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Answering Uncle Satn 
By Scott Nearing 

SINCE governments m~ke and ~emake their policies to tit 
circumstances, Amerlcan radIcals cannot afford to mISS 

one move of "Our Enemy the State." The trial just staged 
at St. Joseph, Michigan, ami the way in which the whole case 
was handled, both inside and outside the court room, mark 
a departure in Federal Government tactics. Hereafter, out
standing radicals are to be prosecuted and their opinions are 
to be broadcasted as the best method of discre9.iting the 
movements which they represent. 

Until 1917, no great issue of this kind was raised, but the 
war was accompanied by a rigorous attack on the expression 
of opinion. The war is history, yet every great industrial 
State except Wisconsin has provided itself with some form 
of gag-law and the Federal authorities propose to use these 
State laws where the necessity arises. The gag-laws will 
not be repealed. They have become a permanent phase, of 
Americanism. Noone save the historian need waste further 
time talking about American liberty. American liberties and 
constitutional guarantees enjoy an honorable place in eigh
teenth century history. It is the twentieth century in which 
men are now living and working. 

Before the war, the ruling classes of the United States 
ignored the radical movement. During the war, the author
ities entered definitely on a policy of suppression. Since 
1919 or 1920, an entirely new policy has been adopted-the 
policy of exposure. The Mi-chigan case is a case of exposure; 
the newspapers are trying to tell the people what Foster and 
his associates stand for. They are giving the subject a very 
prominent place, with extreme headings, on the theory that 
if people really know what such men believe, they will un
questionably repudiate the doctrines. The people responsible 
for determining Government policy are convinced that the 
American people believe in the United States as it is today, 
and so they take it upon themselves to expose anybody who 
proposes radical changes. It may be a mistaken guess, but 
it is being tested out in this effort to expose the radical 
movement. 

If this is a correct statement of the new Government pol
icy, the American radicals must face the question: When the 
GoV'ernment prosecutes a man or a movement because of the 
opinions held and expressed, what is the best attitude for 
the accused to take? 

There is first of all the silent defense of the 1. W. W. In
stead of replying to accusations they refused to make any 
defense, and ignored the Court completely. Paraphrasing 
the Christien Scientists they insisted,-"There is no State." 
They insisted: "We will not recognize you; you are not in 
our class." But they went to jail. Non-recognition of the 
State is not realism, because if there is not a State there is 
certainly something which acts very much like one. It is not 
necessarily idealism to deny the existence of the State, and 
it is certainly not realism. Some people regard it as folly, 
but there is a certain grandeur about the gesture of the 
silent defense. 

If the radical movement in the United States has a task 
to perform, it must begin by recognizing the society in which 
it works. In a farming or a steel manufacturing community 
it must adapt itself to the dominant economic forces. Booker 
T. Washington used to tell a story of a missionary who went 
to him for advice. 

"What shall I learn?" asked the missionary. 

"How go the people there make a living?" asked Wash-
ington. 

"By raising sheep." 

"Then learn all about sheep," was Washington's advice. 

No matter what knowledge he might have of the Kingdom 
of Heaven, the people would be much more inclined to listen 
to him if he knew some of the things that they knew best. 
That is true of any movement; it must recognize the com
munity in which it carries on its propaganda. 

Sadler's recent book, "Our Enemy the State," takes it for 
granted that the State is an opponent. Those who defend 
themselves in a prosecution must utilize this enemy since the 
State, permits the accused to have a lawyer and to examine 
witnesses. No defense can be made until this permission is 
granted, so that the defendant not only recognizes the State, 
but uses it. 

One of the rights granted by the State is the right to hire 
a lawyer, and hiring a lawyer is one of the most serious 
elements in this whole problem. One local union here in New 
York spent $35,000 in one year on lawyers' fees. Prosecution 
thus means a heavy drain on the funds of radical movements. 
A lawyer may ask anywhere from ten thousand to one hun
dred thousand dollars as a retaining fee. in a big case,-that 
much to be put down before he will talk business at all. The 
State prosecutes and radicals defeng. A great amount of 
energy and money that could have gone into some other form 
of activity is thus expended, and the costs are so enormous 
that a poor organization is swamped in the process. 

