. Tka mere, fact that thee® fiv&

men,, members of the^ Socialist Party,, . elected on the Socialist

ticket, come here seeking office, is absolute and uncontrovertible

truth of the fact that the Socialist Party is a political paarty.

Groups and movements that do aot believe in politics as. a social

instruiaent of improvement, do^ not. engage in polities., Yoiii

neves foiMid an anarchist group nsiEninating for publie, offiee

or voting for public offiee, or sending representatives to legisla-

tians, ®r oitk&r public offieet The Soieialist Party, whtLch- adopts

a pslitieal platform, Biominates candidates, votes for tkem, sends

tkeaa kergj certainly is a political party.

I was a, little aanused vs^hen w-& had Mr. Waldman on the stand

here^, and he- described the methods of the Socialist delegatioa in

this. Aaaembly. How they caime-.together and first took up their

ps'litisal, platform' in wd&e to- ascertaia the pledges or prtuniaes-

u<pmi; vK^kdick they; h^ad beem ele&tedi,, and tken said: " It; Trnvn heeosBes-

our duty iin pursuit of quit pre-elfietion. paremises to the^ eltectmate

to astt^npt-to enact: legJDskitiosak>ngfthese>liEme%" aoidt them dm(ibS
thgmselveS' and assigited. di&jieBt tasks to> eaek one, and;, each

of th^BS! spent diafysr,, and sometianesweeksj im studying tk&snigieefe;.

then introduced bills and followed them up. and tried tstget-ftEsn

out <a£ the' coiEMaittee',, and tried tot get tkensu on the' flffl«r oi Ais

House; I was. asking, imyseK in the. face of these uncQutrow^^
faqte, is, ife really the charge that they are nut enough in ptiities

wkiebii worries ouk opfoaiemts, or is- it perkap&.thje oppasite.

Abb tiaey? perhaps: toon much isn, eacnfist. abaut their p0lrfcjics.&r

tb@ hmlth aind. eomt£fi)rt of their: opponeiutat? I. could -b/A m, w.j

wa^- etmak^i^fy- S6e> the> eiiarg{e> o£ thei poMtka. bektg a, saxb^
cammTsMt^. If are Asa^nblymaiib o£ the, SJQ»ialist Paj% Qsms here

n&b. ^ imtTodsaeei a. biE hxL a bom<k; if, aa^ Assem.U]piatDi q£ tine

Soeiaillist Pacfey came hei:e> aot to. debate, but tO' shoot ;, ifi he ea^ie

Iwre to- (Mmanit acts- of violence insteadi of legislating;, i£ itkeses:

baid! been, any suA reeoard on their part I could eonceives of tte

justice of such a charge ; but the very record of these men proves-
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tlfcat tkej mud the partj take their tasks' seriously, tkat tljey are

a Socialist Party, and' again, I sbatll read! yoia, very Tbriefly, a

q(H!0KffilftMi fwttia ttoe same loooklet to dieline our position on politi-cs.

It is this:

" In iite Socialist e&Hceptio'n, polities is only a means to the end.

Temporary amd local political p©we!r is valuable mainly as afford-

ing an opportunity for econom^ie reform, and tlie final national

political vietoi-y of th& worliers will be of vital importance only

as a HeeessaTy preliminary i&- the- inti'oduictioH; of a system of col-

lective and! cooperative industries. A general political victory

of the workers, would be bare enough m resuWs if the workers

were not- at the- same- time prepared i& taike- ove-r the mamageooaent

of the industries. The Socialists, therefore, seek to train the

workers' in economic no less than- political self-government. It is

for this reason that' the movement everywhere seeks alliance with

ecoBoroie organization of labor, of trade unions and the eo-opera-

«iT»e sod-'eties'."

In all fkiniess aarf kimcbtess tO'wapeJs our opposing political

parties', tfee KepaHrcaaa and Democratic, I want to say that in the

Sociasli'st prograam amcS in the Socialist activities, politics holds a

icmah. hi^er, loftier and nobler place than in the coneeptioBS- and
taelies of the- oM parties. Just because we consider polities as a

fflteans to an end, Just because we consider polities as an> instru-

rnsst ci' social! BetterfHeut, just because we consider polities an eAi-

csrtional prwcess' and not metrelf an offiee hunting or spoil dividing

fjroeessy not m-erefy a pedestal lor personal elevatioH; for that

reason, 1 say, we, the Socialists, are primarily, geirainely ancf prop-

eify a peE'tiea;I party and morer go ikam the- other parties.

And then again in order to varythe charges somewhat, comes the

next «Brarge, maanelyi that the- Socialist party is^ too ssuch ol a

poKtieaB party. You say in the- former charge our politics haive

l^ea a caonouflage', that we were not a poliHsieal party at a'll, asdl in

ffie next ehafrge yora say that the Sberalist pairtf is t&0 msda ©f a

foBticai party, that it dfrctates- the polieiesi and action-s of its miera-

ters electetf to pre&lic office. The eonsisteney of the two charges- is

not verJ dbvioTrsi: to me^ but -ftliey exist aaad' we shasH' disea-ss the

second' nowr,;— tftat flie- SbciaiKis* paarUy unduly controls' praHic offi-

cials! elected on it'sf ticket, is Basedl ufcm seroral pieces' of evi'denee

before ywx. Ctee is the pfedige, or so-called' pledge, which every

Socialist in becoming a member of the party, takes, namely, t« 'be

gmde5' %' tfe- Constitution amd platform of' that party in all his



2082

political actions. The second is contained in the State Consti-

tution, and is to the effect that a member of the party may be ex-

pelled or suspended if he does not comply with the directions

given to him by the dues-paying membership of the party. The
third is the provision in the same State constitution that every

candidate of the Socialist party for public office should sign an

advance resignation. I must confess I cannot clearly see the

force of these objections or the contentions based upon them. The
promise to be governed in political policies by direction of a politi-

cal party is not an improper promise, not prohibited by, law,

statute or constitution anywhere.

There is a very distinct prohibition against making promises of

any things of value or any other kind of pledges in consideration

of securing the vote of the. voters. That is all. There is no other

prohibition. And it seems to me we have drifted into a very* pe-

culiar line of reasoning in this connection. In the first place, as

it appears from the record, the Socialist party representatives are

probably the most unhampered representatives of any other party.

The fact of the matter is, first, that advance resignations are not

as a rule required of candidates of the Socialist party. Only two

instances have been mentioned, one, that of Mayor Lunn, who
admitted that it applied only to his first term and not to his sec-

ond term, and the term in which he ran, I believe, on the Socialisiii;'

ticket; and then Mr. Collins referred to some occasion in some

town in Ohio, of which nobody knows and which could not be

verified. But the uniform testimony of our National Secretary,

our Secretary in New York, the elected officials themselves, all

given solemnly under oath, is that in no instance within years and

years has the practice been followed.

Now, gentlemen, we have introduced that evidence because I

wanted the fact established ; but it is not important. Suppose such

resignations had been signed by candidates for office on the Social-

ist Party ticket. As it happened, they would have had no quarrel

because, of course, everyone could withdraw his own resignation

before it was acted upon. You all know that. But even if it had

a binding force, it would have meant only one thing, and that is

that a candidate elected on a Socialist party ticket agrees to carry

out' the platform and pledged promises of the Socialist Party or

quit the Socialist Party, be fired out of it, if he does not comply

with it. ,i ;

I want to call your attention, Mr. Chairman and genlleitiie;^.

to one phase of it: all through the proceedings there have been
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eloquent speeches about the oath that the Socialist party members

take to their organization and to their Internationale against

the constitutional oath. There is not any oath being taien, nor

has there been, by any member of the Socialist party in any way.

They merely subscribe, in their application, to the ordinary,

natural— even implied— obligation to live up to the Constitu-

tion and principles of the party while they are members of

the party; and if they do not, they are thrown out. What con-

cern is that of yours? Every party, every organization, has a

right to say they will tolerate you as a member as long as you

comply with their constitution, and that has nothing to do with

you, if they are fired out of the party or not. But the fact of

the matter is that this obligation cannot be weighed against the

only oath we have taken, the constitutional oath of office, when
they came to the door of this Assembly.

There has been very little direction of the Socialist party, it

appears, in all the existence of these Socialist members in the

Assembly. There was only one occasion, the question of pro-

hibition, voting upon the constitutional amendment; and it ap-

pears there a conference was held between the Assemblymen and

pary representatives, and an agreement was reached that they

should advocate submitting the question to referendum. They
announced it before the decision was reached ; but that is the only

instance of interfering with their activities; and Mr. Lunn, who
was not a friendly witness, testified to the fact that never in his

experience, and even in his quarrels, has the Socialist party at-

tempted to interfere with his administrative acts for corrupt or

improper motives, or motives of material gain. In all cases it

was a question of maintaining party principles; of living up to

party promises and party pledges, which the Socialist party has

a right to do.

You know, gentlemen, there is a story about the Koman augurs.

The Roman augurs used to tell fortunes from the entrails of

animals, and the people believed in them; but there was the his-

toric and proverbial wink which they used to give each other

when meeting each other. They knew each other. And when you

gentlemen of the Eepublican and Democratic parties charge us
—

- the Socialists— with permitting too much party interference

in the performance of our public duty, we feel like winking at

you off the record, because where do we come in with party inter-

ference ? Everything charged against us applies absolutely to the

Republican and Democratic parties.
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iy& you remember we liacf recently informal conTentioiissf of

Iwrtli parties, asS each of them, recomme'iided certa.m persons for

office, cEelegates to tire national convention, for their aeconMHOiia-

tion. Tharf was' all. B'at you can imagine that it will go' with

tlie party and with the voters just the same.

I have heard before of such expressions as a party leader, or,

Tttlgarly, the party boss, who represents the party and staBds

between the party and the elected public officials. Perhaps it

does not exi'St. Perhaps it is only a myth ; but when your term

of office' expires, gentlemen, an/d' you want a renomination, try to

find out whether you will go to the electorate as a whole to get

that nomination or perhaps pay, first, a little friendly call to ihh

political party feder, or party boss.

In this very BTouse, as in every other House, you recognize

the existence of political parties and their right to control the

actions of their representatives. What is your majority leader?

— what is your minority leader?— other than instrumenfe' of

the respective parties to influence and control the conduct of their

representatives, and inasmuch as such control is not for corrupt

purposes, but for legitimate political purposes, or the purpose of

securing party unity in action, it is perfectly legitimate and we
recognizre it.

What are your caucuses, caucuses of the Kepublican Party,

caucuses of the Democratic Party, announced from the floor here?

What else is it but another instrumentality for bringing abouS uni-

formity of action among the members of the respective parties on

the floor of this House or any other legislative body. Why, garfle-

men, this proceeding alone— this proceeding in which w© are

charged with unduly controlling our representatives in ther Assem-

bly— is an eloquent testimonial about the control by the old

parties of their members.

Here we read into the record, the Assembly came togeflffir the

first time. A resolution of unusual importance is suddenly spraiig

upon the members. They are not prepared for it. We lave

heard the testimony, public testiraony of Assemblyman ajffer

Assemblyman, that they £new nothing, about it, that thefy were

absolutely vmprepared for i% that they could not in coaascimce

vote for it. But the resolution, is iaatroduced by the niajority leadei'.

Every Eepublican votes- for it. The minority leader ,
is caBed

Ufon to vote. He votes for it. Every Demflcarat, with tm es-

ceptions, follows. The next day they wake up— some of ^^
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it aaj^ing ino»e tkaa a demonstration of tlie power of political

paities and their control of the action of the repijesentatives on

the isoi" of this convention ? We don't .say that hj way of indi^d;-

naejifi ©r chajrge, but we say that to remind you gentleiBien that this

quastiea of pditieal control by a party of ite eketed oiSeials, is

n<^ a peculiar indietmejat against ihs SocialJBt Party. And now,

since we are all politicians, I will say a few words to ease our

ceaaseieaaee, and I will say this : That this question of politieai

paufeies iaaieiferisjg with the conduet of the repTesemtative officials

is not ouB based on law or morals, but on old, outworn piuejudiieea

There was a time when pialitical partiies W'Sse aJiiLatheana in this

cwmtry, aaid in every other eoimtry of parliamentary representa-

tion. You will ail remember Washington's Farewell Addi?ess,

anid his warning against political «li<|TJies aaad political parti<es,

parties and groups.

Ait idie time whiai the oaumtoy comsisted of a f-ew million inhaliit-

antSi, wkeasi the oomditiocns were equal, prasjtiealiy, im e^ery way,

there ssras no occasion, no need for political parties^

Hie constitution does not provide, does moit recognize, the esist-

enoe ©f politacai paanties, tout as times 'grew on, -as the population

girew, as class distinctions sprang lap, as econoHiic inaterests weme
diversified and all other interests likewiee, political parties he-

eame an absolute necfflsity, a supplement ix) our constitxitiomal

strmctnre without nnhiK^ the Eepufelic eammot survive, Amd it

was only within the last forty yeaTs, or diei?eabouts, that the law

began to recognize iit, to legalize i^if*iing politi-eai parties, t®

accord them. icertaJm rights, and to subject them to general super-

vision, and political parties to-day are the biilwark of democracy

and the control fey p«^ii:icai parties of their -eleeted officials is the

most democratic, the most honest feature in our political life.

W3»y f Becatise the ordinary voter today cannot rely upon the

individwai merits of any candidate. Yon take a city like Mew
York, where six ^llion persons, or at any rate, a million .amd a

half voters, choose their mayor. How many mea know him per-

sonally f They are called upoa m every national election to vote

for twenty or thirty diffe!r©Qt candidates. How many of us caai

\aiow any of them ? How many of the ordinary folks know even

to-day their representatives in the State Senate, in OomgresB, and

so OBI? Very, rcry few, you will fimd; v«ry few, it has been found,

on a ffluaiaber of oeeasions. The imdividual is mireli=aMe. He may
change- his views, his policies ; he may be irfuenoed in some
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noxious direction; he may fall sick; he may be affected mentally,

but the party is a permanent factor appearing before the electorate

year after year. Like a corporation, it has perpetual existence.

The party as sUeh by adopting a platform expresses the views of

a certain group of the electorate. The party not only expresses

its views by adopting its platform, but makes definite pledges,

definite promises to the electorate, and the enlightened voter knows,

or ought to know, that the Republican party stands for this and

this policy ; the Democratic party for the other ; the Socialist for

the other. We will vote in ofiice the party that represents our

views, our interests, and we charge the party with responsibility

to make good their election pledges and promises as expressed in

their platform, and if they don't they will have to meet us the next

time, and we will get square on it, and if one of their representa-

tives does not and the party does not discipline him but tolerates

him, we will know where to meet the party.

The party is the political framework of our modern institu-

tions. The elected representatives are nothing but agents of these

parties, spokesmen for these parties. Who cares whether Mr.

so and so, or Mr. so and so sits in a seat in this Assembly ? How
many of these Assemblymen or any other members of any other

legislative body are known to have been chosen for their political

merits? Very, very few.

And we say we recognize the fact, fully and frankly, and we

recognize it as a proper fact, and we say the Socialist party above

all other parties insists upon the right and the duty of the party

as such, the party as a party, to see to it that its representatives

live up to the pledges, to the; promises, to the representations

which we make in elections.

And if any one of our representatives, chosen on our platform,

receiving the votes of the electorate, on the face of that platform

should turn untrue to these pledges and promises because, for-

sooth, he has changed his mind, or his individual conscience does

not agree with him, we tell to him decidedly, for you to get out

of the Socialist party, and to go where your position places you.

The Socialist party, as such, stands for definite principles. The

Socialist party appeals to the electorate on a definite platform.

The Socialist party guarantees, by implication, the performance,

the honest performance, of their platforms.

We shall see to it that our representatives live up to the prin-

ciples of political honesty, or if they are not, they are to be

separated from our party as quickly as possible.
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I thini the most telling point, at any rate the one that was
emphasized more than any other, is the charge that the Socialist

party is unpatriotic and disloyal. This charge is based Upon
various utterances contained in the St. Louis resolution which,

I have no doubt, my friends on the other side will read and read

to you again in their summing up. It is that the Socialist party

has denounced the war as criminal ; that it urged its members to

refrain from taking part in any way, and it affirmatively urged

them to refuse to engage even in the production of munitions of

war and other necessaries used in the prosecution of the said war.

And then the expression as to the snare and delusion of so-called

defensive warfare, and the false doctrine of national patriotism.

The one serious charge in it— the charge that we urged party

members to refuse to engage in the production of munitions of

war and other necessaries used in the prosecution of war has never

been sustained by any testimony. It was challenged by Mr. Sted-

man in his opening. He said if they can prove, we will admit

that a serious charge, at least, has been established against us.

We maintain that there has been no proof of any kind on the

subject. What has been proved, gentlemen, and what undoubtedly

has been the fact, is this : That, the Socialist Party has consist-

ently, emphatically and at all times opposed the war ; that it has

been opposed to the entrance of the United States into the wa,r,

and that when the United States entered the war it has been in

favor of a speedy cessation of hostilities, of a speedy peace. It

has still been opposed to the war as such.

We claim, I think we proved, and we shall revert to it again,

that with all that, we at all times recognize that war is on; that

war has been declared ; that it has been legally declared, and that

we submitted and complied with all the concrete enactments of

war legislation in every respect. We did not surrender our opinion

— our vsincere belief that the war was wrong, a monstrous wrong,

and that eveiy day of its continuance entailed unnecessary misery

and privations upon our people. We voiced those sentiments.

We voiced them because we maintained, and maintain, Mr.

Chairman, that there isn't an act of the Legislature, that there

isn't an act of the highest degree of legislative measures,

such even as a constitutional enactment or amendment, which

intends to silence the tongues and stifle the thought of the

people, to which the people must bow, not merely in the

sense of practical submission, but in the sense of intellectual

and moral submission against their open convictions. We say
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aI^importa^lt ones,, our miads are csst in. the same moM ? Ubi-

foiMiify of aetion is only desiraWe wten tliei-e is Timiformity of

sentiment, and that we must suppose will only exist -where the

inind is enchained by the fear which despotic power inspires.

But it has been said' that obedience to the will of the majority is

the first principle of representative government,, and enjoins what

^irffemcn require. Obedience to all constitutional acts is a hi^fer

and commanding duty on the part of the minority of the people,

and' all factious opposition is hig'hly criminal; but this does not

prevent any one in this house, or in the nation to use every effort

to- arrest the progjress of evil,, or to effect a Bill of measuresf in rela-

tion to the public interests. And how can this be done, unless

tlere is a fiiE liberty to think and to speak and to act as our con-

victions shall dictate ? If this be denied then there is am end to

free government. A majority can never be corrupt. They are

irresponsible and despotic. They may prepare the yoke when
{ley jiease and we m.uat Siubmit ia sifaure."

And vrith reference to the Mexican war let me just read a few
quotations frcmi Sumner on the Mexican war. While it was in

p-ogress he said: "The Mexicam. Avar is an enormity born of

slavery, base in object, atrocious in beginning,, immoral in all

its inffuenoes, vainly prodigal of treasure and life. It is a war of

infamy which must block the pages of our history." That was said

during the existence and continuation of the war,, and how does

that compare with our mild statement that this was a capitalist

war, having its origin in commercial rivalry and leading; onJy tO'

fc gain of profiteers?

Tt is mild in comparison with it; and the proposition was

stated still more clearly by Mr. Chiarles H. Hudson,, of Massachu-

setts, wh& said :
" Has it come to this,, Mr. Chairman, that a

.President can arrogate to himself the warmaking power, can

trample the Constitution under foot,, and wantonly involve the

nati&n in war, and the people must sabmit to this atrocity and

justify ham in his course or be branded as traitors to their country ?'

Wlty, sir,. if this doctrine prevails, the more corrupt the adminis-

tration is, if it has the power or the daring to involve this nation

in a war without causej the greater is its impunity, for the moment

5t has succeeded in committing that outrage, every mouth must be

closed and everyone must bow in submission. A doctrine more

corrupt was never advanced ; a sentiment more dastardly was never

advocated in a deliberative assembly. Gentlemen who profess
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this character and they may be in perfect accordance with their

views and feelings and in conformity wi^h their :democra.eyf but

I have too much of .the spirit which characterized our'fa|bi@r^

to submit to dictation frpm any s.purce whatsoever, whethier it

be foreign monarch or an American President.

" I hilieve, Mr. Chairman, that , the first principal declar,ation

in the message of the President— that the war exists by the 'ft^t

of Mexico and that we have taken all honorable means to prei?e:ft

it— to be an untruth." I could read any number of similar

statements. I shall refrain. I shall notice only one thiig^and
that is that the accepted American policy up to this war was p
stated "by the two characteristic authorities, namely, the rigl|| to

criticise the war, to oppose the war, exists after, the declaration

of war; that if it did not exist, this nation could be turne^ into

an autocracy very easily by means of declaring war ; that if it did

not exist, there would be no way of bringing a war to an end by

popular wlQ. It was only when this war came upon us that the

doctrine changed, and, I will tell you why : you see, as was the case

in all previous wars, we had originally two parties on the sub-

ject, an anti-war party and a pro-war party. The Democratic

party was the peace party; the Bepublican party was generally

considered a war party. You remember, I suppose, that ouir

President was elected on the slogan " He has Kept us Out of

War." You remember the speech of Honorable Martin. Glynn at

the Democratic ^tTational Convention on the subject. IsTow,

imagine for a moment that Mr. Wilson would not have been

re-elected and Mr. Hughes was elected. What would have becfe

the logical developments ? Just this : That the Republican party

would have drawn us into the war, as they proclaimed their, inten-

tion very definitely; and the Democratic party would nsive

remained an opposition party, a peace party. The Democratic

party then, as a matter of policy and consistency, would hate

taken the position taken by these earlier American oppon'snts ra

war when war was on. But it so happened that it was a Demo-

cratic administration that had gone into the war and it became

a war party from a peace party. What could the Republican

party do. except to go it one better and to become an ultra war

party; and so instead of having a contest between peace ana way,

we had a contest between war and more war, and wis e;iti*^y

abnormal un-American psychology and war terror and war hys-

teria that invaded us.
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Now, then, the only party that still remained a peace party in

American politics, was the Socialist party. Knowing these prece-

dents, construing the general spirit of American public rights, as

we have stated them, we viewed our entry into the war unbiased,

unhampered by any public sentiment. We thought it a great

calamity. We knew that at the time we were about to enter the

war, that about six million human beings had been slaughtered

on the battlefields, a greater number than was ever destroyed in

any war or the wars of any century, I believe, in the past. We
knew that all Europe was in chaos, going to ruin and destruction,

and we thought, " What will this entry of the United States in tbis

war mean ? It will add to the conflagration ; it will subject thou-

sands, hundreds of thousands, and if it continues long enough,

millions of our boys to slaughter; make millions of American
widows and orphans; destroy our wealth; destroy our industrial

life; destroy this nation industrially; destroy it morally; that it

will breed hatred in our ranks as it has bred hatred in Europe;

that it will not accomplish anything good, nothing certainly com-

mensurate with the degree of sacrifice required. We don't believe

that democracy would be assured as the result of this war."

We thought the contrary. As a result of this war, certain

classes are war lords, certain factors, and factor classes will set up
a reign of terror in almost every country. We did not believe that

human civilization or the human spirit would be advanced by
this war. We could see nothing but a colossal carnage fcrought on
by the commercial rivalries of the people in Europe. We could

see in it nothing but a cataclysm of human civilization. We
could see in it nothing but the greatest blot upon human intelli-

gence and we said, " Here are we, the United States, about four

thousand miles away from the seat of this insane carnage, a pow-

erful people, powerful in wealth, powerful in authority, a people

that has set out to create a new civilization on this hemisphere, a

people that has turned away from the intrigue, from the machi-

nations of the old world. Here is our opportunity ; let's stay out

while this insane carnage goes on. Let us preserve all our

resources, all our strength, in order to render it plentifully to the

distracted nations of Europe when the carnage is over and recon-

struction and reconciliation and rebuilding is in order."

And when we saw what we consider this insane, stimulated cry

for participation in this caldron, we said, the men who do that,

the men who are pushing this Republic into this European car-

nage, with which it has no direct vital concern, may mean well.
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may he personally Moaest, Imt th^ are comWaitlimg' or are afcout

t& commit, tire gcawest erane erer caramrtted ia the aioailg of

Mstory against tMs m^mn and! also against the vrorl'cJ.

And we sai^, IroMin^ tkese views as we do, it is our saeied

dHTfey as citizens of tEis ccFnntry, cmr saicredl '(July tO' onr felknf-

ffian,, to |i3f©teM against the warr, to oppase it witfe every filer sf

our existence, come what may, not only in tlie sMape of fcagree-

meoit, bnt persecution or prosecution, suffering oi"aiJI feinds, affld we

say to you gentlemen, if any of you tad teld those hones* comTC-

tions, and if you were true to ytiurselves, true to your eoua^by,

you couldn't iare acted otkerwifee. We did' not, and now that the

war is over sn4 the entire- world is quivering nndter the teirtaies

inlliieted npoii it,, now that the war is over and ten milli^isiB. m:

more human heings have been directly slaughtered and Hjaany

more millions killed hy the- ravages of epidemics, now that all

Europe is in mourning, now that the greater part of Eurof® is

starving, siicciimhin^ bringing up a new generation of aisafflKfe,

tinder-noraished; weaMih^', now that we fehold the ruins of &av

civilization, we are unable to rebuild the world. I^ow, we Soeid-

ists say we have absolntely no reason to repent our stand. If we

lad, we would be men enough to say so, bnt in view of what has

happened,, we aay, on the contrary, if ever there was anytMBg of

which we feel we were right, in which we feel wft perfoi»el'a

great imperative moral dutj, it was this opposition to this Motsm,
inhnman. slaughter eaHed war„ and if occasion should present

itself again„ under similar circumstances, we will ta&e exactly the

same position. It is, gentlemen, with this attitude of minj in

view, that we formulated our proclamatiohs; formulated our fm-
grams. We have been asked On thi& stand by eloquent counsd! em

the other side,, time and time ag^, " Tou say you submitted to-

the law." " Yes, yes, we do." " Did you do anything more than

the law compelled you to do ?
" " 'No, we did not." HTow could

we ?' We regarded the law as an inkumaa law. We regard^il'tlie

law as an inhuman institution. We submitted to the coBieEete

will of the majority as good citizenst of a democratic' reputec,

but ta go out of our own free will to in any wa.y contri^itteito

what we consider nothing but a senseless insane slaughter of our

fellow men, how could we consistently do it? How would you

or you, or any of you act in the face of a law which, you would

consider absolutely obnoxious. You, would comply with it. Yeu

wouldn't do more than that.. You couldn't, if you remained tBue

to yourselves.
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Iliea ,a jiesuliar constructioA iias been p],aced upon our plat-

fwrn., ^ineipallj oui' slMement &£ ottr .opposition tO' war at all

times. Unalterable opposition to the war, just declared, it wsls

saW. We said to you, .gfaitlemen, " that doesn't mean that we will

break ike law. ls[o. We oomplj with it. We ;are dr^afted. We
g9. We sa:e taxed. We pay, but we do not and we rajinot approve

of ^is w.ar in ®ur fraiiae of mind." It seamed to be impossible foar

the geaatlemeai to uaderstand this position.

Now, let me nead to you somethinjg from very recent history,

<A., is. fact, about a week ago. A certain political party adopted

this statement, this pr©cla»iatioii

;

• " We are unalterably opposed to prdiilfeition by Federal amend-

meict. We believe it to be an unreasonable interfereace with the

r^itfi of the States as rguax^auteed by the Ooms-titution. We feel

that the recent !eiiacia»eint was the imposition of the ideas of .sai

active minority against the wishes of the great majority of tihe

Ajaericau people. We therefore declajne for its speedy repeal and

to the end that personal liberty of the people of our State may be

tharoUj^y safeguarded, uniil such time as -this rq)eal jaaay be

hr-emgkt afeout, we dedLare the right ai our State iu the exereise

of its soveneijga power to constrne the coneuKreot dause of the

ISth Amendmeait as to be ia accord with the liberal and reasonaUe

view of ffur people."

"Mow, iki&cB was the constitutional euactment, a coBstitutioual

aiHBadniiesat Mgher ia law than the m.eve aid; .of Congress. The
deelaraiiom •q£ war was an act of Congress. The ISth amendmait
was an act .©f the soweareigm people in the highest type of l^isla-

tiw.

What did the Democratic Party say? We ane unalterably

ofKposed to prohiMtioai by Federal ameaajfeient. We said, we are

unalterably <^pssed to the war which is 'declared. Did jom. say

asrydiing diiffea^ent eixcept -that the D©Dnacirat.ic Party felt more

#t)Wagly on drinlc, .and we felt mor« strota^ly en the war ? Other-

wi'se, is it n-ot the same philosophy ? We belie'ved it t® ibe an

u^tpasomable interfeHenae with ike ri^ts «£ the states as guaram-

taei by the •eoastistwtiiMi. We f«lt the imposition of the ideas ©f

ain actios aainority against the wishes of the great majority of t&e

AHMa-ican jpeopia That is just what w-e say. We .said the Con-

^neas «^ the Umited States kaid beeaa Btaam,pedied mt&, thfe' war %
tte active minority of war agSators, aaid we sere hal«d bef-ora your

Bar *» .Mummr fer it- You declaased for a «peedy repeal, w«
<fe<faBd for a ^peedypeaoe, tat we -nrnmr -wemfc/s® far as ta say •
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while the law remains the law, we around here will mate our own
law in defiance of the United States Constitution, and have our

drink anyhow.

Wow, then, I am asking you if it was perfectly legal and proper

for the Democratic Party to oppose the supreme law after its

enactment. It criticizes it and demands its repeal and so on.

Why not for the Socialist Pkrty,— we will assume the Demo-

cratic Party was perfectly honest ahout this resolution, we ask

you to assume the same about us, all the more, that not a charge

has been made of any Socialist, the Paxty as such, or its members,

having been improperly influenced in any way towards the posi-

tion which they took. There is not a semblance, a suspicion of

the charges "that our resolutions, proclamations and stands are

anything but the pure, honest expression of our conscience. Bear

i;hat in mind when you come to pass upon that point.

In this connection also, very briefly, we are charged with having

adopted a resolution for the repudiation of war debts. You
remember the history of it. It was adopted in the platform

before any Liberty Bonds were in existence. It was suppressed

by the iCTational Executive Committee because Liberty Bonds had

been issued at the time of its enactment. I wiU merely say this,

gentlemen: The Socialist party, even in Russia, in nationalizing

private property, has taken care to compensate the small investors

depending upon- it. I think the small people, the employees who

bought with their savings, a fifty dollar bond, a hundred dollar

bond or two hxmdred dollars' worth of bonds, should be safe-

guarded. So thdt we shall not be misunderstood, shall say, if

there is no law to the contrary, and I hardly know of any, the

best, the sanest thiiig that the world can do today is to repudiate

all war debts, and to begin life anew with a clean slate. These

war debts today mount into the biUions and billions, requiring

annual interest of many billions. Barring the small employers

and bondholders, who hold a very small minority of it, the vast

bulk of it is in the hands of the very rich. !N^ow, what does that

mean, gentlemen ? Torget the terms, bonds, interest and all other

legal terms. Take the institution into consideration and it means

this : that we have, on account of the war, created a certain class

or certain classes all over the world which hold a mortgage upon

their fellow men; that every year the workers and the people of

every country must produce billions to pay interest on theSe bonds;

that when we are gone, when our children are bom and grown up,

they will have to work in order to pay the interest on those bonds

dliEtRlP'J*?*!*!! *B "? f 8 ''t 'i '! ""! •^?'»5 1*} wj *.S "5,? S >",!'''"!'''
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to the children of those who are happy enough to hold them. We
have created a new class. We have created a new form of bond-

age by this tremendous unprecedented loans, and as a measure of

self-protection, I say mankind that are represented by all nations

involved in this war would, in my opinion, and I believe in the

opinion of a great many non-Socialist authorities, do well tq repu-

diate them all, except small holdings, and start out afresh.

It has nothing to do with the Socialist party's position, which,

for reasons of the time, had suppressed and did not circulate this

particular plank ; but I do not want it to be understood or believed

that at any time we wished to renounce the position taten by us

;

the position taken by us in the convention, on the repudiation of

war debts was a proper and a sound one. It would have saved

our generation and the generations to come and it would have

discouraged war and munition manufacturers from urging wars

ever hereafter. But it is not there. It is not in our platform.

I have two short points, Mr. Chairman,

—

The Chairman.— Well, you can use your judgment.

Mx. HiUqxiit.— If you wiU let us recess for five or ten minutes.

The Chairman.— We will take a recess for 15 minutes Mr.
HHlquit.

(Whereupon, at 5:20 p. m., a recess was taken for 15 minutes.)

APTEE EECESS, 5 :35 p. m.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Mr. HiUquit.—'I have two more brief points, Mr. Chairman,

and then I will conclude.

One of them is the charge that the Socialist party owes allegi-

ance to a foreign power known as the International. That has

been embellished and decorated somewhat by my eloquent friend,

Mr. Littleton, who, among other things, charged that they (the

Assemblymen) gave their allegiance wholly and solely to an alien,

invisible empire, knovpn as the International, and also that it is

the alien state to which, before the five members had entered into

this Chamber, they had pledged their support, honor and allegi-
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ajiee, going even so far as to say that it was through jthe instm-

mmtality of &is Intea^natiari.'die that the Socialist Party of the

United (States received oriers fromXenine and Trot23iy andj3ar-

ried them out in this country. This was Bomewh.al ' su|)pile-

mented by counsel's 'brief,, who charged l3ie Socialiat parly wift,

beiiig an auti-niitional paaSty.

In the progress of the evid^emce tiie imvlsiWe empire^ ft'aft

mysterious body to wMch ^e ^cialist owed afie^aBee— has be-

come more and more iHvisiMe until at this time, feoMng fcough
file eyidenee, jou cannot see it wift. a magimfyiiig-^ass.'

The position of tTie Socialist party on that,subject is very simple;

the Sacialist i)arty is not an anti-national party. Socialiats ree<^-

nize the existence of nations and tlieir riglit to. exist as nations,

aad ako the great cullairal contcibutioms of matione- as natioias

to the civilization of the world; in fact, ihe Socialist party, mouse

than any other party, las always .stood fox the right of natioiBS to

maintain their own unhampered iiiidependenee. I tMnk there

is not a movement in the world today wliieh was as warm and con-

sistent a fifflEjad of ihe Irisk .moijiememt for niatisiMl MalepesQiiaiee,

and has been for Polish independence before the statesmen of

Europe ami America ever were made to be aware of lire exisleace

of such a proUem; and the same thing applies to the asjaratMsns

of all nationalities to independent national existence, sm^ as

Egypt, or India^ or any other countries sinlilarly situated. But

the fact that we reeognize 'fihe national exr^ieaace amd «atlomal

rights— a national entity— does not limit our interest to one

nation in each case. We ree<^B.i«e that today a nation is no

longer a rounded-out, separate entity. It has become, whether we

are aware of it or not, a jaaember of ths imteniaational community.

Socialism is international, it is true. It is international in the

sense, first, that its platform, its program, its idrfs ^nd aspffla-

ti'Ons are Bubsteniially the saaie in every country. It is inier-

national inasmuch as it cooperates witii smiiar mo-wemiHits m.

every other country practiijally, in joint discussion of anj prob-

lenas, as congresses ; occasionally in material support of the Social-

i^ m-ovemeat if any country is engaged in a parti©ul-aily i«-

poirtant fight. It is international, finaffly, in llie sense litat ^re

have a vision of an international federation of free sociaEgt na-

tions,, which eventually will come to exist and gjiarsthfes^Ae well-

being aaad the national secmrity, the aajtioaal existeaee aad fc
peaoe of all natiens.
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But, gentlemen, that is not a peculiarity of the Socialist move-

ment. If Socialism is international, so is capitalism, so is bank-

ing, so is commerce, so is industry, so is science, so is art, so is

aU modern life.

We exist to-day as a part of tke International Fraternity of men
everywhere, and even governmental functions are becoming more

and more internationalized.

I shaU not go into details at this time. It would lead us too

far afield, but if I may call your attention to two works, which

I would recommend you to read, Prof. Sayre's, who, I believe, is

a son-in-law of President Wilson, on " Experiments in Interna-

tional Administration," and Mr. Woolf, with the Committee of

the Fabian Society of London, who wrote a book on International

Govermnent, you wiU find, perhaps, somewhat to your surprise,

that there are at least a dozen international governmental insti-

tutions, postal unions, as classes, exempt, in which the government

of all civilized countries participate. There are between 200

and 300 Socialist, political, educational organizations on an inter-

national basis, meeting in international congresses just as the

Socialist party, discussing their problems, just in the same way,

passing resolutions, just in the same way.

The Socialist party is affiliated with international, or rather,

to be more accurate, was affiliated with the Socialist International

while it fully existed. It has expressed at this time its readiness

to join a new International— the Moscow International— and the

evidence is fully before you as to what it means. It means the

foundation of the new modem international organization of social-

ism, but not with greater powers, and never submitting itself in

its practical work in this country to the dictates of such an Inter-

national.

If you want to have a clear conception of what this Inter-

national means and how far you may go in prescribing to a

political party or any group of citizens their right to meet with

similar groups in other countries, to deliberate with them and
to come to a common understanding, there are but two instances

which I want to quote to you. One is the organized labor move-

ment in the United States, the conservative movement led by

Samuel Gompers, and the American Federation of Labor. It

may not be known to you that the American Federation of Labor

is affiliated with the International Labor Bureau, which is in

every respect equal to our International Congresses in function,

18
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coming together pei'iodically, having an International Executive

Committee, having an International Secretary, having Interna-

tional publications and discussing methods of common concern to

the lahor movement of the world. And if you say to us by a

stretch of imagination that because we meet internationally with

Socialists of other countries we may be made to follow a policy

in this country dictated by foreign interests, how much more

directly would that apply to our labor movement which considers

such points as hours of labor, as wages, as immigration, as safC'

guards in factories and other concrete propositions ? How much
more can you say that in their concrete industrial actions, the

declarations of strikes, the industrial demands, they may be

guided by competing rival foreign powers, and don't forget that

even the.late enemy powers are also represented in that Bureau.

And there is another thing. If you speak of the dictation of

foreign powers upon citizens of this country, if you speaks of

internationalism in tones of reproof and abhorrence, let me re-

mind you that it is not only the industrial labor industries that

are international, but also religion and also the church, and that

a very notable example of it is the Catholic Church, which is -one

definite international organization, actually claiming authority,

—

spiritual authority, at any rate,— over its niembers in all coun-

tries of the world, and actually having a supreme Pontiff to direct

the spiritual policy all over the world. I can think of nothing

more impressive to show the danger of this line of attack than a

little paragraph in a letter written by my good friend and sturdy

opponent, a thorough non-Socialist, a good American citizen, the

Reverend John A. Ryan, when he said:

" Possibly my desire to see your personal cause trium^'*"

— meaning this cause before you— "is not altogether un-

selfish. For I see quite clearly that if the five Socialists-repre-

sentatives are expelled from the ITew York Assembly.'on

the ground that they belong to and avow loyalty to an or-

ganization which the autocratic majority regards as inimical

to the best interests of the State, a bigoted majoriljy in,

a

" state, say, in Georgia, may use the action as ^ precedent to

keep out of that body regularly elected members who belon'|

to the Catholic Church, for there have been majorities in the

Legislature of more than one southern state that have looked

upon the Catholic Church exactly as Speaker Sweet IdokS

upon the Socialist party."
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There are certain, bounds ; there are certain limits, which even

in the heat of partisan, controversy should be respected and this

is one of thena. Beware of this charge of internationalism and
foreign. domination. It may lead you to a point that it will recoil

against those who are making these charges against us. Remem-
ber also that at a time when our administration is straining every

nerve to bring about what it is pleased to call a League of Ifa-

tions, an international organization of which the entire country

is to become part, it is somewhat too late to charge it up against

us as a crime that we are international, in the sense of recognizing

the international solidarity of men alongside of the existence and

with the rights of national governments.

And then the final point made against us, that the Socialist

party approves of the Soviet Government of Eussia and seeks to

introduce a similar regime in the United States. That charge

contains two flaws. We do not approve of the Soviet Government

of Eussia. We are not called upon to approve or disapprove of

it. We do not seek to introduce a Soviet system of goverimient

in the United States. We recognize the right of every people in

every country to choose their own form of government and to

adopt it if it suits them, as a moral right. We recognize besides

the economic and social fact that the government of every country

must correspond to the economic, political and historic conditions

of that particular country; that a form of government that may
suit one country may not suit the other country ; and we say, just

because we recognize this verity we hold that the Soviet form of

government seems to be good for Eussia, and that the Parliamen-

tary jform of government seems good for the United States^

We doi not, attempt to force a form of government upon the

United States which is not suitable to the genius of its people.

We do not approve of any attempt to force a form of. government

upon Eussia, which is not suitable to the genius of its people. We
sympathize with the Eiissian workers, the Eussistn peasants, the

Russian. Socialists, the Eus'sian Communists in maintaining their

Soviet government. Why? Because it is a Soviet government?

Oh, no.. Because it is a government of their own choosing; be-

cause- it is a government of the workers and peasants, of the people.

We do not believe in this political nursery tale that it is a form

of government forced upon the people of Eussia by Lenine and

Trotzky,, or any other handful of agitators. We believe it is a form
of government which, has evolved from conditions in Eussia, and

which the Eussian people have adopted instinctively and have ad-
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liered to. We believe that if in the 28 months of its existence no

counter-revolutionary powers within; no military powers from

without, have been able to disrupt it, that there must be reason for

its existence. We do not believe for one moment that the govern-

ment which is entirely arbitrary, which is fictitious, which is

forced upon a people, will endure under the conditions under

which the Russian Soviet government has endured; and we say,

therefore, that we believe that is the government which the Rus-

sian people have chosen for themselves and under which they are

likely to work out their eventual salvation. And because we be-

lieve in it and we express our sympathy with it, we are opposed to

any external attack upon it.

Suppose, however, the same Russian workers and peasants—
the same Russian Socialists— had adopted a different form of

government, say that would have sprung from the constituent As-

sembly, for instance, we should not have supported it any the less

;

we should have supported it in exactly the same measure, for we

support their government not because we endorse that particular

form; we support their government because it is theirs and be-

cause they want it and because we know they are the ones, and the

only ones, to determine upon the mode and form of government

under which they choose to live.

When we say we sympathize with the Russian Socialists in the

maintenance of their Soviet government, and the S'oviet govern-

ment as a whole, we do not lose sight of the fact that much of

what has been done by that government has been crude ; that some

of what it has done has probably been wrong. It would have been

a marvel; it would have been an impossibility if they should not

have blundered ; if they should not have done a wrong thing occa-

sionally among the conditions confronting them. But we say to our-

selves :
" Here is a country which, only three years ago at the

utmost, began to emerge from a chaos which had been created by

mismanagement of generations, of centuries even. They are try-

ing to find their way under the greatest imaginable obstacles, such

as never have existed in their history before and never have con-

fronted any people in the past— the industrial and economic

breakdown in their own country; the political breakdown; the

shakeup of all the institutions ; the collapse of the war ; the inter-

vention of foreign powers; the blockade; the limiting of their

means of transportation— all that makes it for them exceeding

difiicult. Now, it has taken our revolution a great many years be-
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fore the country has settled down to a condition of national exist-

ence, and we only had at that time three or four million people,'

and no more. They have a population of 160,000,000. Let us

give them some time. Let us give them an opportunity. Let us

give them a chance to arrange their own affairs. We Socialists

believe that if the absolutely unwarranted hostility and aggression

from the outside is removed ; if trade is restored with Russia ; if

normal communication is restored with Russia ; if Russia is given

a chance to rebuild its shattered economy, Russia will find itself

and Russia may become one of the foremost, one of the most ad-

vanced and enlightened nations of the international brotherhood.

That is one of the reasons— one of the main reasons— why we
support Soviet Russia; why we are opposed to all interference

with it ; why we are opposed to the blockade.

ISTow, gentlemen, the greatest part about it is that while we
have been discussing this proposition pro and con, the govern-

ments of Europe seem to have begun to see the thing in the same

light. You will have noticed that the entire tone of the foreign

governments— the European governments— toward Russia has

changed within the last few weeks. They begin to see the futility

of trying to impose a regime of their own like upon a foreign

people. They begin to see the futility of trying to install their own

brand of civilization, by bayonets, into the Russian people; and

they begin to talk of making peace vsdth Russia. They are making

peace with Russia; they are establishing relations with Russia;

and, gentlemen of the Committee, if you do not hurry up with

your decision and your report, you may find Soviet Russia recog-

nized by the United States before you file your report. That, of

course, may be quite a prediction. But I say this to you, we have

never disguised. "We do not disguise.

l^ow, our sympathy for Soviet Russia. It is legitimate on our

part. You may have your preference for any form of govern-

ment in any foreign country, or for any foreign country, or for

any class of people in any foreign country. We recognize there

in Russia an attempt is being made to solve a great social prob-

lem
; to work out a great social experiment. We know the process

is halting; we know they stumble occasionally; they fall occasion-

ally in their way, but we still believe that given liberty of motion

they will arrive at the points of their ideal, at least, and we believe

that when they do, they will become stabilized, more practical,

more realistic, and they will have a contribution to make to



3102

human civilization which will be of primary interest. This is

our belief, and that is why we sypmathize with them.

