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THE PREAMBLE 
OF THE INDUSTRIAL WORKERS OF THE WORLD 

n mm l 

The working class and the employing class have nothing 
in common. There can be no peace so long as hunger and 
want are found among millions of working people and the 
few, who make up the employing class, have all the good 
things of life. 

Between these two classes a struggle must go on until 
the workers of the world organize as a class, take posses- 
sion of the earth and the machinery of production, and 
abolish the wage system. 

We find that the centering of management of the indus- 
tries into fewer and fewer hands makes the trade unions 
unable to cope with the ever growing power of the employ- 
ing class. The trade unions foster a state of affairs which 
allows one set of workers to be pitted against another set 
of workers in the same industry, thereby helping defeat 
one another in wage wars. Moreover, the trade unions aid 

3he employing class to mislead the workers into the be- 
lief that the working class have interests in common with 
their employers. 

These conditions can be changed and the interest of the 
working class upheld only by an organization formed in 
such a way that all its members in any one industry, or 
in all industries if necessary, cease work whenever a strike 
or lockout is on in any department thereof, thus making 
an injury to one an injury to all. 

. 

Instead of the conservative motto, “A fair day’s wage 
for a fair day’s work,” we must inscribe on our banner the 
revolutionary watchword, “Abolition of the wage system.” 

It is the historic mission of the working class to do away 
with capitalism. The army of production must be organ- 
ized, not only for the every-day struggle with capitahsts, 
but also to carry on production when capitalism shall have 
been overthrown. By organizing industrially we are form- 
ing the structure of the new society within the shell of 
the old. 
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THE SILENT DEFENDERS,' * 
COURTSANDCAPITALISM 
IN CALIFORNIA . . . . . . 

.-. .-. .-. 

A Brief History of the Up Hill Struggle of the In- 
dustrial Workers of the World in California 

and Expose of the Sacramento Frame-up 
and Conviction 

BY 
HARVEY DUFF 

“The people is a beast of muddy brain 
That knows not its own strength, and therefore stands 
Loaded with stick and stone: The powerless hands 
Of a mere child guide it with bit and rein. 
One kick would be enough to break the chain, 
But the beast fears and what the child demands 
It does: Nor its own terror*understands 
Confused and stupefied by bugbears vain. 
Most wonderful! With its own hand it ties 
And gags itself-gives itself death and war 

. And peace doled out by kings from its own store. 
Its own are all things between earth and heaven: 
But this it knows not: And if one arise 
TO tell the truth, it kills him unforgiven.” 

From “Campanella.” Translated by John Addington Symouds. 

HE state of affairs here reminds one of old 
Russia at its worst.” Colonel Harris Wein- 
stock made this comment after he search- 

ingly investigated the San Diego Free Speech Fight 
of the spring of 1912, at the request of Hiram John- 
son, then Governor of California. 

The same comment applies to the Sacramento Pro- 
secution and conviction for that elaborately staged 
frame-up was but a continuation of the policy inaugu- 
rated by the police department of San Diego. That 
policy may very properly be designated as mass ter- 



rorism. A review of the Sacramento situation must 
start with the San Diego fight. 

Though the Fresno fight preceded the San Diego 
one, the latter attracted the attention of the entire 
country to the labor fight on the Pacific Coast and 
the brutality used in crushing the right of free speech 
in San Diego. Indignation was so strong in Califor- 
nia that Hiram Johnson was compelled to take notice. 
The general public assumed that every citizen had 
the right to organize and td do so in the most public 
manner, and consequently when Czar Spreckels of 
the southern city abrogated the constitution there 
was a general outcry. Colonel Weinstock, in his 
report, severely condemned the attitude of the city 
authorities and the terribly inhuman treatment of 
the free speech fighters by the police, and popular 
leaders and progressive publications re-echoed his 
vigorous strictures. 

Despite the San Diego reverse the organization 
grew rapidly, and asserted the right of free speech 
in every city of any size on the Pacific Coast. But 
the organizers didn’t spend all their time on the 
street corners. There was too much to do “on the 
job” as they aptly termed it. They had a fertile field. 
The migratory worker wandered aimlessly from 
state to state, harvesting wheat here, picking cotton 
there, jumping to another state to pick fruit, finish- 
ing that job to find that another crop was to be garn- 
ered half a dozen states away. He had no organiza- 
tion to watch out for his interests, and as a result job 
conditions were unbearable. He was often used as 
a strikebreaker. He knew no better. It was adven- 
turous, and to his non-union psychology better than 
his weary pilgrimage from job to job. At many na- 
tional conventions of the American Federation of 
Labor, and at ‘every recent convention of the Califor- 
nia State Federation of Labor, pious platitudes have 
been indulged in as to the desirability of organizing 
the migratory worker. He was a menace! Skilled 
workers could not go on strike without the nightmare 
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of armies of unskilled men grabbing their jobs! But 
nothing was ever done. 

So the Industrial Workers of the World started 
with this raw material. At first the A. F. of L.-at 
least the rank and file-was not very hostile, for the 
newly organized legions aided in winning many 
strikes. And they-didn’t wait to examine the merits 
of the strike with a moral microscope. They just 
jumped in. They also fought and won many strikes 
on their own hook, and day by day they forged 
ahead. You heard the term, Industrial Unionism, 
in camp, on the street corner, in the cheap boarding 
houses-everywhere. It was the most assiduously 
cultivated slogan of that day. It penetrated the ranks 
of the craft unionists and the leaders of that move- 
ment began to sit up and take notice. As yet the 
battles of the I. W. W. were for principles vital to 
the general labor movement and the notabili- 
ties of the older movement could not very well afford 
to unsheath the sword. They took notice, however, 
of a very disquieting fact: 

The I. W. W. was definitely on the map! 

. The Wheatland Hop Field Riot 

The farmers also noticed the fact. Job after job 
was organized. But the next big publicity the organ- 
ization got was in Wheatland, where there was but 
one card member out of 2,300 strikers on the now 
famous Durst Brothers’ hop ranch. This brings us 
to the summer of 1913. 

The Dursts were the largest hop growers in the 
state of California, and yearly employed over 2,000 
men, women and children to pick their crop. Whole 
families made an annual trip to the Durst ranch to 
gather the rich crop. The Dursts were firm believers 
in the divine right of capital, and profiteered the de- 
fenseless workers under conditions which menaced 
the health and morals of every worker in their em- 
ployment, and eventually led to one of the worst in- 
dustrial disturbances in the history of the state. 



! 
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In 1913 there were six toilets for 2,300 men, wo- \ 
men and children. These were used.indiscrimi?ately 
getoth sexes and by six or seven different national- 

. 
The temperature was 122 degrees Fahrenheit. 

Drinking water was unobtainable and t%,e water 
sometimes used by the workers was so polluted that 
dysentery and disease struck down dozens. The 
workers, however, had the option of buying lemonade 
(said to be a concoction of nitric acid) or ice cream 
from a concessionaire named Jim Durst, a cousin of 1 
the employers. 

The workers were tied down on the job by a bonus 
system. In other words, they relinquished a portion 
of their wages unless they stayed, under these intoler- 
able conditions, till the last sack of hops was picked. 

The workers revolted, and the famous strike was 
on. The broiling sun, the hideous smells, the meagre 
wages, the cries of the fever-stricken girls, the revolt- 
ing indecency of the toilet system-all combined, in 
the absence of organization, to force a demand for 
sanitary working conditions. A delegation went to 
Mr. Durst. He was inplacable. “Go back to work!” 
was his ultimatum. And to signify his utter con- . 
tempt for his striking employees, he slapped Richard 
Ford, head of the delegation, across the face with 
his kid glove. That was his answer. It was sym- 
bolic of the next step to quell the strike. 

The strikers were in open meeting discussing Mr. 
Durst’s answer to their demands when an automobile 
dashed up bristling with sawed-off shotguns and 
rifles. “Go back to work!” District Attorney Man- 
well imperiously demanded. Yes, the vassals of the 
economic king of Yuba were there for the preserva- 
tion of the profit machinery of the hop baron. That 
was their idea of “law and order.” Within a few 
minutes four men were lying on the ground dead and 
the wildest chaos reigned, where a peaceful strike 
meeting was in progress but a short while before. 

“The sheriff fired a shot in the air,” wrote Jack 
London afterwards. “Then, presto! it all happen_ed 
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at once. As a matter of fact nobody knew what 
happened. I am willing to bet that if every one of 
those witnesses went before Almighty God and told 
the best of his recollection, no two of them would 
agree as to the facts. I saw a good many of the hop- 
pickers afterward. They were bewildered. They 
reminded me of nothing so much as refugees after 
an earthquake. When they did tell of the affair they 
all spoke of it as an accident, a spontaneous, unpre- 
mediated explosion. They were dazed by it.” 

After the riot the state investigated. The late Dr. 
Carleton Parker in his report corroborated the 
charges of the strikers that the sanitary conditions 
were indescribably bad, and that they were’ the 
worst in the entire state. Special Agent Harry Gor- 
man of the Bureau of Labor Statistics reported in 
part : 

“The toilets, which are but two feet deep, are 
close to the water the people drink. There is no 
sewerage system of any kind and the sewerage from 
the kitchens of the several camps is allowed to run 
into an old irrigation ditch. At the time of my visit 
it was covered with water that had stagnated and 
contained parts of floating vegetables that had been 

’ thrown from white and Japanese camps. The tem- 
perature in the hop fields was 122. One family by 
the name of Martinez from Pleasanton consisted of 
five children, a husband and wife. Three of the 
children were very sick, and one I thought would die. 
Upon my advice, Mr. Ralph Durst and his physician, 
Dr. Lowell, visited the family and when I returned an 
hour later the family was gone. In another family 
a girl, aged 13, had typhoid fever. She was in a 
tent close to other people. Upon interviewing Dr. 
Lowell with reference to the Martinez family he 
stated that the only thing that was the matter with 
it was “hop-poisoning and complication of diseases 
including dysentery.” 

When Mr. Gorman reached the Durst ranch 90% 
of the pickers had left, and the toilets had been 
doubled. So a really accurate description of the real 



conditions there was impossible. We cannot leave 
Mr.’ Gorman’s report, however,’ without drawing at- 
tention to the inhumanly callous dismissal of the 
condition of the Martinez family by the hop baronls 
doctor. 

The Man Hunt! 

To return to the aftermath of the fatal riot! There 
was but one member of the I. W. W. among the 2,300 
strikers. Straightway the organization was saddled 
with the responsibility for the four deaths. Little at- 
tention was paid to the two dead workers, one of 
whom, a Porto Rican, was said to have shot one of the 
officials in an exchange of fire. The dead district at- 
torney and his deputy had to be avenged and the 
man hunt began, with a crowd of Burns detectives 
leading the hue and cry. The tactics of the vengeful 
officials were very reminiscent of later labor battles. 
Scores of workers were arrested all over the state. 
Possible witnesses were isolated in jails and bulldoz- 
ing officials sought to have them perjure the lives 
of defendants away. The prisoners were held incom- 
municado and beaten up by detectives behind closed 
doors. Herman Suhr attempted suicide after being 
kept awake for an entire week by detectives in an 
endeavor to force a confession. Allan Johnson was 
committed to a state asylum a raving maniac after a 
fearful beating by detectives, during which his ear 
was frightfully mutilated. Prisoners were~ deprived 
of all constitutional privileges. 

The defense vigorously protested against the 
frame-up methods of the prosecution and succeeded 
in having a Burns operative, Cradlebaugh, found 
guilty of assault under color of authority, fined 
$1,000, and sentenced to a year’s imprisonment. 

Then came the Marysville trial. Out of the many 
defendants indicted, the issue simmered down to 
twoi Richard (Blackie) Ford, and Herman Suhr. 
They were sentenced to life imprisonment, despite 
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an able defense by Austin Lewis and Robert M. 
Royce. The jury was composed of friends of the 
Durst Brothers and intimates of the dead officials, 
and, obsessed by local prejudice, disregarded any- 
thing other than the call for vengeance. 

\ Labor United In Defense 
The innocence of Ford and Suhr and the rest of 

the defendants was so evident from the very begin- 
ing of the fight that all the Central bodies of the 
American Federation of Labor in the San Francisco 
Bay District rallied to the defense. Supervisor 

_ Andrew J. Gallagher and Paul Scharrenberg, sec- 
retary of the California State Federation of Labor, 
were especially active in endeavoring to have Hiram 
Johnson pardon the two convicted men. He refused 
the request on the ground that threats of reprisal had 
been made by the I. W. W., and stated that Ford 
and Suhr would be compelled to stay in prison till, all 
talk of reprisal had ceased. His statement in reply 
to labor was curiously inconsistent. In one para- 
graph he thus described the conviction: “By a forced 
construction of the law of conspiracy the leaders of 
an industrial revolt, who had committed no wrong 
themselves, were convicted of a heinous offense . . .” 
And then he said, “Ford is violent, truculent and 
considers himself bound by none of the rules of hu- 
man action that makes it possible for men and wo- , 
men to live in organized society. ” 

It was a practical admission that Ford was impri- 
soned because of his opinions and not because of any 
criminality. 

Labor couldn’t understand this reasoning phz 
many protests were again sent the governor. 
Alameda Building Trades Council issued a lengthy 
open letter addressed to the governor and signed by 
President Perry Burlingame and Secretary F. H. 
Pratt : 

“Ford and Suhr, so far from being agressors and murderess 
were in reality pacifiers and moderators,” declared this Council. 
“We find no marked violetice in the words of Ford as quoted 
by yourself and we certainly do not discover the least incite- 
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ment to crime. If  we are to reapportion responsibility in these 
cases, if we are to go out of our way to say that a labor leader 
who did not murder did murder, shall we not go a step farther 
and say that the real murderer was the man who was responsible 
for the original wrong and that Durst ought to be on trial for 
the murder of the District Attorney and Rockefeller on trial 
for murder in Colorado? Ford and Suhr are, even on the 
showing of your statement, held in prison on such a forced 
theory and we must protest most vehemently against their 
continued incarceration. If, however, the Chief Executive of 
this State is wedded to so dangerous a doctrine and one so ini- 
mical to the working class we demand that he be at least logical 
and that Durst be tied for the murder of the District Attorney, 
since his action led directly to that result, although he may 
not have advised it or even contemplated it. kou admit that 
Ford and Suhr could not have had any part in the alleged 
campaign of violence, and yet they are to be punished as long 
as ‘threats of injury and sabotage continue’. We may perhaps 
be pardoned for thinking that this conclusion will not appeal 
with any moral force to the migratory laborer, who will be 
disposed to regard his superiors henceforth as illogical as well as 
unjust.” 

Hiram Johnson never saw .fit to release those men 
“who committed no wrong.” His successor? William 
D. Stephens of Los Angeles, is also of the opinion that 
Ford and Suhr, though innocent, should suffer life 
imprisonment, and consequently they are still in Fol- 
som Prison-“ each in his separate hell.” 

So ended the second big fight of the I. W. W. in 
California. 

Character of the Opposition 

The persistent agitation of the Industrial Workers 
of the World that labor should concentrate its efforts 
on the industrial field and absolutely divorce itself 
from politics gradually built up a venomous and 
vigilant opposition. Though Samuel Gompers, time 
after time, has condemned the idea of Labor-attempt- 
ing to gam any benefits through the medium of the’ 
ballot box, numerous of his lieutenants affiliated 
themselves with political machines from Maine to 
-California. They used their’ influence in the labor 
movement for personal profit, and as a business pro- 
position have bitterly fought the I. W. W. 
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In California these men have been as bitter in their 
hatred of the organization as the Los Angeles Times, 
the Sacramento Bee, and the dfferent employers’ 
organizations from San Diego north. The Los An- 
geles Times, bitterly hating labor, has devoted editor- 
ials praising San Francisco labor leaders and boast- 
ing of their loyalty to the unspeakable Fickert. 

P. H. McCarthy was openly acclaimed some time 
ago as the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
candidate against Mayor James Rolph. The San 
Francisco Examiner and the Oakland Enquirer pub- 
lished this fact and were not contradicted by Mc- 
Carthy. He, however, has withdrawn his candidacy. 
It seems that this premature and unsolicited boost 
killed whatever chance McCarthy had. His can- 
didacy by the Chamber of Commerce against Rolph 
was caused by the uncompromising hostility of the 
employers toward Rolph as a result of the last street 
car strike. Rolph peremtorily refused a request of 
the Chamber of Commerce that policemen be placed 
on the street cars to guard the scabs. “The time is 
past for settling labor disturbances with a whiff of 
grapeshot,” Rolph informed Frederick Kostor, presi- 
dent of the Chamber of Commerce. 

Another prominent anti-I. W. W. labor misleader 
is Michael Casey of the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters. Casey recently appeared before’ a civic 
committee in San Francisco, according to the “Call 
and Post” to protest against the United Railroads 
putting in a street crossing in a certain portion of the 
city. His objection was that the crossing would im- 
pair the valuation of a row of flats, which he had 
built by the sweat of his brow! This is by no means 
the only parcel of property this politician owns. 

Both these men are typical labor politicians and 
opponents of industrial action. 

No one questions their right to play politics or be- 
come rent-lords, but their capacity to rise above their 
economic interests, when these interests conflict with 
the interests of the propertyless laborer, can be 
questioned with perfect sincerity and reason. 
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Frame-Ups Ad Infinitum 

Two more frame-ups followed the Wheatland one. 
Both were directed at the American Federation of 
Labor, and Tom Mooney was sought in both. The 
first was in connection with the Stockton lockout in 
1914. A Merchant and Manufacturers’ detective, 
named J. P. Emerson, was caught redhanded at Bay 
Point with a suitcase full of dynamite, and confessed 
that he intended checking the suitcase full of dyna- 
mite in the Southern Pacific parcel room and then 
slipping the check into the packet of Olaf Tveitmoe, 
Secretary-Treasurer of the California Building 
Trades Council. A motor boat was to be purchased 
in the name of Tom Mooney and “discovered” in the 
Stockton slough with a plant of dynamite, fuses and 
fulminating caps. According to the confession of 
Hans Le Jeune, another gunman employed by the 
“law and order” forces of Stockton, who was caught 
by Anton Johannsen in the latter’s room, the employ- 
ers were to use 500 pounds of dynamite in discredit- 
ing the strikers by hiding it in their rooms and 
placing it under non-union plants and factories to be 
later “discovered” by detectives. Those confessions 
killed the plot. 

Next came the Mooney frame-up, the details of 
which are too well known to need recapitulation here. 
Here the labor “politicals” showed their hand plain- 
ly. They attempted to cripple the defense in every 
possible manner. Their methods were not open. 
They were typical of the Italian Mafia. When Ber- 
nard Doyle, president of Carmen’s Union No. 516, 
was asked by District, Attorney Fickert to give test- 
imony against Mooney and refused, Fickert assured 
him: “Your labor leaders were down here the other 
day and told me that they would see that Mooney 
was not defended by labor. You are absolutely safe 
in testifying against him.” 

One of these leaders testified for Fickert in the 
bomb cases. Knowing full well that Mooney was 
innocent, these leaders were perfectly satisfied to 
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have Mooney put behind the bars. The fight was 
not a question of his guilt or innocence. It was an 
alliance of the Chamber of Commerce and political 
labor to “get” a left wing leader. Mooney was an 
industrialist - not a politician. That was his crime. 

The connection between all these frame-ups and 
the Mooney and Sacramento prosecution forces were 
vividly portrayed by the Densmore dictagraph rev- 
elations. 

A Satumalia of Graft 
The Densmore dictagraph revelations, made pub- 

lic on November 22, 1918, were complete proof that 
the same forces responsible for the Mooney frame- 
up were at work on the Sacramento case, and that 
the U. S. officials in charge of the latter case were 
in league with Fickert with a view to mutual aid. 

Assistant United States District Attorney P. H. 
’ Johnson: Deputy United States Marshals Mulhall of 

San Francisco and Shannon of Fresno: Martin Swan- 
son, the Mooney framer: Ex-Chief Justice Henshaw 
of $410,000 bribe fame: C. C. Crowley, the convict- 
ed German dynamiter: John Dymond, provocateur: 
Burns and U. S. operatives-all flit in and out of 
this brilliant expose of “law and order” as seen from 
the inside. 

The squaring of prosecutions of wealthy perverts, 
the buying of jurors at $50.00 a throw, the framing 
of new witnesses to hang Rena Mooney, the whole- 
sale fixing of cases-all this evidence of the graft 
saturnalia reigning still in San Francisco is too 
lengthy to recapitulate here. 

Billy Otts, the Burns operative, hired to frame a 
new witness against Rena Mooney, told Fickert: 

“I CAN FRAME THE DAMNEDEST LOT OF 
STUFF YOU EVER HEARD OF.” 

Ed Cunha, in his anxiety to railroad the same vic- 
tim, exclaimed : 

“CHIEF, IF YOU CAN GET A WITNESS WHO 
WILL PUT MRS. MOONEY AT STEUART AND 
MARKET STREETS, I DON’T GIVE A DAMN IF 
YOU PUT HER THERE IN A BALLOON.” 
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Deputy United States Marshal Mulhall seems to 
have been the connecting link between the’ two 
gangs of framers. His tactics seem to have been too 
raw. for the U. S. District Attorney’s office, for he 
was constantly criticising them to his friend Fickert. 

On October ‘7, 1918, Mulhall told Fickert: “If I 
go on the stand and tell all I know about these -- 
Preston’s office will be open to ridicule.” 

“The bunch of them are out for publicity and 
would blackmail a man if lit would do them any 
good.” Fickert responded. This was after the United 
States District Attorney’s office had convicted C. C. 
Crowley, one of Fickert’s bosom friends, as a paid 
German dynamiter. 

“I am going to have a meeting with Mulhall to- 
morrow,” Fickert told his deputy Cunha on Sep- 
tember 14th, “and I am going to link the Mooney 
case up with the Sacramento one. Mulhall has a let- 
ter from Mooney to Governor Spry in his pocket. 
He says he can knock hell out of the Mooney case 
for me.” At their meeting the next day Mulhall said 
that a good way to get the I. W. W’s to plead guilty 
would be to bring a squad of soldiers and inform 

.the I. W. W.‘s that on the report of the operatives 
they would be court martialed and shot. He claimed 
that this would produce the desired result. (From 
the statements of the defendants at Sacramento, it 
appears that this was actually tried.) Fickert said, 
“The best thing to do would be to get a bunch of 
soldiers who have served in the Philippines and give 
them the water cure.” 

Then they discussed the possibility of losing both 
the Sacramento and Mooney cases. 

“YOU KNOW IF THIS THING EVER BREAKS,” 
said Mulhall, “WE WILL GO DOWNHILL, SO FAST 
;rt;t:dALL HELL WONT SAVE US. Fickert 

Every’ conversation between Mulhall and Fickert 
seemed to clearly indicate that both cases were 
framed, and that prejudice was the main hope of 
the prosecutions. 
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Mulhall’s remark was eloqent of the situation. 
On September Hth, Captain J. J. O’Meara, head 

of what Fred Esmond described as the “Brutality 
Squad, rushed to Fickert’s office and complained to 
“Legs,” the pet name of the underworld for Fickert, 
“The Department of Justice won’t let me do any- 
thing with Goebel!” Goebel is the creature who re- 
cently masqueraded in Arizona as “T. R. Wilson.” 
While spying in Sacramento during the Ford and 
Suhr fight he was discovered and severely beaten 
by Fred Esmond and John Edenstrom. Goebel was 
seemingly in the employment of the Department of 
Justice in San Francisco as a provacateur, like Abra- 
hams, and O’Meara innocently took him for an hon- 
est-to-goodness Wilhelmstrasse agent, when he was 
in reality a Government spy planning some terrible 
“Pro-German I. W. W.-outrage” for the ignorant 
and unsuspecting public ! 

How Public Opinion is Poisoned 

(Headlines from Pacific Coast newspapers of the fall of 1917.) 

“I. W. W. THREATEN DE&;H$O FRIENDS OF JULIUS 

“I W. W. HELD TO BE MENACE TO NATION.” 
“I. W. W. CUT TROOP TRAIN IN TWO.” 

“I. W. W. PLOT TO KILL OFF LIVE STOCK.” 
“I. W. W. LEADER IS BASTINADOED.” 