There are a number of reasons for carrying on a defense, ......... 
first, to keep people from going to jail; second, to keep thE! 
leaders of a movement at work where they are useful in order 
to save the organization that they represent; and third, to 
propagate certain doctrines. Therefore, there is at stake in 
any legal defense,- first, the personal comfort of individuals, 
which is an important element, because if people are uncom
fortable, it is hard to live with them. Men who are in prison 
for a great length of time are permanently harmed, but those 
outside who are too comfortable are likely to forget the men 
in Leavenworth. 

Personal comfort, after all, is not so important; a few 
years or months in jail need not destroy either personal ef
ficiency or social usefulness. Many revolutionary spirits 
have done their best work in jail. Every man and woman 
in the radical movement in the United States should realize 
that from this point forward a part of their business will 
consist in going to jail. 
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"What's that-what's that? What's the matter with them beans?" 
"I tell you, lady, them beans is sour-" 
"AU right. I'll give you more of 'em for your dime." 

While mere personal comfort need not weigh there is an
other personal element which must be considered,-the per
sonal integrity of the accused. There is a clear-cut differ
ence between a person with integrity and one without. In 
the radical movement a large proportion of the people are 
people of high integrity,-people who are in earnest and who 
can be relied on. 

Foster is an excellent example of this type. He has 
devoted himself unreservedly for years to the task of having 
the workers run the United States. Men feel that he is going 
right ahead on the job, government or no government, trial 
or no trial, jail or no jail. Under trial Foster says the same 
things that he has been saying for ten years, regardless of 
the consequences, and this shows a certain element of per
sonal dignity and integrity which at all costs must De pre
served for the radical movement. 

So much for the individual. Next as to the organization. 
How can an organization be maintained under these attacks 
from the government? Only by having the members of the 
organization feel that the men who are serving them will 
stand true to the principles of the organization, come what 
may to the person of the leader. Workers' Party members 
have the right to expect that the leader will go to Michigan 
and talk right straight out about the Workers' Party doc
trines. The less the defendant denies, the better off he is. 
If a man denies enough he is finally convicted out of his 
own mouth. He may deny that he beats his wife, abuses his 

children, steals change out of the cash register and manu
factures whiskey, but if the prosecution can get in enough 
of such questions, even though each one of them is vigor
ously denied, they will eventually tell the tale. Furthermore, 
if a man denies everything, the jury feels sure he is a liar, 
but if he admits three things and denies a fourth, they see 
that he is willing to face the music. The Michigan Defense 
was strong because Foster and Ruthenberg neither denied 
things nor admitted things-they affirmed them. The main
tenance of a radical organization depends largely on the 
amount of vigor with which the 1eader stands by his guns; 
one of the things that shakes the movement to pieces more 
rapidly than anything else is to have the leaders go back on 
the things the rank and file believe in. 

Another fact must be borne in mind,-the Western 
Europeans are a seafaring people, and are imbue!! with the 
principle that the Captain must always be the last to leave 
the ship. The tradition is that the Captain's place is on the 
ship until everything possible has been done to save it. When 
a leader abandons any movement, he acts as a Captain 
might who leaves a ship in a gale,-saving his own skin. The 
logical thing may be to save the Captain because he is the 
best man on board, but any movement built on the ideology 
of the American people must realize that the man who is 
responsible has to stand by, even though he gets caught. 

The various political parties, Socialists, Communists, etc., 
are not persecuted because they have purloined money, be-



cause of a breach 'Of c'Ontract, but because they and th'Ose 
wh'O stand with them have certain ideas and are advocating 
certain doctrines. If opinions are not worth holding, then 
the sooner they are dropped the better, but if they are worth 
holding, they are worth it whether the Government prosecutes 
or not. The main thing is not the comfort of any individual 
member of an organization, but the advancement of the par
ticular end the organization has in view. Foster is trying 
to establish a government of the workers in the United 
States; if indiViduals have to go to jail to accomplish it, that 
is but an incident to the main issue. 

