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The Induatrial Workera of the World (IWW) waa
founded in 1995 as an induatrial union: an organization of
working people based on where they worked rather than the
type of work they performed. From the beginning, the IWW
waa militant in ita rhetoric. The preamble to ita
conatitution declared: "The working claas and the employing
claaa have nothing in common." The IWW alao advocated
direct action (e.g., atrikea and asabotage) as the meana by
which to accompliah their goal of a complete take-over of
the meana of production by the working claaa. Both ita
rhetoric and ita actiona created a great deal of antipathy
between the IWW and the industrialista in this country.

Although there were a large number of
confrontationa, many of them violent, between the IWW and
the induatrialiata and local and atate governmenta during
the firat twelve yeara of the IWW’a exiatence, the federal
government remained on the aidelinea of the fight. The
declaration of war againat Germany in April 1917 changed the
ground rulea. In September 1917, the federal government
indicted the leaderahip of the IWW and, in the trial the
following year, asecured the conviction of ninety-three of
the 166 indicted.

The IWW remained fairly active, primarily in the
weatern aection of the United States, for a number of years
following the 1918 Chicago trial, but its effectiveness as a

national labor union waa deatroyed. The organization



continues to this day and even experienced something of a
minor resurgence during the 1960s. Although there are a few
locale which claim affiliation with the IWW, the union’s few
hundred remaining members are moatly those who view the IWW
as a romantic episode in this country’s labor history.

The IWW falled primarily because it miatakenly
asasumed that the working people of this country did not
believe in the "American Dream.'" Even with the great
aupport which the IWW enjoyed during some periods of its
exiatence, the majogity of the working people of thia
country were not willing to give up the poasibility of asome
day attaining greater wealth and poaition than their fellow

workers.
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION TO THE INDUSTRIAL WORKERS OF THE WORLD:

BEGINNINGS AND FIRST YEARS

The beginning of the 20th century found two
conflicting sides in the ongoing atruggle to organize
American labor. One aide waa made up of the varioua craft
uniona which attempted to organize workera according to the
type of work they performed (e.g.: cigar makera, caulker,
wheelwright, brick mason, etc.)>. Thia type of labor
organization was repreaented by Samuel Gompers and hia
American Federation of Labor (AFL). The AFL concentrated
its energy on skilled labor: those occupationa which usually
required some asort of training to perform and which
generally received a higher wage than the maases of
unakilled workera.

fhe other side waa a movement to organize workers
along induatrial lines. Thie type of organization was
repreaented by Eugene V. Debs and the American Railway
Union. Debs believed that it did not matter what particular
job a worker performed within a given induatry, the workers
would only be able to secure a better life for themselves
and their>faniliee if they were united, indusatry by
induatry, againat thoase who employed them. The struggle
between these two positiona on how beat to organize and

aerve the American working class waa to affect the labor



movement for the next five decadea until the merger of the
AFL and the Congress of Induatrial Organizationa (CIQO) in
1955,

A number of labor organizersa, moatly thosae
associated with aocialist or anarchiast politica, had, by
late 1904, apparently come to believe that Gompers’

AFL waa not the path American labor should follow to asecure
a better life for itself. Thia belief waa based on a
perception of the AFL as a labor organization which wasa
attempting to secure better wagea and working conditiona for
only a amall aegment of the American labor force. The AFL,
in order to secure these enda, waas perceived as working
*hand in glove" with American busineas interesta to the
detriment of the working class as a whole. Further, the AFL
was seen as doing nothing to change the foundation of
American industry upon which auch thinga as wagea and
conditiohs were ultimately based. This waa not simply a
diapute between skilled and unakilled workera, although the
AFL certainly attempted to uae such a view to solidify
support among ita memberahip. A split in the labor force
waa to the AFL’s advantage aince the amaller number of
workers it represented in any given induatry, the better
chance it had of asecuring greater benefits for that group.

The American Railway Union, led by Deba, was
virtually deatroyed following the Pullman atrike of 1894,

This left a gap in the labor movement, a gap which many
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labor organizers wanted to see filled by a new organization
which would bring together those elements of the American
labor movement which were disaatisfied with the direction in
which the AFL was leading. Philip Foner atates that theae:

« « o progresaive-minded elements in the American labor
and Socialist movementa were convinced of three basic
principlea: 1/. the superiority of industrial unionism
over craft unioniam in the struggle againat the highly
integrated organizations of employers; 2/. the
imposaibility of converting the conservative American
Federation of Labor into a type of organization which
would achieve real benefita for the majority of
workingmen and women; and, 3/. the ineffectiveness of
the exiating organization of the indusatrial and radical
type to build a movement which would organize and unite
the entire working class.

A letter waé aent on 29 November 1904 to thirty-four
prominent labor leaders and agitétors, calling for them to
meet in Chicago during the firast week of January 190S for
the purpose of forming a new labor organization which would
addreasas the perceived shortcomings of the AFL and similar
labor organizationa. This letter was signed by eight well-
known men in the labor and socialist movements: William E.

Trautmann, editor of the United Brewery Workers’ newspaper,

Brauer Zeitung; Georée Eates, President of the United

Brotherhood of Railway Employees; W. L. Hall, General
Secretary-Treasurer of the United Brotherhood of Railway
Employeea; Iasac Cowen, American Representative of the

Amalgamated Society of Engineers of Great Britain; Clarence

! pPhilip S. Foner, The Induatrial Workera of the World,
1905-1917, vol. 4, History of the Labor Movement in_ the
United Statea (New York: International Publishers, 196%5),
13.



Smith, General Secretary-Treasurer of the American Labor
Union; Thomaas J. Hagerty, editor of the American Labor

Union‘’s newapaper, Voice of Labor; Charlea 0. Sherman,

General Secretary of the United Metal Workera International
Union; and, Eugene V. Deba, Socialist Party preaidential
candidate, labor organizer, and writer--remembered today as
the pre-eminent socialiast of the period.e

Twenty-two of the thiry-four people invited to
Chicago met there beginning on 2 January 190S. Thoae
assembled repreaented nine different organizationa--such as
the Socialiat Party, the five uniona represented by the
aignera of the letter calling for thia meeting, and the
Weatern Federation of Miners (WFM)--aa well as many
prominent individuals such as Mary Harris *"Mother" Jones.
The twelve who did not attend for varioua reasona, Debs
pleaded poor health for instance, nevertheleaa endorased the
purpose 6f the meeting. The primary result of thia meeting
waa the issuance of a manifesto which called for a worker’a
congress to be held the followihg summer at Brand’a Hall in
Chicago for the purpose of‘organizing a new labor
association. This manifesto was signed by twenty-seven
people, the twenty-four who attended the January meeting and

three of the twelve who did not. The congress was convened

ePaul Frederick Brisasenden, The I.W.W.: A Study of
American Syndicalism Columbia University Studies in Hiatory,
Economica, and Public Law, no. 193 (New York: Columbia
Univerasity Presa, 1919), 57-58.




on 27 June 1905 with the Chair, William D. "Big Bill"™
Haywood of the WFM, announcing to the assembled delegates:
“Fellow workera: this ias the Continental Congreaa of the
working class."3

The purpose of this new labor organization, the

Induatrial Workers of the World (IWW), can be found in the
Preamble of their Conatitution which, although introduced at
thia congreas, was not adopted until the Fourth National
Congreas in 1909:

The working claaa and the employing claas 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 claas,
have all the good thinga of life. . . .

It ia the historic miasion of the working claas to
do away with capitaliam. The army of production muat be
organized, not only for the everyday atruggle with
capitaliata, but alao to carry on production when
capitaliam shall have been overthrown. By organizing
industrially we are forming the struFture of the new
society within the ashell of the old.

Thé differencea between the IWW and the AFL are readily
apparent and atrike to the very core of the raiason d’etre of
each organization. The AFL preached what amounted to
conciliation with buaineasa in order to gaih better working

conditions, shorter houra, and higher wagesa only for those

skilled workera who were membera of ita affiliated uniona.

3 The Founding Convention of the I.W.W.: Proceedingsa
(New York: Merit Publiahera, 1969), 1.

4Joyce L. Kornbluh, ed., Rebel Voicea: An I.W.W.
Anthology (Ann Arbor: The Univeraity of Michigan Press,
1964), 12-13. The text of the entire Preamble is in
Appendix A, 134.




The IWW, on the other hand, took the opposite poaition by
atating that the only meana by which the working clasa as a
whole could realize theae goala of higher wagea, better
conditions, and ahorter hours, would be by controlling the
means of production--worker control of the work place. Thisa
poaition was best atated by Debs at a meeting in New York
City on 1@ December 1905 when he said:

The Industrial Workera ias organized not to conciliate

but to fight the capitaliat claas. . . . the capitalists

own the tools they do §ot use, and the workeras use the

toola they do not own.

The AFL organized only skilled workers into craft

uniona which were then organized nationally in a
confederation. The IWW proposed to organize all workera
regardleasas of ". . . race, creed, color, sex, or previous

condition of servitude."6

This difference in
organizational techniques waa once explained by Haywood
using hia hand as a visual aid for his audience:
“The A.F. of L. organizes like thia!"--aeparating his
fingera, as far apart as they would go. . . . Then he
would say: "The I.W.W. organizea like thist"--tightly
clenching hias big fiat, shaking it at the bosses.
Initially, thia meant organizing only those who the AFL had
ignored: the unskilled, the unemployed, and the new

immigranta, as well as women and blacka. Eventually, it was

SIbid., 1.

6Founding‘Convention, 57S.

7Hilton Meltzer, Bread and Roses: The Struggle of
American Labor, 1865-1915 (New York: Random House, 1967),

178.




believed by the leadership of the IWW, even the akilled
workers would join their organization of neceasaity--there
would be no other place for them to turn for protection
againat the capitalista. Once this had occurred, the IWW
would, in actuality, be what they claimed: the only labor
organization--the One Big Union. When the membersahip of the
IWW equaled the working population, they would then be able
to selze control of the meana of production through the
general strike, the '"One Big Strike." Their purpose in
doing thia was to ultimately transform society into a more

perfect world, a “workers’ paradise.“B

Aa Ralph Chaplin
wrote in the laat atanza of hia song '"Solidarity Forever'":
In our Hands is placed a power greater
than their hoarded gold;
Greater than the might of armies,
magnified a thouaand fold.
We can bring to birth the world
from the ashea of the old,
For the Union makea us strong.

The founding congress of the IWW immediately found
itaself split into factiona fighting each other for control
of the union. These various factiona all agreed,
fundamentally, with the general purposes of the organization
they were founding, but they vehemently disagreed as to the

beat meana of accomplishing auch a purpose. The factions

preaent at the congress were: the parliamentary socialiats,

8 John Graham Brooks, American Syndicalism: The I.W.W.
(New York: Macmillan, 1913; reprint, New York: AMS Press,
1978), 117 (page references are to reprint edition).

9Kornbluh, 27.



