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“ Profiteers’’
W. Jett Lauck

fifteen hundred words have been

coined and added to the English lan-
guage as a result of the world war. One of
these new words stands before the American
people, at this juncture, emblazoned in let-
ters of fire. It is both a noun and a verb.
Everybody is using it. We apply it, or its
derivatives, to the individual with a bit of
envy, perhaps, but with more of contempt and
not a little of bitterness and hatred. Not in-
frequently we couple with it an expletive.
Occasionally it becomes a fighting word.
Everybody knows just what it means, but as
yet an authoritative definition is lacking.

It is the word, “profiteer.”

One of these days, in the fulness of time
and in the wisdom of the Congress of these
United States, we may have an exact legal
definition of this word. Meanwhile, and un-
til the men who make the dictionaries catch
up with their job, we can only struggle along,
using the word according to our own lights
and with due regard to the consequences, se-
cure, however, in the certainty that there is
such a thing as a profiteer, that there are men
and corporations who do profiteer, and that
profiteering has been and is rampant in the
land.

For that is the inevitable and undeniable
conclusion arrived at after an inquiry into
the causes of the abnormal economic condi-
tions now prevailing in this country. Indus-
trial and social unrest permeate the national
organism. There is a stress and strain in the
daily life of a vast majority of the people
that is almost unendurable. At the bottom of
this situation—as the fundamental cause of

] EXICOGRAPHERS tell us that some

all the economic ills that plague us—we find
high prices, and for these high prices there
is one outstanding cause—the greed of the
profiteer, individual and corporate, that will
not be satisfied with normal, legitimate re-
turns on capital investment and business en-
terprise, but demands and exacts profits
which President Wilson has characterized as
“unconscionable.” A few weeks ago a Sena-
tor from a Western State told the Senate
and the country that the United States had
become a veritable “robbers’ roost” for the
profiteers, and more recently a New England
Senator, speaking of the same question, de-
clared:

“Conditions have grown worse and it seems
that a band of robbers infest the land. Com-
bines and trusts, by tacit if not actual agree-
ment, hold their products for constantly in-
creasing gain and ruthlessly exploit the buy-
ers.”

One of these Senators is a Republican;
the other is a Democrat. Probably the only
thing they have in common is their opinion
of profiteers and profiteering, and their real-
ization of the immediate and acute cause of
what one of them terms, “this spirit of un-
rest, discontent, and dissatisfaction, this
growing conviction of the alleged incompe-
tency of our institutions to eradicate the no-
torious abuses that have grown up under the
cover of the doctrine of the equality of op-
portunity, which exists in the ranks of all
classes.”

¢ A Survey of Industries

A survey of essential industries and com-
modities, together with supporting data and
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exhibits, recently submitted to the Railway
Labor Board, covered several thousand type-
written pages. Obviously the limitations of
a magazine article preclude anything but a
résumé of that study and a presentation of
its more striking features. At the outset it
should be stated that all the evidence con-
tained in the survey is of an entirely authori-
tative character, predicated on the financial
statements of the corporations themselves; on
the Federal Income Tax returns; on the in-
vestigations of governmental bodies, such as
the Tariff Commission, the Federal Trade
Commissjon, and the Bureau of Foreign and
Domestic Commerce; on various ' reports,
statements, and studies by official agencies
and economists closely in touch with public
and corporate affairs, and on the financial
manuals of Poor and Moody. The major
points developed by this survey are:

That the combined corporations of the
country earned in net profits approximately
$4,800,000,000 more per year during the
years 1916-1917-1918 than during the cor-
responding three-year pre-war period.

That this excess of profit over and above
what these corporations were satisfied with
during the pre-war years constitutes a profit-
eering tax of $240 per year for every family
in the couniry.

That for the four years 1916-17-18-19,
corporate excess profits, not inclusive of
royalties, rents, excessive salaries, stock divi-
dends or any other form of compensation,
cost each family a total of $1,500, or more
than one-fifth of the average total income of
those families for that period.

That in two industries alone, namely iron
and steel and coal, two billion dollars of net
profit in excess of the pre-war average were
exacted during the three war years, consti-
tuting virtually a levy of $20 upon every
man, woman, and child in the United States;

That 2,080 corporations earned in net
profits over 100 per cent per year on their
capital stock during the three war years, that
5,724 showed net profits of more than 50 per
cent, and that 20,000 earned from 20 to 80
per cent;
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That the average profits during the three
war years of all the corporations in the
United States with net incomes of $1,000,000
or more approximated 24 per cent per year
on their capital stock;

That these increased profits, not due to in-
creased production, meant that this great
group of corporations, controlling products
essential to daily life, made profits sufficient
to replace the entire value of their capital
stock within a period of slightly over four
years;

That the above disclosures do not reveal
completely the extent of corporate profiteer-
ing, since corporations have been, and are,
utilizing various devices to conceal the full
measure of their earnings, such as excessive
deductions for depletion and depreciation,
payment of astoundingly excessive salaries
and grossly fictitious royalties and rents;

That with respect to coal, the financial
statements of the coal corporations them-
selves show a clear profit of more than one
billion dollars during 1916-17-18-19, the
profit margin to the operator showing a larger
proportional increase than any other item in
the price of coal paid by the consumer.

That since the armistice the only change
has been an abatement in the gigantic sums
accruing to corporations which monopolize
the military requirements of the country at
war, such as iron and steel, coal, copper,
metal products, and meats; but since the ces-
sation of the demand for war supplies, in-
dustries engaged in the production of cloth-
ing, food, household supplies, and other
staple necessaries of life have exploited the
public to an extent even greater than during
the years 1916-17-18; that the added toll of
profiteering in absolute necessities since the
armistice, reckoned in terms of net profits
over and above the extortionate profits ex-
acted in the war years, has amounted to at
least twenty per cent in those industries for
which profit figures for 1919 are now avail-
able; that first-hand evidence or profiteering
is accentuated by the huge undivided profits
which are flowing out in surplus stock divi-
dends following the recent Supreme Court
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decision. This indicates that profiteering
already revealed is only a fraction of the
real extent of profiteering since profits were
held in reserve for a favorable moment of
distribution.

Ezamples of Profiteering

Passing from the general to the specific, we
find in the cotton industry, for example, that
in the staple commodity gray sheeting, which
is a basic fabric, the war-time profits of the
manufacturers were increased 748 per cent
over the pre-war mill margin, while the re-
tailer’s war profit was 464 per cent greater
than his former margin. In the case of blue
denim, which supplies the overall uniform
of labor, the profits of the manufacturers
during the war years were six and one-half
times as large as in 1910. In producing the
material, making and marketing the overall,
the mill profit increased 557 per cent, the
manufacturer’s profit increased 250 per cent,
and the retailer’s 288 per cent.

Take the ordinary suit of clothes, made of
medium priced wool that sold for $25 in
1910 and now retails for $65, and we find
that profits are absorbing $27.64 of the price
paid by the consumer. The mill profit on
the cloth bhas increased 865 per cent, the
manufacturer’s profit on making the suit, 255
per cent, and the retailer’s profit, 141 per
cent. The largest woolen manufacturing
company in America increased its annual net
income from an average of $1,600,000 in the
pre-war years to an average of nearly $9,-
000,000 during 1916-17-18. The Depart-
ment of Justice recently charged that this
corporation’s profits for the first quarter of
the present year, 1920, were within one-
twentieth of its entire capital stock.

Similar data on men’s shoes disclose that
the packer’s profits on hides increased 475
per cent, the tanner’s profit, 221 per cent,
the shoe manufacturer’s profit, 54.2 per cent,
and the retailer’s, 102.2 per cent.

Turning from something to wear to some-
thing to eat, we find our attention arrested
immediately by the situation with respect to
sugar. My investigation shows that the
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tribute exacted from the American people
this year by the sugar profiteers will exceed
$600,000,000, at the most conservative esti-
mate. Other investigators have placed the
figure at over $1,000,000,000, and if the price
of sugar continues to soar, as predicted, and
reaches 80 cents, or even 85 to 40 cents per
pound, the larger estimate will be too small
by half. This means that every family in
the United States this year will pay a tax
of from $80 to $50, or conceivably $100,
over and above a legitimate profit to every-
body concerned for this one food essential.
Sugar which has been selling at from 22 to 25
cents per pound could be sold at 11145 cents
if the producer and retailer were satisfied
with reasonable profits. Such were the fig-
ures arrived at in my investigation, and it is
interesting to note that Mr. Herbert Hoover,
former Food Administrator, in his testimony
before the Congressional Committee investi-
gating the sugar problem, stated it as his
opinion that a fair price for sugar at this
time would not exceed 12 cents per pound.

Beet sugar producers made excess profits,
and income tax returns in 1917 showed that
they had earned 52.28 per cent on their capi-
tal stock, 59.92 per cent on their capital ac-
tually invested, and 45.58 per cent on their
capital actually invested after all tares had
been deducted. The corresponding figures
for cane sugar producers were 27.28 per cent,
288.84 per cent, and 191.04 per cent. These
amazing earnings were made when the whole-
sale price of sugar was 7.7 cents and the pro-
ducer’s margin ranged from .9 of one cent to
2.2 cents per pound. One grows dizzy in
contemplation of what their earnings must be
at present sugar prices!

Labor Not the Cause

Now, resting the case as to the existence
of profiteers and profiteering on the fore-
going presentation, we come to another phase
of the problem. Have high prices been due
to and necessitated by increased labor costs?
The plain, unvarnished facts are these: Wage
increases have been a result and not a cause
of high prices; wage increases have not kept
pace with price increases; price increases
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have been out of all proportion to wage in-
creases, and labor, save in isolated instances,
has not profiteered either during or since the
war. It is indubitably true that increased
labor cost has been the ever-ready alibi of
the profiteer, and it is equally true that wage
advances have affected prices to a certain de-
gree, but it is the ascertained fact so invari-
ably as to constitute it a rule that labor cost
increases are multiplied four or five times by
the profiteer in passing them on to the public.
Take an instance so recent and so glaring as
to convince the most skeptical. Bituminous
coal miners were given a wage increase of
27 per cent, effective April 1. This amounted
to 40 cents per ton. Immediately the price
of coal at the pit-heads in the Virginia field
which had been $2.85 and $2.75 was jumped
to $4.85 and $4.75—an increase exactly five
times the added labor cost!

Take the blue denim in labor’s overalls.
While the mill profit was increasing 557 per
cent, the manufacturer’s profit 250 per cent,
and the retailer’s profit 2388 per cent, the
mill labor cost advanced only 100 per cent
and the manufacturing labor cost 133 per
cent. The increased labor cost in a pound
of sugar is not to exceed 2 cents. Labor
gets 15 cents of the increased price of a pair
of shoes selling at $8.50, while the profits
of manufacturers and merchants absorb $2.75
of the additional cost to the consumer. And
so we might continue through every essen-
tial industry always with the same result.

“But,” protests the public, “what about
this vicious circle—raise wages and you have
higher prices, and then you have to raise
wages again, only to get still higher prices,
and so on, heaven help us?”

The vicious-circle illustration is not half
bad, but an examination of the evidence dis-
closes the fact that the circle begins and ends
with the profiteer. When the United States
entered the war, production of all commo-
dities except war munitions immediately fell
off. This was due to the conversion of mills
and plants into factories to turn out essen-
tial war equipment and supplies, and to the
removal of workers from their peace-time

occupations either to the munition mills or to
the ranks of our fighting forces. At once the
law of supply and demand got in its work,
and producers and middlemen raised prices
because there was a reduced and limited sup-
ply of the necessaries of life.

Wage earners, as soon as they could make
their economic demands felt, thereupon re-
ceived wage increases so that they might in
a measure cope with the advance in the cost
of living. This meant increased labor costs
to the producers and middlemen, and they
instantly advanced prices again. Almost
without exception, these price advances were
out of all proportion to the increase in labor
costs. This necessitated further wage in-
creases to labor, and we find the vicious cir-
cle established, with the profiteers invariably
in command of the situation.

As soon as the government could get
around to it, war-time agencies such as the
War Industries Board and the Fuel and Food
Administrations were created and were able
to regulate prices to an appreciable degree,
but upon the signing of the armistice “big
business” began a concerted campaign
against the continuance of these regulatory
agencies, with the result that they were
speedily discontinued and the public was left
completely at the mercy of organized capital.

The man who cries “Fire!” is not always
to be denounced as an alarmist. Not infre-
quently his warning serves to avert a disas-
trous conflagration. Surely, therefore, in the
light of easily obtainable evidence which
marks the present situation as the gravest
crisis the nation has confronted since the
Union was threatened in 1860, an admoni-
tory word is permissible. Indeed, this warn-
ing as to the machinations and evil practices
of the profiteers, which has corrected much
of misinformation and misapprehension in
the public mind, has already produced be-
neficent results as evidenced by recent price-
cutting movements by producers and middle-
men in all parts of the country.

However, the public, once aroused, should
not be lulled to security by what is mani-
festly but a spasm of reform on the part of




1920

the profiteers, superinduced by a fear that
their ill-gotten gains may be taken away
from them, and should see to it that drastic
legislation be enacted to regulate and con-
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trol prices so that the world may never again
witness such a sorry spectacle as that pre-
sented by the orgy of war-time and post-war
profit pyramiding.

What About Hungary?
Eugene S. Bagger

S there, or is there not, a White Terror
I in Hungary?

The question is more practically relevant
than it seems. It is not one of mere nomen-
clature. There is a vital difference from the
point of view of democracy (I almost feel I
ought to apologize for reharnessing the poor

worked-to-death word) whether the Horthy

regime in Hungary represents merely a con-
stitutional reaction, such as is enjoyed by
other countries, or whether it is a murderous
counter-revolutionary military dictatorship
like the recent rule of General Mannerheim
in Finland. One might argue that the Hun-
garians ought to be left to themselves to work
out their own brand of salvation. The doc-
trine of non-intervention in Hungary still
seems to have its adherents among enlight-
ened people who refuse to be embarrassed
even by the coincidence of their position with
that of the Lloyd George government and the
Morning Post. But in private life even a
doctrinaire liberal is likely to draw the line
between a family quarrel and a family massa-
cre. The policy of laissez-faire has its beau-
ties, but it ought to stop short at murder.

Reaction or Terror?

In other words, the theoretical question: Is
the present Hungarian government just
“plain” reaction, or is it a “White Terror”?
resolves itself into the practical alternative:
Shall the forces of democracy—liberals, radi-
cals, socialists, labor—approve of a policy of
non-interference in Hungarian affairs, or
shall they urge drastic action—diplomatic,
economic, even—Pkorribile dictu—military, to
stop a condition that must be stopped what-
ever the cost?