-Sacramento Bee. ’ 

“I. W. W. PLOT. DYNAMITE FOUND BY U. S. FOOD 

FACTORY.” 
“I. W. W. TERROR NIPPED IN BUD.” 

“FEATHERS LIGHT. TAR CHEAP. I. W. W. ARE WARNED.” 
-Oakland Tribune. 

“KAISER’S GOLD PAYS FOR I. W. W. SABOTAGE.” 
“WORLD PLOT IS LAID TO I. W. W.” 

-San Francisco Chronicle. 
. 

“ARMY HORSES DIE. I. W. W. CHIEF HELD.” 
“BOLSHEVIK SHIP CARRIES SHELLS AND ARMS FOR 

I. w. W.” 
-San Francisco Examiner. 
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“SHORT SHRIFT FOR I. W. W. TRAITORS DEMANDED.” 
“WHOLESALE KILLING OF CATTLE PLANNED BY 

I. w. W.” 
-Sacramento Union. 

“BOLSHEVIK SLUSH FUND CHEERS I. W. W.” 
-San Francisco Call and Post. 

“1’7 LASHED AND EXILED AS I. W. W.” 
-San Francisco Bulletin. 

“NOTED SAN FRANCISCANS GET DEATB THREATS.” 
-Los Angeles Times. 

“I. W. W. RESPONSIBLE FOR SUGAR SHORTAGE.” 
-Fresno Herald. 

How Bomb Plots Are Arranged 

The Fickert recall election took place on Decem- 
ber l$ 1917. Two weeks before the San Francisco 
Bulletm published a warning that Fickert agents had 
been overheard arranging a fake dynamite explo- 
sion to take place at Fickert’s residence on Green 
street a few days before election. The publicity of 
the plot in the Bulletin spoiled the arrangement and 
the San Francisco explosion was abandoned. How- 
ever, one was pulled off in Sacramento equally as 
good. Of that more anon. 

Densmore caught the details of yet another fake 
plot against Fickert in the dictagraph. Here is the 
story : 

August 19, 1918, 6:lO p. m.. 
(Press Agent called Joe Rock, Fickert’s campaign manager 

in his candidacy for governor.) 
Press Agent : I’ve been thinking over our talk, and have 

prepared some stuff for the Bulletin and the Call, which I will 
try to put over. 

Rock: Good. 
Press Agent : I’ve also been thinking that there’s another 

way to start up a little excitement. It seems a little lonely 
down there where Fickert is, but if someone would shoot off 
a pistol-or even a big firecracker-and throw a scare into the , 
audience-do you get the idea? 

Rock: Yes, I get you. 
Press Agent : I f  he got shot at with a blank cartridge, it 

would be blamed on the I. W. W.‘s, and the chief would hop 
up in the limelight. I’ve been talkmg to Rolph, Stephens and 
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Hayes, in order to get, the enemy’s ideas. By the way, did 
you get any action on the telegram to T. R.? 

Rock: No, not yet.” 

Neither of these fakes was ever pulled off. But 
if they were? Well, then, all the king’s horses and 
all the king’s men couldn’t wipe out the impression 
that the “direct-actionists” of California were after 
the noble Fickert to avenge his conviction of the 
“Russian anarchist,” Tom Mooney. 

The Harmless Sacramento Explosion 

The Sacramento explosion occurred at the rear of 
the gubernatorial mansion at midnight on Decem- 
ber 17, 1917, a few hours before the polls opened 
in the Fickert recall election in San Francisco. The 
damage done was infinitesmal. Immediately hun- 
dreds of phone girls were put on the job in San 
Francisco. Voters were called out of their beds. 
“Vote for Fickert and your own preservation. Stop 
dynamiting in California,” was the message the 
phone girls were instructed to repeat. It worked very 
successfully. The estimate of the probable vote given 
to the press by Registrar Zemansky was nearly lO,- 
000 short of the official poll. Fickert was re-elected. 

In Sacramento Governor Stephens attributed the 
explosion to pro-German plotters. They were after 
him for his patriotic war endeavors, he claimed. Chief 
of Police Ira Conran was just as emphatic in his way 
that the. dreaded I. W.. W. was the culprit. 

Investigators were out at work to determine the 
culprit or culprits. A raid was made on the I. W. W. 
headquarters. Every member in town was arrested 
and detectives stationed in the hall picked up any 
one who straggled in. As in Bisbee the telegraph 
offices were watched so that no news of the raid 
could be conveyed to any outside organization and 
several were got in this fashion. 

On December 22 (five days after the explosion), 
the Sacramento police arrested William Hood and 
George Voetter as they were leaving an express of- 
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fice with a package containing nine sticks of dyna- 
mite, five cakes of soap and a quantity of bacon. 
Hood had been working as a cook in-a construction 
camp in the country and on leaving there had taken 
this stuff with him, as he intended going on a pros- 
pecting trip. This was taken as complete proof of 
the guilt of all the defendants. 

“I AM FOR PROMPT USE OF THE ROPE,” was 
the declaration of City Commissioner D. W. Car- 
michael, also head of the local Chamber of Com- 
merce. Carmichael is supposed to be the originator 
of curing unemployment by pickhandle brigades. So 
this incitement to violence was not unexpected. 

The Sacramento Bee was equally bloodthirsty. 
Elsewhere will be found a selection of extracts and 
two cartoons which exceed the Los Angeles Times 
in bitterness and malevolence. “Shoot them at sun- 
rise,” was the dictum of the Bee. They held this idea 
constantly up to the public. The Sacramento Sunday 
news told how a Committee of Five wanted to call 
at the jail and notify the prisoners that in the event 
of another explosion a number of them would be 
taken out and hanged. The suggestion was vetoed 
after much discussion. 

Don S. Rathbun of the Department of Justice went 
up to Sacramento from San Francisco to investigate 
the situation. The result of his visit is best described 
by the Sacramento Bee of December 29th. 

“Don S. Rathbun, special agent of the Department of Jus- 
tice, located at San Francisco, spent yesterday morning in 
looking over the evidence in the hands of the local police, and 
advised that there was not sufficient justification therein for 
holding any of the men, save William Hood, G. F. Voetter and 
John Graves, for probable connection with the outrage (the 
alleged dynamiting at the gubernatorial mansion). Nor would 
he undertake, on behalf of his department, to make further 
investigation or order the men held pending results. 

“When urged to proceed agaist these men for seditious and 
disloyal utterances, proofs of which were offered, HE AN- 
NOUNCED THAT HE WAS NOT AUTHORIZED TO DO SO 
AND FURTHER THAT THE UNITED STATES CANNOT 
HOLD OR PUNISH THE I. W. W. OR OTHERS UNDER 
THE PRESENT LAWS FOR OFFENSES OF THIS CHAR- 
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ACTER, WHEN NOT ACCOMPANIED BY OVEkT ACTS 
OR PROOF OF CONSPIRACY.” 

. Practically the same news story appeared in the 
Sacramento Union. What a farce! There was no 
evidence ! Sheriff Gormley, who was coming up 
soon for re-election, had a brilliant inspiration. He 
went before the Chamber of Commerce and urged 
that the Californian senators and congressmen be 
telegraphed urging that an immediate law be passed 
making membership in the I. W. W. a felony. 
Whether they took any action or not is unknown. 
Gormley’s rival, Ellis Jones, won the election. This 
campaign manoeuvre availed the sheriff nothing. 

The prosecution was up against it. The jail was 
packed so tight that Commissioner Simmons notified 
the authorities that they were violating the law. 
That did not worry them so much. Where was the 
evidence? That was the big problem. 

Carmichael ordered the men held. They were not 
to be released under any circumsances. Then he and 
Ray Benjamin, Assistant Attorney-General, wired 
Washington urging that the federal authorities hold 
and prosecute the prisoners. Benjamin is famous as 
the polite prosecutor of his friend Fickert’s friend 
Frank C. Oxman of Oregon. 

Washington acceded and the work of building up 
a case was started. 

The Investigation 

Prominent citizens of Sacramento, including Simon 
Lubin, chairman of the Immig‘ratlon and Housing 
Commission, hired private investigators to probe the 
explosion. The watchman, a man named Claussen, 
told the most contradictory stories. Eventually he 
disappeared. It later transpired that he was an inti- 
mate friend of Martin Swanson, the Mooney framer. 

The press had already convicted the I. W. ’ W.‘s 
of the crime. They needed no further evidence. 
“German gold. I” was the taunt flung at the prison- 
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ers. About this time the San Francisco Examiner 
had flaring headlines, “The Russian steamer ‘Shilka’ 
has arrived on the Pacific Coast with a cargo of arms 
for the I. W. W.” and good unsuspecting citizens 
shuddered in their boots at the prospect of an I. W. 
W. army marching through .California destroying 
everything in their path. 

The result of the investigation was not disclosed 
for some time. On Sunday, February 24th, 1918, the 
truth came out. “Stephens blocks bomb case, says 

2:lYon9 
” was the glaring headline. A sub-heading 

“Flat statement is made that administration 
was ?rying to job District Attorney Fickert.” 

“The State Capitol was thrown into a furore late 
today,” said the Chronicle, “when it was learned 
from an evening paper that Governor William D. 
Stephens was accused in the strongest of words of 
not assisting and even hampering the investigation 
of the Federal officers into the activities of the I. 
w. w. ’ 

“The statement was made ,by Assistant U. S. At- 
torney P. H. Johnson of this city and was made 
when he was shown a published statement from a 
San Francisco paper that the Governor was person- 
ally interesting himself in the investigation of Fritz 
Hagerman, alias Charles Aisenbach, said to have 
confessed to an I. W. W. plot in Susanville. 

“Reading the statement, an angry flush suffused 
the face of the Federal attorney. He nearly jumped 
from his chair and heatedly said, almost loud enough 
to be a shout: ‘I have never been able to get to the 
bottom of this thing with the Governor. They’ve 
shut up out there. I know the Governor has been 
making a private investigation ever since the explo- 
sion at the gubernatorial mansion. At the Governor’s 
office we were promised a man to aid in the investi- 
gation and to give us a state fund to run down these 
criminals. This never has been done. 

“SOMETHING IS DOG-GONED STRANGE HERE. 
THIS SCHEME OF BLOCKING THE FEDERAL 

20 
. 



OFFICERS WAS PLANNED TO LAY THE BLAME’ 
ON THE FICKERT CROWD IN SAN FRANCISCO 
TO SET UP A PLAUSIBLE DEFENSE FOR THE I. 
W. W. JAILED HERE AWAITING THEIR TRIALS 
UNDER THE FEDERAL INDICTMENT RECENTLY 
RETURNED.” 

So the dynamiting of the gubernatorial mansion 
was NOT done by the I. W. W. The guilty party 
was never uncovered. The result of the investiga- 
tion was never revealed. But Prosecutor P. H. John- 
son DID give the public a very logical clue. 

The boys and the girl, Theodora Pollok, were duly 
indicted. The indictment was changed four times be- 
fore the actual trial. It was a very interesting docu- 
ment, and in it we discovered new crimes. Many of 
the defendants wrote their friends after being ar- 
rested. Portions of these letters appeared against 
them as “overt acts.” Telegrams of protest ad- 
dressed to the authorities by Frederick Esmond, pub- 
licity agent of the defense, and Albert Fox, treasurer 
of the Defense Committee, against the inhuman 
treatment meted out to those first arrested, were 
charged against them, thus making it a felony to as- 
sist in a labor defense. 

Another crime charged aginst the defendants was 
the reproducing of a Dooley witticism. Here’s the 
heinous utterance : 

Mr. Dooleg: Don’t ask f’r rights. Take thim. An’ don’t 
let anny wan giv thim to ye. A right that is handed to ye f’r 
nawthin’ has somethin’ the matter wid it.” 

Finley Peter Dunne-take notice ! 
The abolition of the wage system (recently advo- 

cated by a committee of bishops) also came in for 
prominent mention. But, of course, the bishops will 
not be prosecuted. 

The defendants were charged with violating ev- 
ery war act of Congress,. with every editorial and 
article appearing in I. W. W. publications, with every 
large fire in the state since the declaration of war- 
in all they were charged, according to some statis- 
tical wag, with 10,000 crimes each. 
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Some of the excerpts from the official organs read: 
“Wouldn’t it be better to stay in this country and defend 

what little you’ve got than to go all the way to France to de- 
fend something you haven’t got at all?” 

“Owing to the comparative scarcity of men and the large 
amounts of orders the lumber companies have on hand, we 
have now an opportunity such as we never had beforeJig 
shorten haurs, raise wages and improve conditions.” 
Rowan. 

“Deny free speech, free press and free assemblage if you 
dare, but beware of the deluge.” 

“To hell with submission.” 

Another White Elephant 

Meanwhile down in Fresno another bunch of mem- 
bers had been indicted on November 21, 1917. They 
were still in jail. The main clause in the indictment 
was aimed at the strike weapon. It read: 

“The defendants are charged with having conspired to. in- 
juiuthsmtlmldate and oppress certain citizens of the United 

. . . by demanding stated wages and certain terms from 
the employera throughout the United States and unless the em- 
ployers of labor will agree to pay the stated wages and agree 
to the certain terms demanded, the said defendants and the 
said persons, with whom said defendants conspired, would 
refuse to work for or give ‘their services to said employers, 
and would engage in what is known in every day parlance as 
a strike.” 

Later at the actual trial, William Bath, a prospect- 
ive juror, said explosively, “A man that strikes in 
war time is not a loyal, man to his country. It is dis- 
loyal to strike in war time.” 

“I agree with you,” replied Prosecutor Duncan. 
The same doctrine was expounded by Nebeker in 

Chicago. 
Eventually the Fresno and Sacramento indictments 

were amalgamated, with the anti-strike clause omit- 
ted, and all the defendants incarcerated in Sacra- 
mento County Jail, including some of the Fresno de- 
fendants who were out on bail, but who were re- 
arrested. 

The uphill task of conducting a defense began. 
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Defense Harassed Into Silence 

It was a big task. It proved to be an impossible 
one. The press reeked with lies. No denial was 
possible. If the organization attempted a handbill 
refutation, the distributors were promptly arrested. 
It was useless asking for a square deal from the 

Worse than useless-for a favorite trick was 
!!%&ort a denial to substantiate the lie it was de- 
signed to correct. We will enumerate some of the 
statements put out in the press by the prosecution: 

1. “The government has evidence in its possession that 
the I. W. W. is plahning to destroy every flour mill on the Pa- 
cific Coast, to burn a great portion of the wheat crop of Cali- 
fornia, to cause strikes in all canneries as soon as the fruit 
season is in full swing and to hamper the shipbuilding in- 
dustry.“-Assistant U. S. District Attorney Casper Ornbaum, 
Sacramento Bee, May 27, 1918. 

(Note-Not one word of corroborative evidence 
was produced at the Sacramento trial. There was a 
cannery strike in Oakland in August, 1918, and six 
workers were arrested and held incommunicado un- 
der the work or fight act by the Department of Jus- 
tice. The American Federation of Labor was organ- 
izing them. Secretary William Spooner of the Ala- 

-meda Labor Council was threatened with arrest un- 
der the Espionage Act when he attempted to see the 
prisoners. -Mr. Spooner is a conservative, and is now 
a leader in the movement to exclude aliens from mem- 
bership in Alameda unions.) 

“They state that their stand in the war is natural. 
Th& demeanor indicates that they are absolutely opposed to 
war and if anything were done by them it would be against 
the United States and in favor of Germany.“-Assistant U. S. 
District Attorney Casper Ornbaum. 

(Note-Again not a word of evidence to corrobo- 
rate the “German gold” bogey). 

3. Headline : “I. W. W. CONFESSES WHOLESALE AR- 
SON AND SABOTAGE PLOT.” 

This story appeared in February, 1918. An alien, 
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Fritz Hagerman. confessed that he had been hired 
by the I.-W. W. to set fires, poison stock and gener- 
ally terrorize the state. The story, with the min- 
utest detail, covered an entire page in the press. It 
didn’t stand up for a moment. It was soon shown 
that it was impossible for him to be at the places 
named in his confession. An insignificant item in 
the press later informed the public that the “con- 
fessor” was insane ! 

4. Headline : “I. W. W. ARRESTED FOR SHEEP POI- 
SONING.” 

This, as well as the above, appeared in the San 
Francisco press. Basil Saffores, secretary of the 
Latin Branch of the I. W. W., was arrested in con- 
nection with the poisoning of a few. hundred sheep 
in South San Francisco. After the press, as usual, 
had convicted him without trial, a chemist found 
that the sheep had died as a result of having been 
fed fermented beans. 

These kind of stories appeared almost every day. 
When disproved, the denial was found on a back 
page-if it was published at all. 

George Creel, Chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Information, admits this wholesale lying in an 
article entitled, “The American Newspaper,” in 
Everybody’s Magazine, April, 1919. 

“Any silence with regard to loyalty,” writes Creel, “was 
more than made up for by space given lavishly to everything 
even remotely indicating disloyalty. Just as every untoward 
incident was credited to the German spy system, SO WAS 
EVERY DISORDER, EVERY MANIFESTATION OF UNREST 
ASCRIBED EITHER TO THE I. W. W. OR THE BOLSHE- 
VIKI. NO EFFORT WAS MADE AT DISTINCTION, MOO- 
NEY PROTESTS, SOCIALIST MEETINGS, ETC., BEING 
LUMPED TOGETHER.” 

Referring to the Bisbee deportations, Creel writes: 
“The press of America, in July, 1917, carried the story of 

.an industrial rebellion in the Warren district of Arizona, stat- 
ing that the trouble was due to an I. W. W. and pro-Ger- 
man combination formed for the purpose of interfering with 
the copper production, so vital to the war needs of the Gov- 
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emment; that the Government itself had been forced to take 
a hand; that a censorship over telegraph and telephones had 
been instituted, and that the most drastic measures would be 
necessary to still a very grave and menacing outburst of dis- 
loyalty.” 

The labor organizations of the country protested, 
and a Presidential commission of inquiry made the 
following report on November 6, 1917: 

“A strike was called in the Warren district on June 26. 
The aid of Federal troops was requested, and after full inves- 
tigation the War Department refused the request on the ground 
that conditions were peaceful and free from disorder. On the 
night of July 11 managers and officials of the copper com- 
panies agreed upon a campaign of deportation. 

“Early on the morning of July 12, the sheriff and an armed 
force of two thousand men rounded up one thousand one hun- 
dred and eighty-six men in the Warren district, put them 
aboard a train, and dumped them finally in the desert town of 
Hermanas, where they were abandoned without adequate sup- 
ply of food., water and shelter. 

“According to an Army census of the deported men, 199 
were native-born Americans, 468 were citizens, 472 were reg- 
istered under the selective draft law and 433 were married. 
Of the foreign-born, over twenty nationalities were repre- 
sented, including 141 British, 82 Serbians and 179 Slavs. Ger- 
mans and Austro-Hungarians (other than Slavs) were com- 
paratively few. 

“NOTHING STOOD PROVED MORE CLEARLY THAN 
THAT IT WAS NOT AN I. W. W. MOVEMENT, NOR EVEN 
REMOTELY GERMAN INTRIGUE.” 

The “German gold” bogey was overworked in Cal- 
ifornia. It was flung at the whole radical move- 
ment, but more concentrated in the I. W. W. than 
on the rest. 

What are the facts? 
THE ONLY PERSONS CONVICTED IN CALI- 

FORNIA OF. RECEIVING “GERMAN GOLD” WERE 
PROMINENT CAPITALISTS AND AN ATTACHE 
OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY FICKERT’S OFFICE IN 
SAN FRANCISCO ! 

Swayne & Hoyt, prominent lumber and shipping 
magnates, the Northern & Southern Steamship Com- 
pany, and about a dozen other big business interests 
were convicted of victualling the German fleet in Pa- 
cific waters. 
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C. C. Crowley, joint employe of District Attorney 
Fickert and the German Consulate in San Francisco, 
was convicted of dynamiting outrages, committed at 
the instigation of Germany and paid for by German 
Consul Von Bopp. 

Fickert was a witness for the German defendants 
and was proven to have given Crowley a letter of in- 
troduction addressed to “Officials and Officers 
Throughout the United States and Canada.” The 
letter described Crowley as “a special agent of this 
(Fickert’s) office and connected with the. Depart- 
ment of Justice of the City and County of San Fran- 
cisco.” 

There is no such organization as the “Department 
of Justice of the City and County of San Francisco.” 

When Crowley was prowling about with his dyna- 
mite, Fickert’s letter was in his pocket--a lying 
alibi. 

The Densmore dictagraph revelations proved that 
Fickert and Crowley are again bosom friends, Crow- 
ley having served his term at McNeill’s Island. 

These are facts from the records of the United 
States Courts of San Francisco. 

So much for the poisoned press. We said that the 
defense was harassed into silence! That is a mild 
term. The Chicago defense was scientifically crip- 
pled. The Californian one was bludgeoned. 

The men in jail, for one whole year without trial, 
suffered terribly. During the Spanish Inquisition 
prisoners were mutilated piecemeal or suffered the 
deadly embrace of the Iron Maiden. The inhuman 
practices of that day have passed. They have been 
replaced. In Sacramento the prisoners were densely 
packed. Commissioner Simmons, as stated before, 
protested. He seems to have been ignored. The 
men were confined in a room so small that half had 
to stand or sit up while the others lay down to sleep. 
They slept on a concrete floor with a thin cotton 
blanket each. The food being inadequate, they were 
sent in some from the outside. 

IT WAS PLACED OUTSIDE THE CAGE IN FULL 
VIEW OF THE MEN AND ALLOWED TO ROT! 
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The petty privations and annoyances suffered by 
the men are too numerous to mention here. It is 
sufficient to say that they were treated in much. the 
same fashion as the boys were in Kansas. 

Five of the Men Died in Custody! 

JAMES NOLAN. 
HENRY C. EVANS. 
ED. BURNS. 
R. J. BLAINE, descendant of James G. Blaine. 
FRANK TRAVIS. 
Nolan died from tuberculosis aggravated in jail 

and the others died of the Spanish influenza. 
The men were cared for by their comrades and 

got the tenderest treatment. Many others were in 
a critical condition and $200 spent on medicine saved 
them. This money was to be refunded to the organ- 
ization by the United States authorities. Despite 
many requests this has never been done. 

Numerous efforts were made to get the prosecu- 
tion to give poor Nolan a chance. The work was all 
in vain. Nolan’s life was forfeited for nothing. 
There was no evidence against him but his member- 
&;ptFatthe I. W. W. He paid the penalty of death 

The following medical certificates are eloquent: 

“People’s Bank Building. 
“Sacramento, Calif., April 16, 1918. 

“TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
“I herewith present report on my examination of James 

Nolan. Nolan is 33 years old ; former occupation, kitchen 
worker. He complains of a cough caught last November (a 
month prior to his arrest) and which is steadily growing worse. 
The cough is particularly annoying during the latter part of 
the night and in the morning. He says that he has lost con- 
siderable weight. Temperature at 11 a. m., 98 S-10, pulse 104. 
Temperature at 6 

cf. 
m., 99 2-10, pulse 82. Upon examination 

I find dullness an moist rales over the entire upper lobe of 
the left lung and apex of the right lung. Upon ausculation 
moist crackling rales are heard over these areas. Sputum anal- 
ysis showed pus cells and tubercle bacilli. I would say that 
this man is in the advanced stage of pulmonary tuberculosis. 

“W. A. BEATTIE, M. D.” 
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And later: 
“1005 K Street. 
“Sacramento, Calif., June 1’7, 1918. 

‘Judge Van Fleet, 
“San Francisco. 

“Dear Judge : 
“Mr. James Nolan, who is to be tried in your court on Oct. 8, 

is suffering from consumption and I feel that he should go to 
Arizona for at least a couple of months. He has been under 
my care, but owning to the fact that he must work he is not 
improving. 

“It seems to me that he should be given this chance. 
“Yours very truly, 

“A. E. BRIGGS, M. D.” 

Poor Nolan got no chance. The last face he saw on 
earth was that of one of his jailers. 

Extracts from Sacramento Lynching Editorials 

“The average highwayman, the average murderer, is a far 
better citizen than the I. W. W. For the I. W. W. is out to 
rob, to burn, .to kill, for no other purpose than that he hates 
mankind in general. There are few criminals in San Quen- 
tin or Folsom as great moral hyenas as any man or woman who 
would subscribe to the tenets of the I. W. W.“-Sacramento 
Bee. 