Marxiata, anarchiata, induatrial unioniata, and the trade
unioniatas (Gompers had sent some of his own people to the
congreas to find out what the "radicala" were planning).
The core of the diasagreement was primarily over the point of
whether'the IWW waa going to engage in electoral politica.
Given that the vaat majority of the American working claasa
was legally, and occasionally illegally, disfranchised, it
is underatandable why the organization decided againsat
electoral politica aa a form of action.lo Thia decision is
made even more underatandable in light of the organization‘a
commitment to changing the very basis of American society,
of placing the control of society in the handa of those who
produced the gooda of that society--the workera. If the
organization had chosen to engage in electoral politica, it
would have been a confirmation that the basic atructure of
society was aound and needed no more than a bit of
adjustneht. By refuaing to engage in action againat the
capitaliats and trade unionista on groundas other than its
own choosing, the IWW was astrengthening the underatanding of
ita members as to the true nature of the struggle which it
saw lying ahead.

The basias for the infighting at the founding
congreas finally resulted in 1909, after the Fourth National

Congresa, of the formation of two IWWs: the ‘radical" one

10Stewart Bird, Dan Georgakas, and Deborah Shaffer,
Solidarity Forever: An Oral History of the I.W.W. (Chicago:
Lake View Preass, 1985), S.




headquartered in Chicago and thereafter thought of by mosat
people aa the IWW, or the "Wobbliea" as they came to be
known; and a aecond, more moderate organization,
headquartered in Detroit under the auapicea of the Socialiat
Labor Party of the United Statea.!l

The Wobblieas encountered opposition from the
induatrialista and local government officials from ita
founding. One of the firat auch encountera occurred on 17
February 1906 when Haywood, Charlea Moyer, and George
Pettibone were kidnapped in Denver by Pinkerton detectives,
acting in concert with Colorado and lIdaho atate officials,
and then asent by train to Boise, Idaho to atand trial for
conapiracy to assasainate former Idaho Governor Frank
Steunenberg who had been killed in a bombing on 30 December
1905. This action by the Colorado and Idaho authorities waa
directed more,égainat the WFM, of which Moyera wasas the
current ﬁresident and Haywood a paat preasident, than the IWW
itaself. It was the result of a longstanding attempt by the
mine ownera and atate authoritiea to break the WFM.
However, it affected the IWW greatly in that Haywood had
been elected to the General Executive Board of the IWW at
the founding congress and hia defense thus became the
union’s number one priority. Although Haywood waa

eventually acquitted and the other two men releaased, the

lUsamuel P. Orth, The Armies of Labor: A Chronicle of
the Organized Wage-Earners (New Haven: Yale Univeraity
Preas, 1919), 156.
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trial coat the IWW dearly, both financially, over £104,000,
and in the time loat for organizing activities.12

After thia trial waa over and until the Lawrence
atrike of 191?, the Wobbliea centered their activitiea on
organizing new locals and recruiting new membera. The
favored tactic used in this drive waas street corner speakers
or soapbox apeakera. Theae '"jawamithsa,' as the Wobbliea
referred to them, inastigated numerous "Free Speech'" fightsa
throughout the country. Diaputea between Wobbly jawamiths
and local authorities in varioua places had occurred
occasionally since 1906, growing ateadily in number and aize
each year until, in 1909, they had reached proportions which
alarmed local governmental authorities nationwide. The
number and aize such confrontationa reached in 1909 was to
remain relatively conatant until 1916.

Before the dayas of radio or televiaion, the mosat
effective, as well as the leaat expensive, means of getting
a message to the public waas by "socapbox™ apeaking. The
Wobbliea were eapecially effective in using this method of
publicity, all the bétter for them aince they had very
little money with which to rent halls for their meetings and
apeechea., The authorities in many of the citiea and towns
where the IWW took their measage in aearch of new members,

took exception to both the meaaage of the IWW and the tone

’Melvin Dubofaky, We Shall Be All: A History of the
Industrial Workers of the World (Chicago: Quadrangle Books,
1969), 96-105.
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they employed in their apeechea. As one meana of combating
auch tactica, many of thease citiea and towna paaased
ordinancea which prohibited atreet meetinga, in effect anti-
Wobbly ordinances, and the battle lines were drawn. On the
aide of the IWW was the Firat Amendment right of free
aspeech, although the volumes of free publicity they received
and the ability to continue their organizing activitiea were
thelr primary reasona for entering into theae fights.13

The firast of thease free apeech fights occurred in
Seattle in 1907 and Loa Angelea in 1908. Both of theae
fighta were won by the IWW in conjunction with asocialiat
groupa in thoae citiea. The pattern for all enauing free
apeech fighta, however, waas aet in Miaasoula, Montana during
the summer of 1909. The fight began when aeveral IWW
organizera, including Vincent St. John, the IWW General
Secretary, aa well aa Elizabeth Gurley Flynn and Frank
Little, began organizing transient workers who had been
paying feea to employment agencies only to find out that
they had paid for nonexiatent joba. The city paasaed an
ordinance banning atreet meetinga and within two daya, four
of the aix Wobbliea were in jail.“ Those that remained
free aent word to the national headquartere in Chicago that

more help was needed.

1?’Patrick Renshaw, The Wobbliea: The Story of
Syndicaliam in the United States (Garden City, N.Y.:
Doubleday & Co., 1967), 116.

14

Foner, 176.
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The 30 September 1909 issue of the Spokane

Induatrial Worker (a regional IWW newapaper) included an

announcement calling upon the memberahip to travel to
Miaacula to aid thoae already involved in the free speech
fight there. The Wobblies reaponded in great numbers. One
after another of the Wobbliea would atand on a acapbox to
apeak and then be arreated, only to be replaced by another.
Soon the jaila were filled and complaints from the local
citizena about the expenae of housing and feeding
the hundredas of arreated '"free apeechera'" began to be heard.
The police took to releasing the Wobbliea from jail juat
before meal time, but the prisoners refuaed to leave and
demanded jury triala--a separate one for each person
arrested.15

The IWW gained the aupport of Wiaconain Senator
Robert “Fighting Bob" LaFollette aa well aa that of the
largeat minera’ union in Montana, the Butte Miners Union #1.
The city waa forced to give up the fight. The IWW had won.
Encouraged by this victory, the IWW declared that they would
use the asame tactica in any city which refuaed to allow them
to hold atreet meetinga. Spokane, Waashington was the next
city to try and block the IWW organizational efforts.16

The Spokane fight had ita genesia in 1908 with the

pasaage of a local ordinance banning atreet meetings after

Brpid.

®Ipid., 177.
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1 January 1909. It was not until the Miaaoula fight waa
over that the IWW began to challenge the Spokane ordinance.
The first arrest took place there on 2 November 1909, and by
S November the jails were filled.17 Faced with S@@ to 600
Wobbliea in jail, and damage suita filed by the union
against the city in the amount of $£150,000, Spokane repealed

its anti-IWW ordinance on 9 March 1910. 18

This type of
action was carried to Freano, California in 191@-11:
Aberdeen, South Dakota in 1911-12; San Diego, California in
1912; Denver, Colorado in 1913; Minot, North Dakota in 1913:
Kanaaa City in 1914; and Everett, Waahington in 1916.19 It
ahould be kept in mind that, although theae were the moat
aignificant free speech fighta carried on'by the IWW, there
were twenty major fighta and numeroua amaller akirmiahea
laating from a few days to six montha in length during thia
period.aa

The firat major induatrial atrike for the Wobbliea
took place in the textile industry at Lawrence,
Maassachusetta in 1912. The atrike began on 12 January 1912

when the textile workeras in Lawrence, the largeat textile

town in the world, received their pay envelopeas and found

17Philip S. Foner, ed., Fellow Workers and Frienda:
I1.W.W. Free-Speech Fights aa Told by Participants (Weatport,
.Conn.: Greenwood Preas, 1981), 30-31.

18Foner, Induatrial Workera, 182.

B1bid., v-vi.

20Brissenden, 263.
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them short by two houra. The State Aasembly had recently
voted to ahorten the legal work-week for women and children
from fifty-asix to fifty-four houra. The mill ownera had
reaponded to thias law by reducing the men’s hours aa well
and by cutting everyone’s pay by two hours.‘?1 The atrike
was apontaneous in origin, but before the firat week ended
Joseph Ettor of the IWW had organized the atrikers, thereby
bringing aome semblance of order to a chaotic situation.aE
The initisl organizing work dons in Lawrence by Ettor and
Arturo Giovannitti waa aeized upon by the national office
which responded by aending ita beat organizera: Haywood and
Flynn (who had juat turned twenty-one). What a strike it
waas when these two arrived in Lawrence: of thirty-thousand
textile workera in Lawrence, fourteen thousand were out on
strike by 20 January.23

The Lawrence strike had begun with very little
violence: a few broken windowa and damage to some machinery
as the strikera left the mills.® The Wobblies conatantly
atreased the need for the atrikera to remain nonviolent., Aa

Ettor adviased them: "By all meana make this strike as

peaceful as poaaible. In the laat analyais all the blood

tlyeltzer, 173.
®Zpubofsky, 236.

B1hid., 242.

%Foner, Induatrial Workera, 316.
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apilled will be your own.“25 On 3@ January, a young woman
atriker was killed and a policeman atabbed during a
demonatration. The authoritiea immediately arreated Ettor,
Giovannitti, and one of the local atrikera, Joseph Caruso,

for the killing.2®

The atate had meanwhile called out the
militia, apparently intent upon uaing what Daniel De Leon,
one of the original foundera of the IWW referred to aa
“"the Krag-Jorgenaen policy of settling the Labor

queation."27

De Leon was referring to the Krag-Jorgenaen
rifle which had been adopted by the U.S. Army 1in 1897 and
replaced by the Springfield in 1993. Subaequently, most
National Guard unita had been armed with, and were still
uaing, the Krag-Jorgenaen. Thua, De Leon meant that the
government uaually decided labor diaputes by calling out the
militia and saolving the problem through the barrel of a gun.
The Lawrence atrike provided the IWW with one of ita
few clear cut victoriea; it waa definitely the largest. By
the time the atrike ended on 14 March 1912, over twenty-
three thouasand workera were out on atrike and membership in
the IWW nationally, eatimated to be approximately fourteen

thousand in 1911, had awelled to over eighteen thousand.

This succesa proved to be short-lived due to a number of

Bpubofaky, 248.
26
Meltzer, 179.

27Daniel De Leon, Industrial Unioniam: Selected
Editoriala (New York: New York Labor Newa Co., 1963), 29.
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factors, both at Lawrence and elsewhere. Membership dropped
to fifteen thousand in 13913, and by 1914 it waa down to
eleven thousand (all membership figures are based on
official IWW reports).ee

The Lawrence atrike had helped the IWW grow in size
and power, but what had it accompliahed for the textile
workera themaelvea? They had achieved their four original
demands: a pay increase of 5 percent for all pilece workers;
a 5 to 28 percent pay increaase for all hourly employeea
(with the greateat percentage increaae going to the loweat
paid); an adjuatment in the bonuas ayatem; and, no
discrimination againsat any striker.29 Further, Ettor,
Giovannitti, and Caruao, who had been brought to trial for
the death of the woman atriker, were all acquitted. The
mill ownera reaponded to the increaaed wagea they now had to
pay by 1n¢reasing the production achedule. Thias ordered
work "“apeed-up" waa for all hourly employees and thua
negated the pay raise. Alao, there were increased numbera
of immigrant workera at the milla who felt inaecure in their
joba. Both of thease aituationa worked againat the IWW in
maintaining ita membership at Lawrence. By the fall of

1913, there were only about seven hundred Wobbliea left in

88Brissenden, 352.