I believe if a canvass were taken as it
should be taken among the Hungarian refu-
gees in Vienna, where reside most of the still
unassassinated leaders of Magyar radicalism
and social democracy, the decision would
favor intervention. Nor would this decision
be reached because men like Kunfi, Garami,
Boehm, Ronai, Buchinger, Weltner—all old-
time leaders of Hungarian trade unionism
and social democracy, engineers of the revo-
lution of October, 1918, and moderators of
the communist upheaval in March, 1919—
have any illusions left about the Entente
Powers, who alone could effect such interven-
tion. But even the most punctilious seven-
teenth-century Puritan, if attacked by a mad
dog, would hardly stop to interrogate his
prospective rescuer as to his views on trans-
substantiation. The thing needful is to kill
the mad dog of Magyar junker terrorism.
Discussion may—and would—be resumed
afterwards.

So much for the Magyar socialist point of
view. Americans and Englishmen who begin
to tremble violently at the very sound of the
word intervention, might well take their cue
from Commander Kenworthy, Liberal M. P.
from Central Hull, who, on March 22 last,
urged in the Commons drastic action at
Budapest “in view of the fact that the British
government is responsible for the setting up
of the present regime.”

I am aware that the initial question: Is
there a White Terror in Hungary? is an-
swered in the negative by several high au-
thoritjes. As first of these I shall mention
Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, Under-Secretary of
Foreign Affairs in the Lloyd George govern-
ment. On March 22 Mr. J. C. Wedgwood,
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Labor member for Newcastle-under-Lyme,
asked the Prime Minister in the Commons:

“Whether he had yet received any information
as to the trial of former ministers of the late
Soviet government in Hungary on charges of
murder and forgery; whether every member of the
former Soviet government is charged with murder
in 200 cases, which is the number said to have been
killed or executed under the Soviet government;
whether they are charged with forgery for print-
ing paper money; whether some of these ministers
only held purely technical and scientific posts and
had no say in general policy; and whether the
government would take any steps to save the lives
of these men.”

Mr. Harmsworth replied for the govern-
ment as follows:

“Under the Soviet government in Hungary there
were no regular ministers, the administration be-
ing carried on by so-called people’s commissaries
of whom there were upwards of fifty. According
to the reports received from the British High
Commissioner at Budapest the principal commis-
saries escaped. Of the remainder some fourteen
were in prison. They are charged with murder,
robbery, forgery, extortion by threat, sedition,
teaching immorality in schools, and other crimes.
The number and nature of the charges in each
case varies with the information in possession of
the authorities. The prisoners are all charged
with forging paper money, which I am advised is
a true and legal charge. While some of them may
have held purely technical and scientific posts, I
am not in a position to form an opinion as to the
weight which any particular people’s commissary
may or may not have had in general policy. As
regards the last part of the question, I can only
say once more that the British High Commissioner
in Budapest has instructions to exercise a moderat-
ing influence, and is doing so, but that it is no
part of his functions to interfere with the ordinary
course of judicial proceedings in Hungary, and,
indeed, the Hungarian government are themselves
debarred by the constitution from interfering
directly with the administration of justice.”

It does not take much penetration to see
that Mr. Harmsworth's answer contains (1)
admission that the charges implied by Mr.
Wedgwood are true; (2) a plea for non-inter-
ference in the internal affairs of Hungary.
What the answer, on the other hand, does not
contain is a list of the few hundred instances
in which the British and other Allied repre-
sentatives in Budapest interfered with judi-
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cial proceedings and other governmental
functions under the communist regime.

Under the Soviets

According to the statement of the White At-
torney-General, the number of persons killed
in Hungary in the Soviet period was 224.
Of these ten to fifteen were innocent victims
of individual Red officials and soldiers.
Twenty to twenty-five were sentenced to death
by revolutionary tribunals, some of them for
counter-revolutionary activities, most of them
for ordinary crimes. But the total of “mur-
dered” victims also includes the sixty-two
peasants who fell in battle near Dunapataj,
where a counter-revolutionary force of 8,000
men, armed with cannon and machine guns,
was defeated by Red troops. On June 24,
1919, a group of armed counter-revolution-
aries succeeded in occupying the central tele-
phone exchange in Budapest. Soviet troops
attacked them. A regular battle ensued, with
casualties on both sides. The nine White
soldiers who fell in the engagement are now
put down in the official White statistics as
“murdered,” and each of the people’s com-
missaries is held responsible.

The White Terror

This is the way the charge of murder works
in the courts of Horthyfied Hungary. Charges
of robbery are brought against every official
who participated in the socialization of thea-
ters, museums, newspapers, or industrial en-
terprises. Thus Bela Reinitz, one of the
best musical critics and composers of Young
Hungary, an artist and idealist of the highest
order, has been sentenced for robbery to ten
months’ imprisonment. He was active in the
socialization of the Royal Opera, House.
Louis Magyar, a prominent journalist, was
sentenced to ten years for incitement to sedi-
tion and robbery. In his case the robbery
charge was based on his participation in
socializing the assets of Budapest newspapers.
It should be added that Mr. Charles Huszar,
head of the government that prosecuted Mag-
yar for this “‘robbery,” had received from
the communist government a monthly salary



1920

of 2,000 crowns out of the very funds social-
ized by Magyar and his associates. This sort
of thing is described by Mr. Harmsworth as
“the ordinary course of judicial proceedings.”

Admiral Horthy

The notion that there is a White Terror in
Hungary is indignantly denied by Admiral
Nicholas Horthy, elected by the National As-
sembly to the position of Regent of Hungary.?
No day is considered well spent by him unless
a denial or two of the White Terror is issued.
To mention a specific instance: early in
March he declared before the representative
of the Chicago Tribune that there was no
White Terror in Hungary.

Just one word, in passing, as to his record
in the World War. He was the Austrian ad-
miral who, on July 21, 1918, issued a state-
ment urging the destruction of Venice by
bombardment. Ships and airplanes under
his orders actually shelled Italian coast cities.
He also had ordered scores of malcontent
Jugoslav sailors of the Austrian navy mas-
sacred at Cattaro. Nevertheless, his name
does not appear on the list of war criminals
whose surrender was demanded by the Allies,
though plain chicken thieves and table silver
expropriators are so listed.

Here are three well-authenticated state-
ments of Horthy. When he entered Budapest
in last November at the head of his troops,
he declared: “As to the social democrats and
trade unionists, I shall have no negotiations
with them. I order, and they obey.” He
also declared: “I shall clean this city of
the Jews.” Not long ago he was told that
Cservenka, a secretary of the Social Demo-
cratic party, was kidnapped by White offi-
cers. The gentleman in Horthy could not
help exclaiming: “Well, what of it, he was
just a rotten communist!”

Murder of Editor

On or about February 15 Bela Somogyi,
editor-in-chief of the social democratic daily

1 As to the election of the National Assembly
and the legal background of the Horthy govern-
ment in general, see my article on “Admiral
Horthy, Dictator,” in the New Republic for
March 17.
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Nepszava, a bitterly anti-communist paper,
said to a friend: “I know I shall die an un-
natural death, and I no longer trouble about
that. The terrible thing is to know that my
eyes will be knocked out, my head smashed,
and my body full of wounds caused by stabs
and shots.” These were not the bad dreams
of a hypochondriac. They were the explicit
threats received by Somogyi in a letter notify-
ing him that the White officers had marked
him for destruction.

On the evening of February 17 Somogyi,
accompanied by his assistant editor, Bela
Bacso, was going from the Nepssava office
to his home a few hundred yards away.
Around the corner the ““death-car” was wait-
ing. It was nine o’clock at night (says the
Budapest correspondent of the Manchester
Guardian) when they kidnapped and carried
him to the Danube. There the murderers
carried out their work. Stones were put
into his pocket. Next day the body was found
in a shallow part of the river. The corpse
of Somogyi’s companion, Bacso, also was
recovered.

The news of the murder horrified Budapest.
There was consternation in the circles of the
Huszar government. There was no telling to
what length the terrorists might go. Premier
Huszar rose in the Assembly, deathly pale,
and declared that he would resign unless the
assassins were apprehended within twenty-
four hours.

The assassins were not apprehended within
twenty-four hours, and Premier Huszar did
not resign on that account. But Regent
Horthy ordered a strict inquiry. Two offi-
cers connected with the so-called Ostenburg
detachment of the White army were arrested
under suspicion. The next day they were
set free. A few days later the governmental
papers issued a communique to the effect that
“the assassination of Somogyi and Bacso can
be traced to communist circles.” Why shouild
the communists have Somogyi murdered?
Because he advocated social-democratic co-
operation in national reconstruction.

This allegation was published on February
29 in the Budapesti Hirlap, among other
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papers. The Budapesti Hirlap, however,
and the other Budapest newspapers have
failed, to date, to publish the following docu-
ment brought to light on March 6 by Frank
Gondér, editor of Az Ember, the Vienna
organ of exiled Hungarian social democrats.
The document is an order from the Hungarian
High Command (Admiral Horthy’s headquar-
ters) to the Ostenburg detachment, also
known as the Hungarian Rifle Detachment.
It runs:

“Strictly Confidential
819/VLL.F.V.

“To Hungarian Rifle Detachment Headquarters.

“It has come to the notice of the High Com-
mand that the leaders of trade unions and the
editors and editorial and business employes of the
Nepszava are in close touch with Vienna circles.

“This detachment is ordered to maintain a
stricter control of these individuals, and in case
of necessity (to procure documents, etc.) to take
the most appropriate action.

“Budapest, February 18, 1920.

“Janki HaArTMANN.”

This order was issued on February 18 from
Horthy’s headquarters. On February 15
Somogyi received the letter announcing the
prospective fact and manner of his death.
On February 17 Somogyi was murdered—as
all Budapest knows, by the officers of the self-
same Ostenburg detachment which had been
ordered by Admiral Horthy to take “in case
of necessity”” the “most appropriate action.”

Other Massacres

One Charles Tormasi, commander of a Red
battalion under communism, was imprisoned
at Siofok when Admiral Horthy had his head-
quarters there, prior to his entry to Budapest.
Tormasi himself missed execution by a nar-
row chance. Later he escaped. He pub-
lishes his experiences in the March 6 number
of As Ember. Among other things he relates:
“From Veszprem 41 men were escorted to Siofok
and here taken over by Lieutenant Leszay. The
sergeant in charge of the transport obtained a re-
ceipt from Leszay as follows:
“‘4]1 prisoners received and forwarded.
“‘Leszay, Lieut.’
“Across the receipt was written in blue pencil:
“‘Approved: Horthy.’
“I saw this receipt with my own eyes. All the
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41 men were stabbed to death by Leszay and two
gendarmes in the Csirkes forest. The victims were
compelled to lick each other’s blood. We other
prisoners had to dig their grave. While we were
doing this, Admiral Horthy arrived on horseback
and spat and swore at the prisoners. Many of the
victims were still alive when swept into the grave.

“There was another massacre in the Csirkes
forest. 112 men were mown down by machine
gun fire, after they had been compelled to dig
their own graves. From the nearby cornfields the
dogs dragged human legs to the villages. The
White officers murdered 567 men at Siofok.”

As Ember publishes, still in the March 6
number, an Order of the Day, issued “strictly
confidential” by Admiral Horthy’s headquar-
ters, “to be read before the reliable Christian
officers of the armed force.” These are called
upon “to prevent the agitation of the destruc-
tive elements, encouraged by the victories of
the Russian Bolsheviki, and to take undelayed
and vigorous action as demanded by the emer-
gency.” Then the order proceeds:

“As soon as the riot alarm is sounded, the
officers’ detachments must turn out with the
greatest possible speed and must, at the first
command, use their firearms. The customary shot
in the air must be omitted, and the volley must be
fired straight into the crowd.

“The firing must continue ruthlessly, the heap
of corpses should not deter anybody. You must
fire away in the knowledge that you are con-
fronted, not by human beings, but by wild beasts.

“Commanders must enforce this order ruth-
lessly. Whoever hesitates in or refuses its execu-
tion, must be cut to pieces.”

Drawing the Sword

Is there a White Terror in Hungary, justify-
ing a demand, on the part of liberals, radicals,
and socialists in America and Western Europe,
that action of some sort be taken at once to
save the human and cultural values that still
can be saved?

The above documents (the series could
easily be trebled in length) should be helpful
in forming an opinion. But probably the
question of intervention will soon be solved
by the Hungarian White government itself.
General mobilization is quietly going on, men

* Further revelations of the Siofok horrors, and
other White Terror documents, are published in
The Nation for April 8.
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from twenty to fifty are called to the colors,
the “war of liberation” against the victorious
neighbors is being prepared for. The mad
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terrorists of Budapest have deliberately
drawn the sword; they seem insistent on the
fulfilment of the Gospel’s warning.

FEaxiles

Ida O’Neil

BOVE stairs at the Café Royal . . .
A alive again after the years of war

like some dreadful resurrection of the
flesh; alive again in its forced and awful
gaiety—the cheap, dragging music, cham-
pagne (not so cheap, 60 francs a bottle), the
usual Americans, noisily drunk, the horde of
women—women & la Toulouse-Lautrec, dark
eyes in a mask of paint, pathetically old,
pathetically young.

Our Russians enter in a whirlwind ; the big
banker—pockets still abulge with hundred-
franc notes, despite the lost millions; his sis-
ter (as organizer of the codperatives she is
still tolerated by the government of soviets)
now on her way to England with the Rus-
sian commission; a Kerensky minister with
the beard and stoop of a Lincoln; a little
man in spectacles who goes by the pseudonym
of Odanin even when in France.

A cold, bright wind—from the steppes,
perhaps, or the north seas?, or merely from
the open door?—sweeps through the low
room, scattering the fog, almost palpable

mingled odors of scent, tobacco, and
ﬂesh The orchestra abandons the joli réve
d’amour for the savage rhythm of a Geor-
gian chant. They play with enthusiasm.
The banker keeps time with an energetic
hand.

“I taught them myself it took
two whole nights,” he explains proudly.

The little man is my neighbor at the table.
His pale near-sighted eyes protrude slightly
behind the pince-nez. He might be of any
nation—even American. He is carefully
groomed. His hands are exquisite but quite
evidently have not been washed since his
arrival this morning from London.

His French is careful . his Eng-

lish only a trifle less labored. .

“Money is important. However, we must
not exaggerate or we forget other
things. I forgot. I used to make
collections—beautiful things, for myself—
tapestries, editions, miniatures, porcelains;
precious stones even, though these were not
art. They interested me less. I had spe-
cialists from France, from England, from
China, to help me. I loved my collections.