“A vigilante movement which will act with the deliberation 
and justice of a court and without the delays and evasions per- 
mitted by our laws may sometimes be a desirable and even a 
necessary thing in the protection of life and liberty.“-Sacra- 
mento Bee. 

“Until there b& such legislation the citizenry of each cbm- 
munity may find it necessary to regulate these matters them- 
selves. And if such regulation is invoked? it will be under a 
drastic system in which ‘There may be mighty little law, but 
there’ll be heaps of justice.’ “--Sacramento Bee. 

“If the national administration is so weak in authority or 
so wanting in determination that it will not prevent or punish 
the disloyal teachings of these I. W. W.‘s, then the city should do 
it. And if the city may not legally do so and effectively pro- 
tect its citizens against the threat that exists in the continued 
presence of this criminal class in our midst, then it becomes the 
duty of the private citizen to secure that result by other than 
legal means. The Bee recommends an organization of respon- 
sible citizens that will act in this matter with determination and 
deliberation.“- Sacramento Bee. 
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“If justice should be thwarted the people may find it neces- 
sary in such cases to visit the drastic and salutary punishment 
upon all such offenders before the courts are given opportunity 
for trial.“-Sacramento Bee. 

“It would be a waste of time to have them arrested and 
tried. The best thing to do is to shoot them and not wait for 
sunrise,.either. The sooner the better, even if there is no time 
to permit them counsel or benefit of clergy.“-Sacramento Bee. 

“The I. W. W.‘s convicted at Chicago deserve nothing less 
than to be taken out and shot at sunrise.“-Sacramento Bee. 

“Mooney deserves the gallows, even if he never had been 
connected with the Preparedness Day bomb infamy.“-Sacrzc 
mento Bee. 

“The Committee of Five (well known, but nameless citizens) 
thought it advisable to make it known to the I. W. W. that in 
the event of any more dynamite outrages in this city a VIG- 
ILANCE COMMITTEE WOULD BE ORGANIZED AT ONCE 
AND A NUMBER OF THEM WOULD BE TAKEN OUT AND 
HANGED.“-Sacramento News. 

“We Don’t Intenth”, H.:;e:, Any Publicity in 
1 

The attitude of the prosecution toward the defense 
committee is aptly summed up in the above phrase of 
one of the “law and order” forces. The idea of even 
attempting a defense was a dangerous one. Com- 
munications passing between the Sacramento and 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, Chambers of Commerce urged = 
violence and a communication from the latter body 
urging whippings and coats of tar and feathers were 
approvingly printed in the Sacramento Bee and other 
“law and order” publications. 

Of course all ideas of opening a defense head- 
quarters in Sacramento were abandoned. One was 
opened in San Francisco.’ It was raided seven times 
in six months and papers and equipment necessary 
for defense work were carted away. Even Under- 
wood typewriters were banned as treasonable! 

Treasurer A. L. Fox, though working under salary, 
was arrested for vagrancy fifteen times in four 
months. He was discharged every time. 

Theodora Pollok, the first secretary, was arrested 
without warrant when she sought to bail out James 
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Price, and $1,000 defense money found on her was 
held a long time, when it was urgently needed to 
carry on the defense. 

Two women, Mrs. Kaufman and Mrs. Esmond, the 
latter wife of Frederick Esmond, one of the defend- 
ants and a paid employe of the defense committee, 
were arrested on one occasion when the police raided 
the defense and grabbed Secretary R. A. Williams. 
After being ordered released by Judge Brady, they 
were held by the police and ordered to subject 
themselves to the physical examination usually given 
arrested prostitutes ! When Judge Brady heard 
of it, he shouted: “These women shall not be examin- 
ed while I sit on the bench! They must be released 
imm.ediately !” After the police had twice refused to 
obey, the judge descended from the bench and him- 
self gave his orders. The girls were freed. 

Though neither of these girls had ever been con- 
victed of any crime, and although they were not 
then charged with committing any crime, they were 
photographed and their fingerprints taken by the 
police ! 

Frederick Esmond, defense publicity agent! was 
also jailed in pursuance of the prosecution pohcy of 
“No publicity!“. Esmond had been active in many 
labor fights, notably the Wheatland and Mooney 
fights. He had been admitted to bail on the Sacra- 
mento indictment, but as soon as he started exposing 
jail conditions in Sacramento he was promptly ar- 
rested as a “dangerous alien” ! 

The indictment was changed four times to suit 
the rounding up of all active organization members 
and the consequent change of prosecution tactics. 
Six months after the first arrests a large group were 
arrested for alleged arson and the original defend- 
ants were included in this rearranged indictment, 
though this resulted in many of the boys being 
charged with fires occurring after their imprison- 
ment. 

Mail between the Chicago and San Francisco de- 
fense headquarters was held up for four months. 
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The clumsiest prosecution tactic was the circula- 
tion of a forged circular letter bearing the signa- 
tures of Fellow Workers Embree, Hegge, Matt Fox 
and Pete Stone. This was doubtless the product of a 
member of the Naval Intelligence Bureau, William 
Abrahams, who was trying to ingratiate himself into 
the defense in the role of agent provocateur. He had 
already offered a $500 check to “start something.” 
His magnanimous offer was refused! 

“The next time you are asked to donate for Sacramento, 
turn it down,” advised this letter. “Tell whoever has the list 
that you believe in organizing and not in direct action anarch- 
ism. It has never been our policy to advocate destruction of 
property and for us to come out and defend men who believe 
in and practice arson and other forms of destruction, is to play 
into the hands of the master.” 

Not many were deceived by this forgery. 
The result of this constant persecution and raid- 

ing of the defense was a step which shocked the con- 
fidence of the American people in Californian “jus- 
tice.” It was a healthy douche following the flagrant 
perjury plot against Tom Mooney! 

“No Legal Defense, Labor Will Judge,” 
Say Defendants 

Nathan Coghlan, prominent in many Coast labor 
cases, had been retained by the defense. But the 
forty-three defendants in the Sacramento Jail de- 
termined on a bold stroke. “There is no justice to 
be obtained in Californian Courts,” they proclaimed. 
“We can’t get a fair trial in any state in the union. 
Bourke Cockran, the most famous lawyer of the New 
York Bar, couldn’t save Tom Mooney. Vanderveer 
failed in Chicago. The confessions of Allie Kidwell 
and Estelle Smith, the publication of the famous per- 
jury-suborning letters of Frank C. Oxman and the 
supplications of the President of the United States 
couldn’t take innocent Tom Mooney out of his death 
cell. Eugene V. Debs didn’t whine and retract. The 
Labor movement of America will judge us. We will 
have no lawyers. We will not put a single witness 
on the stand. The prosecution has harassed our de- 

31 --- 



fense in its efforts to organize and prepare a legi- 
timate case. The blame rests on them. We are 
ready for your farce !” 

The vote of the men in jail in favor of the policy 
of a silent defense read : For silent defense 40, 
against 1, and neutral 2. Theodora Pollok, A. L. 
Fox and Basil Saffores, who were out on bail, dissent- 
ed and employed attorneys. 

The policy of a silent defense aroused much dis- 
cussion. It was not accepted by the entire organiza- 
tion as a policy to be invoked everywhere, but as the 
almost unanimous decision of the forty-three men 
in jail, it was accepted by the Californian movement. 

That it was eminently justified was proven by the 
statement of Captain Alexander Sidney Lanier, pub- 
lished a few months ago in a few progressive pub- 
lications. .Captain Lanier, formerly Assistant At- 
torney-General of the Philippine Islands, belonged, 
during the war, to the military intelligence division 
of the general staff of the United States Army. 

His statement reads: 
“Whatever may be the merits or demerits of the Chicago 

indictment and the question of the sufficiency of the evidence 
as a whole to sustain the prosecution-and upon these matters 
there may be ground for debate-there can be no question, in 
my opinion, of the absolute innocence and wrongful conviction 
of Charles Ashleigh, Leo Lauki and Vincent St. John in part- 
icular. I defy any one to show me one scintilla of evidence in 
the record of this trial that proves either of the above defend- 
ants conspired with any one to violate the law, or that they did, 
in fact, violate any law, as charged and set forth in the indict- 
ment, or otherwise. 

“While I am of the opinion that these men were convicted 
contrary to the law and the evidence, solely because they were 
leaders of a revolutionary organization against which public 
opinion was incensed: and that the verdict rendered was a 
foregone conclusion from the beginning in obedience to a pub- 
lic hysteria and popular demand due to the psychology of the 
times. I feel that the inclusion in the verdict and sentence of’ 
the three defendants, above named, was a gross miscarriage of 
justice and an outrage that every consideration of right and 
good order of society demand should be corrected.” 

Captain Lanier’s courageous confession of wrong 
is neatly reposing in Attorney-General Mitchell Pal- 
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mer’s files. It has not been acted upon. It has been 
ignored. 

It is, however, an official endorsement of the Sacra- 
. mento silent defense. 

It is manly and brave and true. 
The American public will not ignore and forget it. 
It is a damnable indictment of democracy as 

known and practiced by the Wilson administration. 
It won’t be forgotten as quick as the “fourteen 

points” of sacred memory! 

The “Trial” Starts 
The “trial” started. “We want it distinctly under- 

stood that these attorneys don’t represent us,” stated 
Mortimer Downing the moment court convened. He 
referred to Attorneys Nate Coghlan, Harry McKee 
and Cowells. 

.The forty-six defendants answered the roll call. 
They presented quite a contrast. Mostly American, 
other nationalities were represented. Frenchmen, 
Syrians and Italians were interspersed with graduates 
of Oxford and Dublin Universities, court stenograph- 
ers, editors and Washington correspondents, lumber- 
men, chemists and agricultural workers. All of them 
showed the strain of the year’s confinement and the 
deaths of five of their fellow defendants. And they 
all showed a supreme contempt of the initial pro- 
ceedings. They spent most of their time sleeping and 
reading standard works on economics. 

The attorneys for the three other defendants, how- 
ever, were alert and fought fruitlessly. 

No “safer” and “saner” jury could have been se- 
lected than the twelve who were ultimately sworn in 
as jurors. Eleven of them are said to have been sub- 
scribers to the Sacramento Bee. Indeed, the Bee 
stated on December 11th; “There has not been a 
juror examined who is not a subscriber to the Bee.” 

.Henry C. Wolff, excused juror, stated in court on De- 
cember 12th ; “If I believed all there was in the Bee 
regarding the I. W. W. I would believe they were as 
guilty as the devil.” Such was the psychology of 

33 

. 



. eleven out the twelve jurors, perhaps of the entire 
jury. 

Before the “trial” got properly started, Mortimer 
Downing asked for a ruling as to the censorship of 
the defendants’ mail. He complained that letters 
writtento Judge Van Fleet by him were opened and 
read by the prosecution and never reached the judge. 
One of those letters will be found in the appendix. 
“It is the custom for the marshal to censor prison- 
ers’ mail,” replied Judge Rudkin. “Suppose I write 
a letter to a witness I propose to call in, in which I 
ask him what he knows,” asked Downing. “Must I 
submit it to the prosecution to read?” “I’ll see that 
the, proper person gets it,” responded the Court. 
Dl’2’in;n ‘Fbsolute censorsl$p does exist?” said 

. Urn-well-yes, was the answer. 
The prosecution started by reading, “I. W. W. 

History, Structure and Methods” by Vincent St. John. 
Other pamphlets were also read lbefore the long 
line of witnesses reached the witness chair. 

The evidence went’ back to 1905. It included 
strikes all over the Pacific Coast. Every ‘activity 
against the organization for years was recalled. 
Private letters of no importance were read-worse, 
detached sentences from private letters, that, taken 
with their context, might have meant something very 
different from the construction there being put upon 
them. The main idea of the evidence was to prove 
to the jury (1) that all the defendants were class 
conscious ; (2) that consequently they believed in 
the strike weapon, and (3) that they had the auda- 
city to strike for better conditions in wartime, when 
their employers had to produce a maximum of work 
with a ‘not altogether adequate labor supply. 

The lumber strike in the Northwest was part- 
icularly harped upon, but the weakling, Julius Wein- 
berg, deliberately stated on the witness stand as a 
prosecution witness that “the strike was for better 
conditions and wages.” Tired of the numerous 
charges of “they struck in war time,” Judge Rudkin 
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almost shouted at Prosecutor Duncan at one stage of 
the trial: “They had a perfect right to strike for 
better conditions !” 

Deputy United States Marshall Ed Byrne was 
dragged down from the North to testify regarding 
a raid on the organization in Spokane. Having test- 
ified as to arrests, etc., Coghlan started to cross- 
examine him. “The ground of the arrest of these 
men in the Northwest is not proper cross-examina- 
tion,” objected Duncan. “These men are not on 
trial. This is immaterial.” “You brought out this 
matter, yourself, Mr. Duncan,” retorted Judge Rud- 
kin. This incident was typical of the spirit of the 
-prosecution throughout. 

Then it transpired that the nineteen men were 
arrested because they protested against what they 
considered the unfair imprisonment of some of their 
members, and debated whether they should strike 
to get justice for the men in jail. The jury was shown 
that the arrests were not made because of ‘the con- 
cealment of any German U-Boats in the I. W. w. 
premises or the presence of 4%centimeter guns for 

l the destruction of the Seattle Times o&e or Gle 
Hanson’s henhouse. 

l 

Dennis, Dymond and Coutts. Stars-All of Them. 

The chief witnesses-“star witnesses”-for the 
prosecution were three of the original defendants, 
Wilford Dennis, John Dymond and Elbert Coutts. 
Dennis capitulated after a few days in the Sacra- 
mento County Jail, and his name was stricken from 
the indictment on condition that he would testify 
against his fellows. 

The prosecution read the following letter, written 
by Dennis during the Ford and Suhr fight. It was ad- 
dressed to the Sacramento Defense Committee : 

“New action in the Ford and Suhr matter must be thought 
out and put going. Realizing that the hop barons have not got 
the economic power sufficient to move state affairs (or they 
would have turned Ford and Suhr loose) we must enlarge the 
atrike to include the canneries and fruit industry. Get the 
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sab kittens started in the canning muustries and we can holler 
loud and cripple the demand for Californian canned goods, 
for none are so patriotic as to court the diarrhea. Just as 
good and no sab cats prowling. Then advise labor and its 
friends to cut out Californian canned goods for the benefit 
of the Ford and Suhr case and their own health. It will put 
an awful cramp in the demand. Maybe the canners can help 
the hop growers get Ford and Suhr a little justice. Either this, 
or educate the rank and file of the I. W. W. to charge the 
capitalist class $500,000 per month as long as Ford and Suhr 
are inside and make the capitalists~ pay it each day.” 

Dennis testified that letters written by him in his 
Berkeley home were the general sentiment of the 
San Francisco International Workers’ Defense Lea- 
gue, which was assisting in the Ford and Suhr de- 
fense. Prosecutor Duncan introduced this letter as 
the sentiment and conviction of the defendants con- 
nected with the defense of Ford and Suhr. 

Attorney Nate Coghlan completely refuted this 
contention, despite the mental wriggling of Dennis 
on the witness stand. _ 

We reproduce part of the cross examination: 
Coghlau: The Committee never advised you to answer that 

letter that way, did they? .’ 
Dennis: The Lambert reply about the $2.75 and the Dodson 

matter-L” 

Coghlan: Just answer my question. Did the committee ad- 
vise you to reply to this letter that way or was it not, as a 
matter of fact, a private communication, deemed so by you, in 
which you added these other effusions that had nothing to do 
with the matter communicated to you by Lambert? 

Dennis: Part of it is with reference to Dodson--” 

Judge Rudkin: You understand the question. The question 
is whether the answer was authorized by the committee? 

Dennis: I would not say that they particularly authorized it, 
no. 

eoghlan: Answer the question. Did they authorize any part 
of that answer to this letter? 

Dennis: 1 do not believe that there was a meeting held where- 
by they authorized me to write that.” 

Comment on Dennis and his testimony would be 
superfluous. 
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Dymond Defaults, Then Stars for Prosecution 

Fred Ines or Jackson or John Dymond, another of 
the prosecution stars, had a substantial reason for 
rounding on his friends and changing from an active 
defense agent to a venomously untruthful prosecu- 
tion prop. 

$1,200 was the reason. It was defense money en- 
trusted by A. L. Fox to Dymond for safekeeping and 
never since accounted for. Others say that the pro- 
secution had cognizance of some of Dymond’s past 
misdeeds and that they held that fact over his head 
to compel him to betray his friends. Various rumors 
allege that Dymond has been a counterfeiter, a “stick- 
up” man and a wire thief. If these rumors be true, 
then the second surmise is doubtless correct. 3 

He was a painstaking witness. “Quinlan confessed 
to me that he did this. O’Connell confessed to me 
that he did that. Downing confessed to me that he 
did that, etc., etc.” That was the evidence of Dy- 
mond in a nutshell. He, to use a slang term, “went 
down the line” and gave the most circumstantial and 
damning evidence against almost every defendant in 
the courtroom. Every one of them confessed his 
crimes to Dymond, according to his testimony. His 
evidence was too detailed, too particular, too mechan- 
ical, to suit a clear-thinking juror. His motive and 

_ manifest obsession to get rid of the men he had rob- 
bed and betrayed was manifested every moment in 

‘every movement he made during his voluble and 
profitable career on the witness stand. He is now 
being taken care of by Deputy United States Marshal 
Shannon of Fresno. A tale has come from Wichita 
that the prosecution had him there, to assist in “put- 
ting over” the conviction in that equally infamous 
‘case. 

Elbert Coutts is a young Californian who served 
a two year term in San Quentin Penitentiary for 
burglary. He, like Dymond, has never shown much 
aptitude for honest labor. He was arrested in the 
early days of the prosecution, but his name was never 
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placed on any of the various indictments. He admit- 
ted on the witness stand that he “was put in jail and 
information gradually worked out of him”. In other 
words, he bought his liberty by perjury. Like DY- 
mond he gave lurid and insignificant details of the 
“sabotage campaign” and even excelled Dymond in 
minuteness of testimony. He hid a phial of phosphor- 
us in a certain river bed in Modesto, he testified. A 
few days later up pops a witness who found that iden- 
tical phial in the same longitude and latitude! He 
was in arson, according to himself, much the same as 
a famous character was in the phases of his country’s 
history. Coutts was the first to discover a luckless 
hay pile or rustic barn; he was the first to apply the 
famous torch: he was the first to sound the retreat: 
he was the first to confess. And after his glib tes- 
timony Prosecutor Duncan, in his address to the jury, 
admitted that it was possible that Coutts lied. 

Fifteen fires in one night was Coutts’ record. He 
seemed to take a huge delight in his own work. “Who 
burned those barns?” Duncan would ask. “Myself, 
Brown, Smith, Jones, etc.” was the smiling reply of 
the ex-burglar. His evidence was challenged by his 
own fellow witnesses in regard to a furnace he swore 
he made in the Oakland Hall for the manufacture of 
phosphorus. Other prosecution witnesses said that 
phosphorus couldn’t be made in the retort, or “Dub- 
lin Bob’s stew-pot,” as it was dubbed after being- 
thrown out of evidence. He swore that after making 
this furnace he took it to Connellan’s ark in Stockton, 
there to manufacture bombs for shipment to the Mid- 
dle West to destroy the grain crop. On cross-exam- 
ination, it was ascertained that this plan existed sole- 
ly in Coutts’ cranium. 

Coghlan’s cross-examination read in part: 
“Q. Do. YOU know whether or not any of those bombs were 

act~allyNsJhlpped? 
. . 

Q. You mean you don’t know they were not? 
A. 1 am sure they were not. 
Q. Were there any other chemicals made there for destruc- 

tive purposes? 
A. Well, not that I know of.” 
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He swore that Mortimer Downing and Theodora 
Pollok discussed ways and means of obstructing the 
war in the Oakland Hall. He swore in particular 
that Downing spoke of placing a copper cent on the 
heart for the purpose of discoloring the skin and 
faking heart trouble and also of putting yellow soap 
in the armpits. Downing, who is an old army man like 
others of the defendants, was simply telling how 
malingerers attempted to evade duty in his day. The. 
obstruction of the war by Downing and Pollok 
disappeared by the time that Coghlan cross-examined 
the doughty firebug. Here is an extract! 

Q. Was anything said on that occasion as to the constitu- 
tionality of the Conscription Act? 

A. I think there was. 
Q. The law, itself, was impeached by these people that 

were talking about it as not constitutional. Is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
A little later Coghlan went one better and proved 

that Theodora Pollok was not and could not possibly 
have been in the Oakland Hall on the occasion test- 
ified to by Coutts. 

No wonder Duncan admitted to the jury that the 
brazen-faced Coutts might have lied. 

Nevertheless, he was shipped to Seattle a few 
months ago to testify against some of the Seattle 
strikers accused of criminal anarchy. He appeared 
in the Bruce trial, happy, fat and as glib as ever. In 
response to Vanderveer’s questioning, he coolly ad- 
mitted that he was guilty of arson and other crimes, 
and knew it, but that he would never be prosecuted, 
because he was going around the country testifying 
against the I. W. W. “as a profession”! It was too 
much for even a Seattle jury. Bruce was acquitted 
and most of the other twenty or more cases were 
dropped. 

His career as a professional perjurer is about end- 
ed. Work-or burglary! That seems to be the choice 
facing Coutts. Perhaps, like Ortie McManigal, he 
will be accorded immunity in his raids on the pockets 
and property of the public! 
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The Fake Phosphorus Plot and the Stew Pot 

As we said before, Coutts swore that he manufac- 
tured a furnace for the manufacture of phosphorus 
in the Oakland Hall: that he afterwards brought it 
to Bob Connellan’s ark in the Stockton slough and 
that there bombs were manufactured for the destruc- 
tion of the grain crop in the middle west, which were 
never used. Curiously inconsistent, but that’s what 
he swore. Now we will examine the evidence re- 
garding Connellan. 

Chief of Police Simpson visited Connellan’s ark 
for the first time July 24,1917. He saw a mysterious 
warning on the door. It read : “Danger! Keep out! 
Generating CO2.” A skull and crossbones topped the 
warning. CO2 is the gas used in mineral or aerated 
waters, and is harmless! The Chief looked around 
and left after ascertaining that Connellan was ex- 
perimenting with fertilizers and exterminators of 
grain vermin. He returned a second time on August 
27th and seized the “stew-pot” and quantities of 
various chemicals, the same thing he saw on his 
first visit. 

Leon Happel, a young naval chemist, testified that 
they were ordinary chemical mixtures. One of them 
was commonly used as squirrel poison. This corro- 
borated Connellan’s statement to Chief Simpson. 

G. H. P. Lighthardt, analytical chemist, testified 
that the potassium nitrate (saltpetre) and potassium 
chlorate could be used respectively in the manufac- 
ture of spontaneous combustibles and bombs. The 
bisulphide of carbon was usually used to exterminate 
gophers and other vermin. 

Officer C. W. Potter of the Stockton police force 
testified to discovering a quantity of copper wire, 
some distance from the ark, which Coutts claimedwas 
used in the manufacture of the grain bombs which 
were never used. 

Connellan stated to his friends after this evidence 
was adduced that anyone could walk into a dining 
room and take from the table a far better and cheap- 

40 



er pyrophoric substance than phosphorus. “I used 
the potassium chlorate as a rapid generator of oxy- 
gen,” he stated further, “and combustibles can be 
made quicker and easier from common salt than 
from saltpetre.” 

The Methods Used to Blame the 1.. W. W. for Arson. 

After the men were arrested they were promptly 
“mugged” and a large sheet, containing their pho- 
tographs, exhibited in every postoffice in California, 
with the intimation that they were I. W. W.‘S 
charged with treason, arson, etc., and that informa- 
tion concerning any one or all of them should be 
turned in to the prosecution. (This same procedure 
was used with other men not arrested or indicted, 
whom the authorities hoped to include in some in- 
dictment.) 