SDubofaky, 253.
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Lawrence.30

Thus ended the most succeasful, and short-
lived, episodea in the IWW’s hiastory.

The flush of succesa following the Lawrence strike
blinded the IWW to ita actual atate in late 1912.
Membership had awelled the union to a aize it had not known
aince its firat four yearsn, but given the number of
workera in the United Statea at that time, tena of millions,
the IWW numbera shrink almoast to inaignificance. Further,
the strike fund for the Lawrence astrikera and the defenae
fund for Ettor and the othera had bankrupted the union.x
The Wobbliea were in no ahape for what lay ahead. The
immediate future held atrikes at Paterson, New Jersey and at
Akron, Ohio. There had been two unaucceasaful atrikes at the
Pateraon ailk milla in 1912, both under the leaderahip of
the Detroit IWW. January 1913 asaw yet another walkout at
the milla. Aa in 1912, the isaue waa over the requirement
for the workera to run more than one loom at a time. Asa in
Lawrence, thia initial walkout had not been led by the IWW.
Once it had happened, however, the local IWW called a atrike

meeting and thoae involved in the walkout voted to turn

control of the atrike over to the Chicago Iww.33

3BBriaaenden, 290.
31The WFM was the largest single asection of the IWW and
it had withdrawn from the IWW in 1989 taking virtually all
ita membera with it,
32
Dubofaky, 262.

33Foner, Induatrial Workera, 356.
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The walkout occurred on 27 January 1913 with three
hundred workera taking part: by 3 March, twenty-five
thouaand were out on atrike. Their demanda were: the
abolition of the multi-loom aystem, an eight hour day, a
twelve dollar per week minimum wage, and recognition of the
IWW aa the workera’ bargaining agent. Not surpriéingly, the
mill owners refused all four demanda. The atrike dragged on
through the spring and summer. The one high point of the
strike was a pageant staged by the IWW and organized by John

Reeda#

at Madison Square Garden in July 1913. Thia was the
firat time that astrikera had been given an opportunity to
show the public at large what they were about and why they
were on strike.35 Unfortunately, becauae of miamanagement,
the show failed to raiase any money for the atrike fund which
was the pageant’s atated purpose. Thia caused hard feelings
between the atrikera and the IWW and was to become,
ultimatel?, one of the primary reaasonsa for the failure of
the strike.

By the end of July, the atrike committee in Pateraon
had broken up with most of the atrikers willing to negotiate

with the mill ownera on a shop by ahop baaia. Once the

unity of the atrikeras waa broken, the atrike itaself waa

3"Reed was a well-known journaliast of the period who
would later achieve laating fame as the author of Ten Days
That Shook The World, an eyewitneas account of the Bolahevik
revolution.

¥Kornbluh, 201-2.
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over. The individual shopas could not atand up to the united
front of the owners, and ao, in late summer, the mill
workera returned to their looma under much the same
conditions as they had struék over in January.36 Not only
had the atrike been loat, but so too had the credibility of
the IWW among moat of the workera in Paterson as well as
elaewhere., Clearly, the union needed another victory like
Lawrence, for this had been the aecond defeat of 1913.

The firat defeat had been in the Akron, Ohio rubber
workers strike which began at about the asame time aa the one
in Paterson. The astrike in Akron followed the same pattern
aa the textile astrikea. A group of workera walked off the
job and the IWW atepped in to manage the atrike. This
atrike began on 1@ February 1913 when the Fireatone Company
announced a reduction in piecework wagea of 35 percent.
Within f;ve days, there were twelve thouaand workera on
atrike. By 19 February, there were approximately twenty
thousand on strike.’’

The city officiala in Akron appealed to the governor
to call out the militia but were refused. The city
officiala and the managera of the rubber companies,
therefore, decided to reapond to the atrike on their own and
with their own methoda. Theae methods included the

arreating of all IWW leaders, the breaking of picket linea

36Renahaw, 155.

37Foner, Induatrial Workera, 375-76.
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by the police escorting atrikebreakera to work, and by
"looking the other way'" when local busineaamen organized
vigilante committeea to drive the Wobbliea out of town.38
The effect of such actions over the firat few weeks of the
atrike were devaatating. The atrike officially ended on 31
March with an announcement from the atrike committee that
the walkout had ended. No mention was made of any of the
demanda the workers had made juat =six weeks earlier although
not a asingle one had been met.

The only occurrence which bode well for the IWW
during 1913 waa the founding of a longashoremen’as local in
Philadelphia and a local of Italian bakery workers in the
same city.39 The longshoreman’a local continued to be
active into the 1920= when it finally left the IWW. The
formation of thease two locala, however, had very little
effect upon memberahip levela. Only the longahoreman’s
local would be heard of again, in a 1920 incident relating
to the shipment of war suppliea to the "White" armies
fighting the Bolahevika in Ruaaia.®

From thia review, it might be asaumed that the IWW

was only concerned with big eventa which might gain it large

®pubofaky, 286.

39Philip Taft, “"The I.W.W. in the Grain Belt,*" Labor
History 1 (196@): S55.

“bhilip S. Foner, The Bolahevik Revolution: Ita Impact
on American Radicala, Liberals, and Labor, A Documentary
Study (New York: International Publishera, 1967), 255-57.
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numbers of membera. Such was not the case. During the
period from 1906 until the entry of the United States into
World War I, the IWW was involved in aeventy-two atrikés in
every aection of the country--from California to Maine and
from Louiaiana to Minnesota. It ia intereating to note,
that given the IWW’a insiatence that the AFL was not worthy
of representing American labor because it waa concerned only
with mattera of wagea and conditiona for apecific workers,
it was precisely theae iasues which were involved in all but

a handful of the IWW atrikea.

Those strikesa not
concerned with these iasuea were diaputesa over IWW membersa
being diacharged or over the iasue of closed or open ahops,
not exactly the society changing misaion which the Wobbliesa
had aet for themselves.

The atrikea and free apeech fightas of thia period
did generate a great deal of publicity for the union, and
did gain for the union some sympathetic responaea from many
people who would not generally support the IWW doctrines.
None of theae actions, however, waa to have any laating

effecta on the organization.42

The tactics employed by the
IWW up to this point had not created the mass organization
a0 hopefully envisioned by the founderas in 1905. The

original dispute, whether the IWW waa to be an economic or

political union, or merely an agitating force in the labor

Hprigaenden, 366-67.

®raft, S5.
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movement, had not yet been resolved. The agitatora had
control of the union through 1913 with little to ahow for
£heir efforts or their strategy. The primary force within
the union had been the socapboxera. Thelr viaion of the IWW
is best summarized by Jamea P. Thompson in his comment on
the Lawrence strike. It waa, he atated:

« « « One big propaganda meeting. Every hour that the
strike lasted the One Big Union idea was sapreading like
wildfire. The atrikers of Lawrencaswere actually
teaching the country how to fight.
Thia had become the prevailing view within the IWW. It was
felt that the union should concentrate all ita reacurcea on
auch tactica and drop all pretense of being an economic
union.

By the beginning of the new year in 1914, the IWW
waa like a rudderleasbship: it had no strategy, only
tactics. Tactics that, furthermore, threatened the very
exiatence of the union. According to Philip Taft, it was at
thia point that the IWW undertook a change, more a
formulation, of a atrategy which "were it not for World War
I, might have tranaformed the I.W.W. into a powerful
economic organization of unakilled and semi-skilled

workers."“ The Ninth National Convention in the asummer of

1914 witneaased the introduction of a resolution by Frank

“Ibid., 53-54. Thompson was a dgeneral field organizer
for the IWW and waa one of thoae called in by the national

office to help manage the Lawrence atrike.

MIbid., s55.



Little of the General Executive Board. The resolution
astated that:
« « » some meana should be taken for concerted and
efficient action in the harveat field next year. It w
proposed that a conference be held composed of members
from different locals bordering the harveast district,
and that this conference [deviael] waya and means for
harmonioua grouping of hitﬂfrto apasmodic efforta in
the harveat organizations.
The IWW waa now committed to change ita focua from
propaganda to organizing workers heretofore ignored by lab
organizationa, the farm workers, In doing so, it also
ahifted ita attention from the eaatern United Statea and i
crowded cities and factoriea, to the weat with ita fieldsa,
rangea, and minea--a move, in a aenae, back to the union’a
roota, those who worked in the open air and under the
ground.l'6 Thia change in focua, however, waa to have

disaatroua effecta on the union with the entrance of the

United Statea'into World War I juat three yeara later.

®ibid.

46Len De Caux, The Living Spirit of the Wobbliea (New
York: International Publiahera, 1978), 87.
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CHAPTER TWO
THE I.W.W. IN THE WEST:

FARM WORKERS, LUMBERMEN, AND MINERS

The ahift of the IWW‘’a organizational energies to
the aection of its birth, aa evidenced by the reasoclution at
the Ninth National Convention, was viewed by aome membera of
the union aa a laat reasort to keep the organization viable.

Writing in Solidarity (the official IWW weekly newapaper)

two montha following the convention, F. S. Hamilton atated:

Some knowledge of all aectiona of this country leads
me to believe that our beat chance for forming a nucleus
for the One Big Union is in the Weat. . . . The
nomadic worker of the West embodiea the apirit of the
I.W.W., His cheerful cyniciam, hia frank and outapoken
contempt for moat of the conventiona of bourgeois
society make him an admirable exemplar of the
iconoclaatic doctrinea of revolutionary unioniam. Hia
anomalous position, half induatrial alave, half vagabond
adventurer leaves him infinitely leas servile than hia
fellow-worker in the East. Unlike the factory alave of
the Atlantic aeaboard and the central atates he ia moat
emphatically not '"afraid of his job."

No wife and family to cumber him. The worker of the
Eaat, oppressed by the fear of want for wife and babies,
dare not venture much. . . .

If theae men are to be organized, however, we nuat
take account of their apecial circumatancea. One thing
ia certain, however. Within the next yvear we must get,
somewhere, a sound and healthy organization with the

capacity of permanent growth, or the I.W.W. will take
its place with other movements of the paast. . . .

The firat group of workera, therefore, which the IWW would
concentrate on in the weat would be the farm workera, the

men who followed the harvesta throughout the weatern statea.

“Solidarity, 28 November 1914. Emphasaia mine.
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Although the reaolution calling for a conference in the
harveat district was passed in September 1914, the meeting
was not convened until 1S5S April 1915S. On that date,
thirteen delegatea from the weatern IWW met in Kansaa City,
Miasouri to formulate plana to organize the migrant workers
in the weatern s‘l;ates.l'B Haywood, who had been elected to
the office of General Secretary-Treasurer at the Ninth
National Convention, travelled from Chicago to convene the
meeting.