“I was like Job. I was happy, but, you
see, I did not think. Bolshevism took my
collections, my money, everything. Bolshe-
vism taught me to think. I have learned

there is a larger life here on earth.
And afterward this gold on your
hand, this gold upon your arm you
cannot take them with you. Even here—
what can you carry in your hands? So little!
Only the thought of beautiful things . . .
in your heart. So all men are rich. Today,
too, you are rich only to be alive. So I say,
I have lost the beautiful things that were
mine. But I live. I can begin again. I
can begin a new life. It is like being born.
I am happy.

“Only here in Paris, I cannot go
into the shops. I see jade. I see porcelain.
I say, ‘I had such a one, and such—' You
see, I loved my collections. Here in this
world, it is hard to say, ‘I had—and I have
not. -
“In life we need two things—religion, a
religion, and art. In England, in your coun-
try, here in France, art is for the élite. It
is the luxury of the grand seigneur. Your
art, youy artist, is the young woman entre-
tenue by an old millionaire. In Russia, art
is born of the people; it lives for the people.
To us, the artist is everything. He is the
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leader. We are at his feet. We do not say,
“Yesterday there dined with us a Rothschild,
a Denisoff”’; we say—'Think! we had with
us a Gorki, a Strawinsky, a Stanislowsky,
a Bloch!” Even now in Russia life is every-
where made easy for the artist—easier than
for the workman, . . .

“Now I stay in England. There, I know,
I am a ‘poor foreigner,’ a barbarian. But I
understand my country. I feel, you will par-
don me, like a prince among savages. I
would like to be of help to them!

“Let me tell you in other words. This is
excellent wine we are drinking. It is bot-
tled wine. In Russia, we have wonderful
wine, but no bottles. In England, in Ger-
many, in France, there are bottles. I do not
speak of their wine. It is good wine, but
above all, they have botttles. I say, give
us bottles. Of what use is good wine with-
out bottles? We have the best wine in the
world, but it is in the streets!

“Eighty-seven per cent of my people are
illiterate.

“I worked for fifteen years to build up
a great museum, a great gallery of art. It
was my only real creation. It has gone down
with the other things that were mine. The
work must all be done again. I am ready.
But it cannot be the same. There must be
education first. Can you indulge your love
for Monet, for Picasso, for Cézanne, when
the man beside you is ignorant of everything?

“Bolshevism? I will tell you. Up there
in the sky, the stars are very beautiful.
They are also very high. To reach them we
have only our eyes, and the poor instruments
made by our hands. The stars of bolshevism
are beautiful. They, too, are very high. . . .

“Lenin is a great man, a very great genius.
But he is often very much alone. .
The past has often used doubtful means to
accomplish great ends. I do not despair.
If you know my people, you can understand
bolshevism. It is an extreme—but its source
is in the people. It did not come from out-
side. It was born within the people. It is
an ancient voice today articulate. Read
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Dostoiewsky. He is like a prophecy. . . .

“There are many who do not understand.
These may be excellent technicians. They
may know cows, pigs, hens, and how animals
live under the sea. But they do not know
men. They say, ‘a religious awakening?
amazing, incomprehensible!—a social revo-
lution? extraordinary, impossible!” They do
not look before events; they will not look
behind. They close their eyes. They do
not wish to see. These men never will learn.

“We are living again the first years of
Christianity. Society, not the Church, has
brought us back to the teachings of Jesus.
We meet intolerance, we meet hatred, we
meet force and repression. We have our
martyrs and our saints. . . .

“Today, even words are actions. The idea
is important; numbers are not essential.
Two apostles of a thought are much. Four
is mighty as a regiment. Christ Himself
had only twelve and one was a traitor. . . .

“I was always an idealist in some things.
Now I am wholly so. It is a new life. . . .
Before I left Russia, twice I was to be shot.
Yet I live. I tell you it is wonderful. . . .

“Do you hear the toast of our friend L.?
Like myself, he is an exile.

““To our return home, not to the old Rus-
sia, but to the new—To the day when we,
too, may have a share in the work to be done!”

“For we shall return. We still have a
country. And you will see, there will be
work for all of us for you, too, and

not only in Russia, but everywhere in the
world !’

Correction

In the June issue of The Socialist Review,
on page 24, the name of the delegate from
Indiana who moved the nomination of
Eugene Victor Debs for President on the
Socialist Party ticket was erroneously given
as Edward Henry. It should, of course, have
read William H. Henry. A similar error was
made on page 85 in the list of the newly
elected N. E. C.



“The Industry is Ours”’
Evans Clark

o HE industry is ours,” said Joseph

I Schlossberg, Secretary-Treasurer of

the Amalgamated Clothing Work-

ers of America, addressing their Fourth Bi-

ennial Convention, held in Bostor' from May
5th to 10th.

This phrase marks a new epoch in the
American labor movement. It caught the
spirit of the Amalgamated convention. A
similar spirit characterized the Fifteenth Bi-
ennial Convention of the International Ladies’
Garment Workers’ Union held in Chicago
at the same time—May 8rd to 15th. The
sense of proprietorship in the industry domi-
nated both gatherings.

These two conventions represented some
400,000 workers who make most of the men’s
and women’s clothes manufactured in the
United States. What these people think and
plan today will constitute the history of the
industry tomorrow.

In the case of the Amalgamated this sense
of proprietorship in the industry has re-
sulted in a feeling new among American
workers: a sense of responsibility for the in-
dustry.

“I do not consider labor as outside of in-
dustry,” said the Amalgamated’s president,
Sydney Hillman, on one occasion. “It has
been kept out, it is true. It has been thrown
out by the Garys and others, but sooner or
later it will come into its own.” Here is
expressed the sense of the inherent right and
expectation of labor to control industry.

“It is our business to set things straight in
the industry,” said Secretary Schlossberg,
in the- same discussion. “It is now our re-
sponsibility to establish order in the industry
in the place of the chaos created by the em-
ployers when they had things their own
way. . . We could not if we would,
and we would not if we could, escape respon-
sibility for the industry. The employers will
not bring order into it. They had their op-
portunity for many decades and have not
availed themselves of it. . . We, the

organized workers, are a collective body with
a oneness of interest that is perfect and com-
plete. Within the past few years we have
brought into the industry a degree of order
for so short a time that is amazing. What-
ever constructive work there is still to be
done must be done by us, by our organiza-
tion.” Here is the sense of obligation that,
for better or for worse, always comes with
proprietorship.

The product of this state of mind was as
unique in American labor history as is the
state of mind itself. It is expressed in the
following resolution which passed the con-
vention after a long and somewhat stormy
session.

“Whereas, the two prevailing systems of work
in the clothing industry today are piece work and
week work, and

“Whereas, the piece work system carries with
it overspeeding, which is injurious to the health
of the workers and penalizes them for inefficient
management, while the week work system per-
mits normal effort and preserves the health of the
workers, and

“Whereas, the employers oppose the week work
system on the ground that it discourages produc-
tion, and

“Whereas, the attitude of the Amalgamated
Clothing Workers of America is well known; we
oppose over-speeding as well as restraint of out-
put; we advocate normal production and cannot
permit the abuse of the protection afforded by the
organization for intentional restriction of produc-
tion below normal, and

“Whereas, the remedy for the situation is a
week work system based upon reasonable standards
of production; the former will conserve the health
of the workers, which is our first consideratian,
and the latter will regulate output; be it, therefore

“Resolved, that we recommend the week work
system with standards of production, and be it
further

“Resolved, that the General Executive Board be
empowered to inaugurate this system as soon as
possible, to determine standards as conditions may
require.”

Here is one of the most powerful labor
organizations in the United States deliberately
voting to increase production. It is no won-
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der that the foregoing proposal met with
opposition on the floor of the convention.
The opposition, however, fell to naught be-
fore the arguments of Hillman, Schlossberg
and the others. The gist of these arguments
—their spirit if not their actual expression—
was this. The industry is ours: it gives us
our livelihood, we depend upon it for our ex-
istence, some day we will control it. It
would be suicidal to kill the thing on which
our lives and hopes depend. We should
rather nurse and develop it. Standards of
production forced upon us by the bosses for
their own advantage are one thing; but
standards of production voluntarily estab-
lished by us to fit ourselves for management
and to preserve the industry that we may
enjoy the fruits thereof—those are ‘“‘some-
thing else again.”

The argument was effective. The resolu-
tion was passed by acclamation. The rank
and file, as is the custom in the Amalgamated,
approved a general principle and left it to
the responsible officials to work out the con-
crete details of its application. The Gen-
eral Executive Board has a task of consider-
able magnitude before it.

The I. L. G. W. U.

At the International’s gathering in Chicago
the same sense of the “industry is ours” be-
came articulate in another way. Resolution
No. 82, introduced by the delegates from
Locals Number 45, 48, 80 and 89, all of
New York city, as amended upon recom-
mendation of the Resolutions Committee and
passed by the convention, reads as follows:
“Resolved, that in all future agreements the
officers of the International Ladies’ Garment
Workers’ Union should strive to incorporate, if
possible, a clause that will provide for a voice of
labor in the management of our industry.”
Having decreed that the union shall begin
to share in the management of the industry,
it was appropriate that the union should pre-
pare itself to undertake this management and
convince its members and the world that it
could do so with efficiency and economy, as
well as democracy. A special committee re-
ported to the convention in favor of estab-
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lishing union-owned factories and retail
stores, “in any branch of our industry and
in any locality which the General Executive
Board shall deem advisable.” Among the
advantages of this proposal cited by the com-
mittee were the following:

“l. Practical knowledge of operating factories
in our industries will help us considerably in our
disputes with manufacturers in the various con-
tentions with regard to wages, hours, etc.,, based
on practical experience attained through the opera-
tion of such shops. . . .

“3. Union-owned shops will supply the market
with merchandise required in time of strikes
against arbitrary employers, and will give employ-
ment to a great number of our workers in times
of lock-outs. . . .

“6. The union-owned shop will be the first step
towards collective ownership.

“7. Union-owned shops will enable the workers
to take part in the management of such shops. . .

“9. The union shop will demonstrate to the
working class and the entire world that the pro-
ducers themselves can, and logically should, talie
the place of the present so-called- captains of in-
dustry in our system.”

A Coioperative Bank

The Amalgamated, as well as the Inter-
national, considered the proposal of co3p-
erative action, but along other lines. One
of the high spots of the convention was the
debate precipitated by delegate Miller’s re-
port of the Committee on Cooperatives. The
committee endorsed the action of the General
Executive Board in participating in the work
of the cobperative movement. (Hillman and
Schlossberg attended the Farmer-Labor-Co-
operative Conference in Chicago last Novem-
ber, were elected to the committee that ar-
ranged the All-American Congress last Feb-
ruary, attended that conference and were
active in its work.) The committee recom-
mended that the convention direct the Gen-
eral Executive Board “to continue the promo-
tion of codperative effort as it may see fit,”
the general understanding being that a co-
operative bank should be the first venture in
the new field.

Schlossberg made an incisive speech in
favor of the report. “It might be a bourgeois
view, it might be unrevolutionary, or anything
else you might choose to call it, but we
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have reached a point where we are dealing
with problems that confront us. . . . The
point is that every average workingman has
some money in the bank. That money is
being used by other people. It may be used
to finance and fight strikes . . . it may
be used in any way that will bring in ma-
chinery through which a fight against the
organization might be carried on.” The com-
mittee’s recommendations were approved with
an ovation.

“One Big Union”

There were other signs of the new epoch at
Boston and Chicago than a sense of power
and responsibility. There was a great wave
of sentiment in both conventions for the One
Big Union idea. It is one thing when a small,
struggling, revolutionary, propaganda organ-
ization talks about industrial unionism. It
is quite another matter when two of the
largest, most powerful and firmly entrenched
labor unions in the country act on the subject
of One Big Union, and act along the same
lines on the same proposal.

The report of the General Executive Com-
mittee to the Boston convention says: “The
Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America
has always stood for one international or-
ganization for all the workers in what is com-
monly known as the needle trades. We are
more firmly committed to this principle now
than ever before.” In a speech before the
convention, Hillman said: “The welfare of
the workers in every industry and the welfare
of the industries themselves demand that they
be organized along industrial lines.”

These sentiments were crystallized in the
following resolution which passed the con-
vention amid great enthusiasm:

“In the matter of the movement inaugurated by
organizations of the needle trades for closer
affiliation of all organizations involved in those
trades, this convention declares that it goes on
record as favoring one international for all
branches of the needle trades, including the Textile
‘Workers.

“We believe that the situation calls for such a
compact organization and hope that it will ma-
terialize before long.

“We welcome every move in that direction and
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direct the General Executive Board to codperate
in the promotion of such movement.

“With reference to the Textile Workers in par-
ticular, the General Executive Board shall im-
mediately appoint a committee to meet with a like
committee of the Amalgamated Textile Workers
in advisory capacity for the purpose of bringing
about closer relations between the two organiza-
tions, in the hope thereby of being of greater
service to the Textile Workers and contributing
towards the consummation of one international in
the sense above stated.”

The report of the I. L. G.-W. U. to the
Chicago convention came to much the same
general conclusion, although it favored a less
compact and inclusive organization. “We be-
lieve,” it reads, “that we have reached the
logical stage in our development when it is
incambent on us to take the initial steps for
the formation of an alliance of all the unions
in the garment trades of America.”

The convention unanimously endorsed these
views by instructing “the incoming General
Executive Board to proceed, immediately
after the convention, with the formation of
an alliance of all unions of men’s and wo-
men’s garment and cloth-hat gear workers:
our International, the Amalgamated, Jour-
neymen Tailors, United Cloth-Hat and Cap
Makers, Furriers, Neckwear Workers, and
other kindred organizations; each union to
reserve its autonomy as before; none of the
component parts of this alliance are to inter-
fere in the internal affairs of the others, but
they are all to stand together when circum-
stances should require. The fight of one
union should at once become the fight of all
the other component organizations.”

Both conventions passed resolutions de-
manding the lifting of the blockade against
Soviet Russia and the immediate resumption
of trade with the Russian people; and further
resolutions demanding the immediate release
of political prisoners and condemning the ex-
clusion of the Socialist assemblymen at Al-
bany. Both conventions, amid great enthusi-
asm, endorsed Eugene V. Debs for the next
President of the United States, while the
International expressed its “sympathy” with
the American Labor Party.
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Unemployment Fund

Both conventions passed a large number of
resolutions dealing with their respective in-
dustries, their organization and management.
The Amalgamated declared in favor of an
unemployment fund to be raised by a tax on
the employers: “the weekly payment by the
employers of a given percentage of the pay-
roll of our members, which shall not be de-
ducted from the payroll, but paid into the
fund in addition to the payroll,” as the reso-
lution expressed it. The report of the com-
mittee which submitted the resolution stated
that “there is no reason why the industry,
which pays a permanent tax to the various
insurance companies in order to indemnify
the employer in case of an emergency, should
not likewise have a permanent fund for in-
demnification for lack of work.”