The result was that Sacramento was crammed 
with prosecution witnesses who testified to prac- 
tically every fire occurring for the past three years. 
All of them were by implication laid at the door of 
the I. W. W. One raisin grower of Fresno, P. lK 
Johnson, had a wage dispute with some of the de- 
fendants, also with certain Armenians who were not 
defendants. A fire occurred at his place afterwards, 
and trays of raisins were tipped over. The men 
were arrested. They were acquitted. He now 
turned up in Sacramento and laid the crime again 
at the door of the defendants. It is alleged that he 
had had trouble with the Raisin Growers’ organiza- 
tion, and that that was the cause of his trays being 
tipped over. But the jury rabidly accepted the logic 
that the defendants, being I. W. W.‘s, and being, as 
they considered, cheated out of a portion of their 
wages, took vengeance by the destruction of John- 
son’s property. 

Forty-two million feet of lumber was burned at 
Westwood, California, on September 17, 1917. 
Fritz Hagerman, insane alien enemy, was for some 
time paraded as the I. W. W. who, with a corps of 
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assistants, committed this crime, if crime it was. Ha- 
german having been declared insane and it having 
been proven that it was physically impossible for 
him to have been in Westwood on that date, it was 
sought to lay the blame on the Sacramento defend- 
ants. According to the testimony of Dymond and 
Coutts, it would appear that the defendants vied 

, with each other in their anxiety to get the credit 
for this fire. 

Any definite proof that the I. W. W. was respon- 
sible for this huge destruction of lumber at a time 
when it was badly needed for war purposes has 
never been produced. The local Ole Hansons and 
P. H. Johnsons have tried their best and failed. 

The prosecution put George A. Pratt, the sales 
manager of the Red River Lumber Company, whose 
property was destroyed, on the witness stand. Mr. 
Pratt testified (1) that his firm had no trouble with 
the I. W. W., and (2) that the lumber was insured 
and well watched. 

Edward Jensen, former timekeeper at Westwood, 
testified that James Quinlan had worked there. He 
couldn’t testify as to whether any of the others 
worked there or not. 

George Wolfe, logging superintendent, testified 
that he had discharged Bill Hood. He couldn’t 
swear that Connellan was there at the time of the 
fire. 

B. C. Berger, investigator for Fire Protection Bu- 
reau, swore that the Red River Lumber Company 
made boxes to contain ammunition and food sup- 
plies for the army. He was present when phos- 
phorus, found at the time of the fire, was dug up 
by Mr. Pratt. “Brooms with phosphorus on the 
bottom” had been misplaced, and he didn’t get to 
see them. 

This is all the evidence concerning We&wood. 
There is nothing to connect any of the men in- 

dicted with this fire. “We accuse the I. W. W. of 
using phosphorus to set fires and as phosphorus was 
found by Westwood employes, the I. W. W. must 
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have caused the fire.” That seems to be the pros- 
ecution reasoning. It was good enough’for the “Bee 
jurors,” who believed already that the I. W. W.‘S 
in the dock “were as guilty as the devil.” 

I. W. W.‘s Wrongly Blamed for Spikes in Logs 

F. L. Milward, of Aloha, Washington, mill super- 
intendent, was put on the stand to testify that his 
saws were ruined by spikes driven in logs by the 
I. W. W. Before Milward left the witness stand 
i;c;rozed exactly the opposite. He testified m ef- . My company was engaged m the manufac- 
ture’of lumber for aeroplane parts for the United 
States and the Allies. We had a strike. Our sSa--; 
were ruined by spikes driven into the logs.” 
was the direct examination. On cross examination 
it transpired that the injury to the saws was caused 
AFTER THE STRIKE, when inexperienced men had 
taken the place of the strikers. The strike was for 
better conditions and shorter hours. 

An official publication of the organization ex- 
plained a long time ago why so many saws were 
ruined by spikes in the lumber. . We shall quote: 

“The logs in which spikes are found are spar trees. When 
the rigging is put up, lines are thrown out and attached to a 
tree and arranged in the manner necessary for the purpose. 
These lines are held by spikes driven into a spar tree. When 
the lines are to be lowered or released, it is easier to drive the 
spikes down into the trees than to draw them out. The spikes 
are driven clear and deep into the trees, and the lines lowered 
over them. After the work has passed this point, the boss 
comes along, observes the spar tree and notes it is good for 
timber. Down it comes, spikes and all. It would take time 
and labor to properly inspect the tree for spikes and extract 
them. So they remain in to be discovered when a saw strikes 
them in the mill, breaking the saw and endangering the lives 
of the workers. The explanation of spikes in logs is simple. 
It is the employer’s greed for profit. When this is at stake, 
the workers’ lives don’t count.” 

This logical explanation dovetails with Milward’s 
evidence. The saws in his mill were broken by 
spikes in the logs when the I. W. W. was out on 
atrike and he was operating the mill with scab labor. 
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Processioy of Sheriffs, Constables, Fire Chiefs 
Take Stand 

Stimulated by the display of the photos of the de- 
fendants in every postoffice in California, there was 
a regular excursion of officials to Sacramento to 
testify regarding every fire in the state for years 
past. Many of these officials were coming up for 
re-election and, like Sheriff Gormley of Sacramento, 
they thought that playing a part in the great Sacra- 
mento melodrama was a beneficial election ma- 
noeuvre. 

Sheriff Thorwaldson of Fresno told of fires in his 
district, including the one on P. M. Johnson’s ranch. 
He told of one thrilling fire in which “a man took a 
pitchfork, pulled a forkful of hay out of the stack 
and saved the stack.” He was anxious to tell what 
he knew of Frank Little in 1910, but Judge Rudkin 
halted him. “Eight years back is too far to be con- 
sidered in this case,” he ruled. He admitted that 
several Armenians had been convicted of arson in 
Fresno, and that he had arrested several of the de- 
fendants after the Johnson fire without warrants, and 
“simply because they were I. W. W.‘s.” 

Sheriff C. J. McCoy, of Yuba County, knew Roy 
Connor, Whitehead and Downing. He arrested Con- 
nor at Durst’s ranch on August 23, 1918. At the 
time of his arrest Connor had earned $126 there. 
There were fires at Wheatland, but not while Con- 
nor was working there. 

Sheriff George Lucet, of Jackson County, arrested 
Vincent Santelli. The defendant admitted that he 
was an I. W. W.! 

Sheriff Farmer, of Kings County, told of fires in 
that county. He didn’t see them. He heard all 
about them. An I. W. W. confessed that he set 
one. “No, he wasn’t among the defendants.” Ques- 
tioned further, he said: “What caused the fires I 
don’t know.” 

Sheriff Trafton, of Santa Cruz County, testified 
as to the arrest of Godfrey Ebel. The date was Au- 
gust 30, 1915. He was in jail for six days. 
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Sheriff George Davis, of Modesto, testified that La 
Tour was in jail there. 

Under-Sheriff L. Davis, of Modesto, testified as to 
fires there, and that he also saw I. W. W. stickers 
around the town. This, of course, was conclusive. 
proof of the authorship of the fires. 

Under-Sheriff G. J. Davis, of the same illustrious 
family, also testified as to the fires occurring. He 
established an alibi for Harry La Tour by swearing 
that he had been arrested several days before those 
fires occurred. 

Fire Chief Wallace, of Modesto, testified that 
nearly all the property burned was insured. There 
were some arrests, but no convictions. 

United States Marshall Shannon, of Fresno, testi- 
fied that he arrested Frank Elliott. “I have the goods 
on you,” he said to Elliott. “Well, if you have the 
goods on me, what’s the use of discussing the thing?” 
Elliott replied. He failed to adhere to his original 
story that Elliott admitted guilt. 

Constable William K. Clarkson, of Le,mon Cove, 
Tulare County, identified O’Connell and Connors. 
They were among strikers on the irrigation project 
;p;rerkThe strike was won, and the men went back 

Constable Rhine, Lindsay, Tulare. County, saw 
CYFo;Fell and Connor working on the nr;g$on proJ- 

. I suppose they were all I. W. W s, he said, 
referring to the strikers. “No, there were no fires 
there.” These two constables proved that the two 
defendants took part in a successful strike. The 
“Bee” jury was deeply impressed. 

’ Officer William O’Brien, of the San Francisco Po- 
lice Department, knew five, of the defendants, Fox, 
Saffores, Ebel, Stredwick and Esmond. He took part 
in twenty raids in San Francisco during a year and 
knew that the places raided were engaged in the de- 
fense of imprisoned members. 

Don Rathbun, then in charge of the San Francisco 
Bureau of the Department of Justice, indignantly de- 
nied the responsibility for the constant harassing of 
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g;tiT;fense Committee, so gladly accepted by . . 
“Did not you, Mr. Rathbun, or your deputies under your di- 

rection, raid the defense headquarters in San Francisco and 
strip them of their books and files and after the raid of Sept. 6 
and after the arrests of the men in Fresno and Sacramento?” 
asked Coughlan. 

“My office did NOT participate in any raids after Septem- 
ber 6 in San Francisco,” answered Rathbun, pointedly. “After 
the arrest of Fox and Miss Pollok, I. W. W. leaders came to 
my office and protested. I told them that my department had 
nothing to do with their arrests.” 

Police Officer George Richards, of San Francisco, 
arrested A. L. Fox and Theodora Pollok. He saw a 
poster in the Latin I. W. W. hall reading: “Lincoln 
freed the blacks in 1861, Wilson enslaved the whites 
in 1917.” Opponents of the League of Nations will 
take due notice! 

Police Captain Arthur Layne saw the defendants, 
Fox and Pollok, after arrest. Fox had $400 in cash 
and Miss Pollok had a telegraphic money order for 
$1,000 to be used in engaging counsel in the Fresno 
case. 

Police Captain J. J. O’Meara, of San Francisco, 
claimed that Fred Esmond was against the war. The 
draft act was still pending at the time. He claimed 
that Esmond admitted illegal entry into the country. 

(Note-The Immigration Department has since ad- 
mitted that the “identification evidence” submitted 
to it by this witness has been found worthless!) 

Fred A. Watt, Department of Justice, Spokane, 
admitted that approximately 7,900 out of 8,000 I. 
W. W.‘s in his district registered for the draft. 

Deputy Sheriff Max Anderson, of Spokane, testi- 
fied as to John L. Murphy. Murphy criticized .this 
country and asserted, “I have been nothing but a 
slave since I was a child.” The question of corre- 
spondence between Murphy and Chris Luber came up 
during the testimony of this witness. It is admitted 
by the prosecution that Murphy’s letters to Luber 
were intercepted and replied to in Luber’s name. 
Marshall Mulhall of Densmore dictagraph fame, 
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dodged this contemptible transaction when he took 
the stand. We quote: 

“Are you a party to the plot whereby any government agent 
answered these letters. 7” asked Attorney Coughlan. 

No reply from Mulhall. 
“Who answered them?” 
“I cannot say positively,” evaded Mulhall. 
Mulhall could have easily qualified under the Ro- 

manoff dynasty in old Russia as a skilled provoca- 
teur. 

F. A. Lamar, “investigator” of San Francisco, and 
employed by the Clemens-Horst Hop Ranch during 
the strike there, testified that he was spying on the 
I. W. W. at the time. He heard a conversation by 
Fred Esmond, while hidden in a clothes closet, de- 
tailing how the strike would be organized. Morti- 
mer Downing was to have charge of the picket line, 
he alleged. 

Ranchers, “Whittlers,” Etc., Succeed Officials 

Fred Hartwell, farmer of Wapato, Wash., sol- 
emnly swore that Ed Carey said to him: “You put 
Morgan and the other rich guys in the trenches and 
the war will be stopped.” Prosecutor Duncan looked 
triumphantly at the jury. 

W. B. Hotchkiss, fruit grower and prominent mem- 
ber of the Applegate “Whittlers’ Club,” testified that 
he heard one of the defendants state that he was 
against the war. This was before the draft law was 
passed. 

Special Agent B. F. Phelan of the Southern Pa- 
cific arrested Gabe Brewer while he was working as 
brakeman for that company. Brewer admitted that 
he was an I. W. W. 

F. A. Cunningham, real estate man of South San 
Francisco, heard the defendant Tori talking in Ital- 
ian ‘to some countrymen of his on draft registration 
day. Cunningham doesn’t understand Italian and 
Tori registered for the draft. It was not quite clear 
from Cunningham’s testimony what it was all about. 
Perhaps he didn’t know himself! .* 
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Paul Bollhorn, cook and alien enemy, residing in 
Sacramento county jail, testified against Hood. Hood 
told him “he had something that was worth $10,000 
to him.” Dynamite was easily available. It was 
there Hood obtained the nine sticks for his pros- 
pecting trip, which were seized in Sacramento. He 
(Bollhorn) resisted all Hood’s teachings and temp- 
tations. He didn’t know Voetter or Saffores. He 
had been detained in jail there for four months and 
denied access to his friends all that time. 

Bakersfield ranchers testified as to fires there. 
They didn’t know any of the defendants. 

L. E. Arnold of Libby, McNeil1 & Libby, Sacra- 
mento, testified that his firm sold half its products 
to the United States government. He testified rather 
disappointedly that his firm had had no strikes and 
no fires! 

R. A. Gilman, real estater of Modesto, found 
Coutts’ bottle of phosphorus in a river bed. 

W. A. Goddard, Modesto rancher, had a peculiar 
fire that extinguished itself. 

George Keith, Turlock merchant, testified about a 
fire in the rear of a pool hall there. The damage 
amounted to a few dollars. He had no proof that 
tbe I. W. W. caused the fire. 

Paul Wetmore, Hanford cannery superintendent, 
told of a fire in his cannery. He knew none of the 
defendants. 

Police Officer Richards of Sacramento, Express- 
man Paul and Mavroides testified as to Hood and 
Voetter receiving a parcel at the American Railway 
Express office, and their consequent arrest. 

There were many other witnesses. Their evi- 
dence was not interesting, relevant or noteworthy. 
They accused one of the defendants of criticizing 
Samuel Gompers (same crime as the “Nation,” va- 
rious daily papers and some thousands of employ- 
ers committed), told of fires of unknown origin and 
alleged anti-war declarations and of jobs where the 
defendants. worked. That was one thing adequately 
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proven by the prosecution. All of the defendants 
were industrious and insisted on getting a living 
wage. 

Coghlan Opens Defense For His Three Clients 

“We will show you that the Industrial Workers of 
the World organization is not one formed for the 

. 

purpose of treason,” declared Coghlan in opening 
his defense of Fox, Saffores and Miss Pollok. “We 
will demonstrate to you conclusively that it is such 
an organization as has for its background some of 
the most terrible social crimes that have ever been 
committed. We will show to you from the articles 
in these publications that as a source of its growth 
and as its very cradle there lie things that cry to the 
very heavens for requital. We are going to show that 
Miss Pollok doubted the guilt of Ford and Suhr and 
that she did not, as many Americans did not, believe 
in murder by implication. We will prove that Miss 
Pollok was not in the Oakland Hall on the occasion 
testified to by Coutts and that she was not in the State 
when Dennis wrote these letters. 

“If acts of violence and sabotage occurred in any 
connection in this case, we will be able to convince 
you that not the rank and file of the members of this 
organization, nor any of the persons I am defending 
did that, but persons violently moved by reason of the 
fact that behind them is a background spattered with 
blood, that behind them is a background shot thru 
with the crimson blood of men, women and children, 
which cries aloud to the very heavens for atone- 
ment.” 

From the report of the Federal Commission of 
Industrial Relations, of which Frank P. Walsh was 
chairman, Coghlan read : 

“The extent and depth of industrial unrest can hardly be 
exaggerated. State and national conventions of labor organiza- 
tions, numbering many thousands of members, ha’ve cheered 
the names of leaders, imprisoned for participation in a cam- 
paign of violence, conducted as one phase of a conflict with 
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organized workers. Thirty thousand men in a single strike have 
followed the leadership of men who denounced the government 
and called for relentless warfare on organized society. Em- 
ployers from coast to coast have created and maintained small 
private armies and have used these forces to intimidate and 
suppress their striking employes by deporting, imprisoning, as- 
saulting and killing their leaders. Elaborate spy systems are c 
maintained to discover and forestall the movements of the 
enemy. The use of state troops in policing strikes has bred 
a bitter hostility to the military system among members of 
labor organizations and states have been unable to enlis;ow~ 
earners for this second line of the nation’s defense. . 
legislatures and governors have been rightfully accused of 
serving employers to the defeat of justice, and while counter 
charges come from employers and their agents with negligible 
exceptions, it is the wage earners who believe, assert and prove 
that the very institutions of their country have been perverted 
by the power of the employers. Prison records for labor leaders 
have become badges of honor in the eyes of many of the 
people and mass meetings throughout the nation cheer denoun- 
ci,tions of courts and court decisions. 

“When unfortunate workers, two-thirds of whom toil from 
8 to 12 hours for less than enough to support themselves and 
their families in decency and comfort, seek by the only means 
within their reach to better their lot by organizing to lift them- 
selves from helplessness to some measure of collective power, 
with which to wring living wages from their employers, they 
find too often arrayed against them not only the massed power 
of capital, but every arm of the government that was created 
to enforce guarantees of equality and justice. 

“We find that many entire communities exist under the ar- 
bitrary economic control of corporation officials charged with 
the management of an industry-or a group of industries, and 
we find that in such communities political liberty does not exist, 
and its forms are hollow mockeries. Give the employer power 
to discharge without cause, to grant or to withhold from thou- 
sands the opportunity to earn bread and the liberties of such 
a community lie in the hollow of the employer’s hands. Free 
speech and a free press may be denied as they have been denied 
again and again, and the employer’s agent may be placed in 
public office to do his bidding. 

“In large communities where espionage becomes impossible 
the wage earners, who are unsupported by a collective organiza- 
tion, may enjoy freedom of expression outside the workshop, 
but there his freedom ends. For the house he lives in, the food 
he eats, the clothes he wears, the environment of his wife and 
children and his own health and safety are in the hands of 
his employer, through the arbitrary power he exercises in flx- 
ing his wages and working conditions. 
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“The responsibility for the conditions which have been de- 
scribed above we declare rests orimarilv on the workers. who. 
blind to their collective stren&h and iftentimes deaf to the 
cries of their fellows, have suffered exploitation and the in- 
vasion of their most sacred rights without resistance.” 

Violence the Tool of Capital. 
From the pamphlet, “Shall Freedom Die?” Attor- 

ney Coghlan read the following pertinent extract: 
“Violence in labor disputes is a sign of weakness. The 

weakest side uses it when defeat threatens. It may be here 
noted that Industrial Workers of the World strikes withdraw 
not only one or two crafts, but all crafts, all workers in the 
shop or industry. That is industrial unionism, and it places the 
employer on the weakest side industrially. That is why violence 
in I. W. W. strikes invariably begins with the employer. It 
was a policeman in Lawrence, in the great textile strike of 1912, 
that shot Anna La Piza. It was a militiaman that bayoneted 
a Syrian boy striker from behind and left his corpse on the 
sidewalk. It was thugs of the American Woolen Company 
that shot to death a Polish mill worker under cover of darkness. 
Over 900 arrests, without warrant or ‘right of bail, showed the 
conspiracy between the Woolen Trust and legal authority. 
Despite these crimes of intimidation, the strikers won. Like- 
wise the silk workers’ strike in Paterson, New Jersey, in 1913; 
1,860 arrests of strikers with two convictions on minor charges; 
two strikers murdered, one of them killed as he held his baby 
in his arms on his doorstep-the guilty gunman jailed, but freed 
without trial. 

“Nor has the I. W. W. been the only one to feel the Iron 
Hand. We had the Ludlow Massacre on April 23, 1914. That 
horror was managed from Wall street by the Rockefellers, who 
watched the developments of the pogrom with unusual interest 
and satisfaction. The local agents of Rockefeller ruled the 
Colorado state officials from the governor down. A letter writ- 
ten to John D. Rockefeller, Jr., on Uovember 38, 1913, by his 
agent, Mr. Bowers, says: ‘We have been able to secure all the 
bankers. Besides the hamber of Commerce, the real estate 
exchange, together wit f-i many of the best business men have 
been urging the governor to drive these vicious agitators out 
of the state.’ The United Mine Workers of America lost the 
strike. 

“On a hillside near Seattle five members of the I. W. W. lie 
buried, victims of Sherlff McRae and his band of Lumber Trust 
hirelings, who shot them down from a wharf at Everett, Wash- 
ington, on November 5, 1916. They died: but lumber workers 
by the tens of thousands rallied to the One Big Union, and the 
Lumber Trust stands defeated today.” 
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Sabotage From’ a Different Viewpoint. 

In order to illustrate on the part of the defense 
what is meant by sabotage when practiced by the 
capitalist class, to which perhaps it may be said that 
I, myself, belong, I will read this,” said Coghlan. 

For the workers, sabotage which is aimed only at the means 
of exploitation- against the tools and machines, that is, against 
inert, painless and lifeless things-the bourgeoisie has nothing 
but curses and maledictions. On the other hand the detractors 
and slanderers of the working class were never scandalized 
and never show any anger against another sort of sabotage 
truly criminal, monstrous and abominable, which reaps human 
victims and deprives men of their health by sticking like a leech 
at the very sources of life. * 

“This bourgeois impassiveness and indifference to this sort 
of sabotage which is actually criminal, arises from the fact that 
the bourgeoisie draws most of its profits from it. 

“Saboters are the farmers and traders who, by adulterating 
the milk, chief nourishment of childhood, sap the very root of 
the growing generation. 

. - 

“Saboters, the manufacturers of chocolate made with palm 
and cocoa oil. 

“Saboters are the mi!lers and boss bakers who, by mixing 
talcum, chalk or other cheap but harmful ingredient with flout 
adulterate the bread, a nourishment of first necessity. 

“Saboters, the manufacturers and sellers of coffee mixed 
with starch, chicory and acorns. 

Saboters, the growers who sell pulverized pepper made vvith 
almond shells and olive stones. 

“Saboters, the confectioners who sell glucose taffy creams 
made with Vaseline, honey with starch and chestnut meal. 

“Saboters, the manufacturers of vinegar made with sulphuric 
acid. 

“Saboters, the dairymen who sell cheese made with starch 
and butter of margarine. 

“Saboters. the brewers whose beer is distilled from corn 
leaves. ’ 

“Saboters, the great patriotic and p;blic-spirited contractors 
of army supplies who make shoes with paper soles, cartridges 
with coal dust and who sell fermented meat, poisonous canned 
goods and other adulterated foods. 

“Saboters, the iron and steel barons who build defective 
boilers for our huge battleships, thus causing numerous explo- 
sions and the killing and maiming of hundreds of young Amer- 
icans. 

“Saboters, the sellers of meat from clandestine abattoirs 
where tubercular cattle are slaughtered. 
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“Saboters, the building and railway contractors, the furni- 
ture makers, the manufacturers of chemicals and fertilizer+ 
in short all the captains of industry. They are all saboters, 
because, without a solitary exception, they all trick, fake, 
adulterate, defraud and swindle. 

“Sabotage reigns supreme in the capitalist world.” 

Oral Testimony Gives Lie to Coutts, et al. 

Upwards of thirty witnesses, including the three 
defendants themselves, took the witness stand on 
behalf of Fox, Saffores and Theodora Pollok. 

Basil Saffores, who had served three .years in the 
French Army, was highly commended for his honesty 
and sterling character by a large number of witnes- 
ses, including the proprietors of the laundry which 
has employed him for the past ten years. “Saffores 
has worked for me for the past ten years,” declared 
E. Gentili, laundry proprietor, “He has delivered 
laundry and collected for it. He has given me the 

’ keenest satisfaction.” J: Salina, plumber and laun- 
dry director, states: “I have known Saffores for eight 
years. He is a peaceful, law-abiding citizen.” “Saf- 
fores has a very good reputation in the neighborhood 
where he resides,” testified Joe Rosso of the United 
States Army. Saffores, himself, stated that he joined 
the I. W; W. because of industrial conditions, but 
had not taken any part in anti-war propaganda. 

A. L. Fox stated that he was against violence and 
had no intention or purpose of assisting in the over- 
throw of the government. He had tried twice to join 
the army, was in Class 1-A at that time, and had not 
claimed exemption. “I have seen nothing since of the 
$$200.00 I turned over to John,Dymond for trans- 
mission to Mr. Coghlan,” he declared. 
never accounted for that money.” 

f‘Dymond 

John K. Burke, superintendent of the Baker and 
Hamilton Pacific Company, San Francisco, testified 
that Fox worked for his company for about four and 
a half years, and that his services were satisfactory. 
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“Fox left of his own accord,” he said. No sabotage 
had ever occurred while Fox worked for him. 