We do not advocate the same form of government here for the

reasons we have stated, but we hold if we had, if we had advo-

cated the Soviet form of government for the United States by

peaceful means, we would be fully within our rights.

I believe it was you, Mr. Chairman, who once remarked in the

course of the argument, that if the majority of the people of the

United States declared for a Soviet, you would have to live in

it. I believe you would, and I believe, as law-abiding citizens,

we will all admit that we should say that, aside from the question

of political consideration or wisdom, of legality or constitution-

ality, we have the full right to advocate the Soviet form of gov-

ernment for the United States, even though we do not advocate it.

And now, I am through with my point. I will say, just briefly,

a few words in conclusion, and that is, after all is said and all

is done, the entire discussion — I meem, my discussion, and prob-

ably the discussions to follow, are absolutely immaterial and irrel-

evant as bearing upon the question before you.

What have we had after all? A delightful, and let us hope

somewhat useful, academic discussion on the tenets, merits and

demerits of Socialism. That was aU. We should have liked to

convert you, all of you, if we could, but if we cannot, it does

not matter for the purposes of these proceedings. You do not

have to believe as we do. We do not have to believe as you. do.

This is not a question as to whether or not you gentlemen approve

of the Socialist philosophy or the Socialist program ; whether you

consider us wise or unwise, rational or irrational. That is not

the question. The question is, if you do not consider us right, or

wise, have you the right to say to the constituents of these five

men, that they have not the right to consider the Socialist program

right or wise? See the peculiar situation into which this pro-

ceeding has brought us. There you are, a lot of Kepublicans and

Democrats, sitting in judgment upon the Socialist platform ; the

Socialist principles; Socialist tactics. That is what it has

amounted to. Go through all the evidence. See all the examina-

tion by the other side of the details of our party philosophy.

Imagine for one moment, gentlemen, that we, the Socialists,

would do the same. We would sit down on thirteen chairs,— I

think we can get thirteen members of the party somewhere, and

begin to consider the Democratic party, the Republican party.
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their platform, their social philosophies, their aims, their prin-

ciples, their leaders ; all that every Republican or every Democrat
ever said or did; the manner in which he conducted himself in

his family, I suppose
;
go through all the utterances of prominent

Eepublicans and Democrats in print, in public speeches, and so

on, and then pass solemn judgment among us. Do you think you
would have much of a chance? Probably not.

And if it were a question merely of the correctness or incorrect-

ness, the wisdom or unwisdom of our philosophy, I should not

expect much of a chance from you. You gentlemen belong to

different political persuasions. Your views, your station in life,

your surroundings, your education, your preconceptions— all of

that predisposes you against our views and we know it. But we
say that doesn't matter. What about it! This Assembly and

every representative body in this country is instituted for the

purpose of harboring, of uniting the representatives of different

and conflicting social views, with the sole provision that those

who can command a majority for any measure rule on this

measure at that particular time. If you take it upon yourselves,

largely or solely because you disagree, and strongly disagree with

the Socialist party, its program and policies, to bar these five

representatives of the party, then what you will have said in

effect is this : That we will tolerate none in this Assembly except

those whose views and platforms are approved by us— in other

words, Republicans and Democrats. And you will have said to

the constituencies of these five men, you are altogether mistaken

in your choice, you have to go back and you have to elect Repub-

licans or Democrats, for otherwise we won't allow them to come

into our Assembly.

Ifow, gentlemen, when I have said I am practically hearkening

back to my first argument, and that is that the only questions

before you are the constitutional qualifications of these men,

—

absolutely nothing else. This very examination, this very pro-

ceeding has shown the danger of trying to introduce any other

tefsts or qualifications. Of the 9191 charges against these men pro-

duced here before you, urged against them by counsel for the

Committee, how will you determine which is and which is not

the proper test of qualification? If these 99 charges have been

introduced against these five men, why not a similar number of

charges against any other man or representative of any other

group or any other party in the Assembly in the future ? Where
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is your compass in this wild political navigation ? WKere is your

stable, definite, solid test, by which, to uphold popular representa-

tion? If there was anything at all to illustrate and prove con-

clusively and concretely the danger of the method of departing

from constitutional qualifications, the danger of inscribing into

the law new tests, new qualifications based upon your concepts of

what is right and what is wrong, it has been, I say, this proceed-

ing more than anything else.

I expect, of course, that in the consideration of this case and

in arriving at your conclusions you will bear that point in mind

that we made at the outset particularly. I cannot see how you

can possibly refuse to seat these five men and at the same time

comply with that part of the Constitution which specifically pro-

hibits from adding any additional test or qualification for mem-
bers of this House other than those contained in the Constitu-

tion and recited in the oath of office. In order to unseat these

men you will have to reverse yourselves in your unanimous deci-

sion in the Decker case, in which you have expressed the posi-

tion to my mind very soundly, and at any rate very clearly. And
I will say to you in conclusion— we are through, gentlemen,

—

throughout all these weary days of testimony, we have been try-

ing to be helpful to the Committee ; we have not withheld any-

thing in our possession. We have freely submitted to your Com-

mittee ; we have answered all questions ; we have stated our creed

;

we have stated oyr platform; we have stated our methods. We
have given you all facilities to arrive at a proper conclusion. Let

me be frank with you. If we had been guided only by a question

of political advantage, we might have sabotaged this proceeding

a little ; we might have goaded you a little into a decision against

us, for from a political point of view I cannot see anything that

would benefit the Socialist Party more than an adverse decision.

For remember, gentlemen, we are a rival political party. Your

political mistakes are our political gain. Your political ruin will be

our political upbuilding, and we cannot conceive of a more flagrant

political mistake, of a more flagrant political and moral wrong

than the unseating of these five men. 'But, gentlemen, do you

also recognize the higher and more important principle involved

in this proceeding, the principle greater than any possible immed-

iate political advantage ? We recognize that in trying this issue

you are maldng political history. For the first time since the

existence of this Republic, aye, I will go a step further and say
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for the first time in any country of parliamentary government,

-has a case of this kind oome up, a case involving the outlawry
' of an entire political party, a ease in which the majority parties

may take it upon themselves to bar a minority party because they

strongly disagree with such minority. I recognize the conditions

under which this case has sprung up; the peculiar psychology

which has taken hold of the people in this country, largely on

account of the war; the psychology of recklessness, the psychol-

ogy of partisanship, the phychology of hate, of reaction and per-

secution.

I can see clearly in my mind the procession of events which

led up to this proceeding, the slight infractions of law in the

prosecution of radicals, of dissenters, of so-called disloyalists,

who claim to be the real loyalists. First it was a question of

overlooking a little detail in the law and getting a conviction

where a conviction should not be had under ordinary circum-

stances. Then it was the imposition of sentences which in ordi-

nary civilized time would be considered atrocious for purely

nominal offenses. Then it was a little mob rule, and overlooking

it kindly, conveniently. Then it was the rounding up of radicals.

Then it was the deportations of radicals. Then it became a mania,

and every individual in this country who had any political ambi-

tion or any political cause to serve, saw in this great movement

an occasion to get in and cover himself with glory, and one by one

popular adherents of the type of Ole Hanson, and others, arose and

the number of those who envied them their laurels and sought to

imitate them was legion.

And then finally, unexpectedly, like a blow, a sudden, stunning

blow came this action of the Speaker of the House in connection

with these five Socialists. It was overstepping the limit somewhat.

It has caused a reaction somewhat, and to that extent it has

done good. But let me. say to yoji, gentlemen, it is absolutely

inconceivable that in times of nprmal, rational conditions, any

such proceeding would have been undertaken, and it never has

been. Socialists have been Socialists of the same kind, as they are

now, all the time, many and many years. They have been elected

to various offices and they have been allowed to hold office. These

very members, or a majority of them, have been in this House,

last year and the year before, after their attitude on the war had

been made public and was generally known, after these various

manifestoes dated from 1916 had been adopted, after these regu-
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lations written in 1909 and 1908 had been published— these

men were allowed to occupy their seats. Their seats were never

questioned. Attempts were made on the part of one or another

individual to bring about their unseating. It was frowned down

and squelched by the very same Speaker of the House. And I

say it is only morbid, political, psychology which prevailed in

this country a short time ago that made this proceeding possible.

Wow, gentlemen, this will pass. We will return to normal condi-

tions. We will return to normal mind. We will return to the

condition of an actual free and democratic republic, with tolera-

tion for all political opinions, so long as they meet on the common,

better, ground of the ballot box and constitutional government.

And I say if in the meantime you should unseat these Assembly-

men, while these normal conditions will be restored, that stain

upon our democracy will never be washed off, never be removed.

That precedent once created will work towards the undoing of

the entire constitutional, representative, system so laboriously

built up and upheld in this country.

It is from this larger point of view, from the point of view of

the effects of your decision, upon the future of the political

institutions in this country that I ask you to consider the evidence

before you, fairly, on its merits, without partisan bias, and if you

do that I have no apprehension, no doubt, no fear of the outcome

of your deliberations.

I thank you once more for your great patience and forbearance,

as well as for your courteous treatment of the defendants and

their counsel.

Mr. Conboy.— Mr. Chairman, before we adjourn, there is a

telegram that has been received by Mr. Hillquit with respect to

this matter we inquired about this morning. I think it wonld be

desirable to place it in the record at this time.

Mr. Stedman.— I will read it: " Chicago, Illinois,'March 3rd.

19a0, Julius, Ten Eyck Hotel, Albany, ITew York. B. To call

emergenr-y convention. D. That party participates only in inter-

national including Communist and Spartacans. Both adopted."

Mr. Conboy.— If I could add a word of explanation at this

time— you will remember this morning we referred to the two

referendums adopted by the Socialist party during the year

1919, copies of which were not contained nor referred to in the

report of the Executive Committee, nor special committee that
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have been appointed to investigate election frauds within the

party.

This inquiry vs?^as then sent by telegram to Chicago to ascertain

what the nature of those two referendums was. Eeferendum B,

it now appears, was the referendum that provided for the calling

of the special convention. Eeferendum D was the referendum

that was referred to in the minority report, which pledged the

party not to support anything international which did not include

both the Communist group in Russia and the Spartacan, or Spar-

tacides, of Germany.

Mr. Hillquit.— The explanation further having been made in

the morniag that it had special reference to the Berne conference,

to which the Socialist party had elected a representative, and

which did exclude the Communist party.

Mr. Conboy.— Was your inquiry directed to having the report

itself brought here, with the referendum, so that the committee

may have them in their original language?

Mr. Stedman. — I cannot speak for that. I did not send the

telegram.

Mr. Conboy.— They were requested to send the report on.

Mr. Hillquit.— There is no report, Mr. Conboy.

Mr. Conboy.— It has been referred to as a report, and also as a

referendum. Now, there must have been something submitted to

the voters of this party, which is incorporated, or put, in the con-

cise form of that telegram received back, to the effect that the

party refused to participate in anything international, which did

not iaclude the Russian Communist and the German Spartacides.

This was referred to as " Referendum D." I read you the vote

this morning. Referendum D was adopted by a vote of 10,000

against a vote of 1,000 ; so there must have been some platform

on which the membership expressed their will.

Mr. Stedman.— That is on the ballot.

Mr. Hillquit.—May I explain, Mr. Conboy?

Mr. Conboy.— Certainly.

Mr. Hillquit. — There is no report on the subject. A motion

is made by one local organization of the Socialist party in exactly

the language contained in the telegram, namely,—
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Mr. Conboy.— The Bulletin says the Executive Comniittee did

report on the referendum,

Mr. Hillquit.— The referendum is originated by the local

organization of the Socialist party, which adopts it in the form of

a resolution reading, not as it is here abridged as you assume, but

in full as given here ; that the Socialist party participates only in

internationales, including Communist and Spartacans, or Spar-

tacides. That is seconded by a number of other local organiza-

tions. It is then submitted just in that language as you read it for

referendum D ; and then you have that statement in the Bulletin

to the effect that it was adopted. That is the report, and that is

all there is to it.

Mr. Gonboy.— Well, if that is all there is to it, that is all there

is to it.

Mr. Hillquit.— I am sorry, but what do you want us to do ?

Mr. Conboy.— I do not want you to accommodate me with any

more than there is. I accept your statement that is all there is to

it.

(Discussion off the record.)

The Chairman. — I think we will adjourn now until tomorrow

morning at 10 :30.

(Whereupon, at 6:30 p. m., on Wednesday, March 3, 1920,

the Committee recessed until to-morrow morning, March 4, 1920,

at 10:30 o'clock.)
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(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10 :50 a.m.)

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Mr. Conboy.—- May it please you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen

of the Committee:

We have now reached the stage in the course of these proceed-

ingsi when we are to consider the testimony during these weeks

that the inquiry has continued, that hasi been adduced upon both

sides in support of the contentions made upon behalf of the

charges which this Committee has been investigating, and in sup-

port of the defense to those charges.

As was said by counsel in his closing argument for these As-

semblymen yesterday, the widest latitude and the greatest scope

have been afforded for the presentation of this evidence. No
matter what may have been the original attitude of anyone toward

the initiation of these proceedings, there can be no question but

that these five men have had the fullest and most abundant op-

portunity of presenting everything that they considered to be

germane or relevant to their defense and have been afforded by

this Committee every courtesy, every convenience and every op-

portunity in the presentation of that defense.

We, therefore, have a record before us which it must be assumed

contains the entire statement of what they desire to have con-

sidered in support of their attempt to defend their qualifications

against the charges that have been made.

With respect to the assertion that there has been a frankness

and an openness about their conduct, I shall make no further

comment than to say that the Committee had an abundant op-

portunity, during the cross-examination of these men and of
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-their principal witnesses, to determine the quality of their frank-

ness and their attitude with respect to responsiveness to the ques-

tions and inquiries that were put to them.

They were not hampered, however, in any statements of an

irrelevant ox immaterial character that they desired to make.

None of their answers, no matter how unresponsive, no matter

how immaterial to the nature of the inquiry, was stricken from
the record. They were given opportunity and permission to utilize

the questions that were put to them for the purpose of taking the

utmost advantage, afforded by such questions, of making such

responses as they desired to make.

The record which this Committee must now consider is made
up in large part of documentary evidence. It is not the intention

of counsel for this Committee to do other in the course of the

discussion of this evidence than to refer to such portions of it as

are contained in the official pronouncements, proclamations, mani-

festoes, declarations, platforms and writings of the party itself,

and the statements of its accepted leaders.

There will be observable a studied intent to keep directly

within this character of testimony and if it brings the conviction

to the minds of the Committee and the minds of the members of

this Assembly that we, who have given it the closest attention

and scrutiny, believe that it will, these men will suffer for the

official pronouncements, declarations and platforms of the

Socialist Party of America as declared in the official statements

of that party and for their undoubted participation in the disloyal

and treasonable conduct of lhe party.

I conceive that this Committee has before it one of the gravest

and most important questions that was ever presented to any court

or legislative body in this or any other country, because we are

dealing here and now with the very foundations and fundamentals

of constitutional and representative government in the United

States.

I cannot hope to be as eloquent and rhetorical as the gifted

gentleman who addressed you yesterday. My function is entirely

to present to you a statement of activities from which there is

no escape but in the pronouncement of a judgment against these

five men.

It is a long and a tedious task. It is a solemn and an important

duty. In the due and proper consideration of it the closest atten-

tion and scrutiny are necessary, not only in order that these five

men shall have their case properly considered, but that the Com-
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mittee itseM^ as a constituent whole, and by the vote of each one

of its members, itta,y exhibit a due and proper appreciation of the

issues that are involved.

It becomes necessary at the outset to explain why so much
stress and emphasis have been laid by us upon the international

relations of the Socia.list Party of America; and I may say paren-

thetically in this connection, and in connection with the entire

argument that will be addressed to this Committee, that it will

follow very closely the lines and issues laid down by the gentle-

man who addressed you yesterday in behalf of these five men. It

has been truly said in the course of his remarks that there existed

an Internationale long before the five Socialist Assemblymen were

elected to sit in this body, and that it has never heretofore been

considered that the participation of the Socialist Party of America

in the Internationale constituted a reason for refusing it partici-

pation in our legislative bodies and representation in our adminis-

trative government. The question naturally arises, therefore, why

it is that at this particular time the legislature of the State of

!N^ew York should become concerned with, and vitally interested

in, the attitude of the Socialist Party of America toward inter-

national Socialism. This involves an explanation which goes to

the very foundation of the charges which are under investigation

in this inquiry.

There is, at the present time, in process of organiza-

tion, or has already been organized, what is known as the Third

Internationale. It was preceded by two others, known respect-

ively as the First and Second Internationales. Each one of these

international understandings between the Socialist groups in vari-

ous countries had a purpose conmion with that which will prob-

ably characterize the Third Internationale. The phrases of inter-

national Socialism have not been changed. The phrases and ex-

pressions which have been used here time and again may be read

in the literature of Socialism for more than a generation. The

phrase that " the only struggle in which the working class is inter-

ested is the class struggle " may be found in the record of the trial

of the anarchists a generation ago, in Chicago. " International

working-class solidarity " is no new expression. Unity of the

workers of the world dates back to the manifesto of Marx and

Engels. There is nothing new in any of these terms and expres-

sions, and we must look deeper to see what it is that has caused

the institution of this inquiry and what lies at the bottom and

constitutes the foundation of this investigation.
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The First Internationale was organized for tlie purpose of se-

curing international working class solidarity and it was assumed
that such International working class solidarity had been thereby

secured. The 'Franco-Prussian war broke out and though in 1868

at the Congress held in Brussels, international Socialism had
pledged its members to exert every effort against a declaration of

war, and in the event that war was declared to bring pressure by
industrial mass action upon their respective governments to bring

it to a speedy termination, the fact is nevertheless that the Social-

ists in Germany supported their government in the Franco-Prus-

sian war, thereby denying by their acts the profession of principles

which constituted the First Internationale, and it collapsed with

the Franco-Prussian war. When the test came the nationalism of

the German Socialist proved superior to his adherence to Interna-

tional Socialism and he proved his loyalty to his government by
supporting it during the war. The First International died.

It was not until 1889 that the Second International was
organized.

This was sixteen years after the last attempt to hold a meeting

of the first Internationale. The Second Internationale was com-

posed of Socialist groups from various countries. It likewise

was built upon the same foundations as had been the First

Internationale, by the means of which it was expected that the

Internationale working class solidarity would be established ; that

the workers of the world would be bound together in a strong bond

of union that would defy all attempts to sever it. Its purpose was

to make international Socialism an accomplished and enduring

fact. It held its congresses and established its international

Socialist Bureau at Brussels. The war broke out in 1914, and,

again, the majority Socialists of Germany heeded the call of their

country and forsook the claim of international Socialism. They

respected their national allegiance as did the majority Socialists

of Belgium and France. This was the second rude blow to the

aspirations of international Socialism. It was the death blow of

the Second Internationale.

But the Socialist party of America put its allegiance to the prin-

ciples of Internationalism above its allegiance to the United States

of America. Its members were true to their faith, and were not

led away by the false doctrine of national patriotism, but stead-

fastly maintained and upheld the ideal of international working

class solidarity, and called upon the workers of the United States to

refuse support to this government in the war.



2114

Two thousand members of the party were arrested for their

activities, and the principal executive officers and members of the

executive committee were indicted, convicted and sentenced to

terms of imprisonment.

When the war ceased, attempts were made to organize a new
Internationale. This time those International Socialists committed

to the doctrines and principles of internationalism concluded that

they would here and now build an organization in which no group

should participate which had been loyal to its government in the

war. There were two classes of Socialist groups in the world from

whom the new Internationale might be composed. There were

those groups on the one hand that had remained loyal to their

governments during the war and, on the other hand, there were

those groups that during the war had remained loyal to the prin-

ciple of Internationalism. In the first group were the majority

Socialists of Germany. In the second group were the Spartacides

of Germany, the Communists of Kussia, the Socialist party of

America in the United States. Two conventions were held to de-

cide the principles of the new Internationale. The Socialist group

or party of America voted to give its support to that International

only which should include Russian Communists and the German

Spartacides.

One convention was held at Berne; the other was held at Mos-

cow. The first was com-posed of the loyal, or as the party in this

country calls them, pro-war Socialists. There were, it is true, a

smattering of radical revolutionary elements, but these were in a

decided minority. The other Congress was held at Moscow. It

consisted of the radical revolutionary groups which had remained

true to the principles of internationalism, and had throughout the

war repudiated allegiance to their governments. Confronted with

the necessity of choosing between the one or the other, the Socialist

party of America cast its lot with Moscow, and by that act, as well

as its other declarations, announced that henceforth, as during the

war, its allegiance and support in time of crisis would not be

given to the United States of America, but to International Social-

ism.

We are, therefore, confronted at this day and by virtue of these

recent events and facts with the necessity for determining how

we shall treat this group of persons who are in the United States

but not of it, who, while accepting the benefit of our laws and

institutions and sacrifices of blood and treasure given to support

them, refuse their support to them, who take all they can get but



2115

will not give a life or a dollar to preserve, defend and perpetuate

the govenmient that is their sole and only guaranty of life, liberty,

property and the pursuit of happiness.

It is the first time since the rebellion of 1861 that notice has

been plainly and explicitly served upon the government of the

United States by a group of men residing within its borders

that they will not support or defend it, but that on the contrary

they will by all means in their power obstruct and resist it in its

effort to maintain in time of stress its national honor and exist-

ence. The present issues, therefore, gentlemen, transcend in im-

portance even the war program of the Socialist party of America
adopted in April, 1917; for disloyal and traitorous as that pro-

gram was, the present international affiliations and the purposes

of the same are the evidence sufficient and satisfactory to the

point of demonstration that what transpired at that time was not

an isolated act of disloyalty, but only the initial step in a con-

tinuing program of treason. The Socialist party of America

is not a loyal organization, disgraced occasionally by the traitorous

act of a member, but a disloyal party composed of perpetual

traitors.

Governments have the right of self-preservation. That right, it

has been admitted in this proceeding, is the fundamental law with

governments as it is with individuals. The constitutions of

tlie state and nation contain provisions for the purpose of mak-

ing this right effective. It is contemplated that those who owe

allegiance to the nation may attack it in two manners: One by

force and violence and the other by means of a more insidious

character. Those who attack the nation by force and violence

in time of war may be punished for the crime of treason, defined

in the Constitution of the United States as waging war against

the United States, or adhering to its enemies, giving them aid

and comfort. Those who owe allegiance to the United States

and in time of war assist in the waging of that war against the

United States, or v/ho adhere to its enemies and give them aid

and comfort during the same period of national crisis and stress

are traitors and punishable as such. But it was contemplated

that another form of attack may be made upon the government

and institutions of this country, not by force and violence;

not in time of war, by actually assisting the enemy,

adhering to his cause and giving him aid and comfort, but

even by utilizing the institutions of the government to destroy

it. To prevent such destruction by such means the Constitution
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of the United States contains a provision that the members of

State legislatures shall take an- oath to support the Constitiitioai.ofi

the United States. The Constitution of the State of^ew Torkcoa-
tains a form of oath to be taken, by those who have been elected

to public office, requiring them to support the Constitution of. the

United States and the Constitution of the State of Kew York.

The taking of tiiis oath is not a mere formality. The
pronouncement of its terms is not exacted as a mere lip

service. It has a definite purpose and object.. It is intended

to secure an official statement from and pledge by those who
have been elected to office under this State that they will sup-

port the Constitutions of the United States and of the State. If'

a member of this Assembly duly elected by the votes of his con-

stituents were to present himself at the bar of this House and

declare that he would refuse to take the oath to support the Con-

stitution of the State of New York he would be refused admission

as a member of this body. It would not make any differenca

whether he refused to take that oath because of an expressed de-

termination to refuse support to this government or because of

failure upon his part to give any explanation for his conduct. , The

situation is no different, if a man elected by the vote of a con-

stituency to take a seat in this body subscribes to and accom- '

plishes the formality of the constitutional oath of office, but is a

member of an organization whose principles and tenets he has.

accepted in their fullness which require him and all the mem-
bers of the same organization to refuse support to this government

in time of stress and national crisis when the very existence of the,

government is threatened, when powers domestic or foreign are

endeavoring to pull down the structure, and the man who at that

time is pledged to obstruct and resist the effort of the govern-

ment to sustain itself cannot without a lie upon his lips and

within his heart take an oath to support the Constitution of the

State of ~Kew York and the Constitution of the United States,

and his attempt to qualify by taking an oath which he does not

mean to keep should be utterly disregarded as patently sham and

a mere cloak for treachery.

There is in addition to the international affiliation to which I
have directed the attention of the members of this Committee a

national program which is part of the same affiliation and that

requires a short consideration of the existing government that ia

officially known, though not yet officially recognized, as the Rus-

sian Socialist Federated Soviet Kepublic. There is enough.
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testimony iu the case from which the Committee can draw cer-

tain inferences and from Avhich certain facts are actually obvious.

The terra " Bolshevism " is a term that is quite invariably mis-

underrtood. I think that there are a number of people who have
a notion that it is some variation of anarchism and there seemed
to have been a decid-ed impression at the outset of this inquiry

that one of the first things that the counsel for the Committee
would do would be the presentation of the fragments of a bomb
or the exhibition of a stiletto dripping with blood. Why, if that

were all that we were concerned with in this inquiry, our task

would be a comparatively simple one, for when a, bomb has been
exploded it is a comparatively easy matter to count the casualties.

Wihen a man has been assassinated it is comparatively a simple

thing to determine the question of guilt. We have here an issue

that is of a much broader and wider and greater and deeper scope

than would be presented by any occurrence of that character.

The term " Bolshevism " does not mean the rule of majority.

On the contrary its chief exposition in the shape of the Constitu-

tion of the Soviet Republic of Enesia indicates that it means the

rule of the minority. The term goes back to the years 1902, 1903

and 1904 to the Social Democratic Labor Party of Eussia, and

so far as I can see the terms " democratic " and " labor " are

always used without any justification at all by these organizations

for none of them are democratic and apparently very few are

ever composed of the representatives of labor.

The organization dominating the Social Democratic Labor

Party of Russia split into two factions, one led by the present

Premier of the Russian Republic, Nikolai Lenine, and the other

by Martov and Pleckanoff. There is some difference among those

who have testified upon the subject as to th« character of this

disagreement ; but from the best evidence obtainable and from the

nature of the Soviet Constitution itself, it would seem to be evi-

dent that Lenine and his adherents insisted upon a centralized

form of executive domination, whereas Martov and Pleckanoff were

of the opinion that the rule should be more responsive to the will of

the majority expressed by the members.

In the footnote to the pamphlets " Soviets at Work " published

by the Rand School, the explanation is that this agreement crystal-

lized in connection with the dispute ove^r the management of the

party organ.

Lenine and his idea controlled. It was supported by the great-

est number of those within the party, and hence he and his adher-
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ents became known as the Bolsheviki or the majority, IlTiartor

and Pleckanoff, on the other hand, who had a minority of votes for

the measure they advocated, became known as the Mensheviki or

minority, and these terms persisted throughout the succeeding

years. Sometimes the Bolsheviki were in the minority; some-

times the Mensheviki were in the majority, but whether Lenine

and his adherents were in control or out of control, they were

invariably known as the Bolsheviki, and their antagonists as the

Mensheviki.

Lenine left Russia in 1905, at the time of the Kevolution suc-

ceeding the Kusso—Japanese War and the disasters in Manchuria.

In October of that same year, for the purpose of throwing a sop

to popular demand, there was organized what was called the

Duma, which was not a legislative, nor administrative, nor execu-

tive body, but apparently had functions of a somewhat ambiguous

character limited to condemning or criticising, or suggesting

changes or modifications in the act^ of the Czarist cabinet.

The Revolution of March, 1917, found Lenine an exile from

Russia. He had never been disturbed by either the German or

Austrian governments from the time when he left Russia in 1905

tintil 1917, although both of these governments were constantly

returning revolutionists to Russia in violation of every principle

of international law.

When he returned to Russia, through the assistance of the Ger-

man government, in a car furnished by them, on a train run by

them, from Switzerland, he found that comparatively speaking,

there were five parties that had theretofore and just prior to that

time existed in the political life of his country. There were, of

course, on the Extreme Right those known as reactionaries, the

men who were of the opinion that the Duma was an unnecessary

admission of the necessity of popular participation in government,

and were satisfied with the regime of the Czar, that had existed

before the inception of the D^^ma. There were the Octobrists,

who took the name from the fact that they adhered to the Duma,

established in October, 1905, and were satisfied with the character

of the institution as then established.

There were the Constitutional Democrats, popularly known as

the Cadets, from the initial letters of the two words constituting

their name. There were Reformists of a political character,

and it seems to have been their desire to have established in

Russia a form of government based and modeled largely
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upon the lines of constitutional government of England.

There were the Popular Socialists, to whom Mr. Lee has re-

referred as Trudoviki, in which party Kerenski belonged, and

probably had obtained participation in the last Duma held

before the revolution as a representative of this party, because he

could not come in there in the true light of the revolutionist ; and

then there were the groups consisting both of 'Bolsheviki and

Mensheviki, who insisted upon the triumph of the communistic

principle.

Lenine, when he returned to Kussia, most naturally allied him-

self with the last. The first two, the Reactionaries and the Octo-

brists, went, of course, out of existence with the revolution. There

was no place in the new scheme of things for them, and the

attempt or struggle for power from that time forward was between

the Constitutional Democrats, the Social Democrats, or Trudoviki,

and the Communists. The important issue, before those people of

Kussia, then one of the belligerent nations, in the spring of 1917,

was their attitude toward the war ; and with respect to this, Lenine

and Trotzky, and their adherents, upon obtaining control of the

government, signed with G'ermany the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk,

and by this act released in the spring of 1918 the German anny
that had theretofore been occupying the Eastern front, and made
them available for operations upon the Western front, at a time

when the International Allied War Council was sending frantic

appeals to the United States for the greatest number of men that

could be sent.

There is some confusion as to the manner in which Lenine

obtained control of this government between the revolution in the

spring of 191Y, and the revolution of IS^ovember, 1917, when the

Kerensky government was deposed, and the Soviet government

was set up.

It seems that the constituent Assembly was composed of repre-

sentatives of whom the Bolsheviki constituted only a forty per

cent minority ; biit Lenine had behind him an active and vigorous,

as well as radical element; and they were able by force, vio-

lence, fraud, if you will, or by peaceful, parliamentary, legal

and innocuous methods, if you like, to establish their supremacy.

Once having established their supremacy, they determined to

maintain and continue it, and for that purpose they drew the re-

markable document that is known as the Soviet Constitution.

This Soviet Constitution i& based upon three underlying concep-

tions; one is that which is expressed in the phrase heard so often
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tlwouLgliDut these: pioeeedings, " The Class Straggle " ; the second is

the phrase likewise repeated and reiterated time amd again throngh-

ont this record, " The Dictatorship of the Proletarat"; and the

:third seems to be an utter negation of every principle of right and

wrong in connection with the estahli'shmait of a constituted form of

government, which so far as I can see, could have been borrowed

from no other authority than the German philosopher, Nietsche,

in his book " Beyond Good and Evil."

This government is based upon the class struggle, and the

class struggle is resolved, or ended, by placing all power in the

hands of -the proletariat, disfranchising every other class, termi-

,
Dating the private ownership of land and all the instruments of

production and distribution.

The dictatorship of the proletariat is secured by disarmament

of every element of the population except the proletariat, classify-

ing as counter-revolutionists all opposition political parties, suId-

sidizing the willing adherents to the Lenine regime and coercing

into submission by process of starvation and other violent methods

those who withhold their support.

The dictatorship of the proletariat is further secured by the

system of representation in the various Soviet and the all-Russian

Soviet Congress. There is a significant disparity of representa-

tion between the peasant proprietors who constitute eighty per cent

of the population of Russia and the proletariat who dwell in the

cities. In the all-Eussian Soviet Congress the representation is

one to every 25,000 electors in the city and one to every 125,000

inhabitants in the country.

While it is true that in the one instance it is the electors who

are mentioned as entitled to representation and in the other in-

stance it is the inhabitants who are mentioned as entitled to repre-

sentation, this cannot account for the disparity in representa-

tion since all are electors who are of the age of eighteen years and

over, male and female. The attempted explanation made by one

of the counsel for those five members that it was easy to determine

who were electors in a city but was impossible to determine who

were electors in the country is of course an absurdity, be-

cause with an electorate that is composed of males and

females of the age of eighteen years and upwards, certainly

he who numbers the inhabitants can determine at the time

when he is counting them whether they are males or fe-

males and by the simplest sort of an inquiry can ascertain

whether they are of the age of eighteen years or over. The same
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ratio is continued as the basis of representation in the local Soviets

and throughout the whole system of government, one elector in

the citiesi has five times as much political povrer as an inhabitant

in the country. There can be no other explanation of this disparity

than the securing of the continuance of the proletarian domina-

tion.

As bearing upon the attitude of this government toward

human rights and obligations, there is a complete muzzling of the

press, the confiscation of all church property, the disfranchise-

ment of all ministers of religion. Religious instruction may not

be given in any school, public or private, when there is instruc-

tion in general subjects, and the law with relation to

divorce requires the judge to grant an annulment of marriage

where both parties consent to it, and in the event that only one

party applies, it is his duty to grant such annulment at the

instance of such party after notice to the other and identification

of the applying party as the husband or wife of the unwilling

member of the family.

My reason for making this explanation with respect to the

national character of this movement is in order that you gentle-

men of the Committee may have a fair understanding of what is

meant by the phrase " dictatorship of the proletariat," and how it

is intended to maintain and perpetuate it, because it is this phrase

that you constantly meet with in the Communist Internationale

constituting the guiding constitution and basis of organization,

fundamental and organic law of the new Internationale, to which

the Socialist party of America has pledged its support, if you like,

or declared itself in solidarity with, if you will.

There are two phases, therefore, to this Internationale program

of the Socialist party of America. One phase is that to which I

directed your attention at the outset of this discussion involving

the Socialist party of America in common concern with the other

radical revolutionary groups of the world to refuse its support, to

obstruct and resist this government in time of crisis and national

peril.

The other is the national, or domestic, program of the same in-

ternational movement, a description of the character of which I

have just made to you.

And now I come to apply, with the aid of the evidence, these

fundamental principles to which I have been directing your at-

tention, to the charges that have been made against these five

Socialist Assemblymen and the party of which they are members

;

and I shall very largely follow, in this connection, the lines of
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the argument made by the representative of these five men in

his remarks delivered in this Chamber yesterday.

The Sodialist party of America is neither a party nor Ameri-
cam. It is an organization created for the purpose of accom'plish-

ing in the United 'States by any available means, determined only

by national conditions and exigencies, the social revolution and

the establishment of a Socialist commonwealth as part of the

international revolution of which the present Soviet governmetd

of Russia is a part.

It is not a party in the sense in vsrhich the term " party " is

used in American political life. A political party as we under-

stand the term is a group of voters differing from other groups

as to the expediency of certain political principles or policies, but

steadfast in adhering to the Constitution and to our republican

form of government and proposing to effectuate their principles

and policies in our political system solely through the processes

of the law and the use of the ballot. The Socialist party is a

membership organization distinct from enrolled voters. It num-

bers among its members infants and aliens. It is a member of

an international group and its program is not fundamentally

political.

It is not American. This aspect or phase of its character

is not to be determined by the protestations to the contrary,

made during the course of this trial by those witnesses who have

attempted a belated declaration of adherence to our form of gov-

ernment and institutions, made under the stress of accusation and

to meet the exigencies of the attempted defense ; but is rather to

be gathered from the unvarying declarations as to the principles

and policies with which this record is filled to repletion.

The philosophy on which the Socialist party of America, as

the domestic expression of an international doctrine is based, is

the very antithesis of national existence. This philosophy consti-

tutes the unvarying platform of the Socialist party of America.

It is in violent opposition to the idea of national patriotism,

upon which rest in the last analysis our national existence, the

establishment of government, the insuring of domestic tranquillity,

the promotion of the general welfare and the securing of the

blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, the funda-

mental purposes for which this government was established.

As against these purposes the Socialist party of America ad-

heres to the theory that the citizens of the United States, as well
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as those of every other country in the world, are concerned with
no other consideration than a continuing bitter struggle between
two imaginary classes of society, the one seeking to keep the other

in perpetual bondage ; that it is only in this struggle that those who
are adhering to the principles and policies of the Socialist party of

America can possibly be interested; that inasmuch as this is a

capitalistic government, its aims and its purposes do not deserve,

and will not receive, the encouragement, support and fidelity

of those who constitute the members of this party, and that it

is necessaiy, therefore, in order to secure the triumph of the

principles of the party, that the govemiment of the United

States should be overthrown and in its place should be substi-

tuted a so-called co-operative commonwealth operated as part of an

international institution of the same character, devoted not to the

interests of the entire people of the United States, but exclusively

to the alleged interest and for the imaginary benefit of the prop-

ertyless elements throughout the entire world denominated the

proletariat of all countries, in whose hands, in the phrase of its

present chief exponent, Nickolas Lenine, there shall be placed an

immutable and perpetual dictatorship.

As I have said, the proof of this program is not to be found in

the hypocritical and evasive apologies, protestations and explana-

tions given upon this hearing, but in the plainly written and easily

understood declarations of the party itself and of these Assembly-

men elect.

It is unnecessary for us to enter into any lengthy analysis or

consideration of the principles of radical socialism in this oral

argument. Sufiice it to say that this party and its members accept

those principles in the fullest and to the most unqualified extent.

We shall rather content ourselves with an exposition at this place

of the not merely un-American but positively anti-American and

alien character of this organization.

At the National Convention of the Socialist Party of America,

held in St. Louis in April, 191Y, a war program was adopted, later

confirmed by referendum to the dues-paying membership of the

organization. The appeal for support of the government in this

time of national crisis was rejected by the party, and its members
were directed to deny and repudiate allegiance to this government

and reaffirm instead their allegiance to, and support of, this anti-

American organization.

Instead of a declaration of allegiance to the United States of
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America, this anti-American party umnistakably revealed its red

nature in the following language

:

" The iSocialist Party of the United States in the present

grave crisis goleirmly reaffirms its allegiance to the principle

of internationalism and w^orking-class solidarity the world

over and proclaims its unalterable opposition to the war just

declared by the government of the United States." (Eec.

p. 449.)

In plain and explicit language it called upon the workers of

this country to refuse support to this government in tke war. No
more explicit announcement of adherence to the enemies of this

nation, giving them aid and comfort, was ever made by a traitor'

or set of traitors.

Adherence to the International and anti-American purposes for

which this party was organized is established by the following-

language, expressly repudiating all sympathy with, or intent tO'

support, the government of the United States, in time of na-

tional crisis, no matter how that crisis might have been brought

abotit and even though the very existence of the nation itself is

imperiled as the result of an unwarranted, unjnstifiable and vio-

lent attack involving the nation in the necessity of a defensive

war:

" The only struggle which would justify the workers in

taking up arms is the great struggle of the working class of

the world to free itself from economic exploitation and politi-

cal oppression, and we particularly warn the workers against

the snare and delusion of so-called defensive warfare."

(Eec. p. 450.)

This party declaration was only confirmatory of what the

party members themselves understood to be the position that they

should take in a time of national crisis. Two of these Assem-

blymen, Waldman and Claessens, before the party declaration

was written, signed pledges in utter violation of their naturaliza-

tion oaths to protect and defend the Constitution and laws of this

government agidnst all enemies whether foreign or domestic; and

thereby solemnly pledged tliemselves not only not to enlist for the-

purposes of such defense, but to withhold their approval of en-

listment on the part of others.

The party kept clearly before its members the conflict between

the doctrine and spirit of national patriotism and the anti-
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American disloyal and subversive ideal to whicli it not only stood

committed but for which it demanded the unqualified support of

its members.

"As against the false doctrine of national patriotism we uphold

the ideal of international working-class solidarity."

Wo ingeniously devised and cleverly phrased explanation of the

witnesses on the stan.d as to the true meaning of the above solemn

declaration of the Socialist Party can change to the satisfaction

of any reasonable person its true intent, purpose and meaning.

In this declaration national patriotism is held up to the scorn and

ridicule of the working people of America. It is pictured as

something false, something degrading, something to be abhorred

and avoided. There is struck the true keynote of the philosophy of

the Socialist Party of America. There, in one sentence, that party

expresses its hatred and contempt for that quality without which

no man may sit in a legislative hall and help in the making of laws

for America for, above all other things, he who makes laws for

America must first have in his heart the ideals of patriotism, a

love of his country and a respect for its institutions.

There has been no official attempt despite the protestations of

those who have taken the stand in behalf of these five men to

eoneeal the international and denationalizing character of this

organization. It is evident from the unmistakable language we have

already quoted and is also demonstrated by other party declarations

throughout the war and since its termination. The anti-America

attitude of this party cannot be justified by reference to the

speeches and writings of American statesmen of the past who, in

conformity with a policy of protest against what they conceived

to be the best interests of the United States, had on occasion made
declarations which are sooight to be utilized in this proceeding as

justification for the anti-America attitude of the Socialist Party

of America.

The explanation of the anti-America attitude of the Socialist

Paity of America dnring the war lies in the anti-national and pro-

international character of its program. Its members are not oc-

casional but perpetual traitors, in constant conflict not merely

with the purposes of any temporary administration of the affairs

of this government, but with its very institutions and fundamental

laws. They are citizens not of the United States but subjects of

the Internationale whose pronouncements are to be given their

moral support, a support which they not only vdthhold from but

deny to the government of the United States. Their submission
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to the laws of this country is a matter of expediency or the result

of the coercion of the Penal Law. Resistance to the raising of

national armies or repudiation of the solemn obligations of the

nation were advocated, approved and adopted by the deliberate and

overwhelming support of the membership of the party and only

deleted or exorcised from its platform by an utter usurpation of

power on the part of the National Executive Committee of the

Socialist party to hide from the public authorities the illegal pur-

poses of the party and to suppress and conceal the evidences of

its unquestioned guilt. To-day these illegal provisions stand un-

repealed .and no attempt has been made to secure their elimination

from the platform of the party by any means known to or accepted

by its organic law.

The principal exponent of this party who appears here in the

dual capacity of witness-in-chief and counsel-in-chief is the Inter-

national Secretary for America of the International Socialist

Bureau.

'Next to him the most prominent exponent of the principles

to which this party is committed who has appeared before this

Committee is the Educational Director of the Rand School of

Social Science, an organization approved by a resolution of the

Executive Committee of the !N"ational Party, but which has never

been 'approved or chartered by the Education Department of

the State of New York; who has been a delegate in attendance

at two of the International Congresses and an elected delegate

to two other congresses, held since the beginning of the war.

Mr. Lee testified (p. 536) that these international conventions

or congresses maintained an International Socialist Bureau with an

Executive Committee and secretary acting in the interim between

congresses and that the conventions or congresses themselves were

composed of " the Socialist Parties of the various countries as

affiliated, as represented in these congresses and affi,liated with these

Bureaus ", this constituting the Socialist Internationale. It is

true that the Second Internationale has now ceased to exist, but

the necessity for an international organization to control, co-ordi-

nate and secure co-operation among the various radical revolution-

ary Socialist elements in all countries is fully accepted ; and the

first act of the Socialist Party of America when the conclusion of

the war permitted it to resume the holding of national conventions

was to declare its realization not only of the importance but the

necessity for the immediate organization of a new Internationale,

and its adherence to, conformity with and belief in the idea that
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such new international should be based in clear and unmistakable
terms upon the fundamental principle " that the real struggle in

the modern world is one between the workers of all countries

as against the ruling classes of all countries" (p. 2023).

Therefore, the first act of the Socialist Party of America after

the war was to repudiate those Socialists abroad who had sup-

ported their countries during the war, and who were engaged

in an attempt to revive the Second Internationale which had
become extinct by reason of the world war and at the same time

to enter into affiliation and co-operation with the Third Interna-

tionale, the international body set up in Moscow to carry out in

all countries the principles, program and methods which Lenine

and Trotsky have succeeded in fastening upon the people of

Hussia.

So closely had the bond of internationalism been established

before the war that the Socialist representatives in the Rumanian
Parliament (p. 550), those Socialists who were to be found in the

Duma, in the Austrian legislative })ody and in other national par-

liamentary and legislative organizations throughout the world were

all regarded as representatives of the International organization

(pp. 569, 570), guided by the resolutions of the Internationale

which " were considered as having a very high moral authority, as

being intended for the guidance of the Socialist Party in the

various countries " (p. 570).