The 40-Hour Week

The International declared in favor of the
40-hour week. The Amalgamated passed a
resolution directing the General Executive
Board to consider the matter with power to
act and also to work for the establishment of
a guaranteed 48-week year in the industry
in order to guard the clothing workers from
long periods of unemployment due to the
seasonal character of the industry. Both
meetings passed a long series of resolutions
extending the campaign for organization
among hitherto unorganized parts of the
needle industry from coast to coast and from
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Canada to the Gulf and in support of local
organizations which are conducting struggles
against certain employers for better working
conditions. The Amalgamated authorized
the establishment of “‘educational machinery
in every industrial center,” not confined *‘to
economic and industrial instruction,” but in-
cluding “art, science and culture generally.”
The International authorized the continuation
and extension of its educational department
and the creation of a new research depart-
ment.

Profiteering

The International directly charged the high
price of clothing to the profiteering of the
employers. In a resolution which passed
without a dissenting vote the convention de-
clared that “the element of profiteering is
the principal one responsible for the abnormal
rise in prices; that the jobbing and specu-
lating evil has never before been so rampant
in the woolen and garment-making market,
and that manufacturers and jobbers have
never made as high profits as they are making
now;” and, further, the convention demanded
that “Congress start an investigation of this
deplorable condition of the women’s gar-
ment market.”

Both conventions proved the financial
soundness of the organizations, as well as
their devotion to the cause of freedom for
labor by making large donations to various
working class and beneficent organizations.

Italian 'Socialism’
C. M. Panunzio

TALIAN socialism thus steadily de-
I veloped until the year 1914. Then

eame the great war, the first phase of
which produced in Italy, as in the rest of the
world, a sense of bewilderment. Italian so-
cialism, however, was on the alert. Socialist
deputies quickly met in Milan and decided

1 The second of two articles on Italian socialism.
The first article, appearing in the April issue,
dealt with the rise of Italian socialism up until the
world war.

on a modus operandi. This was followed
by meetings throughout Italy, at which their
members were asked not to be stunned by the
sudden apparent collapse of international
socialism, but rather to solidify their ranks
and to stand to the last for neutrality.

All this was accomplished by the end of
August, 1914. In one way Italian socialists
had an advantage - over their European

| brothers; Italy had just emerged from the
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Tripolitan War. That made their arguments
overwhelmingly powerful. Was not the smell
of blood, the sight of murder still fresh in
the memory of the Italians? Had they for-
gotten what Tripoli—the aggressive war in
Tripoli—had meant in added poverty, taxa-
tion, and loss of life? Why then plunge into
another aggressive war? The Triple Al-
liance? That was a defensive, not an of-
fensive pact; and even then it was not en-
tered into with the consent of the Italian
people. Moreover, what Italian could pos-
sibly fight shoulder to shoulder with an Aus-
trian? German socialists claimed to have
been forced into the war in defense of their
country. Could Italian socialists claim that?

Should Italy enter the war, what would
be the end of it all? Trieste? Trent? Per-
haps! But who would share the blessings of
that conquest should it come? And who but
workingmen must furnish the millions of sol-
diers, pay the bills, be burdened with end-
less taxes in the future? Was it not so in the
case of Tripoli? Was it not always thus in
every war? Keep class consciousness, was
their cry; keep alive the hatred for war, at
least so long as the country was not forced
into a war of defense. With these argu-
ments, promptly delivered, Italian socialists
consolidated their ranks and marshaled the
masses, and by the end of August the gov-
ernment was forced to declare itself for
neutrality.

Then Italian socialists set themselves to
the task of defining and defending neu-
trality. “We insist upon neutrality,” they
said, “not alone because we hate war, but
because we thereby wish to declare the sov-
ereignty of the people above that of the
state; because we desire to keep alive our
sense of solidarity and our conception of the
rights of the people.” Some ventured a step
further—and very significantly—when they
said: “In declaring ourselves for neutrality
we sound a warning that neutrality become
not a dogma. If events should indicate that
it were for the benefit of the proletarians to
act differently, Italian socialists must not
be obsessed by that dogma.”
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Others became more specific when they de-
clared that this was the opportunity for ‘“all
workingmen in all countries to save hu-
manity from the folly, the cruelty, the bes-
tiality of the governing classes, and as war
no longer finds grace before the proletarians
of the world let us declare war on war.” In
some quarters utterances became even more
daring.

War Against War

There were those who stood for war against
war, for a revolution. Mussolini, then editor
of Avanti, wrote: “In order to prevent the
war it is necessary to defeat, in a revolu-
tionary way, the powers of the state.” A
general strike was also discussed, but it did
not materialize; only sporadic outbursts took
place here and there in industrial cities.

Finally, it was decided that in the event
of war, it would not be a good expedient to
have a general strike. In November, 1914,
Mussolini resigned the editorship of Avanti.
He and his group representing the revolu-
tionary wing became disgusted with the right
wing of Italian socialism for its lukewarm-
ness and indifference in the face of the real
issues of the day.

The Coming of War

So much for the first phase of the war as
it affected Italy. But the beginning of 1915,
however, it became evident that Italy would
be forced into the war. That seemed in-
evitable, not so much on account of the atti-
tude of the government, as on account of the
popular outcry for the completion of that
national unity which would bring to Italy
Triest and Trent. Italian socialists were
Italians after all; and although they did not
approve of war even for the conquest of the
‘“unredeemed provinces,” still they could not
blind themselves to the sentiment which had
gathered such momentum during the last few
months. As the storm gained strength, there-
fore, Italian socialism was forced to change
its methods.

It was now the end of May, 1915. Italy
had declared war against Austria. As I
write, before me lie copies of Avanti, the of-
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ficial daily, and of the Critica Sociale, the
semi-official bi-weekly of the Italian Social-
ist Party. Whole columns of the one and
half pages of the other are blank. In the
center of each blank space is the word Cen-
sura. And now Avanti disappeared alto-
gether. It was the war; it was “silence”
forced upon Italian socialism.

War Program

Enforced silence is often more eloquent and
convincing than freedom of expression. Ital-
ian socialism faced the inevitable and the
war. In the first days there were some signs
of indecision, but this gave way to a program
of action. The methods of socialists changed,
their principles remained intact. In this they
showed their virility. “We have done all in
our power,” they said, “to keep the country
out of war. Now that war is here we will face
the activities and make the best of them. We
refuse, however, actively to participate in the
conflict. We will definitely set ourselves to
bring immediate peace. During the war we
will devote ourselves to internal effort; to
help the soldiers and their families; to co-
operate with every existing agency; to or-
ganize new means of assistance. Above all,
we will keep close to the proletarian; we will
keep alive the sentiment of solidarity; we
will ward off and face all calumnies. We
stand first and last for the freedom of the
press and against the censorship of political
news. We will labor incessantly in behalf
of political offenders; we will fight for the
best interests of the people themselves above
the interests of the state. We will not sabot-
age the war. We love our country more
than others because our love of country is
based upon our love for its citizens.” With
this spirit Italian socialism moved on, and
while coéperating in every way possible with
existing agencies in rendering material as-
sistance to those in need, it still remained
unmoved in its fundamental principles.

Caporetto to the Armistice

In the summer of 1917, the socialists and the
labor groups jointly adopted a most signifi-
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cant program.’ Early in the fall of the
same year, the Italian military disaster,
known as Caporetto, took place, a disaster at-
tributed in part to socialist propaganda.
There were, of course, other factors involved
in this defeat. If it were true, however, that
socialism had been, in a measure, responsible
for the state of mind which demonstrated the
futility of war and which demanded imme-
diate peace, then even in war, socialism was
a more potent factor than many realized,
especially as it had been forced, for now two
years, to be practically silent.

From Caporetto (1917) to the signing of
the armistice (1918), Italian socialism was
forced to become ever more cautious in its
utterances. But in so doing, it remained as
forceful. Its influence was seen everywhere.
In the front line trenches soldier and officer
gave much honest thought to fundamental
issues. Although bitterly persecuted, Italian
socialism maintained its original position
throughout the period of hostilities. A few
of its leaders were arrested, and yet, all in
all, there were few places where socialists
were as free to express their opinions as in
Italy.

Socialism in Italy, therefore, emerged
from the war with its ranks practically in-
tact and with greater strength than it had
ever before possessed. A year passed be-
tween the armistice and the general election
on November 16, 1919,

The 1919 Election

It was my good fortune to be in Italy on
election day. Outwardly, all was as quiet
and orderly as the day was calm and beauti-
ful. Only here and there was there even
the slightest sign of disturbance. In Turin
some minor uprisings occurred. In Milan
troops and carabinieri were kept busy at the
polls. In Genoa a parade marched through
the streets exhibiting red banners. The po-
lice had been ordered not to interfere. It
moved on unmolested, and in time dispersed.
In Sicily there were some minor uprisings
among the peasants.

*For an excellent summary, See Laidler, Social-
ism in Thought and Action, pp. 427-428,



1920

While all was peaceful outwardly, how-
ever, beneath the surface important decisions
were being made by the people of Italy.
The masses showed a keener interest in the
elections than had been seen for many a day.
To some, this was an ill omen. At Naples
a Baron complained to me of queste bestie
(those beasts) who are gaining control of
things in the country. A judge of the Su-
preme Tribunal in Rome, in an entirely dif-
ferent spirit, discussing the peasant upris-
ings in Sicily, said, “I see what we are head-
ing for, but I am willing to divide my land
with the peasants down there providing I
can be sure that someone else will not grab
it away from them; and I am certain that
thousands of men throughout Italy feel the
same way as I do.”

The electoral conflict was fought out on
fundamental grounds. It was remarkable,
however, that, previous to the election, the
party gave little publicity through the gen-
eral press to its program. For the most part
it carried its program to the people them-
selves by word of mouth. Socialist propa-
gandists Dbitterly attacked the government’s
policies, its imperialistic program,
and its attitude toward Russia. They de-
nounced the Peace Conference at Versailles
and the war profiteers. They demanded
thoroughgoing investigations of expendi-
tures. They clamored for speedy demobiliza-
tion of the army, for the proper care and
relief of the soldiers and families, for the
relief of suffering, and for the reduction of
the cost of living. Above all, they stood
for the rights of the people above the rights
of the governments.

war

They found a nation with a listening ear.
In the elections approximately 60 per cent
of the voters of Italy cast their vote. In the
north, especially in the industrial cities, the
percentage of votes cast was higher than in
central and southern Italy. And when the
votes were counted, the official Socialist Party
alone had polled over 8,000,000 votes out of
11,000,000, and had elected 156 deputies out
of a total of 501.

When to this are added the votes of the
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Reformist Socialists and those of the Lib-
erals, who were elected either independently
or in connection with some other party, it is
found that nearly 50 per cent of the entire
vote of Italy went to the socialists and to
the labor groups who only thirty years be-
fore had seen their first sign of organization.

Parliamentary Influence

The election over, Italian socialists imme-
diately set themselves to the task of work-
ing out their program, especially through
legislative channels. As is their custom, they
absented themselves at the opening of the
Parliament in December, but in doing this
they made it clear that it was not an act of
affront or insult to the King whose liberal
tendencies they frankly acknowledged. They
stand for the overthrow of the monarchy,
and for the establishment of some form of
democratic government, preferably the So-
viet form. They advocate the socialization
of the means of production and transporta-
tion, the democratization of industry, the ex-
tension of the codperative movement, dis-
armament, and other reforms calculated to
bring greater happiness to the people on a
national and international scale. They aim
to bring this about, peacefully if possible,
or by a revolution if necessary.

They have not as yet the majority. Never-
theless they are already greatly influencing
political events. Nitti’s appeal to the na-
tions to recognize Soviet Russia; the appro-
priation of large sums of money for the erec-
tion of workingmen’s houses; the transfer of
a number of factories in northern Italy to
workingmen’s control with the consent of the
government after employers refused the gov-
ernment’s request to arbitrate—these and
other events must be regarded in the light of
the growing influence of socialism.

“Our socialists . . ., said Nitti re-
cently, “point onward to a grand industrial
democracy now in the course of foundation.”
All groups are acknowledging that there is
now a power in Italy that cannot be ignored
—that power is socialism.
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The Department of
“Law and Order’’

¢ OR more than six months we, the un-
F dersigned lawyers, whose sworn duty
it is to uphold the constitution and
laws of the United States, have seen with
growing apprehension the continued violation
of that Constitution and breaking of those
laws by the Department of Justice of the
United States government.”

With this stinging condemnation of the law
department of the United States government,
twelve prominent lawyers of the United
States—including, among others, three Har-
vard professors—Roscoe Pound, Felix Frank-
furter, and Zachariah Chafee, Jr.; Dean
Tyrrell Williams of Washington University
Law School, Ernest Freund of Chicago Uni-
versity, Francis Fisher Kane, formerly United
States District Attorney, Frank P. Walsh
and Jackson H. Ralston—began their now
famous report of May 28, 1920, to the Amer-
ican people on the activities of A. Mitchell
Palmer and his agents.

These prominent members of the bar con-
tend that, under the guise of a campaign for

the suppression of radical activities, the of-
fice of the Attorney General, acting through
its local agents throughout the country, giv-
ing express instructions from Washington, has
committed continual illegal acts; that it has
(1) inflicted punishments of the utmost cru-
elty and heretofore unthinkable in America;
(2) that it has made wholesale arrests; has
(8) entered homes and offices of those sus-
pected of radical tendencies “without war-
rants or pretense of warrants”; (4) that it
has introduced provocative agents into the
radical movement; (5) that it has compelled
persons to be witnesses against themselves;
and (6) that the Attorney General has gone
into the field of propaganda against radicals,
thus misusing his office and squandering funds
entrusted to him. ‘‘American institutions
have not in fact been protected by the Attor-
ney General’s ruthless suppression. On the
contrary those institutions have been seriously
undermined, and revolutionary unrest has
been vastly intensified.”