Miss Pollok scored heavily i.n her testimony. She 
testified that Police Captain Arthur Layne of San 
Francisco told her and Fox after they were arrested: 
“You have no legal rights. I wish I could follow 
the German system, compel you to dig your graves 
and then line you up against a wall and shoot you!” 
She detailed the work she did on behalf of Ford and 
Suhr, consisting mainly of publicity. She reminded 
the prosecution of Hiram Johnson’s statement that 
the sentences imposed on Ford and Suhr were ex- 
treme. “I never saw the letters signed by Dennis till 
they were produced in court,” she declared. She 
further stated that she never saw Coutts in the Oak- 
land Hall: never counselled violence or the destruc- 
tion of food stuffs or property; did not believe in 
violence under any conditions; did not have the con- 
versation with Downing testified to by Coutts and did 
not publish or seek to publish a poem introduced in 
evidence by the prosecution. It had been written 
prior to the war and related to the agitation for 
Mexican intervention, which was characterized by 
President Wilson at that time as being created “in 
the interests of certain persons owning property in 
Mexico.” 

Mrs. Anna Pollok corroborated her daughter. She 
gave detailed evidence showing the impossibility of 
Miss Pollok’s being in the Oakland Hall on the date 
testified to by Coutts. 

Mrs. Beatrice Whitnah of Berkeley, probation of- 
ficer, described a conversation she had with Miss 
Pollok after a meeting where Jim Larkin spoke. 
“Sabotage is the most contemptible thing that any 
labor movement could use. That’s why it appeals to 
middle class people like you,” she said Miss Pollok 
declared. She saw Miss Pollok’s poem before Amer- 
ica entered the war. Captain Walter J. Petersen of 
the United States Army was a frequent visitor at 
meetings of the Anti-Militaristic League before 
America entered the war. 
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‘Hubert Fisher, Civil Engineer of San Francisco, 
was told by Miss Pollok early in 1915 that she had 
retired from peace activities. 

H. M. Leete, journalist, Mill Valley, said he knew 
Miss Pollok for ten years. He never heard her preach 
violence. She spoke frequently of the Ford and 
Suhr case! and advocated publicity as the best means 
of rectifymg the injustice practiced upon them. 

Attorney Austin Lewis, who defended Ford and 
Suhr, stated that Miss Pollok was opposed to violence, 
direct action and sabotage.- “I am not an I. W. W. 
I have been employed in only one of their cases,” he 
answered the prosecution attorneys. 

David Milder, Hugo Ernst, Wm. Staats, Mrs. J. P. 
Kellog, and Helen J. Scoychler testified as to Miss 
Pollok’s antipathy to violence. 

Frederick Dubovsky, Oakland attorney, visited 
the Oakland hall after a military raid in September, 
191’7. The hall was badly wrecked. The interior 
could be easily seen from the street windows. There 
was no furnace .or electric oven there, such as had 
been testified to by Coutts. 

Prosecution Perjurer Trapped. . 

Ferdinand A. Schlieman, watchman for the Cali- 
fornia Packing Corporation, was trapped in glaring 
perjury by Coghlan. He was testifying that on the 
night Saffores was admitted to bail, he, Saffores, Fox, 
Grave and Dymond were discussing matters. They 
discussed Bolshevism and revolution. “The state- 
ment was made,” declared Schliemann, “that the 
workingmen of America were crazy to fight. That 
they had been treated like dogs.” 

“I would like to put John Grave on the witness 
stand to refute that statement,” said Coghlan. 

“I will do as you wish, boys,” said Grave to his 
co-defendants. “What do you say?” 

“Sit down!” they yelled in chorus. 
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“Well, I will have to call on the sheriff’s office to 
refute the testimony,” declared Coghlan. 

George F. Wettenbrock, Deputy Sheriff of Sacra- 
mento County, was sworn. “Saff ores was admitted 
to bail on March 1st. John Grave was not admitted 
to bail till six days later, on March 7th. I take these 
dates from the jail register,” Wettenbrock testified. 

Fox testified that the conversation never occurred, 
and that as a matter of fact, he never claimed exemp- 
tion and had been put in Class A-l. 

Coutts reiterated his evidence about the “furnace.” 
He also admitted : “I have never been out of the sight 
of a .government agent since my first testimony.” 

This ended the last word of testimony, written or 
oral. 

The silent defendants were not exalted over the 
proven perjury of Schliemann. “He wasn’t the only 
perjurer,” said one of them. “They crammed in all 
the perjurers and dope heads they ran across. If we 
proved every witness a perjurer it would avail us 
nothing. The Sacramento Bee has told these jurors 
to convict and convict they must. If they were con- 
-scientious and freed us, their loans would be called 
in, their businesses would be ruined and they would 
be strictly up against it. They will disregard the 
perjury and convict us. They must cater to the vi- 
gilante spirit here in Sacramento, or suffer them- 
selves.” 

Case Given to the “Bee” Jury. 

The forty-three silent defendants made no attempt 
to address the jury. Attorney Coghlan made a skil- 
ful argument for his clients, and P. H. Johnson and 
Duncan addressed the jury for the prosecution. 

“These traitors come here and sit in silent con- 
tempt of one of the greatest courts in America, and 
of you, gentlemen of the jury, and this is only a phy- 
sical manifestation of their contempt for all law,” 
ranted’ Johnson. 

66 



“On behalf of the silent defendants,” said Judge 
Rudkin, “I instruct the jury to pay no attention to 
this statement.‘-’ 

“These dynamiters have denounced conscription 
and have accepted German money,” shouted John- 
son, unabashed. 

“I assign that as misconduct,” interrupted Cogh- 
Ian, “It is a deliberate falsehood.” 

“Well,‘? said the judge, smiling, “I think the jury 
has sense enough not to pay any attention to it.” 

“These men planned a general strike to stop the ’ 
war,” continued the clumsy assistant prosecutor, 
“and carried out a lumber strike in the Northwest 
that closed down the mills for two or three weeks. 
Think of it. While our boys were lying in the trenches 
waiting for aeroplane+” 

“I assign this as ‘misconduct,” Coghlan interrupted, 
again. “Congress is investigating that matter now, 
and is finding out that not the I. W. W., but certain 
governmental departments are at fault in the 
matter.” 

The court nodded assent. 
After a Billingsgate attack upon Austin Lewis, 

Fremont Older, U. S. Employment Director John B. 
Densmore, Simon Lubin, Theodora Pollok, Fred Es- 
mond (“the stinging lizard”), Mortimer Downing 
(“the wise old owl”) and several other progressives, 
Johnson finished dramatically. 

“If this organization is allowed to thrive, all the 
homes in the country will be destroyed.” 

Which reminds us of the whole sale evictions thru- 
out the country at present, particularly in New York 
City, where whole families are being cared for by 
the city authorities. 

Judge Charges the “Twelve Tried and True” Bee 
Subscribers. 

As in almost every instance, the charge of the 
judge to the jury was fair. If juries paid conscien- 
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tious attention to the almost invariable instruction not 
to convict as long as they were confronted by the 
“slightest doubt” very few innocent people would be 
convicted. But packed and paid jurors pay no atten- 
tion to instructions. 

Portions of the court’s instructions read: 
“The mere fact that the defendants may have been 

members of an organization, known as the Industrial 
Workers of the world, is not sufficient of itself on 
which to base a verdict of guilty in the case upon any 

. of the counts set forth in the’ indictment. 
“You have a right to take into consideration the 

fact that some of the witnesses expect or hope for 
immunity from punishment, themselves : that they 
have been granted immunity from punishment and 
are testifying in this case by reason of having been 
given immunity or freedom from punishment. 

“Neither acquaintanceship, nor friendship, nor as- 
sociation with persons proven to your entire satisfac- 
tion to be guilty is to be taken by you as conclusive 
proof of the guilt of any of these defendants. 

“The friends and relatives or fellow members of 
the same organization have a perfect right under the 
law to render assistance to such persons by supplying 
money for attorneys, by organizing for such purpose 
or by any other legitimate means.” 

The jury retired at 4:40 p. m., and returned at 
6:lO p. m. with the usual verdict of “guilty as charg- 
ed” against all the defendants without exception. 

Sentences were pronounced the following day on 
the forty-three silent defendants. Several months 
afterwards in San Francisco Judge Rudkin imposed 
a fine of $100 on Theodora Pollok and sentenced A. 
L. Fox and Basil Saffores to two months each in the 
San Francisco County Jail. The silent defendants 
serving one year terms are also in the same jail. 

Judge Rudkin has never given any explanation of 
the great discrepancy in sentences imposed on these 
three, and the other boys, nor of the reason for giv- 
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ing men whose names had hardly been mentioned in 
the evidence long terms in the federal penitentiary. 

Defendqnts Break Their Silence. 

The day following their conviction, when asked to 
state whether they “had anything to say whether 
sentence should not be passed upon them” or legal 
phraseology to that effect, the defendants at last 
broke their silence and scathingly criticised their 
prosecutors and the forces behind them. 

“We were silent througout the‘trial,” began Mor- 
timer Downing, “but now we will speak out and give 
you-facts which disprove the mass of error and per- 
jury which comprise the case against us. Prosecutor 
Duncan couples “direct action” and “vi6lence.” You 
will never find them coupled in I. W. W. literature. 
Shall I tell you what direct action really means? It 
means that the worker on the job shall tell the boss 
when and where he shall work, how long, for what 
wages and under what conditions. The I. W. W. 
will continue to teach that till the workers get more 
and more power until they ultimately take over the 
industries. 

“It has been stated that all the defendants are 
members of the I. W. W. That is not true. Faust 
has not been a member for three years and a half. 
He was arrested on the testimony of people who 
jumped his prospecting claim. Felix Cedno is not a 
member. Furthermore, he never wrote a letter in 
English in his life. He cannot write a word of Eng- 
lish. Horst’s detective, Lamar, swore he heard Es- 
mond say that I was handling the picket line in 
Wheatland. Records show that I was in Marysville 
Jail during the whole period of the picket line. 

“Now, as to the unfortunate perjurer, Coutts. The 
miserable creature is a product of the times. Duncan 
admitted, himself, that Coutts might have lied. Ima- 
gine that! The pros&ution attorney admits that his 
foremost witness may have perjured himself! If 
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phosphorus were made in this alleged retort,asCoutts 
claims he did, the gas would have killed anyone 
attempting this task. Furthermore, it could not have 
been made in the Oakland Hall, because strong heat 
is required in the making of such an article, and 
there was not even a wood stove in the Oakland Hall. 
Coutts says he met Esmond in San Francisco in 1913. 
Esmond was in Utah at that time. Utah court re- 
cords will prove that. He said that a big crowd saw 
and heard me and Theodora Pollok discuss ways and 
means of defeating the draft. Yet he couldn’t name 
a single one of “the big crowd.” A chemist swears 
that phosphorus couldn’t be made in the pot. Coutts 
swears that none was made. And to cap the tissue 
of falsehoods and perjury, Bob Connellan is placed 
in Westwoo& when as a matter of fact, he was in 
prison. 

“Dymond said I was pro-Ally and against the war. 
And he charges me with being against the war in 
1916, when President Wilson was ‘too proud to 
fight!’ I am against war. There never was a good 
war nor a bad peace. 

“266,000 people, all told, attended all our tech- 
nical schools, colleges, universities and other higher 
educational institutions in the year 1914. Out of 
100,000,000 people only 266,000 had a chance for 
real culture. During the same year we had 500,000 
prostitutes, not counting the thousands of poor girls, 
who are doubly exploited by their employers. That 
is what we have to show as the flower of a civiliza- 
tion, a civilization that could seize Freddie Esmond, 
a seriously sick man, and make him sleep on the jail 
floor without bedding for two months. 

“I am against the civilization that produces such 
things. I hope to see the day when there shall be a 
different degree of sweetness and light in this coun- 
try. 

“Now sentence me !” 
Fred Esmond, then believed to be dying of heart 

60 



disease, bitterly excoriated the prosecution. As 
white as paper? gasping for breath, clutching spas- 
modically at his side when physical agony choked 
him, he denounced the perjurers and the whole .court 
procedure as a disgrace to America. Refuting an 
incident testified to by Coutts, he referred to the fact 
that he was then ill. “I am .not asking for mercy 
when I mention the fact of my illness!” he shouted 
at Judge Rudkin with extended right arm, “I’ll nei-” 
ther beg nor take any mercy from you or any other 
representative of this Government!” He then col- 
lapsed. 

“Mr. Duncan is a patriot and we are the scum of 
the earth,” said James Price, “Mr. Duncan has come 
down here from the -wilds of Ukiah to let the world . 
know how patriotic he is. But did he ever shoulder 
an axe and send the logs down the skidway like the 
unpatriotic I. W. W.? No. Of course not! I tell you 
I am proud that I am an I. W. W. I am glad that I 
do not stand in the shoes of the prosecutor, who 
takes an oath to uphold the laws of his country and 
then violates every principle of them!” 

“I am a worker,” stated James Mulrooney. “I 
joined the I. W. W. because in Butte there happened 
the most brutal act I have ever seen, the deliberate 
murder and lynching of a sick man, and because I 
was there at the time of the murder of 167 miners 
in the Speculator mine, after we appealed to the 
owners to save them.“- 

Godfrey Ebel, held incommunicado as a Govern- 
ment witness, and then, after refusing tempting of- 
fers to perjure himself against his companions, when 
he was released on a writ of habeas corpus, placed 
on the same indictment with them, cried: “This is 
my reward for refusing to take the stand against my 
fellow workers. I would not perjure myself.” He 
got ten years. 

Phil McLaughlin said, “We did not come into ‘this 
court expecting justice. We want all you’ll give US. 
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Go ahead. We will do the same to you when our 
time comes.” 

After some of the rest protested against the pro- 
cedure, Judge Rudkin passed sentence. 

THE PENALTY OF CLASS LOYALTY! 
The following are the names of the forty-three 

‘silent defendants and their sentences : 

Ten Years 

Mortimer Downing 
Fred Esmond 
Chris Luber 
Phil McLaughlin 
John Grave 
Louis Tori 
James Quinlan 
Edward Quigley 
George O’Connell 
Roy P. Connor 
John Potthast 
Henry Hammer 
Pete de Bemardi 
Myron Sprague 
Elmer Anderson 
Caesar Tabob 
Robert Connellan 
Frank Elliott 
Harry Gray 
Gabe Brewer 
Godfrey Ebel 
William Hood 
Vincent SanteIli 
George Voetter 

Five Years 
. Ed. S. Carey 

John L. Murphy 
Herbert Stredwick 
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Four Years 
Robert Feehan 
James Mulroney. 
James Price 

Three Years 
Joe Carroll 
Otto Elsner 

Two Years 
Frank Moran 
Frank Reilly 
Ed Anderson 
Felix Cedino 
Harry La Tour 
Joseph Harper 

One Year 
H Donovan 
W. H. Faust 
Chas. Koenig 
Wilbur Miller 
Albert Whitehead 

OTHERS REFUTE AND EXPOSE PROSECUTION 
Many of the defendants who did not address the 

court, issued statements on the evidence and facts 
adduced against them. We reproduce some of them : 

George O’Connell : “I was living in Sacramento 
during the month of September, 1917, and so could 
not be in Westwood. I could have proved this by a 
hotel register. Coutts never saw me till he saw me 
in the court room. I was in the hospital in Modesto, 
when he testified he saw me in Turlock. He was run 
out of there because he was caught stealing the suit- 
cases of some members. The Lemon Cove and Lind- 
sal constables could have testified that I and Connor 
went back and worked on the irrigation ditch after 
the strike.” 

Harry Gray: “I quit a job outside Fresno on Sep- 
tember 5, 1917, and went into the hall there. I was 
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promptly arrested. I was ill of an abcess of the 
throat in jail and was refused medical aid for two 
weeks. I lost 25 pounds. I was third-degreed by 
Department of Justice agents Boden and Hudson, 
released, trailed, arrested and held incommunicado 
again. The only evidence against me was a letter.” 

Vincent Santelli: “I was trapped in a Sacramento 
telegraph office, a few days after the raid, by a gang 
of Government gunmen. I never talked of sabotage 
or dynamiting or criticised Gompers and Wilson to 
the American Federation of Labor organizer who 
perjured himself against me. I could have produced 
Mrs. Battaglio and a dozen of her boarders from 
Bunker Hill, Amador County, to refute this testi- 
mony. But of course the jury wouldn’t listen to 
them.” 

Roy P. Connor: “I was never in the town of Lip- 
ton, where Dymond swore he gave me $12. I was 
working for G. C. Ames of Lost Hills at the time of 
the burning of the box cars at Corcoran or Paige.” 

George Voetter : “The preacher who testified 
against me never saw me till in the courtroom. It 
was not raining on the night of December 17th. I 
was not at the corner of 19th and C streets.” 

Otto Elsner : “The only evidence against me was 
my card and extracts from letters, written while in 
jail.” 

Joe Carroll: “I arrived in the State of California 
the day before my arrest. Only evidence against me 
was letters I wrote after my arrest.” 

Felix Cedino : “I can’t write a word of English. 
I never wrote to Haywood.” 

Frank Moran : “I stopped in Sacramento, going 
from one job to another, to pay my dues. I was ar- 
rested. There was no evidence against me.” 

Joe Harper: “I was arrested in Sacramento while 
I&ng dues. The only evidence against me was my 

. 
Myron Sprague : “I never saw Dymond till he 
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came to jail to urge me to plead guilty. I never set 
fire to any property of any description.” 

William Hood: “I was never in Westwood. The 
nearest to there I was ever in my life was Keddie, 
fifty miles away.” 

Edward.E. Anderson: “This is my first appearance 
in a court since I landed in America in 1885. Only 
evidence against me was my card and some verses 
which I wrote here in jail.” 

“What’s the use of issuing any statement?” re- 
monstrated several of the boys. “All the evidence 
and all the statements we could issue wouldn’t do any 
good. The mere fact that Duncan admitted that 
Coutts ‘might have lied’ is the best summing up of 
the case. The prosecution counted on putting hun- 
dreds on the witness stand to impress the jury, and 
of course the fact that we were silent induced them 
to try and get all the perjury they could into the 
court record. They were caught redhanded in that 
when Schliemann was proven a perjurer by Deputy 
Sheriff Wettenbrock. But that wasn’t taken into ac- 
count by McClatchy’s jury. They had to convict. If 
we produced fifty witnesses to prove that we were 
in the front lines trenches on a certain date and 
Coutts came along and testified that we were burn- 
ing barns under his illustrious leadership, we would 
still be convicted.” 

STATE ACQUITS I. W. W. OF ARSON PLOT 
CHARGE ! 

Prosecution sympathisers stated that the guilt of 
the defendants precluded any semblance of a de- 
fense, and that this fact was the basis of the silent 
defense policy. Nothing is farther from the truth. 
The framed prosecution: the utter impossibility of 
a fair trial in Sacramento: the crippling of the de- 
fense to the extent that even a witness could not 
be consulted without his or her testimony being 
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known to the prosecution long before the actual 
trial: the framed prosecutions and convictions of 
Tom Mooney! Herman Suhr and Dick Ford: the poi- 
sonous vapormgs of the press, as admitted by George 
Creel-all these combined and many other less im- 
portant facts convinced the vast majority of the de- 
fendants that a fair trial was not to be had, and that 
a silent defense would serve to awaken the American 
public to the prostitution of the courts by officials, 
bought body and soul by the corporate powers of 
the nation and reinforced by the incarnate lying of 
a press owned by the same powers and using the 
war hysteria, fed on atrocity lies and innumerable 
falsehoods, to entrench corporate power as it never 
before was entrenched in the life of the nation. 

The spectacle of two score working men sitting 
silent and undefended in an American court, having 
a perfectly good defense, and yet facing prison for 
a score of years, perhaps, not putting in a solitary 
word of evidence, was one calculated to provoke 
serious thought. And yet they had a complete ref- 
utation of the charge, and their witness was none 
other than the State of California! 

In the last gubernatorial election the combined 
candidates, especially Governor Stephens, harped 
upon the I. W. W. and its terrible arson campaign 
for years in “our great and glorious state of the 
golden west.” It must be suppressed! It must be 
eliminated from our public life, etc., etc. There was 
not one word of censure, however, for the San Fran- 
cisco merchants and shippers convicted of provision- 
ing the German fleet in Pacific waters and thus pro- 
longing the war and costing myriads of lives. No! 
They were riding on the G. 0; P. band wagon! 

The State of California, as we have already stated, 
completely refuted the charge of arson against the 
I. W. W. We are indebted for this information, how- 
ever involuntary, to Alexander McCabe? Insurance 
Commissioner for the State of Califorma, .and the 
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lcZ;;rk&ey University of California, College of Agri- 
. 

The following figures, supplied by the stock fire 
insurance companies, will be taken first: 

Year Premiums Received Losses Paid Ratio Losses to 
Premiums 

$7,008.036.97 43.1 
$7,101,198.64 44.6 
$6,768,367.17 

1:t $6,359,362.98 . 

1907 ..__.________.__ $16,242.105.95 
1913 ----..---------_ $15,897,256.09 
1916 ________.____.__ $17,131,070.02 
1917 __.__-___ _ ______ $19,556,174.84 

Next we will take the County Mutual Insurance 
Companies : 
Year Premiums Received Losses Paid Rage$r$s; to 

1913 _________________._ .$98,594.11 $71,906.04 72.9 
1917 .__________-____._ $243,878.30 $44,278.32 18.1 

Here we find the premiums increasing 247% and 
the losses 62%. 

In 1907 the I. W. W. had just come into existence. 
In 1913 occurred the famous Wheatland strike, 
which, the opposition claims, was the precursor to a 
campaign of arson and sabotage which was only 
stemmed by the Sacramento prosecution and con- 
viction. This arson campaign was alleged to be in 
full play in the years 1916 and 1917. 

BUT WHAT DO THESE FIGURES PROVE? 
They prove that while the fire losses decreased by 

three-quarters of a million during the period 1913- 
1917, the amount of the premiums received by the 
incurance companies increased by $3,658,919.76 ! 

The insurance companies, believing in the old 
adage of making hay while the sun shone, had skill- 
fully capitalized the fears aroused in the farming 
communities of California by the insurance-affiliated 
politicians, parading the I. W. W. arson bogey! 
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“GRAIN FIRES LESS THAN 4% INCENDIARY,” 
SAYS STATE 

According to the evidence of Elbert Coutts, the 
bright light of the Sacramento prosecution, there 
hasn’t been any grain to speak of in California, which 
has escaped the wobbly torch. For didn’t the valiant 
Coutts hie forth innumerable nights with his trusty 
arson squad and burn everything in their path “till 
the glow hurt his eyes.” 

But the State College of Agriculture was not to 
be fooled by creatures of the Coutts type; They have 
investigated the matter, and FOUR MONTHS AFT- 
ER THE SACRAMENTO DEFENDANTS WERE 
CONVICTED, they state that the causes of 1’79 hay 
and grain fires in the year 1918 were as follows: 

Per cent. 
Sparks from exhaust of tractor and auxiliary engines.... 38.6 
Hot boxes, etc., in machinery ____________._______--------.----------.--.- 7.2 
Sparks from auto truck exhausts ____________________----.---.------- 6.0 
Probably machinery ________.-._____________________________--...------.-.-.---- 6.1 
Spread from adjoining field or grass. ______________._____-------.--- 6.6 
INCENDIARY; KNOWN, 4; PROBABLE, 3 .___________.___ 3.9 
Railway __._.____._____..___-------.--.-.-----.--.--.--.-----~----------.--------~-.--- 
Spontaneous combustion - ____ ______ ____ .____.____________._---.-..-..-.-- 32’38 
Miscellaneous _.-__- _ ____..____._____..__-...----------.-.-.---..-------------- 313 
Unknown ____._.-_---_____.__.----------.------.-.-.-...-------.-------~~~~~~~~~.~~~~.. 15.6 

Total . ..___----..____..__--.---..-....----.---- _ .____.___ __ _._____._._._._.._.___ 92.2 

There was inaccuracy in the state pamphlet deal- 
ing with this matter. They showed an alleged total 
loss of 100 per cent. On checking it, we find that 
the percentage was 92.2 per cent. It is interesting to 
note that the College of Agriculture did not confine 
itself to known incendiary fires. It also took into 
account those fires which showed the least sign of 
incendiary origin. 