The Socialist Party of America was submissive to the high

moral authority of the Internationale that existed until the out-

break of the war. When the old or Second Internationale ceased

to have authority because of the refusal of those groups in the

Socialist movement, criticized, condemned and repudiated as pro-

war Socialists by the Socialist Party of America for having set

their country above their allegiance to the creed of radical revo-

lutionary socialism, to adhere to the principles of radical revo-

lutionary socialism during the period of national stress and

•crisis, a new Internationale was sought to be formed, on radical

revolutionary lines. During the period of the war the Socialist

Party of America maintained itself as part of this International

program by its adherence to "the uncompromising" group of

International radical revolutionary Socialists who,, under the

leadership of Lenine, met at Zimmerwald in September, 1915,

and at Kienthal in 1916, on whose program the Third Inter-

nationale has been erected. By the use of the word " uncompro-
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mising " which will be found in the Chicago Manifesto, adopted

September, 1919 (p. 30'5), the Socialist Party of America has

reference to the an.ti-national, anti-patriotic, anti-coalition

stand which it and the other radical revolutionary groupa

of Socialists in Europe took during the time of national

peril and stress. Those Socialists in Europe who were

loyal to their respective governments, who joined in coalition

cabinets, and who stood by their respective countries during the

war are expressly eliminated from the category of uncompromi?,ing

Socialists. The Bolsheviki of Russia, the Spartacides and Inde-

pendent gToups in Germany, and the Socialist Party in America

are the outstanding exponents of this uncompromising attitade

so repeatedly referred to in the declarations, manifestoes and

official pronouncements of the Socialist Party of America since'

1914, and the telegram received only yesterday is the last piece

of evidence on this point.

The effort made by the defense to qualify and minimize the dem-

onstrated affiliation of the Socialist Party of America with the Mos-

cow Internationale controlled by Lenine, Trotzky and their director

of propaganda, Zinoviev, the radical Swiss Socialist, Fritz

Platten, and the Premier of the Ukrainian Communist Govern-

ment, Rakovsky (p. 14Y5), only tends to emphasize the importance

of this connection.

There is no confusion in the mind of Alexander Trachtenberg,

Director of the Bureau of Labor Research of the Rand School,

that the Socialist Party of America is in complete accord and

harmony with the International program of Lenine and his asso-

ciates. In his letter to the ISTew York Call under date of 'No-

vember 26, 1919, advocating the adoption of the minority report

submitted by the September, 1919, ISTatiotoal Efiiergency Con-

vention, to the membership of the party along with the majority

report for consideration and vote, Traditenberg writes

:

" By its past record— the adoption of the Zimmerwald

program in 1915, the support of the Kienthal Manifesto in

1916, the adoption of the St. Louis resohition in 1917, the

general position of the party and the sentiment of the ranlc

and file throughout the last five years— the Socialist Party

could not do anything else but ally itself with those Socialist

groups who have like itself remained steadfast to the revo-

lutionary and internationalist spirit of the Socialist

movement" (p. 1255).



2129

Every official pronouncement of the party and the unofficial

statements of its members can only.be understood when this under-

lying affiliation is appreciated.

In the early part of last year James Oneal was sent to Europe

by the Socialist Party of America and returned about the last of

April.

On May 7, 1919, he made a report which was submitted to the

National Executive Committee of the Socialist Party. His visit

to England closely followed the holding of the Moscow Congress

at which the Third Internationale was established in March,

1919. It also followed the Berne conference, whose program

was rejected by the Socialist Party in America, because it was

not siifficiently radical and revolutionary.

This report is of great importance because of its explanatory

statement of the nature of the Third Internationale and was

before the members of the Socialist Party of America at the

Emergency Convention held in Chicago in September, 1919, when
the party decided to affiliate itself with the Moscow Internationale.

In order that the Connnittee may have a clear understanding

of this report, and inasmuch as an examination of it will indi-

cate the extent to which the views of the party responded to the

Internationale situation as reported by Mr. Oneal, I deem it

advisable at this time to read that report in fuU. It was' subse-

quently disseminated among the members of the Executive Com-
mittee in June, 1919

:

" Beooklyit, .il/aj/ 7th, 1919.

" IteAE COMEADB GeEMEE :

"T am enclosing the story of my experience on arrival in

England, which appeared in the Call. Owing to the police

espionage I had to be very careful and I decided to wait

until I returned before I wrote you or made any reports.

" I did not go to any other country for a number of rea-

sons. First, the situation is still so unsettled in the other

countries that in my judgment it will probably be a year

before we can make any definite alliance with comrades

abroad. The Italian comrades have refused to attend the

Berne Conference, and Avhen I was in London, news came

that the Italian Party had also definitely withdrawn from

the International Bureau. The Swiss comrades also refused

to attend and I learned that there is no likelihood of them
', affi.Iiating with the Berne crowd.
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" The BritisL. Socialist Party, which corresponds to the

Socialist Party in this country, had intended to send dele-

gates, tho.ugh not satisfied with all the elements that would

attend at Berne. In the meantime, the Labor Party claimed

a monopoly of choosing all delegates representing Great

Britain. The Independent Labor and the British Socialist

Party protested, and the latter announced its intention of

ignoring the decision of the labor party, but could not elect

its delegates in time. But as soon as the decision of the

Berne Conference became known, the British Socialist Pa-rty

comrades, if the members of the executive are to be relied'

upon, and I think they speak for the membership— decided

that they would not care to aiSiiate with tlie Berne organi-

zation.

"In France the situation has not changed and owing to

this fact, I questioned the advisability of going to Paris.

Some of the French delegates formed a healthy 'left' in

the Berne Conference, and the tendency is in that direction

in the French movement. Now that the war hysteria is

passing the chauvinists in the French movement are losing

what standing they had and the whole movement will event-

ually plant itself on a sound international basis. May Day
events will undoubtedly hasten this result.

" I could have stayed another week and attended a meeting

of the commission of the Berne conference which was called

to meet in Holland on April 24th. I could have claimed a

seat in the commission, but in doing so I would have been

morally bound to pay $100 dues to the old International

Bureau. I would not take that responsibility as it was in

conflict with my judgment. The next best thing was to

write a statement of what had occurred in the United States,

the activity of the social patriots who had left the party, how
the party had been persecuted, the complete collapse of the

American Federation of Labor officialdom to imperialism

and autocracy, and the position of the party regarding the

League of ISTations, war and internationalism. This I did

and I gave copies to J. Ramsay MacDonald of the Inde-

pendent Labor Party, and to Comrade Inkpin, secretary

of the British Socialist Party. MacDonald attended the

meeting of the Commission, and no doubt brought this state-

ment to the attention of the members, and they know what

the attitude of the American Party is. Whether it will

help in eliminating the chauvinist elements of the Berne
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organization I do not know, but it is certain they will gather

no comfort from it. I regret that I did not make another

copy of this statement to send on to you, but it will prob-

ably appear in the Call, the organ of the B. S. P."

—

That is, the English Call. It is not the New York Call.

—

" as Inkpin promised it would, and if I can get a copy of

it I will send it on to you. l

" There is the further fact that the Scheidemann patriots

were accepted at Berne, a fact, of course, which we knew
before I left this country. They correspond to the Social

patriots in the allied countries and there is little difference

between them except that they represent the bourgeoisie

classes of their respective countries and are in conflict with

each other.

"A large part of Central and Eastern Europe is still in

a state of turmoil and it will be many months and possibly

a year or two before any definitely established party group

will be formed that will have time to consider the founding

of a new Internationale.

" While in London I secured some information regarding

the Communist Congress held in Moscow. It had to be called

in an atmosphere of secrecy if delegates in other countries

were to attend and a number of delegates were arrested while

on their way to the Congress. Despite opposition 32 delegates

were present representing the following fourteen countries:

Germany, Kussia, Hungary, Sweden, Norway, Switzerland,

America, Bulgaria, Kumania, Poland, Finland, Ukraine,

Esthonia and Armenia. The Berne Conference had l&O

delegates representing 25 countries, but the delegates did

not have the same difficulties to face that the Moscow dele-

gates did.

" Fifteen other organizations were represented at Moscow

with a voice but no vote. These included representatives

of Czech south Slav (Jugo Slav), British and French Com-

munist groups, Dutch Social Democratic Party, Socialist

Propaganda League of the United States, Swiss Communist

group and similar groups in Turkestan, Turkey, Georgia,

Persia, China and Korea. These representatives were prob-

ably comrades who were marooned in Eussia and were

accepted as fraternal delegates but unable to speak author-

itatively for their organization.
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"An article in tlie central organ of the SoTiete ' Isvestiya

'

refers coolly to tlie commission elected by the Berne Con-

ference to go to Russia and in-pestigate the Soviet regime.

An extract from it undoubtedly reflects the view of the Mos-

cow Congress. I quote (he says) :

"
' The establishment of the Comtminist International,

which places itself in opposition to the international of oppor-

tunists and social traitors, has now confronted all the hesitat-

ing elements in the Socialist movemeut who have not yet

sold their principles to the imperialist bourgeoisie with the

option either of joining the advance guard of the proletariat

in its fight for the Social Revolution, or of going over to

the league of capitalists struggling for social reaction. There

is no longer a third way. The Social Revolution is knock-

ing at the door of the Old World. With the establishment of

the Third Internationale the proletariat has reached the very

gates of the Socialist era and will know how to open, them, in

spite of all the obstacles which have been accumulated in its

way by the will of the ruling class and the treachery of its

iormer leaders.'

" The Moscow Congress resolved to take over the work of

the Zimmerwald and Kienthal groups after a report by

JBalabanoff., Secretary of the Zimmerwald International

Socialist Committee, in which he was joined by,"— now note

the names of the members of the Zimmerwald Association—
" Lenin,. Trotzky, Zinovieff, Rakowsky and Flatten as mem-

bers of the Zimmerwald Association."

" On the matter of organization I quote the following de-

cision of the Moscow Congress

:

" ' In order to expedite the commencement of activity of

the new International the Congress at once elects the neces-

sary organs with the provision that the final constitution of

the Communist International will be submitted by the Bureau

to the next Congress. The direction of the Communist Inter-

national is entrusted to an Executive Committee consisting

of one representative from the Communist parties of the

more important countries. The pai-ties in Russia, Germany,

German-Austria, Hungary, the Balkan Federation, Switzer-

land and Sweden are to send their delegates to the first

Executive Committee without delay. Parties from other

countries, which will have declared their adhesion to the
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Oonimuni&t International, before the second Congress, will

also receive a seat on the Executive Committee. Pending the

arrival of delegates from abroad, the comrades of the country

in which the Executive Committee has its seat will -undertake

their work. The Executive Committee elects a Bureau of

five members.'
" So far as I know there was unity at the Moscow Con-

gress, which was quite in contrast with the Berne Conference.

There is little doubt that in selecting the name ' Communist

'

the Moscow Congress did so for the same reason that the

Marxists' did in 1847, that is, to distinguish themselves from

the many sects and groups going under the name of Socialist.

The world war has resulted in the same confusion regarding

the use of the word that was apparent in the days when
various Utopian sects of divergent views called themselves

Socialist. The Moscow Congress certainly have in mind the

ideals of Socialism, not the concept of communism of wealth

which has characterized many religious sects., Its member-

ship is made up of all the elements of the Socialist movement

that oppose war and militarism, relies upon the class struggle

to chart the course of the moveoinent and keeps in mind the

fact that the real struggle in the modern world is one be-

tween the workers of all countries as against the ruling

classes of all countries.

" In conclusion will state that I could have gone to other

countries and probably have acquired more information, but

learning what I did in London, I felt I could not justify

the expenditure of a few more hundred doUaxs for what ad-

ditional information I might have' secured. There was the

additional consideration that if I stayed longer I had no

assurance of getting passage back before June and perhaps

later. I would have, therefore, piled up a large expense

which would have hardly been compensated by any addi-

tional inform^ation I might have secured.

"My impression is that as the work of the Paris peace

conference becomes better known, the dispelling of illusions-

that the diplomats might be persuaded to make a ' people's

peace,' illusions, strange to say, many who called themselves

Socialists apparently believed, the drift away from the Berne

Conference will become pronounced and this survival of the

old International will disappear. There were some revolu-

tionary elements at the Berne Conference who hoped that
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they could swing it to adopt declarations that would be a

challenge to the Paris diplomats. A statement made at the

Berne Conference by Loriot of France, for example, was

read at the Moscow Congress and was heartily cheered. I

was unable to get the text of this statement, but it is' evident

that there were delegates at Berne, though in the minority,

who would be acceptable to Moscow. The Irish delegation

was also of the same type.

" Then there are elements like the I. L. P. of Great Bi-itain

who from the beginning of the war maintained a critical at-

titude toward their own government and suffered persecu-

tion for it. Their offices were raided, their literature con-

fiscated and many of their members served terms of im-

prisonment. They have occupied a center position, but they

will inevitably be driven to a course that will bring them to

hearty support of a genuine International pledged to Inter-

national solidarity of the workers and against imperialist

wars. Their fault has been hesitation to draw logical con-

clusions from facts which they repeatedly brought to the at-

tention of their own membership and the workers in general.

Events are dispelling their illusions as they admitted to me
when I talked with them.

" The International was the work of years and it will re-

quire time to rebuild it on a sound foundation. The process

of getting together is now under way and will proceed more

rapidly as the wounds of the war are healed. Whether the

party desires to take any immediate action regarding the

International upon the basis of our knowledge is for the party

itself to determine (pp. 2019-2024).

("Signed) JAMES ONEAL."

The Chairman.-— Shall we recess now ?

Mr. Conboy.— If the Committee can bear with me until the

regular hour of adjournment, I should prefer to go on. If it is

just as agreeable to the members of the Committee to go on for

the next ten minutes, I prefer that.

The intimate connection between Zimmerwald and Moscow is

shown in the fact that the report of the work of the Zimmerwald

and Kienthal groups is joined in by Lenine, Trotsky, Zinoviev,

Eakovsky and Flatten, who are the signers of the Moscow

Manifesto. The membership of the Moscow Congress as explained
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by Oneal " is made up of all the elements of the Socialist move-
ment that opposed war and militarism, relies upon the class strug-

gle to chart the course of the movement and keeps in mind the

fact that the real struggle in the modern world is one between the

workers of all countries against the ruling classes of all countries."

From the Moscow Congress was issued a manifesto adopted

March 26, 1919, signed by Eakovsky, Lenine, Zinoviev, Trotsky
and Flatten addressed to " The Froletariat of aU Lands," pub-

lished under the title of the " Manifesto of the Communist Inter-

national " characterized by the Literature Department of the

Socialist party (P. 27S) as " undoubtedly the greatest declaration

ever issued from any working class tribunal since the Communist
Manifesto of Marx and Engels," and identified by Assemblyman
Waldman as the first official document of the Communist Inter-

nationale which is the same Internationale that is referred to in

the minority report to the Socialist party as the Third Inter-

nationale. (P. 1809).

The character of this document is admirably stated in the fol-

lowing from the introductory paragraphs contained in the pam-
phlet in which the Manifesto itself is printed. This introduction

declares that the Manifesto " speaks the plain, clear language of

the revolutionary Communistic proletariat " and commends " its

remorseless and scientific criticism of the political and economic

fallacies that pass for socialistic activity in some circles." The
purpose of the Manifesto and of the Third Internationale is thus

described in the concluding language of this introduction

:

" Reformistic opportunism is pilloried as it deserves to

be. It (the Manifesto) will assist the Socialist movement

everywhere into the path of uncompromising revolutionary

action that alone can usher in the triumph of international

socialism." (P. 280).

The Manifesto introduces its international program in the fol-

lowing paragraph:

" We Communists, representatives of the revolutionary

proletariat of the different countries of Europe, America and

Asia, assembled in Soviet Moscow, feel and consider our-

selves followers and fulfiUers of the program proclaimed

seventy-two years ago. It is our task now to sum up the prac-

tical revolutionary expense " (probably experience) " of the

working class to cleanse the movement of its admixtures of
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opportunism and social patriotism and to gather together the

forces of all true revolutionary proletarian parties in order

to further and hasten the complete victory of the Communist

revolution."

It advocates radical methods only. Its language is as follows:

" The opportunists who before the war exhorted the work-

ers in the name of the gradual transition into Socialism, to

be temperate ; who during the war asked for submission in the

name of Burgfrieden " (domestic peace) " and defense of

the Fatherland, now again demand of the workers self-

abnegation to overcome the terrible consequences of the war.

If this preaching were listened to by the workers, capitalism

would build out of the bones of several generations a new and

still more formidable structure leading to a new and inevi-

table world war. Fortunately for humanity this is no longer

possible." * * *

And again;

" Only the proletarian dictatorship which recognizes neither

inherited privileges nor rights of profit, but which arises from

the needs of the hungering masses, can shorten the period

of the present crisis; and for this purpose it mobilizes all

materials and. forces, introduces a universal duty of laboT,

establishes a regime of industrial discipline, this way to heal

in the course of a few years the open wounds caused by the

war and also to raise humanity to a new undreamed of

height."

That parliamentary methods are not to be employed in estab-

lishing this proletarian dictatorship is made as plain as a pike-

staff by the following paragraph, which is of transcending

importance

:

" If the finance oligarchy considers it advantageous to veil

its deeds of violence behind parliamentary vote then the bour-

geois state has at its command in order to gain its ends all

the traditions and attainments of former centuries of upper

class rule multiplied by the wonders of capitalistic tech-

nique; lies, demagogism, persecution, slander, bribery, cal-

umny and terror. To demand of the proletariat in the final
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life and deatli struggle with capitalism that it should follow

lamb-like the. demands of bourgeois democracy " (and it may
be said in explanation of this phrase that every democracy is in

the view of those who accept the principles of radical revolu-

tionary Socialism a bourgeois democracy) " would be the

same as to ask a man who is defending his life against robbers

to follow the artificial rules of a French duel that have been

set by his enemy but not followed by him (p. 286).

"In an empire of destruction where not only the means of

production and transportation but also the institutions of po-

litical democracy represent bloody ruins, the proletariat must

create its own forms to serve above all as a bond of unity for

the working class, and to enable it to accomplish a revolution-

ary intervention in the further development of mankind.

Such apparatus is represented in the workmen's councils."

We now come to the purpose plainly announced and method

clearly defined by which the dictatorship of the proletariat is to be

established the world over. An imperium in imperio is to be

created which shall destroy the government by means foreign to,

independent of and inconsistent with those provided by our consti-

tutional and parliamentary form of government. This program is

as follows

:

" The proletariat created a new' institution which em-

braces the entire working-class without distinction of voca-

tion or political maturity, an elastic form of organization

capable of continually renewing itself, expanding, and of

drawing into itself ever new elements, ready to open its doors

to the working groups of city and village which are near to

the proletariat.

" This indiapensaHe autonomous "_ (the idea of a self-

functioning extra-governmental organization is here plainly

expressed) " organization of the working class in the present

struggle and in the future conquests of different lands, tests

the proletariat and presents the greatest inspiration and the

mightiest weapon of the proletariat of our time (p. 287).

" Whenever the masses are awakened to consciousness,

workers, soldiers and peasants' councils will be formed. To

fortify these councils, to increase their authority, to oppose

them to the state apparatus of the bourgeoisie is now the

chief task of the class conscious and honest workers of all
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countries. By means of these councils the working class can
counteract that disorganization which has been brought into
it by the infernal anguish of the war, by hunger, by the vio-

lent deeds of the possessive classes and by the Isetrayal of their

former leaders" (pp. 287-288).

Then follows this statement of what will be accomplished by
these councils so organized and created for these purposes

:

" By means of these councils the working classes will gain

power in all countries most readily and most certainly, when
these councils gain the support of the majority of the labor-

ing population. By means of these councils the working
class once attaining power will control all the fields of eco-

nomic and cultural life as in the case of Russia at the present

time" (p. 288).

It must be remembered that though the chief counsel and chief

witness of the defense has declared, for the purpose of this trial,

that he does not favor the Soviet form of government for this

country, his party has accepted the Internationale of which this

doeiiment is the constitution and statement of program by which

the purposes of this Internationale are to be internationally ac-

complished.

While the imperium in imperio is thus being created the disin-

tegration of the State is at the same time to be accomplished, and

we must emphasize at this point that despite the testimony given

by those of the five Assemblymen who took the stand in their own

behalf as well as by their other witnesses that they do not advocate

a Soviet regime in the United States, these interested denials can

have no weight in view of the policy of the party in affiliating with

the Third Internationale. Moreover, other leaders are in favor of

commencing with the program at once.

The night following the termination of hostilities, at the Park

View Palace, 110th street and Fifth avenue. Prof. Scott

!N"earing, formerly of the University of Pennsylvania, now of the

Hand School and a colleague there of Mr. Claessens, made a speech

in which he said

:

" So while we rejoice that the Russian revolutionists are

breaking economic chains ; while we send our good wishes and

cheer to the G-erman revolutionists as they throw off autoc-

racy and set up a government of the people, let us not forget
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that expressions of good cheer and messages of encouragement,

are not the things that the Russian and German workers want
from ns. They want from us a workers and soldiers' council

in New York city. They want from us a workers and soldiers'

government in the United States. When we have an estab-

lished government, we will have made good our claim to

brotherhood, and comradeship with the workers of Russia and

Germany." (pp. 1469-1470).

Similar views were expressed by Alexander Trachtenberg in the

speech which he made at Park View Palace on !N^ovember 7, 1919,

at the celebration of the second anniversary of the Russian Soviet

Republic, (p. 228) in the speech of Claessens made upon the same

occasion, and in the speech of Waldman, made on the same eve-

ning, at a similar celebration, held at Brownsville Labor Lyceum,

Sackett street, Brooklyn, at which Solomon was the chairman, and

which was also addressed by James Oneal, the observer of and

reporter on International Plans and Purposes.

The Chairman.— Recess until 2 o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 12 :30 p. m. the Committee recessed until 2

o'clock p. M.)

AFTER RECESS, 2:20 p. m.

The Chairman.— The index as prepared by the official stenog-

rapher will be considered a part of these proceedings and incor-

porated in the record by the printer. Proceed.

Mr. Conboy.— Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Com-

mittee: When we had concluded before the noon adjournment

I directed your attention to the character of the domestic program

stated in the Constitution of this new Internationale and the

advocacy of it by leaders of the Socialist party of America within

a day after the signing of the armistice and latterly within the

period of a few months or at the time of the celebration of the

second anniversary of the establishment of the Soviet Republic.

I continue with my analysis of this Communist Manifesto. The

terms that you will find used in it are those which have occurred

time and again throughout these proceedings and constitute the



2140

vocabularly of international Socialism and are completely and

thoroughly Tindexst-ood by its advocates and adherents.

" Th.e collapse of the imperialistic state and of the im-

perialistic military system and the disintegration of the gov-

ernment are to be concomitant with the organization of the

proletarian regime.

" The imperialistic war which pitted nation against na-

tion has passed and is passing into the civil war which lines

up class against class.

" The Qatenrj of the bourgeois world against the civil war

and the red terror is the most colossal hypocrisy of whidi the

history of political struggles can boast. There would be

no civil war if the exploiters who have caaried mankind to

the very brint ©f ruin had not prevented ©very forward

step of the laboaring masses, if they had not instigated plots

and murders .aiad called to their aid ariaed .help from outside

to maintain or restore the predatory privileges. Civil war

is forced upon the laboring classes by their arch-enemies.

The working-class must answer blow for blow, if it will not

renounce its own object and its own future which is at the

same time the future of all humanity.
" The Communist parties, far from conjuring up civil

war artificially, rather strive to shorten its duration as much

as possible— in case it has become an iron necessity—
to minimize the number of its victims, and above all to

secure victory for the proletariat. This makes necessary the

disarming of the bouTgeoisie at the pToper time, the arming

of the laborers, and the formation of a communist army as

the protector of the rule of the proletaxiat and the inviola-

bility of the social structure. Such is the Bed Army of

Soviet Bussia which arose to pxoteat the .achievements of

the working class .against every assault from within or with-

out. The Soviet army is inseparable from lie Soviet State

* * *" (pp. 288-89).

The International .scope of this new movement with which the

Socialist Party of America has allied itself is evident in the fol-

lowing differentiation between the Second and Third Inter-

nationale :

" During this period " (the period of the Second Interna-

tionale)
'

' the center of gravity of the labor movement rested
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entirely on national grounds confining itself within the

realm of national parliamentarism to the narrow compass of

national states and national industries" (p. 289).

The purpose of the Third Internationale as distinguished from
the First and Second which preceded it, is thus declared:

'As -the First Internationale foresaw the future develop-

ment and pointed the way; ae Hhe Second Internationale

gathered together and organized millions of the proletariat,

so the Third Internationale is the Internationale of open
mass action, of the revolutionary realization, the Interna-

tionale of Deeds. Socialistic criticism has sufficiently stig-

matized the bourgeois world order. The task of the Interna-

tional Communist Party is now to overthrow this structure

and to erect in its place the stmeture of the Socialist world

order. We urge the workingmen and women of all countTies

to unite under the Communist banner, the emblem under
which the first great victories have already been won"
(p. 290).

Our interest in fhis pronouncement of the Third Internation-

ale is not abstract. These provisions have a concrete meaning

to this country and we are interested in the fact that the Socialist

party of America, by referendum, has affiliated, declared its so-

lidarity with and become part of the Communist Internationale

at Moscow, for the reason that that Congress has unequiTocally

dedaTed its purpose to be the overthrow of the United States

of America, and its aim and only object is to establish in all

countries, the United States included, a dictatorship of the pro-

letariat.

ilr. Stedman.— You do not pretend to be reading now ?

The 'Chairman.— IN'o.

^Ir. Conboy.— Xot only has the Party by its action at the

Emergency ISTational Convention in September, 1919, adopted

this principle and program, but these assemblymen elect, their

instructors and leaders have made public utterances whoste plain

iind unmistakable meaning shows that they are in full accord

and .sympathy with the program and principles enunciated in

this Xoscow Manifesto.

80
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The Manifesto concludes as follows:

" Proletarians of all lands ! In the war against imperial-

istic barbarity, against the monarchy, against the privileged

classes, against the bourgeois state and bourgeois property,

against all forms and varieties of social and national oppres-

sion— Unite !

"

" Under the standard of the Workingmen's Councils, under

the banner of the Third Internationale, in the revolutionary

struggle for power and the dictatorship of the proletariat,

proletarians of all countries— Unite" (pp. 290-291).

Comment upon this language would seem unnecessary.

It has been necessary to dwell at this length upon the Moscow
pronouncement because the Socialist Party of America in adopting

the principles and program therein announced has clearly and

conclusively proven that they are not a political party, that they

are a revolutionary organization committed to the proposition

of the destruction of our government and of its ideals of democracy

and that the five assemblymen elect as members thereof and

active and insistent exponents thereof, present themselves at the

door of this chamber fully determined to play their part in the

destruction of this State.

In the governing rule of the Communist Internationale we are

informed, and I am reading the exact language, that:

" This Internationale, which subordinates the so-called

national interests to the interests of the International revolu-

tion, win personify the mutual help of the proletariat of

the different countries, for without economic and other

mutual helpfulness the proletariat will not be able to organ-

ize the new Society." (29Y.)

These rules end with the following exclamation

:

" Long Live the International Republic of the Proletarian

Councils." (P. 298.)

In the article written by Morris Hillquit to the New York Coil

on May 21, 1919, before the Oneal report was distributed among

the members of the executive committee, before Eeferendum " D "

had been adopted by an overwhelming vote and before the Socialist

Party of America had at its Chicago Convention announced its

solidarity and afBliation with Moscow, the purpose and scope

of the new International were plainly stated by Mr. Hillquit
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•who at that time was opposing the theory that the foundations

of the Third Internationale of Socialism had been laid either

at Berne or in Moscow. His statement is as foUows

:

" The communist congress at Moscow made the mistake

of attempting a sort of dictatorship of the Kussian proletariat

in the Socialist Internationale and was conspicuously inept

and unhappy in the choice of certain allies and in the exclu-

sion of others." (Pp. 1262-63.)

Despite this criticism, however, the party has, as already indi-

cated, taken an advanced radical revolutionary stand in a definite

way, the purpose of which cannot be mistaken.

The minority report sent out by the Chicago Convention of

September, 1919, adopted by an overwhelming vote of the mem-
bers of the party denounced the Berne conference and declared

that:

" Any international to be effective in this crisis must
contain only those elements who take their stand unreservedly

upon the basis of the class struggle and who by their deeds

demonstrate that their adherence to this principle is not

mere lip loyalty " (p. 326).

The exclusion of certain groups by the Moscow convention

declared in May, 1919, by Mr. Hillquit to be conspicuously inept

was in September, 1919, approved by the party both in its

Manifesto, unanimously adopted, and in the Minority Eeport

subsequently adopted by referendum vote. In the former, pro-

war Socialists were repudiated in the following language

:

" Eecognizing this crucial situation, at home and abroad

the Socialist party of the United States at its first national

convention after the war, squarely takes its position with the

imcompromising section of the International Socialist move-

ment. We unreservedly reject the policy of those Socialists

who support their belligerent capitalist governments on the

plea of ' national defense ' and who entered into demoraliz-

ing compacts for so-called civil peace with the exploiters of

labor during the wau and continued a political alliance with

them after the war." (P. 305.)

In like manner the Minority Keport declared that:

"We consider that a new international which contains

those groups which contributed to the downfall of our former
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organization must be so weak in its Socialist policy as to be

useless." (P. 326.)

Tbe Chicago Manifesto declares its " solidarity with " or

pledges its support to " the revolutionary workers of Hussia in

the support of the government of their Soviets, with the radical

Socialists of G-ermany, Austria, Hungary, in their efforts to es-

tablish working class rule in their respective countries and with

those Socialist organizations in England, Trance, Italy and other

countries who during the war, as after the war, have remained

true to the principles of uncompromising international Social-

ism." (P. 305.)

The manifesto ends " Long Live the International Socialist

Eevolution, the only hope of the suffering world." (P. 307.)

The choice of allies by the ]\Ioscow Congress declared inept in

May, 1919, by Mr. Hillquit is demanded in referendum "B"
and is thus approved in the Minority Report in September, 1919,

by the Socialist party of America in the following language:

" The Socialist party of the United States in principle and

in its pa£t history has always stood with those elements of

other countries that remained true to their principles. The

manifestoes adopted in l^ational Convention at St. Louis

(1917) and Chicago (1919) as well as referendum 'D'

1919, unequivocally affirmed this stand."

I am reading now from the Minority Eeport

" These parties, the majority parties of Kussia, Italy,

Switzerland, Norway, Bulgaria, Serbia, Greece and growing

minorities in every land are uniting on the basis of the pre-

liminary convocation at Moscow of the Third Internationale.

As in the past so in this extreme crisis we must take our

stand with them." (Pp. 326-7.)

On October 28, 1919, commenting upon a letter dated Septem-

ber 27, signed by Haase, Crispien and Stoerker of the Central

Committee of the Independent Social Democratic party of Ger-

many, a radical group, though not so radical as the Spartacides

whose inclusion in the new Internationale was demanded by the

party, sent to Mr. Hillquit for transmission to the National Execu-

tive Committee of the Socialist Party of America, Mx. Hillquit as

reported l\v the 'New York Call of that date said:
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" The interesting .thing about it is that the independents
take a position very much like that of the Socialist party of

the United Stat^. Wjith this letter they also sent a copy of

the program adopted by them at their last convention. They
place themselves in the platform squarely v^ith the radical

revolutionary wing of the iaternational Socialist movement
and in very clear opposition to the majority Socialists of Ger-

many.
" They advocate the establishment of workers' councils or

Soviets as permanent institutions and as part of the govern-

mental machinery of Germany. They advocate the immedi-
ate socialization of the most important industries and oppose

co-operation with bourgeois elements in the government.
" Their position on the Socialist International is very sim-

ilar to that of the Socialist party in America in that they, too,

seek to exclude the so-called social-patriotic elements of the

Socialist movement in all countries and to include the Bolshe-

vik Socialists of Eussia " (p. 2029).

There can be no other meaning of the phrase, " The radical

revolutionary wing of the International Socialist movement," of

which the Socialist party of the ITnited States is by this statement

conceded to be a component part, than that it describes the pur-

poses and methods of the anti-America, non-political, anti-patriotic,

anti-national, anti-legal, extra-parliamentary international move-
ment, whose national program in this country is to be fashioned

upon the plan of the Soviet regime of Russia, inspired by its origi-

nator and dictator, Xicolai Lenine, and that ths Socialist party of

Uhe United States proposes to carry into effect its purposes in this

country as the purposes and objects were accomplished in Russia.

At this point I submit that the overwhelming evidence in this

case has proved beyond reasonable doubt the acceptance of and

adherence to, by the Socialist party of America, of the Inter-

national program, subordinating national allegiance at all times

to Internationalism and even denying it such allegiance in times

of national crises and emergency, and that so far as the domestic

program of the same Internationale is concerned, there is the

same sufficiency of evidence to establish the proposition that it

is intended to impose this domestic program on the United States.

Ho-w, we come to a consideration of the methods or tactics by

which the Socialist party of America hopes to accomplish these

things.
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The Socialist party of America is preparing for and attempting

to bring about a revolution in this country as part of the interna^

tional social revolution for the foregoing purpose, and to accom-

plish the foregoing program by the following unlawful methods:

First: It has opposed and obstructed and continues to oppose

and obstruct the government of the United States and of this State

in all measures relating to the national and State defense. Its

purpose in so doing is a manifest one : to weaken and leave defense-

less the government of State and Nation against the attacks of

foreign and domestic enemies, and thus deprive it of that right of

self-preservation which is admittedly the first law of govemrmnis

as it is of individuals.

Secotid: It has advocated amd incited the destruction of the ex-

isting government of the United States by illegal mass action.

Third : While professing to utilize political action, it constantly

denies that existing evils or defects may be remedied by such

action, and iiisists that such political action must be supplemented

by violence and mass action, which, it advocates, both directly and

by insinu-ation and suggestion.

Fourth: The political action of the party is responsive only to

the dues-paying membership. Those who are elected to office are

bound to follow the dictates of such membership and their com-

pliance is compelled by drastic and comprehensive provisions in

the constitution's of the party.

Fifth: These methods and tactics are prescribed for the menv-

bers of the party 'OS an integral part of the party's principles and

program, by a great International Body. In the employment of

each and all of these methods, the Socialist party of America is in

harmony aoid accord with the radical revolutionary Socialists in

all the countries of the world.

I now devote myself to the first proposition.

The Socialist party's opposition to and obstruction of the

government of the United States in all measures relating to

national and state defense became conspicuous immediately after

the sinking of the Lusitania in May, 1915, when it became ap-

parent that America would eventually be forced into the war.

The program and policy of the party in concise and significant

declarations were compiled about June 26, 1917 (subsequent to

our entry into the war), in a publication issued by the Kand

School of Social Science and edited by Alexander Trachtenberg,

with an introduction by Morris Hillquit under the title " The

American Socialists and the War."



• Immediately after the sinking of the Lusitania the National

Committee of the Socialist party at a meeting held in May, 1915,

form\ilated a new section of the Constitution of the party which

was later ratified in a referendum of the membership by a vote of

11,041 for, and 782 against, as follows:

"Article 2, Section Y—Any member of the Socialist party

elected to an office who shall in any way vote to appropriate

moneys for military or naval purposes or war, shall be ex-

pelled from the party."

This attempt to weaken our country and render it defenseless

and submissive to violence from within and without, was not a

negative one merely, for at the same meeting of the National

Committee held in May, 1915, following the sinking of the Lusi-

tania, a manifesto was addressed by the Committee to the Ameri-

can people, the concluding paragraph of which is as follows

:

" Let us proclaim in tones of unmistakable determination

:

' Not a worker's arm shall be lifted for the slaying of a fellow

worker of another country, nor a wheel turned for the pro-

duction of man-killing implements or war supplies ! Down
with war! Forward to International peace and the world-

wide solidarity of all workers ! '

"

In September, 1915, when Von Mackensen was crushing Serbia,

when the western front was hopelessly deadlocked and the cause

of the allies was almost at its lowest, Lenine, Trotsky, Zinoviev,

Eakovsky and Flatten organized the Zimmerwald Conference or

Congress intended to become a new Internationale, to take ad-

vantage of the existing conditions in the various countries at war

to bring about the international social revolution. The program,

though Mr. Hillquit could not remember it, was admitted by Mr.

Solomon to include the general strike (p. 1922) and the Socialist

party of America was immediately responsive to the suggestion.

On April 21, 1916, when the situation became critical as the

result of the exchange of diplomatic notes with the German govern-

ment over the use of submarines as a means of warfare the national

secretary of the Socialist party of America met with the various

translator-secretaries (who are the secretaries representing, under

the constitution of the Socialist Party of America, the various

foreign language federations and, under the constitution, have their

offices in the national office of the party) and drew up a proclama-
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tion for dissemmatioii in all foreign languages to the membership
of the party. This manifesto closed with the foUbwing sentence r-

" We sn^eat and appeal that the workers as- a measure

of self-defense and as an expression of their power exert

every effort to keep America free from the stain of a causeless

war even to the final' and' extreme step of a general strike and
the consequent paralyzation of all industry."

In the year 1916, the Zimmerwald Conference reconvened at

Kienthal, in Switzerland, and a manifesto similar to the

Zimmerwald proclamation was issued and again the Socialist

party of America was responsive to the International

program, of Lenine and his associates. E'or the presidential

campaign of that year the Socialist party of America,

prepared its party platform. The United States by the

criminal program and acts of the Imperial German Govern-

ment was being drawn nearer and' nearer to the vortex of the

terrible conflict. To- render this country impotent to protect the

national honor and defend the national integrity against persist-

eHt and continuing attacks multiplying to an overwhelming degree

day By day, to leave this country at the absolute mercy of a

merciless and pitiless autocracy which flouted our very national ex-

istence, carried on its U-boat warfare within a few miles from our

coast, d-ireeted its ambassadorial representative domiciled in our na-

tional' capital to stir up industrial unrest among the workers in our

factories and create war between ourselves and our sonthern neigh-

bors-and in a thousand other ways, sought to embroil us in domestic-

strife and foreign war, the Socialist party of America to render

us impotent under these cii*cumstances and to make effective its

national program in harmony with the international program of

Lenine and his associates wrote into its presidential platform the

following language:

" Tlierefore, the Socialist party stands opposed to military

preparedneaSy to any appropriations of men or money for

war or militarism, wiile control of such forces through the

political state rests in the hands of the capitalist class.- The

Socialist party stands committed to the class war, and urges

upon the workers in the mines and forests, on the railways

and ships, in factories and fields, by refusing to mine the

coal, to transport soldiers, to furnish food or other supplies



2149

tfor military purposes, and thus keep out of the hands of the
ruling class the control of armed forces and economic power,
necessary for aggression abroad and industrial despotism
at home."

On April 6, 1917, the United States declared war against the

Imperial German Government. On the following day, April 7,

1917, the Socialist party of America met in national convention
in the city of St. Louis, Mo., and continued in convention until

April 14, 1917.

It proceeded to shape the policy of the party with respect to

the war just declared. It adopted a war program which began
as foUowe

:

" The Socialist party of the United States in the present

grave crisis solemnly reaffirms its allegiance to the principles

of internationalism and working-class solidarity the world

over and proclaims its unalterable opposition to the war just

declared by the Government of the United States."

The country, being then at war, called upon the " workers of

all countries to refuse support to their governments in their wars."

This meant that the workers in the United States were to refuse

support to this government in the war. If this support had been

<ienied the demand of the presidential platform of 1916 would

have been fulfilled. I^o coal would have been mined ; not a wheel

would have turned on a railroad ; no troops would have been trans-

ported; no munitions would have been manufactured; no food

would have been distributed ; no supplies of any character would

have been produced.

The nation would have been completely at the mercy of its

enemies.

As we iave already pointed out, the program denied, repudiated

and discredited the idea of national patriotism and denied the

very idea of duty to the government and national allegiance. Its

position on this subject was unmistakably defined in the following

language:

" The only straggle which would justify the workers in

taking up arms is the great struggle of the working class of

the world to free itself irom economic exploitation and politi-

cal oppression, and we particularly warn the workers against

the snare and delusion of so-called defensive warfare. As
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against the false doctrine of national patriotism, we npliold

the ideal of international working class solidarity"

In this war program, the Socialist party of America heeding

the demand of international socialism, while its brethren in the

majority party of Germany were assisting their government to

wage war victoriously against the United States, sought in every

way to obstruct and render us helpless and impotent.

Recognizing that if the United .States were to be successful in

the war, its man power both military and industrial, and all its

resources, must be mobilized to make -effective resistance to the

gigantic military machine which had erupted from the national

boundaries of Germany in a vast military body maintained, muni-

tioned and supplied by the militarily organized industries of the

German Empire, and recognizing further that a failure on the part

of the industrial workers of our nation to sustain and support our

military establishment meant the utter failure and defeat of the

United States and the victory and success of Germany, in a word

realizing to the fullest extent the purposes and consequences of

their program, the Socialist party announced its policy of obstruc-

tion and resistance in the following language

:

" * * * The Socialist party emphatically rejects the

proposal that in time of war the workers should suspend

their struggle for better conditions. On the contrary, the

acute situation created by war calls for an even more vigor-

ous prosecution of the class struggle, and we recommend

to the workers and pledge ourselves to the following course

of action:

" 1. Continuous, active and public opposition to the war

through demonstration, mass petitions and all other means

within our power.
" 2. Unyielding opposition to all proposed legislation for

military or industrial conscription. Should such conscrip-

tion be forced upon the people, we pledge ourselves to con-

tinuous efforts for the repeal of such laws for the support

of all mass movements in opposition to conscription. We
pledge ourselves to oppose with all our strength any attempts

to raise money for payment of war expenses by taxing ifhe

necessaries of life or issuing bonds which will put the burden

upon future generations. We demand that the capitalist

class which is responsible for the war pay its cost. Let

those who kindle the fire furnish the fuel."
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In addition to the foregoing war program the party adopted a
platform. In that platform it called " upon all workers to unite,

to strike as they vote and to vote as they strike— all against the
master class."

Only through this combination of our powers can we, said the

party, establish the co-operative commonwealth (page 461).
In its immediate program it incorporated the following politi-

cal demands, among others

:

" Eesigtance to conscription of life and labor.

" Eepudiation of war debts" (page 462).

In the same convention of April, 1917, an exceedingly signifi-

cant and altogether consistent step was taken in furtherance of

the war program of the party.

Since 1912 the party had stood committed, under the provi-

sions of article 2, section 6, of its national constitution, against

the practice of sabotage. That provision of the constitution was
in April, 1917— after the declaration of war— repealed. In
view of the context, eongisting of the war program with its pledge

to use all means within the power of the members, with the demand
for even more vigorous prosecution of the class struggle, with the

declaration that the only struggle which would justify the workers

in taking up arms, was not the national struggle but the class

struggle, the removal of restraint on the use of sabotage becomes
significant with sinister meaning. Sabotage is one of the most

effective, if not the most effective, method of rendering industrial

cooperation not only ineffectual, but impossible. It brings about

that condition of national inefficency and impotency to which the

party was pledged to devote itself with unremitting energy, and

despite the labored and disingenuous explanations given on the

witness stand for such repeal, it cannot be regarded as intended to

accomplish any other purpose than to notify the members of the

party that even the negative restraint imposed upon them in

making effective their program of industrial action had been re-

moved, and they need no further consider themselves hampered

thereby. It was a tacit invitation to commit sabotage.

These proceedings of the national convention of April, 1917,

were promulgated and made effective by the membership of the

party. The war program was sent all over the United States

for adoption by the various locals (page 1377). The platform

was likewise distributed for consideration of, and vote by the
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locals (page 1378). And the repeal of Article 2 (Sabotage)

being an arnendment of the constitution, was similarly submitted

to a referendum vote and adopted.

From this time forward the ranks of the Socialist Party of

America began to be depleted to the extent of those who found

that Socialism and Americanism were in violent hostility and

antagonism and who, placing the interests of the United States

above those of the international program of Socialism, found that

they could not, consistently with their duty and allegiance as citi-

zens of the United States, remain with the partyi From this

number, however, the five Socialist assemblymen were conspicu-

ously absent.

As Benson, the party's candidate for President in 1916, said:

" The present foreign-born leaders of the American

Socialist Party, if they had lived during the Civil War,

would doubtless have censured Marx for congratulating

Lincoln.

" Por these reasons I now taie leave of the Socialist

Party a year aiter I eeased to agr-ee with it. It seemed to

me that, having been at the head of the ]N"ational ticket two

years ago, it was particularly my duty to wait and see if the

party would not right itself. It has not rioted itself. I,

therefore, resign as a protest against the foreign-bom lead-

ership that blindly believes a non-American policy can be

made to appeal to many Americans." (P. 1542.)