There are five general rules which carry the answer to the 
present government policy of exposure in the radical move
ment. First, neveit' do or say anything that is unfitted to 
appear on the front page of the New York Times or the 
Chicago Tribune. There is a good practical reason for this 
rule. So long as the present policy is followed, what you do 
and say in the radical movement will go on the front page 
of the Times whether radicals like it or not. No matter 
how secret the organization, no matter h'Ow carefully it may 
be protected, reports of its activities will find their way to 
Washington. Wherever two or three American radicals are 
gathered t'Ogether, an agent 'Of the Department of Justice is 
among them. 

Second, talk American. Each country has its own history, 
its traditions, its pet loves, its pet aversions, its phrases, its 
ambitions, its purposes. People abs'Orb these things at home, 
on the street, in school, in the shop, from the paper, at the 
movies, until they become Americanized,-that is, until they 
think in terms of these traditions and phrases. Whoever 
wishes to reach people must understand their prejudices and 
the premises on which they base their thinking. It is a 
waste of time to use words and phrases that must be ex
plained and defined. Each word and each act of the radical 
should bear some relation to the people he is seeking to in
fluence, and to the historic situation in which they are placed. 
Since tradition and practice vary fr'Om one part of a con
tinent to another (depending on economic and other forces) 
the radical must vary his language to suit the jargon of 
those to whom he writes and speaks. 

Third, when an American ragical is asked about his at
titude, he should not deny but affirm emphatically. That is, 
instead of being left on the defensive he should take the 
offensive. 

Fourth, when the radical defendant gets a chance, he 
should explain why he believes a certain thing, as a matter 
of information, n'Ot as a matter 'Of apol'Ogy. At all times the 
radical sh'Ould be prepared t'O give a full justification for the 
faith that he holds. 

Fifth, the radical must never retract nor apologize unless 
he changes his mind, then he must do it publicly and in 
writing, so that he is put 'On rec'Ord. No radical can afford 
to d'Odge out fr'Om under the movement he represents. 

On the main issue there is n'O compromise; men either be
liev,e that the present ec'Onomic system is satisfactory 'Or they 
do n'Ot; either they believe that the profiteers shGllld run the 
c'Ountry or that the workers should run the country. On 
econ'Omic rights and wrongs at this stage it is impossible to 
c'Ompr'Omise. The individual who enters the rac1ical move
ment should enter with these things clear in his mind. A 
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pr'Opaganda 'Organization must be prepared to go the whole 
way or not to start. In the United States men cannot be 
radical and respectable, for a radical organization stands for 
fundamental change, and is therefore outlawed by the pres
ent order. 

There is no other way in which ra!lical causes may hope 
to advance in the United States. Apology does not further 
a cause. Foster and Ruthenberg did a masterly piece 'Of 
work at St. Joseph because they went right down the line, 
apologizing neitiher for themselves nor their organization, 
telling what they believed and what their organization was 
trying to do, and putting before the country the issue bet
ween the established order as represented by the State and 
the Court and the new order which they represented. If that 
kind of a trial were repeated every three months, and were 
very generously reported and commented upon, with men 
like Foster and Ruthenberg making a clear cut stand, in a 
very few years there would be a comparatively sharp line-up 
and people would definitely be either with the new order or 
with the old order. Even though the Trade Union Educa
tional League may be destroyed and the Labor Herald forced 
to suspend publication, in the long run the people of the 
United States will get a clear cut concept of these issues that 
they would not get in any other way. 

Ku Klux Klanthem 

NIGGER, wop and dirty kike, 
Pestilences sent to blight men, 

God but rid us of your like-
Us He made the world for,-white menl 

Up before the winter's sun, 
At some filthy task you cherish 
Lest a grimy little one 
Of your comic brood should perish: 

Needle, shovel, pick or hoe, 
Scarce we knew the job existed; 
Only that you slaved where no 
Decent white man had persisted: 

Gripped your job for those you love, 
Muddy, bloody, but unswerving? 
Rather, grabbed the place above, 
Just to oust the more deserving! 

Granted, now and then you rise 
From the humid heap you squirm in, 
We would boot you, were it wise. 
Down again amidst the vermin. 

Nigger, wop and dirty kike, 
Pestilences sent to blight men, 
Take what filthy jobs you like: 
God rejoices in His white men I 

Seymour Barnard. 