But we will not content ourselves with the 1918 
figures. We will take those of 1915-1917, also com- 
piled by the State College of Agriculture. 
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Caures of Grain and Hay Fires in California, 1915-1917 
Number Percentage 

Unknown ____ .._...__________ _ .__________._.____ _ ___..___ 79 30.3 
Harvesting Machinery .______ _ ____.-_ _ _____ 78 
Railway __________ _.__ _ _.______ .: _____ _ _______ _____ _______ 28 E-8 
Miscellaneous ._ ______.___.._.__.._...-------. _ _._____ 27 10:4 
Carelessness __..________________.--- i ______._._______. 21 
Smoking ..___ _.._. _ _..____.. .-_ ____. _._____.__ ____.____. 20 
INCENDIARY _____ ____ ____ ._._________.____.__.---- 7 

f:i 

100.00 

The state statisticians completely ignore the fig- 
ures given on the witness stand by Coutts and Dy- 
mond. 

WHY? 

GOVERNOR STEPHEN’S ALLIANCE WITH THE 
INSURANCE COMPANIES 

Governor Stephens, during his last political cam- 
paign, laid undue emphasis on the “I. W. W. de- 
structionists, arson campaigns,” etc. There was an 
important motive behind his haranguing. His first 
political meeting in San Francisco was held in the 
office of the Royal Insurance Company1 The chair- 
man on the occasion was Rolla V. Watt, a promi- 
nent local insurance man, and close busmess asso- 
ciate of A. W. Thornton, Chairman of the Insurance 
Companies’ Fire Prevention Bureau, the individual 
who rushed the fake Hagerman confession on to the 
first page of the newspapers in an effort to terrify 
the farmers and merchants into insuring their grain 
and property against the “I. W. W. arsonists.” 

The last session of the California Legislative As- 
sembly and Senate passed a state Two-Platoon Fire- 
men’s Law. Watt and Thornton lobbied against it in 
vain. Stephens vetoed the law. 

His frenzied drumming up of business for ,his 
friends during his campaign : the vivid and suspicious 
testimony of the utterly discredited Coutts and Dy- 
mond and the lies of a hostile press, convicted the 
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Sacramento men of arson, which the State of Cali- 
fornia says never had been committed. 

Not one of the horde of Burns detectives planted 
in the I. W. W. halls throughout the state whenever 
big fires occurred, notably in Modesto, was put on 
the witness stand. 

ARSON AS A WEAPON IN BUSINESS QUARRELS 

In the national campaign of 1908, Thomas Hisgen, 
who ran on the Hearst-Independent ticket, charged 
that the Standard Oil Company in its elimination of 
small competitors was suspected of arson. He men- 
tioned instances of small oil companies whose plants, 
after refusal to sell out to the Rockefeller interests, 
were rather mysteriously burned. 

The tobacco growers of Kentucky, who disagreed 
with the marketing system of some of their neigh- 
bors, have not hesitated at applying the torch to the 
recalcitrants’ barns. But a few years ago these grow- 
ers, attired in the recognized Klu Klux Klan costume, 
burned barns and tobacco houses wholesale and 
horsewhipped all who disagreed with them. 

It is well known that business competitors have 
~~ ~~ oftendescended to the use of this weapon to cripple 

their competitors. Of course, while the I. W. W. was 
a handy organization for both to lay-the blame on, 
both were very well aware of the identity of the 
real arsonist and the motive for his dastardly ac- 
tion. 

Farmers, with unsalable crops on hand, are not 
above suspicion of the use of arson. Dry goods mer- 
chants have followed the same example. Statistics 
shown in the appendix furnish irrefutable corrobora- 
tion. 

Water melons in California a few years ago were 
a drug on the market. The supply exceeded the de- 
mand five-fold, it was said. They did not bring in 
the cost of production. It was then that an I. W. W. 
unknown to the Turlock rancher was told, “‘Tis a 
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pity that water melons are not inflammable. If they 
burned the blame could be laid on the I. W. W.” 

This unholy alliance of the arsonist, the insurance 
agent and the favor-seeking politician has done a 
lot to enrage an ignorant public against an organ& 
ization, totally blameless, and which has made many 
enemies such as they by its loyalty’to labor and its 
winning system of industrial action. 

SILENT DEFENSE POLICY IMPRESSES PUBLIC 
The Sacramento silent defense policy had its ef- 

fect. The progressive magazines and publications 
of American were favorably impressed. The sacri- 
ficial action of the silent forty-three riveted the at- 
tention of the public on the courts, their prostitu- 
tion in the interest of the employing class of Amer- 
ica, and the unblushing tactics of Californian lackeys 
of capital in buying Oxmans, Dymonds and McDon- 
alds to railroad innocent men to the gallows and 
prison. 

The men are now in Leavenworth Federal Prison, 
Kansas. They have appealed their case. The out- 
come? No one knows. But they have done a good 
work and done it well. At the cost of their llberl3, 
they have struck a &sadly blow at the frame-up sys- 
tem and the corrupt influence of capital over those 
entrusted with the administration of the laws of the 
nation. Densmore has shown how Supreme Justice-l--. 
Henshaw of California changed his vote in a big --1. 
will contest for the sum of $410,000. This is but 
one legal scandal come to light. This labor-hating 
legal prostitute is but one of hundreds of bought 
officials and judges who daily violate the law in the 
interest of men who buy immunity and crush labor 
through the practically unlimited use of the dollars 
they profiteer through the sweat of labor. 

Swallowed up by ghastly gray Leavenworth, our 
fellow workers have lost their homes, their wives, 
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their children, every joy and pleasure they had in 
their humble lives. Instead they face the long, weary 
years of solitude and repression, perhaps to meet 
death at the end. The have made a great, huge and 
unlimited sacrifice. 

They are truly in there for us! 
Shall we forget them? 

td 

APPENDIX 

I. vIowrmG THE CONSTITUTION 

National Civil Liberties Bureau. 
September 27, 1918. 

The following open letter to the President, to- 
gether with the memorandum attached, is called to 
your attention in the belief that you will be inter- 
ested in the issue with which it deals. We desire to 
secure the widest possible publicity about the facts 
You are at liberty to make any use of this communi- 
cation you think appropriate to achieve that end. 

Very truly yours, 
ROGER N. BALDWIN, 

--------- * 
“Dear Mr. Presi&%r ~-s- ---_~~ 

Director. 

Even in the midst of the . war>- ‘,Q ~~ 
energies so wholly directed to its prosecution, we 
venture to put before you a matter which seems to 
us of the utmost importance to the preservation of 
American democratic principles. 

-The constitutional right of a fair trial even to the 
most unpopular and despised citizens, is, we submit, 
among our most precious traditions of liberty. The 
guarantee of that right is today seriously threatened 
by the activities of subordinate officials of the De- 
partment of Justice and of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, especially directed against the defense com- 
mittees of the Industrial Workers of the World. 
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By prolonged and deliberate misrepresentation in 
the press, the I. W. W. has come to be so outlawed 
by American public opinion that almost any injustice 
toward them can be perpetrated without protest. 
That doubtless is the chief explanation of the utterly 
illegal interference with the mail, express packages, 
funds, advertisements and publications of their de- 
fense committees organized after the various indict- 
ments returned in the past year against their mem- 
bers by federal grand juries at Chicago, Wichita, 
Kansas, Sacramento and F’resno, California. Of these 
only the Chicago case has been tried. The others 
will shortly come to trial. We have the facts which 
prove the misuse of power by federal officials during 
the course of the Chicago trial, and in the six months 
between the indictment and trial. They are set forth 
in the attached memorandum. We have not under- 
taken to secure affidavits in support of the state- 
ments, because we believe the heads of the depart- 
ments at Washington will move at once to make 
their own investigations. We are merely calling at- 
tention by this memorandum to the kinds of inter- 
ference with the rights of a defendant which we are 
certain the responsible officials will prevent in the 
three remaining I. W. W. trials. 

It is for the sake of vindicating a fundamental 
and sacred principle of our liberties, the right of a 
defendant to make the fullest, ablest defense he can, 
unhampered by the agents of the prosecution, that: 
we submit this protest and appeal.” 

Memorandum Showing Interference by Federal 
Agents with the Operations of the General Defense 
Committee of the Industrial Workers of the World, 
Organized in Connection with the Trial Recently 
Concluded at Chicago in the Case of the U. 3. VS. 

Haywood, et al. 

1. Interference by agents of the Department of 
Justice. 
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2. The original raid on general headquarters of 
the I. W. W. at Chicago and at local headquarters 
throughoub the country, took place on Sept. Sth, 
1917. The indictments were voted by the federal 
grand jury at Chicago on Sept. 28th. Great masses 
of evidence were then in the possession of the govern- 
ment. Nevertheless, agents .of the Department of 
Justice continued to raid the general and local head- 
quarters of the I. W. W. both with and without 
search warrants, in order, they stated, to secure .ad- 
ditional evidence. In these raids were seized the 
apparatus and material with which the defense com- 
mittee was conducting its work of preparing for the 
trial, which began April lst, 1918. The raids at.the 
Chicago office took place in December, 1917. The 
other raids on local headquarters are too numerous 
to mention. The property taken consisted of type- 
writers, addressographs, mimeographs, stationery, 
card index lists, cash’and other facilities for conduct- 
ing the affairs of the defense. Some of this property 
was returned after examination, much of it was not. 
The raids and the holding of the property constitute 
a procedure unparalleled in modern crimina1 prose- 
cutions. They are obviously o$en to the suspicion of 
being conducted not so much to obtain evidence as 
to embarrass the defense. 

3.’ Agents of the Department of Justice also ar- 
rested the active members of the I. W. W. defense 
committees at many points in the country, stopped 
their meetinps, and seized their funds. This was done 
at Seattle, Wash., New York City, San Francisco, 
and other places. In few or none of the cases of ar- 
rest of defense committee members did any prosecu- 
tion follow. The practical effort and presumptive 
ohiect of their arrest and detention was to make 
difficult the collection of defense funds. 

4. On June 22 there appeared ih the “New Re- 
public,” published at New York City, an adver- 
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tisement asking “liberals” to subscribe to the defense 
fund of the I. W. W. so that they might be assured 
a fair trial. This advertisement was signed by Robert 
W. Bruere, John Dewey, John A. Fitch, Percy Stick- 
ney Grant, Carlton Parker, J. H. Hayes, Inez Haynes 
Irwin, Helen Keller, Jas. Harvey Robinson, Thor- 
stein Veblen, George P. West and Walter E. Weyl. 
These are all well known and impa%tial students of 
industrial questions. The advertisement was an ar- 
gument only for the American right of a fair triz. 
Yet the “New Republic” was advised by an agent 
of the Department of Justice not to reprint it, under 
threat of getting into difficulty with the law. . 

5. A pamphlet entitled, “The Truth About the I. 
W. W.,” published by the National Civil Liberties 
Bureau for the sole purpose of presenting the facts 
as stated by distinguished industrial investigators 
during the war, was forbidden transportation by the 
express companies under orders of the Department 
of Justice and otherwise hampered in circulation, 
although never declared non-mailable. That it was 
a careful, judicial piece of work is evident from the 
fact that it was edited by a committee among whom 
were John Graham Brooks, Robert W. Bruere, Prof. 
Carlton H. Parker, of the University of Washington 
and labor representative of the War Department, 
George P. .West, associate editor of the Public, and 
John A. Fitch, industrial editor of the Survey. The I 
general defense committee at Chicago had similar 
difficulties with express packages containing only de- 
fense news literature. Many such packages were 
returned to the defense committee’s headquarters by 
the American Express Company, acting under orders 
of agents of the Department of Justice. The names 
and addresses of the consignees and the dates of the 
shipments have been furnished us by the general de- 
fense committee. 

6. The conduct of certain agents of the Depart- 
ment of Justice in intimidating witnesses for the de- 
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fense is a matter of public record during the trial 
at Chicago, and was the subject of severe censure 
by Judge Landis. 

II. INTERFERENCE BY THE POSTOFFICE DEPT. 
1. First-class mail from the general defense com- 

mittee was held up in such quantities in Chicago in 
the months of January and February 1918 that the 
defense committee was obliged to resort to subter- 
fuge to get its matter into the mails. The chief postal 
inspector in Chicago told Attorney George F. Van- 
derveer, counsel for the I. W. W., on February 27th 
that 300 sacks of mail, most of it I. W. W. literature, 
were being held up at Chicago. 

2. Registered letters mailed by the .general de- 
fense committee were held for months in the Chicago 
post office, opened, officially sealed and later deliv- 
ered. Full particulars about the dates on which 
these letters were sent, the person to whom sent and 
the dates finally delivered, have been furnished. 
Many letters mailed in March were not delivered 
until July. Between 60 and 70 checks sent in regis- 
tered letters had to be duplicated by the organiza- 
tion, because of non-delivery of the originals until 
months after mailing. 

3. First-class mail was frequently opened, being 
received after delay by the person to whom sent, 
marked “officially sealed.” There was no indication 
that such mail was opened upon proper search war- 
rants as provided by law. 

4. The interference with third-class mail in the 
early days of the defense committee’s activities was 
so great that all third-class mail had to be aban- 
doned, and printed matter was sent first-class. 

5. In this connection, we beg to call attention to 
what was stated in the United States Senate as a 
purpose of the amendment of the Espionage Act giv- 
ing the Postmaster General practically unlimited 
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discretion to declare mail to particular addresses un- 
deliverable. Senator King of Utah on May 2, 1918 
(Congressional Record, page 6431) said this: “Thou- 
sands of dollars are being sent to Mr. Haywood and 
to other leaders of the Industrial Workers of the 
World and to the leaders of criminal organizations 
not only by those who profess the same disloyal faith 
but by some who are ignorant of the wickedness of 
such an organization. The purpose of this section is’ 
to prevent those who are publishing these disloyal 
papers from receiving contributions.” 

REPORT ON THE BISBEE DEPORTATIONS 
Made by the President’6 Mediation Commission to the 

President of the United States. 

Bisbee, Ariz., November 6, 1917. 

The President: 

The deportations an the 12th of July last, from the 
Warren district of Arizona, as well as the practices 
that followed such deportations, have deeply affect- 
ed the opinions of laboring men, as well as the gen- 
eral public, throughout the country. These events 
have even been made the basis of an attempt to af- 
fect adversely public opinion among some of the 
people of the allies. Their memory still embarrasses 
the establishment of industrial peace for the period 
of the war, and it is indispensable to obtain and main- 
tain .possible successful conclusion and if lives are 
not to be needlessly sacrificed. The President’s Medi- 
ation Commission is charged rather with helping to 
secure peaceful industrial relations for the future 
than to sit in judgment upon the errors of the past. 
But it is impossible to make for peace in the future 
unless the recurrences of such instances as the Bisbee 
deportations are avoided. The future cannot be safe- 
guarded against such recurrences unless a candid and 
just statement is made of the facts surrounding the 
Bisbee deportation and an understanding is had of 
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the conditions which brought it about. Such candor 
is also necessary for the guidance of all in their fu- 
ture conduct. Such candor is also necessary, because 
if the truth be authoritatively set forth, there will be 
no basis for any misrepresentation of the facts either 
through ignorance or design. 

The President’s Mediation Commission has there- 
‘fore deemed it a duty which it could not avoid to 
undertake a thorough and impartial consideration 
of the facts surrounding the deportations of the 
12th of July and the practices which have been pur- 
sued since the deportation by officials and citizens 
of Cochise County. After hearing the representa- 
tives of the different elements involved in the de- 
portation, both official and private, the President’s 
Mediation Commission makes these findings: 

1. A strike was called in the Warren district on 
June 26, 1917, to be effective the following day. 
While undoubtedly the men sincerely felt that sev- 
eral grievances called for rectification by the compa- 
nies, having regard to the conditions in this district 
and the Government’s need for its copper produc- 
tion, the grievances were not of such a nature as to 
have justified the strike. Here, as elsewhere, there 
was, however, no machinery for the adjustment of 
difficulties between the companies and the men 
which provided for the determination of alleged 
grievances by some authoritative disinterested trib- 
unal in which both the companies and the men had 
confidence and before which they had an equal op- 
portunity of urging their respective claims. This is 
a fundamental difficulty in the settlement of griv- 
antes that may arise in this district, and here as in 
the other mining camps in Arizona visited by the 
President’s Mediation Commission a plan has been 
worked out establishing such machinery whereby 
in the future, at least during the period of the war, 
grievance will be settled by an orderly, impartial 
process, and the resort to strike or lockout will be 
wholly without foundation. 
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2. Many of those who went out did not in fact 
believe in the justice of the strike, but supported it, 
as is common among workingmen, because of their 
general loyalty to the cause represented by the strik- 
ers and their refusal to be regarded’ in their own 
estimation, as well as in the minds of their fellow 
workers, as “scabs.” 

3. -Shortly after the strike was called, the sheriff 
of the county, through the governor of Arizona, re- 
quested the aid of Federal troops. The request was 
based on the fact that the State militia had been 
drafted into the Federal service and the State there- 
fore was without its normal militia protection. Gov. 
Campbell recommended to the Secretary of War that 
an immediate investigation of the situation at Bisbee 
be made by a Regular Army officer, in order to as- 
certain the need of troops. The governor’s recom- 
mendation was followed, and an’ investigation of 
the situation in Bisbee was made by an experienced 
.officer. Such investigation was made on June 30th 
and again on July 2, and after both investigations 
the officer reported that everything was peaceable 
and that troops were neither needed nor warranted 
under existing conditions. 

4. That the conditions in Bisbee were in fact peace- 
ful and free from any manifestations of disorder or 
violence is the testimony of reputable citizens, as 
well as of officials of the city and county, who are 
in a position. to report accurately and speak without 
bid. 

5. Early on the morning of July 12 the sheriff and 
-a large armed force presuming to act as deputies un- 
der the sheriff’s, authority, comprising about 2,000 
men, rounded up 1,186 men in the Warren district, 
put them aboard a train, and carried them to Co- 
lumbus, N. Mex. The auth,oritiee at Columbus re- 
fused to permit those, in charge of the deportation 
to leave the men there, and the train carried them 
back to the desert town of Xermanas, N. Mex., a 
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near-by station. The deportees were wholly without 
adequate supply of food and water and shelter for 
two days. At Hermanas the deported men were aban- 
doned by the guards who had brought them, and they 
were left to shift for themselves. TheMituation was 
brought to the attention of the War Department, 
and on July 14 the deportees were escorted by troops 
to Columbus, N. Mex., where they were maintained 
by the Government until the middle of September. 

6. According to an Army census of the deported 
men, 199 were native born Americans, 468 were citi- 
zens, 472 were registered under the selective draft 
law, and 433 were married. Of the foreign born, 
over 20 nationalities were represented, including 141 
British, 82 Serbians, and 179 Slavs. Germans and 
Austro-Hungarians (other than Slavs) were com- 
paratively few. 

7. The deportation was carried out under the sher- 
iff of Cochise County. It was formally decided upon 
at a meeting of citizens on the night of July 11 par- 
ticipated in by the managers and other officials of 
the Copper Queen Consolidated Mining Co. (Phelps- 
Dodge Corporation, Copper Queen division) and the 
Calumet & Arizona Mining Co. Those who planned 
and directed the deportation purposely abstained 
from consulting about their plans either with the 
United States attorney in Arizona, or the law officers 
of the state or county, or their own legal advisers. 

8. In order to carry the plans for the deportation 
into successful execution, the leaders in the enter- 
prize utilized the local offices of the Bell Telephone 
Co.., and exercised or apttempted to exercise a censor- 
ship over all parts of interstate connections of both 
the telephone and telegraph lines in order to prevent 
any knowledge of the deportation reaching the out- 
side world. 

9. The plan for the deportation and its execution 
are attributable to the belief in the minds of those 
who engineered it that violence was contemplated by 
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the strikers and sympathizers with the strikers who 
had come into the district from without, that life 
and property would be insecure unless such deporta- 
tion was undertaken, and that the State was without 
the necessary armed force to prevent such anticipated 
violence and to safeguard life and property within 
the district. This belief has no justification in the ’ 
evidence in support of it presented by the parties 
who harbored it. 

10. Neither such fear on the part of the leaders of 
<the deportation as to anticipated violence nor evi- 
dence justifying such fear was ever communicated to 
the governor of the State of Arizona with a view of 
renewing the request for Federal troops, based upon 
changing conditions, nor were the Federal authori- 
ties in fact ever apprised that a change of conditions 
had taken place in the district from that found by 
the investigating Army officer to call for or warrant 
the interposition of Federal troops. 

11. The deportation was wholly illegal and with- 
out authority in law, either State or Federal. 

12. Following the deportation of the 12th, in the 
language of .Governor Campbell of Arizona, “the 
constitutional rights of citizens and others have been 
ignored by processes not provided by law, viz., by 
deputy sheriffs, who refused persons admittance into 
the district and the passing of judgment by a tri- 
bunal without legal jurisdiction resulting in further 
deportations.” 

13. Immediately after the first deportation, and 
until late in August, the function of the local ju- 
diciary was usurped by a body which to all intents 
and purposes was a vigilance .committee, having no 
authority whatever in law. It caused the deporta- 
tion of large numbers of others. So far as this com- 
mittee is concerned, its activities were abandoned at 
tghuetrequest of the Governor of Arizona late in Au-. 

. 

14. Among those who were deported from the dis- 
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trict and who thereafter were arrested in seeking 
entrance into it were several who were registered 
under the selective draft law and sought to return or 
remain in the district in order to discharge their 
legal duty of reporting for physical examination un- 
der the draft. 

These findings *of fa,cts make certain reconimenda- 
ii~;;~by the President s Mediation CornmIssIon mev- . . 

1. All illegal practices and the denial of rights 
safeguarded by the Constitution and statutes must* 
at once cease. The right of unimpeded admittance 
into the Warren district of all who seek entrance 
into it in a lawful and peaceful manner must be re- 
spected. The right of all persons to* move freely 
about in the Warren district or to continue to reside 
within it must be scrupulously observed except in so 
far as such right is restricted by the orderly process 
of the law. To this end we have directed letters to 
Governor Campbell and Sheriff Wheeler of Cochise 
County, of which copies, together with Sheriff 
Wheeler’s acknowledgment, are appended. 

-2. In so far as the deportation of July 12 and the 
events following constitute violations of the laws of 
Arizona, we join in, the recommendation of Governor 
Campbell that the responsible law officers of the 
state and county pursue appropriate remedies for 
the vindication of such laws. 

3. In so far as the evidence before the commission 
indicates interference with the enforcement of the 
selective draft law, the facts should be brought to the 
attention of the Attorney General of the United 
States. A memorandum for submission to the Attor- 
ney General is appended. 

4. In so far as the evidence before the commission 
indicates an interference with interstate lines of com- 
plunication, the facts should be submitted for ap- 
propriate attention by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. A memorandum for submission to the In- 
testate. Corn merce. Commission is appended. 
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5. In so far as deportations such as we have set 
forth have not yet been made a Federal cause, it is 
our duty to report to the President the wisdom of 
recommending to the Congress that such occurrences 
hereafter be made criminal under the Federal law to 
the full extent of the constitutional authority of the 
Federal Government. 

Respectfully submitted. 
THE PRESIDENT’S MEDIATION COMMISSION, 

W. B. Wilson, Chairman, 
E. P. Marsh, 
John H. Walker, 

Felix Frankfurter, 
J. L. Spangler, 

Counsel to the Commission. 

THE FACTS REGARDING THE PERSECUTION OF 
THE RADICAL LABOR MOVEMENT IN 

THE UNITED STATES. 

The present situation confronting the radical la- 
bor movement in the United States is a challenge to 
every believer in democratic liberty, every champion 
of the cause of labor. The I. W. W., as the one radical 
labor organization of the unskilled migratory worker 
of the West, has been continuously attacked in a sys- 
tematic campaign of violent abuse from the opening 
of the war. Every device known to those who strive 
to destroy the power of labor has been used in the 
fight-organized press publicity to terrorize the pub- 
lit, intimidation, mob violence, deportation, the em- 
ployment of “agents provocateurs,?’ and the stam- 
peding of local and state legislative bodies into fram- 
ing summary legislation to outlaw radical labor. The 
height of the organized violence was the lynching of 
Frank Little and the deportation of the Bisbee miners. 