In refreshing contrast to the disloyal and treasonable program

of the Socialist Party of America is the declaration of the Ameri-

can Federation of Labor passed immediately preceding the

declaration of war with (jermany.

" In this solemn hour of our nation's life it is our earnest

hope that our Eepublic may be safeguarded in its unswerving

desire for peace, that our people may be spared the horrors

and the burdens of the war, that they may have the opportu-

; nity to cultivate and develop the arts of peace, human

brotherhood and the higher civilization, but despite all our

endeavors and hopes should our country be drawn into the

maelstrom of the European conflict, that with these ideals of

liberty and justice herein declared as the indispensable basis

for national policies, we offer our services to our country ia

every field of activity to defend, safeguard and preserve the
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republic of the United States of America against its enemies,

whosoever they may he, and we call upon our fellow work-

ers and our fellow citizens in the holy name of labor, justice,

freedom and humanity to devotedly and patriotically give

like service." (Pp. (i8o-6.)

The Socialist Party of America held no conventions after April,

1917, until September, 1919.

Although the Socialist Party of America held no conventions

during the war after the April, 1917, convention its members
were not idle. The program of the party was carried into effect

by an unceasing deluge of propaganda. Pamphlets by the hun-

dreds of thousands were distributed. They were of the most dis-

loyal and treasonable character. Some of them have been received

in evidence and read to the Committee. In the City of ISTew

York the daily organ of the Socialist Party published

in English, was denied certain privileges under the

postal laws. Exhibit 98 consisting of the answer of the Post-

master General to the petition for mandamus to compel him to re-

store to the 'New York Call such rights, and to a rule directing him
to show cause why such rights should not be restored, contains a

few excerpts by date and title from some of the issues of that pub-

lication during the period beginning shortly after the war and con-

tinuing throughout the same and thereafter. These excerpts fill

60 pages of that answer. (Exhibit 98, pp. 258-312). It would un-

duly and unnecessarily prolong our exposition of the activities of

the party were we to read at this point these articles and pamphlets.

It is sufficient to say that if you were to draw upon your imagina-

tion to formulate the most vicious, disloyal and anti-American

utterances that you could conceive, you would not. have imagined

or conceived anything comparable in liiese respects with what was

actually published.

It is not surprising, therefore, that in the report of the Execu-

tive Committee of the Socialist Party of America to the J^ational

Emergency Convention held in Chicago, September, 1919, that we
read that some two thousand Socialist in all have been arrested

because of their disloyal activities and that some of the foremost

leaders of the party are now serving prison terms for carrying out

the program and principles of the party. Notable among these

violators of the law are Eugene V. Debs, the choice of the party

for President of the United States in the year 1920 ; the national
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Executive Secretary G-ermer; the Editor of the Party Organ,

(" The American Socialist ") Engdahl; the Secretary of the

Young Peoples' Socialist League, Kruse ; the following members
of the JSTational Executive Committee ; Victor L. Berger, Shipla-

coff and Clark. Herman Krafft and Wagenknecht, of the ISTational

Executive Committee, have served terms in prison. Victor L.

Berger, in addition to a sentence of 20 years has four indictments

pending against him, besides being refused his seat in Congress;

and the number includes Irwin St. John Tucker, one of the party's

most prolific writers of propaganda. All the iSocialist candidates

for Congress in Wisconsin and the state secretary also were under

indictment in September, 1919.

To this should be added the statement of the ]!Tational Execu-

tive Committee published in the official bulletin, explaining the

reason why no convention was held.

" To have held the convention would have subjected many
comrades to persecution and imprisonment " (pp. 1488-

1489).

In other words, it was impossible to give expression to or act

upon the true doctrines of the Socialis't party without running foul

•of the Penal Law.

Assemblyman Cuvillier. — You have forgotten Mrs. Stokes and

Oitlow. I did not want to interrupt you.

Mr. Conboy. —I was only referring particularly in that connec-

tion, Mr. Assemblyman, to the candidate of the party for Presi-

dent of the United States in 1920 ; to the members of the Execu-

tive Committee of the Party, and its executive officers. So far as

Gitlow is concerned^ he has recently been convicted for a violation

of the criminal anarchy statute of this state.

In the face of this record of active and continuous opposition

and obstruction to the government, during the war, counsel for the

•five Socialist Assemblymen before this proof was adduced, chal-

lenged the existence of it, and declared that if our contention were

established there would be nothing for these five men to do but

leave the Chamber in humiliation. His language is as follows

(p. 103) :

" Your last charge I shall refer to, and it is No. 7— it is

the only charge which I consider has any merits. You say

:

' The Socialist Party of America did urge its members to re-

frain from taking part in any way, shape or manner in the

war, and did affirmatively urge them to refuse to engage even
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in the^ production of munitions of war and other necessaries
used in the prosecution of the said war, and did thereby
stamp the party and all of its members with an inimical
attitude to the best interests of the United States and the
State of IsTew York.'

" That is a fairly definite statement of what the framers
of this may have considered to be the truth. That is an
issue we are quite willing to meet, and I think it will be an
issue that they will regret they ever suggested, for we are
very certain and positive no proof, no act or declarations of
the party, either in its prominent councils or its locals, will

be found to verify in the slightest degree that statement."

From counsel's own lips comes the statement that you have

made and formulated a definite statement of that charge—
" That is an issue we are quite willing to meet."

More than that he has said

:

" It is the only charge which I consider has any merits."

So you need nOt be concerned as to whether it is or is not a

meritorious charge. It is meritorious.

" It is an issue we are quite willing to meet and I think

it is an issue which I believe they will regret they ever

suggested."

What visions and pictures of patriotic accomplishments by the

Socialist parly and its members during the war were suggested by

that challenge?

" I think it will be an issue that they will regret they

ever suggested, for we are very certain and positive no

proof, no act or declarations of the party, either in its promin-

ent councils or its locals, will be found to verify in the

slightest degi-ee that statement. If this party advocated and

urged its members to refrain from taking part in the war

in any shape or manner and did affirmatively urge them to

refuse to engage even in the production of munitions of

war and other necessaries used in the prosecution of war,

and did thereby stamp the said party and all its members,

and so forth, if that is proven against the party, and these

men are members of it, we will have nothing to say except

leave these Chambci-s in humiliation" (p. 103)..
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Despite the overwhelming proof establishing the charge ad-

duced from the statements) of the pajty itself, the five Socialist

Assemblymen have not yet left the Chamber in humiliation^

We have already demonstrated that the object of the Socialist

party is to destroy the institutions of the United States and of

this State as their contribution to the International Socialist Eevo-

lution. This party does not propose to bring about this change by
parliamentary means and the use of the ballot because its leader*

are aware that it cannot destroy and undermine the patriotism

of the majority of the voters of this country. It has become neces-

sary, therefore, to forge a new weapon which offers promise to

effectuate the party purposes, and this weapon is industrial organ-

ization and is to be used to tie up the arteries of the nation's in-

dustries with the general strike and render the sworn officers of

this country impotent to perform their constitutional duties and

compel them to surrender their legal function into the hands of

a militant revolutionary minority guided and controlled by the

Socialist party. In short, the purpose is to overthrow what they

invariably refer to as the capitalistic system by the establishment

of the dictatorship of the proletariat, euphoniously phrased for

domestic consumption as the cooperative commonwealth.

At this point I will direct your attention to what occurred

during the remarks made by counsel for the five men yesterday

afternoon as one of the most complete, frank, unblushing threats

of the use of industrial mass action. Under the veil of a simile

a threat was employed that if you gentlemen concluded that these

five Socialist Assemblymen should not sit in this Chamber as

members of this Assembly, a general strike might be called. It

was phrased and expressed in this way: He was explaining and

illustrating the circumstances under which such a general strike-

might be employed. Said he: " If a labor party were organized

in the United States, and that Labor Party succeeded in securing^

the election of five members to the Assembly of the State of New-

York, when those men presented themselves to this body for the

purpose of taking their seats herein to accomplish their legislative

duties, and a representative of capitalism, owning the Assembly.

should say to the five men :
' You cannot sit here,' then they

would go home and their adherents, their constituents would, by

virtue of the general strike, compel the Assembly to take them in."

In the whole literature devoted to the development of this idea,

there has been no more frank exposition of the doctrine than that.
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It is the proof, aiiificieiit and satisfactory to the point of a demon-
stration of the charge that has been made in this case, and you
can carry tiie idea still fiiither, Mr. Chairman. Suppose that

the five Assemblymen so elected introduced proposed legislation

in this body and it were defeated by an over-whelming majority of

the membership of the Assembly:

The threat carries itself further. You must not only admit

them, but you must take their legislative program and enact it

into law; otherwise, the general strike will again be employed,,

and it can. be employed not merely for the pui-pose of telling you
who you shall and who you shall not admit to this parliamentary

body, not only what legislation suggested by them you shall and

you shall not pass, but it can be utilized in like fashion to impose

upon, the people of the United States the form of government that

the adherents to and expounders of the general strike desire the

people to have. No more complete, no more intelligible, no franker

exposition of its purposes was ever made than was made to you
here yesterday.

This method is not a novel one. The measures taken by the party

during the war to oppose and obstruct the government of the

United States in all matters relating to the national defense and

involving the use of industrial action, to effectuate the purposes

already referred to and described, merely carry down to the

present days what has been advocated in other generations, in

the resolutions adopted by the Brussels Congress in 1868 the

following paragraphs are to be found

:

" The Congress recommends above all to workers to cease work

in case a war be declared in their country."

" The Congress counts upon the spirit of solidarity which ani-

mates the workingmen of all countries and entertains the hope

that means will not be wanting in such an emergency to support

the people against their government " (page 1478).

In the Stuttgart Conference of 1907 a resolution was adopted

concluding with the following paragraph

:

" In case war should break out notwithstanding, they shall

be bound to intervene for its being brought to a speedy end

and to employ all their forces for utilizing the economical

and political crisis created by war in order to rouse the

masses of people and to hasten the downfall of the predomi-

nance of the capitalistic class " (page 1479).
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In the manifesto adopted at Chicago in September, 1919, there

is a significant paragraph showing that the purposes of the party

today are what they have been throughout the war— that the

party continues in harmony not only with Lenine's International

program, but also in its understanding of the means by which it is

to be brought about. These means are in violation not only of

our constitutional guarantees, but also of the rule of the majority,

the cardinal principle and essential characteristic of democratic

government.. Minority rule, expressed in the phrase " dictator-

ship of the proletariat " is to be employed in the supreme effort to

make effective the international program.

Towards the end of that manifesto and under the caption,

" Workers must take industries ", where the explanation is made,

that the great purpose of the Socialist party is to wrest the indus-

tries and the control of the government of the United States from

the capitalists and their retainers, the manifesto declares:

'' To insure the triumph of socialism in the United States

the bulk of the American workers must be strongly organized

politically as socialists in constant, clean-cut and aggressive

opposition to all parties of the possessing class. They must

be strongly organized in the economic field on broad, indusr

trial lines as one powerful and harmonious class organization,

cooperating with the socialist party and ready in cases of

emergency, to reinforce the political demands of the working

class by industrial action " (pp. 3i06-Y).

" To reinforce the political demands of the working class by in-

dustrial action." Now you have had a complete and full exposition

of how that is to be accomplished, and what those terms mean.

In like manner the recently adopted preamble to the constitu-

tion of the Socialist party states its objective in the following

terms

:

" The workers must wrest the control of the government

from the hands of the master class, and use its powers in the

upbuilding of the new social order— the cooperative com-

monwealth."

The methods to be employed are stated in the following para-

graph of this same preamble. This is the preamble adopted as

part of the changes of the constitution in the years 1919

:
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" The Socialist party seeks to organize the working class

for independent action on the political field, not merely for
the betterment of their conditions, but also and above all with
the revolutionary aim of putting an end to exploitation and
class rule. Such political action is absolutely necessary to the
emancipation of the working class, and the establishment of

genuine liberty for all."

While this political action is considered essential it is also held

to be ineffectual and this is made clear by this paragraph which
immediately succeeds the one just quoted:

" To accomplish this aim it is necessary that the working

class be powerfully and solidly organized also on the eco-

nomic field, to struggle for the same revolutionary goal ; and

the Socialist party pledges its aid in the task of promoting

such industrial organization and waging such industrial

struggle for emancipation." (pp. 1046-7).

No opportunity is lost by the leaders of the Socialist Party to

impress upon the rank and file of that organization that it is im-

possible to achieve the ultimate triumph of their cause by politi-

cal action. Every manifesto, every platform, almost every utter-

ance of the Socialist orator carries with it the party mandates that

the workers of America should be organized industrially so as to

be submissive to the command of a revolutionary leadership. It

is for this reason that the American Federation of Labor is sub-

jected to continuous attacks and misrepresentation, its officers vil-

ified and its program declared to be inimical to the interests of

the working clasp. It is for this reason that Debs, who was orig-

inally an ardent trade unionist, but who after joining the Socialist

Party abandoned and repudiated his former associates, uttered the

following sentiment:

" The Trade Uiiion is outgrown and its survival is an un-

mitigated evil to the working class. Craft unionism is not

only impotent but a crime against the workers."

This is not a recent attitude merely of the Socialist party of

America. Its call for industrial action has been insistent from

the beginning. At the moment of crisis in the nation's history

when war was just declared upon the Imperial German Govern-

ment this party, in addition to the adoption of the war program
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and proclamation which has been heretofore referred to, and in

addition to the provisions of the platform then adopted, presented

and approved the following- resolution:

" The Socialist Party will ever be ready to cooperate with

the labor union in the task of organizing the unorganized'work-

ers, and urges all laboi; organizations, which have not already

done so, to throw their doors open to the workers of their re-

spective trades and industries, abolishing all onerous condi-

tions of membership and artificial restrictions, with the view

that their organizations he eventually developed into indus-

trial, as well as militant, class-conscious and revolutionary

unions tvith the development of the industries.

" In the face of the tremendous powers of the American

capitalists and their close industrial and political union, the

workers of this country can win their battles only through

a strong class-consciousnese, and closely united organization

on the economic fi^eld, a powerful and militant party on the

political field, and by a joint attack of both on the common

enemy" (p. 465).

In furtherance of this plan of industrial organization and

action, the following instructions were given to members of the

Socialist party in the same resolution

:

" It is also the duty of members of the Socialist party

who are eligible in the union to join and be active in their

respective labor organizations" (p. 465).

These quotations from the official pronouncement of the Social-

ist party show that the party recognizes that only through, the

employment of industrial action can its objective be attained.

The precise meaning of industrial action as understood by mem-
bers of the Socialist Party was stated by Mi: Algernon Lee

under redirect examination on page 580 of the printed record as

follows

:

" Q. Are strikes one of the means of mass action which the

Socialist party contemplates the use of? A. On occasions

where they are suitable for the purposes of the working- class,

yes, sir.

" Q. Did you ever hear of any political party advocating

the use of strikes ? A. Oh, yes.



2161

"Q. Socialist party? A. Yes.
" Q. Did you ever hear of a general strike ? A. Very

often.

" Q. What is a general strike ? A. A general strike means
a strike which, if the phrase is used accurately—

" Q. Let's use it accurately ? A. Yes. It means a strike

which extends to numerous trades and occupations for some
general purposes concerning the interests of the working

class movement as a whole.

" Q. Yes ? A. We might call it a general strike without

it being absolutely universal. I suppose it would be hard to

say just how large it would be to call it general but I think

my answer is clear.

" Q. I think it is too. And in connection with manifestoes

and declarations of party principles, the Socialist party

refers to political action backed up by industrial action ; one

of the things that is carried in mind and is indicated by the

language used is the use of the general strike ; isn't it ? A.
It might be one of many things carried in mind in that par-

ticular connection.

" Q. And the manner in which you generally intend or

assume it may be made effective is to back up political action

;

isn't that true, llr. Lee ? A. Will you repeat the question ?

" Q. Head it, if you please.

"(Question repeated by the stenographer.)

"A. That is, it means the general strike?

" Q. The general strike ? A. Very frequently the general

strike is used to back up political action, not always."

" Q. But it is one of the means in which you contemplate

the use or by which you would back up political action?

A. It has been used in that way.

" Q. And it is a part of the program of the Socialist

party in the United States to utilize it for that purpose, isn't

it? A. If the circumstances should exist, which made that

necessary, I take it that it would be construed so." (Pp.

580-L)'

That the rank and file of the party membership are fuUy aware

of the futility of bringing about a revolution in the United

States, and the destruction of its institutions by means of the

ballot also is made clear by the utterances of Assemblyman-elect
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Claessens in his speech at the Park View Palace November 7th,

1919, when he said (p. 236)

:

" IsTow, thank goodness, Socialists are not only working

along political lines. If we thought for a minute it was

merely a dream on our part, a great political controversy,

until we have a majority of men elected, and then by merely

that majority, declare the revolution, if any of you smoke that

pipe dream, if that is the quality of opium you are puffing

now, give it up, give it up."

That it was the intention of these assemblymen-elect to carry

out this part of the party program and to use the political office

to which they were elected for propaganda purposes, and to

employ seats in this Assembly as a rostrum from which to appeal

to the workers, is made clear in the same speech of Mr. Claessens

as follows

:

" But we are going to the Assembly, and we will teU it

to them. There are five of us. Charley Solomon is one.

There are others, and 1 will go myself into the bargain, and

we will tell them something. But we won't waste much
time in the Assembly, comrades, talking to that bunch which

sit there with stolen property, sitting in their seats, but

we will use our position with the Assembly, and reach the

' Henry Dubs ' and speak to them, and I can assure you,

comrades, we won't sleep one night when we are in Albany,

but every night we will be speaking in Troy, Schenectady and

Amsterdam. Every where around there, arousing the workers

wherever we possibly can" (p. 238).

In adopting a program of industrial action involving the use

of the general strike, the Socialist party has stripped itself of

the mask of political action and stands revealed as a radical, revo-

lutionary, propaganda organization which seeks to bring about on

a larger scale the conditions which have been so graphically

described by the witness McKay to have resulted in the City of

Winnipeg from the same propaganda and from the employment of

the same methods and tactics advocated by this party. If the

Socialist party is a political party and seeks to achieve social

reform by parliamentary means, the program of industrial mass

action has no place in its platform or in its pronouncements. We
are told by several of the witnesses who have appeared for the
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five Assemblymen that industrial action and the general strike
were to be employed by the Socialist party only after it had achieved
the control of governmental affairs by parliamentary means and
that Its purpose would be to compel an unwilling and rebellious
bourgeois mmority to submit to the decision of the ballot box.
The pronouncements of the party with respect to industrial

action can have no such interpretation. Without exception they
indicate that the industrial action is to be the compelling instru-
ment for wresting the control of government from its present
hands and for the establishment of that class dictatorship which
they are pleased to call the cooperative commonwealth.
A clear statement of the real meaning of the political action on

the part of the Socialist party, is found in a pamphlet issued by
the Jewish Socialist Federation, a branch of the Socialist Party
of America.

I want to say a word here, with respect to the foreign lan-
guage organizations, because there is apparently a misappre-
hension ;;s to the extent to which they constitute a part of the
organization of the Socialist Party of America.

^

The Socialist Party of America, under its constitution, pro-
vides for the organization of foreign language federations. These
foreign language federations are organized for the purpose of
gathering together into Socialist groups, or into language groups,
Socialists who speak the particular language. They are organized
not only under the auspices of, but pursuant to the provisions of
the Constitution of the Socialist Party of America. The whole
system of administration of such organization is described by the

Constitution of the Socialist Party of America. Provision is

made therein for a translator- secretary, whose office is to be in the

national office of the party; now, or lately, at any rate, in the

city of Chicago.

The foreign language federation appoints the translator-secre-

tary, but his compensation comes from the party itself through

the Executive Committee, and in a dozen different ways, indi-

cated by the provisions of the Constitution that are pertinent to

the organization, in the administration, and control and opera-

tion of these foreign-language federations, the party itself exer-

cises absolute control. If the actions of the foreign-language

federations are not in conformity with, or violate some of the

principles of Socialist administration or organization, they are
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denounced and cut off from tbe main Socialist party, and there-

after, they are an outlaw organization, not permitted to partici-

pate in the deliberations of the party itself, and not given any

jrepresentation in its cotmcils.

Now, the purpose for which these foreign-language federations

^re organized is manifestly of a propaganda character. Over that

propaganda ihe party itself esercises the control which is mani-

fested through the fact that it has the translator-secretary main-

tain his office in the national headquarters of ihe party. It or-

ganizes thrae foreign-language federations for that purpose.

Literature is difiseminated by t^em. The party seeks to and does

<ibtain the circulation of this character of literature, for the pur-

pose of publishing and disseminating which the forei^-language

federation itself organized.

K"ow, manifestly, under these circumstances, the Socialist Party

of America cannot repudiate that which is done pursuant to the

provisions of the organization set up by its own constitution. It

creates and organizes these bodies for a definite purpose. They

can only accomplish their purpose by publishing and disseminat-

ing information in the form of pamphlets and periodicals printed

iind written in the language spoken by those who are the members

•of that particular language federation. On the legal priaeiples

both of the doctrines of agency, and of employer and employee,

iu view of the fact that the translator-secretary the man who

actually disseminates tlue literature among the foreign-language

membership, is but the employee of the Socialist Pai-ty of Amer-

ica it-self. I might almost say that doctrine was fortunate, but at

any rate there can be no ground upon which the party can attempt

to postulate an attempted repudiation of these phamplets, those

aiticles, that propaganda which the foreign-language federation

<loes put out under the authority that it receives from the Con-

stitution of the Socialist Party of America, and by virtue of an

organization which is in conformity to the constitution of that

party.

A clear statement of the real meaning of the political action on

the part of the Socialist Party is found in a pamphlet issued by

the Jewish Socialist Federation, a branch of the Socialist Party

of America, and is as follows:

" Consider the question, that so long as the State is an

instrument, a tool in the hands of the bourgeoisie in the fight
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against the proletariat, so long as the State is the dictatorship

of the bourgeoisie, why do the Socialists seek to send their

representatives there ? Where do Socialists fit into the State ?

What can. they do there ?

" Socialists seek to enter into the govemment for two
reasons; First, to be nearer to the doors of the chambers,

wheiie dictatorship sits, and second, to hinder the dictatorial

work in any way possible. The first reason is the most im-

portan.t. Sitting in Parliament or in Congress, being inside

of the government counsels, affords Socialists an opportunity"

to- find out the plans, the strategy of the State. And knowing-

this they can carry out their propaganda the better. Social-

ists seek to be elected into the govemment principally foi-

the sake of propaganda."

It is unnecessary to carry the discussion at this point any fui

ther with reference to the attitude of the party toward strikes of

every nature and description which it admittedly and invariably

supports and encourages, an attitude reflected in the statement

made by Claessens with regard to the Winnipeg strike where he-

had been (testimony not denied by him, p. 975), and by the occur-

rence testified to by Inspector McElroy and Lieutenant Ahlers

of the 'Sew York police force with regard to the conduct of

Solomon during the car strike in the summer of 1919 (p. 727).

In short there is complete and satisfactory evidence in the

record that in the contemplation of the Socialist Party of America

the success of its movement to substitute for the government and

institutions of the United States a Soviet form of govemment with

harmonious institutions, can only be accomplished by political

action and industrial action, which must be employed as the two

strong arms of a wrestler to pull down the stmcture of our gov-

ernment which has been built and maintained through the in-

spiration, the toil and the blood- of countless loyal citizens of this

republic.

iSTow, I come to the third part of the discussion.

The Chairman.— How long a recess do you want ?

Mr. Conboy.— Oh, 15 minutes will be enough.

(Whereupon at 3 :45 p. ji. a recess was taken until 4 o'clock.)
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AFTER EECESS, 4:10 P. M.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

Mr. Conboy.— Before the intermission, Mr. Chairman and

gentlemen, I had referred to, among other incidents, the presence

of Mr. Claessens at Winnipeg. Some suggestion has been made

that in this connection the testimony does not bear out the asser-

tions. On page 975 of the record in the report which was received

in evidence, made by Mr. M. J. Driscoll, of a speech made by
Claessens at an open-air meeting at East Broadway and Jefferson

street, he is reported to have made the following statements:

" But as I told the firemen in my district, they cannot

expect to get anything unless they organize. I mean indus-

trially and politically ; and I can see the day when the work-

ing people will do that. I have come, a few day ago, from

Winnipeg ; and I can see the only hope for the workingman

is political and industrial organization."

That testimony has not been denied.

The third element in bringing about the revolution in this

country, advocated sometimes directly, sometimes by insinuation

and suggestion, is that of violence. The Socialist Party of Amer-

ica, while professing to utilize political action, constantly denies

that existing evils or defects may be remedied by such action and

insists that such political action must be supplemented by vio-

lence, which it advocates, sometimes directly, and at other times

by insinuation and suggestion.

In the national convention of the Socialfst Party for the year

1908, Victor L. Berger, now under sentence of imprisonment for

violation of the Espionage Act, and one of the members at present

of the national executive committee, uttered the following words:

" Comrade Chairman and Comrades : There is a growing

tendency not only in this country, but in other countries to

deprecate political action. That tendency you can see in

Italy and France, even in Germany to some extent, although

less there than anywhere else, and in this country. The

Syndicalists in Italy fight political action. They call them-

selves Socialists and are members of the Socialist Party.

There is a strong element or was at least in this country

doing the same thing, and I have heard it pleaded many a
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time right in our own meetings by speakers that come to our
meetings, that the only salvation for the proletariat of Amer-
ica is direct action ; that the ballot box is simply a humbug.
I^ow I don't doubt that in the last analysis we must shoot

and when it comes to shooting Wisconsin will be there. We
always make good" (p. 1455-6).

This declaration was explained by Mr. Hillquit as being a

prophecy, not a progi-am (p. 1457), but in the following year

under date of July 31, li909, the same Victor L. Berger in the

Social Democrat Herald unmistakably proved that he was in

favor of the same thing as the program, for this is his language:

" !N"o one will claim that I am given to the reciting of
' revolutionary ' phrases. On the contrary, I am known to

be a ' constructive ' Socialist.

" However, in view of the plutocratic lawmaking of the

present day it is easy to predict that the safety and hope of

this country will finally lie in one direction only— that

of a violent and bloody revolution.

" Therefore, I say, each of the 500,000 Socialist voters

and of the 2,000,000 working men who instinctively incline

our way, should besides doing much reading and still more
thinking, also have a good rifle and the necessary rounds of

ammunition in his home and be prepared to back up his

ballot with his bullets if necessary" (p. 1-459).

On January 12, 1919, at a meeting in the city of Milwaukee

presided over by the Socialist Mayor of the city at which other

prominent Socialists were present, including one of the counsel

for the five assemblymen, William Bross Lloyd, who had then

been recently the Socialist Party candidate for United States

Senator from the State of Illinois, made a speech in which he

employed the following language:

" We know that the readier we are to fight, the bigger

army we have got, the bigger navy, the more ammunition,

the less chance there is for us to have to fight. So what we
want is revolutionary preparedness. We want to organize, so

if you want to put a piece of propaganda in the hands of

everyody in Milwaukee, you can do it in three or four hours.

If you want every Socialist in Milwaukee at a certain place,
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at a certain time, with a rifle in his hand, or a bad egg, he

will be there. We want a mobilization plan and an organi-

zation for the revolution. We want to get rifles, machine guns,

field artillery ajid the ammunition for it. Yoni want to get

dynamite. You want to teE off the men for the revolution

when it starts here. You want to tell off the men who are to

take the dynamite to the armory doors and blow them in,

and capture the guns and ammunition there so that the capi-

talists won't have any. You want to tell off the men to dyna-

mite the doors of the banks to get the money to finance the

revolution. You want to have all this ready, because the

capitalist propaganda of unpreparedness teaches that if you

have it ready, you won't need it, and you won't because

if you have that sort of an organization when you get

a political victory, and you can get it, the other side will

lay down. If they don't you go take their laws, their police

and their military and use it against them. Let's see how
they will like that. It is bourgeoise to conspire to commit

treason or every crime under the sun. A Bolshevik is a

man that don't care whether school keeps or not, so long as

the revolution goes on" (p. 1623).

These remarks were characterized as " witty " by one of the

Socialist counsel (p. 1623).

The public utterances of three of these five Assemblymen are

of the same character.

In September, 1919, at the Chicago convention, Mr. Waldman
made the following statement upon the floor of the convention

:

" If I knew we could sway the boys when they get gims to

use them against the capitalist class I would be for universal

military training " (p. 927).

This also was characterized as a "joke " (p. 1866).

The speech made by Claessens on November 7, 1919, at Pai'k

View Palace, on the occasion of the celebration of the second

anniversary of the Russian Soviet Republic was plainly intended

in every line, to demonstrate to his auditors' that they could not

expect any remedy or relief from existing causes of complaint

against the administration of the election laws, or for that matter,

the administration of any law, through the orderly processes of

law, but only by violence. He asserted that the great mass of the
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American people were brutal, bestial and inferior to tbe Russian
comrades of tbe Socialists; that bis auditors bad no chance in

court with the representative of a ci'ook sitting on the bench (p.

234) ; that tbe courts were elected by illegal practices and that

judges held their seats by fraud. " If they are not thieves a great

many of them are receivers of stolen goods, and you can imagine
— you can imagine how much justice you can get from this

bunch " (p. 235). There is no American Republic, he declared, it

is merely one huge institution based upon fraud (p. 236), and the

members of tbe Assembly steal their seats and sit there with

stolen property (p. 238). He summed up his entire argument his

iirraignment of the American people, the judiciary and this body

with the concluding statement that what he had related was " But

ano>ther reason and argument that proves the necessity of not

merely a political victory but a Social Revolution " (p. 238).

It is utterly impossible to attribute any other meaning to the

language employed by Oneal at tbe meeting held on the same

evening November 7, 1919, at the Brownsville Labor Lyceum in

Brooklyn presided over by Solomon (at which Waldman also was

one of the speakers) but that it was an appeal to violence, and a

declaration that the revolution could not be accomplished except by

the employment of violence (see page 64 of preliminary brief with

quotations from pertinent parts of the record)

.

l^ot all of the members of the Party and its leaders advocate

violence as openly and as frankly as the authors of some of the

declarations which we have just considered. The utterances of

others as in the case of the Claessens speech of JSTovember 7, 1919,

contain propaganda of aaother kind skrewdly calculated to create

hatred of, resentment against, contempt for, and resistance to the

government, its laws and the administration thereof, and a desire

to overthrow and destroy our institutions.

This is an essential part of the revolutionary program and

tactics of the party. It is unfortunate for the contention repeated

and reiterated throughout the defense of these five men, that the

revolution which they advocate is to be accomplished peacefully;

that their unanimous choice for President is continually inciting

his hearers to a violent destruction of our government, as are they

themselves by their own speeches doing.

Messrs. Hillquit, Lee, Branstetter, Waldman, Solomon,

Claessens, and every other witness interrogated on the point,

declared themselves unqualifiedly in favor of Debs as the candi-

date of the Socialist Party for President in 1920, because they say
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he is tke embodiment of the principles of the party and represents

in his actions and utterances their own sentiments toward the gov-

ernment and the laws of this nation. In Chicago at the convention

held in September, 1919, the party put itself on record as favoring

his nomination as the presidential candidate in 1920.

And in that connection it is interesting to lUOte that this man
who is the choice of the Socialist Party for President in 1920

is recognized as the leader of and exponent of that group of Soci-

alists in the United States whose ideas are most in conformity

with the character of the representation included in the fest Con-

gress of the Communist Internationale. The proclamation call-

ing that first Congress, which will be found at page 458 of Exhibit

85, declares " That we propose that in the Congress should par-

ticipate representatives of the following parties, groups and move-

ments which have the right to full membership in the Third Inter-

nationale." And the 33rd group referred to therein is described

in this language: " The left elements of the Socialist Party of

America, especially that group which is represented by Debs and

the Socialist Propaganda Association."

It is therefore pertinent and important to study the acts and

attitude of Debs in order to see the purpose and attitude of the

Socialist Party and these members of it who are now before the

Assembly for examination as to their fitness to legislate for the

people of the State of ISTew York.

On June 16th, 1918, in the City of Canton, Ohio, Debs made a

speech condemning the government in its prosecution of

the war and extolling as martyrs those who had been

convicted of wilful violation of the laws of the United

States in obstructing the government during the war. He was

indicted and convicted under the Espionage Act because of that

speech; and counts three and four of the indictment on which he

was convicted charged him with having caused and attempted to

cause and incited and attempted to incite insubordination, dis-

loyalty, mutiny and refusal of duty in the military and naval

forces of the United States and with o'bstructing and attempting

to obstruct the recruiting and enlistment service of the United

States. (Debs record, pp. 29 and 40).

The speech constituted the closing event of a convention of

the Ohio State Socialist Party. It was delivered from a platform

on which no American flag was displayed and in the audience

were young men of draft age in large number. It was delivered
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at the very heiglit of the great German offense which 'began March
21, 1918. The day before the drive began the German kaiser

declared " The prize of victory must not and vnll not fail us—
DO soft peace but one corresponding to Germany's interest."

Paris was under bombardment by a new gun of greater range

than any previous gun had possessed. The losses sustained by the

allies were appalling. The Germans were once more at the Mame
and within forty miles of Paris. In their colossal offensive they

had taken many prisoners, much territory and enormous booty

and were aflame with the ardor of victories which had brought

them nearer and nearer to their coveted prey. They were eager

for the final spring and believed that the doom of the allied cause

had been sealed. The world was gripped with an awful fear. In

America a great wave of dread foreboding swept over the public

mind. Our armies were being rushed across the sea hundreds

of thousands a month, ten thousand a day and the question was
whether they had arrived too late. In one intensive movement
America was calling upon her men and her resources for a supreme

effort to save the allied cause. If we failed, the world would be at

the feet of an imperious military master enthroned at Berlin

with his satraps in all the capitals.

Just then Debs, representing the party which had issued that

most treasonable document, the St. Louis war proclamation and

platform, was putting into effect at Canton the teachings of that

platform and the precepts of that party.

At a short distance from the place where Debs spoke was the

Canton City Workhouse in which were confined Alfred Wagen-

knecht, Charles Baker and Charles E. Ruthenberg, three men who

at a Socialist meeting in the City of Cleveland had delivered

speeches against the war and the draft which had caused their

conviction for counselling and abetting a violation of the Draft

Law, a conviction which was later upheld by the Supreme Court

of the United S^tates.

Immediately preceding his address Debs had visited these men

in the workhouse. He opened his speech with the statement that

he was speaking to and for the working classes and then referred

to his visit to the- workhouse in the following words (p. 194, Debs

record)

:

" I have just returned from a visit over yonder (pointing

to the workhouse) where three, three of our most loyal

comrades are paying the penalty for their devotion to the
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cause of the workiiig class. They have come to realize, as

many of us have, that it is extremely dangerous to exercise

the constitutional right of free, speech in a country fighting

to make democracy safe in the world."

A minute ox so later he added (Debs Eec, pp. 194-95)

:

" They are simply paying the penalty that all men have

paid in all ages of history for standing erect and for see-

ing to pave the way to better conditions for mankind.
" If it had not been for the men and women who in the

past have had the moral courage to go to jail we would still

be in the jungle."

Then followed the general reference to the Socialist movement,

its situation and opportunities, beginning with the sentence,

" There is but one thing that you have to be concerned about and

that is that you keep foursquare with the principles of the inter-

national Socialist movement." (Debs Record, p. 195). The

course which he advocated for the members of the working classes

in the war between them and what he called the exploiting classes

may be illustrated by the following passage which again ra-

cluded a reference to Baker, Wagenknecht, and Ruthenberg (Debs

Record, p. 196)

:

" It is true that these are anxious, trying days for us all—
testing days foi'< the women and men who are upholding the

banner of the working class in the struggle of the working

class of all the world against the exploiters of all the world;

a time in which the weak and cowardly will falter and fail

and desert. They lack the fiber to endure the revolutionary

test; they fall away, they disappear, as if they had never

been. On the other hand, they who are animated with the

unconquerable spirit of the social revolution, tliey who have

the moral coiirage to stand erect and assert their convictions

;

stand by them, fight for them, go to jail or to hell for them,

if need be, and— they are writing their names, in this cru-

cial hour— they are writing their names in fadeless letters

in the history of mankind.
" Those boys over yonder— those comrades of ours — and

how I love them— aye, they are any yomiger brothers ; their

very names throb in my heart, and thrill in my veins, and

surge in my soul. I am proud of them ; they are there for us

;
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and we are here for them. Their lips, though temporarily

mute, are more eloquent than ever before; and' their voice,

thoug-h silent, is heard around the w^orld."

Then, followed (Debs Record, 196-203), a picture of the con-

trast between the patriotism of militarists, junkers, and other

types of those so-called " exploiters " and the patriotism of the

Socialist working class leaders. Persons named as illustra-

tions of the one group were Theodore Roosevelt, the German
Kaiser, various governmental bodies, Wall Street junkers, and of

the other group, Kate Richards O'Hare, Scott Nearing, and

others. The reference to Kate Richards O'Hare (Debs Record,

pp. 200-01) was as follows:

" Let me review another bit of history in connection with

this case. I have known Kate Richards O'Hare intimately

for twenty years. I know her record by heart. Personally,

I know her as if she were my own younger sister. All who
know her know she is a woman of aibsolute integrity. And
they know, too, that she is a woman of courage, and they

know that she is a woman of unimpeachable loyalty to the

Socialist movement. "When she went out into Dakota and

made her speech, followed by plain-clothes men in the service

of the {government intent upon encompassing her arrest and

her persecution and her conviction— when she was out there,

it was with the knowledge that sooner or later they would

accomplish their purpose. She made a certain speech, and

that speech was deliberately misrepresented for the purpose of

securing her conviction. The only testimony against her was

that of a hired witness. And when thirty farmers, men and

women who were in Bismarck to testify in her favor, to

swear that she had never used the language she was charged

with having used, the Judge refused to allow them to go upon

the stand. This would seem incredible to me, if I had not

had some experience of my own with a Federal Court."

The statement of Debs in his Canton speech as to the convic-

tion of Kate Richards O'Hare is a characteristic utterance of this

Socialist leader and is a notable instance of the method and tac-

tics of the Socialist propaganda in arousing hatred toward the

government of the United States by false assertions to the effect

81
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that all government agencies are banded together for the persecu-

tion and oppression of the working classes and that there is no

such thing as honesty and justice in the United States, and that

nothing can be gained by reform in our present system of gov-

ernment, but that the whole thing must be overthrown by a revolu-

tion in which the capitalist class and the government itself, which

is the instrument of the capitalist class, shall go down together.

He said in that speech that Kate Richai-ds O'Hare was convicted

for words that she didn't utter, the speech being deliberately mis-

represented for the purpose of securing her conviction and that

the only testimony against her was that of a " hired " witness

and that when thirty farmers— men and women who were in

Bismarck to testify in her favor, to swear that she never used the

language, the Judge refused to allow them to go upon the stand.

We have the Kate Richards O'Hare record in evidence, Exhibit

112, from which it appears that iMrs. O'Hare, who was chairman

of the Committee on War and Militarism in the Convention of

April, 1917, was indicted and tried at Bismarck, North Dakota,

for uttering certain language in a public speech at Bowman,

North Dakota, which had as its purpose the discouraging of

enlistment and obstructing the prosecution of the war by our

government. She was charged with saying in substance that

" any person who enlisted in the Army of the United States for

service in France would be used for fertilizer and that is all that

he was good for, and that the women of the United States were

nothing more or less than brood sows to raise children to get into

the army and be made into fertilizer." (See p. 2 of O'Hare

record)

.

Instead of being convicted upon the testimony of a single wit-

ness, some hired informer— she was on the contrary convicted on

the testimony of five or six witnesses who heard her speech, These

witnesses were farmers—residents of the locality—and a physician

and instead of being denied the right of having anyone swear in

her own behalf as Debs had stated, the defendant herself and eight

other witnesses were heard who testified that they listened to that

speech and she did not use the words complained of. She was

convicted by a jury and her conviction was affirmed upon appeal.

Debs, however, pictured to that crowd on that June day a

situation which was naturally calculated to impress his hearers

with the belief that the government of the United States was a

monstrous engine of oppression and that its courts were tyrannical
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and- horrible .engines of despotic tyranny. He lauded tke three

young men who were in the penitentiary within sight of the

meeting as martyrs to the cause of the working class. They had
been convicted for aiding and abetting disobedience to the law

governing registration of young men of military age.

Debs' conviction was affirmed unanimously by the Supreme
Court of the United States, March 10, 1919. (Debs vs. United

States, 249 U. S. p. 211.) The conviction of Ruthenberg was also

affirmed by the United States Supreme Court (:245 U. S. 480).

The attention of the Committee is earnestly invited to the

opinion of the Supreme Court in the Debs case, and particularly

because of the reference in it to the anti-war proclamation and

program of the Socialist Party adopted in St. Louis in April,

1917. That historic document was introduced in evidence in

the Debs case because Debs had expressed his approval of it to

witnesses who were called on the Debs trial. It was received

a-s proof of Debs' attitude of disloyalty toward the government and

his disloyal intent and purpose in delivering the speech at Canton
in June, 1918, for which he was convicted. In respect to the

anti-war proclamation aforesaid, the Supreme Court says at

pages 215 and 216 of the report which will be found in Volume
249:

" There was introduced also an 'Anti-war proclamation

and program' adopted at St. Louis in April, 1917, coupled

with testimony that about an hour before his speech the

defendant had stated that he approved of that platform in

spirit and in substance. The defendant referred to it in his

address to the jury, seemingly with satisfaction and willing-

ness that it should be considered in evidence. But his coun-

sel objected and has argued against its admissibility, at some

length. This document contained the usual suggestion that

capitalism was the cause of the war and that our entrance

into it 'was instigated by the predatory capitalists in the

United States.' It alleged that the war of the United States

against Germany could not ' be justified even on the plea of

American honor.' It said: 'We brand the declaration of

war by our government as a crime against the people of the

United States and against the nations of the world. In all

modem history there has been no war more unjustifiable

than the war in which Ave are about to engage.' Its first

recommendation was, ' continuous, active and public opposi-



2176

tion to the war, through demonstrations, mass petitions, and

all other means within our power.' Evidence that the defend-

ant accepted this view and this declaration of his duties at

the time that he made his speech is evidence that if in that

speech he used words tending to obstruct the recruiting serv-

ice he meant that they should have that effect. The prin-

ciple is too well established and too manifestly good sense

to need citation of the books. We should add that the jury

were most carefully instructed that they could not find the

defendant guilty for advocacy of any of his opinions unless

the words used had as their natural tendency and reason-

ably probable effect to obstruct the recruiting service, etc.,

and unless the defendant had the specific intent to do so in

his mind."

At his trial, Debs addressed the jury and among other things,

said :
" I have been accused of obstructing the war. I admit it.

Gentlemen, I abhor war. I would oppose the war if I stood alone."

With respect to his coupling an abhorrence of war in general

with his statement of obstructing the war in which we were en-

gaged, the Supreme Court says at pages 214 and 215 (and this

remark is applicable to much of the testimony of the witnesses

upon this proceeding who attempt to justify their statements

with reference to the war on the ground that they are opposed in

principle to all kinds of wars) :

" The statement was not necessary to warrant the jury

in finding that one purpose of the speech, whether incidental

or not, does not matter, was to oppose not only war in gen-

eral but this war, and that the opposition was so expressed

that its natural and intended effect would be to obstruct

recruiting. If that was intended, and if, in all the circum-

stances, that would be its probable effect, it would not be

protected by reason of its being part of a general program

and expressions of a general and conscientious belief."

We will not take further time with Debs, although the atten-

tion of the Committee might profitably be given to 'the address

delivered by him March 12, 1919, at a Socialist rally at Cleve-

land quoted at page 427 of the present record in which you will re-

member he says : "With every drop of blood in my veins, I despise

their laws and I defy them," and in which he said : " I am going
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to speak to you as a Socialist, as a revolutionist and as a Bolshe-

vist, if you please."

I think at this point I might make some allusion to the

testimony with respect to the attitude of the party on the

question of conscientious objection. You will remember that,

with Mr. Hillquit upon the stand, the statement was made that

Socialists were not pacifists. All the declarations of the party

itself would indicate that in the class struggle, which they declare

is the only struggle in which they should be interested, arms
might be taken up. That is not a declaration consonant with, or

in conformity to, the attitude of a pacifist; but in this war they

did attempt to make a claim that, by virtue of membership in

the Socialist party of America, they came under the category of

conscientious objectors. You will remember, gentlemen, the

exemption blank prepared, in which the claim was set forth that

" the Socialist party of America was an organization or sect "

—

the words of the Selective Service Act itself are " religious sect

or organization "—" well-recognized on the 18th day of May,
1917 "— the day on which the Selective Service Act became law—" whose creed forbade its members from participating in war."