Some Bridgeport Workers

These accusations were accompanied by 19
exhibits. Of a startling character is Exhibit
1, dealing with the jail situation in Hartford,
Conn., in part as follows:

“In Bridgeport, Conn., on November 8, 1919,
various workingmen had come together to discuss
ways and means for buying an automobile to be
employed for instruction purposes. The meeting
was raided and 63 men arrested without warrants
by agents of the Department of Justice and taken
to the police station. A day or two later, 16 of
these were released. The remaining 47, after be-
ing held three days in the police station, where
they slept on iron bunks without cover or mat-
tress, and where they were fed little or nothing,
were transferred by the Department of Justice to
the Hartford jail. Other persons who were ar-
rested in this way or who had applied at the Hart-
ford jail for permission to see their friends, were
also taken up and confined in the jail. There
were finally 97 men held for deportation. Most
of them were questioned by Department of Justice
agents; some were beaten or threatened with
hanging or suffocation in order to obtain answers
from them. Warrants of arrest for these men
were requested and obtained from the Depart-
ment of Labor by the Department of Justice.
Most of the 97 prisoners remained in practically



1920

solitary confinement until the end of April—five
months. When the facts finally came to the atten-
tion of Mr. Louis F. Post, Assistant Secretary of
Labor, he ordered the men all transferred to the
Immigrant Station at Deer Island, Boston.

“These Hartford prisoners were practically
buried alive for five months, being even denied the
privilege of seeing their relatives or friends, who
made constant attempts to communicate with them.
Only after a lawyer had finally succeeded in gain-
ing access to the jail, were the conditions at all
ameliorated and the men ultimately moved to
Deer Island. That there were no substantial
charges against at least ten of them is shown by
the fact that, after being held in $10,000 bail for
two months and a half, those ten were released
without bail on January 24th. It seems probable
that at least a majority had no political views of
any special nature, but were simply workingmen
of Russian nationality, speaking little or no Eng-
lish.”

Russian People’s House

Following the Hartford case comes a de-
scription of the raid on the Russian People’s
House in New York City by agents of the
Department of Justice on November 8, 1919.
During this raid, according to the report, De-
partment of Justice agents

“ . . . broke up and destroyed most of the
furniture in the place, including desks and type-
writing machines. They ‘beat up’ the persons in
the place, amounting to several hundred, with
blackjacks and stair rails, broke up all the classes
then in session and herded the students to the
stairways, beating them as they went, shoving
them from the landing on to the stairway so that
many fell and rolled down the stairs and were
trampled upon by those who were shoved after
them.

“After this raid several hundred prisoners were
taken to the office of the Department of Justice,
at 18 Park Row, and there put through the third
degree of inquisition. Less than one-fifth of them
were held for deportation charges and all the re-
mainder were released to go about their business
as being innocent of any wrongdoing. . . All
these facts were immediately put before the At-
torney General in detail. . . . No answer was
ever made to this letter, nor was its receipt ac-
knowledged.”

In Exhibit 8, Albert De Silver describes
the wreckage in the office of the Novy Mir,
a Russian paper of New York, following the
raid of the agents of the Department of
Justice.
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Exhibit 4 gives the cause of Andrea Sal-
sedo, secretly confined in the 14th floor of
the Park Row Building by the Department
of Justice, and who, on May 4, after a con-
finement of approximately eight weeks,
jumped or fell to his death on May 4.

In Detroit

The arrest of 800 men in Detroit, made in a
“supreme effort to break the back of radical-
ism” in that city, was recorded in Exhibit 6.
According to Frederick R. Barkley (The
Nation, January 21 and April 10, 1920),
these men and boys “seized without warrant
while attending dances and classes in physi-
cal geography and similar subjects,” were
“imprisoned for from three to six days in a
dark, windowless, narrow corridor running
around the big central areaway of the city’s
antiquated Federal Building. They slept on
the bare stone floor at night. . . . They
were compelled to stand in long lines for
access to the solitary drinking fountain and
one toilet; they were denied ‘all food for
twenty hours, and after that were fed on
what their families brought in; and they were
refused all communication with relatives or
with attorneys. These 800 men, so closely
packed that they had to step over one an-
other’s bodies to move about at all, included
in their number citizens and aliens, college
graduates and laborers, skilled mechanics
making $15 a day and boys not yet out of
short trousers.” The article states that more
than 880 American citizens or aliens who
could prove conclusively that they did not
have even “a cursory interest in radicalism,”
were afterwards released. Hundreds were
subsequently kept for months at army forts
under atrocious conditions.

“Undercover Agents”

A new departure in governmental activities
in this country—the employment of agents
provocateurs to ferret out, if not to encourage,
radical activities—was noted in Exhibit 6.
The simple story of this new phase of de-
partmental activity as given in the Exhibit
is as follows:
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“Miss Julia Pratt was a teacher of drawing in
the public schools of Buffalo. In January, 1920,
she was suspended by the Board of Education,
and hearings were had before the Board on Janu-
ary 27, and March 16. At the first hearing one
Herman Bernhard appeared as witness against
Miss Pratt, and testified that he was a secret
agent of the Department of Justice; that as such
agent he had joined the Communist Party, Buffalo
branch, and became recording secretary of the
branch. He produced the books which he kept as
secretary of the organization and identified the
enrollment of Miss Pratt as a member of the
party, and the dates on which she paid her dues.
He also testified to other alleged activities of Miss
Pratt.

“Miss Pratt was dismissed by the Board of Edu-
cation and her contract with the city cancelled on
April 19, 1920, on the ground of her membership
in the Communist Party.

“A statement made by Miss Pratt April 21,
1920, contains the following:

“‘On July 19, 1919, Miss Harris invited me to
her home to meet some “interesting intellectual
friends of hers,” as she put it. I went out to Ken-
more. Herman Bernhard came in with two
women friends of his. He constantly injected
overdrawn statements against the Government into
the conversation, and outlined in ‘glowing terms
the work the Communist Party would per-
form in emancipating the oppressed and exploited.

Bernhard later came to my house with
others of the same group, ate at my table and I
played the harp for him. It is on the testimony
of this agent provocateur that the Board has dis-
missed me.’”

Exhibits 7 and 8 describe further activi-
ties of such agents.

Forgery

In substantiation of their claim that forg-
ery was employed in attempts to deport aliens
was the affidavit of Walter Nelles, lawyer for
Gaspare Cannone. According to this state-
ment, Cannone was seized at his home in
Brooklyn on March 80, without charge or
warrant by agents of the Department of Jus-
tice; was beaten and kicked by one of the
agents in the Park Row Building, and was
urged to give evidence implicating three per-
sons unknown to him in the Washington bomb
explosions of last year. Failing to get any-
thing out of him, the agents told him he would
be deported.

“He was held by the Department of Jus-
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tice, and denied communication with anyone
outside, from noon on March 80th to noon on
April 2nd, when he was taken to Ellis
Island,” receiving there five meals in four
days, it was alleged. On his last appearance
in the Park Row office, a typewritten state-
ment was placed before him, which asked if
he was an anarchist, opposed to any organized
government, and if he believed in force or
violence to overthrow this form of govern-
ment, each question being answered in the
affirmative.

Cannone refused to sign his name on the
ground that it was not a correct record of
what he had said, and “a forged signature of
‘Gaspare Cannone’ was subscribed” to the
paper. The inspectors afterwards refused to
permit these statements given in a hearing
before agents of the Department of Justice
by Cannone to remain on the record.

Further Inside Agents

The existence of confidential informants,
whose whereabouts should be kept a secret
by the special agents of the Department of
Justice, is admitted in the letter of Director
Flynn of the Bureau of Investigation.

Following these exhibits, come several let-
ters of instruction from the Department of
Justice to their agents. The first (Exhibit
11) is the famous “strictly confidential” com-
munication to George E. Kelleher of Boston,
from the Bureau of Investigation, Depart-
ment of Justice, containing this significant
paragraph:

“If possible you should arrange with your un-
der-cover informants to have meetings of the
Communist Party and the Communist Labor
Party held on the night set. I have been informed
by some of the bureau officers that such arrango-
ments will be made. This, of course, would facili-
tate the making of the arrests. In cases where
arrests are made of persons not covered by war-
rants, the letter continues, you should at once
request the local immigration authorities for war-
rants.” (Italics Editor’s.)

The signers call attention to the fact that
this letter from the Department of Justice,
dated December 27, 1919, and urging the
arrest and subsequent deportation of mem-
bers of the Communist and Communist Labor
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Parties for mere membership in such organ-
izations, was issued nearly a month before the
Secretary of Labor—'on whom alone the
duty fell of deciding the question”—had pro-
claimed the Communist Party illegal, and five
months before the Communist Labor Party
(May 5, 1920) was declared legal.

Further instructions to agents are contained
in Exhibit 13. Paragraph 5 of one set of
these instructions significantly reads:

“5. Person or persons taken into custody not to
be permitted to communicate with any outside
person until after examination by this office and
until permission is given by this office.”

Judge Anderson on the Department

“A more lawless proceeding,” declared Judge
Anderson of the District Court of the United
States, in Boston [Exhibit 14] in the ha-
beas corpus proceedings brought by Mr. and
Mrs. William T. Colyer, British subjects, “it
is hard for anybody to conceive. Talk about
Americanization! What we need is to Amer-
icanize people who are carrying on such pro-
ceedings as this.”

The judge continued that “we shall forget
everything we ever learned about American
constitutional liberty if we were to justify
such proceedings” as that under considera-
tion, namely, the arrest, without warrant in a
large majority of cases, of several hundred
aliens on the night of January 2-3, 1920.

Speaking of the instructions given to the
agents for the arrest of these aliens, the judge
declared that “it is the business of any Amer-
ican citizen who knows anything about Amer-
icanism to resign if given such instructions.”
The report contends that “men and women
were taken wholesale at meetings, on the
streets, or at their homes. Equally with-
out search warrants the offices and homes of
the prisoners were entered and ransacked,
and writings, books and other property car-
ried away. These several hundred citizens
and aliens were then handcuffed, bundled into
motor-cars, and taken to police stations, jails
or any convenient place of detention, there to
await the slow process of inquisition (without
counsel), and classification.” Many were
“finally imprisoned on Deer Island, without
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sanitary conveniences, without blankets or
mattresses, and exposed to cold from broken
windows. After the arrests and imprison-
ment, warrants of arrests were asked, and ob-
tained, from the Department of Labor in
Washington. Bail was fixed in such amount,
up to $10,000, as would reasonably insure the
impossibility of raising it.”

Justice Holmes and Judge Bourquin

The twelve lawyers in the 14th Exhibit give
excerpts from the decision of Justice Holmes
of the United States Supreme Court con-
demning the Department of Justice for en-
tering the offices of a lumber company, and,
“without the shadow of authority,” making “a
clean sweep of all the books, papers and
documents found there.” The court in this
case refused to allow the government to use
the knowledge it had gained through the ille-
gal raid.

No less sweeping was Judge Bourquin’s
condemnation of the methods employed by
federal authority in the arrest of members of
the Industrial Workers of the World. “These
[employers’ agents, federal agents and sol-
diers duly officered, acting by federal author-
ity and without warrant], armed, forcibly en-
tered [the I. W. W. hall]; broke and de-
stroyed property; searched effects and pa-
pers; seized papers and documents; cursed,
insulted, beat, dispersed, and bayonetted mem-
bers by order of the captain commanding;
and in general . . . perpetrated
an orgy of terror, violence and crime against
citizens and aliens in public assemblage,
whose only offense seems to have been peace-
able insistence upon an exercise of a clear
legal right,” declared the judge of the U. S.
District Court of the District of Montana.

“If evidence of the alien’s evil advocacy
and teaching is so wanting that it exists in
only that herein and as secured herein,” de-
clares the judge in his concluding paragraphs,
“he is a far less danger to this country than
are the parties who in violation of law and
order, of humanity and justice, have brought
him to deportation. They are the spirit of
intolerance incarnate, and the most alarming
manifestation in America today.”
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Louis Post’s Opinion

Exhibit 16 is the statement of Louis Post,
Assistant Secretary of Labor, in which he
defined conditions under which alien members
of the Communist Party could be held for
deportation.

“As a rule,” declared Secretary Post, “the
hearings show the aliens arrested to be work-
ingmen of good character who have never
been arrested before, who are not anarchists
or revolutionists, nor politically or otherwise
dangerous in any sense. Many of them, as in
this case, have American born children. It is
pitiful to consider the hardships to which
they and their families have been subjected
during the past three or four months by arbi-
trary arrest, long detention in default of bail
beyond the means of hard working wage earn-
ers to give, for nothing more dangerous than
affiliating with friends of their own race,
country and language, and without the slight-
est indication of sinister motive, or any un-
lawful act within their knowledge or inten-
tion.”

Propaganda

The final exhibits set forth the propaganda
sheets of the Department of Justice sent to
the editors of the newspapers of the country
which characterized the sympathizers of the
communist movement in this country as “com-
posed chiefly of criminals, mistaken idealists,
social bigots, and many unfortunate men and
women suffering with various kinds of hyper-
esthesia.”

Mr. Palmer Replies

Mr. Palmer’s defense before the House Rules
Committee consisted chiefly in discrediting
the standing of the “twelve gentlemen, said
to be lawyers,” in casting aspersions on the
statements of alien signers of affidavits, and
in lauding the work of the agents of the De-
partment of Justice.
was unable to answer as yet the charge of
forgery in the case of Gaspare Cannone, or
to deny the affidavit of one Mitchel Lavrow-
sky. The latter teacher alleged that he had
been taken out of a class-room on the night of
November 7, 1919, by an agent of the De-
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partment of Justice, had been kicked and
beaten, and had sustained a “fracture of the
head, left shoulder, and right side.” Lavrow-
sky had afterwards been questioned and re-
leased.

Mr. Palmer defended his propaganda
among the country’s press as a means of
informing the country of “the people’s case.”
He denied that there were “hot cells” in the
Hartford jail, and stated that he had no
control over general jail conditions in that
city. Jackson Ralston expressed his readi-
ness to call an immigration inspector to
testify regarding these “hot cells.”

The destruction of furniture in the Rus-
sian People’s House the Attorney General at-
tributed to the work of “small boys.” He
eulogized the “splendid men” in the Depart-
ment of Justice, and declared that their
word should be taken in preferénce to that
of aliens. He supported his subordinates in
demanding “excessive bails,” and defended
the former practice in alien deportation cases
of refusing counsel to the alien in the first
stages of deportation proceedings, on the
ground that newly arrived immigrants were
not permitted counsel.

In the course of the hearing the Attorney
General also stated as his belief that the
Communist Party had financed the “outlaw
strike” on the railroads, adding:

“The Communist Party Defence Fund
Stamp, sold at 25 cents to obtain funds to
defend Communists under arrest, is the means
of raising money for the outlaw strikers, I
believe. . . .

“The stamp sold for 25 cents is but a
receipt, and is disposed of by the Civil Lib-
erties Bureau of New York.”

Albert De Silver, Director of the Bureau,
afterwards denied all knowledge of such a
stamp.