This bitter, organized persecution was not due to 
anti-war activities of the I. W. W. It was due to the 
favorable opportunity offered to business interests by 
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the war to crush their greatest foes at home. The 
only proof of this needed by reasonable men is the 
almost identical record of persecution of the Farm- 
ers’ Non-Partisan League, a radical but aggressively 
pro-war organization. 

The I. W. W. is only now feeling the full burden 
of this attack. Ninety-three of its most active leaders 
convicted at Chicago, are now serving long terms at 
Leavenworth; 46 more were recently convicted at 
Sacramento; three federal conspiracy cases are still 
waiting to be tried. Scores of cases under Western 
state laws aimed at the I. W. W., have put practically 
all the strong local leaders and organizers behind the 
bars-with scores of new cases constantly arising. 
The organization’s entire energies now are devoted 
to the defense of its organizers and members. 

And all these trials have proved only one thing- 
namely, that the I. W. W. is a revolutionary organiza- 
tion of workers opposed to the capitalist control of 
industry ; that it has sought to achieve better condi; 
tions for the workers and a larger share in the con- 
trol of industry by means of organization, strikes, 
strikes-on-the-job, and the publication of pamphlets 
and propaganda. The common charge of violence 
to achieve the organization’s purposes has not been 
proved in a single trial. Not a single fact has been 
proved against the organization which could not be 
proved with equal force against any aggressive A. F. 
of L. union-with the single exception of the pub- 
lication of radical literature expressing revolution- 
ary ideas of the struggle of labor. 

Most of this literature was published before the 
war. All the activities have been the common prac- 
tices of the I. W. W. for, years. The Government 
holds that the war made criminal the continuance 
of these activities and the circulation of this litera- 
ture. 

The I. W. W. cannot be destroyed by persecu- 
tion. It will exist so long as the industrial system 
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makes necessary a radical organization of workers 
in basic seasonal industries. It is the embodiment 
of the protest and revolutionary vision of the most 
exploited and driven workers of the West. The kind 
of persecutions to which the I. W. W. is now sub- 
jected - by government, business and press - can 
only add fire in the long run to their protest and rev- 
olutionary spirit. The more bitter the struggle now 
to get justice, the more unrestrained the reaction 
later. And the I. W. W. is strained to the breaking 
point to bear the present terrific burden imposed on 
it by the war prosecutions. 

These prosecutions, their cost, and their present 
status follow. The Federal prosecutions are: (1) 
The great 5-months’ trial at Chicago., beginning 
April 1, 1918, in which 93 of the original 166 de- 
fendants were sentenced to terms in Leavenworth 
penitentiary ranging from 1 to 20 years. They are 
serving sentences now, although the case is being 
appealed to the U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals. Bail 
pending the filing of the appeal was denied all the 
defendants. Among the prisoners in this case are 
Wm. D. Haywood, general organizer; Vincent St. 
John, former general organizer; the members of the 
executive board, the organizers of all the larger in- 
dustrial unions of the I. W. W., the editors of “Sol- 
idarity,” the official paper, and the editors of most 
of the I. W. W. papers-in English and foreign lan- 
guages. 

The Chicago trial alone has cost $108,715, without 
counting the expense of the appeal, estimated. at 
$19,800. Efforts are being made to reduce this ex- 
pense by getting the government to print the record 
on the ground that the defendants are “paupers” 
within the meaning of the law. The cost of printing 
the record alone is estimated at $10,000. Of the 
cost of the original trial-over $lOO,OOO-the mem- 
bers of the I. W. W. contributed all but about $15,- 
000 raised by sympathizers. 
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The persecution of the organization throughout 
the whole period of this trial, from the first Depart- 
ment of Justice raids on September 5, 1917, to the 
present is incredible. The offices have been repeat- 
edly raided, many times without even the pretense 
of a warrant; mail of all sorts has been arbitrarily 
held up for months by the postoffice; express com- 
panies have been prohibited by the Department of 
Justice from taking shipments to or for the I. W. W., 
and the federal secret service men have continu- 
ously hounded the organization’ in its work of con- 
ducting its legal defense. Even sympathizers, not 
connected in any way with the organization, have 
been similarly treated by the agents of the Govern- 
ment. All attempts to get into the public press a 
fair statement of the vital industrial issues involved 
have been met with a torrent of abuse and misrepre- 
sentation. 

(2) The Sacramento (Cal.) case on federal 
charges similar to those at Chicago concluded Jan- 
uary 25, 1919, forty-six defendents being convicted 
and sentenced to terms ranging from one to ten 
years. The case was distinguished by the “silent 
defense” of forty-three defendants, who had no 
counsel and offered no evidence, in order to express 
their utter lack of faith in the ability of the court 
to do them justice. No appeal is being taken for 
the forty-three. Three defendants employed coun- 
sel and have appealed. 
bonds. 

They are out on appeal 
The forty-three are scattered in various pris- 

ons. The defense fund for this case was raised 
chiefly from west coast I. W. W. members and sym- 
pathizers; $6,000 was contributed by the national 
office. Four defendants died in jail awaiting trial- 
and all have suffered greatly. Only three were able 
“,o,r;t;; liberty on the bail fixed, which was $lO,- 

. 

(3) The Wichita (Kansas) case on general federal 
charges similar to the Chicago cases, will go to trial 
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March 12, 1919, involving twelve of the Chicago 
and thirty-eight new defendants, some of whom have 
been in jail since.November, 1917, without a chance 
to be tried. Bail is fixed at $10,000 each, which is, 
of course, beyond their reach. Long confinement and 
wretched sanitary conditions in the jails have caused 
serious illness among many of the defendants. 

(4) The Omaha (Neb.) case, a federal indict- 
ment similar to the Chicago case, involving twenty- 
one of the Chicago defendants and twenty-eight oth- 
ers. The indictment was brought in September, 1918. 
The date of the trial is not yet fixed. The defendants 
have recently been released on reduced bail. 4 

‘(5) The Spokane (Wash.) case, on federal con- 
spiracy charge under the Espionage Act, involving 
twenty-eight new defendants and Wm. D. Haywood 
and Vincent St. John as well. The indictment was 
brought in September, 1918. The date of the trial 
has not been set. One defendant only is out on $lO,- 
000 bail. The others are held in jail in that amount. 

In addition to these five big war conspiracy cases, 
the federal authorities have prosecuted individual I. 
W; W. organizers and members in many. state- 
some thirty or -forty cases all told. Practically all 
tried were convicted and sentenced without being 
able to take an appeal for lack of funds. 

Other Than Federal Prosecutions 
_. 

. . 

But these federal prosecutions, sweeping and b.ur- 
densome as they are, do not cover by any means the 
whole legal attack on the organization during the 
war. They hit the national leaders, the heads of the 
industrial unions, and the editors and authors of I. 
W. W. papers and pamphlets. But the local lead- 
ers. throughout the Northwest, the active men in the 
rank and file, have been attacked from another quar- 
ter-the state authorities. Under special statutes 
aimed at the I. W. W. (and in some states the Non- 
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Partisan League also) hundreds of cases have been 
brought in Montana, Idaho and Washington. 

These statutes, making it a criminal offense to 
hold membership in an organization advocating “syn- 
dicalism” (which the statutes define very broadly) 
have succeeded in sending over 200 men to prison 
for terms of from one to ten years. The war was 
used as the occasion for vigorously enforcing these 
laws against radical labor propaganda. Other states 
in the Northwest are rapidly following with similar 
legislation. 

Where this special legislation did not exist dur- 
ing the war, other state or city laws were invoked. 
The I. W. W. was attacked by every kind of pros- 
ecuting authority, ably encouraged by organized 
business, and a violent press campaign. 

This combination of forces has not quit their at- 
tacks with the end of the war. They are not sat- 
isfied with locking up the leaders and active mem- 
bers. They will be satisfied only with the complete 
destruction of the entire radical movement. With 
them it is eternal war until that purpose is achieved. 
Only those who have come close to the facts of the 
industrial struggle in the West can appreciate to 
the full the violent bitterness and desperate deter- 
mination of the organized employers and the.public 
press. 

Another means of attack, increasingly used by the 
Federal government, is the power of deportation 
of foreign born radicals. Scores of I. W. W. members 
have actually been deported or are held for deporta- 
tion under the provision of the immigration law deal- 
ing with the advocacy of “anarchism.” The I. W. 
W. advocacy of sabotage on employers (the strike- 
on-the-job) is frequently held to be “anarchism” 
and deportation ordered solely on that ground. Ac- 
tive membership in the I. W. W. is of itself in most 
cases sufficient ground for holding men for long pe- 
riods at immigration stations, if not for actual de- 
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portation. Recent amendments to the immigration 
act make deportation of any foreign born radical a . 
very simple matter. 

What Is the I. W. W. Doing? 

The I. W. W. is using every possible means to fight 
for its right to exist as a labor organization. A staff 
of able lawyers are handling the conspiracy cases 
and taking care of the enormous work of appealing 
the Chicago case. National and local defense com- 
mittees are raising funds to hire lawyers, carry the 
cases and conduct publicity. The national office 
alone has expended over $110,000 on legal defense 
in the past year-and must yet spend many thou- 
sands more. The local cases are carried chiefly by 
local organizations. 

The I. W. W. is obviously -engaged in a terrific 
struggle for the right to exist. It is radical labor’s 
fight in the U. S. They need now the help of all 
sympathizers, all believers in their right to represent 
the needs of a great group of unskilled workers,- 
their right under the guarantees of the Constitution. 

Every right guaranteed by our government for the 
protection of freedom of opinion and utterance has 
been grossly violated in the case of the I. W. W. 
The I. W. W. literally has no rights. It is regarded as . 
an outlaw. It can hardly get a hearing of any sort, 
so violent and persistent is the wholesale abuse and 
misrepresentation. 

The I. W.- W. is endeavoring to meet this whole 
situation by three- efforts. 

1. To fight the legal cases to a finish in the courts. 
2. To agitate for amnesty for industrial and poli- 

tical prisoners, and for the dismissal of the pending 
cases. 

3. To secure more and more publicity on the facts 
of the organized persecution against it. 

The I. W. W. cannot push all their efforts to suc- 
cess alone, with its leaders in prison,‘and its organ- 
ization crippled. It needs money-money in large 
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amounts-for legal defense, publicity, organization. 
,If there was need to give during the great trial at 
Chicago, there is double need now when the situation 
is so much more desperate. It is not only desperate 
for the I. W. W. as an organization, it is desperate 
for the civil liberties guaranteed by the Constitution. 
It is desperate in the interest of an orderly solution 
of our industrial problems, for continued persecution 
of radical labor will inevitably lead to blind, violent 
protest.-March, 1919. 

EXHIBIT IV. 
Authenticated Incitements to Violence. 

The following are a few of the many incitements 
to violence uttered by politicians and the press dur- 
ing the past two years. Many extracts of this nature 
from the Sacramento Bee will be found in the body 
of the pamphlet. 

“We made 500 converts yesterday by beating that 
many people up.” 

(Public statement of Barney Dreyfus of New York 
Navy Club after May Day raids.) 

“We have a way of dealing with the Bolsheviki 
out west. We string ‘em up.“-U. S. Senator George 

. Chamberlain of Oregon. 
“Do not become a Bolsheviki. If you feel like 

fighting, go out and smash a red. It is great sport 
knocking them off soap boxes. We will get you a 
job and perhaps tide you over financially in exchange 
for a Bolsheviki scalp.“-Guy Empey in March num- 
ber of “Treat ‘Em Rough.“) 

“The Mooneys should be taken out and strung up 
without trial.” ’ 

(Taken from statement made to John A. Fitch, associate 
editor of The Survey, by Assistant District Attorney Edward 
A. Cunha of San Francisco.) 

“They hanged an I. W. W. leader in Butte and it 
had a very salutary effect. The governor of the state 

90 



has been too busy to issue the announcement of a 
statutory reward for the apprehension of the men 
who did the hanging.“-Statement of Vice-President 
-Thomas Marshall published in the New York Tri- 
bune, December 18, 1917. 

“I trust Washington will clean up and buck up, 
and either hang or imprison for life all the anarchists 
in the country. If the government doesn’t clean them 
up, I will. I’ll give up my mayorship and start 
through the country. We will hold meetings and 
have hanging places.“-Mayor Ole Hanson, at To- 
peka, Kansas, Fifth Liberty Loan rally. (The Seat- 
tle Post-Intelligencer, reactionary sponsor of Han- 
son’s, condemned this speech.) 

“Our laws are all too inadequate to deal with that 
public enemy, the labor agitator. We have a flabby 
public opinion which would wring its hands if we 
took the labor leader by the scruff of the neck, 
backed him up against the wall and filled him full of 
lead. Countries which consider themselves every bit 
as civilized as we are do not hesitate about such 
matters a moment.“-Wall St. Journal. 

“We criticised Diaz for beheading his political 
enemies. Perhaps he was up against an element of 
the I. W. W. and Bolshevists. The Diaz plan might 
work well in our own country now, because the talk 
of deportation is merely laughed at by these anarch- 
ists and mischief makers.“-Danville (Illinois) Com- 
mercial News. 

“The United States Government will be forced 
sooner or later to take up arms against the radicals 
in this country or adopt a more drastic policy of 
handling the bolsheviks, anarchists, I. W. W.‘s and 
others whose demonstrations in the various parts of 
the country are becoming more and more danger- 
ous.“-Pine Bluff (Ark.) Graphic. 
: “Extermination is the only cure for bolshevism. 
The very nature of the deed (the unexploded bombs 
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of May Day fame.-Ed.) suggests the dark machina- 
tions of the bolsheviki, the anarchist and the I. W. 
W. No mercy should be shown such as these.“- 
Alabama Decatur. 

“In New York socialists demanded the release of 
Thomas J. Mooney in prison for murder and of Gene 
Debs in prison for sedition. Soldiers attempted to 
break up the meeting, but the boneheaded police in- 
terfered and prevented the good work.“-1ronton 
(Ohio) Register. 

“The dignity of the country has been repeatedly 
outraged by these loathsome groups. They ought to 
be killed after due trial. Let us try the policy of ruth- 
lessness within the law for awhile.“-Montgomery 
(Ala.) Advocate. 

“A policeman’s night stick, descending with right 
good will on a socialist’s cranium, is a form of argu- 
ment that even an admirer of Marx, Trotzky, Debs, 
et al. should be able to understand and admire.“- 
Cleveland News. 

“Mayor Hanson’s lamp post method may not con- 
form to all legal requirements, but it has an appeal 
in it to popular imagination.“-Memphis Appeal. 

“Mayor Hanson is right when he says that what 
is needed is more stringent action.“-Wichita Beacon. 

“The American Bolsheviki, otherwise the I. W. W., 
need the firing squad instead of the federal enquiry.” 
Isaac F. Marcosson, magazine writer in the New 
York Times. 

“You cannot deal with the Bolsheviki in any other 
way than through their own system. Their doctrine 
is the kind of doctrine that brooks no answer. The 
only way to deal with them is to kill them off.“-Ex- 
President William Howard Taft. 

“One night six men of ‘sand’ called at Frank Lit- 
tle’s hotel, took him from his bed and in the most 
quiet and orderly way hanged him to a railroad 
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bridge until he was dead.“-Dr. William T. Horna- 
day of the American Defense Society. 

“I am not prepared to say that the ultimate re- 
sponsibility for the disorders to which you call atten- 
tion rests with sailors and soldiers, rather than upon 
those incendiary publications which they resented.” 
-Carter H. Glass, Secretary of the Treasury, ap- 
proving of raid on office of New York Call on May 
ist, and the consequent clubbing 
of women and little children by 
and soldiers. 

and mistreatment 
uniformed sailors 

EXHIBIT V. 
Light from Other Days. 

(Editorial from the Rebel Worker, New York, 
May 15th, 1919.) 

“BOMBS STORIES OF OTHER DAYS AND TODAY. 
“One thing that the people have not learned yet 

and that may, unfortunately, take them many years 
to understand, is the remarkable versatility of the 
average metropolitan police force. Once the police 
have put over a so-called clever piece of detective 

. work, they seem to feel that the same thing can be 
worked forever. 

“Let this tell its own story. It is copied from an 
interview with Captain Ebersold, -published in the 
Chicago Daily News, May 10, 1889. Ebersold was 
the Chief of Police of Chicago at the time of the 
Haymarket troubles and so he was in a position to 
know whereof he speaks. He says: 

“ ‘It was my policy to quiet things down as soon as 
possible’after the 4th of May. The general unsettled 
state of affairs was an injury to Chicago. 

“ ‘On the other hand, Captain Schaak wanted to 
keep things stirring. He wanted bombs to be found 
here, there, all around, everywhere. I thought peo- 
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ple would lie down and sleep better if they were not 
afraid that their homes would be blown to pieces any 
minute. But, this man Schaak, this little boy who 
must have glory or his heart would be broken, wanted 
none of that policy. Now, here is something that the 
public does not know. After we got the anarchist 
societies broken up Schaak wanted to send out men 
to again organize new ones right away. You see 
what this would do. He wanted to keep things boil- 
ing, keep himself prominently before the public. 
Well, I sat down on that. I didn’t like it. 

“ ‘After I heard all that I began to think there was 
perhaps not so much to this anarchist business as they 
claimed and I believe I was right. Schaak thinks he 
knew all about them. Why, I knew more at that 
time than he knows today. I was following them 
closely. As soon as Schaak began to get a little 
notoriety, he was spoiled.’ 

“The Schaaks are still alive ‘discovering’ bombs 
in the mail and elsewhere, so that it may be used to 
justify May day terrorism and slander of the 
I. w. W.)’ 

EXHIBIT VI. 

Criminal Syndicalism Bill of California. 

Amended in Assembly April 19, 1919. 
Senate Bill No. 660 

INTRODUCED BY SENATOR KEHOE 
January 24, 1919 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON LABOR AND CAPITAL. 

An act defining criminal syndicalism and sabotage, proscrib- 
ing certain acts and methods in connection therewith and in 
pursuance thereof and providing penalties and punishments 
therefor.. 

The people of the State of California do enact as follows: 
Section 1. The term “criminal syndicalism” as used in this 

act is hereby defined as any doctrine or precept advocating, 
teaching or aiding and abetting the commission of a crime, 
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sabotage (which word is hereby defined as meaning wilful and 
malicious physical damage or injury to physical property), or 
unlawful acts of force and violence or unlawful methods of I 
terrorism as a means of accomplishing a change in industrial 
ownership or control, or effecting any political change. 

Section 2. Any person who:. 

1. By spoken or written words or personal conduct advo- 
cates, teaches or aids and abets criminal syndicalism or the duty, 
necessity or propriety of committing crime, sabotage, violence 
or any unlawful method of terrorism as a means of accomplish- 
ing a change in industrial ownership or control, or effecting any 
political change; or 

2. Wilfully and deliberately by spoken or written words 
justifies or attempts to justify criminal syndicalism or the 
commission or attempt to commit crime, .sabotage, violence or 
unlawful methods of terrorism with intent to approve, advocate 
or further the doctrine of criminal syndicalism; or 

3. Prints, publishes, edits, issues or circulates or publicly 
displays any book paper, pamphlet, document, poster or written 
or printed matter in any other form, containing, or carrying 
written or printed advocacy, teaching or aid and abetment of, 
or advising criminal syndicalism; or 

4. Organizes or assists in organizing or is, or knowingly 
becomes a member of any organization, society, group or as- 
semblage of persons organized or assembled to advocate, teach 
or aid and abet criminal syndicalism.; or 

6. Wilfully by personal act or conduct, practices or com- 
mits any act advised, advocated? taught or aided and abetted 
by the doctrine or precept of criminal syndicalism, with intent 
to accomplish a change in industrial ownership or control, or 
effecting any political change : 

Is guilty of a felony and punishable by imprisonment in the 
state prison not less than one or more than fourteen years. 

Section 3. I f  for any reason any section, clause or provision 
of this act shall by any court be held unconstitutional, then the 
legislature hereby declares that, irrespective of the unconstitu- 
tionality so determined of such section, clause or provision it 
would have enacted and made the law of this state all other 
sections, clauses and provisions of this act. 

Section 4. Inasmuch as this act concerns and is necessary to 
the immediate preservation of the public safety, for the reason 
that at the present time large numbers of persons are going 
from place to place in this state advocating, teaching and prac- 
ticing criminal syndicalism, this act shall take effect upon ap- 
proval by the governor. 
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EXHIBIT VII. 
. 

Forged Letter-The Latest Detective Outrage. 

. The following is a copy of a circular letter mailed 
from San Francisco, Oct. 1, 1918. It bears the sup- 
posed signatures of the National Defense Committee 
of the I. W. W., located at Chicago (with the initial 
of one name incorrect.) 
Fellow Worker: 

“The soliciting of funds for the so-called Sacra- 
mento case is something that cannot be countenanced 
by the organization. It has never been our policy 
to advocate destruction of property, and for us to 
come out and defend men who believe and practice 
arson and other forms of destruction is to play into 
the hands of the master. 

“This would be the very thing they are looking 
for. Every ‘Day-lie’ paper in the land has stated 
time and again that we were an organized band of 
cutthroats, murderers and destructionists. 

“Fellow workers, this is not so. We are organized 
to do away with capitalism, to replace the present 
system of wage slavery with a system whereby every 
man would get the full product of his labor. This 
would beg attained, not by violence, but by education. 
If a man is educated until he is class-conscious, he 
knows that only the master can use violence and 
destruction and get away with it. 

. . 
“So why waste your hard-earned dollars tearing 

down the organization? Do you by donating to this 
defense fund wish to go on record as being in favor 
of destruction as a means to gain your ends? We 
know you have never given this the proper study, or 
you would see the error of your ways. 

“The next time you are asked to donate for Sacra- 
mento, turn it down and tell whoever has the list .that 
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you believe in organizing and not in direct action 
anarchism.. Tell them you don’t consider this an 
organization case, and that you believe that men of 
this class have always and will always be a draw- 
back to any organization in the world. 

“Remember that by organizing industrially we are 
building the new society within the shell of the old 
and that the solidarity of labor is a million times 
stronger than the misguided efforts of an organized 
band of destructionists. 

“Omaha and Wichita are organization cases!* 
Sacramento is not. Give this your earliest considera- 
tion. 

“Yours for Industrial Freedom, 
(Signed) E. S. Embree .- ;.< 

Peter Stone 
-: -. . . 

Fred Hegge 
- Matt K. Fox I 

(These men constitute the national Defense.] 

)’ Note-These cases will come to trial after Sac 
ramento, and can be “knocked” by spy’s tricks later. 

“In reply to a wire inquiring whether the Defense 
Committee had sent out the above circular letter, the 
following telegram was received : 

Chicago, Ill., 3 :lO P. M., Oct. 3,1918 
W. F. Little, Western Union Fresno, Calif. 

No letter has been sent from this office such as you 
describe. Send copy of circular. 

(Signed) P. Stone.” 
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EXHIBIT VIII. 

More Proof of Provocateur W&k? 

(From San Francisco Chronicle, June 1, 1919.) 

WOMAN ACCUSED IN CAPITAL BOMB PLOT 
GIVES BAIL 

Mrs. McGowan Surrenders to Face Indictment in 
Sacramento 

Sacramento, May 31.-Mrs. Ethel McGowan, who 
was indicted here last week under the name of Ethel 
Loar, charged with sending a threatening letter to 
Governor Stephens, appeared in court here today and 
furnished $2500 bail for her release, pending ar- 
raignment in the Superior Court. The bail was re- 
duced from $5000 to $2500 because Mrs. McGowan 
voluntarily surrendered when she learned in Cheyen- 
ne, Wyo., that an indictment had been returned 
against her. 

She said she was in Cheyenne on business as a 
field representative of the United States Interdepart- 
mental Social Hygiene Board when she learned of 
the charges. Her headquarters are in Kansas City, 
according to Mrs: McGowan. 

“I haven’t the slightest idea why these charges have 
been revived against me,” Mrs. McGowan said. 

She was charged with threatening to blow up the 
Capitol if $500 were not placed under an ink pad in 
a local hotel. The threat, according to the indict- 
ment, was made in a letter mailed to Governor Steph- 
ens from Fresno about two weeks after the explosion 
that damaged the executive mansion here December 
17,1917. The letter bore the initials, “C. C. C. of C.,” 
and the initials. “I. W. W.,” were on the envelope, 
according to Hugh Bradford, District Attorney. 