Mr. Hillquit denied that any such exemption blank was author-

ized as an official act of the Socialist party of America. The fact

remains that the record shows that one thousand of these blanks

were printed and that the biU for them was rendered to the Social-

ist party of America at its national office. The record does not

show who prepared them, who ordered them nor whether the bill

itseK was ever paid by the Socialist party of America. There is

correspondence between Mr. Kruse, and, I think, Mr. Trachten-

berg on the subject of the preparation of a form which could be

utilized, or a compilation of utterances of the party, which

might form the basis of a claim that the party itself was an

organization whose creed forbade its members from participating

in war.

Whether that is or is not sufficient for this Committee to make

a determination upon in this respect is a question and upon it I

do not believe that I am called to express any opinion. It is

significant, however, that in the case of one of these Socialist

Assemblymen, Waldman, a claim for conscientious objection was

made by him on the occasion when he was required to attend

before his local board for the purpose of submitting to physical

examination, and in that respect I may state for the information

of the members of the Committee, many of whom are probably



2178

familiar with the practice as it then obtained, that under the first

draft the local board sent notice to the registrants to attend before

the board for the purpose of being physically examined to ascer-

tain whether they were physically qualified to render military

service. At the time the inquiry was also put to them whether

they had any grounds for exemption to the draft and they there

and then stated grounds for such exemption. That was the prac-

tice prescribed by the old rules and regulations drawn up after the

adoption of the Selective Service Act and which were subsequently

superseded by the Selective Service regulations which went into

effect on the 15th of November, 1917. Now, the act itself per-

mitted those only to be classified as conscientious objectors who
belonged, as I have said, to a religious organization or sect, recog-

nized as such on the 18th day of May, 1917, with a creed or

set of principles then in existence, under the provisions of which

members thereof were forbidden to participate in war. You will

recall Mr. Waldman, although he admitted making claim for

exemption, was unable to inform the Committee what the nature

of the grounds were upon which he based that claim. I think'

that with the evidence before you, and I presume you will take

judicial notice of the statute of the United States upon the sub-

ject, you must conclude that some statement was madte of his rea-

sons for making such claim of conscientious objection at that

time, and that claim must have been phrased in the language of the

Act— and fortified by such evidence as would be required to sat-

isfy the statutory requirements. Inasmuch as he did not belong to

any religious sect or organization having a set of well recognized

principles and creed on the 18th day of May, 1917, upon which he

could claim he was a conscientious objector, it seems to me that the

inference is almost irresistible that he, in harmony with those who

were to participate in the use of the one thousand blanks that had

been prepared and supplied to the National Committee in Chicago

and in accordance with the intent to formulate a statement of the

pronouncements of the party which would be made the basis of a

claim of this character, bas^d his claim upon these grounds.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I can teU you this, Mr. Conboy:

that can be obtained from the Adjutant-General's office.

Mr. Conboy.— Unfortunately, that cannot be obtained for

the reason that all records were sent to Washington and

are now under jurisdiction of the Adjutant-General of the Army,



2179

and the Secretary of War has ruled that the contents of the draft

record of each individual who is registered under the draft are

inviolate and that the contents thereof will not be divulged. We
must, therefore, draw our inferences from the nature of the act

itself, and I think that the inference I have attempted to draw is

the only reasonable inference.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— The Secretary of War has issued an

order for the publication of the names of all men who evaded the

draft.

Mr. Conboy.— Yes.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— That is what I am after.

Mr. Conboy.— The position taken by Debs is the position of the

party. The acceptance of the program promulgated by Lenine and

Trotzky through the instrumentality of the Third Internationale

at Moscow is a program of force and violence. It is this program

that the Assemblyman-elect Louis Waldman in his speech of

N^ovember 7, 1919, unqualifiedly supports and approves. I

have already emphasized that the document known as the Mani-

festo of the Moscow International exhorts the proletariat of all

lands including the United States of America to diisai'm the bour-

geoisie at the proper time and arm the laborer. This is no peace-

ful revolution, but means force and violence.

We have been told by the witnesses for the five Assemblymen
that in the Socialist conception revolution is a peaceful process

like the turning of a well-oiled wheel. They admit, however, that

it is necessarily accompanied by the unfortunate corollary of

violence.

The words of James Oneal, which will be found in the record,

contained in the speech made by him at the Brownsville Labor

Lyceum, on November 7th, 1919, so heartily approved by Assem-

blyman Solomon, are as follows

:

" But, they say, that there has been violence in Kussia.

Some violence in a revolution ! Just imagine ! Do they think

a revolution is a pink tea party, for men and women to

gather around the table and say, ' Now, let us have a revolu-

tion. Have a drink with me. Let us have a drink. Let us

drink to the success of the revolution." — and then you go

out and slap a Bolsheviki on the wrist, and say, ' Please de-

part; we want a little revolution! (Laugbter.) Is that the

way you have a revolution ?
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" Every tremendous appeal in the world's history that has

brought about new institutions, every great revolution, the

French Revolution, the American Revolution, the Russian

Revolution— all such revolutions have been accompanied

with more or less violence, and it is impossible to dispense

with it * * *" (pp. 413-14).

Lenine himself has made no secret of the fact that in his judg-

ment the social revolution is to be accomplished by violence and

points to the Russia of 1917-1918, not only as an illustration of

the manner in which it must be accomplished but also as proof

that the fulfilment of the Marxian theory itself, the ending of the

class struggle can be brought about in no other way. This is not

the view of an unbalanced and irresponsible firebrand, for Mr.

Hillquit himself informs us that he " can testify particularly as

far as Lenine is concerned, that he is a very sober and very moder-

are thinker and social worker, and by no means the irresponsible

firebrand he is represented to be by the non-Socialists and the

press" (p. 1467).

Lenine in his " Soviets at Work," as printed and issued by the

Rand School of Social Science, declares that "every great revo-

lution and especially a Socialist revolution even if there were no

external war is inconceivable without an internal war with thous-

ands and millions of cases of wavering and of desertion from one

side to the other and with a state of the greatest uncertainty, in-

stability and chaos" (pp. 1468-69).

It is impossible within the reasonable limits of this discussion

to refer to all the places in the record where this thought is re-

peated. They can all be summed up in the following from the

publication on Bolshevism by the Jewish Socialist Federation of

New York, one of the organizations, as I have heretofore explained,

created and maintained under the provisions of the constitution of

the Socialist Party of America for the purpose of spreading the

propaganda of the party among those members who are not ac-

quainted with the English tongue, but must be instructed in Yid-

dish, an organization that having been created for this purpose

cannot be repudiated and disavowed by those who initiated its

activities in order that they might profit by them.

" Revolution is war, civil war, one class wars on the

other for power, and as surely as the war cannot be conducted

on sound democratic maxims, neither can a revolution be
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conducted in a democratic manner. And the revolution in

Kussia has not ended yet.

" The class stmggle in time of revolution, says Lenine, has

always assumed the inevitable form of a civil war, and
a civil war is unthinkable without destruction, without terror

and without the elimimation of democracy. One would have
to be a sickly sentimentalist not to understand or comprehend
this" (p. 217).

It is necessary to look into the propaganda carried on by the

Socialist party of America in languages other than English to

find the real sentiments of the party frankly expressed, in refresh-

ing contrast to the evasive and hypocritical sentiments expressed

on the witness stand in this proceeding by the Assemblymen-elect

and their chief witnesses, whose transparent purpose was to throw

the dust of political and parliamentary and inoffensive acts into

the eyes of this committee and the correspondents of the news-

papers represented in this Chamber.

With respect to the book from which the foregoing quotation

'was taken, we call attention to the fact that counsel for the

Assemblymen succeeded in creating the impression that this vol-

ume was but a statement of the various contentions in support

of and against the dictatorship of the proletariat. Thereafter

a translation of the entire book was made and introduced in evi-

dence, from which it appears beyond all question that the argu-

ment against the program was stated only in order that it might

be answered and refuted and that the volume itself is devoted in

its entirety to an argument in support of a dictatorship of the

proletariat to be accomplished by means of a violent revolution.

Stress has been laid in defense of the Socialist position that

the party has recently purged itself of all elements advocating

violence. It presents itself before this Assembly as a mild man-

nered party seeking political reform, advocating humanitarian

principles and practices, abhorrent of the idea that it should be

identified and confused with the Communist party of America.

The public has come to understand the purposes, the objects and

method of the Communist party through the prosecution and con-

viction and deportation of its members. The Socialist party of

America, masquerading as a right wing of the Socialist move-

ment, has won the confidence, support and sympathy of some

learned and distinguished advocates.
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At this point it is necessary to remind the Committee that

Morris Hillquit stated in an open letter published in the I^ew

York Call on September 22, 1919, as follows (p. 350) :

" The split in the ranks of American Socialists raises an

interesting question of policy. What shall be the attitude of

the Socialist party toward the newly formed Oonmiunist

organization ?

"Any attempted solution of the problem must take into

account the following fundamental facts:

" First : The division was not created arbitrarily and

deliberately by the recent convention in Chicago. It had

become an accomplished and irrevocable fact many months

ago and the Chicago gatherings did nothing more than recog-

nize the fact and give the divergent movements concrete form

and expression.

" Second : The division was not brought about by the

differences on vital questions of principle. It arose over

disputes on methods and policy and even within that limited

sphere it was largely one of eftiphasis .rather than funda-

mentals. The division within the ranks of American Social-

ism is an echo but by no means a reproduction of the Social-

ist movement in Europe.
" Third : The separation of the Socialist party into three

organizations need not necessarily mean weakening of the

Socialists even though in a moment of destructive enthusiasm

they have chosen to discard the name which stands for so

much in the history of the modern world. They are wrong

in their estimate of American conditions, their theoretical

conclusions and practical methods, but they have not deserted

to the enemy. The bulk of their following is still good

Socialist material, and when the hour of the real Socialist

fight strikes in this country, we will find them again in our

ranks." (P. 350-51.)

In a speech in the Brownsville Labor Lyceum, reported in the

itTew York Call of September 22, 1919, Claessens made the fol-

lowing statements regarding the Socialist Party and the Com-

munists :

" There is little real difference between the Socialist Party

and the Communists. We want to get to the same place,

but we are traveling different roads. The reason that they
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are being raided and we unmolested is not because we are

considered more conservative, but because we are more power-

ful than those little groups." (P. 1141.)

The oneness of purpose, the unity of design between the Com-
munist elements and the Socialist party could not be more clearly

demonstrated than by the letter addressed to all Socialist locals by

Walter M. Cook, acting on behalf of the State Executive Com-
mittee of the Socialist Party in this State, and which is unchal-

lenged and unexplained by the Assemblymen-elect, or their coun-

sel. This letter is as follows (p. 811) :

" New York State Committee, Socialist Party, Eoom 311,

Dolan Building, 467 Broadway, Albany, IS". Y.," at the top,

" Wialter M. Cook, Secretary," and on the left-hand side,

" Eochester Communist." Dated September 29, 1919.
" To all Socialist Party Locals, State of New york

:

" Dear Comrades.— It has come to the attention of tEe

State Executive Committee that a situation has developed in

various sections of the State wherein members of the Com-
munist labor parties, have been nominated for public oiEce on

the Socialist Party ticket.

" '.t is imperative that the working class shall stand as

a uuit in its struggle against the capitalistic class.

" You are urged to go forward with your campaign just a.

vigorously as ever regardless of the makeup of the ticket at

the present moment. Whatever the personnel of the ticket

may be, you will be voting for the Working Class and Social-

ism. Let us prove our devotion to the slogan, ' Workers of

the World Unite ! You have nothing to lose but your chains.

You have a world to gain! Forget the personalities and

wage the strongest campaign we have ever yet put up.'

" Yours for Socialism,

" State Executive Committee, Socialist Party,

" Walter M. Cook, Secretary."

This letter shows clearly that the Socialist Party is willing to

overlook slight differences of opinion with its proletarian com-

rades, but stands ready to cooperate with and work for all ele-

ments which have as their objective the destruction of our form

of government and the seizure of the power by the propertyless
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class. Violence and force are to be utilized whenever expedient

;

the passions of audiences are to be inflamed, their cupidity and

envy stirred and every means lawful and unlawful, honest and

dishonest, known to unprincipled men, every method that human

ingenuity can devise offering prospect of success is to be utilized

and is within the contemplation of the Socialist Party of America

in accomplishing the destruction of our government and the estab-

lishment of the International Socialist revolution.

It is unnecessary to dwell at length in this statement

on the fact that the political action of the party is responsive only

to the dues-paying meraibership and that those who are elected

to office are bound to follow the dictates of such membership and

their compliance is compelled by drastic and comprehensive pro-

visions in the constitution of the party.

The pertinent provisions in the party constitutions have been

comprehensively considered and discussed in the preliminary

brief already furnished to the members of the committee.

Since that brief was written, Mr. Branstetter, the l!fational

Executive Secretary of the Party, has testified that sections 1 and

2 of Article 8 of the State Constitution, printed at page 1076 of

the printed record, is still a recognized principle of the Socialist

Party, those sections being as follows:

"Section 1. All candidates for public office or appointees

for public office selected by the dues-paying membership of

the Socialist Party of the State of New York or any of its

subdivisions shall sign the following resignation blank before

nomination is made official, or appointment is made final.

" Form of resignation. Section 2. Recognizing the Social-

ist Party as a purely democratic organization in which the

source and seat of all powers lie in the dues-paying member-

ship, as an elected (or appointed) official of the party it

shall be my duty to ascertain and abide by the wish of the

majority of the dues-paying members of my local or political

subdivision." (P. 1546.)

Though an effort has been made to create impressions that such

resignations are not required to be signed and have become obso-

lete a communication over the signature of the executive secretary

of the national organization dated August 25, 1916, indicates

that the requirement for the execution of a resignation blank had

certainly not become obsolete at that time even under the practice
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of the Party nationally. The pertinent portion of the letter is

as follows:

" Candidates of the Socialist Party for public office are

supposed to sign resignation blanks so that they may be

recalled for cause. We maintain that in having such con-

trol over our candidates they will adhere more strictly to

the progi'am of the Party and render more efficient service

to society." (P. 1939.)

It must not be forgotten that the state constitution contains

another affirmation of the same principle that a public officer

belonging to the Socialist Party must obey in his official acts the

instructions of the dues-paying members in the following language

providing that a member may be expelled

:

"Por failing or refusing when elected to a public office or

while acting as a delegate to an official party convention to

abide and carry out such instructions as he may have received

from the dues-paying party organization or as prescribed by
the state or national constitution." (P. 155.)

Be it remembered also that it has been declared under oath

by several Socialist witnesses that it is the intention of the party

to revise its constitution from time to time in order to keep

it up to date. The State Constitution containing these provisions

has been revised every two years since 1900, the last revision

being in 1918.

It is of not so much importance whether written resignations

are actually signed or not, the vicious and unlawful thing is the

agreement on the part of the elected or appointed official to obey

in his official action the dictates of the dues-paying members of

his organization. Such an agreement violates the essential prin-

ciple of lawful, official conduct which calls upon the citizen who

occupies an official position to discharge the duties of his office

according to his own best judgment. That is the form of the

oath itself which is taken by public officers under the constitution

of this State. A person elected to this Chamber is required to

declare under oath before he assumes his office as a member of

Assembly that " I will faithfully discharge the duties of the office

of Assemblyman according to the best of my ability." This oath

cannot be carried out if the member subordinates his judgment on

pending mieasures to lihe dictates of an extra-legal junta, commit-
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tee, or organization, irresponsible to the law. To make such an
agreement has been held in people vs. Squires, 20 Abbott's New
Cases, p. 3'68, to be a criminal conspiracy.

Under these provisions of the Socialist party constitution these

five Assemblymen present themselves at the door of this chamber
not as the representatives of the thousands of voters who cast

their ballots for their election, but as proxies for a small group
of dues-paying members in no case exceeding 600 in number,
many of whom are aliens, some of whom are minors, all of

whom are disloyal.

It is no defense to the disqualifying nature of this agreemeat

to say that in previous terms some of the Socialist Assemblymen
have not been ordered to vote in a way contrary to their own indi-

vidual judgment. Such agreements, contravening public policy

are held to be illegal not by what has been actually done under

them, but because of what might be done under such agreement.

The citation of authorities upon this proposition is unnecessary

because the law is familiar to every member of this committee.

I submit that it has been abundantly established, by the

overwhelming mass of testimony presented to this committee, not

only to the extent of the preponderance of the evidence, but, in

view of the fact that it is from th© declarations, proclamations,

manifestoes, pronouncements and utterances of the party itself,

its leaders and these Assemblymen and their witnesses, beyond

a reasonable doubt that the Socialist Party of America is in har-

mony and accord with the radical revolutionary Socialists in all

the countries of the world, to bring about a social revolution in

this country as part of the international social revolution. That

in accordance with the principles, program and tactics of world-

wide radical revolutionary socialism, it is seeking to weaken and

make defenseless the government of state and nation against

the attacks of foreign and domestic enemies by every unlawful

means known to a resourceful, disloyal and anti-American organ-

ization inspired and led by the experienced radical revolutionary

Socialists of the world.

Now I come to deal with certain acts, conduct and declarations

of these individual members of the Socialist Party who are the

subjects of this investigation, establishing their unfailing obedience

and submission to the dictates and program of their organization,

and the complete approval of the principles and revolutionary

oibject of the International Socialist movement.
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In the analysis of the evidence presented to this committee it

has heen sought to make clear not only that the objective of the

Socialist Party of America is the establishment of a so called

cooperative commonwealth in this country but also that it seeks

to attain its end by unla^^'ful means. We have had occasion at

appropriate places to refer to the utterances of several of the

assemblymen under investigation, but it seems wise at this point

to review the evidence which has been presented with respect to

each of them and particularly to recall their answers under cross-

examination with respect to the vital question at issue. The pur-

pose of this review is not to establish individual guilt but to dem-

onstrate that these five assmblymen seek seats in this assembly in

order that they may do their part in carrying out the program

laid down by their party, and assist in the realization of its prin-

ciples. It cannot be denied that each of the Assemblymen-elect

who has taken the stand in his own justification has clearly

established his unqualified support of and submission to the will

of his party.

Mr. Waldman was a native of Ukrania and became a natural-

ized citizen of the United States in January 1915. It was then

that he took the solemn oath of allegiance to this country in these

words

:

"I solemnly declare upon oath that I will support the

Constitution of the United States and I do absolutely and

entirely renounce and abjure all allegiance and fidelity to

any foreign prince, potentate, state or sovereignty, particu-

larly to the Czar of Russia of which I was before a citizen

or a subject, and that I will support and defend the Con-

stitution and laws of the United States against all enemies,

foreign and domestic, and bear true faith and allegiance to

the same."

Two years after Mr. "Waldman had taken this oath the United

States was drawn into the maelstrom of the European conflict

and the citizens of this country were called to the high privilege

of national defense. In this solemn hour of national crisis the

Socialist party adopted its war proclamation and program which

has here been discussed. Mr. Waldman testified on the stand that

he approved this declaration and that he accepted it. He admitted

that this program called upon the workers to refuse to support

their government in this war but fails to see any inconsistency
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between this demand and the provisions of his naturalization

oath in which he agreed to defend the Constitution and laws of

the United States against all enemies, foreign or domestic and

to bear true allegiancce to the same.

It will be borne in mind that prior to the declaration of war
upon Germany by the United States the continued acts of wanton

aggression against the citizens of the United States by Germany
on the high seas and the interference by agents of that Empire
in the domestic affairs of this country for a long period threatened

to draw this country into the conflict.

It was direct contemplation of war with Germany that led

this assemiblyman-elect to sign an anti-enlistment pledge in the

following terms:

" I, being over eighteen years of age, hereby pledge myself

against enlistment as a volunteer for any military or naval

service in international war, offensive or defensive, and

against giving my approval to such enlistment on the part of

others."

Upon being asked when he had signed this pledge Mr. Wald-

man stated that his best recollection was that he signed this

sometime in the early part of the year li9'16, at least one year

after he had taken his oath of allegiance to the United States,

(p. 1825). He saw nothing inconsistent between the terms of

this pledge and his oath of allegiance. In contrast with this stand

the provisions of the St. Loiiis War Proclamation of the Social-

ist Party, were called to the attention of the witness, as follows:

" The only straggle which would justify the workers in

taking up arms is the great struggle of the working class of

the world to free itself of economic exploitation and political

oppression, and we particularly warn the workers against

the snare and delusion of so-called defensive warfare."

The witness was asked (page 1796) : "Did you at any time

ever protest against the sentiment expressed in the language that

I have just read to you. A. I have not— this taken in connec-

tion with the rest of the resolution."

Mr. Hillquit well said that the Socialist Party was not a

pacifist party. It will not be necessary to review in detail the

evasive responses made by Waldman to questions respecting the

various provisions of the war proclamation of the Socialist Party,

its various platforms and pronouncements ; that evidence is before
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you
;
you have had the opportunity to observe him on the witness

stand; it is for you to judge whether his answers were frank,

clear cut and responsive. It is for you to determine whether the

witness before other audiences has shown the same care, caution

and solicitude to impress upon his auditors the innocuous, vacuous

and wholly innocent meaning of words and declarations which

to ordinary minds cany an unmistakeable message of disloyalty,

contempt for American institutions and treasonable purposes.

It is this witness, who, having just been chosen to represent a

district in an American legislature, eagerly participated in a

meeting called for the purpose of celebrating the second anni-

versary of the Russian Revolution. It is this witness who urged

his hearers to join the Socialist movement in America if they

revered their Russian comrades, if they applauded Lenine

and Trotzky, if they believed in the worthiness of their

cause, in the accomplishment of their work in order to make
America more like Russia is to-day.

Bearing in mind that at the time of uttering this speech the

Socialist Party had already committed itself to an alliance with

the Third Internationale under the leadership of Lenine and

Trotzky at its IN'ational Emergency Convention held at Chicago

in September, 1919, the real meaning of this plea cannot be

clouded by the statement of this witness to this Committee. He
was not satisfied to express his admiration for the Russian regime,

but must needs convince his hearers that there were but two

courses of action open to them. He presented but two alternatives.

"We must select between two alternatives, either Russia lives

and conquers the world (at this point he remembered that there

was some government representative sitting in his audience record-

ing his utterances, so he hesitated a moment and said) :
" Not

Russia conquers the world, but its ideas and philosophy, worthy

of the Russian Government to-day should conquer the world—
either that or the ideas and the philosophy of Gary and Wilson

and Palmer, Lloyd George and Clemenceau is to conquer the

world. Between the two, for my part and for the part of thou-

sands of Socialists now battling in America to-day we choose to

stand by the ideas and philosophy and program and principles

of Lenine and Trotzky as those we approve."

Before an audience of his own kind Waldman has given expres-

sion to his real meaning and real purpose. It is to the program of

Lenine and Trotzky that this Assemblyman-elect has committed

himself. You have before you in detail that program. It is set
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out in dear and unnaistakeable terms in the Manifesto of the

Moscow Internationale which has been offered in evidence bearing

the signature of Lenine and Trotzky.

I might pause at this point to ask you gentlemen upon this

committee to 'bear with me for a moment in the development of

a thought which must naturally have occurred to every one of you.

In 1909 that young man came to our shores. He was unable to

speak English. I do not know what his financial condition was.

It was probably not very good because of the character of the

occupations in which he was obliged to engage shortly after he

came here. We welcomed him, and we placed before him, to

such extent as they were available, the institutions, and gave him
the protection and the opportutiities afforded by the laws of this

country and of this State. He took advantage of them to the

fullest extent.

In seven years after this non-English speaking young man had

arrived here, he had qualified himself, by a course of study in an

institution established by a capitalist named Peter Oooper, for

the profession of civil engineer, and had received a degree of

Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering from that institution.

He, in the same year, received an appointment from the munici-

pal administration of the City of New York in its Bureau of

Tunnels, Engineering department. In the following year,

the year 1917, when he had been in the United States only eight

years he was elected a member of the Assembly of this State. He
admitted upon the stand that no obstacle had been placed in the

way of his development and the realization of his ambitions by

the government of this state or the government of the United

States. He accepted what he could obtain. 'No one blames him
for it. Everyone commends the extent to which he had availed

himself of the opportunities that were offered. He was not only

permitted but authorized to utilize them to the fullest extent.

Such resentment as does lodge itself in the minds and the hearts

of Americans is that this young man, typical of the other members

of his party, is willing at all times to accept the sacrifices of blood

and treasure, poured out unstintedly by the balance of the Ameri-

can people, but will never raise his hand or pay one cent in

support of the institutions of the Government of the United States,

but is pledged to deny his support to such institutions.

I ask you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Committee, to

read with care the provisions of that program and compare them

with the utterances of the various leaders of the Socialist Party
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in America, their official pronounoements and suck utterances of

these Assemblymen-elect as have come into our hands, and I ask

you if the latter are not in full accord with that program. Can it

be said that a man who had boldly and openly asserted his allegi-

ance to such a program can at the same time solemnly pledge him-

self to support the Constitution of the United States and of the

State of New York ! Such a presumption is inconceivable. The

Assemblyman-elect Waldman has spoken merely as the mouthpiece

of his party ; the Assemblyman-elect Claessens, in different lang-

uage, but with equally clear intent expressed himself as committed

to the program of the Russian proletariat involving the destruc-

tion of American institutions, American ideals and the democratic

form of government created by the founders of this republic. The
evidence shows that Assemblyman Claessens sat upon the same

platform with one Alexander Trachtenberg while the latter urged

upon his hearers the lessons to be drawn from the Kus'sian revolu-

tion. I quote his words

:

" It seems to me as it seems to the Socialists of America

that this' establishment of the workers' government in Eussia

proves one thing, that if the workers are organized, organized

politically and economically, and organized in a way we have

to understand not only their immediate conditions, not only

their immediate requirements, but understand the great pur-

pose of an organized labor movement, with them to under-

stand the great mass of the working class and what they have

to perform in this world— then we can have not only a

Soviet Eussia, but a Soviet government in England, Ger^

many, and a Soviet America just as well " (p. 2'7l).

It was in response to this declaration by Comrade Trachten-

berg that the Assemblyman-elect Claessens said:

" Yes, as Comrade Trachtenberg said, when we read and

when we hear these things, we immediately begin to grasp the

significance of what Socialists caU the social revolution " (p.

229).

You have seen the witness on the stand
;
you have heard his at-

tempt to justify his declarations on the plea that they were uttered

under the strain of great emotion, occasioned by a political cam-

paign, but it must be observed that without exception his words

reflect with unerring fidelity the official pronouncements of his
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party as they have been presented to this committee upon this in-

vestigation. The nervous strain he labored under at that time did

not cause him to forget a single argument which would stimulate

in the minds of his hearers a contempt for their fellow citizens,

and an abhorrence of their institutions and undermine their

confidence in the administration of laws in this great common-

wealth. Nor did he forget his allegiance to the Soviet

regime of Russia, for he seized every opportunity and every

trick of eloquence to impress upon his hearers that the ignorant,

deluded and coerced mujik of the steppes of Eussia was a nobler

creature, a more enlightened being than our own citizens, the great

mass of whom it pleased him to describe as bestial. I do not won-

der that Mr. Hillquit saw fit on direct examination to call the

witness' attention to the fact that one less speech on his part would

not be a loss to this community. If the committee is to believe

the modest protestations of these Assemblymen, that neither they

nor their party for an instant countenanced the use of violence, it

will be necessary for this committee to prepare a glossary giving new

definitions to English words which in ordinary usage'have plain and

unmistakable meaning. Here we are told that the Socialist party

seeks mild and beneficial reform to ameliorate the condition of the

industrial workers in our country, but before his own audience the

Assemblyman-elect Claessens, stripped of his present hypocrisy,

declares the true purposes of his party. He says

:

"If we thought for a minute it was merely a dream on

our part, a great political controversy, until we have a major-

ity of men elected, and then, by merely that majority, declare

the revolution, if any of you smoke that pipe-dream, if that

is the quality of opium you are pufiing now, give it up, give

it up" (p. 236).

Mr. Claessens, although enthusiastic, is always cautious, and

does not in exact words tell his hearers what means will be

employed to bring about the revolution. But this Committee

m^^st remember that this statement was made at a meeting called

for the purpose of celebrating the Second Anniversary of the

Russian Revolution, that each of the speakers declared his sup-

port of the program of Lenine and Trotzky, that the party of

which this man is a member had just afiiliated with the Moscow

Internationale, and that that program was and is a program of

force. In the utterance which I have jiist quoted to you Claes-

sens has made clear that the Socialist party does not propose to
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wait until it has gained the adherence of the majority of the
people of this country. The leaders of that party have clearly
shown m their every pronouncement that they realize that the
social revolution, if it is to come at all in this country, cannot
wait until it is the demand of the majority. You have been
treated to fine distinctions

; you have been told that a revolution
IS a change; that that change in the Socialist conception need
not be brought about by force, but if you read the speeches of
the witnesses for these Assemblymen and the writings of the
leaders of the Socialist party, you will see that they differentiate
the revolution in the making from the revolution in theory, and
the speech of Comrade Oneal, so highly extolled by Assembl^an-
elect Solomon, contains this appeal to the use of force:

" Every tremendous appeal in the world's history that has
brought about new institutions, every great revolution, the
French Eevolution, the American Eevolution, the Eussian
Eevolution— all such revolutions have been accompanied
with more or less violence and it is impossible to dispense
with it * * *" (p. 414).

I am repeating these references at this time in order to indelibly

fix in your mind that the Assemblymen-elect, by their own utter-

ances, by their endorsement of statements made in their presence,

have actually sought to carry conviction to the minds of the people
in the congested districts of our great city, that the institations

of this country must be destroyed, that at the present moment
they are administered for the sole purpose of oppression, and that

the only hope of a suffering world is the inspiration of Soviet

Eussia, and that its program must be put into effect in this coun-

try by other than parliamentary means. It is apparent that the

modest workers of our crowded districts would show some hesi-

tancy to attack the institutions of this great Eepublic.

It has, therefore, become necessary to lash their prejudices into

passion, to instill a hatred and contempt for the great mass of the

American people, and to villify and denounce those patient and

patriotic leaders of organized labor who devoted themselves to

guiding the energy of the toilers of America into patriotic chan-

nels during the late war. The significance of the speeches which

have been quoted to you made by the Assemblyman-elect, is that

they have done these things well. Those speeches are before

you in the record. Their accuracy is not denied, and I ask you if

tb^e is one line, one precept, one statement^ in any of them that
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can be construed into a support of the United States of America,

or the people of the State of New York.

Refer, for the moment, to Comrade Solomon, You have be-

fore you the testimony of Frank Wasserman, Walter Hart, In-

spector McElroy and Lieutenant Ahlers of the New York City

Police, and of Ellen Chivers; it is for you to determine what

weight you will give to their evidence. If any doubt remains in

the minds of this committee that the Assemblyman-elect Solomon

endorses in all respects the principles of his party, and if you are

inclined to give any credence whatsoever to his protestations of

loyalty, upon the witness stand, I ask you to scrutinize the

speech* of James Oneal, with its advocacy of revolution by force,

and then read the enthusiastic praise of that speech by this

assemblyman.

The great length of this record, the enormous number of im-

portant and relevant facts which should be included in a sum-

ming up, would extend this review of the facts, beyond the limits

of your endurance. The facts cited, however, may aid you in

recalling the appearance of these witnesses upon the stand. They

carry with them the conviction that the three assemblymen who

took the stand in their ovra justification were but the mouth-

pieces of their party.

Two other assemblymen-elect stand at the threshold of this

House claiming their right to take their seats as lawmakers for

the people of this great State, Samuel Orr and Samuel A. de "Witt.

With respect to these the records; show that they are members

in good standing of the dues-paying organization of the Socialist

Party of America ; that they are pledged to support the principles

and program of their party ; that they have accepted the obligation

of representing that party in a legislative body and have assumed

the task of furthering its purpose. Day by day they have sat in

this Chamber; they have listened to the testimony of witnesses;

have heard expounded the ofiicial utterances of their party and yet

they have sat mute. By their silence they have acquiesced in the

utterances of their party and admitted the truth of the ac-

cusations brought against them and must suffer from every hostile

presumption arising from their silence.

The legal questions raised by this proceeding, the great princi-

ples of law which it is your privilege as a committee to affirm will

be dealt with b^ my colleague. Senator Brov?n. I cannot leave

the consideration of this question, however, without reference to

the legislative career of those now under investigation who have

previously been members of this House,



2196

The Assemblymen-elect have been at great pains to review in

detail their legislative activity; they have sought to show that

while members of this Assembly they conducted themselves as

other human beings as if the accusations against them carried with

them a presumption that this would not be the case. They were

at great pains to impress upon the members of this committee that

they took their seats in an orderly manner ; that they introduced

bills after the manner of other Assemblymen, that they debated

questions upon the floor; that they employed language readily

understood by their fellows ; that they voted upon bills introduced

by others in conformity with the general rule and custom of a

deliberative body. The great stress laid by the Assemblymen

upon this normal and human action seems to have had for its

purpose the removal from the public mind of a picture that these

men are wild and ungoverned spirits who would destroy legis-

lative decorum and ignore legislative procedure if admitted to this

chamber. No such presumption was carried by the charges laid

against these five Assemblymen-elect. It was to be presumed that

to carry out their purposes they must fit into the legislative scheme

with the least possible friction ; that they must give the appearance

of diligence and attention to legislative duty and they must be

armed at the close of the legislative session with some excuses to

appeal to the great masses of the voters of their districts who
are not members of the dues-paying party organization for their

support. Any other policy on the part of these five Assemblymen-

elect would have left them for their constituency the obscure and

insignificant body of dues-paying members. The real purpose

of the Socialist party in participating in legislative activity is

disclosed by the platform and resolutions published in The Con-

gressional Camipaign Book for 1914 (p. 4217), as follows:

" Such measures of relief as we may be able to force from

capitalism are but a preparation of the workers to seize the

whole powers of the government, in order that they may
thereby lay hold of the whole system of socialized industry

and thus come to their rightful inheritance."

Such legislative activities as the witness described are not

the real program of the party. To claim otherwise is mere pre-

tense.

With respect to these matters the record is before you. It is

your privilege and your duty to pass judgment on the facts.

And 80 I have come to the conclusion of my participation in

the consideration of this matter with the Committee.
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I regard this task upon whicli we have all been engaged as a

highly important and necessary one, as I explained to yon at the

outset of my remarks this morning.

I have attempted to make plain, for your benefit, in connec-

tion with the consideration of this matter the reasons why this

investigation becomes imperative at this time. I have explained

to you in some detail the international nature of the affiliation of

this party and the correlative attitude assumed by it as a member

of the Third Internationale to deal with the establishment of the

form of undemocratic minority government advocated for the

United States.

The matter will shortly be in your hands. After all, it is in

the great body of the evidence which has been taken before you

that you are to discover the reasons for such action as you shall

take. I have attempted to give you nothing but a plain, bare

and naked statement of the salient facts. I have not attempted

to employ any of the arts or devices of oratory. I regard this

occasion as transcending in importance those to which such arts

and devices would be appropriate.

It is of the utmost importance that these matters shall be given

the most careful attention and scrutiny, for upon the one hand

the determination is involved whether we are to harbor within the

United States and sanction, by permitting the use of our legisla-

tive halls to them, a group of men pledged to destroy our institu-

tions ; or whether, upon the other hand, we are to maintain against

such attacks the integrity of our institutions.

I feel confident of the determination which you gentlemen shall

reach, because I believe that with me instead of the cry " Long

Live the International Council of the Proletarians " you will de-

clare in unmistakable language,- " Long Live the United States

of America."

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Chairman, I should like Mr. Conboy, if

he can, to point out in the record any statement I made with

regard to Mr. Debs, as a witness, or I will ask you to point it out

tomorrow morning at ten o'clock when I prefer to resume.

The Chairman.— You may answer the argument.

Mr. Stedman.— I prefer to answer a fact.

The Chairman.— You will have ample time to discuss it tomor-

row. We will now adjourn until 10 :3|0 tomorrow morning.

(Whereupon, at 5 :45 p. m., on this 4th day of March, 1920, a

recess was takes until Friday, March 5, 1920, at 10;30 a, m.)
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(The Committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10:40 a. m.)

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the Com-

mittee, this hearing has covered quite a wide range and gone far

afield from the charge made in the resolution which operates as

a complaint against the Assemblymen under investigation in this

ease. The charge as originally made, and as elucidated by the

supplemental statement of the Committee, did not charge the

members with making any speeches to which exception was to be

taken; and the charge at the present time that we are affiliated

with or express approval of the Soviet government, or with the

Moscow Internationale, arises with what force which it may have,

subsequent to the opening of these proceedings. At that time

the Socialist party had not expressed through its membership,

or convention, or executive committee, any sympathy with, any

approval of, or any statement whatsoever authoritatively estab-

lishing even a fraternal greeting with the Moscow conference.

I shall endeavor in my remarks to confine myself as much as

I can to the evidence and draw my deductions from it without

delivering an oration after each excerpt which may be taken from

the great amount of testimony to which you have listened.

In the opening of this trial it appeared that there was no

precedent to guide your actions, and it is true that on all fours

none exist. In no European body, no parliamentary government,

Anglo-Saxon, Oriental or Slavic, have we any record like that

presented here and upon which it is claimed there is a right to

exclude men from participating in a legislative assembly.

I might say that the nearest to it is an incident growing out

of the Duma, when there was a general strike in Russia, so much
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deprecated by the gentlemen who have preceded me, in which
the lawyers and the laborers participated, demanding the right to
meet and assemble in a jSTational Council; the Czar yielded and
threw what Mr. Conboy referred to as a sop to the people by per-
mitting the organization of the Duma. During its existence there
were some four or five men who were members of that body
charged with a conspiracy, as we would understand the term. It

was shown that they had come together; that they had agreed;
that they had purchased explosives; that it was their object and
purpose to destroy the lives of some of the royal family or those

affiliated with them. As a result of that they vrere prosecuted

and convicted and then expelled from the Duma. So at last we
have reached the point where an American Assembly can borrow
from the greatest parent of modem times a half-baked precedent

for the course it is attempting to pursue.

Early in this proceeding it was obvious that there was no law
for the proceedings which had been taken. Mr. Stanchfield com-
menced to establish a law, and he establishes it under a very wide
basis. He is a lawyer of distinction. But before I refer to his

statement as to the power and authority of this Assembly and what
justifies it to proceed, I should first use, or define, a few of the

terms which will be used in the course of my remarks. Words con-

stitute simply the vehicle with which we carry thought from one to

another, and it is important that we should understand precisely

what is meant by words which are so frequently used in this pro-

ceeding.

Opposition has been used constantly as synonymous with disap-

proval. A person may disapprove an act, and yet their conduct

may not be such as to obstruct it or destroy its efficiency. Neither

is opposition in opinion against a law necessarily a violation of it.

In fact, in no instance is it a violation. A person may be opposed

to the prohibition act. The fact that they are opposed to it and

never speak a word in its favor does not constitute them a criminal.

The fact that they may oppose it and never say anything in its

favor does not constitute them an accessory to a boot-legger's opera-

tions. A man may oppose an internal revenue law. That does

not constitute him a violator of it ; because, forsooth at no time has

he expressed anything in consideration of it or approval of it. And
the fact that a man becomes a violator of that law, a smuggler, is

not the responsibility of the man who has opposed the law.



2200

And he does not through that statement become an accessory

either before or after the facts, and thereby a principal

to the violation of the act. A person may oppose a gov-

ernmental policy consistently all the time and never speak

in favor of it, even though it is a declaration of war,

and that does not constitute that man a traitor because the law

simply says to him, " as long as you obey it you are within the

law ", and the most fundamental proposition of civil liberty is that

while you oppose a law and obey it, you are within the rules and

regulations of constituted authority. It has been asked throughout

thfise proceedings, did they say anything in favor of the war ? No,

because, of course, they were opposed to it, and they had a right to

be opposed to it if in their judgment it was improper to enter into

it. They were as much within their rights in opposing war before

our entrance into it as after ouj entrance into it. What applies to

the declaration of the administration in power, whether it is a

policy of law, applies with equal force, with equal logic, to the

most insignificant enactments of the State Legislature.

Bo they had a right to do that. They had a right to sign any

statement " that I will not enlist." You have a right to make

a statement in writing, that you have a right to act out legally,

and th« fact that countless thousands and hundreds of thou-

sands in the United States did not propose to enlist was

the reason the government adopted the Conscription Law.

So the signing of the statement that they did not propose

to enlist by the two Assemblymen was within their legal conati-

tutional right, and it was the position of the thousands of people

who did not propose to enlist which caused the introduction and

the passage of the law which forced them into military service,

whether they wished it or willed it or not. You are not expected,

under the law, to do anything more than what the law compels.

You may, as a matter of ethics, say the position is not right, or it

is not just; and in that view only say that by your personal

opinion or group associated with you it is your view of the ethi-

cal situation. Twenty-five of us have one view on ethics, and a

lone individual has another.

We are disputing now over ethics as to what we think he should

do. A child is being drowned. We think he should jump in

to save his life. That is our view of the ethics. His view may
be different from ours, and the moral obligation does not rest witii

him. Some people have no consciousness of pain outside of their

own, physical injuries and that of their families. Outside they
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ai-e absolutely dead in all sensibilities to the sufferings of others.

The law does not impose it upon him. The law does not make
it necessary for you to push a revolver aside as an assassin may
attempt to take the life of another. Moral obligation? Yes.

Legal obligation ? l^o. And when we come into this Assembly
we come in under law, and not on the basis of the ethics, or

morals, or principles which you may deem, or anyone else mffj^

deem, proper and necessary under the circumstances. So, oppo-

sition and its approval, as used here, should be borne in mind
in considering the proceedings.

The Socialist party and the members did not carry on an
obstruction to the actual existence and execution of a war pro-

gram; but I will come to that a little more elaborately later.

Again, repeatedly yesterday, after almost every sentence or two,

those who were in the Socialist party were denominated as traitors

and' seditionists— everything except " renegade " was used. Bat-

talion after battalion was marched out, every little while, until

the gas attack became so vigorous that the strongest man felt

that he needed the aid of a gas mask.

What is sedition ? I will refer to a couple of definitions, so we
will secure some comprehensive idea of what we mean by it. But
perhaps I should first take up " aid and comfort to the enemy."

That has been used. Some people have a vague notion that if you

think your country is wrong, that thereby you are taking the

position that the enemy is right; but it does not mean that, and

I shall refer to that in a moment. "Aid and comfort," some

people assume to be the gratification which an enemy may have

because the country antagonistic to them is not harmonious in

the reasons which have been assigned for this war.

Under the Constitution of the United States "Aid and com-

fort " consists of adhering to the enemies of the United States.

The Socialists, in no statement, in no act, in no suggestion that

has been brought before this Committee, are either charged or

intimated to have been in league with or in hope of the triumphant

success of the imperial autocrats of the Central Powers. I will

say, gentlemen, that in a sense, perhaps, we were guilty of this

offense. The Socialists have never had any love for the Czar;

the Socialists have no love for the Mikado, and if, by reason- of

the fact that we criticised dominions of that kind we have thereby

given aid and comfort to the enemy, then there might be some

possible vague contention to warrant the suggestion which has

been made.
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" Disloyal " has been used. When the Espionage Law was
before the United States Congress it was originally reported with

the word "disaffection." Disaffection was taken from the

Defense of the Realm Act, passed by Great Britain, the methods

she used to pacify her dear and loving subjects, that which was
imposed upon Ireland and under which the Irish protested, and

the echo came from Easter Sunday, when they were shot into

shreds; the act imposed upon India, so that if you go to a man
and say, " Do you love Great Britain," and he answers " no,"

with a trial in camera he is convicted. Resentment came, an4

British shot and shell went into helpless thousands of men in

the streets of Delhi and Lahore. But, " sedition " was stricken

out of our act. It was stricken out because it meant a want of

affection. Now, then, if Congress in passing the act was not

requiring love and affection, and took the word " disloyal," then

we should understand in what sense the term is used, and I quote

definitions from the Debs ease and from the language in the

Berger case and part from the dictionary.

Disloyal is adhering to the cause of the enemy. In the Debs case

it was unfaithfulness to the military authorities of the United

States. In the Berger case it implies opposition to the United States

and its cause. Here we reach a definition which we should bear

in mind in considering the statement of Mr. Stanchfield, cause

and reasons are entirely different. A man is injured. He feels

he has a right to damages. A man running an automobile has

been negligent. Those are the reasons. And he brings his suit.

Those on the other side are defending on the ground that the

man stepped in front of the machine, the machine was moving

along at an ordinary pace, and the man was negligent for stepping

in front of the machine. That is the reason for his defense.