The IWW conatitution had eastablished aeveral
diviaions within its organization to conform to the varioua
induatries in the country; diviasion three waa to be the
Agricultural Workera’ Industrial Union.#g Some of the
delegateas in Kansas City argued, based on their experience,
that the incluaion of the word "union" in the title of the
organization would seriously hamper their organizing
efforta. Theae few convinced the other delegatea to
conaider another name. The conference finally decided upon
the name “Agricultural Workera’ Organization 40" (AWO) for

their diviasion.®

%Fred Thompaon, The I.W.W.--Ita Firat Seventy Years
(1905-1975): The Hiastory of an Effort to Organize the
Working Class (Chicago: The Industrial Workera of the World,
1976), S3.

wFounding Convention, 2959-30Q.

50Brissenden, 337.
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The conference, realizing that the very nature of
the type of workers they were attempting to organize,
created the AWO aa 'One Big Union" without any permanently
based local buaineasa agentas or officea and with uniform
initiation feea and dues throughout the harvest region. The
AWO eatablished itself with simply a aecretary and an
agitation committee, later to become the organization
committee, to handle the busineaa of enliating membersa.
Rather than have busineasa agenta initiating workera in
various towna, the AWO eatablished several atationary
delegatea around the grain belt. It waa these atationary
delegatea, or the organization committee itaself, which gave
credentiala to volunteers, or "job delegatea," who aought
out non-memberas on freight traina, harveat fielda, and camps
in an effort to aign up as many workera as posaible.51

Theae'new organizing tactica by the AWO marked the
ascendancy of the pragmatiats in the IWW over the
propagandiata. No longer was the union to be hampered by
ideologically directed tactica: the belief waa now that if
something worked, it was good for the union. And work these
new tactica did. By the end of 1915, having begun to
recruit new memberes actively in June of that year, ‘''the AWO
had initiated 2,208 members and accumrulated $£14,113.06 in

its treasury."52 Even againat the numbera of workers who

Slrast, S9-61.

Yraft, 60.
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joined the IWW during the great atrikea in the eagt, such
numbers are impreasive, especlally conaidering that these
new members were recruited over an entire asection of the
country and not simply in a aingle town.

The resurgence of the IWW resulted from not only the
new life which the AWO and its organizing breathed into the
union, but alaso from an upturn in the national economy which
reaulted from war purchaaea by the Alliea. The AWO thusa
became, within a year of ita founding, the moat energetic
segment of the IWW. From its headquartera initially in
Kansas City and later in Minneapolia, the AWO asent ita job
delegatea out into the harvest fielda of the weatern United
Statea from the Miasiaaippl to California, and from Mexico
to Canada. However, the AWO did not reatrict itself to
organizing only the harveat workers in thia region. The
following_year it made an active drive to recruit miners,
lumberjacks, and conatruction workers in the weatern atates.

Many of theae '""new'" recruita would turn out to be
duplicatea: they had already joined as harveat workera, and
thua were counted twice in the enrocllment figurea. Thia
would later cause a problem for the AWO. |

Aa a reault of this vigorousa recruiting drive, the

AWQ virtually dominated the IWW. By the time of the Tenth

National Convention in November 1916, the AWO controlled the

voting in the union with 252 votea aplit between seven

delegatea. Even with thia power, the other delegatea to the
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national convention atated that "the AWO delegatea were not
diaposed to abuse their power on roll call."53 Not only
did the AWO have the political authority within the union,
they also had economic authority:

e« « » duea collected by the Agricultural Workeras ran to
about half the total duesa collected while initiation
feesa wgfe an even more disproportionate share of the
total.
The union was now convinced that the organizing technigques
of the AWO returned high dividenda to the IWW. 1In January
1916, the total membership of the IWW atood at about fifteen
thouaand with over two thousand of these coming from the
AWO. The union’as treasury contained only $£922.44 from an
income of $£9,208. By the time of the Tenth National
Convention, the treasury atood at $£18,745.33 from a total
income of £50,037.28. These figurea are slightly deceptive
in gauging the influence of the AWO aince the union

« « « received only 15 centa out of the monthly duea of S@
centa and no share of the initiation fees.“55
Thia financial statement reflected the phenomenal
growth of the AWO during 1916. The 1916 convention was
attended by twenty-five delegates representing asixty

thouasand IWW membera.56 According to the International

53"Tent.h Annual I.W.W. Convention," International
Socialist Review, June 1917, 406.

54Thompaon, 94.

Ngo1idarity, 2 December 1916.

56Brissenden, 359.
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Socialiat Review, the AWO had initiated twenty thousand new

membera during 1916 with a peak of forty-eight hundred being
reached in July.57 In one year, the AWO had gone from
comprising approximately one-seventh of the total IWW
memberahip to one-third of the union. Aa a reault of the
efforta of the AWO, the IWW contended that during the
harveat aeaaona of 1915-16 it enforced ". . . Jjob control on
half of the [threahing]l] machines, [union men] making $3.50
per day for 10 hours’ work."58

One meaaure of the aucceasa of the AWO waa the
reorganization of the IWW undertaken by the 1916 convention.
The IWW had originally been organized under its conatitution
into thirteen induatrial departmenta, each of which were
divided into varioua local uniona. The revised conatitution
divided the IWW into aix

« » « induatrial departmenta, [aubdivided intol
industrial unionas and their branchea, and recruiting

uniona. The latter were to be compoased of wage workera
in whoae_reapective induatriea no induatrial union
exiated.

Thia change entailed a ahift in both economic and political
power from the union’a locala to the national organization.

The new induatrial uniona were to employ the AWO’s job

l‘:W"'I‘he Militant Harveat Workers,'" International
Socialist Review, October 1916, 229,

B1pid.

Nraft, 63.
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delegate organizing technique in their efforts.60

In apite
of the succeaas of the AWO, some misgivingas were voiced at
the 1916 convention by Haywood ™. . . over itas wideapread
activity, which he claimed waa more like that of a maaa

organization than an induatrial union."61

The AWO waa

urged to refrain from organizing any workera outaide of the
agricultural aphere. The AWO choae to ignore auch advice.
It continued to organize not only agricultural workera, but
also continued to aend ita job delegates into the mining and
lumber campa of the weat. These efforta peraiated in apite
of the fact that the national office had begun plana for the
establiahment of a lumbermenas’ induatrial union and a
minera’ induatrial union.

Thia move by the AWO to organize other induatries
may be viewed in a leasa cynical 1ight. The migrant workers
were initially enliated in the IWW by the Wobbliea’ control
of the wofkers' mode of tranaportation. Job delegates, and
frequently sympathetic train crewa, would phyaically deny
anyone free paasage on the freight trains unlesa they could
produce an IWW memberahip card. The Waobbliea also ran their
own campa in the various work areaa. Theae campa were
aought out by many migrant workers for their cleanlineaa and

aa:f:'ety.f’e The union attempted to protect its own by

:risaenden, 335.

blrast, 63.

Brhid., 61.
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organizing committeeas in their campas to enaure that the
campa were clean and free from people who would prey on the
migrant workeras, auch as gamblera and dishoneat job
brokera.63

These~workers were only employed in the fields
during the harvest aseason. Once it was over, they needed
another aource of income inAorder to live. Many of theae
men travelled to the lumber campa of the Pacific Northwest,
while othera migrated to the mines in the southweat and the
upper midweat. Still othera moved on to the oil fielda in
Kanasaa, Oklahoma, and Texaa. Wherever thease workera went,
the IWW job delegateas went with them to continue the
organizing effort.s#

The AWO aent special organizera into the lumber
camps and mine fielda in the late winter of 1916 to collect
duea from old membera who had asigned up with the union the
previoua éummer and to enliat new membera who would be
moving from the mineas and lumber campa into the harvesat
fields the following aeaaon. It waas a reasonable extenaion
of their efforta in the harveat fielda, therefore, to move
into theae 6ther areas of indusatry in search of members.

However, the AWO did not atop at asimply enliating

potential harveat workera. They attempted to forbid any of

ita membera from tranaferring to other induatrial unions

8Ibhid., S9.

M“Militant Harveat Workera,'" 229.
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within the IWW, an attempt that failed since the IWW
encouraged dual membership wherever possible. Further, ita
organizers more than occasionally employed strong arm
tactice in their recruitment drivea--such as evicting non-
members from freight trains, not alwaya waiting until the

traina had stopped.65

These actiona and tactics did not
meet with approval by many IWW membera. Forreat Edwards,
newly elected secretary of the AWO in 1916, defended his
union’s actions by stating:
Objectione are fregquently made to the methoda of the
'40Q@" . Some say the methods are too severe. In fact,
this seems to be the general opinion of oldtime I.W.W.
men. This new blood is putting over astuff and getting
i:?ZEwith it so that the old wobbly seem amazed at
Another way of astating the AWO’as, and now the IWW’s,
atrategy would be--if it worka, uase it. Edwarda aeemed to
be telling the old line IWWs that it was just sour grapes on
their part: "You didn’t try it because you didn‘t think it
would work, we Jjuat did it.*

An example of a laat try at a use of the old atyle
tactica can be aeen in a brief look at the organizing
efforta in Everett, Washington and their aftermath. The
attempt in Everett waa a combination of straight organizing

by the union and a free apeech fight. It began in the early

summer of 1916 with the job delegatea attempting to organize

Brasrt, 60-61.

solidarity, 19 Auguat 1916.




33
the lumber workers in the campa around the city. The firat
arreatas were made toward the end of Auguat: of the five
arreated firat, three were women and one not even a

Wobbly. &

In September, a federal mediator waas brought in
to attempt to resolve the diaspute between the city and the
IWW. Although a reaolution waa not accomplished, mattersa
were brought under control and the mediator left. Shortly
after his departure, the local authoritiea and vigilante
groupa reaumed their attacksa upon Wobbly meetinga and
individualas asuapected of being membera. Many of the
Wobbliea were deported from town, enough to cauae the
union organizera and the free apeech ateering committee to
begin meeting in Seattle rather than Everett. Thia group
decided to take the union back to Everett. 0On 5 November,
many union membera and their familiea travelled to Everett
on the asteamahip Verona to hold a maaa atreet meeting.

The authorities in Everett had been notified of the
arrival of the Wobbliea and were waiting, aupported by a
number of Pinkerton detectivea, for them when the Verona
docked at 2:00 P.M. Aa the Wobbliea attempted to debark,
they were greeted by gunfire from the dock. By the time the
Verona managed to pull away from the dock and out of range
from the riflea onahore, the IWW had auffered five dead,

thirty wounded, and an unknown number washed overboard and

out to aea. The casualtiea onshore were two dead, including

67Brisaenden, 263.
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a deputy aheriff, and aixteen wounded.68 Given the
confuaion and the fact that the group onshore was supported
by a group of detectivea and deputies on a boat behind the
Verona in an attempt to catch the Wobblies in a croasafire,
it ia entirely posaible, as indicated by teatimony at the
subsequent trial of IWW members, that those on the dock were
killed by their own people.69 Thia trial waa the reault of
members of the IWW wﬂo were on the Verona being indicted on
chargea of murder of the two on the dock who were killed in
the shooting. Although the firat Wobbly brought to trial
was found innocent and the chargea againat the reat were
dropped, the proceedinga cost the union a great deal in time
and money.7E

Following thia incident, which became known as the
"Everett Massacre,'" the union reorganized ite organizing
drive in_the lumber induatry. The branches which the AWO
had founded throughout the midwest and northweat formed a
distinct IWW induatrial union for the timber industry on 4
March 1917. A former Secretary-Treasurer of the AWO, W. T.
Nef, initially aassumed leadership of this new organization.
The Lumber Workera’ Induastrial Union 50@ began to plan their

campaign for the unionization of the lumber industry in the

68Walker C. Smith, The Everett Massacre: A Hiatory of

the Clasas Struggle in the Lumber Industry (New York: Da Capo
Press, 1920), 94-97.