On June 4, Mr. Palmer sent a telegram to
Professors Frankfurter and Chafee, declar-
ing that the “charges had as their only foun-
dation statements made by aliens after their
arrests, which were palpably false upon their
face and the allegations of which, as you
know, were denied by the responsible sworn
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officers of the government whose conduct
these aliens sought to impeach. . . .

“I produced before the Committee on
Rules of the House of Representatives con-
clusive proof of the falsity of these charges.

. . You owe it to yourself as well as to
the Department of Justice publicly to re-
tract them.”

Refusing to retract, the two Harvard pro-
fessors returned the following reply to the
Attorney General:

“We filed the report of the illegal prac-
tices of the Department of Justice partly be-
cause the facts not within our personal
knowledge were vouched for by lawyers of
responsible character and ability, but chiefly
because of our personal knowledge of the
Colyer cases. The testimony of your agents
and the official instructions issted to them
from Washington proved beyond question
that large numbers of people, including citi-
zens, were arrested by your agents without
warrants, that searches and seizures were
made without warrants in direct violation of
the Federal Constitution, and that this was
done under specific instructions from the De-
partment of Justice.

“We are prepared to submit these allega-
tions and have so advised Chairman Camp-
bell of the Rules Committee. We are pre-
pared to do the same before a committee of
the American Bar Association consisting, we
suggest, of the ex-Attorneys General of the
United States.”

Mr. Palmer, unfortunately, has not as yet
requested Messrs. Frankfurter and Chafee
to submit their evidence before these bodies.

Louis Fraina

Following close on the heels of these allega-
tions, Santeri Nuorteva, secretary of the
Soviet Bureau, told a story of the activities
of Louis Fraina, at one time editor of the
official organ of the Communist Party, which
appeared to connect Fraina with the Depart-
ment of Justice as an ‘“‘undercover agent.”

Mr. Nuorteva stated that, on several oc-
casions, he had been told that Fraina was
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employed by the Department of Justice, but
that he had laughed the suggestion out of
court.

A few months after the formation of the
Communist Party, Fraina appeared in the
Soviet Bureau, stated that he was going to
Russia, and asked for letters of introduction
to Russia officials. “A few days later,” de-
clared Nuorteva, “we found that certain in-
formation regarding coinmunication with
Moscow, conveyed to Fraina, which could not
have been in the possession of anyone else
outside of our office, became known to the
agents of the Department of Justice.”

Shortly thereafter Fraina announced to
Nuorteva that his plan for going to Russia
had been postponed. He disappeared and
returned about the end of November, 1919.
He asked for letters of introduction, but
these Mr. Martens refused to give until
Fraina explained away suspicions against
him in a satisfactory manner.

It was then that Nuorteva began to in-
vestigate the activities of Fraina, and par-
ticularly the story that Fraina had received
and indorsed pay checks signed by George
Lamb, superintendent of the Bureau of In-
vestigation, the Department of Justice.
“Many facts came to my attention,”
tinued Nuorteva, “which made us really sus-
pect Fraina.”

The communist editor was thereupon con-
fronted by a Mr. Peterson, a Finn who had
been employed by the Department of Jus-
tice, and who had given Nuorteva informa-
tion concerning Fraina’s alleged connections
with the Department. Fraina denied Peter-
son’s allegations, but Peterson repeated “his
stories under severe cross-examination in
most details. . . . While this ‘trial’
failed to convince Fraina’s friends of the
charges brought against him, it also failed to
convince the members of our bureau of

Fraina’s innocence.”

“It is . . . an indisputable fact that while
other members of Fraina’s group were being ar-
rested at that time nothing happened to Fraina
himself, and while Fraina asserted that
it was due to his ability to keep himself in hiding
there seems to be no doubt that the Department of

con-
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Justice agents very well knew Mr. Fraina’s move-
ments at the time he left the country.”

Mr. Nuorteva alleged that Fraina left the
country in company ‘“‘with one Nosovitzky, a
Russian doctor in the employ of a British
steamship line and obviously a police agent.”
Dr. Nosovitzky brought personally to Mr.
Martens a letter from Mr. Rutgers, a com-
munist of Holland, which criticized Martens
for not being connected with the revolution-
ary movement in the United States. The
bearer of the letter stated that Fraina knew
its contents. Strangely enough the letter got
into the hands of the Department of Jus-
tice and was published by it. “This letter
could not have been copied by anyone,” ac-
cording to Nuorteva, “except Mr. Rutgers,
Mr. Fraina, Dr. Nosovitzky, or Mr. Mar-
tens himself.”

“Jt is therefore obvious that the letter could
only have gotten into Mr. Palmer’s hands through
Mr. Fraina or Dr. Nosovitzky. The supposition
that on its way to Mr. Martens it might have been
copied by somebody else and delivered to Mr.
Palmer’s agents is altogether excluded, considering
the fact that Mr. S. Rutgers’ name was not at-

tached to the letter and nobody else could have
known from whom it came.”

Other facts alleged concerning Dr. Noso-
vitzky by Mr. Nuorteva are that, at the time
he took Fraina abroad he was in the employ
of a British institution; that he had freely
traveled back and forth under his own name
without encountering difficulties; that he at-
tended the Amsterdam Conference of the
Third International, and that Mr. Palmer,
according to his own statement, is in posses-
sion of all of the reports of that Conference.

“I have found that at that Conference,
which was supposed to have been a secret
one,” declares Nuorteva, “no one from
America was present except Fraina and
Nosovitzky. A British delegate protested
against Nosovitzky’s presence, but he was
permitted to remain, Fraina having vouched
for him!

“These facts should be considered in the light of
additional fact that this man Nosovitzky was one
of those present at the ‘trial’ of Fraina, that his
name is mentioned in Mr. Palmer’s report, and that

Nosovitzky at the ‘trial’ not only was one of the
most ardent defenders of Fraina, but appeared
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there as Fraina’s personal representative, cross-
examined Peterson with an astounding astuteness
wuich any prosecuting attorney of a police depart-
ment might have envied.

“Thus no one will wonder that this whole affair
has left in our mind an indelible impression that
there is ‘something rotten in Denmark,” which Mr.
Palmer’s statement before the Senate Committee,
far from explaining away, makes so much more
apparent.”

Peterson was discharged from the Depart-
ment of Justice, arrested and kept in jail
for a week on account of his attempt to get
documentary evidence against Fraina, was
harassed in many ways, and, at the end of
February, left the city, ostensibly to testify
in Washington, and has since been completely
lost to view.

Is the Department of Justice in the United
States planning to copy the legal procedure
of the old Cazarist regime? H. W. L.

The Governor’s Veto

N Wednesday, May 19, Governor
O Smith of New York used his veto
upon the three Lusk-Martin bills
and thc two Walters-Fearon bills that had
both been passed by overwhelming votes in
both houses at Albany.' In vetoing the
Walters-Fearon bill, which empowered the
State Attorney General to take a political
party off the ballot upon judgment by the
Appellate Division of the third department,
Governor Smith declared against the “des-
potic power to strike from the ballot the
candidates of any party.” The bill would
confer upon the Appellate Division, “this
small body of men, perhaps all of one po-
litical faith, the absolute power to disfran-
chise hundreds of thousands of voters. . . .
without ever hearing a witness.” “Law, in
a democracy,” added the Governor, “means
the protection of the rights and liberties of
the minority.”
The Lusk bill, aimed at the Rand School,
was condemned by the Governor as vicious
in its fundamental principle. “Its avowed

1 See Winthrop D. Lane on The “New Freedom”
in N. Y. State in the May issue of The Socialist
Review.
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purpose is to safeguard the institutions and
traditions of the country. In effect, it strikes
at the foundation of . . . the funda-
mental right of the people to enjoy full lib-
erty in the domain of idea and speech. It is
unthinkable that in a representative democ-
racy there should be delegated to any body
of men the absolute power to prohibit the
teaching of any subject of which it may dis-
approve.”

Showing that under the bill the Board of
Regents could prohibit instruction on child
labor, single tax or minimum wage laws,
Governor Smith asserted:

“The clash of conflicting opinions, from which
progress arises more than from any other source,
would be abolished by law, tolerance and intel-
lectual freedom destroyed and an intellectual au-
tocracy imposed upon the people.

“The safety of this Government and its institu-
tions rests upon the reasoned and devoted loyalty
of its people. It does not need for its defenses a
system of intellectual tyranny, which, in the en-
deavor to check error by force, must of necessity
crush truth as well.”

The bill establishing a bureau of secret
police was vetoed as far overstepping the
need of peace-time administration of the law.

“The traditional abhorrence of a free people of

all kinds of spies and secret police is valid and
Justified.”

Finally, the teachers’ loyalty bill was put
out of court by the Governor because it

“ . . permits one man [Commissioner of
Education] to place upon any teacher the stigma
of disloyalty, and this without even a hearing or
trial. No man is so omniscient or wise as to have
entrusted to him such arbitrary and complete
power, not only to condemn any individual
teacher, but to decree what belief or opinion he
deems to be opposed to the institutions of the
country. . . . the bill limits the teaching staff
of the public schools to those only who lack the
courage or the mind to exercise their legal right
to just criticism of existing institutions.”

Thus was the peril to democratic institu-
tions in the Empire State averted temporarily
by the courageous action of one man. Alger-
non Lee, director of the Rand School, com-

ments thus upon the Governor’s veto:

“The killing of these infamous bills greatly
lessens the danger of blind, desperate, and chaotic
revolt, which the Bourbons have been trying to
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provoke. But . . . But the danger which
has been averted may recur next winter, if those
who have rallied against Bourbonism should relax
their efforts.” W. H. C.

The Candidate in Denim

N Saturday, May 29, Eugene Victor
O Debs, clad in the symbolic blue

denim of Atlanta prison, received
the committee appointed by the preceding
socialist convention in New York city to in-
form him of his unanimous nomination for
presidential candidate on the Socialist Party
ticket. The committee consisted of Seymour
Stedman, candidate on the same ticket for
vice president; James Oneal, associate editor
of the New York Call; Otto Branstetter, na-
tional secretary of the party; Julius Gerber,
state secretary for New York, and Dr.
Madge Patton Stephens, of Indiana, all old
friends of the candidate.

James Oneal read the nomination to Debs,
while the warden stood in the doorway and
prison guards passed back and forth. Eugene
Debs, in reply, declared that on account of
prison rules he could not make any formal
acceptance of the nomination. He declared
himself deeply touched by the extraordinary
expression of confidence given him by the
party and continued in part as follows (ac-
cording to The Federated Press):

“I must be perfectly frank with you. I have
read the platform adopted by the convention, and
I wish I might say that it has my unqualified ap~
proval. It is a masterly piece of writing, and it
states the essential principles of the Socialist
movement, but I believe that it could have been
made more effective if it had stressed the class
struggle more prominently, and if more emphasis.
had been laid on industrial organization.

“However, a platform is not so very important
after all. We can breathe the breath of revolu-
tion into any platform.

“We are in politics, not to get votes, but to
develop power to emancipate the working class.
I would never do or say anything to catch a vote
for the sake of the vote. Our duty is to tell ex-
actly what we seek to accomplish, so that those
who come to us do so with no misunderstanding.

“Before serving time here, I made a series of
addresses, supporting the Russian Revolution,
which I consider the greatest single achievement
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in all history. I said at that time that I was a
Bolshevik. I still am a Bolshevik, but not a Rus-
sian Bolshevik in America. I regret that the con-
vention did not see its way to affiliate with the
Third International without qualification.

“There was some difficulty about the unfortu-
nate phrase, the Dictatorship of the Proletariat.
A Dictatorship does not imply what we mean. It
is a misnomer. Dictatorship is autocracy. There
is no autocracy in the rule of the masses. In the
transition period, the revolution must protect it-
self. The French Socialists, in their recent Con-
gress, took what I believe is the correct attitude,
that everyone believes in the dictatorship as a

thesis. It is an unfortunate term, and leads to
misrepresentation. 1 am sorry that it had been
used.

“I am opposed to dictatorship in every form.
We are for freedom and equal rights. When we
say that we are for the dictatorship, we give the
capitalist press an opportunity to attack us.
Phrases do not make a revolution.

“I am glad that the platform has been written
in clean American terms. The trouble with our
platforms in the past is that we have not made
ourselves understood.” W. H. C.

Kate Richards .O’Hare

N May 29 the President commuted the
O sentence upon Mrs. Kate Richards

O’Hare of St. Louis, sentenced by
a North Dakota federal judge on April 14,
1919, to five years in Jefferson City peni-
tentiary for alleged violation of the Espion-
age Act.

George E. Roewer, Jr., Boston attorney
and member of the Socialist Party National
Executive Committee, investigated her case
at the request of the N. E. C. and returned
from the West with affidavits alleging that
the whole case was a “frame up” against Mrs.
O’'Hare and that several witnesses had
perjured themselves at the trial, in that
they were not within hearing distance of
Mrs. O’'Hare when she made her alleged
seditious speech. Copies of these affidavits
were delivered to Attorney-General Palmer
and Secretary Tumulty on May 15, 1920.

According to the Federated Press the gov-
ernment does not recede from its belief that
she was justly convicted. If she employs her
freedom in a “lawful” manner and does not
make “wild speeches” the President may
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some day restore her full civil rights by
granting pardon instead of mere commuta-
tion of sentence.

Mrs. O’'Hare in a statement upon release
declared in part:

“While 1 am free today there are hundreds of
men and women political prisoners no more guilty
of wrongdoing than I, just as loyal to their con-
victions of right and truth and human justice as
I, who are still shut behind the stone walls and
steel bars for the crime of being true to their
ideals.” W. H. C.

Labor and Republicanism

« HE nomination of Harding and Cool-
idge, following the adoption of the

cold-blooded Republican platform,
completes the party’s repudiation of progress
and its defiance of the right, interest and wel-
fare of the great masses of our men and wo-
men who do the useful, constructive work of
the country.”

Thus runs the comment of Samuel Gompers
following the nomination of the Republican
ticket on Saturday, June 12th.

The American Federation of Labor had
asked for planks opposing the use of injunc-
tions to put down strikes, favoring the Sea-
men’s Act, compensation laws, the eight-hour
law in civil departments of the Government,
laws to prevent the Federal courts from de-
claring laws unconstitutional, and laws for
the election of judges. The Republican plat-
form ignored all of these demands. The Fed-
eration protested against compulsory arbitra-
tion. The platform contained a plank denying
to the workers the right “to strike against the
Government” and for the erection of govern-
mental tribunals to settle strikes.

The Federation urged a plank favoring
non-intervention in Mexico. The Republicans
made a declaration which many feel makes
intervention practically inevitable.