And statements on one side and the reasons on the other consti-

tute the issue that the court is to decide and that constitutes the

cause of the plaintiff and the cause of the defendant ; and it is

important to remember that because there is no instance pro-

duced of record in this case showing that these Assemblymen,

that the parties they are a member of ever, or a single one of them

stands convicted for opposing the cause of the United States in

this war. That was charged in the Debs case. They charged him

with ten counts. There was only a possible nine counts under

the act, but to make a full measure they put in the tenth which

was a conglomeration of the other nine. He was found not guilty
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in the cause count, but I shall refer to that a little later. Mr.
Stanchfield no doubt appreciates thoroughly the distinction

between reasons and cause, and when discussing before this

Assembly its powers he quoted the real principles, in my judg-

ment, upon which the Assembly can act, and act possibly without

any feeling of restriction and at the same time within this newly-

discovered legal canon which Mr. Stanchfield announced for this

Assembly. He says: Since New York became a State in the

Fnion in its Constitution and spirit in 1821 and in letter from

1821 down until today, nearly a century, it has always provided

that each House of the Legislature should be the judge of the

eligibility and qualifications of its members. There are pre-

cedents for this proceeding, many of them in the Federal Congress.

There are none in the Federal courts. In each instance in the

Federal courts the charges against the men were : First, of actual

warfare and participating in it in the Federal army, and second,

the conviction of a violation of the laws at the time it took place

and a violation of the oath previously taken by the member of

Congress. First the war cases ; next the instance of the violation,

of the law, the Utah cases under which that State was admitted,

and in each instance they were not seated but the challenge was

launched before the oath was administered; and in the Berger

case the chai-ge made and the Committee finds not that he opposed

the war, not that his party opposed the war, but that he

sympathized vdth the cause of the Central Powers, and I point

that out.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.^— How about the Stark case ?

Mr. Stedman.— The Stark case ? I cannot refer to that, sir.

I don't recall' it. I am not familiar with it, but I will venture

that what I say, that the statement I am making is correct, sir,

because the last case reviewed the principles of the various

instances that had grown up.

Proceeding.—^ There are precedents for this. The Federal

Constitution provides that each House shall be the judge of the

election, returns and qualifications of its own members. This

body has it, but this body adopted a solemn declaration that no

othpr test or qualification should be required except taking that

oath, and if it meant anything when it was passed, it means any-
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thing now. It means that no other qualifications should be re-

quired, except, of course, qualifications which are natural qualifi-

cations, which are mentioned, age, citizenship and so forth.

Quoting Mr. Stanchfield: "This is the declaration, being un-

availing to the contentions of the attorney for the Committee, and

it appearing that the Assemblymen conformed to the constitu-

tional requirements, that is, a^e, residence and citizenship, and

they have taken the required oath, and that no other oath or

qualification and no other test shall be required as a qualification

for any oiSce of public trust." The attorneys for the Committee,

Mr. Stanchfield and the others, abandoned the theory of' all pre-

vious legal canons, and announced this doctrine, on page 57,, " The

Assembly of the State of 'New York has the power, unqualified

power, to expel any member, with or without reason, with or

without cause." That means reason or no 'reason. But he does

not leave you in any doubt. "With or without cause"— "you

are the judges of cause. You may determine what, in, your judg-

ment, renders a man unfit to sit in the Assembly, and nobody can

question your conduct." Long hair, short hair, Jew, Gentile; any

cause.; any reason, and he does not omit the said reason, as I shall

call your attention to in a moment.
So here this Assembly in its entirety, acting upon the report

of the Committee or acting upon its own volition, has the undis-

puted and inalienable power to suspend or expel a member for

anything that measures up to what you assume to be or assert to

be an adequate cause. It does not even need to be a cause based

on reason— anything which you will assume; you do not even

have to assiune it— anything which you assert. You only have

to. say it, and that is sufficient.

"I submit"— I am quoting from him again, page 82— "I
submit, once and for all, in answer to this interminable line of

argument on the floor before this Committee, that we proceed,"—
on the floor of the Assembly of the State of New York— "to

purge itself, v/ith or without reason"— you do not need to give

any reason— " with or without reason of the presence of any man
thnt it deems inimicable to its interests, or whose conduct or re-

marks justify the statement that he is disloyal to the standards

of thf> Assembly of the State of ISTew York." It is not necessary

at nil that be should be disloyal to the United States or to the

State of ISTew York, or to any principle: but disloyal to the

standards of the Assembly of the State of New York.
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I am not criticising Mr. Stanchfield, by no mean?. He was
shrewd enough to say that that was the only compass that would
possibly lead to the expulsion of these men, and he reached it

logically and clearly. The Constitution of this State provides

that no person shall be eligible to the Legislature who at the time

of hia election, or within one hundred days previous thereto, has

been a member of Congress, a civil or military officer of the

United States or officer under any city government. Article 13,

section 1 reads:

"Members of the Legislature, and all officers executive and
judicial, except such inferior officer? as shall be by law, ex-

empt, shall, before they enter on the duties of their respective

offices, take and subscribe the following oath or affirmation:

' I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support the Con-

stitution of the United States, and the Constitution of the

State of 'New York, and that I will faithfully discharge tlie

duties of the office '— in this case a member of the Assem-

bly— ' according to the best of my ability;' and all such offi-

cers who shall have been chosen at any election shall, before

they enter on the duties of their respective offices, take and

subscribe the oath or affirmation above prescribed, together

with the following addition thereto, as part thereof: 'And I

do further solemnly swear (or affirm) that I have not di-

rectly or indirectly paid, offered or promise to pay, con-

tributed, or offered or promised to contribute any money, or

other valuable thing as a consideration or reward for the

giving or withholding a vote at the election at which I was

elected to said office, and have not made any promise to in-

fluence the giving or withholding any such vote,' and no other

oath, declaration or test shall be required as a qualification

for any office of public trust."

It is contended, however, that these members had signed the

pledges, to begin with. The evidence now discloses the fact that

they never signed any vwitten pledges. It is replied, however, that

they tacitly agreed to be governed by the members of the party in

their instrisction in carrying out their principles. That is true,

and that has been taken up by Mr. Hillquit and quite effectively

disposed of. 'But the reply comes in that some of them may .be

infants. True, but there is no evidence to show that they are.

In the early stage of the proceeding they said aliens, infants and
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women. They finally left the women out. At least they were en-

franchised to some extent and the Socialist party was the pioneer,

followed by the Prohibition party; The pioneer party in the

United States declaring for women suffrage. And we admit they

were members of our organization long before they were en-

franchised. They were not put either in the kindergarten

brigade nor among chapels.

I want to read now an authority— that is, he would have been

an authority one time in American history — and he is to some

people now. The man's name is Andrew Jackson, at one time

President of the United States. The question came up on the

disposition of who should construe a constitutional oath and pro-

visions of the Constitution. Of course, it seems to me that it

ought to be perfectly apparent that there would be a difference as

to the meaning of the Constitution. You know now I am re-

ferring to military appropriations, and as to what vote should be

taken on it. You pass laws. The Supreme Court says you are

wrong and they are unconstitutional. Does that mean that you

have violated your oath of office. May be it happens a dozen

times. Does that mean it ? Not at all. But more fundamental

than that, every single one of the great departments, the Execu-

tive, Judicial and the Legislative departments of this government,

are each sovereign unto themselves in determining in its judgment

what is constitutional. Otherwise, you would have no method of

checking one department against another.

So I want to read from, the messages and papers of the Presi-

dent. This is stated on July 10, 1832. It is stated so long ago

that we have forgotten. It has been smothered by more recent

utterances of men prominent in life and newspapers with large

headlines. If the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the

whole ground of this act it ought not to control the co-ordinate

authorities of this government. The Congress, the executive and

the courts must each for itself be guided by its own opinion of the

Constitution. Each public officer who takes an oath to support

the Constitution swears that he will support it as he understands

it and not as it is understood by others; not as it is understood

by Mr. Sweet: not as it is understood by this Committee; not as

it is understood by this Assembly; but as each Assemblyman

understands it for himself. Because, after all, if you take a

constitutional question in this House that comes up for disposi-

tion the majority decides it. The Committee reports— your
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Code Committee here— or your Judiciary Committee in other

assemblies. They report the bill and a member raises the ques-

tion it is or is not constitutional, it is not or is constitutional.

You divide on the question.
' It is as much the duty of the House of Representatives, of the

Senate and the President, to decide the constitutionality of any

bill"^— I am quoting— "or resolution which may be presented

to them for passage or approval as it is of the supreme judges,

when it may be brought before them for judicial decision. The
opinion of the judges has no more authority over Congress than

the opinion of Congi-ess has over the judges, and on that point the

President is independent of both. The authority of the Supreme
Court must not, therefore, be permitted to control the Congress

or the executive when acting in their legislative capacity; but

to have only such influence as the force of their reasoning may
deserve."

Charles Sumner had something to say on this. He was one of

the traitors and renegades of his day. He was a man who did

not believe in the system of one man owning another literally,

and he said :
" Now, sir, I begin "— I will have to give the page,

perhaps; this is Sumner's reply to his assailants, on June 28,

18.54, Avorks of Charles Sumner, volume 3, pages 375-377:

'" ]^ow, sir, I begin by adopting as my guide the authorita-

tive words of Andrew Jackson in 1832, in his memorable

veto of the Bank of the United States. Here is his reply,

and I have just read it to you.

" Mark these words :
' Each public officer, who takes an

oath to support the Constitution, swears that he will support

it as he understands it, and not as it is understood by others.'

Yes, sir, as he understands it, and not as it is understood by

others. Does any Senator here dissent from this rule?

Does the Senator from Virginia? Does the Senator from

South Carolina ? (Here Mr. Sumner paused, but there was

no reply.) At all events, I accept the rule as just and

reasonable— in harmony, too, let me assert, with that liberty

which scorns the dogma of passive obedience, and asserts the

inestimable right of private judgment, whether in religion

or politics. In swearing to support the— qualification, oath

— continuing he said :
' Constitution. In swearing to sup-

port the Constitution at your desk, Mr. President, I did not

swear to support it as you understand it. Oh, no, sir. Or
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as the Senator from Virginia understands it— by no means

!

Or as the Senator from South Carolina understands it, with

a kennel of bloodhounds, or at least a ' dog ' in it, ' pawing

to get free its hinder parts,' in pursuit of a slave. No such

thing. Sir, I swore to support the Constitution as I under-

stand it, no more, nor less.

"But Andrew Jackson was not alone in this rule of

conduct. Statesmen before and since have declared it also—
nobody with more force and constancy than Jefferson, who
was indeed the author of it, so far as anybody can be the

author of what springs from common sense. Repeatedly he

returns to it, expressing it in various forms. ' Each depart-

ment,' he insists, ' is truly independent of the others, and

has an equal right to decide for itself what is the meaning

of the Constitution in cases submitted to its action, and

especially where it is to act ultimately and without appeal.'

I content myself with a single text from this authority. The

same rule was also announced by Hon. John Holmes, a rep-

resentative from Massachusetts, afterward Senator from

Maine, in the famous debate on the admission of Missouri.

' This Constitution,' he declares, ' which I hold in my mind,

I am sworn to support, not according to legislative or judicial

exposition, but as I shall understand it.' Here is the rule of

Jackson, almost in his language, twelve years before he

uttered it.

"And since Jackson we have had the rule stated with great

point in this very chamber, by no less an authority— at

least with Democrats— than Mr. Buchanan. Here are a

few words from his speech on the United States Bank:
" ' If all the judges and all the lawyers in Christendom

had decided in the affirmative, when the question is thus

brought home to me as a legislator, bound to vote for or

against a new charter, upon my oath to support the Consti-

tution, I must exercise my own judgment. I would treat

with profound respect the arguments and opinions of judges

and constitutional lawyers; but if after all they failed to

convince me that the law was constitutional, I should be

guilty of perjuiy before high heaven if I voted in its favor.

* * * Even if the judiciary had settled the question, I

should never hold myself bound by their decision. * * *

I shall never consent to place the political rights and liberties

of this people in the hands of any judicial tribunal.'
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" In short, he would exercise his own judgment ; and this

is precisely what I intend to do on the proposition to hunt

slaves."

These men were opposed to the system at that time.

The Constitution of the State of New York in 1894 provides

:

" There shall he maintained at all times a force of not leas

than ten thousand, enlisted men, fully uniformed, armed and

equipped, disciplined and ready for active service. Andi it

shall be the duty of the Legislature at each session to make
sufficient appropriations for the maintenance thereof."

This was entirely new in 1894 and apparently unprecedented;

Judge Bartlett in considering section 3 said :
" In other words,

the existence—" no, I will not go into that just now.

A constitutional provision imposing a duty on an officer is self-

executing. I am referring now to the 12th Corpus Juris, 735, and

also to the 12th, 739. " While self-executing constitutional pro-

visions operate wholly independently of legislative action clauses

in a constitution which are not self-executing, but which direct

legislation to carry them into effect, have at most no more than

moral force, even when mandatory in terms, and there is no remedy

if the legislature fails to act."

Judge Bartlett, I think I will read from him, says

:

" In other words, the existence and maintenance of the

^N^ational Guard were not to depend upon the legislative will

but were rendered permanent and certain by a provision of

the fundamental law."

He held, however, that the counties are not relieved of their

specific obligations to militia.

" The command of the Constitution that the Legislature,

at each session, shall make a sufficient appropriation, was

framed with knowledge of the fact that the amounts con-

tributed annually by certain counties left a deficit varying

in amount each year in the aggregate sum necessary for

maintenance. It is the duty of the Legislature to ascertain

at each session the amount of this deficiency and appropriate

from' the State Treasury a sum sufficient to cover it."
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Submit the proposition to the average man ; if it was a contract,

if it was a deed, if it was a franchise, if it was drawn to fit into

the character of the legal enactments of various States throughout

the United States ; drawn in Illinois, if you please, and yet some

provision violating the law of some other State— would it require

a lawyer of any great learning to announce this fact: that that

document lives as an agreement, as a contract, as a bond? It

lives in full force and effect in the State where it is drawn; but

in the other States it is modified to the extent that it does not

conform to the law of that State. This Constitution was for the

entire Union and the States and the Territories of Alaska, for

every State in the Union. In some States we have peonage; a

man can enter into a contract and become an absolute vassal for

ten years. He can be arrested to such an extent that if you ask

him to renounce his contract, you can be sent to jail. At one

time— even now, to go there under the name of the Socialist

Party would be in violation of the law.

If this proposition came to any one of you gentlemen in this

office, any one of you as a lawyer, how would you interpret it—
any differently than I have suggested?

But there is no way of interfering with it; and this also

should be carried in mind, that the members that sat in this

House never had a military bill presented to them, a bill making

a specific appropriation. It was an omnibus bill of large amount

appropriations, which was not supported by men in other political

parties.

You say this, well, but your Constitution provides that you shall

not vote for military appropriation's or to maintain a militia. Of

course, that theory prevails also among Quakers, as pronounced

pacifists. You would not, however, exclude them from the House

because you assume that, notwithstanding the Quaker has notions,

has ideas, has beliefs that may conflict with some laws, that he

would obey them if he was here. You try these people on a

presumption of guilt, and then you immediately manufacture a

theory that will fit into that conclusion. You say, if your

party platform here calls for certain things, and the State Con-

stitution declares for something else, yet the men who come

here would violate their party constitution, or would keep

their party constitution, and violate the laws of this State.

Not at all. You would say: "It is drawn for the State; it is

drawn for the Union; it is modified every time it passes over a
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State line to conform to the law of that State." That is what it

is to be; it is a declaration of law to a Socialist, where it is not

in conflict with the law of the State. It is a declaration of prin-

ciple in every State. That is the point which I wish to carry-

home and impress upon you. And I may say that there is not

one single man here who would stake his reputation as a lawyer

on any opinion different than what I have ventured to suggest.

But we come in here prejudged on this investigation, prejudged

because they started out with the theory, started out with the

idea, that an intentional, subtle violation was intended ; and these

subtle violations traveled all through this case. It is remarkable,

the logic they apply to it. William Bross Lloyd, one of the prin-

cipal owners of the Chicago Tribune ; he goes to Milwaukee and

talks about guns— "get a gun and get an egg." Can't you see

how shrewd he was? When the testimony came out it was not

considered facetious. He was too shrewd. His suggestion was

something more subtle. He did not mean every-day eggs. He
meant something else. He meant ostrich eggs, so that when they

were thrown it would mean a gas attack; and that is what they

do when they say these naen should be excluded from the Assembly.

In the first place, Eloyd is not a member of the Socialist Party

;

in the second place, the Commtmists run as rivals of these men.

They disagree with them politically. These men are supposed

to be reformers. The others are Reds. But there was a disagree-

ment between the two.

Then we come to incidents, again, like the Moscow Conference

;

but I want to take up a few of the cases that have been referred

to, if I may. The Kate O'Hare case has been referred to. Mr.

Debs refers to Kate O'Hare. Mr. Debs did not pretend to quote

the record in that case. He pretended to quote what he under-

stood from what he had read. I understand what a man believes

what he states he understands the facts to be— if the facts are

different, no man, except one whose mind is operating malevo-

lently, charges anything against him except that which is the

logical inference from the facts which are in his mind.

Court records are not handed out to people generally. We
men pass our opinions from what v/r^ cet from hearsay, and what

we get from the daily press. There was a limitation, however,

of proof in that case, or rather evidence. Let us assume a situa-

tion. A man is charrred with an offense, iive witnesses

appear against him — or a woman in this ease— and T want to
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introduce evidence to show that these witnesses are testifying

against me as a result of a conspiracy growing out of a local

contest over patronage. If you say that evidence is not

competent, as lavsryers, strike it out. It ends itj but the

moment you admit one witness that challenges the veracity and

integrity of the five persons who have testified, then, as a matter

of justice, you should admit all of the witnesses who are willing

to corroborate that statement. If five persons here appeax against

me and say I advocate the assassination of a prominent man in

New York, and I can introduce one witness to show that they were

actuated by improper motives, should I not have, in justice, the

right to introduce fifty witnesses who could prove it ? That was

the situation in the Kate Kichards O'Hare case.

Then you would say to me, yes, you were on the stand. Did

the judge?refuse to permit witnesses to testify that you did not say

ihat you would assassinate a prominent man? I replied no;

Why, that settles it. He did not strike out evidence contradict-

ing statements against you? 'No, but he limited the evidence

which had a tendency to undermine the integrity of the men who

are testifying against me.

Complaint is made of the exclusion of some evidence of a local

political controversy upon which witnesses for the government

and the defense were divided, that is, some said that these men
testified against her, because of a political situation that devd.oped

there over patronage, and her sympathies were with one side. The

defendant was not a party to it. Sure, I was not a party to these

fellows conspiring to charge me with stating I want to assassinate

some one, and it did not affect us, except as it bore upon the feel-

ing of witnesses toward each other; but if my feeling toward

another person is one that prompts me to injure you by my testi-

mony I do not see, legally, how this is competent, and I care

nothing about thaj. I am making the point, if you admit one

witness on the theory, then you should admit enough witnesses to

establish the fact very firmly, and for that limited purpose suf-

ficient of the evidence was admitted by the trial court. !N"ow,

understand it. Five men say Stedman made a statement, and the

court determines whether I have introduced sufficient evidence to

show the probability of the untiiith of their statement. I do not

want to pass this by, however, without paying a tribute to the

judges who wrote the opinion. In the opinion, the language of

Rose Pastor Stokes is not quoted. The language charged to her,
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and -which goes out in the record of this proceeding, is not in the
opinion of the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals, while in the rul-

ing of the United States Court. If there is any relevant evidence

to sustain a verdict it will be sustained, even though the Appellate

Court may deem it wholly insufficient, and on this they felt, I
doubt not, that she never made the statement, but they were
powerless to cure the error, because under the rule any relevant

evidence, no matter how small it may be, or how insignificant its

prohibitive value is, will warrant the sustaining of a verdict, and
really makes it improper to reverse.

You have referred in this case, and it has been brought in here

for consideration, the case of the United States against Steene

and others. They were prosecuted some few weeks ago in Utiea,

N. Y., tried in Utica. They were convicted. They were con-

victed of the oifense of bringing the Constitution of the United

States and the army and military service of the United States

into contumely and disrepute. They were prosecuted by a dis-

trict attorney who said, " To hell with the Constitution of the

United States." I am glad he was not a Socialist. I met him
in the trial and I liked him and I would not want to see a man
of his age a candidate for the penitentiary for any such rash

statement. That has been offered in evidence and read into the

record, you will recall. I gave you the date and even the hour

almost. These men were convicted of bringing the Constitution

of the United States and the form of government into contumely

and disrepute. They did this disloyal thing : They circulated a

leaflet which read: "Attend the mass meeting, Moose Hall, Fri-

day the 21st." It reads as follows: "Mr. President, let our

people go. American citizens charged with no crime against

persons or property and guilty only of expressing their political,

industrial and religious beliefs are subjected to these tortures in

your prisons. These people were convicted of no violation of

the spirit of the Declaration of Independence and the Constitu-

tion of the United States. Their conviction was made possible

only by war hysteria prevailing at that time. Whatever justifi-

cation these conditions had no longer exists. The war is over. No
justification exists or ever did exist for these brutal, inhuman

tortures inflicted on defenseless victims by your agents and rep-

resentatives. In the name of liberty and justice we demand the

release of all prisoners whose alleged crimes consisted in peaceable

expressions and maintenance of their political opinions, industrial
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activities or religious beliefs. Come to the meeting. George E.
Kirkpatrick will lecture."

And mark this: They don't ask for the liberation of persons

who did more than express their opinion. They had pictures

showing brutal conduct, brutal treatment of prisoners, one hung
by the wrists from the ceiling for eight hours a day at ISTeil's

Island; other political prisoners beaten with a baseball bat in

Leavenworth penitentiary ; another chained to the bars eight hours

a day for two weeks. These pictures it was argued brought the

government of the United States, the form of the Constitution—
now, how it brings the form of the Constitution, the Secretary of

State, and the Congress and the Senate, and the Supreme Court—
how it brings it into disrepute, I leave for you gentlemen to guess.

However, there was a verdict. On the back there are pictures

of Kate Richards O'Hare and a man 73 years old named Crimpi,

and another, Flora Furman. Flora Furman was sentenced to

the penitentiary too, but I cannot criticize that sentence. It was

quite logical considering the source. The judge was adjudicated

insane a short time after.

The Supreme Court says the Constitution is a law for all in

war or peace. I wish to say for the record, however, that I was

not personally present at the adjudication of the fact in regard to

the jurist, and I am basing it conclusively upon current report

and newspaper articles. " The Constitution equally in war and in

peace covers with the shield of its protection all classes of men
at all times and under all circumstances. IRo doctrine involving

more pernicious consequences was ever invented by the wit of

man than that any of its provisions can be suspended through any

of the great exigencies of government. Such a doctrine leads

directly to anarchy or despotism." That is in the Milligan ease

in the 14th of "Wallace.

The right to petition has no;t only been up for consideration and

discussion in legislative bodies and in courts but it is guaranteed

by the Constitution. I wish to call your attention to one or two

excerpts \ipon the siibject. John Quincy Adams offered a petition

for the liberation of negro slaves. The House at that time was

very much insulted by the fact that such a petition was offered.

At one time his reputation was such for offering all petitions that

came in. He said everyone has a right to petition. Any petitions

that comes to my hand I will offer to the Speaker. One day they

sent in a petition signed by negro slaves who were opposed to
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abolition. Some thought it was a joke and that he would not pre-

sent the petition,— but he did. He did. Probably he thought

that it was truthful, because those who clamor for freedom the

least are those who have had the least experience under free condi-

tions. The slave is one of the last to ask for his freedom, just the

same as the most submissive derelict in civilized society is the last

to insist iipon a dignified position in social, industrial and political

life.

I read from Seward, quotation of Adams

:

" It is for the sacred right of petition that I have adopted

this course. * * * Where is your law which says that the

mean and the low, and the degraded, shall be deprived of the

right of petition, if their moral character is good ? Where, in

the land of freemen, was the right of petition ever placed on

the exclusive basis of morality and virtue ?
"

I mention this because it may be regarded that the pacifists,

military prisoners and other offenders, constituting perhaps a

thousand or two thousand in the United States, may be regarded as

wanting proper virtue.

" Petition is supplication— it is entreaty— it is prayer.

And where is the degree of vice or immorality which shall

deprive the citizen of the right to supplicate for a boon, or

to pray for mercy? Where is such a law to be found? It

does not belong to the most abject despotism. There is no

absolute monarch on earth, who is not compelled, by the

Constitution of his country, to receive the petitions of his

people, whoever they may be. The Sultan of Constanti-

nople cannot walk the streets and refuse to receive petitions

from the meanest and vilest of the land. This is the law

even of despotism. And what does your law say? Does it

say that, before presenting a petition, you shall look into

it and see whether it comes from the virtuous, and the great

and the mighty ? No, sir ; it says no such thing. The right

of petition belongs to all. And so far from refusing to pre-

sent a petition because it might come from those low in the

estimation of the world, it would be an additional incentive,

if such incentive were wanting."

I want to have you notice this : the conviction has been offered in

the case. I want to have you know what they were sentenced for.
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I want to have you listen to what Mr. Brown says when he thinks

they ought to go to prison when they are acting in the capacity of

mercy.

Wendell Phillips in Lynn, Massachusetts, and according to the

latest reports, he was not born in Germany and neither were his

parents, says

:

"The right of petition we had thought as firmly fixed in

the soil of America as the Saxon race which brought it

here. It was the breath of life during our colonial history,

and is recognized on every page of our history as the bul-

wark of civil liberty. Antiquity and the historical asso-

ciations of our mother country had rendered it so sacred

that we looked confidently to that for protection and re-

dress, when all other means should fail.

" Who does not recollect the astonishment— for the first

feeling was rather astonishment than indignation— with

which we heard that the door of the Capitol was closed to the

voice of the people? It seems as if the nation had been

pressing on blindfold, and we opened our eyes only to behold

the precipice over which we were rushing; as if the time-

honored rights which had been fought for on British ground,

and. which our fathers had inherited, not one were again to

be struggled for. The power of liberty had rolled back four

centuries, and the contest whose history is written on the

battlefields and scaffolds of England had been all in vain.

WeU might hope sicken, and the bravest despair.

" I have said, Mr. President, that we owe gratitude to Mr.

Adams for hie defense of the right of petition. A little

while ago it would have been absurd to talk of gratitude be-

ing due to any man for such a sei-vice. It would have been

said, ' Why, he only did his duty, what every other maa
would have done ; it was too simple and plain a case to need

a thought.' But it is true that, now, even for this we ought

to be grateful."

The slave power, feeling that its day was going, did not have

brains enough to recognize what was coming. They went down

into Texas. Texas was a Catholic country, but opposed to human

slavery. Canada on the- north wa? opposed ; Great Britain was,

too. So slaveholders took their slkvee with them and went into

Texas and started a warfare against Mexico, that they might
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divide Texas into five States to perpetuate their slavery in the

United States. Let us Americans not fool ourselves any longer.

When a man says we have never been engaged in an unrighteous

war in our history, I ask him to tell the story of the morals and
ethics of the Brigades and the army going into a neutral, unof-

fensive country next door for the purpose of carving up such

country to make it an adjunct of the Southern Confederacy.

And this is another fact; there was a reaction at this time.

They were very harsh against the Abolitionists. They were not

only jailing one, but hundreds. He continued:

"And this fact is another, a melancholy proof of the

stride which the influence of slavery has made within a few

years. It throws such dimness over the minds of freemen

that what would once have been thought the alphabet of

civil right, they hail as a discovery.

" I wish this resolution may pass, that as far as in us lies,

he may feel that Massachusetts echoes back his cry to arms,

is ready to sustain him and his colleagues in their noble

course, is girding herself for the contest— and come what

may, will see to it that, however the lights of other States

may flicker with the breeze, her courts shall burn bright and

unchanging on the eminence which she has never deserted or

betrayed."

These persons who were seat to prison for petitioning are in

good company— the spirit of good company— company that is

dead, but the spirit lingers at least somewhere, though they are

now traitors and renegades and disloyalists and Socialists. I

depart from my text for a moment to say that the Socialist Party

is proud of the fact to-day that we stand for the three great

fundamental principles of American liberty and life: Freedom

of the press, freedom of speech and representative government;

and it is not surprising to us to find them gradually eaten and torn

away from people who lave reached a point where a banker can

rise and say : "I am one of seven men who control the finance of

the nation," and I quote Mr. Dawes, of the Continental Bank of

Chicago.

Eose Pastor Stokes has been mentioned. There seems to be

one member of the Committee who has been somewhat interested

in her fate, because quite frequently our dear friend, Comrade

Cuvillier, has mentioned Rose Pastor Stokes. JSTow, he should

know what she has been convicted for.
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Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Th© fact was that, after being con-

victed, she was not satisfied, and bad to violate the law again and

be tried and convicted again.

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Cuvillier, that sbows that a brutal, un-

restrained, vicious presecution does not produce respect or love;

but produces the worst kind of pedagogy.

She wrote to the Star and she said

:

"A headline in this evening's issue reads :
' Mrs. Stokes

for the government and against the war.' I am not for the

government. In the interview that follows I am quoted as

having said :
' I believe the government of the United States

should have the unqualified support of every citizen in its

war aims.' I made no such statement. I believe no such

thing."

Mr. Wilson had fourteen aims. He went to Paris and he re-

turned, and the open Covenant of Nations went glimmering, and

how many of the other fourteen points were left, I do not know.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— But he was loyal to his country,

though.

Mr. Stedman.— Oh, yes. That is not my point— and I do

not think he boasts of it all the time—• that is, if he is consonant

that he is. I want to say this : that you can generally take a man

who is boasting of the fact that he always pays his bills, and

suggest that he have his checks certified. The man who is what

he is is not in the habit of parading it on billboards unless he is

selling some wares.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I do not think, Mr. Stedman, that

you should assail the President of the United States.

Mr. Stedman.— What is that ?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I do not think that you should assail

the President of the United States.

Mr. Stedman.^— Let me say this, sir, to you : I hope the time

will never come when a man in this government will not feel the

right to assail any man in public office -— every man in this house.

The law stands in a position equal to that of the President.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— I mean in this case here.
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Mr. Stedman.— In any case. Let the law once draw the line

and you will exclude everything. John Adams, who made the

motion to make this country independent, under a situation, if

you please, where Frenchmen were coming over to the United

States; coming over here from the Revolution in France, where

they were denounced, where the press denounced them, where they

were recorded as inimical to American institutions; let me read:

" Many of these newcomers were extreme radicals and

expressed their opinions by speech or pen with a venomous

facility that has few counterparts in these milder times. In

their old homes, they had detested kings and governors, but

had been compelled to keep their thoughts more or less to

themselves. In America, they condemned whatever magis-

trate they found in power without fear of guillotine, axe,

Bastile or Tower— It was inevitable that in 1798, some one

should ask by what right a lot of foreigners came over here

and malignantly reproached those whom the voters had

placed in high station? If these foreigners did not like the

men and things that appealed to the majority of American

voters, let them keep away, or if they had come over, let

them get out."

I am quoting from Professor Channing's History of the United

States, volume 4, page 220. And that man, with a record as a

publicist, went down to defeat. People who revolted against a

stamp tax; people who revolted against a revenue act, at that

time— and people who know the value of liberty, at no time—
will suffer for any permanent period a gag to be placed upon their

lips; and they did not then. It was good it was the President,

because if it had been some insignificant individual, it would

have caused no comment. But once you say :
" You cannot

criticize the President," then comes the Senate; then comes Con-

gress; then comes the Legislature, and it ends up with the con-

stable. That is the process.

The sedition laws of all countries have proven failures. Louis

XIV said, "I am the ,State," and he adopted a sedition law.

You could not speak and you would not talk. We know his finish.

The Czar prohibited speaking. You could not talk. We know all

the people talked. We know his finish. It is so recent that we

know of it. The Kaiser would not permit Socialists or anyone to

talk. We saw his finish.
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By the way, right here I must divert before I go to the

Berger case, and it was very interesting to notice in the address

delivered yesterday the criticism of the Socialists of the United

States. You are not with the war. You were against the Ger-

mans who were with their country. True, you were with the

Italians who were opposed to war, hut you were not with ihe French

who were pTO-war ; and throughout it all there runs this chord

:

that we approve the Socialists who were with their countries and

supported the war. I do not know whether you noticed it, but to

me it was very clear— and do you understand why that existed.

Along the criticism of Kussia, I will tell you. The gentleman is

so clearly and psychologically a representative of vested inter-

ests, that he believed in an unlimited obsequious submission to

authority, even though it was the Kaiser or the Czar. If you

analyze Mr. Conboy's address you will find throughout that by
innuendo he was p)raisiug the majority Socialists of Germany.

Why ? Because they stood for a monarch and a mailed fist. Not

at all is that all, but because they were loyal no matter how tyran-

nical the master may be ; but let me go back to Rose Pastor Stokes.

Rose Pastor Stokes mentioned the fact that she did not agree with

all the war aims and mentioned the first open covenant. Part of

it was open. The George Washington left the United States, and

it openly arrived in a port. After that the open business closed.

ISText, the integrity of small "nations. Of course, there was some-

thing in that because I do not think it included large nations.

So we enter into a League of l^ations. This is not an Interna-

tionale. This is not an Internationale. It is just a League of

IsTations. It is not an Internationale, because the four bosses that

came out of the war composed the entire brigade ; but tTiey entered

into it, and caused ten guarantees of the division of territory as

it exists. I can see why she should not agree with that. For

instance, a person might feel that Ireland should not be held as

subject, or India, or Egypt. They might even feel there was

really no complete justification, at least some question, from tak-

ing the iron ore fields, and the coal fields from a republican ally

of China and passing it over and handing it into the mailed fist

of Oriental Prussianism.

You might not believe it was well to take from an ally, which

is a progressive growing republican country, and pass it over

to one that you may find to become quite a dangerous rival when
you attempt to sell yoiu' serving machines and tinware in
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Ojiental markets. She had a right to disagree with the war,

—

war aims. Maybe she was wrong. I do not say she was right.

Mr. "Wilson may have been right,, but we have no theory here
of an omniscient President. You may have authority which is

absolute on the subject of faith, but on facts and on programs
I hope we can feel that a person has a right to disagree. Has
she' done any more than the United States- Senators have ? A lot

of them disagreed, and a great many other people., I say this too,

by way of prophecy, that that case, if it is ever decided, will

be reversed. I do not say that her personal course is good or bad.

There is no evidence in this case of record, under oath, as to what
her cost has been, but the record in her case is important, as I

will show you.

I now want to refer for a moment to the Berger case. Berger

was not convicted for circulating the proclamation or war program,

"The' Price we Pay," or any of these articles. In the proceed-

ing' in Congress, which I shall refer to in a moment— let us

tmdlerstand what conspiracy is. Conspiracy consists of an agree-

ment to do a legal act illegally, or an illegal act by legal means.

It implies co-operation and a common plan ; a meeting of minds,

but a meeting of minds with a plan in view. That is, that you

co-operate as an individuality, or that it may be a group of in-

dividuals with a kaowledge and with a purpose carrying out

that which would result normally in a physical concrete violation

of criminal law. I mention that .because in the entire period of

this war no man was convicted for circulating the proclamation

and' war program. That which is regarded here in the speech to

be such a hideous offense— you say it is referred to in the Debs

case and I shall read it in a few minutes ; but Debs was not con-

victed for circulating it because he did not even mention it in his

speech. How many were circulated ? Turn to your record in the

Berger case here and read it, and you will find that almost six or

seven hundred thousand, all over the United States— let me say

again that in " The Price we Pay," circulated to the extent of

900,000— and I am underestimating in each instance,— there

is one opinion one way and there is opinion the other way.

And it was not strange under this law that it happened that in

some places you would be a criminal, and if you walked five feet

over or one foot over, you were not a criminal, because there were

such divergent views as to the construction of the law and the

construction of facts upon that or under that law.
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Going now to the Berger case for a moment, I want to go to the

proceedings in the Congress. Berger was not convicted for the

dissemination of literature, either war programs or other docu-

ments. He was convicted of conspiracy, and to that I have re-

ferred. He was elected to Congress. There was a motion made
by Mr. Kearney, through the Chairman of the Committee, to

exclude him from the House. The contest in the National Con-

gress was the right— I should read this as a quote— The con-

dition in the ISTational Congress was the right of each of the re-

spective bodies to exclude suspended members, is summarized in

the conclusion of law by the committee in its report recommend-

ing the exclusion of Berger, that he was not entitled to take the

oath of office as a representative, page 16 as follows:

"As has been already shown in this report, both of these

contentions are unsound, and not supported by principle or

precedent. In the first place, the House of Kepresentatives

has always insisted upon its right to exclude members-elect,

and has always consistently refused to expel a member once

he has been sworn in for any offense committed by him

previous to his becoming a member, on the ground that the

constitutional power of expulsion is limited in its applica-

tion to the conduct of members of the House during their

term of office."

And I call your attention to this, that the hearing in Berger's

case, at that hearing they took up both propositions, first, that

he was denied the right to receive the oath of office; secondly,

should he be expelled or was there evidence sufficient to do that, to

warrant his expulsion. There was evidence sufficient to warrant

his expulsion, in their judgment ; there was evidence sufficient to

prevent his being seated; but that does not change the point I

am mating, that they held that where a man became a member of

the House he could only be expelled for conduct resulting there-

after which would jus'tify legally and warrant his expulsion.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— How about his second term ?

Mr. Stedman.— His second was upon the first. He was not

administered, but the point I am making here. Committeeman
Cuvillier, is this, that when these men came into this House, ac-

cepted the oath and participated, if you are looking for a pre-

cedent from the proceedings in the United States Congress, you

will find it establishing the fact that your right to expel existed
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by virtue of conduct improper, occurring after their admittance
into this Chamber as Assemblymen. The evidence submitted
against Berger consisted generally of the following : The record

in the case of the United States against Berger and others,

wherein Berger stood convicted— the United States ex rel. Mil-

waukee Social Democratic Publishing Company agains-t Burleson
in the United States Circuit Court of Appeals in the District of

Columbia. In the ease against Burleson the court said, and they

refer to it, and the page in the record is 504— " We shall not

review the articles from appellants' publication set forth in the

anE<wer." When I say we, Mr. Stenographer, I refer to the

record of the hearings before the special committee appointed

under the authority of the House, resolution No. 6, concerning

the right of Victor L. Berger to be sworn as a member of the

68th Congress, Volume 1

:

" We shall not review the articles from appellants' publica-

tion set forth in the answer, for when they are taken as a

whole and considered in connection with the circumstances

under which they were printed, we think the conclusion

reached by the Postmaster-General as to their purpose and

effect was warranted. No one can read them without be-

coming convinced that they were printed in a spirit of hos-

tility to our government, and in a spirit of sympathy for the

Central Powers; that through them appellant sought to

hinder and embarrass the government in the prosecution of

the war."

In the early part of my remarks I call attention to the difference

between supporting a reason and supporting a cause ; that persons

might be opposed to us going into this war, but no person with any

sense or principles wished the Kaiser and his junker gang to win

this war. No one ever thought of that for a moment. The com-

mittee found from the evidence in its conclusions of fact in almost

the precise language herein quoted in the opinion of the court.

I have given you that, and I might say that when he was re-

turned to Congress his vote increased from one to six, and among

those who voted for seating him was no less than the ex- and per-

haps now, the leader of the Eepublicans, Mr. James E. Mann.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— My Congressman voted for it. He

will be sorry for it before be gets through.
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Mr. Stedman.— Maylje lie will and maybe lie won't. We don't

know how things: will travel. Three or four yeaips ago we never

thought in the United States that reaction would run the course it

has. No one ever suspected, it. No one thought that the veneer of

real pati'iotism and love of liberty was so thin.

We have been left in side lines here. One reference is made to

the case of the Frenchmen who were told to go back, they didn't be-

long to this country. It makes me think how novd a situation it

would he and must have been, although they probably didn't say

it, that when one branch of my ancestors, a small one,— I can just

.

imagine them coming out from, the Iroquois Federation and saying

to John and Isaac Stedman. when they got off the good old boat

Queen, Elizabeth in 1638', saying, " John and Isaac, you are steal-

ing our lands and we cannot stand it. If you don't like thiscoua-

try go back where you came from." They would speak as real

Americans. The rest of us only come here by accident and chance.

I want to say, for my part, I am glad a lot of them came. You
remember, Mr. Committeeman, even the Grermans— for by their

vote Abraham Lincoln was elbctted, and the scalb was turned' to his

side by their strength. The Arsenal at St. Louis was taken posses-

sion of, one of the best equipped, armed' and equipped, and' filled by

Floyd'when he was Secretary of W,ar. Not only that, they drilled

regiments, held the Southern militarists, graduates, most of them,

from the llilitary College, in leash, while we were developing and

dlrilling the genuine^ the long line Americans of the North to meet

the onslaught. No matter what we may think of them now, or

what you may or others, we must remember that one event in

American history — they helped to change conditions for the best,

and Karl Marx received a letter of commendation from Abraham

Lincoin, stood with Beecher, and stood with Thompson, and those

who were against Great Britain lining up with the South. The

Socialist stood there, and although Marx was in exile into Eng-

land, it is to the credit of England that she tells neither anarchists,

Eropatkin, nor the Socialist Marx, " go back where you came

from."

She knew the value of the intellect oppressed by a despotism, and

one of the great sources uf Great Britain to-day is the fact that

no matter how she treated her colonies, in London in her home,

in her very heart, she said :
" Take Trafalgar Square; take the

streets ; talk aa you please but obey the law." That is all she re-

quired, and liberty of speech lived and the renegades of other
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British Empire than any other source irom which she had drawn
her influence.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— It is the American Socialist Party

in this war that we want to know about.

Mr. Stedman.— I am glad you mentioned that also, because it

calls my attention to another thing. You don't know the truth

about this war. You cannot know the truth about this war until

the Espionage Act is dead. Counsel here yesterday intimated that

the convention of the socialists wag not called because some of them
might express an opinion which might land them in the peniten-

tiary. That is true. We said this, there are many in our party

who think that the proclamation and war program should be re^

vised. It was drawn to stop a conflagration that was intended.

Its language was lurid to meet a situation of high flame. It was

to stop if you could an impact of the people rushing into war.

It was a propaganda document as well as one announcing prin-

ciples, and the suggestion was that a convention should be called,

that it should be revised. We refused to call it. We could not

say, " Gentlemen, we want to revise the document " and a man
in the other end of the hall say " I think it ought to stand as it is

;

I think we ought to express more strongly our opposition to the

war." You see what it would have invited. Every man who

wished to destroy it could speak with a free and open mind.

Everyone who wished to affirm it would be a candidate for the

penitentiary. And we refused to permit a convention to exist

where anyone could say to men upon the floor, " we can speak as

we please. You rejply, sir, and the district attorney and the

jury will send you to the penitentiary." And I say that with

all the press, all the 'pulpit, all the money, all the wealth, aR

the institutions in favor of this war that it was an act of national,

moral cowardice to place a gag upon the lips of the minority

who wished to tell the people of this country the truth about this

war. But mark you have done it for a day; it has been done

for twQ yeara, but the people some time will know the agencies

that brought it about, the cards that were shuffled, and when they

know, the heart of this people will respond. They are earnest

and want the facts and are going to get them in due time. And

this country needed no such method as that ; no such process was

needed but it was adopted and it was the first time since the year
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1798. Talk about profiteers; talk about the Lusitania. When
the Lusitania sunk, who sent out the message to be neutral ? Was
it not the President of the United States? Of course it was.

Who was it that insisted on neutrality all the time ? The Presi-

dent. Did Martin Glynu suggest that we should go to war because

the Lusitania was sunk ? JSTot at all. But we will come to that

a little later.

Portions of the Debs case have been read to you. I am going

to call your attention to one or two features of it and read a

portion of it. Then I want to analyze one or two counts. I state

before I shall ask Mr. Block to read the speech to the jury the

thing I want you to bear in mind. In this indictment there was

the charge that he used language to bring the form of the govern-

ment into contumely and disrepute ; that he opposed the cause of

the government of the United States; that he used disloyal

language about the form of the government of the United States.

That he made false reports. Every one of those counts was with-

drawn or demurrers sustained to it. The government withdrew

the seventh count. The seventh count was a charge that his

language was used intending to create resistance to the United

States. That was withdrawn because of the insufficiency of the

evidence, by the Attorney-General of the United States. That is

important for us here for the following reasons: These men are

charged with being disloyal. You can take the evidence and state-

ments by Mr. Debs. You can say :
" I call attention to the

charge in the indictment, where it was stated that it was done

with an intent to provoke resistance to the United States." The

Attorney-General withdrew it. The language used was not dis-

loyal language, about the form of the government of the United

States. That there were no charges of false reports. That was

withdrawn. But I ought to emphasize this to you, gentlemen:

That under the Espionage Act the truth was no defense; motive

was no defense. The act was sufficient. If a man went forth

and pidled down a recruiting sign he was guilty whether he be-

lieved men should not engage in war or whether he had a mali-

cious intent against the officers of the recruiting service.