(Ticker-t sought to have this woman indicted by 
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the San Francisco Grand Jury during the Chicago 
trial. The Government stopped him. It was then 
rumored that Mrs. McGowan had gathered data for 
the Government to use in the Chicago and Sacra- 
mento trials and that this was the reason Fickert was 
blocked in his scheme to indict her. Nothing has 
transpired since she returned to Sacramento for trial. 
The outcome. will be interesting.) 

EXHIBIT, IX 

Kaiser and Capital Use Same Tools 

“Fully six weeks before the rest of the world knew 
it was to be warred upon, German military attaches 
were given unlimited letters of credit, lists of spe- 
cial agents who were to deliver incendiary devices 
and explosives, and lists of persons who were to act 
as “agents of destruction” to wage a campaign of 
incited strikes and incendiary fires in the industrial 
plants and yet untreated munition plants in the 
United States.“-U. S. Official Statement, issued 
Sept. 20, 1918. 

Copy of Fickert’s Letter of Recommendation Given 
to Dynamiter 

“City and County of San *Francisco, 
“District Attorney, Hall of Justice I 

“San Francisco, Cal., June 14, 1915. 
“To the Officials and Officers throughout the United 

States and Canada: 
, 

“Theabearer of this note, Mr. C. C. Crowley, whose 
signature appears hereon, is a special agent of this 
office and connected with the department of justice 
of the City and County of San Francisco, State of 
California. At present and for some time to come 
he will be especially assigned to the duty of inves- 
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tigating the illicit drug and poison traffic between 
this city, Canada and the eastern states, particularly 
of the shipment of such articles from Canada into 
the United States. A number of officials here are 
under investigation for their alleged connection with 
the illicit traffic in these drugs. As a result, Mr. 
Crowley will have to work secretly *in his investiga- 
tions, and I earnestly request that all officers to whom 
Mr. Crowley may present this letter will co-operate 
with him to the end outlined herein. 

“Respectfully yours, 
“C. M. FICKERT, District Attorney, 

“C. C. Crowley, District Attorney, City and County 
“of San Francisco. C. M. F.-G.” 

Extract from Court Record of Trial of German Con- 
sul Fritz Von Bopp; Fickert Testifying for 

the Germans 

Roche: I call your attention to a letter that has 
been introduced in evidence and marked “Defend- 
ant’s Exhibit BB” merely for#the purpose of refresh- 
ing your recollection as to the date, and I ask YOU 
whether you recall dictating that letter? 

Fickert : I do. 
Roche: And was that letter dictated by you on or 

about the day that it bears date? 
Fickert : Yes, 
Roche: Do you recall whether within a very short 

time after the writing of this letter Mr. Crowley left 
San Francisco ostensibly for the east? 

Fickert : Yes, I do. 
Roche: And was it for his benefit upon that trip 

that the letter was written? 
Fickert: Yes, for his benefit. 
Roche : DID HE TELL YOU AT THAT TIME, MR. 

FICKERT, UPON WHOSE BEHALF OR FOR 
WHOM HE INTENDED TO GO INTO CANADA? 

Preston : H,e already answered that. 
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Roche : No, he answered as to Detroit and Buf- 
falo, but he did not answer as to Canada. 

Fickert : Yes, sir. 
Roche : For whom ? 
Fickert: FOR THE GERMAN CONSUL, OR FOR 

THE GERMAN GOVERNMENT, I DON’T KNOW 
WHICH. 

EXHIBIT X 
Official Statement on Sabotage Issued Before 

Indictments 

(Note: This declaration was published before, a 
single arrest was- made of any members of the or- 
ganization and before any organized attempt was 
made to declare the organization criminal.) 

WHEREAS, The Industrial Workers of the World 
has heretofore published without editorial comment 
or adoption many works on industrial subjects in 
which the workers have a natural interest, includ- 
ing treatises on sabotage, and 

WHEREAS, The industrial interests of the coun- 
try, bent upon destroying any and all who oppose 
the wage system by which they have so long ex- 
ploited the workers of the country, are attempting 
to make it appear that “sabotage” means the de- 
struction of property and the commission of vio- 
lence and that the Industrial Workers of the World 
favor and advocate such methods ; now, therefore, 
in order that our position on such matters may be 
more clear and unequivocal, we, the General Ex- 
ecutive Board of the Industrial Workers of the 
World, do hereby declare that said organization does 
not now and never has believed in nor advocated 
either destruction or violence as a means of ac- 
complishing industrial reform : 

First, because no principle was ever settled by such 
methods. 
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Second, because industrial history has taught us 
that when strikers resort to -violence and unlawful 
methods all the resources of government are imme- 
diately aligned against them and they lose their 
cause. 

Third, because such : methods destroy the con- 
structive impulse which is the purpose of this or- 
ganization to foster and develop in order that the 
workers may fit themselves to assume their place in 
the new society, and we hereby reaffirm our belief 
in the report of this body to the Seventh Annual Con- 
vention, extracts from which were published under 
the title “On the Firing Line.” 

FRANCIS MILLER, 
RICHARD BRAZIER, 
C. L. LAMBERT, 

General Executive Board Members. 

These facts are presented to you for your careful 
consideration, as the time seems to be approaching 
when it will be necessary for you to act. Remember 
that self-preservation is the first law of nature, and 
your destinies are in your own hands. We cannot 
allow the life of the Industrial Workers of the World, 
which has meant so much to all its members, to be 
crushed out. 

With best wishes, I am 
Yours for Industrial Freedom, 

WM. D. HAYWOOD, 
General Secretary-Treasurer. 

Data on Incendiary and Accidental Fires 

“The National Board of Underwriters reports 441 
convictions for incendiary fires for the year 1918. Of 
these 1’72 were attempts to defraud the insurance 
companies, or 39 per cent; .156 were attributed to 
pyromania or other forms of insanity, or 35 per cent, 

102 



leaving 26 per cent of the fires unexplained.“-Daily 
Press of May 24, 1919. 

“2,000 Acres of Wheat Destroyed by Fire” I 

“Chico, Mgy 31 .-Fire, due to sparks from an en- 
gine, destroyed 2,000 acres of wheat valued at $120,- 
000 on the Stanford ranch, between Soto and South- 
ern Pacific right-d-way last night. As the grain was 
insured to take effect June 1, the loss is complete. 

“The grain was owned by Godholdt Brothers of 
Red Bluff, and J. H. Jones and W. A. Yocum of 
Chico, who recently purchased the land.“-San Fran- 
cisco Examiner, June 1, 1919. 

+ 
EXHIBIT XII 

Why Threshing Machines Explode 

“Take also the alleged blowing up of threshing 
machines in the harvest fields which the capitalist 
papers attribute to the I. W. W. These threshing 
machines do explode, but they have been doing this 
ever since the threshing machine was built, which 
antedated the I. W. W. by some years. 

“The bigger i 
7 

crop the greater danger there is 
of explosions and he more frequent they are. What 
is the cause? Well, scientific investigation has dis- 
closed the fact that the greater the crop the more 
smut is developed. When wheat or other grain goes 
into the machine the heat resulting from friction 
causes this smut to develop a combustible gas; the 
top of the machine is, solid and will not give; the 
gas expands beyond the limit of confinement and 
must find an outlet, and it does-through the roof of 
the machine. It explodes. Today the roof of the 
modern threshing machine is so constructed as to 
permit of unlimited expansion on% the part of gas * 
generated from smut, and threshing machine ex- 
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plosions are few and far between.“-1. W. W. Pub- 
lication. 

EXHIBIT XIII 

Suppressed Letter l 

County Jail, Sacramento, Calif. 
Nov. 7, 1918. 

William C. Vanfleet, Judge, ’ 
U. S. District Court, San Francisco, Calif. 

Judge Vanfleet: 
I am informed by Special Agent Kelly that a let- 

ter addressed by me to E. F. Moffit, editor, 222 Kear- 
ney street, San Francisco, Calif., has been held up 
by Special Prosecutor Robert Duncan. I inclose to 
you a copy of the letter to which he objects. 

It is not of importance, as I see the case, whether 
you agree with the propaganda of that matter or not. 
The question is, what right has Special Agent Kelly 
or Special Prosecutor Duncan to hold up my corre- 
spondence? If the matter is libelous, treasonous or 
rebellious, I cannot see it. I know it is distasteful 
to men who have held their kind for sixty-four days 
sleeping on a cement floor in the dead of winter to 
have the facts published. I realize that you may 
be shocked by my point of view ’ You may dis- 
agree with it; you may denounc k it; but hitherto 
American jurisprudence has not clothed any indi- 

vidual, however authoritative, powerful, learned or 
illiterate, with power to censor the publication of 
matter which prisoners deem vital to their defense. 

Consider this : Recently the San Francisco Bee pub- 
lished that if an I. W. W. was put in hell he would 
corrupt the devil. That sentiment does not disturb 
my dreams, but when I find that a steady campaign 
of abuse of my kind is poured into the public ear 
I become anxious to give my side. If I be intem- 
perate, violent or false, this publication will recoil 
upon me. If I be true or false, no matter that I may 
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irritate the finer feelings of my captors, I hold that 
neither Special Agent Kelly nor Prosecutor Dun- 
can is competent to censor my correspondence. You 
promised us a fair trial. You told us impressively 
that if we trusted you we would be surprised by the 
~h~=nn~ and equity of your conduct. Here’s your 

. 
I submit that it contradicts the whole history of 

American legal practice to assert that any man in this 
broad land, from the President to the lowest pol- 
itician, is fit to censor the correspondence of the 
humblest man within the United States. I ask you 
for an opinion on this, and I suggest that this is 
no time to split hairs concerning jurisdiction. 

We I. W. W. prisoners here are seeking a fair 
trial. We protest against the delays in this case. We 
care not whether you have a record of our so-called 
legal advocates which sanctioned the delay for 
eleven months. They gave that consent to the acts 
of the courts against our wishes. Some of us were 
kept sixty-four days laying on a cement floor as our 
only bed. Five of these have died. We have lived 
in such environment. You and your kind may object 
to the publication of such facts, but they shall gain 
circulation. I believe, although the past otherwise . 
advises me, that you have some spark of American 

. humanity in your composition. My fellow defend- 
ants tell me I am wasting time and energy appealing 
to you. I await the result. 

Remember, in this I am not asking your opinion 
as to the literary character or the propriety of the 
language or treatment of the matter in the copy here- 

’ with submitted. I claim it is part of my defense 
against the libels and slanders which are current. 
What will you now do to aid us in a fair trial? 

Because of the treatment we have received at the 
hands of the officers of the law we have become con- 
vinced that a trial of working men in any California 
court is nothing better than a lynching. You do not 
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like that statement. We are ready to put our lib- 
erties into the scales in order that the character of 
California justice may become flagrant throughout 
the world. You cannot stop us from doing that. 
You cannot stop us from calm, contemptuous silence. 
You cannot prevent men and women wondering why 
fifty men sit mute during the process of what they 
call a legal lynching. What, then, will avail you 
or Prosecutor Duncan to hold up that letter to Mof- 
fitt ? 

Consider this: Even the Russian censorship only 
blacked out objectionable matter. Duncan or Kelly 
calmly hold up the whole copy and give no notifi- 
cation to the writer. Has American efficiency im- 
proved upon the tyranny of the czar? Will you be 
party to the bringing of prisoners before you who 
have had no opportunity to prepare a defense? 

In this case, agents of the government have sub- 
orned arson, if I may use the term ; in fact, the pro-,; 
cedure surpasses the present nomenclature of crime. 
In this I mean that an agent of the government im- 
personated Chris. A. Luber ; opened correspondence 
with one of these prisoners. Coolly and deliberately 
he enticed, suggested, implied and urged the com- 
mission of crime ; and it has come to the fact that the 
courts and governmental agencies of the United 
States avail themselves of such contemptible methods. 

Let us forget all this, and I now ask you, do you 
sanction and will ,you allow our prosecution to be 
forwarded by the suppressing of our publicity? In 
the Chicago case the courts seized the I. W. W. 
books and papers and returned the records of the 
meat trust. Let us see how you will act now. 

Yours for Industrial Unionism, 
MORTIMER DOWNING. 

Note: There was no reply to this letter. 
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EXHIBIT XIV 

Statements of Employers Regarding Defendants 

‘JOHN J. CONNOR: Acting Adjutant General 
Hains’ of the U. S. War Department, Washington, 
states: “John J. Connor served thirteen years in the 
United States Infantry, and was honorably dis- 
charged January, 1902. His character was very 
good.” 

EDWARD ANDERSON: Mrs. E. J. Barnes, Gresb- 
am, Oregon: “Edward Anderson was a good work- 
er, and I was perfectly s.atisfied.” 

Robert M. Buchanan, Live Oak, Calif.: “Edward 
Anderson did his work well, and was well behaved.” 

R. A. Mahan, Somis, Calif.: “Edward Anderson 
was a satisfactory worker.” I 

GEORGE RYAN: Frank Sorter, Lodi, California: 
“George Ryan was a good, clean, reliable worker.” 

Joe McGivney : “George Ryan was of good char- 
acter and always watched my interests.” 

W. 0. KELLY: Dave Raft, Standard Lumber CO., 
Sonora, Calif. : “W. 0. Kelly worked for me for five 
months in 1917. His work was satisfactory, but I 
saw his picture posted in a postoffice in connection 
with the I. W. W. It would be well to investigate.” 

Fred Green, Grafton, Calif.: “W. 0. Kelly was a 
satisfactory worker.” 

FRED MEYERS : J. E. Pogue, Lemon Cove, Calif. : 
“No complaint could be made of Myers’ work. He 
was a willing worker and pleased my foreman.” 

FRANK JOHNSON: Potter-Hoffman Land and 
Live Stock Co., Alturas, Calif.: “Frank Johnson was 
a dependable, conscientious worker. We considered 
him one of the best men we had here. Have often 
wondered where he was. ‘. There is a job waiting for 
him here.” 

JAMES PRICE: Percy Gammon, Hood,. Calif.: 
“James Price was a very satisfactory worker and he 
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was discharged only because the job was completed.. 
During the period of his employment he was one of 
my most willing workers.” 

It was impossible to obtain references regarding 
the other defendants. Their employers were too 
scared when they found that the government was . 
prosecuting the boys even to admit that they ever 
had them in their employment. Mr. Gammon is an 
honorable exception. He knew that James Price 
was an I. W. W., yet he did not hesitate to say that 
Price was a satisfactory worker. 

Coutts’ Testimony at Bruce Trial 

The witness on the stand at the time was Elbert 
Coutts who, at the age of. 1’7, joined the I. W. W. in 
San Francisco, in 1913, and remained a member un- 
til November, 1917. He testified that he and three 
other “fellow workers,” on Aug. 4 and Oct. 6, 1917, 
set fire to barns and haystacks near Stockton, Cal. 
They used a preparation of phosphorus and wet 
rags, which ignited as soon as they became dry, he 
said. 

His Purpose Not Clear 

He admitted, under cross-examination ‘that he did 
not know whether or not the farmer, whose barns he , 
burned, was an employer, whether or not he was 
struggling under a mortgage, or whether the act 
would have anything to do with the aims of the I. 
W. W. in seeking to abolish the wage system. 

Pressing his examination more closely, Vanderveer 
drew from Coutts an admission that he was sent to 
the penitentiary for burglary in 1915, and at another 
time for larceny. In 1917, he said, he was held for 
conspiracy to fire haystacks and knew he was guilty, 
but he was approached and asked to testify against 
the I. W. W. 
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Has New “Profession” 

coolly s_tated “That is now my profession,” he 
and added that although he is guilty of several acts 
of arson committed in California, he is confident that 
he will not be prosecuted, as he is going around the 
country testifying against the I. W. W. “as a pro- 
f ession.” 

Coutts stated that Prosecuting Attorney Fred C. 
Brown engaged him in San Francisco to come to 
Seattle and testify against Bruce, although he ad- 
mitted that he did not know anything about the de- 
fendant or his views. 

Objects to Propaganda’ * 

The witness identified a copy of a paper contain- 
ing formulas for explosives, incendiary preparations 
and “bad smell” concoctions that he said he had seen 
in the hands of an I. W. W. secretary at Stockton. 
Vanderveer objected to the admission of this paper 
as of no connection with the defendant. He said for 
all the court knew it might have been prepared by a 
stool pigeon for use as evidence against the I. W. W. 
-Seattle Union Reeord, May 7, 1919. 

Captain Lanier’s Open Letter to President Wilson 

His open letter, in part, follows: 
My Dear Mr. President: A very earnest passion 

for justice to all men of whatever race, color or con- 
dition of life! constrains me, after mature reflection, 
to write you m regard to the case of United States vs. 
W. D. Haywood et al., Industrial Workers of the 
World, with a view to giving you an unbiased opin- 
ion of the case should you be appealed to for clem- 
ency in behalf of the defendants. 

This government of ours was set up, and its con- 
stitution ordained to “establish justice,” among oth- 
er things, and when that purpose is thwarted or be- 



trayed by those charged with the administration of 
justice, all personal considerations are as dust in 
comparison with the duty to expose any and all pros- 
titution of the agencies of justice and the law to 
wrongful ends. I have concluded, however, after 
much consideration, that the only proper and perhaps 
effective action for me to take is to bring the mat- 
ter to your attention. 

As stated, I have summarized the record of this 
trial, which covers between 35,000 and 40,000 type- 
written pages. It has been necessary for me to read 
with care and thought every page. It is, of course, 
impossible for me to discuss in detail in this com- 
munication the law and evidence of the case as re- 
vealed in the record. I can state only my deliberate 
opinion and conclusions, based upon a review and 
careful consideration of the record as a whole, which 
are as follows: 

Indictment Defective 

1. These defendants were indicted for a conspir- 
acy to unlawfully and feloniously, and by force, pre- 
vent, hinder and delay the execution of certain laws 
of the United States, set forth in the indictment, which 
laws concerned chiefly the government’s preparation 
for and prosecution of the war. In the first place, 
the indictment is, in my judgment, fatally defective, 
in that it does not give or convey to the defendants 
sufficient information of the nature and the cause of 
the accusations against them, which is their right 
under the sixth amendment to the Federal constitu- 
tion. I understand and am informed, that in a re- 
cent prosecution of certain I. W. W. in Seattle, upon 
an indictment modeled upon the one in this case 
as a precedent, three judges of the United States Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals quashed the indictment upon 
the ground above stated. 

2. While evidence in the record discloses 
that several of these defendants said and did things 
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for which they could have been successfully pros- 
ecuted under the Espionage law, and for which they 
should have been prosecuted, convicted and pun- 

, ished, the evidence is, in my opinion, insufficient on 
the whole to show and establish beyond a reasonable 
doubt a conspiracy, as charged in the indictment. 
Congress never conscripted labor, as it might have 
done, and there is no law, of which I am aware, that 
prohibits working people from striking and co-oper- 
ating in formulating plans for a strike and methods 
to make their strike a success. The strike being the 
exercise of a legal right, if the fundamental motive 
and purpose underlying it were to secure better 
wages, shorter hours of labor and better living con- 
ditions in industry, the mere fact that the interests of 
the government in its efforts to prepare for and car- 
ry on the war, were incidentally prejudiced, did not, 
of itself and alone, constitute a violation of the law, 
however reprehensible it may be regarded and con- 
demned in *other respects. 

The evidence shows that these defendants and 
their associates had been active for years in trying 
to correct what they conceived to be outrageous in- 
justices to their class in the economic and industrial 
conditions in this country. Their policy and activi- 
ties have been consistent from the beginning, and 
only differed after the United States entered the 
war in degree. and intensity, but not in methods or 
purpose. 

A Wrongful Conviction 

3. Whatever may be the merits or demerits of 
the indictment, and the question of the sufficiency 
of the evidence as a whole to sustain the prosecution 
-and upon these matters there may be ground for 
debate-there can be no question, in my opinion, of 

’ the absolute innocence and wrongful conviction of 
Charles Ashleigh, Leo Laukie and Vincent St. John 
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in particular. I defy anyone to show me one scin- 
tilla of evidence in the record of this trial that proves 
that either of the above defendants conspired with 
anyone to violate any law, or that they did, in fact, 
violate any law, as charged and set forth in the in- 
dictment, or otherwise. 

While I am of the opinion that these men were 
convicted contrary to the law and the evidence, sole- 
ly because they were leaders of a revolutionary or- 
ganization against which public sentiment was just- 
ly incensed; and that the verdict rendered was a 
foregone conclusion from the beginning in obedience 
to a public hysteria and popular demand, due to the 
psychology of the times, I feel that the inclusion 
in the verdict and sentence of the three defendants 
above named was a gross miscarriage of justice and 
an outrage that every consideration of right and the 
peace and good order of society demand should be 
corrected. 

4. This case has rested very heavily upon my 
conscience, Mr. President, and it is quite a relief to 
me now that I have reached the determination to lay 
before you my views upon it; which I do in the con- 
fidence that it will receive from your enlightened 
mind and deep-rooted instincts of human sympathy 
and love of justice the consideration it demands, and 
such action, if the opportunity offers, as will fully 
satisfy the ends of justice and the best interests of 
society. 
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1. W. W. LITERATURE 
*** 

PRICE LIST 
Single Lots of 

The I. W. W. Trial-George ______ _____ ____ _ ____ _ _______.___ $%s $l?% 
Vanderveer’s Opening Statement (cloth) _________ ___ .15.00 
Vanderveer’s Opening Statement (paper) _.__._.___ 3.50 
Evidence and Cross Examination of J. T. (Red) 

Doran ._.__...___ _______.________ _____ _.____ _____ _.. _.._ .:.......I. 
Evidence and Cross Examination of Wm. D. Hay- 

wood _____ _ ._._ _ _____________._..___.......~.~... _ ________ _ .__._______. _. 
Testimony of William D. Haywood before the 

Industrial Relations Commission ____________... _ 
Chicago Indictment _ _____._____.________. _ _.._._______..___________ 
The Everett Massacre-Smith ______.__.____________________ 
The I. W. W. Song Book ____________.._____________________ _ 
The Red Dawn-George ________..._...____________ _ ._..________ 
Proletarian and Petit Bourgeois-Lewis _._______-_ 
I. W. W.-One Big Union-Greatest Thing on 

Earth ___ __.__ _._____________._ _______ _____ ._____ _ ________________ ____ 
The Revolutionary I. W. W.-Perry ___ _______ _____ _____ 
The Advancing Proletariat--Woodruff _.._____ ____._._ 
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New edition in large type and attractively 
gotten out _____.._.......____....~...........~...........~..~..~ 
LTt W&s History, Structure and Methods 

Revised and enlarged, being a clear and 
concise presentation of the subject, with the 
addition of a chapter on Political Parties by 
the author, and one on Toward Industrial 
Freedom by B. H. Williams _ _______________________ 

Hotel, Restaurant & Domestic Workers, Chumley 
Revised and enlarged _____.. _ ._.______ _ _____ _.___________ 

FIVE-CENT PAMPHLETS 

Industrial Communism-The I. W. W.-Varney 
500 copies, 2 cents, express collect. 
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GENERAL DEFENSE LITERATURE 

PRICE LIST 
*** 

THE SILENT DEFENDERS.COURTS AND 
CAPITALISMINCALIFORNIA 

A Brief History of the Up Hill Struggle of the Industrial 
Workers of the World in California and Expose of 

the Sacramento Frame-Up and Conviction 

By HARVEY DUFF 

PRICE 25 CENTS 
* * * 

DEPORTINGANDEXILING 
MEMBERS 0FTHEI.W.W. 

By CAROLINE A. LOWE 

PRICE 15 CENTS 
*** 

MORETRUTHABOUTTHEI. W.W. 
Facts in Relation to the Trial at Chicago by Competent 

Industrial Investigators and Noted Economists 

PRICE 10 CENTS 
* * * 

THE SILENT DEFENSE 
A Story of the Remarkable Trial of Members of the Industrial 

Workers of the World Held at Sacramento, California. 

PRICE 15 CENTS 
* * * 

UNCLE SAM JAILER 
By WINTHROP D. LANE 

PRICE 10 CENTS 

* * * 
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