The platform was silent on the right to or-
ganize, and it endorsed the Esch-Cummins
raiiroad law—despite the opposition of or-
ganized labor—as “a most constructive legis-
lative achievement of the Republicans.” It
ignored, flatly denied, or gave but lip service
to numerous other demands of labor.
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FEarly German Returns

T present writing it is too early to
A judge the full results and significance
of the German elections of June 6.
Early reports indicated that the Majority
Socialists, while losing more than 70 seats,
still kept the lead of the German parties,
with a representation in the Reichstag of
some 86. The Independent Socialists were
credited with 57 seats, a gain of some 33—
more than 100 per cent. They polled the
largest vote of any of the parties in Berlin,
and registered the greatest gain of any party.
The Communists, on the other hand, sent but
one or two representatives to Parliament.
The Centrists, with 48 votes, and the Demo-
crats, with 27 votes—coalition parties—were
distinct losers. The principal coalition
parties, in fact, lost nearly 200 representa-
tives all told, their majority being reduced to
the narrowest limit.
The People’s Party and the German Na-
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tional Party, chauvinist groups, made slight
gains of 19 and 7 seats respectively. Follow-
ing the election the members of the Coalition
Cabinet tendered their resignations, but
President Ebert induced them to remain in
office ‘until complete election results were
ascertained.

Commenting on the election, the New York
Call declares:

“All things considered, the returns so far show a
drift to the ‘left’ and a drift to the ‘right,’ with
a big margin in favor of the former. For, while
the reactionaries have a gain of 26 seats, the In-
dependent Socialists and Communists have gained
85. The middle-class parties have suffered heavy
losses.

“If this drift of opinion continues in Germany,
the future struggle will tend to develop into a
clear contest between the supporters of the old
regime and the Independent Socialists. This is
much to be desired, as the Majority Socialists have
from the beginning failed to comply with the de-
mands of the working masses and one by one have
bartered what remnants of socialist principles they
professed.” H. W. L.

“Jim-Crowed’”’
William Pickens

HY do I write the facts which I

‘/. ‘/ shall write here? Why do the

doctors in their medical books
present drawings and photographs that illus-
trate the ravages of terrible diseases on the
human body? They do not give these pic-
tures as beautiful works of art. Neither do I.

Occasionally we hear honest-minded white
people say that they “did not know that the
thing was as bad as that.”” Even Southern
white people sometimes make this confession.
How shall white Americans ever know what
it is to be Jim-Crowed, unless they be told
by colored Americans?

I heard one of those confessions recently
in Portsmouth, Virginia. White and colored
men were met together in conference to dis-
cuss inter-racial relations and to endeavor
to avoid “Washington and Chicago.” The
regrettable and famous battles of Washington
and Chicago are causing us to get our heads

together quietly before they come together
violently. In this Portsmouth conference,
when the question of the pay of colored
teachers was brought up, one of the wealthi-
est,most influential,and most intelligent white
merchants of the city confessed with aston-
ishment that he had never known that white
and colored teachers were not receiving the
same pay for the same work; that there could
be no justice in such a difference; and that
the matter ought to be taken up and corrected
at once. With puzzled brow he asked: “Do
they not take the same examination and do
the same amount of work as the white
teachers?”” He might have added: Do they
not pay the same price for beefsteaks and
the same rate of taxes? And some of the
colored men present were also astonished—
to find that there was a white man in Ports-
mouth who did not know of this discrimina-
tion and who did not approve of it.
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Right there we have the point, so let us
nail it; the colored people of Portsmouth
have not been doing their duty, else every in-
telligent white man of the city would have
known long ago of this discrimination and the
thousand others, They have lacked an
agitator.

And there are honest white people in the
United States who do not know what Jim-
Crowism really is. They think that the
proper name is just separation; they do mot
believe that it is identical with limitation and
degradation. I will present it as it really is.

I am now on a Jim Crow car from Norfolk
to Lynchburg. I retired after midnight in
Norfolk, awoke this morning at six, break-
fasted at seven, and took this train at eight.
I have had meetings and late hours for a
week, trying to make life more congenial be-
tween white and black people in Virginia.
This morning a colored physician of Norfolk
brought me from his beautiful clean home in
a handsome car to the station. I saw chair
cars and a diner in the rear. I asked him
simply: “Are they civilized enough here for
me to get a parlor-car seat to Lynchburg?”
And he replied just as simply: “No; you
could not get a berth to sleep in at night, let
alone a chair to rest in by day.”

This meant also that I could not get a bite
to eat in the dining car. I ate my usual
light breakfast at seven and will not reach
my destination before three. There are no
sanitary drinking cups in this car, I am
grufly informed by the trainmen, so I can-
not drink water.

And to put the finishing touches, here we
are at Petersburg towards noon, and our train
has stopped for fifteen or twenty minutes so
that the “passengers” can get food from the
station lunch room. But this lunch room ser-
vice is for white people only, for the benefit
of those white passengers who are too stingy
to pay the dining car prices and the tips.

As if fate had conspired with the devil, the
Jim Crow car has stopped right in front of
this lunch room, so that the starving colored
traveller can see the white passengers go in
and out and observe their backs as they sit
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at the counter and drink their hot teas and
cold milk and eat their warm food. And they
are being served by black hands from behind
the counter. They can eat food out of black
hands; but cannot eat their own food out of
their own hands if a black man at the other
end of the counter is eating his own food out
of his own hands.

And as if that were not enough, a few min-
utes before the train is to start, a Negro
servant is sent out from the lunch room with
a basketful of cold food, which could never
be sold to white customers, in an endeavor
to get rid of it among the colored passengers,
—and to add indigestion to imsult. For
seventy-five cents he offers you the quarter
of an impenetrable hen fried day-before-
yesterday, old bread, and a slice of musty pie
actually cut days ago. The white passengers
in the lunch room may get a hot drink or a
warm egg sandwich for a few cents. If you
ask for a knife or a glass of milk or a cup
of tea—*“No”; he is not allowed to bring
dishes into the Jim Crow car.

Such is the “equal accommodation” and
the pretended safeguard of “racial integrity”
about which we hear so much in Congress
and elsewhere.
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Pennsylvania Labor Forges Ahead
A. Epstein

HE convention of the Pennsylvania

I Federation of Labor, held in Altoona

on May 11 to 14, stands unparalleled
in the annals of labor gatherings in this
country. Of the 400 delegates who attended
this convention, representing some 500,000
organized workers, ninety-five per cent went
directly from the mines, the steel mills, the
machine and railroad shops, the building
trades and the textile mills. Their decisions
are of the utmost significance to observers of
the newer forces and alignments in the labor
movement.

The meeting place of the convention was
in a manner symbolic of the changed condi-
tions in the American labor movement.
Three years ago Altoona, said to be the home
of the largest repair shops in the world, was
regarded as the worst ‘““scab town” in the
state. Labor organizers, before leaving for
Altoona, were wont to bid farewell to wives
and relatives. Few were able even to enter
the city. Strikebreakers were sent from this
city to nearby towns in special Pullmans,
known as the “Hotel de Altoona.”

But the now famous General Order No. 8,
permitting railroad men to organize, issued
by McAdoo, led to marked changes, and at
the convention we found that the headquar-
ters of the convention—the Leroy Hotel—
was owned and managed by labor unions of
Altoona. Every employe from manager to
maid and bell boy, furthermore, was a good
trade unionist. Altoona is now regarded as
the organized center in the state, and at the
last election elected a labor mayor, two or
three county commissioners, and several
union labor officials. It also has a flourishing
cobperative movement.

James H. Maurer Speaks

President Maurer’s opening address to the
convention was indicative of the spirit and
challenge of Pennsylvania labor. He de-
clared that rarely before had “the demands
and complaints of organized labor been

treated with more indifference, scorn, and
contempt than during the past year.” He
denounced the administration for its perse-
cution of the radicals, its action against the
miners, and its failure to enforce laws against
profiteering.

But he was not content with mere denun-
ciation. Maurer presented a remarkable
program of reconstruction. He advocated
independent political action and expressed
the hope that the delegates would straddle
this issue no longer. He pointed out the
futility of the policy of “rewarding friends
and punishing enemies” in the two old par-
ties, making no reference, however, in regard
to the party with which labor should affili-
ate. The rank and file, he felt, should make
this decision without influence or suggestion
on his part. He also set forth definite plans
for the daily labor paper, soon to start in
Pennsylvania, and outlined a complete pro-
gram for labor education in the state, urging
the delegates to establish labor schools. Nor
did he ignore the codperstive movement, com-
munity councils, and the rehabilitation of in-
dustrial workers.

The Convention Responds

The delegates followed the lead of President
Maurer. They denounced the activities of
the Attorney General. They asked for the
impeachment of the governor and the sheriff
of Allegheny County, but sent fraternal
greetings to “our brother in prison, Eugene
V. Debs.” They sent telegrams to the men
arrested a few days before in Duquesne and
indorsed the attitude of Louis Post, assistant
secretary of labor, toward alien radicals.
They unanimously reelected James H.
Maurer, president of the Federation for the
ninth time, to serve for a term of two years,
amidst ringing applause and wild cheering,
and this despite the persecutions and denun-
ciations heaped upon Maurer during the past
year. They also reelected C. F. Quinn, their
faithful secretary-treasurer, for the nine-
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teenth time, and ironically sent telegrams to
Governor Sproul and Attorney-General
Palmer to this effect.

The Labor Party is Born

Nor did the delegates travel the length and
breadth of Pennsylvania merely to denounce
and pay tribute. They journeyed there to
seek means for the creation of a new and
better world. The means they sought for the
amelioration of their sufferings were legiti-
mate and practicable. That was perhaps one
of the reasons why the press of Pennsylvania
carried no news of the convention. The
delegates knew both old political parties and
agreed with Duncan McDonald that there
was “no better friend of labor than labor
itself.” Not one spoke in favor of the Gom-
pers’ nonpartisan plan, and only three dele-
gates voted against the formation of a labor
party. In order not to delay the organiza-
tion of such a party any longer, they called
a special session in the evening, worked un-
til midnight, and refused to leave the hall
until they had formally organized. They
accepted the platform of the American Labor
Party as their own and elected Charles Kutz,
of Altoona, and Frieda S. Miller, the secre-
tary of the Women’s Trade Union League of
Philadelphia, as president and secretary-
treasurer respectively. In order to get the
labor party into immediate working order,
the delegates contributed several hundred
dollars from their own pockets.

A Labor Daily

Young and old delegates from the large
cities and from the remotest villages were
unanimous at the convention in their denun-
ciations of “‘the kept press,” and in their de-
mand for a press of their own. The Fed-
eration Publishing Company had been incor-
porated a few weeks before to publish a labor
daily and a board of directors, headed by
President Maurer, had been elected. The
convention furthered this program by formu-
lating definite plans for raising several hun-
dred thousand dollars in order to start a
“truth-telling” newspaper.
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Workers’ Education

In his opening address, President Maurer
told the delegates that “underlying all evils
is the lack of fundamental education on the
part of the workers.” The delegates decided
that they were not going home until they
had worked out some sort of a labor educa-
tional plan. No public call for an educa-
tional conference was made but some fifty
delegates from all parts of the state gave up
their lunch hour and packed the largest avail-
able room in order to plan something definite
along this line. As a result, they organized
the Pennsylvania Labor Education Commit-
tee and elected J. R. Copenhaver, machinist,
from Harrisburg, as its president, while the
writer of this article was made general secre-
tary. An Executive Committee of forty-five
was also elected consisting of the most promi-
nent labor leaders scattered throughout the
state.

The interest displayed by the-delegates in
educational problems was remarkable. A
brief speech on industrial education by a
representative of the State Department of
Public Instruction immediately brought a
score of delegates to their feet and gave rise
to many expressions of distrust as to the edu-
cational methods employed by state officials.
They even expressed resentment against the
teachers, most of whom, they claimed, taught
the children that strikes were un-American,
and that unions were useless. They bitterly
referred to the recent instances when stu-
dents of high schools and colleges acted as
strike breakers. While not laying the full
blame on the teachers and sympathizing with
them in their demands for increased wages,
they were unwilling to give the teaching pro-
fession their full support until the latter was
more fully organized and more courageous.

The delegates similarly distrusted the
present Constitutional Revision Commission
of Pennsylvania appointed by Governor
Sproul. Of 27 members of the Commission,
the delegates claimed, only one was a labor
man, the Commission being “made up chiefly
of lawyers—a group of gentlemen seldom
troubled with great thoughts.” It was al-



1920

leged that not one of the suggestions sub-
mitted by the Labor Federation was even
considered.

The American Legion was even more
strongly denounced following the report of a
committee appointed especially to investi-
gate this organization. Several speakers
characterized the Legion “as a strike-break-
ing agency created by the bosses” and no
delegate arose to defend it. Upon request,
the convention did endorse the Rank and
File Veterans Association, and the Soldiers,
Sailors and Marines Organization.

Prohibition Discussed

The decisions of this convention, with few
exceptions, disclosed an appreciation of fun-
damentals and a breadth of point of view
on the part of the rank and file of labor
rarely before witnessed at labor gatherings.
As one instance may be cited the resolution
asking the convention’s endorsement of an
amendment to the Volstead Act, which would
permit three and one-half per cent beer and
light wines. Certainly, after listening to Mr.
Gompers, one would have supposed that the
Eighteenth Amendment constituted one of
the chief reasons of the present unrest. Has
one forgotten the “no beer, no work” slogan?
However, at this convention this presumably
popular resolution was tabled, after a long
and intelligent debate, by a vote of 160 to
95. No argument it appeared was more
irritating to the majority of the delegates
than that appealing to them as “brothers” to
protect the jobs of the men employed in the
liquor industry. The opposition to the reso-
lution was based largely on the grounds that
union membership and attendance of union
meetings had greatly increased in both quan-
tity and quality of intelligence since the
coming of prohibition.

Labor’s Martyr

The delegates also gave an interesting indi-
cation of the psychology of the newer pro-
gressive labor groups when they stood in
silence for one minute in memory of Mrs.
Fanny Sellins—killed on August 26 last in
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West Natrona, Pa.—but refused to give the
same tribute to a former president of the
Federation and late commissioner of immi-
gration of Philadelphia. The reason ad-
vanced for this discrimination was that thou-
sands of the rank and file die annually, no
special mention being made, and that officers
dying a natural death deserve no greater
honor than do the rank and file. On the
other hand, Mrs. Sellins was “a martyr of
the cause of labor.”