The truth of the case I have referred to, of the men convicted

for petitioning to release prisoners— in that instance they por-

trayed brutalities. You cannot prove the truth even upon the

question of motive. You cannot prove the truth on the mitiga-

tion of intent. What the practical effect was : Did the man who
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used it, and was the probable view of that language, to produce
insubordination, disloyalty, or to obstmet the recruiting and en-

listment service of the United States. That was all. And in

the case I have referred to, of Mr. Debs, the counts were elimi-

nated, except counts two and four. Two and four were the ones

that finally went before the Supreme Court, an attempt to cause

insubordination and an attempt to obstruct the recruiting and
enlistment service.

Wow, I will ask Mr. Block to read the address of Mr. Debs to

the jury.

Mr. Block (reading) :

" May it please the Court, and Gentlemen of the Jury

:

" For the first time in my life I appear before a jury in

a court of law to answer to an indictment for crime. I am
not a lawyer. I know little about court procedure, about the

ndes of evidence or legal practice. I know only that you
gentlemen are to hear the evidence brought against me, that

the court is to instruct you in the law, and that you are

then to determine by your verdict whether I shall be branded

with criminal guilt and be consigned, perhaps to the end

of my life in a felon's cell.

" Gentlemen, I do not fear to face you in this hour of

accusation, nor do I shrink from the consequences of my
utterances or my acts. Standing before you, charged as I

am with crime, I can yet look the court in the face, I can

look you in the face, I can look the world in the face, for

in my conscience, in my soul, there is festering no accusation

of guilt.

" Permit me to say in the first place that I am entirely

satisfied with the Court's ruling. I have no fault to find

with the District Attorney or with the counsel for the prose-

cution.

" I wish to admit the truth of all that has been testified

to in this proceeding. I have no disposition to deny any-

thing that is true. I would not, if I could, escape the re-

sults of an adverse verdict. I would not retract a word that

I have uttered that I believe to be true to save myself from

going to the penitentiary for the rest of my days.

" I am charged in the indictment, first, that I did wil-

fully cause an attempt to cause or incite, insubordination,

mutiny, disloyalty and refusal of duty within the military
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forces of the United States; that I did obstruct and attempt

to obsitract the recruiting amd enlistment service of the

United States. I am charged also with uttering words in-

tended to bring into contempt and disrepute the form of

government of tte United States, the Constitution of the

United States, th'e military forces of the United States, the

flag of the United States and the uniform of the army and
navy.

"The Court.— Mr. Debs, permit me to say that the last

charge which you have read to the jury has been withflxawn

from their consideration by the Court.
" Mr. Debs.— Pai-don me. I was not aware of that.

" The Court.— I have directed a verdict of ' not guilty

'

as to that charge.

" Mr. Debs.— I am accused further of uttering words in-

tended to procure and incite resistance of the United States

and to promote the cause of the Imperial German Govern-

ment.

" Gentlemen, you liave, heard the rqport of my speech at

Canton on June 1.6th, and I submit that there is not a word

in that speech to warrant these charges. I admit having

delivered the speech. I admit the accuracy of the speech in

all of its main features as reported in this proceeding. There

are two distinct reports. They vary somewhat but they are

agreed upon all of the material statements embodied in that

speech.

" In what I had to say there my purpose was to educate

the people to understand something about the social system

in which we live and to prepare them to change this system

by perfectly peaceable .and orderly means into what I, as a

socialist, conceive to be a real democracy. In the course

of the speech that resulted in this indictment, I am charged

with having expressed sympathy for Kate Richards O'Hare,

for Eose Pastor Stokes, for Ruthenberg, Wagenknecht and

BaJser. I did express my perfect sympathy with these com-

rades of mine. I have known them for many years. I have

every reason to believe in their integrity, every reason to

look upon them with respect, with confidence and with

approval.

"Kate Richards O'Hare never uttered the words imputed

to her in the report. The words are perfectly brutal. She
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is not capable of iising such language. I know that through
all of the years of her life she has been working in the in-

terests of the suffering, struggling poor; that she has con-

secrated all of her energies, all of her abilities, to their better-

ment. The same is true of Eose Pastor Stokes. Through
all of her life she has been oai the side of the oppressed and
downtrodden. If she were so inclined, she might occupy a

place of ease. She might enjoy all of the comforts and
leisures of life. Instead of 1his, she has renounced them
all. She has taken her place among the poor, and there she

has worked with all of her ability, all of her energy, to make
it possible for them to enjoy a little more of the comforts

of life.

" I said that if these women whom I have known all of

these years— that if they were criminals, if they ought to go

to the penitentiary, then I too am a criminal, and I too ought

to be sent to prison. I have not a word to retract— not one.

I uttered the truth. I have made no statement in that

speech that I am not prepared to prove. If there is a single

falsehood in it, it has not been exposed. If there is a single

statement in it that will not bear the light of truth, I will

retract it. I will make all of the reparation in my power.

But if what I said is true, and I believe it is, then what-

evejr fate or fortune may have in store for me I shall pre-

serve inviolate the integrity of my soul and stand by it to

the end.

" When I said what I did about the three comrades of

mine who are in the workhouse at Canton, I had in mind
what they had been ever since I have known them in the

service of the working class. I had in mind the fact that

these three workingmen had just a little while before had

their hands cuffed and were strung up in that prison house

for eight hours at a time, until they fell to the floor fainting

from exhaustion. And this because they had refused to

do some menial, filthy services that were an insult to their

dignity and their manhood.
" I have been accused of expressing sympathy for the

Bolsheviki of Eussia. I plead guilty to the charge. I

have read a great deal about the Bolshviki of Eussia that

is not true. I happen to know of my own knowledge that

they have been grossly misrepresented by the press of this

country. Who are these much maligned revolutionists of
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Eussia? For years they had been victims of a brutal Czar.

They and their antecedents were sent to Siberia, lashed with

a knout, if they ever dreamed of freedom. At last the hour

struck for a great change. The revolution came. The Czar

was overthrown and his infamous regime ended. What fol-

lowed ? The common people of Russia came into power, the

peasants, the toilers, the soldiers, and they proceeded as best

they could to establish a government of the people.

" District Attorney Werts.— If the Court please, I would
like to ask the Court to instruct the defendant that his argu-

ments are to be confined to the evidence in the case. There

isn't any evidence in this case about the Bolsheviki at all or

the Russian revolution.

" The Court.— I think I will permit the defendant to pro-

ceed in his own way. Of course, you are not a lawyer, Mr.

Debs. The usual rule is that the remarks of counsel should be

confined to the testimony in the case, but it does not forbid

counsel from making references to facts or matters of general

public history or notoriety by way of illustrating your argu-

ments and testimony in the case. So I will permit you to pro-

ceed in your own way.
" Mr. Debs.— Thank you. It may be that the much-

despised Bolsheviki may fail at last, but let me say to you

that they have written a chapter of glorious history. It will

stand to their eternal credit. The leaders are now denounced

as criminals and outlaws. Let me remind you that there was

a time when George Washington, who is now revered as the

Father of his Country, was denounced as a disloyalist, when
Sam Adams, who is known to us as the Father of the Ameri-

can Revolution, was condemned as an incendiary, and Patrick

Henry, who delivered that inspired and inspiring oration that

aroused the colonists, was condemned as a traitor.

" They were misunderstood at the time. They stood true

to themselves, and they won an immortality of gratitude and

glory.

" When great changes occur in history, when great prin-

ciples are involved, as a rule the majority are wrong. The

minority are right. In every age there have been a few

heroic souls who have been in advance of their time, who

have been misunderstood, maligned, persecuted, sometimes

put to death. Long after their martyrdom monuments were

erected to them and garlands were woven for their graves.
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" I have been accused of having obstructed the war. I

admit it. Gentlemen, I abhor vrar. I would oppose the war
if I stood alone. When I think of a cold, glittering steel

bayonet being plunged in the white, quivering flesh of a

human being, I recoil with horror. I have often wondered

if I could take the life of my fellow men, even to save ray

own.
" ilen talk about holy wars. There are none. Let me re-

mind you that it was Benjamin Franklin who said, ' There

never was a good war or a bad peace.'

" Napoleon Bonaparte was a high authority upon the

subject of war, and when in his last days he was chained to

the rock of |St. Helena, when he felt the skeleton hand of

Death reaching for him, he cried out in horror, ' War is the

trade of savages and barbarians.'

" I have read some history. I know that it is ruling

classes that make war upon one another and not the people.

In all of the history of this world the people have never yet

declared a war. Not one. I do not believe that really civi-

lized nations would murder one another. I would refuse to

kill a human being on my own account. Why should I at

the command of anyone else or at the command of any power

on earth?

" Twenty centuries ago there was one appeared upon earth

we know as the Prince of Peace. He issued a command in

which I believe He said, ' Love one another.' He did not

say, ' Kill one another,' but ' Love one another.' He espoused

the cause of the suffering poor— just as Rose Pastor Stokes

did, just as Kate Richards O'Hare did— and the poor heard

Him gladly. It was not long before He aroused the ill-will

and the hatred of the usurers, the money changers, the profi-

teers, the high priests, the lawyers, the judges, the merchants,

the bankers— in a word, the ruling class. They said of him

just what the i-uling class says of the Socialist today, 'He

is teaching dangerous doctrine. He is inciting the common

rabble. He is a menace to peace and order.' And they had

him arraigned, tried, convicted, condemned, and they had

his quivering body spiked to the gates of Jerusalem.

" This has been the tragic history of the race. In the

ancient world Socrates sought to teach some new truths to the

people, and they made him drink the fatal hemlock. It has
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been true all along the track of the ages. The men and

women who had been in advance, who have had new ideas,

new ideals, who. have had the courage to attack the estab-

lished order of things, have all had to pay the same penalty.

"A century and a half ago, when the American colonists

were still foreign subjects, and when there were a few men
who had faith in the common people and "believed that they

could rule themselves without a king, in that day to speak

against a king was treason. If you read Bancroft or any

other standard historian, you will find that a great majority

of the colonists believed in the king and actually believed that

he had a divine right to rule over them. They had been

taught to believe that to say a word against the king, to

question his so-called divine right was sinful. There were

ministers opened their bibles to prove that it was the patriotic

duty of the people to loyally serve and support the king.

But there were a few men in that day who said, ' We don't

need a king. We can govern ourselves.' And they began

an agitation that has been immortalized in history.

" Washington, Adams, Payne— these were the rebels of

their day. At first they were opposed by the people and de-

nounced by the press. You can remember that it was Frank-

lin that said to his compeers, ' We have now to hang together

or we will hang separately bye and bye.' And if the revo-

lution had failed, the revolutionary fathers would have been

executed as felons. But it did not fail. Revolutions have

a habit of succeeding when the time comes for them. The
revolutionary forefathers were opposed to the form of

government in their day. They were denounced, they were

condemned. Bvit they had the moral courage to stand erect

and defy all the stomis of detraction; and that is why they

are in history, and that is why the great respectable majority

of their day sleep in forgotten graves. The world does not

know they ever lived.

"At a latter time there began another mighty agitation in

this country. It was against an institution that was deemed'

a very respectable one in its time, the institution of chattel

slavery, that became all powerful; that controlled the Presi-

dent, both branches of Congress, the Supreme Court, the

press, to a very large extent the pulpit. All of the organized

forces of society, all the powers of government, upheld chattel
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slavery iu that day. Again there were a few appeared.
One of them was Elijah Lovejoy. Elijah Lovejoy was as

much despised in his day as are the leaders of the I. AV. W.
m our day. Elijah Lovejoy was murdered in cold blood in

Alton, Illinois, in 1837, simply because he was opposed to

chattel slavery— just as I am opposed to wage slavery.

When you go down the Mississippi river and look up at

Alton, you see a magnificent white shaft erected there in

memory of a man who was true to himself and his convic-

tions of right and duty unto death.

" It was my good fortune to personally know Wendell
Phillips. I heard the story of his persecution, in part at

least, from his own eloquent lips just a little while before

they were silenced in death.

"William Lloyd Garrison, Garret Smith, Thaddeus
Stevens— these leaders of the abolition movement, who were
regarded as monsters of depravity, were true to the faith and

stood their ground. They are all in history. You are teach-

ing your children to revere their memory, while all of their

detractors are in oblivion.

" Chattel slavery disappeared. We are not yet free. We
are engaged in another mighty agitation today. It is as wide

as the world. It is the rise of the toiling and producing

masses who ai'e gradually becoming conscious of their interest,

their power, as a class, who are organizing industrially and

politically, who are slowly but surely developing the economic

and political power that is to set them free. They are still in

the minoritj-, but they have learned how to wait, and to bide

their time.

" It is because I happen to be in this minority that I stand

in your presence today, charged with crime. It is because I

believe as the revolutionary fathers believed in their day that

a change was due in the interests of the people, that the time

had come for a better form of government, an improved sys-

tem, a higher social order, a nobler humanity and a grander

civilization. This minority that is so much misunderstood

and so bitterly maligned is in alliance with the forces of

evolution, and as certain as I stand before you this afternoon,

it is but a question of time until this minority will become a

conquering majority and inaugurate the greatest change in

all the history of the world. You may hasten the change
;
you
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may retard it
;
you can no more prevent it than you can pre-

vent the coming of the sunrise on the morrow.
" My friend, the assistant prosecutor, doesn't like what

I had to say in my speech about Internationalism. What is

there objectionable about Internationalism ? If we had inter-

nationalism there would be no war. I believe in patriotism.

I have never uttered a word against the flag. I love the flag

as a symbol of freedom. I object only when that flag is pros-

tituted to base purposes, to sordid ends, by those who, in the

name of patriotism, would keep the people in subjection.

" I believe, however, in a wider patriotism. Thomas
Payne said, 'My country is the world. To do good is my
religion.' Garrison said, 'My country is the world and all

mankind are my countrymen.' That is the essence of inter-

nationalism. I believe in it with all my heart. I believe that

nations have been pitted against each other long enough in

hatred, in strife, in warfare. I believe that there ought to be a

bond of unity between all of these nations. I believe that

the human, race consists of one great family. I love the

people of this country, but I don't hate the people of any

country on earth -— not even the Germans. I refuse to hate

a human being because he happens to be born in some other

country. Why should I ? To me it does not make any dif-

ference where he was born or what the color of his skin may
be. Like myself he is the image of his creator. He is a

human being and endowed with the same faculties, he has

the same aspirations, he is entitled to the same rights, and

I would infinitely rather serve him and love him than to

hate him and kill him.
" We hear a great deal about human brotherhood— a

beautiful and inspiring theme. It is preached from a count-

less number of pulpits. It is vain for us to preach of human
brotherhood while we tolerate this social system in which we

are a mass of warring units, in which millions of workers

have to fight one another for jobs, and millions of business

men and professional men have to fight one another for

trade, for practice— in which we have individual interests

and each is striving to care for himself alone without ref-

erence to his fellow men. Human brotherhood is yet to

lie realized in this world. It never can be in the capitalist's

competitive system in which we live.
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" Yes
; I was opposed to the war. I am perfectly willing,

on that account, to be branded as a disloyalist, and if it is

a ci'ime under the American law punishable by imprisonment
for being opposed to human bloodshed, I am perfectly will-

ing to be clothed in the stripes of a convict and to end my
days in a prison cell.

" If my friends, the attorneys, had known me a little better

they might have saved themselves some trouble in procuring
evidence to prove certain things against me which T have not
the slightest inclination to deny, but rather, upon the other

hand, I have a very considerable pride in.

" Your have heard a great deal about the St. Louis plat-

form. I wasn't at the convention when the platform was
adopted, but I don't ask to be excused from my responsibility

on that account. I voted for its adoption. I believe in its

essential principles. There was some of its phrasing that I

would otherwise. I afterwards advocated a restatement.

The testimony to the effect that I had refused to repudiate it

was true.

"At the time that platform was adopted the nation had

just entered upon the war and there were millions of people

who were not socialists who were opposed to the United

States being precipitated into that war. Time passed; con-

ditions changed. There were certain new development and

I believe there should be a restatement. I have been asked

why I did not favor a repudiation of what was said a year

before. For the reason that I believed then as I believe now,

that the statement correctly defined the attitude of the

Socialist party toward war. That statement, bear in mind,

did not apply to the people of this country alone, but to the

people of the world. It said, in effect, to the people, especi-

ally to the workers of all countries, ' Quit going to war.

Stop murdering one another for the profit and glory of rul-

ing classes. Cultivate the arts of peace. Humanize human-

ity. Civilize civilization. That is the essential spirit in the

appeal of the much hated, condemned, St. Louis platform.

"'Now the Republican and Democratic Parties hold their

conventions from time to time. They revise their platforms

and their declarations. They do not repudiate previous plat-

forms. Nor is it necessary to. With the change of condi-

tions these platforms are outgrown and others take their
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places. I was not in the convention, but I believed in that

platform. I do today. But from the beginning of the war

to this day, I have never, by word or act, been guilty of the

charges that are embraced in this indictment. If I have

criticized, if I have ever condemned, it is because I have

believed* myself justified in doing so under the laws of the

land. I have had precedents for my attitude. This country

had been engaged in a number of wars, and every one of

them has been opposed, every one of them has been con-

demned by some of the most eminent men in the country.

The war of the Kevolution was opposed. The Tory press

denounced its leaders as criminals and outlaws. And that

is what they were under the divine right of a king to rule

men.

"The War of 1812 was opposed and condemned; the

Mexican War was bitterly condemned by Abraham Lincoln,

by Charles Sumner, by Daniel Webster and by Heni-y Clay.

That war took place under the Polk administration. These

men denounced the President ; they condemned his adminis-

tration; and they said that the war was a crime against

humanity. They were not indicted ; they were not tried for

crime. They are honored to-day by all of their countrymen.

The War of the Rebellion was opposed and condemned. In

1864 the Democratic Party met in convention at Chicago

and passed a resolution condemning the war as a failure.

What would you say if the Socialist Party were to meet in

convention today and condemn the present war as a failure ?

You charge us with being disloyalists and traitors. Were
the Democrats of 1864 disloyalists and traitors because they

condemned the war as a failure ?

" I believe in the Constitution of the United States. Isn't

it strange that we Socialists stand almost alone to-day in

defending the Constitution of the United States. The revo-

lutionary fathers who had been oppressed under king rule

understood that free speech, and the right of free assemblage

by the people were the fundamental principles of democratic

government. The very first amendment to the Constitution

reads :
' Congress shall make no law respecting an estab-

lishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof

;

or abridging the freedom of sjjeech, or of the press; or the

right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition
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the government for a redress of grievances.' That is per-

fectly plain English. It can be understood by a child. I

believe that the revolutionary fathers meant just vyhat is

here stated— that Congress shall make no lav7 abridging the

freedom of speech or of the press, or of the right of the

people to peaceably assemble, and to petition the government

for a redress of grievances.

" That is the right that I exercised at Canton on the 16th

day of last June; and for the exercise of that right, I now
have to answer to this indictment. I believe in the right of

free speech, in war as well as in peace. I would not, under

any circumstances, gag the lips of my bitterest enemy. I

would under no circumstances suppress free speech. It is

far more dangerous to attempt to gag the people than to

allow them to speak freely of what is in their hearts. I do

not go as far as Wendell Phillips did. Wendell Phillips

said that the glory of free men is that they trample unjust

laws under their feet. That is how they repeal them. If a

human being submits to having his lips sealed, to be in

silence reduced to vassalage, he may have all else, but he is

still lacking in all that dignifies and glorifies real manhood.
" ISTow, notwithstanding this fundamental provision in the

national law, Socialists' meetings have been broken up all

over this country. Socialist speakers have been arrested by

hundreds and flung into jail, where many of them are lying

now. In some cases not even a charge was lodged against

them— guilty of no crime except the crime of attempting to

exercise the right guaranteed to them by the Constitution of

the United States.

" I have told you that I am no lawyer, but it seems to me
that I know enough to know that if Congress enacts any law

that conflicts with this provision in the Constitution, that

law is void. If the Espionage law finally stands, then the

Constitution of the United States is dead. If that law is not

a negation of every fundamental principle established by the

Constitution, then certainly I am unable to read or under-

stand the English language.

"(To the Court).— Your Honor, I don't know whether I

would be in order to quote from a book I hold in my hand

called ' The ISTew Freedom,' by Woodrow Wilson, President

of the United States.
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" The Court.— I will grant you that permission.
" Mr. Debs.— I want to show the gentlemen of the jury, if

I can, that every statement I made in my Canton speech is

borne out in this book by Woodrow Wilson, called * The New
Freedom.' It consists of his campaign speeches while a can-

didate for the presidency. Of course, he uses different lan-

guage than I did, for he is a college professor. He is an

educated gentleman. I never had a chance to get an educa-

tion. I had to go to wor'k in my childhood. I want to show

you that the statement made by Rose Pastor Stokes, for

which she has been convicted, and the approval of which has

brought condemnation upon me, is substantially the same

statement as made by Mr. Wilson when he was a candidate

for the presidency of the United States.

(Reading) "
' To-day, when our govermnent has so

far passed into the hands of special interests; to-day,

when the doctrine is implicitly avowed that only select

classes have the equipment necessary for carrying on

government; to-day, when so many conscientious citi-

zens, smitten with the scene of social wrong and suffer-

ing have fallen victims to the fallacy that benevolent

government can be meted out to the people by kind-

hearted trustees of prosperity and guardians of the wel-

fare of dutiful employees—- to-day, supremely, does it

behoove this nation to remember that a people shall be

saved by the power that sleeps in its own deep bosom, or

by none; shall be renewed in hope, in conscience, in

strength, by waters welling up from its own sweet

perennial springs.'

" So this government has passed into the hands of special

interests. Rose Pastor Stokes' language is somewhat differ-

ent. Instead of ' special interests ' she said ' profiteers.' She

said that a government that was for the profiteers could not

be for the people, and that as long as the government was for

the profiteers, she was for the people. That is the statement

that I endorsed, approved and believed in with all my heart.

The President of the United States tells us that our govern-

ment has passed into the control of special interests. When
we Socialists make the same contention, we are branded as

disloyalists, and we are indicted as criminals. But that is

not all, nor nearly all.
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(Reading) " ' There are, of course, Americans who
have not yet heard that anything is going on. The
circus might come to town, have the big parade and go,

without their catching a sight of the camels or a note of

the calliope. There are people, even Americans, who
never move themselves or know that anything else is

moving.'

Just one other quotation. (Reading) :

" ' For a long time this country of ours has lacked

one of the institutions which freemen have always and

everywhere held fundamental. For a long time there

has been no sufficient opportunity of counsel among the

people; no place and method of talk, of exchange of

opinion, of parley. Communities have outgrown the

folk-meet and the town-meeting. Congress, in accord-

ance with the genius of the land, which asks for action

and is impatient of words,— Congress has become an

institution which does its work in the privacy of com-

mittee rooms and not on the floor of the Chamber ; a

body that makes laws— a legislature ; not a body that

debates— not a parliament. Party conventions afford

little or no opportunity for discussion; platforms are

privately manufactured and adopted with a whoop. It

is partly because citizens have foregone the taking of

counsel together that the unholy alliances of bosses and

Big Business have been able to assume to govern for us.'

" ' I conceive it to be one of the needs of the hour to

restore the processes of common counsel, and to substi-

tute them for the processes of private arrangement which

now determine the policies of cities, states, and nation.

We must learn, we freemen, to meet, as our fathers did,

somehow, somewhere, for consultation. There must be

discussion and dtibate, in which all freely participate.'

" Well, there has been something said in connection with

this about profiteering— in connection with this indictment.

(To the Court.) Would it be in order for me to read a brief

statement, showing to what extent profiteering has been car-

ried on during the last three years'?

" The Cotirt.— No. There would be no consensus of

opinion or agreement upon that statement. It is a matter
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statement you are then undertaking to assume something with-

out producing evidence to substantiate it.

" Mr. Debs.— 'Now, in the course of this proceeding you

gentlemen have perhaps drawn the inference that I am pro-

German, in the sense that I have any sympathy with the im-

perial government of Germany. My father and mother were

born in Alsace. They loved Erance with a passion that is

holy. They understood the meaning of Prussianism, and

they hated it with all their hearts. I did not need to be taught

to hate Prussian militarism. I knew from them what a hate-

ful, what an oppressive, what a brutalizing thing it was and

is. I cannot imagine how anyone could suspect that for one

moment I could have the slightest sympathy with such

a monstrous thing. I have been speaking and writing against

it practically all my life. I know that the Kaiser incarnates

all there is of brute force and of murder. And yet I would

not, if I had the power, kill the Kaiser. I would do to him

what Thomas Payne wanted to do to the King of England.

He said, ' Destroy the King, but save the man.'
" The thing that the Kaiser embodies and incarnates,

called militarism, I would, if I could, wipe from the face

of the earth,— not only the militarism of Germany, but the

militarism of the whole world. I am quite well aware of

the fact that the war now deluging the world with blood was

precipitated there not by the German people, biit by the class

that rules, oppresses, robs and degrades the German people.

President Wilson has repeatedly said that we were not

making war on the German people, and yet in war it is the

people who are slain, and not the rulers who are responsible

for the war.
" With every drop in my veins I despise kaiserism, and

all that kaiserism expresses and implies. I have sympathy

with the suffering, struggling people everywhere. It does not

make any difference under what flag they were horn, or where

they live, I have sympathy with them all. I would, if I could,

establish a social system that would embrace them all. It

is precisely at this point that we come to realize that there

is a reason why the peoples of the varioiis nations are pitted

against each other in bnital warfare instead of being united

in one all-embracing brotherhood.
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" War does not come by chance. War is not the result of

accident. There is a definite cause for war, especially a

modern war. The war that began in Europe can readily

be accounted for. For the last forty years, under this inter-

national capitalist system, this exploiting system, these

various nations of Europe have been preparing for the inevi-

table. And why ? In all these nations the great industries

are owned by a relatively small class. They are operated for

the profit of that class. And gi'oat abundance is produced

by the workers; but their wages will only buy back a small

part of their product. What is the result ? They have a

vast surplus on hand; they have got to export it; they have

got to find a foreign market for it. As a result of this these

nations are pitted against each other. They are industrial

rivals— competitors. They begin to arm themselves to

open, to maintain the market and quickly dispose of their

surplus. There is but the one market. All these nations are

competitors for it, and sooner or later every war of trade

becomes a war of blood.

" Xow, where there is exploitation there must be some

form of militarism to sujiport it. Wherever you find exploita-

tion you find .some form of military force. In a smaller

way YOU find it in this countiy. It was tkere long before

war was declared. For instance, when the miners out in

Colorado entered upon a strike about four years ago, the

state militia, that is under tlie control of the Standard Oil

Company, marched upon a camp, where the miners and

their wives and children were in tents. And by the way,

a report of this strike was issued by the United States Com-

mittee on Industrial Eolations. When the soldiers approacbed

the camp at Ludlow, where these miners, with their wives

and children were, the miners, to prove that they were

patriotic, placed flags above their tents, and when the state

militia, that is paid by Rockefeller and controlled by Eocke-

feller, swooped down upon that camp, the first thing they

did was to shoot those United States flags into tatters. Not

one of them was indicted or tried because he was a traitor

to his country. Pregnant women were killed, and a number

of innocent children slain. This in the United States of

America— the fruit of exploitation. The miners wanted

a little more of what they had been producing. But the Stand-

ard Oil Company wasn't rich enough. It insisted that all they
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were entitled to was just enough to keep them in work-

ing order. There is slaveiy for you. And when at last

they protested, when they were tormented by hunger, when

they saw their children in tatters, they were shot down as

if they had been so many vagabond dogs.

" And while I dan upon this point, let me say just another

word. Working men who organize, and who sometimes com-

mit overt acts, are very oftentimes condemned by those who
have no conception of the conditions under which they live.

How many men are there, for instance, who know anything

of their own knowledge about how men work in a lumber

camp— a logging camp, a turpentine camp ? In this report

of the United States Commission on Industrial Relations,

you will find the statement proved that peonage existed in

the state of Texas. Out of these conditions springs such

a thing as the I. W. W.— when men receive a pittance for

their pay, when they work like galley slaves for a wage that

barely suffices to keep their protesting souls within their

tattered bodies. When they can endure the condition no

longer, and they make some sort of a demonstration, or per-

haps commit acts of violence, how quickly are they con-

demned by those who do not knoAV anything about the con-

ditions under which they work.

"Five gentlemen of distinction, among them Professor

John Graham Brooks, of Harvard University, said that a word

that so fills the M'orld as the I. W. W. must have something

in it. It must be investigated. And they did investigate it,

each along their own lines; and I wish it were possible for

every man and woman in this country to read the result of

their investigation. They tell you why and how the I. W. W.
was instituted. They tell you, moreover, that the great cor-

porations, such as the Standard Oil Company, such as -the

Coal Trust, and the Lumber Trust, have, through their

agents, committed more crimes' against the I. W. W. than the

I. W. W. have ever committed against them.
" I was asked not long ago if I was in favor of shooting

our soldiers in the back. T said, ' 'No, I would not shoot

them in the back. T wouldn't shoot them at all. I would not

have them shot.' Much has been made of a statement that I

declared that men were fit for something better than slavery

and cannon fodder. I made the statement. I make no at-
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tempt to deny it. I meant exactly what I said. Men are fit

for something better than slavery and cannon fodder ; and the

time will come, though I shall not live to see it, when slavery

will be wiped from the earth, and when men will marvel that

there ever was a time when men who called themselvesi civil-

ized rushed upon each other like wild beasts and murdered
one another, by methods so cruel and barbarous that they

defy the power of language to describe. I can hear the

shrieks of the soldiers of Europe in my dreams'. I have

imagination enough to see a battlefield. I can see it strewn

with wrecks of human beings, who but yesterday were in the

flush and glory of their young manhood. I can see them at

even-tide, scattered about in remnants, their limbs torn from

their bodies, their eyes gouged out. Yes, I can see them and

I can hear them. I look above and beyond this frightful

scene. I think of the mothers who are bowed in the shadow

of their last great grief— whose hearts are breaking. And
I say to myself :

' I am going to do the little that lies in my
power to wipe from this earth that terrible scourge of war.'

" If I believed in war I could not be kept out of the first

line trenches. I would not be patriotic at long range. I

would be honest enough, if I believed in bloodshed, to shed

my own. But I do not believe that the shedding of blood

bears any actual testimony to patriotism, to love of country,

to civilization. On the contrary, I believe that warfare in all

of its forms is an impeachment of our social order, and a re-

buke to our much vaunted Christian civilization.

" And now, gentlemen of the jury, I am not going to de-

tain you too long. I wish to admit everything that has been

said respecting me from this witness chair. I wish to admit

everything that has been charged against me except what is

embraced in the indictment from which I have read to you.

I cannot take back a word. I cannot repudiate a sentence. I

stand before you guilty of having made this speech. I stand

before you prepared to accept the consequences of what there

is embraced in that speech. I do not know, I cannot tell,

what your vertict may be ; nor does it matter much, so far as

I am ccflicerned.

" Gentlemen, I am the smallest part of this trial. I have

lived long enough to appreciate my own personal insignifi-

cance in relation to a great issue, that involves the welfare of
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the whole people. What you may choose to do to me will be

of small consequence after all. I am not on trial here. There

is an infinitely greater issue that is being tried today in this

court, though you may not be conscious of it. American

institutions are on trial here before a court of American

citizens. The future will tell.

" And now, Your Honor, permit me to return my hearty

thanks for your patient consideration. And to you, gentle-

men of the jury, for the kindness- with which you have

listened to me.
" My fate is in your hands. I am prepared for the

verdict,
J)

(Whereupon, at 1 :05 P. M., the Committee recessed until 2 :30

P.M.)

AFTEKNOOI^ SESSION, 2:30 P. M.

Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Chairman, concluding with the Debs

record, portions of which were read by counsel for the afiirma-

tive, the court in asking Mr. Debts why sentence should not be

pronounced upon him, he said:

" Your honor, years ago I recognized my kinship with all

living beings, and I made up my mind that I was not one

bit better than the meanest of earth. I said then, I say now,

that while there is a lower class, I am in it ; while there is a

criminal element, I am of it ; while there is a soul in prison,

I am not free.

" If the law under which I have been convicted is a good

law, then there is no reason why sentence should not be pro-

nounced upon me. I listened to all that was said in this

court in support and justification of this law, but my mind

remains unchanged. I look upon it as a despotic enactment

in flagrant conflict with democratic principles and with the

spirit of free institutions.

" Your Honor, I have stated in this court that I am op-

posed to the form of our present government j that I am
opposed to the social system in which we live ; that I believe

in the change of both— but by perfectly peaceable and

orderly means.
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" Let uie call your attention to the fact this morning that

in this system 5 per cent of our people own and control two-

thirds of our wealth, 65 per cent of the people, embracing

the working class who produce all wealth, have but 5 per

cent to show for it.

" Standing here this morning, I recall my boyhood. At
fourteen I went to work in the railroad shops; at sixteen I

was firing a freight engine on a railroad. I remember all

the hardships, all the privations, of that earlier day, and

from that time until now, my heart has been with the work-

ing class. I could have been in Congress long ago. I have

preferred to go to prison. The choice has been deliberately

made. I could not have done otherwise. I have no regret.

" In the struggle— the unceasing struggle— between the

toilers and producers and their exploiters, I have tried, as

best I might, to serve those among whom I was born, with

whom I expect to share my lot until the end of my days.

" I am thinking this morning of the men in the miUs and

factories; I am thinking of the women who, for a paltiy

wage, are compelled to work out their lives; of the little

children, who, in this system, are robbed of their childhood,

and in their early, tender years, are seized in the remorse-

less grasp of Mammon, and forced into the industrial dun-

geons, there to feed the machines, while they themselves are

being starved body and soul. I can see them dwarfed, dis-

eased, stunted, their little lives broken, and their hopes

blasted, because in this high noon of our twentieth century

civilization, money is still so much more important than

human life. Gold is God, and rules in the afFairs of men.

The little girls, and there are a million of them in this coun-

try— this, the most favored land beneath the bending skies,

a land in which we have vast areas of rich and fertile soil,

material resources in inexhaustible abundance, the most

marvelous productive machinery on earth, millions of eager

workers ready to apply their labor to that machinery to pro-

duce an abundance for every man, woman and child— and

if there are still many millions of our people who are the

victims of poverty, whose life is a ceaseless struggle, all the

way from youth to age, until at last death comes to their

rescue and stills the aching heart, "and lulls the victim to

dreamless sleep, it is not the fault of the Almighty, it can't
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be charged to Nature ; it is due entirely to an outgrown social

system that ought to be abolished, not only in the interest of

the working class, but in a higher interest of all humanity.

"I think of these little children— the girls that are in

the textile mills of all description in the East, in the cotton

factories of the South— I think of them at work in a vitiated

atmosphere. I think of them at work when they ought to be

at play or at school. I think that when they do grow iip, if

they live long enough to approach the marriage state, they

are unfit for it. Their nerves are worn out, their tissue is

exhausted, their vitality is spent. They have been fed to

industry. Their lives have been coined into gold. Their

offspring are born tired. That is why there are so many
failures in our modern life.

" Your Honor, the 5 per cent of the people that I have

made reference to, constitute that element that absolutely

rules our country. They privately own all our public neces-

sities. They wear no crowns ; they wield no scepters ; they sit

upon no thrones; and yet they own our economic methods

and our political rulers. They control this government and

all of its institutions. They control the courts.

" The 5 per cent of our people who own and control all of

the sources of wealth, all of the Nation's industries, all of

the means of our common life— it is they who declare war

;

it is they who make peace ; it is they who control our destiny.

And so long as this is true, we can make no just claim to

being a democratic government— a self-governing people.

" I believe, your Honor, in common with all Socialists,

that this Nation ought to own and control its industries. I

believe, as all Socialists do, that all things jointly needed,

and used, ought to be jointly owned— that industry, the

basis of life, instead of being the private property of the few

and operated for their enrichment, ought to be the common
property of all, democratically administered in the interest

of all.

" John D. Rockefeller has today an income of sixty

million dollars a year, five million dollars a month, two hun-

dred thousand dollars a day. He does not produce a penny

of it. I make no attack upon Mr. Rockefeller personally.

I do not in the least dislike him. If he were in need, and

it were in my power to serve him, I should serve him as
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gladly as I would any other human being. I have no quarrel
with Mr. Rockefeller personally, nor with any other capital-

ist. I am simply opposing a social order, in which it is pos-

sible for one man who does absolutely nothing that is useful,

to amass a fortune of hundreds of millions of dollars, while

millions of men and women, who work all of the days of their

lives, secure barely enough for existence.

" This order of things cannot always endure. I have
registered my protest against it. I recognize the feebleness of

my effort, but fortunately, I am not alone. There are multi-

plied thousands of others who, like myself, have come to

realize that before we may truly enjoy the blessing of

civilized life, we must reorganize society upon a mutual and

co-operative basis ; and to this end we have organized a great

economic and political movement that is spread over the face

of all the earth.

" There ai-e today upwai'ds of sixty million Socialists,

loyal, devoted adherents to this cause, regardless of nation-

ality, race, creed, color or sex. They are all making com-

mon cause. They are all spreading the propaganda of the

new Social order. They are waiting, watching and working

through all the weary hours of the day and night. They are

still in the minority. They have learned how to be patient

and abide their time. They feel — they know, indeed—
that the time is coming in spite of all opposition, all persecu-

tion, when this emancipating gospel will spread among all

the peoples, and when this minority will become the

triumphant majority, and, sweeping into power, inaugurate

the greatest change in history.

" In that day we will have the universal commonwealth—
not the destruction of the nation, but, on the contrary, the

harmonious cooperation of every nation with every other

nation on earth. In that day war will curse this earth no

more.
" Your Honor, I ask no mercy. I plead for no immunity.

I realize that finally the right must prevail. I never more

clearly comprehended than now the great struggle between the

power of greed on the one hand, and upon the other the

rising hosts of freedom.

" I can see the dawn of a better day of humanity. The

people are awakening. In due course of time they will come

to their own.
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" When the mariner, sailing over tropic seas, looks for

relief from his weary watch, he turns his eyes towards the

Southern cross, turning luridly above the tempest-vexed

ocean. As the midnight approaches, the Southern cross

begins to bend, and the whirling worlds change their places,

and with starry fingerpoints the Almighty marks the passage

of time upon the dial of the universe, and though no bell

may beat the glad tidings, the lookout knows that the mid-

night is passing— that relief and rest are close at hand.

" Let the people take heart, and hope everywhere, for the

cross is bending, the midnight is passing, and joy cometh

with the morning.
" Your Honor, I thank you, and I thank all of this court

for their courtesy, for their kindness, which I shall remember

always.

" I am prepared to receive your sentence."

The witnesses who have been examined in this case— Assembly-

men and others— have, in response to questions asked of them

whether they favored Mr. Debs as the candidate for President at

the coming presidential election; without exception those who

have been so interrogated have responded in the affirmative. It

was stated that the beliefs of Mr. Debs personified and represented

the spirit, the purpose and the object of the Socialist movement.

As nearly as it can be portrayed, from what he has said and the

charge against him we gather his intent, his motive and his ideal.

It is not anti-national ; it is not destructive in the sense of a ruth-

less, barbarous upheaval. It is not a mode of warfare of the

sword. He has no conception of Jesus with a dagger in his teeth.

He believes in the power of moral suasion, and in this declaration

he makes the statement most emphatically, as he has throughout

his entire life, that in a government where the voice of the people

is the voice of God, some time the truth would prevail for all time,

until it served the great majority of the people.

He has faith in the people of his country, faith in their intelli-

gence. He represents in n sense the mdvement. Perhaps he

represents it more completely than any other man in this country.

The fact that he is convicted does not change the fundamental

purposes and objects for which he stood. Let's remember one

thing as we pass that, that under the Espionage Act, a man can

be found guilty for any expression, any statement, any facial con-
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tortion, and wink that can be interpreted into conduct consti-

tuting the production in the mind of a prospective conscript of a

feeling of aversion to enlistment. In other words, if a man is

present in an assembly and you mention the horrors of war, you
can be convicted, because the jury will say. To mention the hor-

rors of war— and I am not drawing on my imagination, but

from actual cases— to mention the hoiTors of war is likely to

deter a man from enlisting. He may not be so anxious to go.

That constitutes an obstruction to the recruiting and enlistment

service, especially the recruiting service. A man who stated that

the people of this country, if they could have voted on war, would

have voted against it and the profiteers were interested, is con-

victed. For the most trivial circumstances and conduct men have

been convicted. If a man in a city in northern New York should

denounce profiteers you would have no great difficulty before a

juiy in arguing that he denounced the profiteers, this man who
was making this speech, and what do you think our boys will

think if they ai'e going to Europe, if they hear that men are

remaining here and making money in this war; what will be the

effect on their minds ? They will say, " While we are giving our

lives men are filling their pockets with pelf. That is the effect of

denouncing profiteers at home. We are red-blooded Americans.

Wave the flag. Three cheers. Sing the National Anthem," and I

can convict him before any American jury in this country every

time. I point out by that how easy under this law any statement

can be interpreted by biased and prejudiced jurors who see but one

side. Why should you discourage a prospective recruit, a man
thinking of enlisting ? Any circumstances which will do it can be

interpreted and is interpreted into a violation of this Act. You
must remember that the important effect is the effect on the mind

of the person who is thinking of enlisting and it is for the jury to

speculate as to what effect it has. You tell the jury, " Gentlemen,

that is the effect it has on the average mind? " Not at all. The

prosecuting attorneys are too shrewd for that. They say, " Gentle-

men, it wouldn't affect you
;
you are too wise and smart, but what

effect is that going to have upon the youthful boy that don't know

and understand? He will only see this one thing." I use the

incident of profiteers to show what would be done under this act

and what any man can do who can make a speech to a prejudiced

jury for about thirty minutes. Human prejudice is a peculiar

thing. You have an idea and the idea is new ; it is not open to it.

It is like land parcjied and cracked amid a hot and torrid sun.
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Nothing grows and flourishes except cactus, and nothing lives

there except serpents and lizards. It hasn't the power of receiv-

ing new thoughts. It is not a cultured soil and is not capable of

accepting any new ideals, and when that is aroused to rage then,

gentlemen, there is no chance, the verdict you may count before

they are sworn and before even the indictment is drawn.

Mr. Debs, no one could conceive of, as a man who was sup-

porting Prussian autocracy. So, while they may have testified

that he was their candidate for President, I hope the Com-

mittee will not for a moment view the fact that he is convicted

and assume that that in itself disqualifies him from the most pro-

found respect of those who know him personally and those who

think that he is an exemplary representative of the movement, its

spirit and its purpose.

What I have called your atteiition to in reviewing these cases

really has nothing to do with the merits of this controversy.

Whether a man believes that Debs would be a good candidate or

not does not weigh one jot in determining whether or not he is

qualified to sit in this Assembly. It does not weigh one jot as

to whether that man believed in overthrowing the government

of the United States by violence. That is entirely outside of that.

Mr. Conboy suggests that the members of the party should

suffer for the party attitude. That, ordinarily, would be rather

a harsh rule. Persons affiliated with the Democratic and the

Republican parties would hesitate very much to suggest that all

the members of the party should accept as gospel, as a creed, as

a principle of faith, the declarations and platforms of their

parties. In a general way it may accept their principles. For

instance, in our case here Solomon says that he would re-word

the platform ; the basic economic facts, however, he would accept.

It is suggested that the party was treasonable and disloyal and

as a party was disloyal, and so the members who belonged to it

naturally adopted that. That formed the greater portion in sub-

stance of Mr. Conboy's attack upon the defendants. I have

pointed out that there has been no prosecution sustained for the

issuing of that document, the proclamation and war program. If

it had been treasonable some prosecution would have taken place.

He says that the record in the anarchist case shows that the

workers there announced the doctrine that they were not justified

in taking up arms except for the purpose of freeing themselves

from class rule. There is no such word, sentence or paragraph,
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in the entire record of the Anarchist Case. Spies never announced
it; Parsons never announced it; England never announced it;

none of them announced it, and it grew out of conditions entirely

different from a war- situation where that language would have

been possible. We haven't time to go into the eight-hour move-

ment; we haven't time to go into the strikes that lead up to it;

but it is not in evidence here and it is not correct. I do not know
where he secured his information, but I say it as one familiar

with the record in that case.