¥1bid., 202.

Mipid., 39.



35
northweat with its initial goal being the establishment of
an eight-hour day for all loggera and lumber mill
workers.71

The IWW had begun its exiastence with a atrong
weatern base in the form of the WFM. However, aince that
union pulled out of the IWW in 1909, the WFM‘’a current
preaident, Moyera, had moved the union more and more to the
political right. Matters came to a head between the
leaderahip and the rank and file in 1914 in Butte, Montana.
The WFM local there waa virtually a company union and in a
referendum, disaident elementa in the WFM establiashed an
independent miners’ union by vote of 6,348 to 243.72
Moyera held the IWW reasponaible aa did the AFL’a Gompers,
though there was no connection. Gompera called for the
governor to aend in atate troops to gquell the "diasturbance"
cauaed by the independent union, which Governor Stewart did
in Augustn, and the largeat mining company in town, the
Anaconda Copper Company, hired three hundred gunmen to aid
the atate troopa. When the troopa left Butte several months

later, the independent union had been broken, but ao too had

the WFM and the AFL locala. It would take three years for

71Robert L. Tyler, "The United Statea Government as
Union Organizer: The Loyal Legion of Loggers and Lumbermen,"
Misaiasippi Valley Historical Review 47 (196@): 439.

72De Caux, 995.

73Theodore Wiprud, "Butte: A Troubled Labor Paradise aa
8 corporal saw it," Montana, the Magazine of Weatern
Hiatory, October 1971, 33.
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the independenta to re-establish themaelvea, at which time
the IWW alao moved back in.’!

Other than the organizing done by the AWO with farm
workers who alao worked in the mining induatry, or miners
who were likely to work as field handa during the harveat
season, the IWW made little headway in the mining areas of
the weat prior to the 1916 convention. At that convention,
one delegate, Dan Buckley, moved that an appropriation of
two thousand dollaras be approved to organize the weatern
minera:

The Committee on Organization and Conatitution carried
the proposal 4-1. When Buckley’sa reasolution came before
the general committee on November 235, where it also
paased, the secretary recorded the remark that the ‘time
is rige for organization in the mining diatricta of the
Weat.
With the coming of the new year in January 1917, the time
waa indeed ripe for the IWW to make a concerted effort not
only in the mining diastricta of the wesat, but also, having
been engaged in skirmishes with the lumber truata for the
past year, in the lumber districts aa well.

The Wobblies may have thought they had reached a

pivotal point in their hiastory with the Lawrence atrike, and

alao with the tremendous success of the AWO in 1916. The

new year waa to bring with it not only war for the country

“Ipid., 94-95.

75Jamee W. Byrkit, Forging the Copper Collar: Arizona’a
Labor-Management War of 1901-1921 (Tucaon: The Univeraity of
Arizona Presa, 1982), 131.
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but, as a direct result of this country’s entrance into
World War I, the beginning of the end of the IWW aa a viable

force in the American labor movement.
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CHAPTER THREE
A SEASON OF STRIKES:

JANUARY~-AUGUST 1917

The time had arrived for the union to move againat
entire industriea, not just in isoclated atrikes. The IWW
began the year in better ahape than it had been aince the
Lawrence atrike of 1912 with over eighteen thouasand dollars
in the treasury and over sixty thouasand membera. One
asection of the union, the AWO 4@@, which had the largeat
memberahip, was located in the weat. To the AWO waa added,
on 4 March 1917, the Lumber Workeras’ Industrial Union 500
and, on 9 June 1917, the Metal Mine Workersa’ Induatrial
Union 490. The IWW now had organizationa in place within
the three primary induatriea in the weatern United States:
lumber, mining, and agriculture.

Although the Wobblies had been engaged in numerousa
battles with a great many local and state governments
throughout ita exiatence, the federal government had not
entered into any of theae prior to 1917. Preasident Woodrow
Wilaon had placed all radical groupas on notice the previoua
aumner with a apeech at the Waahington Monument on 15 June
1916:

I believe that the vaat majority of those men
whose lineage is directly derived from the nations now
at war are juat aa loyal to the flag of the United
Statea aas any native citizen of thia beloved land, but
there are aome men of that extraction who are not; and
they, not only in past montha, but at the preaent time,
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are doing their beat to undermine the influence of the
Government of the United States in the intereat of
matteras which are foreign to ua and which are not
derived from the queation of our own politics.

There is diasloyalty active in the United Statea, and
it muast be absolutely crushed. It proceeda from a
minority, a very amall minority, but a very active and
subtle minority. It worka underground, but it alao
asahowa its ugly head where we can see it; and there are
those at this moment who are trying to levy a aspeciesa
of political blackmail, asaying, "Do what we wish in the
intereat of foreign sentiment or we will wreck our
vengeance at the polls.™

That ia the sort of thing againat which the American
Nation will turn with a might and triumph of sentiment
which will teach these gentlemen once and for all that
loyalty to this flsg is the firat teat of tolerance in
the United States.

Such a teat the Wobblies would aurely fail. Because of
their orientation toward society, they were continually
under suspicion by the public aa being unpatriotic. The
Wobbly view of society and government in particular waa
summarized by an editor of the Detroit Newa apeaking to the
National Conference of Social Work in 1918:

The I.W.W. adherent ia not patriotic: he is not
anti-patriotic. Engroasaed in providing a part of the
phyaical neceasaitiea of life for himself, and
encountering oppoaition in the process, he ia naturally
rather unenthuaiaatic about the atate. We are prone to
forget that patriotiam riaea normally according to the
atatus of the citizen. And when the mine ownera put
flagas on the ataffs and chaae union men out of town at
the point of guna, the I.W.W. may be permis}ed to
reflect a bit on the nature of patriotiam.

76James H. Fowler, II, '"Creating an Atmoaphere of
Suppression, 1914-1917," Chronicleas of Oklahoma 59 (1981):
216-17.

Harold Callender, “The War and the I.W.W.," in
National Conference of Social Work, Proceedings, 1918, by
the National Conference of Social Work (n.p, 1919), 424.
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What activities did the IWW engage in prior to

September 1917 which caused the federal government to bring
the full weight of ita powers down on the union in an
attempt to atamp it out? A brief survey of the activitiea
of three sectiona of the IWW in the weatern United Statea
during the late apring and asummer of 1917 should place the
government’a actiona in September of that year into context.

Agricultural Workera’ Organization 400

The farm sector of the economy had experienced a
rapid increase in profita aa a result of the war in Europe.
There was a demand for farm handa to ensure both the harvesat
and the resultant farm income. Even before the United
Statea declared war in April 1917, farmera in the northweat
were concerned that any labor shortage, whether the result
of a lack of field handa or a atrike, would serioualy
cripple the coming harveat season.78 Precautiona were
taken in Washington atate to guard against any interference
by the IWW. Troopa were sent into the Yakima Valley to put
an end to all IWW agitation and to prevent sabotage which
the membera of the Yakima Valley Producera’ Protective
Asasociation expected from the Wobblies. '

Matters in Washington proceeding fairly smoothly

throughout the aummer, although many membera of the IWW were

mﬂarl F. Reuaa, "The Farm Labor Problem in Washington,
1917-18," Pacific Northweat Quarterly 34 (1943): 339.

Y1bid., 344.
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arreated and held for trial on a variety of chargea. The
IWW leaderahip in Washington called for a atrike of the
harveat workera on 20 Augusat in aympathy for those
imprisoned. The atrike was a failure as few workers atayed
away from their joba. Twenty-aeven Wobblies were arreated
aa a reasult of the atrike call with half being released
within a short time after being determined not to be
dangerous. This episode ended any IWW "problem" in the
atate for the duration of the war.M

California had been the aite of many IWW actiona
against agricultural producera in the early 191©s, but
during this firat summer of the war none were officially
reported. As the state agriculture department atated in its
report on the 1917 seaaon:

Upon arrival at their deatination, they got off on the
depot platform and under the influence of some I.W.W.
or aome other untoward action, they asaid: "We want a
bigger wage; we don’t want to work for $2.25 a day"'--
which I believe waa the wage at the time--'"we want
83 a ﬁay,“ and they got on the train and went back
home.
The AWO may have had a great many membera, but they were not
in evidence on the weat coaat. The problem, for the AWO,
waa that a great nahy of ita members were alao employed in

the mining and lumber industriea and would move from one

induastry to another depending on the aeason. Also, given

®Ibid., 34s.

85, 0. Lively, "Agricultural Labor Problema During the
Paat Season,™ Bulletin--California Department of
Agriculture, January-February 1918, 71.
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the tactice used by the AWO in its recruitment .of members,
the numbers may have been impreasive but the committment was
not.

The one great succeas of the Wobbly farm workers
occurred in the midweat, in North Dakota. This succeaa was
the result of an offer made in May by a group of farmers
known aa the Nonpartiasan League (NPL), The NPL wasa
organized in reaction to the view of many farmeras that they
were not receiving their fair share of the increaased profits
being realized from the aale of farm products} They
believed that theae profita were going into the pocketa of

"Big Business and Middlemen.“Be

A. C. Townley, president

of the North Dakota NPL, proposed that the AWO and the NPLa
farmera agree on hoursas, pay, and working conditions for
harveat workera for the 1917 season.83 The AWO accepted

the offer, and in July announced that a tentative agreement
had been reached which would be recommended by the NPL to
itas members for acceptance.“ The League‘’as memberahip
refuaed to accept the wage acale proposed and no agreement
was ever formally made; nevertheleas, North Dakota was to be

a haven for the IWW during that harveat aeason with the

higheat wagea in the country for harveat workeras and where

®uThe Farmer and the War," The New Republic, 3
November 1917, 8.

B¥301idarity, 9 June 1917.
B4

De Caux, 120.
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Wobbliea were welcomed, a virtual *"closed shop" for the
Tww. ®

Metal Mine Workera’ Induatrial Union 499

An opportunity for the IWW to re-eatabliash itself in
the Montana mining region occurred on the night of 8 June
1917 when a fire broke out in the Speculator Mine in Butte.
The night shift in the mine waa made up of 419 mineras, 162
of which died in this disaster.86 One aapect of the
diaaater particularly aroused the miners. Montana atate law
directed all minea to place iron doora in the concrete
bulkheada which were poured at pointa within the ahafta aa a
safety measure, so that a fire, should one break out, might
be contained. The bulkheada in the Speculator Mine did not
have theae doora, thus resulting in a greater loas of life
than might have occurred.87

The minera had been in a state of unreat for asome
time prior to this incident due to concerns over
conacription, wages, qnd the "ruastling card.'” With the

declaration of war, many minera were opposed to the new

draft registration required of them and, in light of the

®solidarity, 11 Auguat 1917.