Pittsburgh and Western Pennsylvania sup-
plied the dramatic events of the Pennsyl-
vania Labor Convention. James Oats told
of the Mrs. Sellins tragedy, and of the
speaker’s arrest and threatened indictment
for alleged inciting to riot, in an attempt to
silence him. Nine months had elapsed, the
speaker contended, since Mrs. Sellins’ death,
and not one person had been brought to
trial. “You could not convict a gunman in
Allegheny County even if the Lord himself
had appeared to testify against him,” he con-
cluded. President Maurer stated that tele-
grams had been sent to President Wilson
and the governor of the state informing them
of the outrageous treatment of the body of
Fanny Sellins after the murder.

Duquesne
Another moment of dramatic nature was sup-
plied by the address of J. G. Brown, William
Z. Foster’s successor. Brown told of “the
free speech war zone—Duquesne.” He de-
clared that the Duquesne ordinance prohibit-
ing free speech had been “originally sug-
gested by the 10-cent despot, James S. Craw-
ford, banker of Duquesne. It was then in-
troduced by James S. Crawford, councilman
of Duquesne, and later signed by James S.
Crawford, president of the council of Du-
quesne. The ordinance was thereupon ap-
proved by James S. Crawford, burgess of
Duquesne; was enforced by James S. Craw-
ford, commissioner of public safety of Du-
quesne; and, when an appeal was made re-
garding its constitutionality, was interpreted
by Jemes S. Crawford, police magistrate of
Duquesne.” Enthusiastic applause followed
his reference to Rev. William M. Fincke,
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who was arrested while endeavoring to ad-
dress a meeting in Duquesne, and who re-
fused to be released on bail until all of the
labor leaders were similarly released. Fincke
was described as a “member of the minis-
ter’s union and a regular fellow.”

Impeachment of Governor Urged

One of the more important resolutions
adopted by the convention was one passed
without a dissenting vote “pledging all candi-
dates for the state legislature to bring about
the impeachment and removal from office of
Governor Sproul for his failure to consider
and relieve the many complaints and abuses
of power on the part of the state constabu-
lary in the steel strike.”

A resolution requesting the governor to
call a special session of the legislature in
order to pass laws against profiteering was
unanimously defeated, on the ground that it
was a waste of time and energy. Another
resolution demanded the removal of the state
constabulary from various cities and towns
as “a menace to morality.”

One resolution urged trade union officials
responsible for the editing of certain labor
journals, “to stop promoting the capitalist’s
game, whether intentionally or unintention-
ally, and instead to utilize the valuable space
of the trade union journals for purposes of
education and true trade unionism.” A dele-
gate cited in a recent number of an inter-
national trade journal two articles entitled
“In Praise of Lilacs,” “A Trip to the Moon,”
and a third one which attacked the Russian
soviet government on account of “its dis-
franchisement of the clergy and its alleged
nationalization of women.” “Is this educa-
tion or bunk that we are being fed with?”
inquired the speaker.

The Demand of Rank and File

The convention demanded amnesty for all
political, religious, and labor prisoners; the
recognition of the Irish republic, the estab-
lishment of industrial courts, of an old age
pension system in Pennsylvania, and of a
minimum wage commission, and the enact-
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ment of a statute providing for a legal eight-
hour day for women workers. It also fa-
vored proportional representation. These
measures were the demand of the rank and
file, not the result of a stampede caused by
able leaders. The rank and file were, in fact,
so determined to inaugurate the new era of
labor that they did not attempt to conceal
their indignation at the executive council of
the State Federation for not carrying out
the instructions of last year's convention to
call a special convention for the purpose of
creating a labor party. Even President
Maurer, whom they all love and trust, did
not escape blame. The delegates showed
their resentment later by defeating John A.
Phillips, typographical union, Philadelphia,
for the first vice-presidency, a position which
he had held for several years, because it was
rumored that he was opposed to the labor

party.
Labor’s Underworld

The real spirit of the awakened labor move-
ment manifested in the convention was tested
especially during the session devoted to the
adoption of the constitution and platform of
the Labor Party and to its election of offi-
cers. This session indicated something of
the terrific struggle of Maurer and others in
ridding the Pennsylvania labor movement of
its parasitic groups. Late that afternoon
the worst elements of labor’s political under-
world began to arrive in Altoona from Pitts-
burgh and Philadelphia with suit cases full
of liquor. In the absence of a sergeant-at-
arms at the door, these gang leaders, led by a
few who were not even delegates, managed
to gain access to the hall, and later annoyed
the meeting by cat-calls and by jnducing
intoxicated delegates to interrupt the pro-
ceedings. Failing to make headway by this
method, they attempted to have the election
postponed until the next day, but were op-
posed by delegate after delegate who arose
to condemn in the bitterest terms the tactics
of the black forces.

“This night,” declared Robert McCoy,
molder, of Pittsburgh, “is as important and
as solemn as the night when the fathers of
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this country gathered in Independence Hall,
Philadelphia, and drew up the Declaration
of Independence. We are here to draw up
labor’s new Declaration of Independence and
we shall never permit ourselves to be inter-
fered with by the enemies of labor in our
most sacred work, even if we have to remain
in session till sun rise and sun set.” Silence
followed this new declaration of labor, and
the dark forces submerged again into their
fathomless political underworld.

The Case for Mexico

Hands Off Mexico. By John Kenneth Turner.
N. Y.: The Rand School of Social Science.
74 pp.

This little book by the author of “Barbarous
Mexico” is an admirable statement of the case
against intervention. It is more concise and more
to the point than L. J. DeBekker’s “The Plot
Against Mexico,” and yet an invaluable comple-
ment to such propagandist literature as Louis
P. Lochner’s pamphlet, “Mexico—Whose War?”
or Arthur Thomson’s “The Conspiracy Against
Mexico.”

The author speaks as a competent authority
on the very complex tangle in relations between
the United States and its southern neighbor. He
traces the history of the political tension between
both countries from its very beginning and lays
bare the incredible inability and inefficacy of the
Wilson administration in dealing with Mexico.
“The best things that can be said of the Wilson
Mexican policy are chiefly of a negative charac-
ter,” he concludes. And in summing up the able
presentation of his argument he justly warns:

“Intervention is not defensible on any ground.
It is bad democracy. For all of us except a hand-
ful, it is bad business. It is impossible to exag-
gerate the probable disaster to both countries.
Not only would the Mexican people pay, but the
American people would pay—in blood, taxes,
higher living costs, in the friendship of our neigh-
bors, in the constitutional liberties of which pen-
ples are invariably robbed in war-time, in our
own character, in all elements that make for a
higher civilization and for world peace.”

There is no doubt in my mind that the anti-
Mexican propaganda in this country is not only
conducted and supported by those financiers and
concessionnaires who hope to profit through the
political control by the United States of the oil
lands of Mexico, but that it is also a conscious
policy of those forces in this country who are
anxious to oppose organized labor and the radical
movement with the well-known “Prussian”
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SOCIALISM ON TRIAL
By MORRIS HILLQUIT

Mr. Hillquit’s closing speech in defense of the
five Socialists at Albany. It is the kernel of the
two-million-word trial covering the party’s policies
and methods, attitude toward the war, toward
Soviet Russia and toward Socialism abroad. The
first authoritative presentation of American So-
cialism since before the war. (Paper, 50c.)

THE GREAT STEEL
STRIKE:; and Its Lessons

By WILLIAM Z. FOSTER

The story of organized labor’s great fight against
Garyism. Introduction by John A. Fitch; 300 pp.
8 illus. (Cloth, $1.75; paper, $1.00)

WHERE IRON IS, THERE
IS THE FATHERLAND

By C. K. STREIT

An incredible revelation of the collusion of Ger-
man and French iron and steel interests through-
out the war recently brought to light in the French
Chamber of Deputies. Illus.,, Map. (Paper, 50c.)

Enclose 10% additional for postage, or the publisher will
ship C. O. D. Agents are wanted to sell these books in
quantities on a liberal commission.

B. W. HUEBSCH, Inc.
32 WEST 68TH STREET, NEW YORK CITY

methods of war-scares, militarism, and, finally, war
itself. The sooner the socialists and other friends
of liberty realize that there can be no permanent
hope for social advance in any field, unless so-
ciety is freed from international wars and threats
of war, the better for us all. It is, therefore,
doubly imperative that we watch what happens
in the international field, and it is to be hoped
that Turner’s courageous exposure of American
dealings with Mexico may be widely read, and
that it may lead to a saner and more stable
policy towards a hard struggling people who even
today look upon the people of this country as their
friends rather than their future oppressors!
JouN Mez.

SUMMER

All changes of address must reach the
office by the 15th of the month in order to
ensure correct delivery of the magazine.

BOSTON COMRADES should drop
in at the Socialist Party State head-
quarters at 580 Tremont Street. Hos-
pitable welcome to all Socialist Review
readers.







Films to Be Produced

(1) INDUSTRIAL FILMS: the work
and growth of unions, organizations, leagues
and institutions, they paying the cost of pro-
duction.

(2) ANIMATED LABOR REVIEW:
News reels, pictorials, travelogues, and
scenics depicting the worker’s life in the
mines, in the slums, on farms, railroads, the
picket line, etc.

(3) LECTURE LYCEUM: Films, slides
and textual] data for labor forum lectures.

(4) LABOR and RECONSTRUCTION
SERIES: Dramas, based on the writings
of iconoclasts, to stimulate sociological,
literary, and artistic interest, thus laying
the foundation for a great cultural work.

Organization

The Labor Film Service, designed to
make the movies a true forum of the
people, is a corporation of New York
State with an authorized capital of $50,-
000 in shares of $10 each. No majority
stockholders will control, as all individual
holdings are limited to $1,000. The exec-
utive staff of expert workers will be gov-
erned by an advisory council of Labor
and Liberal leaders.

The Labor Film Service is organized
primarily to serve the supreme ideal of
helping human progress through the ef-
fective utilization of the motion picture.
But it can not be gainsaid that some
profits will accrue, which will take the
form of regularly declared dividends or
be turned back into the sinking fund, ac-
cording to the decision of the sharehold-

ers.
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FOR LABOR

Dr. NORMAN THOMAS, Editor of
“The World To-Morrow,” says: “Just
as truly as labor needs its own press it
needs its own film service. I believe you
ought to rally to you strong support
from labor circles and from those liberals
who realize the seriousness of the present
situation. I for one heartily endorse your
idea and trust you will be able to make it
wholly successful.”

Dr. JUDAH L. MAGNES, renowned
Liberal Leader: “Replying to your letter
of May 21st, permit me to say that your
idea of using motion pictures in the ad-
vancement of labor’s interests appears to
me to be a very sound one. Kindly accept
my best wishes for the success of your
venture.”

SCOTT NEARING: “My attention has
been called to the fact that the Labor
Film Service is planning to supply the
American Labor Movement with motion
pictures. It is said that fifty million
Americans attend movie shows each
week. If that is so it is vitally important
to have them watching films that speak
the message of industrial self-govern-
ment and economic freedom. I wish you
every success.”

The innumerable labor and liberal forums
are a market ready and waiting for these
films. Afterward there are the 18,000
movie theatres. Films, unlike printed mat-

ter, are not at the mercy of post office
officials ; regular circulation is assured.

Endorsed by the Central Federated Un::m of New York Representing 500,000
Workers

JOSEPH D. CANNON, Field Organizer

Labor Film Service, Inc.

31 Union Sq., New York

Tear off coupon—Subscribe today

IMPORTANT

The enterprise can not succeed without money and
moral support. An i diate stock subscription is most
vital of all. But ask us for further information if need-
ful. Inquiries and indeed all communications are exceed-
ingly wel Bu ble us to know who our friends
are by some sign—TODAY.

LABOR FILM SERVICE, Inc., 81 Union 8q., New York

Name



The Appeal to Reason’s Latest Book List

On the Threshold of Sex, 25¢

One of the most important needs of these
days is a candid yet careful treatment of the
overshadowing problems of sex. Modesty
becomes a mockery when it is founded
upon total ignorance. The facts of sex
should be frankly communicated, in order
that modesty and purity may be glorified
and guarded by intelligence. This book,
by an English writer, is one of the best foc
this purpose.

How to Be an Orator, 25¢

This is not an ordinary manual, which
simply lays down certain mechanical rules
of practice and perfection. This is a
sincere and inspiring work from the pen
of one who was himself a great orator
and friend of the people—John P. Altgeld,
one-time governor of Illinois, a friend of
'Gene Debs, and the man who pardoned
the Chicago anarchists.

From Terror to Triumph, 25¢

Under this strikingly apt title is given
the military history of the Russian Soviet
Republic, an amazing story of a working-
class revolution defended heroically and
successfully, upon many different fronts,
against the forces of world capitalism.
This book also contains the Russian Code
of Labor Laws, a most valuable document.

Hugo’s Oration on Voltaire, 25¢

One immortal soldier of progress—
Victor Hugo—pays tribute to the memory
of another—Voltaire—whd has fought his
splendid fight and become a part of history.
This is one of the most eloquent pleces of
rhetoric and idealism in all of Hugo’s
career.

Ballad of Reading Jail, 25¢

The Ballad of Reading Jail is not only
one of the greatest poems in the English
language, but a terrific and unforgettable
exposure of the hell of prison existence.
This 18 the most deeply sincere thing Oscar
Wilde ever wrote. He lived through the
cruel, soul-torturing experiences which he
portrays so vividly.

Did Jesus Ever Live?! 25¢

Did this sad figure of martyrdom ever
really live upon the earth? If he was a
real person, did he perform.the wonderful
miracles attributed to him? Was he just
a common agitator or a world savior?
These questions are debated in this book.

From Monkey to Man, 25¢

This book written by a high authority
sets down in brief and simple language
the theory of evolution and tells how Man,
in long ages of painful progress, came up
from the Monkey.

Soul of Man Under Socialism, 25¢

In “The Soul of Man Under Socialism,”’
Oscar Wilde shows that Socialism is really
the only path to true and perfect indi-
vidualism. It will free man from social
fetters that are artificial and that are
forged by injustice.

Rhyming Dictionary, 26¢

The difficulty in writing poetry is In
getting the right words to fit in rhyme.
The People’s Rhyming Dictionary is simply
compiled and will immediately provide you
with exactly the right words.

On Going to Church, 25¢

As usual, Bernard Shaw treats this sub-
ject in an original manner that is re-
freshing and diverting. It is Shaw at his
best. Also contains “Useless Work,” by
William Morris.

VYoltaire’s Toleration, 25¢

“Toleration” is an apt title for a book by
Voltaire, for it was in the cause of tolera-
tion of thought that Voltaire waged a
heroic life-long battle against the forces
of oppression and superstition of his day.
It i8 a powerful appeal for liberty of
thought.

You can have any book listed above for only 25 cents; five for a dollar; or you
can have all of them—eleven in all—for only $1.50. Postage prepaid.
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