Mr. Conboy referred to the Franco-Prussian war— you see, wc
have been traveling all over the world, backwards and forward-

—

but it reminded me of one very important fact; the French house

elected previous to 1851, to hold themselves in power, drafted a

law to perpetuate themselves. It wae a national representative

body. When they drafted that law to perpetuate themselves, the

people began to revolt, and they revolted by rallying arount Na-

poleon III. In other words, a Republic, a legislative Assembly,

violating the constitution, violating the rules, violating the law of

France, took the position of executive persons who were elected to

that assembly; in other words, avoiding elections altogether, I

should say. The result was the election of a King, the creation of

a new dynasty.

We pass, then, on to 1871, to the fall of Napoleon; and let me
call your attention to the fact that when that war took place, Babel

and Liebknecht and the Socialists of Germany opposed it and voted

against appropriations for it, and they were not expelled from the

Reichstag for so doing. And at the same time the French Social-

ists were opposed to that war. I am pleased that he referred to it

for it gives me an opportunity of explaining that fact. He says

two thousand members of the Socialist Party had been arrested.

There is no evidence— well, there is a bill in; I do not know

whether it said that or not ; but if it does, it is a mistake— but

supposing there were two thousand arrested under this law; the

fact that they were arrested does not prove that these persons are

violators of the law any more than the fact that there were three

thousand murderers in Chicago last year, all of whom were Demo-

crats and Republicans— and maybe Prohibitionists, but no

Socialists ; we all know when they get into trouble— any more

than the fact that those three thousand murderers being Democrats

and Republicans indicates that the Republican and Democratic

parties believe in crime. Go down to the penitentiary and get the

historv of the birds there, and you won't find any Socialists.
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Assemblyman Cuvillier. — We have one now.

Mr. Stedman. — Well, once in a while, as circumstances

change, white doves find themselves in a flock of crows ; but the

point I am making is the logic of the situation, the sophistry. Why
it is almost the same as when you say you cannot move because

you cannot move in the space you occupy and you cannot move in

the space you do not occupy ; therefore, you cannot move. There-

fore they say, "A Socialist is in jail; hence all Socialists are

traitors." They take the Standard Dictionary and take " traitor"

and " disloyal ", and after they have ten or more, they have a

regiment. That is their logic.

iN^ow, we are quite willing to say that if two thousand Socialists

had been arrested, we are guilty, if the Republican and Demo-

cratic parties are willing to assume the burden of the deeds of all

Republicans and Democrats who violated the laws ; and then per-

haps we will reach a basis of mutual forgiveness and start afresh.

Then he talks of the minority report, of the Russian Commun-

ists and Spartacans ; that is, that the Socialists said that the Spar-

tacans and Communists should be admitted into the Internationale

before they would go. Well, what do we know about the Spar-

tacans ? What is so bad about them ? I do not know as there has

been any evidence introduced in this case, except it has developed

from some of the evidence that two of them lost their lives; but

if they exist so they can send representatives to an Internationale

in their country, they exist, then, as a legal party in their country.

The Spartacans, in order to organize and send a representative to

an International, show, first, that they are not outlaws in Grermanv

If Germany can tolerate them as a legal organization, with what

grace does it come from us in the United States— we real, gen-

uine Americans who believe in liberty— to say, while Germany
recognizes them as a legal body and permits them to send repre-

sentatives, we, an Assembly in the United States, in the City of

Albany, to say, " No, sir. If you associate with those bad boys,

we will disown yoii. We propose to select your companions in

International assemblies."

Communist of Russia'^ Why should not they be present? At

(he present time they seem to be the majority party. But Ihey

liave been terrible. Thoy have killed a lot of people and have

been killing each other. Why, gentlemen, if those Bolsheviki

had been killing each other by the hundreds of thousands. Wall
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btreet would have given a banquet on every corner ai'ound their

buildings. The fact is that they have not, and that is the trouble.

What is the situation there ^ You had Kolchak, whom the

American officers reported as a brutal man. To their credit, no
assistance was rendered. There were Chinese troops also. Then
you had Denikine, supported by the French. Then you had
i'udenitch, supported by the English— all those armies— and
yet Russia seems at the present time to be successful and we are

discussing the question of making peace and entering into com-

merce with her. Now, you might at least give the Socialists a

chance to meet the Comnmnists. Today it is a race as to whether

Washington or the Socialist Party meet them first. The chances

ai-e that a peace with them will be negotiated. And I can see just

what will happen, too. When you go along a few years more, a

drummer who goes over there representing a harvesting machine

company will say, " Why, we were always with you. Don't you
know 'Morris Hillquit? He is a good friend of mine. We have

always sympathized with you. Won't you give me an order for

a few harvesting machines and some other utensils ?
"

Mark you, within the next year and a half your drummers in

Russia will be using Socialist names to get business.

We cast our lot with Moscow, says Mr. Conboy. What right

has he to dictate with whom we shall cast our lot, whether we
should cast it with Moscow or the Berne Conference or any other

Conference? Do we dictate to the labor unions and say, ''Mr.

Orlando, you went to Europe and united with the labor forces of

Europe in connection with the regulation of seamen. You went

to (Germany, because the Germans would not consent to the

arrangement as a national proposition. You went to La FoUette,

asking him to change the law in relation to seamen. But the

action was international, and necessarily so, because boats travel-

ing from place to place and countiy to country, in all the seas and

highways, they would be sometimes in the Port of Liverpool and

another time in Cork, and the Port of Calcutta, and they had to

have an International arrangement to bring that about. That

was their union arrangement. That has been equally true of the

farmer. Do you know that the farmei'S of the United States sent

delegates not long ago to study the proposition of intensive farm-

ing and forming an international association, in which the inten-

sive farmers of Italy cooperated? What is the answer? The

answer is: These people went over there to do good. They went



2254

over there to learn how to raise more beets in a given space of

gi'ound. They went over there to make laws for the regulation of

seamen. But what are the Socialists going over for? Why,

they are going over just for the purpose of overthrowing the coun-

try."

iS^ow, gentlemen, the Socialist Party has a million voters. Dur-

ing all that time they have been publishing papers and making

speeches. Of course, they are supposed to have an invisible

empire, but the trouble with Socialists is not to get them to tell

all they know. The miracle would be to find any who could keep

a secret. Whenever they meet a man, in the tramcar, or street-

car, they are always propagandists. They are not conspirators

who meet in some subterranean hole. Is there any evidence here

that they bought any bombs? Is there any evidence here that

they bought any guns ?

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— Bombs or bonds ?

Mr. Stedman.— Some of them, Mr. Cuvillier, have paid one

hundred cents on the dollar for bonds purchased from elevator

boys and poor people, paid one hundred cents on the dollar, while

banks, with the Stars and Stripes floating above them, were buying

them at a discount of 79 per cent.

Assemblyman Cuvillier.— ISTot Mr. Hillquit, though,

Mr. Stedman.— I am not answering for Mr. HilUquit. When
I am asked a question I answer of my own information and not

from hearsay, and I have not seen him either buy or sell. The

instances I refer to I know of.

Did they buy any guns or rifles? Oh, but 1909, eleven years

ago, Victor Berger wrote an editorial on ballots and bullets. In

other words, he insisted that you might have to resort to rifles to

make your ballot count. While it might have been an inexpedient

article, these assemblymen are not responsible for that. It wasn't

a party position any more than the Republican party would want

to stand -for some of the articles of Horace Greely. But that

article is closely associated with an incident in this case which

I think of some importance.

August Claessens, representative-elect to this House, made a

speech. That evening, or the day before, I think it was the same

evening, he had gone from booth to booth, or, as you call them, I

believe, election districts, and in there he met what he describes
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as guerillas and dope fiends. They were robbing the Socialist

party candidates of ballots to which they were entitled. The
polluting of the ballot box, and a destruction of vote is not the

mutilation of a piece of paper. It is the destruction of the indi-

vidual's opinion just as much as though he was there and pro-

claimed it.

The saeredness of the ballot box and its purity is more im-

portant than that of a legislative assembly, than that of the courts,

or the highest executive oifice. All of those may come filled with

different men and go. They may be dishonest— and yet we can

outlive the outrage of the law. But, if you once tolerate for a

moment, with acquiescence and silence and approval the pollution

of the ballot box, the very heart of your entire system, then your

country's days are numbered. If this was an age of miracles

I would believe in the ballot box as the ark of the covenant, and a

man that touched it with a dishonest hand ought by shafts from

heaven to fall dead.

When Claessens was on the stand here and he mentioned the

holy and righteous indignation which he felt at that outrage he

was questioned, he was questioned, sir, upon his expressions, but

there came not one word of symbol or protest from those who

examined him at the infamous outrage, and by'innuendo you are

asked to turn him out of the door because he protested against

the ruffians rifling of the ballot box in his district. 'No more

monstrous conception in ethics, law and civil government has ever

been suggested to a legislative body or this Committee than that.

He may have been indignant. It may have been a side remark,

and he followed it with a peaceful suggestion, but if he had said

nothing of the kind I say that his indignation was proof of the

highest type of patriotism and loyalty to the sanctity of the ballot

box, and it is no, credit that it passed by without even a single

word of censure or criticism up to the present time. Mr. Conboy

has talked for a day. He has mentioned that speech of Claessens.

He never referred to its justification. He never referred to the

fact that the circumstances would have acquitted him of a much

greater statement and even open conduct. Let me call your atten-

tion to a little history. Perhaps some of you have read the life

of Ben Butler. He was running in Lowell, and when he was

running in Lowell the manufacturers in the textile industries put

a sign up: "You vote for Ben Butler and this factory will be

closed to-morrow."
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He called a meeting assembled in the hall, and among his re-

marks he said this

:

"I warn the manufacturers of Lowell to take that sign

down by to-morrow morning, or I shall apply the torch to

my own home, and make Lowell the fishpond, without build-

ings, but with shacks, which it was a hundred years ago."

That was the statement of the man who believed in the free

and untrammelled expression of every sovereign citizen, because

sovereign citizenship means nothing else except sovereignty at the

ballot box ; because we are not of equal size, equal mentality, equal

capacity, it was the voice of a sovereign citizen, and it is there

above everything else, that the purity of our institutions must be

maintained.

"It will be no credit to this Assembly, no honor to the

men here exercising their office, to say to the people of the

State— the people of the United States, " Claessens was

robbed by mffians ; Claessens was defeated, except in one last

polling place, by not giving him the main support, the bal-

ance to which he was entitled; and we, the Legislature, now
say, ' Crooks, go on

;
you are all right. Claessens made a

speech that we do not like, so you may rifle the ballot boxes

to your hearts' content.'
"

And if a man, in indignation, says a word against it, an Assem-

bly will try and choose better society than his.

Mr. Conboy says that- we will not support or defend this country.

How foolish that is ! A man will defend in the last analysis, what

is to his economic interest,— the economic interest of the great

mass of people right in this country, whether we have said they

would not or they would, whether Mr. Conboy would say they

would or would not, would not change it at all. The people who

have their homes here, in the last analysis, will fight for those

homes. ' Yes, in the language of Kobert IngersoU, a Kepublican,

by the way and an atheist, " they will fight for their boarding

houses."

And they would do it, no matter whether Socialists, Democrats

or Kepublicans. We human beings are not moved by such greatly

different motives. We act different, because we have a different

intellectual method of gratifying our selfishness. You are all
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equally selfish and moved by selfish impulses, altruistic, egotistic,

indirect, but nevertheless, it is sense satisfaction that moves us

all. It may be by doing the greatest kindness we get it, and it

may be that by grasping that we have that sense. Yet we are moved
by it, and our intellectual method of satisfying that is what
distinguishes us one from the other.

This party is a continuing act of treason. The more members
we get I suppose he thinks the more treason we will have. I

really wonder what his conception of treason was ; — I regret he

didn't define it. This country has had about seven hundred thou-

sand private and public persons in the Department of the United

States, the Secret Service Department of the United States. AU
this time during this war people have been listening to what the

fellow would say on the street corner. One man came back with

a fishing rod but no fish, and he was asked if he got any fish, and

he said, " E"o, this is a hell of a country." And he was indicted,

and had a hard time to get out of it (laughter). They sifted all

the mail, looked at it and passed it over, mail from out of the

country and into the country and south, and later on they put a

stamp on it so that you would know it had been opened. But
they were watching everything. The Protective League, oh.

Heavens ! we had them all over the country. Each man wanted to

prove he was an angel by trying to spot some one. But with all

that, there was no socialist indicted for treason or charged even

with treason, but Mr. Conboy finds ample evidence of it. The

Attorney-General's office of the United States overlooked a great

find, a man who can find conspiracy as easily as Mr. Conboy

when, the Government's special sleuths and Hawkshaws have for

two years been iinable to find any. They overlooked a great bet.

He belongs in that office. He says, " supposing foreign powers

threatened to tear down the United States. Would the Socialists

refuse ?" What does he infer, that Germany was about ready to

tear down and destroy the United States ? That is very debatable

whether they were aboiit ready or not ready, but if there is any

foreign power about ready to tear down the United States, you

would find the Socialists ready to defend it, and you would find

the Socialists in the country that proposed to tear down the

United States in opposition to the war of their country. They

used to say, " Why ain't you like the Socialists of Germany that

are opposed to the Kaiser ; why don't you openly approve the war

in opposition to the Kaiser?" Then he says Bolshevism means

the rule of the minority. I don't know where he gets that.
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Supposing it does mean the rule of the minority. If the Rus-

sian people want a minority to rule, that is their business. If they

have one hundred million people and they want them to rule, that

is their affair. Oh, hut, you say, that is done with force and

armies. It is. They had an army of about twelve million. They
reached a point where they were in a situation.,, when the army

was coming back defeated, and before the Brest-Litovsk Treaty,

they asked the United States to support them and carry on an

offensive. They refused to do it. Then the Russians did what?

They sowed tons of literature in the army of the Germans. The
German Army became infected and developed. Spartacides, so

infected that General Hoffman and General Ludendorf both stated

that the Russian influence upon the German soldiers had destroyed

the esprit de corps of the soldiers, and they could not use them on

the Western front. A thing that saved the American boys' lives

more than anything else is that at the fall of the Czar at the back-

"door of Germany, close to the gi-eat junker dominion in Germany,

threatened by its influence and its power, the junkerism and the

existence of the Kaiser and the whole thing commenced to collapse,

which goes to show that pamphlets and leaflets— and another

thing right along there, let me tell you— strange that when the

Germans and Russians wanted to exchange with each other con-

versation across the trenches it was always stopped, and that was

equally trae between the German and the French. Both French

and English and German refused to permit the men in the trenches

to talk with each other, and at the same time the European powers,

including the United States, refused to permit a conference to be

held composed of men representing the working classes of their

various countries. Strange, soldiers not talk with each other.

Why? Because they might suddenly realize what they were in

the trenches for and find a common basis of mutual friendship.

Though the Russian peace released the German army, it released

an army that was worthless for imperial purposes, and helped to

undermine its institutions.

Then he goes on to the Soviet Constitution, and he remarks how

the representative system exists. Gentlemen, how does a repre-

sentative system exist, good, bad or indifferent?

What has that to do with us ? He goes in to schools, marriages,

divorces, economics, preachers, church property confiscation, and

representation. Mr. Conboy argued all that. AH right. The

Russian Government took away the property from some of the
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churches. So did the French Government, and it wasn't Socialists

that did it. On the contrary, it was the small capitalists that did

it. It was the class that is at the present time trying to choke the

Socialists in the United States. Did not Henry the Eighth take

away property of churches ? What is Russia's crime ? That she

is behind the French about three hundred years ? Supposing a

iew chvirches owned three-quarters of the State of New York . Of
course, there are some who would say, " I think that is all right."

Supposing there were some who didn't think it was all right, and

said " no, I don't think the church should own the entire territory

of the State," and we confiscated their property, and over in Rus-

sia some Russian Conboy-iski "Look what they are doing; they

are taking away the church property and handing it back to the

people; they are either serfs of the church or serfs of the State.

Splendid logic!

Then the marriage system. They have a system there where

people agree with it. They can separate. A horrible thing. A
terrible thing. But, they do it in Sweden. Why not draw p

resolution against Sweden? They ought to say to the Socialists

you cannot go where Swedes go in a national conference. Why ?

Because ,Swedes were opposed to war. The Swedes in Norway
and Sweden prevented war when these countries separated, and

prevented building forts along the line that separated the two

countries. They are against war. They have kept their country

out of this war. They have not been in a war for one hundred and

thirty years, and the average Swede lives longer than the average

American, and the mortality' is not more than one per cent, while

of actual born Americans it is over seven. We were startled when
they took the statistics of the war.

They say the Socialists are disloyal if they try to associate with

Swedes, because they have a marriage system that permits of sepa-

ration by mutual consent. There is no more reason for having

a grudge against Russians on that account than there is a grievance

of Illinois having a grudge against New York. In Illinois we

have several grounds for divorce, and in New York you have

several more liberal grounds for divorce, and as a result much

more promiscuousity.

The philosophy of internationalism is contrary to nationalism.

Well if you will take any book on the development of inter-

nationalism, you will find this, that the early attemps why inter-

nationalism failed was because there was not a highly developed
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nationalism, l^apoleon attempted, in relatively recent times,

without going too far back, to organize the United States of

Europe. He failed because, among other things, of the suppres-

sion of free speech, and the subsidizing of the press; and also

that was not according to nationalism, but arbitrary means. Your
Hague Conference is the development of nationalism. What is

the development of law? Those advantages that make laws

impossible, conduct, rules, regulations upon the individual, all

precepts by the supreme power of the state coromanding what is

right, and prohibiting what is wrong. Substantially, a quotation

from Blackstone. That is your first regulation. You cannot

accomplish eyerything in a minute. You still have pirates, you

still have duelling. You still have forms of outlawry that existed

in previous times, slavery indentured system, (xradually that is

done away with, and the state becomes supreme, and you have

what you call the reign of law. They have laws imposing it upon

the state legislative and judicial bodies. Then you have laws for

interstate activities. Then laws for international activity—
two Dutchmen, and one best-known, Grrotius, formulated his

theory on the laws of nations that develops, and always generally

did develop, after terrific wars and great losses. So after this one,

we say we are going to have an international. Internationalism is

between nationalism. The very word implies it.

You cannot have internationalism without a responsive, a strong,

a loyal and obedient national state. You cannot have it on any

other basis. It failed in a measure in the past because they at-

tempted to have internationalism ; the quadruple alliance, the Holy
Alliance, based on the strength of countries which held many
other countries in subjection. When Mr. Wilson announced the

proposition, when the Russians announced it before self-determina-

ation. They announced the very first and essential principle of

internationalims. And it develops in a more or less federated

way.

The Socialists are subject to the Internationale? Well, we are

there again. Then, this mystic Internationale, the Internationale

that sends out its secret agencies. I have looked in vain to find

the secret agencies and at last I thought of it. Mr. Littleton said

the secret agencies were in Moscow and other places, in New York

and Milwaukee. Then I thought of Moscow and of New York

and of Milwaukee. Then I thought of Lloyd and of eggs. They

gave orders in Moscow. They were relayed to New York and from
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there to Milwaukee, and from there to the egg camp. But here is

his secret agency. What did he do with it? He left it hanging in

the air like Mohammet's coffin, wafted around by beautiful

zephyrs of phraseology, and it has never landed, up to the time
that he landed in Michigan. Everyone can go to these secret

agencies. The doors are open. You can walk right in. You get

the Moscow Manifesto
;
you get the resolutions

;
you know they are

discussing immigration; you know they are discussing enfran-

chisement, shipping, all of the things that would interest labor

bodies in different countries. It is all open— no secret— no

secret conspiracy that we have discovered, that England has dis-

covered, that France nor any others. In France do they say the

secret Internationale? They are not so silly. The people go

there and go around and look at them. The same in England.

The Internationale isn't something that is difficult to find. Any
man can find it if he wants to find it. Even Collins found it.

Collins never had to go far to get information. He got it from

meeting Socialists on the street. He asked, " Married or single."

" I am single." I tell you the Socialists are against the marriage

system. Next move: he walks in the door of the Rand School,

solemnly swears Mr. Collins. He is asked :
" Where did you get

your information ?" " In the corridor of the Eand School." He
testifies as though he got it in the corridor or the basement. Scott

Wearing wanted a Soldiers' and a Workers' Council and Defense.

Can that be charged up against these Socialists ? Some Socialists

want Prohibitiou and some do not. Can that be charged up against

these Assemblymen, because some want one thing and some

another ? You cannot charge that to the Assemblymen. That is

not a party position. Then we heard again the expression " our

boys." Only Democrats and Eepublicans seem to have " our

boys." I want to say that " our boys" are the boys of the mind,

in the shops and factories, in the stores, in the mills, all over this

country. Ifo man here speaking has any monopoly upon the

statement of "our boys." And those in this country who are

endeavoring to minimize the destruction of life among those boys

have at least a moral claim on them greater than those who are

not so anxious to do that.

The Internationale! Oh, yes; we are back there again: I am

just taking up the notes as they come. We get back to the In-

ternationale. They adopt a resolution. Wie never approved its

constitution nor policy, but expressed our sympathy with them;

84
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and, by the way, gentlemen, do not forget that that referendum
was adopted after these proceedings were commenced. If you
say they endorsed the Internationale, our reply is, that is not in

the charge. The charge for that should have commenced last week

instead of the seventh week, if we are to have that. Then there

was the collapse of the other Internationales that he went into.

He quoted from the Socialists who spoke about the attack of

capitalists, saying that we must answer blow for blow. In the

first place, it was answered blow for blow. And second, how
trivial it is. After a while, when we go around making political

speeches, if we say We are going to smash the enemy— in paren-

theses— "by peaceful means," we are going to wallop our op-

ponent— by peaceful means— and strictly according to the law,

that is the way we shall have to make our speeches and draw our

platforms; and you say to us, "by all possible means." Do you

know, if we had asserted in that platform the words " legally

and lawfully " what it would have meant ? You are enough

psychologists to.know that.. If we had plat in " legally and law-

fully" you would have said, "You put it in to emphasize the

opposite." Then you would have been correct, because a political

party is presumed to be a lawful institution. Its platforms' are

presumed to be legal platforms, and within the constitutional and

statutory provisions of the State and the nation. And we relied

on that presumption, and had we said, " By all legal means,"

under the .circumstance^ you would, have doubted it, you would

have questioned it. It might be well enough to insert that, but
" by all lawful meads," mean in addition to making petitions, hold-

ing meetings, demonstratiops, of which there are countless num-

bers of methods. You would be surprised how many until you

began to get letters suggestiidg the getting out of leaflets, getting

out of pictures, getting out advertising, getting radical papers

to take up your views,— a hundred and one methods of doing it.

I might say that the party has never been accepted by the

Internationale, and I assume your answer would be to that, that

makes no difference, because your endorsement shows your frame

of mind.

Oh, yes; we must not forget sabotage. Sabotage we left out

of the platform because it was no longer an issue. Mr. Hayward

had been out of the party for many years. There was no conten-

tion between the right to use individual action in the party. It

was omitted. Counsel argues that it was omitted for the purpose
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of deceiving. I will show you why it was not. Mass action is

tlie very negative of individual action, and sabotage basically is

individualistic action. It emphasizes the act of the individual,
on his own responsibility, without orders from his union or his

organization, as within his proper province, in his method of

warfare. And as a contradistinction to that— mass action—
the word was inserted, and that is " groups " of some proportions

and some size. You change your platforms and change your
resolutions. We are assembled here in this party and we say we
are going to draw a platform. We agree to draw our laws and
what do we draw them to meet, but what is in the minds of the

people at that present moment. That is what we draw it to meet
at that time. Mass action has accomplished some things in one or

two. places. In Belgium by mass action they accomplished the

franchise. In France and in England it has accomplished some-

thing. It may be speculatively browbeating the Legislature into

an act which persons in that industry may regard as proper and
necessary at the time, because, aJfter all, people in a legislative

body through elections would represent the great mass of the

people, but there might be instances where it could be used.

The American Federation of Labor, he says, is villified. Mr.

Debs criticized the American Federation of Labor. He criti-

cized its mode of operation and that would come quite natural to

him. Let us take his life. Mr. Debs was in the railroad service.

When there was a strike the engineers, firemen and others would

work where the feUows upon a slippery boxcar turning a brake in

the winter time and climbing up and down, in the summer time—
when that man went on strike the others went on working— and

it was impossible for him to win. They had at one time the

Gould Southwest System on strike, and that occurred. Mr. Debs

conceived the idea of having all the persons in one system in a

union and it started the American Railway Union. He has been

for years espousing the cause of industrial organization. You

have it now in the miners' organization, which is an industrial

organization. The Amalgamated Clothing Workers is an indus-

trial organization. Both of them are great, large and efficient

organizations. He believed in that, and he was opposed to the

American Federation of Labor.

Mr. Block.— May I interrupt you just a moment to say that

it inay interest Mr. CuviUier to know that the brewery workers

are also an industrial union.
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Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Debs repudiated iis former associates of

the American Federation of Labor. Mr. Conboy was mistaken

about that, because he didn't have any former associates in the

American Federation of Labor. He helped to organize first the

locomotive firemen. He broke down in health and they gave him
money to go to Europe, and he left it in their treasury and

refused.

Kousing the workers to crime— then Winnipeg. We were a

little surprised to know that Claessens was there, because in the

first place, he was not, but we did discover that in the record—
someone said he was. But supposing he was or was not. What
has that to do with this ? The most important thing to call your

attention to in reference to that is that while a man came here,

described that Winnipeg was tied up by the unions, and when

you tried to find out the cause that produced it he did not know.

He went there and saw the milk routes tied up, the baker, the

candlestick makers, the teamsters, so that you had to get a ticket.

He went there and saw all the paralysis, the change in business,

in industrial forms, and Mr. Maekay was asked, what was the

cause and what was the reason of it, and he said, " I don't know."

Think of a man going into a city, living there, noticing the street

cars paralyzed, the street car system paralyzed, a man living in a

town, neighbors there, friends there, acquaintances there, lodge

brothers there, if he is a member of any associations—
Mr. Solomon.— Masons.

Mr. Stedman.— You tell me that. I didn't know that. Lodge

brothers there ; street cars tied up, no milk, no bread, except bread

ticketSj and he walks around and then goes away and this Chris-

topher Columbus doesn't even know the causes that produce it.

One thing is true or the other : either he wholly lacks the power

of observation, or I should say of investigation, or the man did not

tell the truth. !Now you can take either alternative. Either he

was exceedingly stu.pid or his veracity should be questioned. Take

your choice. I take a little of both.

Then there is the Ked Book. If there is anything that gives

them the " jimmies " it is a book tljat is in red. I hope someone

will find a method of changing the robin's breast, perhaps to green

or yellow.

Then he says the Socialist Party sends out literature all down

through the ramifications of its Federation. Well, it doesn't, and
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the evidence shows it did not. They get out their own literature.

What the translator-secretary does is to translate into the foreign

languages the bulletins and pronunciamentos and so forth issued

by the ]S'ational Secretary/ I wish, gentlemen, you could walk
into the bookstore of the Finns way up north in Michigan, way
up in the coipper country, and when you walk in there and see

the book shelves "filled with books you will understand that the

Socialist Party never could get them out. We are dealing with a

different class of people. You find the most recent and the most

profound works on economics. You find Eckhart, you find

Boeckel, you will find Lester Ward. And talking to the miners

there, one comes to me and begins to discuss with me how he and

his wife have discussed with each other Lester Ward's pure

sociology as they read it to each other. 'No, gentlemen, don't

think the Socialist Party gets out literature for our foreign

branches. We wouldn't sell among Americans one copy of Lester

Ward in five or six years to the average American. It is too pro-

found. He is too much interested in baseball. He is interested

in that and the other people in something else. The men up
there are reading the more profound, scientific literature. I do

not say that prevails among all. I am speaking of the Finns. It

is surprising, the character and the depth of the literature they

refer to.

TTow, this red book we knew nothing about ; but if we did, an

individual wrote it, an individual branch got it out. We knew
nothing about it. We could not read that language, to our disad-

vantage. That is why some of these fellows have it over our

Americans. These so-called foreigners come over here and speak

two or three languages, and we have all we can do to speak one.

The Herald bulletin article, I had referred to that.

The Chairman.—We will take a recess until four o'clock.

Whereupon at 3 :45 o'clock p. m., recess was taken until 4- p. m.

AFTER RECESS, 4 O'CLOCK P. M.

The Chairman.— Proceed.

'Mr. Stedman.— Mr. Claessens referred to crooks and stolen

goods. That has been explained by him as meaning those who at

that time assumed to be elected through the fraudulent elections

which had taken place.
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Mr, Conboy suggested that not all of the leaders of the parly

advocate violence so openly. There is one quotation, Mr. Block^

that you had, which I want to quote

:

Mr. Conboy stated that you are not trying these individuals

for any individual guilt, but for the offenses of the party. Now,
I submit if that is true, then they should be seated, because the

only basis by which you can pass upon this case is to pass on each

individual respectively, and that Mr. Conboy's statement is to be

taken as a declaration and the attitude of their party, and you are

to judge each man separately on his action, on his speeches, and

not from any other method or any other rule. Then, there is

nothing to do except to seat them ; but perhaps that was a slip on

Mr. Conboy's part, although he wrote his address and delivered it

very deliberately.

Now, we come to Waldman. Waldman is in the Assembly and

he introduced a large number of bills. They were constructive in

their character. He spoke for them,, he urged them. He entered

into consultation with the various persons who were interested

in those bills. He advocated their passage. Mr. Conboy suggests

those bills were introduced for the purpose of camouflage, to cover

up the real intent of violence. That is an inference without any-

thing to back it up.

Ordinarily in law you have no right to condemn a man on an

inference, and in that respect I ask you as to any single man
in this case where have you any inference showing that they

advocated force ? I have referred to the incident of Claessens'

speech which would not justify it, but I am leaving that stand for

what it is worth.

Then reference is made to Waldman's speech at the convention

in Chicago ? What was the resolution under consideration ? The

proposition for armament, a proposition on enlistment, or I

shouldn't say enlistment, on military training; military training

in schools. What was his attitude? It was against military

training in schools. How can you intrepret an argument against

military training in schools as advocating physical violence?

There is no way of interpreting it into that catagory no matter

what argument he may use which he may feel will answer his

ptirpose in defeating his proposition.

In other words, an assemblyman introduces a bill for military

training in schools. The person arguing against this bill is very

likely to use such an argument as he feels will accomplish his
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purpose. He is not talking without a modium. Ordinarily, he
will not meet directly the proposition with a limited and circum-

scribed statement of his reasons in opposition. He goes on side-

lines, just as we have in this case. We have been traveling all

over the universe. We have been traveling not only down the

main stream of the Mississippi, but through every tributary.

The tributaries are not the main current. His speech was not in

opposition to military training. If he used it against the capital-

ists, that would be an entirely diiferent proposition. He never

had any meaning in that any more than a member of this house

really meant when he suggested that he hoped that when ^he boys

came back, they would keep some bullets for use. You all know
that member. What would you think if a member of the House
suggested they keep their bullets; would you really think he

meant they should do it ? You would not accept it, neither would
any other sane man ; and the suggestion as to how they might use

them is a far different statement than proposing that they should

use them for that purpose. The suggestion as to how a thing

should be done is different from planning purposely such an

object and supporting it. So that statement in the convention

moves away from that.

His speeches were listened to ; Claessens' speeches were listened

to ; the other members' speeches were listened to. They had been

making them all over the country, in one town after another, all

around iNew York. Who had been listening to them ? Persons

with a mind predisposed against them, persons with a prejudice

against them, persons with a disposition that was hostile; so

that any word from this man's mind which he could reconcile with

his theory against them naturally would be accepted. And yet

they were brought on the stand, and one man was asked: "Did
they say anything seditious ? " He answered :

" No, if they had,

I would have had them ai-rested." He was there. Policemen

were at all those meetings. People do not go out, with brains,

and advocate the physical overthrow of a government with police-

men in attendance. They do not do it when men engaged in the

Secret Service are watching them ; and if they did, then, gentle-

men, you should change the charge and expel them on a charge

of limacy, because sensible men ido not go out in the open pro-

claiming their views when they are very much In the minority,

with a police force of returned veterans.

Mr. Conboy suggested that you had heard Miss Chivers' tes-

timonv and you could take it for what it is worth. The fact that
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he even suggested it at all, that it should be taken at all, is re-

markable. Nobody accepted it. Newspaper writers repudiated

it; men who heard it repudiated it, and in connection with that

IVIr. Conboy said that he denied the statements of all witnesses.

He only denied one.

As to Miss Chivers, he admitted the troops coming there; the

bus coming there, the music. He knew the event. He knew the

event, and admitted it, but he denied iie spit on the flag ; denied

he said " the gutter is good enough for you." You know he did

not say it. Tou could not say it in front of any soldiers at that

time. You could not say it in front of any audience at that time.

You could not say it at any Socialist meeting at that time. Then

you have the article that appeared in the Call. By the way, I

v^ill not go into that because Morris Hillquit covered that subject.

Waldman denies he ever met Bunzell, or had any conversation

with him. A man may meet a person and address him in con-

versation. Both are animated, both vigorous. It may be per-

fectly honest, and he carries away the conviction. If two or three

men meet in a heated discussion, and you let each one write down

what his recollection is, and you will be surprised.

I had an incident at one time when I was speaking where a very

good friend of mine mentioned the fact that I criticised Wilson.

I said I never mentioned his name, and it brought me close to

the fact of wondering why that was true, and upon finally analyz-

ing it with him and several others, we came to the conclusion that

Wilson was in his mind when he had entered there, and when he

heard the remark and reference to the circumstance, he associated

it with the name of Wilson, and he thought that word had been

used, although it was conclusive that President Wilson's name

had not been mentioned.

Now, there is a scriptural quotation, " by their acts ye shall

know them," and it is really the very best criterion. Men can

talk and that is partly a reflex of a subjective condition. What
they do in the main is a criterion of what they believe. These

men are not shown by any act or conduct to have violated the

law or proposed it.

Eeference was made to dues paying members. I want to go

back to that a minute, and I want to read into the record the fol-

lowing : I am reading from the back of a card (reading) : "All

dues are payable monthly in advance at the regular monthly meet-

ing, held on the third Wednesday of each month. Keep this card
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as the financial secretary will receipt below for each month's dues

as paid. Wednesday, !N'ovember, December," and so forth.

"Dues, December, 1919," the name seems to be " J. B. D. 2," and
so forth. On the front it reads :

" This is to certify that 'S. M.
Cook is a member in good standing of the Fifteenth Ward Repub-
lican Club of Utica with dues paid in full to date noted on back

of this card." Signed, " J. B. Buninburg, Financial Secretary."

So the Eepublicans have dues-paying members, just as the

Socialists have in their club. That is a very bad principle, because

if the Socialists should be ousted because we have dues-paying

members who try to exercise influence upon their members, it

would apply there. You have a prohibition club; an anti-pro-

hibition club, and you have members, and they are elected to the

legislature. When they go you say you vote for or against this

bill, for local option or against local option, for franchises or

against franchises, and if you violate that principle we will

repudiate and discard you from the party." Perfectly lawful,

legitimate proposition.

There are two members who did not testify. There was nothing

practically against them. As to them, it is urged that they should

be seated the same as the other members, because what their party

has done they adopt, because they are members of it. As a legal

proposition, it is not true. One man's malice cannot create another

man's guilt, is a fundamental proposition in law. He must Imow
of the offense, participate in it, act upon it, but for us, we are

quite willing that all the representatives should stand together

for, in the .last analysis, we have been trying the party and not

these persons as individuals.

Mr. Conboy has selected portions of the evidence, and then

dovetailing on that he made an argument, would even come up to

the point and put in, and so forth, leaving out the qualifying

clause. For instance, to illustrate, he would pick up a phrase, I

am going to pick up. " I will say, gentlemen, in a sense, perhaps

we were guilty of this offense," referring to giving aid and com-

fort to the enemy. " That shows that Stedman admits that they

gave aid and comfort to the enemy." You left out the paragraph

that follows. See how it appears ? What was the statement ? That

by opposition in belief to the system of government in Japan, by

opposition in belief to the system of the government under the

Czar, that by believing in opposition to their autocratic statements,

we gave aid and comfort to the enemy because we are opposed to
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the form of government of an allied country. Ally has been used
improperly ; they were our associates, and not our allies. In that

I quote President Wilson.

This movement on trial may be expedited by your action; it

may be retarded. It is entirely speculative as to what effect it

may have. We feel very confident as to what the effect of this

general agitation and education has done for us. We are de-

nounced for promoting a class struggle. Gentlemen, we don't

make a class struggle. Classes exist ; we discover them and an-

' nounce them and hope to abolish them. Let's see what we mean
by a class. The aisle here separates two groups. Over here are

the capitalists. Over here are the working men of all national

races, and creeds, all mixed up.- Over there is a blackboard. I

say to the manufacturers, " What do you want ? Mark it on the

board." " We want to sell our goods at the highest price we can

get." " Workingmen, what do you want, whether Jew, Protestant,

Catholic or atheist ?" " We want to buy our goods at the lowest

prices." " Mr. Capitalist of all nationalities, what more do you

want ? " " We want to buy as cheaply as we can that which enters

into the manufacturing of our articles, and the cheapest thing we
buy is labor power, not Jim Jones, Schweitzer, or any individual,

but his ability to create. We want to buy labor at the lowest

price." "Mr. Workingman, what do you want?" "We want

to sell our labor power at the highest prices." " Mr. Capi-

talist, how about women ? " " If women will work cheaper,

and Uiey sometimes do, we want to employ women." "Mr.

Workingman, what do you want?" "We .want the

women to remain home, to rear the family and keep together

the home." " Mr. Capitalist, what more ? " "We want children

in the textile' industries and other industries, becatise their

fingers are nimble, and we can weave fabrics from the bowels of

babies." " Mr. Workingman, what do you want? " " We want the

children out in the open sunshine, and we want a system that will

develop the strongest, bravest intellectual men and women pos-

sible." " Mr. Capitalist, what do you want ?" " We want them
strong, so they can work harder, intellectual enough to find their

way home and back again to the factory. We want children in

there. That is what we want, because they are cheaper."

What is the situation? You have a conflict. Oh, but a man
comes along and says sometimes a man from that group goes

over there, and sometimes a man from the other group comes
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over here. The fact that he crosses from one class to another
proves that there are classes, and that those that cross are the

exception to the class, the exception to the rule, the exception to

the prevailing motive before them; the man that does save his

pennies and never smokes and drinks and becomes the owner of

a railroad system. But the two classes of things are irreconcilable.

Suppose you have a board of directors of a transit company,
and you want on that board of directors six men, and that they

shall be composed of three that represent stockholders and three

that represent the workers. Is there a conflict ? Yes. The stock-

holder says we want big dividends. That which cuts down divi-

dends is wages. The workman says, We are not interested in

dividends, we are interested in high wages. You have a conflict

there. We do not create that system. We want to prohibit that

system. We are opposed to the system which produces that class.

Then they say, You are opposed to the family. No, we are not.

I have looked at people coming out of the stockyards, a man that

works around the department and meets his wife coming out at

the gate from the department where she was putting labels on

tin cans, and his daughter who had been engaged in the sorting

department. He could walk down with his wife on one hand and

his child in the other— wife, child and man coming together out

of the stockyards, atid they could hold up their heads and say,

" Thank God, Socialism has not destroyed our home."

Socialism is not inconsistent with Americanism, institutions

and governments are made for the utility of the race. Men are

not made for governments, and they are not made for institutions

and not made for laws. All of this is to subserve the misdeeds

and aims of the majority of the people. Socialism of hopeful

ideals, strangely so, perhaps to many, self-sacriflcing, devoted,

give their existence— you cannot always tell why— it seems to

be some time as though it was the will of the Creator to mark men

to lead the rest, and in the words of Heine, " He does not possess

an idea, that idea possesses him and rides him to the grave."

It is an ideal that seems to pick out men and women here and

there and carries them on with its purpose and its object. Its

ideal is national and its idea is international.

It was Victor Hugo who hoped and predicted that the twentieth

century would result in the fraternity and fraternization of the

people of the world. I can echo the sentiment which closed the

address of Mr. Conboy when he said "Long live the United
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States." I might commence at a little smaller group and say
" Long live the State of New York. Long live every State in

the United States and its territory. Long live the to-be and ever-

lasting international United iStates of the world," and one is not

inconsistent with the other. A person is not less a patriot because

he believes in an international God. A person is not less a patriot

because he believes in an international Red Cross. A person is

not less a patriot because he believes that his country has par-

ticular achievements to contribute to the world's progress. The

real patriot is the man who realizes that all of the countries have

their part to play in civilization and who hopes that his own coun-

try, as a matter of pride, may be the mentor which sets the highest

and noblest example for all other countries to emulate. And that

comes to us with particular force because in a world of despotism,

of kings and brutes, this country, if you please, was regarded as

the great country of liberty. Its doors were open to receive all

that might come; and they came, to their benefit. But, gentle-

men, do not forget to our benefit to a great extent. They came

here largely well developed, around the ages of 20 and 25, strong

and vigorous. Their countries produced the muscle which our

steel industries grind into tremendous profit. They have come

here with the strength; and you cannot look through the records

of the patent ofiice without finding countless- thousands of inven-

tions made by those people, who have contributed to us. We owe

them a debt as well as any debt which they might owe us.

We have in this country to-day real problems. You have con-

stantly accelerating higher prices; rise in rents; greater cost of

produce; school children— children that are small— under-

nourished. Are the Socialists outlawed because they believe that

food should be provided to children who are undernourished?

Are they outlawed because they believe that the cities should

create and build homes for people ? They run the fire department.

Why not build homes? Are they to be designated as social

Pariahs because they do not believe in war, but in a greater and

higher social life?

Our present form of industrial life cannot remain static. It

will change. You cannot dispose of the change that is coming by

wafting yourself into slumbers, by the chanting of a national

hymn. The change is going on in our midst. We are reaching

the point where the people of this country are going to own their

large industries. That will call for laws and rules and regula-

tions of the industries to which these men are related.
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Our laws in the past have been prescribing personal relations

between one man and another. We saw legislation in every state

in this union and in the nation and a great public sentiment

against the trusts. They came. The Socialists said they would
come. We approved them as a higher type of industrial life.

They swept all the laws of your state and nation aside and they

broke through and have come into everlasting life for their pur-

poses, and they were not stopped by laws, they were not stopped

by William Jennings Bryan, they were not stopped by the Demo-
cratic Party, by the middle class, they came and are in our midst

today and we are going into the next change. We are going into a

system where you create industries and men so related to those in-

dustries as employees, skilled employees, and unskilled. Canuotyou
see how important it will be under those conditions to have weU es-

tablished and fixed rules of public speech and public writing, free

and untrammeled? The time when we need to listen for the

voice in the vsdlderness, the time when we i^eed to "be tolerant of

others' opinions is the time when the old system commences to

change and where each one is hunting for the truth wherever it

may be found ; and no man compliments himself by thinking that

in some unexpected source the word may not come which helps

the situation and in fact may be in a measure a deliverance of us

from the old system. In a change such as we are going through

we need these laws. There was a time when we did not feel their

need. It is in crises they become important. W© need them now.

Your decision in this may be one to establish it. I do not fear

your prejudice. Gentlemen, I want to be frank with you. I fear

nothing but a temporary political expediency. I would feel that I,

in a sense, would stultify myself if I did not tell you what I think.

I would underestimate your capacity if I did not feel you could

accept my statement in the spirit in which I make it. I feel that

you are strong men enough to accept it, but that is, notwithstand-

ing, what I feel. I know how people throughout this state may

feel at this moment. They may feel these men are Socialists.

We have been against them for years. Throw them out. They

are dogs— let them go. But, gentlemen, on principle I feel cafe.

But even in the wider, more important political expedient in

which this should be grasped by you, the result I feel will be

assured. The American people, in the last analysis, can trust

each other, and the minute we feel that we cannot then we simply

indicate a symptom of a condition that needs the greatest atten-
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tion. One man has said the cure for democracy which does not

operate is more democracy, and there is a good deal in it. What
is the difference between you and these men? What is the dif-

ference between you and me ? In you hearts you do not believe

that Morris Hillquit or any of these men think less of the people

of this country than I do or you do. You simply think we are

wrong, that our judgment is bad, that our heads are not built

right on the inside— that's all. No one but some omniscient

power knows who is right. You take your chance in presenting

your views to the people. We take ours, feeling that the mass

intellect of this country, with all the facts before it, will ulti-

mately 'arrive at the correct solution. That is the faith of the

Socialist— faith in the ideals of Americanism— deep, . solid

and heartfelt. That is what we believe in. And, gentlemen,

basically that is w^hat you believe in, and it is in that belief that

we have our hopes and our just expectancy for the seating of

these Assemblymen.
_

The Chairman.—- Unless there is something further we shall

adjourn until Tuesday morning, March 9th, at 10:30 a. m.

(Whereupon, at 4:45 p. m., on Friday, March 5th, 1920, the

Committee recessed until Tuesday morning, March 9th, 1920, at

10:30 o'clock.)