%Arnon Gutfeld, ''The Speculator Disaaster in 1917:
Labor Reaurgence at Butte, Montana,' Arizona and the Weat 11
(1969): 29.

87Vernon H. Jensen, Heritage of Conflict: Labor
Relations in the Nonferrous Metals Industry Up to 1939,
Industrial and Labor Relationa Serieas (New York: Greenwood
Presa, 1968), 432.
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rising price of copper due to the war, wanted an increase in
wégea in order to keep pace with the aubsequent rise in the
coat of living. The "ruatling card" (a blackliat aysasten)
waa a particular cauae of diaaatiafaction. It waa a card
isaued by the Anaconda Mining Company, which controlled moat
of the minea in the Butte district, and had to be preaented
in order to obtain employment. It waa, therefore, the
company which decided who would and who would not work in
the minea.¥

The North Butte Mining Company, which owned the
Speculator Mine, refuased to acknowledge any responaibility

for the diaaater.89

The miners, not satiasfied with any of
the exiating miner‘’s uniona, organized the Metal Mine
Workera’ Union (MMWU) on 13 June and preaented a liat of
demanda to the mine ownera, threatening to atrike if their
demands were not met. Although the union waa independent of
any national union, a great many of those who founded it
were alao IWW membera. The mine ownera refuased the union‘’sa
demanda, and on the following day, refused to meet with the
new union, so the MMWU called a atrike for the next day.90

On 15 June, three thousand miners went out on strike. Three

days later the MMWU received support from the Butte

Boutfeld, 30.

BgGuy Halverson and William E. Ames, 'The Butte
Bulletin: Beginninga of a Labor Daily," Journalism Quarterly
46 (1969): 262.

Woutfeld, 34.
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Electriciana’ local which waa affiliated with the AFL. By
29 June, fifteen thouaand workera in the Butte area were on
strike, a number which included many of the AFL-affiliated
unions.91
By the middle of July, the mining companiea had
managed to induce the AFL locala back to work with better
contracta. There were a few of the minera who alao went
back to work at thia time, and it appeared aa though the

EE The aituation waa

mining companiea would win the atrike.
to change greatly with the arrival of Frank Little. The IWW
national office had asent Little to Butte to organize the
Wobblies there and to take over, if posaible, the difection
of the MMWU atrike.

Little loat no time in beginning hia work, making
apeechea to varioua gatheringa and the public. Hia speeches
were labelled aa treaaonoua by the mining companiea and the
local newapapera (moat of which were owned by varioua mining
companies).93 In a public apeech on 27 July, Little

« « » referred to the Conatitution of the United Statea
aa "a mere acrap of paper which can be torn up.'" He
deacribed Preaident Woodrow Wilaon aa a lying tyrant and

declared that the I.W.W. wasa wil%}ng to '"fight the
Capitalists but not the German.™

91Halverson, 263.

92Arnon Gutfeld, "The Murder of Frank Little: Radical
Labor Agitation in Butte, Montana, 1917," Labor History 10
(1969): 183.

¥Ibid., 184.

¥rbid., 185.
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The MMWU attempted to distance itself from Little because of
this kind of rhetoric, urging him to either diascontinue hia
activities or leave town aa he was not helping but hurting
the strike.95 As upset with Little as some of the miners
were, many othera, both company officials and private
citizena, regarded him in a much harsher light. During the
night of 1 Auguat, Little waa dragged from his bed by aix
men, taken to a railroad treatle outaide of town, and
hanged. When found the next morning, he had a card hanging
around his neck which had only the numberas "“3-7-77" on it
(referring to the dimenaiona of a grave--3 feet by 7 feet by
77 inchea). Other atrike leadera received aimilar cards by
Special Delivery mail over the next few days.96

The MMWU attempted to uae Little’s murder to arouse
the minera in their atrike effort, but asuch pasaion did not
laat long. By October, enough minera had returned to work
to reopen the ameltera, which had cloaed due to lack of ore,
and on 18 December 1917 the MMWU called off the atrike. The
attempt to cloase the open ahop at Butte had failed, but not
without some gaina. Although the primary demanda regarding
recognition of the MMWU and some of the safety related
isauea were not achieved, many of the other demands were met

at leaat in part.

®Ibid., 186.

96De Caux, 128,
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The minera in Arizona in the apring of 1917 had, for
the most part, been associated with the WFM which changed
ita name in 1916 to the International Union of Mine, Mill
and Smelter Workers (IUMMSW), but the Wobblies were
beginning to make inroada into the WFM’as base though their
organizing efforta. Such efforta were greeted favorably by
the mine ownera of Arizona becauae the IWW, aa yet having
few members and largely ineffective leadership, could
function as an effective counterforce to the IUMMSW.97
They would regret their initiasl feelinga toward the Wobblies
within a very few montha.

There were no atrikea in the copper diatricts of
Arizona during 1917 until the end of May. The IUMMSW issued
a atrike call on 25 May in Jerome for 31 May. The IWW
attempted to take control of the atrike and aa a reault of
thia inter-union fight, moat of the minera returned to work
within a day. One month later, on 39 June, the IUMMSW
called a strike in the Globe-Miami district for the next
morning at 7:90. On July 1, the IWW called a atrike for
that afternoon. Seven thouaand miners answered the joint
call. By 6 July, twenty-five thouaand miners were out on

8

atrike all over the state.9 The IWW had called a atrike

at Biabee, but it had not been a complete walkout until

Mpyrkit, 143.

98De Caux, 123.
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after the Globe-Miami astrike waa called.99 The atrike
continued for two weeka without 1nc1dent.lm

The IUMMSW, directed by ita headquartera in Denver,
Colorado, called off their atrike on 3 July. On 7 July,
apparently believing that the Wobbliea might actually
aucceed because of their very aggresasiveneasa, the local
IUMMSW repudiated the Denver order and went out once again.
The atrike waa now totally in the hands of IWW organizers
who had been brought in from the national headquarteras. It
wasa accepted by the newspapers of the state as well aa many
private individuals, and certainly by the mining companiesa,
that the only aoclution possible to the asituation was the

expulsion of the IWW agitatora from the atate. 0

Although
outwardly peaceful, the aituation was rapidly coming to a
head. The three mining companiea in Biabee announced on 11
July that any miner not back on the job by 13 July would no
longer be considered enployed.lae

The day before in Jerome, a citizena’ committee had,

in the early morning hours, rounded up over a hundred

“undesirablea'" and, after releasing asome of them, deported

®philip Taft, "“The Bisbee Deportation,” Labor Hiatory
13 (1972): 7.

lmRobert W. Bruere, ‘Copper Camp Patriotism,' Nation,
21 February 1918, 203.

101Andrew Wallace, '"Colonel McClintock and the 1917
Copper Strike," Arizoniana 3.1 (1861): 25.

@porkit, 167.
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those remaining. Over aixty miners were loaded into a
cattle car and tranaported twenty milea out of town to
Jerome Junction where they were to be released with ordera
not to return to Jerome. When the train reached Jerome
Junction, an armed poase met the train, took nine of the
minera into cuatody, and aent the reat on another train for
Needlea, California where the train was ordered back to
Arizona. When they reached Kingman, the men were released
after they promised to refrain from any further

agitation.!®

The example was set for the Bisbee atrike.
During a labor diapute in 1916, a Citizensa’
Protective League had been eatabliashed and waa composed of

non-miner residents of Bisbee. When a astrike appeared
imminent in late June, a group of working miners who were
not in favor of the action, organized themaelvea into a
Workers Loyalty League. A meeting waa held on the night of
11 July by the leaders of both groups aa well aa membera of
the busineasa community in Biasbee and a manager from two of
the mining companiea. The auggeation waa made at this
meeting ““that they ‘get a train and run the atrikers to
Columbus, where’ . . . ‘Uncle Sam would take care of

them, 18

w3John H. Lindquiat, "The Jerome Deportation of 1917,"
Arizona and the West 11 (1969): 243-44.

18 72¢t, "Bisbee Deportationa,"” 13.
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When the meeting adjourned, thoae present were

isaued gunas from the mining company, Phelpa Dodge, and

deputized by the local sheriff, Harry Wheeler. Sheriff
Wheeler’s deputies began calling the membera of the Loyalty
League and the Citizens’ Protective League with inatructionas

to be at their asasigned poasts the next morning by four

o’clock.laﬁ

With everyone in place, Sheriff Wheeler poated a
proclamation for the people of Bisbee at 6:32 on the morning
of 12 July. The proclamation announced:

« « « that a Sheriff’a Poasae of 1,200 men "had been
formed in Biasbee and one thousand in Douglaa . . . for
the purpose of arresting on chargea of vagrancy,
treason and being disturbera of the peace of Cochise
County all those astrange men who have congregated here
from other partas and sections for the purpoee of
haraasasing and intimidating all men who deasire to pursue
their daily toil." The proclamation recited that
threats had been made daily. '"We cannot longer atand or
tolerate such conditiona. There ia no labor trouble--we
are asure of that--but a direct attempt to embarraaas and
injure the government of the United States."™

The proclamation urged that *""no shot be fired
throughout the day unlesa in neceasary aelf defense."
It warned that atrike leaders would be held responaible
for injuriea "inflicted upon any of my deputies while in
performance of their dutiea as deputies of my posse,"
and promised humane treatment to the arrested, inclﬁeing
examination of their casea "with juatice and care."

The two thousand deputies of Sheriff Wheeler immediately

began a aweep of the town, asking every man encountered

msJames Byrkit, "The Biasbee Deportation,' in American
Labor in the Southweast: The Firat One Hundred Years, ed.
Jamea C. Foster (Tucaon: The University of Arizona Press,
i982)>, 90.

106
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whether he waa working. If the anawer waa "no," then that
peraon would be taken to the local ball park and interred
while the arreats confinued. During the round-up, one
deputy waa killed by a miner who waa immediately ahot and
killed by another deputy. Once the round-up waa completed,
the 1386 men who had been aseized were marched aingle file
through a double line of deputieas to the railhead and loaded
into cattle cars which had been provided by the El Paso &
Southwesatern Railroad.107

The plan was to tranaport the minera to Columbusa,
New Mexico and turn them over to federal troopa who had been
statiohed there ever aince a raid on the town by Pancho

Villa in 1916. %

When the train reached Columbua, the
repreaentative of the El1 Paao & Southweatern Railroad in
charge of the train was arreasted on orders of New Mexico
Governor W. E. Lindaey. The railroad official waa released
after a sﬁort time and the train turned back toward Arizona.
The train went twenty milea back toward Arizona and atopped
at Hermanaa, New Mexico where the deporteea were ordered off

the train and into the desert.m9

It was now 13 July and
the deportees had been without food or water aince before

they left Biabee.

W pe caux, 124-5.
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The U.S. Army took over the next day and returned
the men to Columbua where every effort waa made to feed and
shelter them. The Army also undertook a aurvey of the
deportees to determine if the claima made againat them by
the mining companies and Sheriff Wheeler were accurate.
Contrary to the claims made of the deportees being
outaiders, vagranta, agitatora, and disloyal, the Army
determined:
« « « that out of the 1,386 deported men, 52 owned
property in Bisbee; 472 had registered for the draft;
433 were married with families; 205 had purchasased
Liberty Bonda; and asixty-two had served in the armed
forces of thelHnited States: Only 426 had been membera
of the I.W.W.
Thease men remained under the protection of the U.S. Army,
officially, until the camp waa diabanded on 19 October 1917.
By that time, however, most of the men had left the camp.
The atrike, though, had been broken. A Presidential
Mediation Commiaasion waa convened by President Wilson to
gettle the isaues in the Arizona copper fielda. When the
findings of the mediation commisaion were returned on 23
October 1917, they represented a complete victory for the

mining companies.lll

After striking for three montha, the
mineras had gained nothing. The commisaion directed that
work in the mining district resume under atrict conditiona:

although many of the atrikers were ordered rehired, those

R raft, "Bisbee Deportationa,™ 22.

lll“Copper Settlement in Arizona," Survey, 3 November
1917, 128.
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who were "guilty of seditioua utterances againat the United
Statea, or those who have membership in an organization that
doea not recognize the obligation of contracta" were

not , 112

meaning memberas of both the IWW and the IUMMSW.

Moast important though, the government moved to prohibit

atrikea: "‘The machinery thus provided,’ asays the atatement,

“is in aubsatitution for atrikes and lock-outa during the

+nlld

period of the war.
As in Butte, it would be a long time before any

union would be able to organize as a true repreasentative of

the ninefs in the copper mining diatricta of Arizona.

Lumber Workersa’ Industrial Union 500

One poaitive outcome of the activities in Montana
and Arizona for the IWW waa an increase in the union’s
memberahip by 20@ to 3@@ percent in the northweat lumber
canps.“4_ The aituation in the lumber industry waas aimilar
to that in the mining diatricta in that the lumber companies
alaso refused to bargain with the IWW and even the rore
conaervative AFL. Labor unrest waa due to longatanding
dissatiafaction with working conditiona and wages.

Throughout the apring, aporadic atrikea were called by the

river drivera, those who guided the cut loga down river to

He1pid., 130.
W 1pid.

W upreaident’a Commiaasion at Biabee," The New Republic,
8 December 1917, 141.
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the saw milla, in Montana, Idaho, and eaatern

wgshington.115

Many of the loggers in the camps were
encouraged by the succeas of thease atrikea and began, in
late May and early June, a number of spontaneous and
unorganized local strikea throughout what waas referred to as
the "Inland Empire."!l®
With the government’as declaration of war on 6 April
1817, the lumber industry became a critical induatry: the
army needed a great amount of apruce, the largeat amount of
the beat grade being found in the Pacific Northweat, for the
manufacture of airplanea. The government could not allow a
disruption in the supply of thia valuable war material. The
demande set by the uniona, initially the AFL and echoed by
the IWW, were for the eight-hour workday, sixty dollara
per month pay, improved conditiona in the lumber campa, and
the right to organize and bargain collectively.117
Although theae demanda were formulated in April, the
deadline for either asettlement or walkout waa aet for 16

July.118

154, H. Price, "How the I.W.W. Men Brought About the 8-
Hour-Day in the Lumber Induatry,'” The One Big Union Monthly,
March 1919, 16.
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117Charles Merz, "Tying Up Weatern Lumber,' The New
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The various aspontaneoua strikes had tied up most of
the interior camps and mills by the end of June, and with
the atrike call for mid-July, the atrike had reached all
areas of the region by the end of the month. 1In early
August, the shipbuildera in the coaat porta refuaed to work
with any '"ten-hour" lumber, thua atrengthening the union’a

position.ug

"The atrike remained peaceful throughout thia
period of July and Auguat even though aoldiers were
requeated and asent to-guard saw millas in varioua areas,
particularly in the Puget Sound region of Washington. Aa
Ficken atatea in hia article: '"When lumbermen requested the
stationing of troopa at their milla, the abaence of violence
proved an embarrasaing inconvenience."lea
Although the Lumbermen’a Protective Aaaociation
(LPA) officially abaolutely opposed any conaideration of an
eight-hour day for the lumber workera, asome members
individually were willing to concede the iaasue. The
mnajority viewed the atrike, their chargea that the atrikera
were unpatriotic and that the atrike was going to deatroy
the industry notwithstanding, as a beneficial turn of
events. Aa J. P. Weyerhaeuser, president of the
Weyerhaeuaser Timber Company, atated: "If it were not for the

atrike, lumber on thias coaast would decline in value."121

119Merz, 243.

1®picken, 329.

€l1pid., 323.
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Also, the mill owners were able to use the work stoppage to
make repaira to their machinery, and they were able to
continue supplying the government ordera from exiating
stockpilea of lumber, at leaat in the short run.me

A favorite charge which the lumber companiesa

levelled at the IWW waas that they were engaging in their
astrike activitiea to hinder the American war effort and were

a3 What the lumber

financed in this effort by Germany.1
companies apparently decided to ignore waa the fact that all
of the demanda made by the atrikera were with regard to
longatanding conditiona and had, at any rate been formulated
in one form or another, prior to the entrance of the United
States into the war.m4
By Auguat, it aseemed apparent that both sidea in
thia labor atruggle were going to atand firm on their
position;. The atrikers were not going to compromise with
lumber company ownera who would not even talk with them,
except where the atrikers were arreated and then the only
talking waa queationing by the authoritiea. Therefore, in
early September, the atrikers, both AFL membersa and
Wobblies, returned to their jobe but with a new atrike

tactic. Thia waa called "astrike on the job" and was

12 1pid.

1""‘315’1'1111{) Taft, "The Federal Trialas of the I.W.W.,"
Labor Hiatory 3 (1962): 59.

m‘Robert W. Bruere, "The Indusatrial Workera of the
World--An Interpretation,"™ Harper’s, July 1918, 255.
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easaentially a work alowdown. Regardless of the output
quota, the Wobblieas atrictly obaerved safety requirements
and would stop work after eight hours.ms

The workers in the lumber and mining industries had,
by August 1917, gone out on strike in numbers approaching
120,000 and moat of the atrikea were under the control, to
one degree or another, of the IWW. Even with the variety of
methodas used to control the situation and keep the workers
in the woods and mines, the company ownera could not prevent
the atrikes or get their employees back to work once they
had struck. They once again appealed to the federal
government for help. Thia time they were met with a
poaitive reaponse. Attorney General Thomas W. Gregory
convened a grand jury in Chicago for the purpose of

inveatigating the Iww.126

What had changed the
governnent's mind toward the IWW? Prior to thia, various
companies had repeatedly requeasted federal help in dealing
with the union, alwaysa to be met with inaction, moat
recently in Arizona where the government appeared to be

taking the side of the IWW. The one thing that had changed

waa World War I, but even more than simply the war waa the

1‘?"il-“ickem. 333.

1% 5.5. Embree, "Introduction," in The I.W.W. Trial:

Story of the Greatest Trial in Lsbor’as History by one of the
Defendanta, Harrison George, Maas Violence in America Series

(New York: Arno Preaa & The New York Timea, 1969), 10.
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public’as perception of the Wobbliea in 1917 in light of the

war.

Public Reaction_and Government Reaponsae

The Wobblies were women and men who had been hated
and feared for many years by many people in thia country.
Much of the animoasity toward the IWW was of their own
making, given the temper and content of their apeechea and
publicationa aince their founding. The conatant calla for
workers to commit acta of sabotage in the workplace, the
threata to burn grain fieldsa, the diatruat of government to
do anything to protect the workera of this country, the
labelling of the Conatitution aa 'a acrap of paper'--all
contributed to a growing perception of the IWW by the

majority in thia country aa a threat to society.127

Such
beliefa were re-enforced by the popular preas as well as
teatimony before Congresa. For inatance, Jamea Eada How, of
the International Brotherhood Welfare Aasociation (Hoboa’
Union), teatified that: "I think aa I have heard, that the
IWW in case of war will declare a general atrike in certain
linea to prevent, for example, the mining of coal.“128
Newapapera were not heaitant in condemning the

Wobbliea. Following the deportationa from Biabee, Arizona,

the Rockford, Illinois Bulletin atated:

127"Organization or Anarchy," The New Republic, 21 July
1817, 320.

1B 1aft, “Federal Triala,™ 59.



59

Any endeavor by the I.W.W. to prejudice the cause of the
United States by fomenting atrikes in the ore fields
ashould be net“By hanging a few ring leadera to the
nearesat tree.

Thia sentiment was echoed by the'Chicago Tribune: 'We are

not counseling lynch law, but we think deportation is too

ul30

mild a puniahment. The New York Globe astated at the

end of July: "The Bisbee plan does not work. Only the
Government of the United Statea can deatroy the troubleaome

. 131

I.W.W.* The asituation was cloaing in on the IWW. The

New York Timesa reported in early August that:

« +« « the Federal government probably will take action
soon dealing with treason and sedition. A maass of
information in the posseaaion of the Government leadsa
to the conclusion that the I.W.W. leaders are being
furnished with German money to carry on a campaign
against industry intended E@ cripple the United States
Government and ita allies.

On 17 Auguat, Arizona Senator H. F. Ashhurat informed the
U.S. Senate about the IWW, an organization which he
claimed many Senators did not know about:

Mr. Preaident, although the Senate of the United
States is an unusually well-informed body of men, I
find nevertheleaa a number of Senatora are not fariliar
with juat what the I.W.W. menace throughout the Western
Statea meansa.

¥ Byrkit, Forqing the Copper Collar, 224, citing
Alexander M. Bing, War-Time Strikes and Their Adjustment,
New York: E. P. Dutton and Co., 1921, 247-48, citing the
Rockford, Ill. Bulletin, n.d.

130

Ibid., citing the Biabee Daily Review, 22 July 1917.
131Philip S. Foner, “United Statea of America va. Wm. D.

Haywood, Et Al.: The I.W.W. Indictment,” Labor History 11

(1970): 501, citing the Literary Digesat, 28 July 1917, 20.

1¥ New York Timea, 2 August 1917, 20.
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With the I.W.W.’a perjury ias a fine art. With thia
organization murder is reduced to a science, and after
the I.W.W. alaye itse unoffending victim the accused and
guilty peraon frequently eacapea conviction by reason of
a prearranged alibi, because, aa I said, the I.W.W. has
reduced perjury to a fine art.

» « I have frequently been asked what “‘I.W.W.*
means. It meansa simeéy, aolely, and only ’‘Imperial
Wilhelm“’a Warriora.’

The following day, an editorial publiashed in The Bellman

carried what might have been considered as a veiled threat
to the federal government if it did not take action againat
the IWW:

The execution of Little, the I.W.W. leader, shows
that, if the government will not act in the suppreaasion
of treaaon, the people muat and will take law into their
own handa. Vigilantea and mob violence are regrettable,
but, unleasa aomething ias done, and that apeedily, to
atop the diaaemination of sedition and reaistance to law
now going on, there will be more of auch occurrences.

Thus far these elementa which have combined to
thwart the will of the nation have been treated with
the greateat leniency by the authoritiea. There have
been isolated casea of puniahment, none too severe, but
nothing like an organized, systematic and determined
campaign against treason at home has been attempted. It
ia high tiTﬁ it was under way and vigoroualy
conducted.

The attitude expresaed by these few examplea was
aummed up by a former mayor of Seattle, 0Ole Hanaon. Hanaon

had done battle with the Wobbliea in Seattle during his
tenure aa mayor and waa among their moat outspoken critica.

Writing hia aaaesament of the period in 1920, Hanaon satated

133Congrese, Senate, Senator Aahhurat of Arizona
apeaking on the I.W.W. 65th Cong., 1lat aeas., Congresaional
Record (17 Auguat 1917), vol. 55, pt. 2, 61l04.

I#uclean Them Up Quickly," The Bellman, 18 Auguat 1917,
173-74.
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.what many local and state officiala believed in the summer
of 1917:

The I.W.W. ias a aneak and a coward . . . morally
debauching every member by the teachinga of cowardice
and hate. . . . The American bolsheviats (IWW] fired
wheat fields when our army needed wheat, put dead
rats and mice in canned food, apiked logs in order to
deatroy machinery . 1 and did every damned and
cowardly thing. . . .

Fueled by auch viewa, even if concrete evidence waa lacking,
the federal government’s grand jury moved to indict the
leadership of the IWW for its activitiea.

The federal Department of Juatice raided the
headquarter offices and publiahing bureau of the IWW on S
September 1917. Armed with aearch warranta, they removed
virtually everything from those offices: mailing lists,
financial records, aamplea of literature, typewritera, even
love letteras which one of the Solidarity editora, Ralph
Chaplin, had kept in his desk; in all, five tons of material

waa removed .136

Concurrent with this raid, similar actions
were undertaken in every city where the IWW had an office as
well aa againat individual Wobbliea in their homea. From

coaast to coaat, government agenta moved against the union.

The sole purpose of theae raida, according to the United

1B pyrkit, Jamea W., "The IWW In Wartime Arizona," The
Journal of Arizona History 18 (1977)>: 156.

136“Stetenent from the I.W.W.," International Socialiat
Review, October, 1917, 206-7.
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States Attorney for Philadelphia was "very largely to put
the IWW out of business.“137

On 18 September, arreat warrantas were iasued in

various citiea againat 166 IWW membera of which 113 were
brought to Chicago for trial. ¥ Included in this number
waa not one woman (Elizabeth Gurley Flynn had been indicted
but waa separated from the reat before the trial began), not
one atriker from Butte, nor a aingle deportee from

139

Arizona. The national preas was almoat uniformly in

agreement with theae actiona. The Literary Digest carried a

summary these comments which ranged from, '""no national
achievement could have awakened the pride and intereat which
the Juatice Department raids have kindled" (Louisville
Timesa), to "We can not do our part with our allies and yet
suffer a malignant growth to apread through our body
politic“_(Baltimore News). It also takes note of aome of
the cautionary atatementas by some newapapersa, such as:
There ia need for prudence on the part of the
repreasentativea of the Department of Juatice--all the
more need, perhapa, because any tendency to go beyond

their actual auﬁgority ia likely to be condoned by
public opinion.

137Foner, “"United Statea of America,' S501.

138Embree, 12-13. Full text of the indictment is in
Appendix A.

139Art Young and John Reed, "The Social Revolution in
Court,"” Liberator, September 1918, 25.

¥ wpaiding the I.W.W.," Literary Digeat, 22 September
1917, 17.
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Even with the IWW leadership aafely behind bara and the
trial acheduled to begin 1 April 1918, the commentary in the

preaa did not atop: Current Opinion labelled the IWW aa a

national manace;“'l The Outlook toock more of a "wait and

see" attitude by claiming that while the federal officiala
muat have been poaitive in their belief aa to the threat the
IWW posed, it needed to proceed very carefully and "leave no
atone unturned to discover whether a conapiracy exiata;“l42
an article in Sunset, the Pacific Monthly took the view that
the IWW had rendered valuable service to working people in
the paat, but that auch ahould not stand in the way of the

current j.nve!ati.gatj.on.ll’3 Even a0 prestigiousa a

publication aa The North American Review published a

commentary on the caase atating that:

In peace, our liberal lawa permit the utmoat latitude of
apeech and action, and the man who ia "agin’ the
government'” may be aas true a patriot as the head of the
government himself. But when the nation, back to the
wall, ia fighting for life and for the life of democracy
throughout the world, "he who is not with ua is aqainat
ua;:;" and he who ia againat ua is our enemy. . . .

Another publication, Living Age, declared that "our very

W uThe I.W.W. Developa Into A National Menace," Current
Opinion, September 1917, 153.

1"*?“The Government and the Induastrial Workers of the
World," The Outlook, 26 September 1917, 114.

ll’ai.ilalter V. Woehlke, '""The Red Rebels Declare War,"
Sunset, the Pacific Monthly, September 1917, 76.

“4"Treaaon Muat Be Made Odious,' The North American
Review October 1917, 517.



64

soclety” was threatened by the IWW and that they had best

be eliminated while it was poaasible to do so.145

Aa one might expect, most of the publicationa of the
“"left" were in aupport of the IWW. Some queationed the
government seeking injunctiona againat the union while many
of the companies 1t was accuaed of asabotaging were engaged

146

in profiteering from the war. Helen Keller wrote in the

Liberator in aupport of the IWW by asking:

Who 1a truly indicted, they or the social ayatem that
haa produced them? A society that permita the
conditiona out of which7the “I.W.W.’a" have aprung,
atands aelf-condemned.

Thoae opposed to the Wobbliea did not astop their campaign as
the trial drew closer. Even amaller, regional publications
such as the Oregon Voter had their say.
Why not intern the traitora and make them work
during the war?
If thia ia unconatitutional, let’a change the
conatitution, if that be poasaible.
At any rate, for heaven’s sake, cannot we handle
thia gang is [sic.] asome adequate manner and put anbﬁnd
to their action at leaat for the period of the war?

It was into an atmoaphere such aa thia that the government

and the defenae prepared to go to trial on 1 April 1918,

5u111 Weeds Grow Apace," Living Age, 24 November 1917,
493,

“6Jack Phillipa, "Speaking of the Department of
Juatice," International Socialiat Review, February 1918,
407.

l"7Helen Keller, “In Behalf of the I.W.W.," Liberator,
March 1918, 13.

“ew. H. Warren, "Treaaon By The Wholeaale,'" Oregon
Voter, 9 March 1918, 21 (317).
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CHAPTER FOUR
WOBBLIES IN THE DOCK:

"“THE GREATEST TRIAL IN LABOR’S HISTORY"

The Wobbliea’ chief counael in this trial waa George
F. Vanderveer, aasisted by Otto Chriatenaen, Caroline Lowe,
and William B. Cleary. Vanderveer had been aasociated with
the legal ataff of the IWW for only one year, having
firat served aas asaistant counael to Fred H. Moore in the

149

Everett case the previoua year. He firat acted aa chief

counael for the Wobbliea when some membera were charged with
criminal ayndicalism in Idaho during the aummer of 1917.
The trial was a victory for the IWW, and in winning,

Vanderveer atated that:

Finally, the I.W.W. proved concluaively not only that it
did not advocate violence, etc., but that it opposed and
deplored it not only because it waa wrong morally and
“no principle could be settled that way," but also
because it always reasulted in the introduction of troopa
and the loaa of the atrike. 1In other worda, the atrike
ceaaed to be a astruggle with the employer whom they
could hope to defeat and became a clash with the
auth0ﬁ$ties, with whom they had no quarrel and sought
none.

This view would prove to be at the baae of the defenae he
was to present in the Chicago trial. The initial United

Statea Attorney waa Charles F. Clyne.

1%Foner, Industrial Workers, 539.

150G. {Georgel F. Vanderveer, "Winning Out in Idaho,"
International Socialist Review, January 1918, 344.
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The firat move made by the defense waa an attempt to
have the itema aseized by the government in the S5 September
1917 raid, and a subsequent raid on the Chicago offices on
28 September, returned to the IWW, an action which would
render the indictmenta void. In a "Petition for Return of
Papera" filed on 18 March 1918, Vanderveer atated that the
original warrants were '"wholly void" since they were in
violation of the Fourth and Fifth Amendmenta to the
Conatitution. The particulara were that the warrants were
too broadly apelled out ao that they, in effect, authorized
the federal marshals to aeize everything on the premiaes,
clearly, according to the petition, an unreasonable aearch
and aeizure. Further, that the uae of auch documenta by the
grand jury in ita determination to return the indictmenta
was a violation of the Conatitutional protection againat

151 The petition waa rejected by

self-incrimination.
Judge Keneasaw Mountain Landia, the preaiding judge for the
case, and the trial waa set to open on 1 April.

On the firat day of the trial, all 113 defendanta
were in court. However, twelve of this number were released
prior to the actual atart of the proceedinga for various
reaasona: for inatance, A. C. Chriat wae currently in the

52

U.S. Army and waa temporarily excuaed,l and Arturo

lljlTeft, “"Federal Triala,"™ 62.

2 1h1d., 63.
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133 Jury

Giovannitti had the chargea againat him diamiased.
selection began immediately following the reading of the
five-count indictment against the remaining 101 defendanta.

Briefly, the indictment againat these membersa of the
IWW contained five apecific counta. The firat charged that
they had conapired: ". . . to prevent, hinder and delay the
execution of certain laws of the United States: . . .*
specifically, all the reasolutiona and acta paased by
Congreaa following the declaration of war againat Germany.
Within this count, twelve apecific chargea were brought
againat the defendanta and twenty overt act are meﬁtioned in
support. Baaically, thia count was‘the government’s
dontention that the atrikes led by the IWW, or thoaes in
which they had participated, had serioualy jeopardized the
government’a ability to wage war.

The second count charged that they had conapired:
e o . to‘prevent, hinder and delay . . . the right and
privilege of furniahing, to said United Statea . . . asaid
articlea, materiala, and tranaportation. . . .'" The baaia
for thia count wasa virtually the asame aa the firat, only
here the government wasa accuaing the IWW og preventing aome&
companies from selling their producta to the government.

The third count charged that the defendanta

conapired:

153Arturo Giovannitti, "Selecting A Perfect Jury,"
Liberator, July 1918, 10.
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“. + « in unlawfully, aiding, abetting, counseling,
commanding, inducing and procuring one of the ten
thousand male perasona . . . unlawfully and willfully to
fail and refuase so to preaent himaelf for
regiatration. . . ."
in accordance with the aelective aervice law. Thia charged
the defendanta, individually and aa an organization, of
encouraging individuala to not register for the draft and of
not reporting for military aervice when called.
Count four charged that they had conapired to:

.« - .‘unlawfully, felonioualy and willfully cauaing and
attempting to cauae inaubordination, dialoyalty and
refusal of duty in the military and naval forcea of the
United Statea, when the United States was at war; . . .

Here, the government waa charging that, although many

membera of the IWW did in fact‘join the military, their only

reaaon for doing ao waa to diarupt the varioua branches of
the military.
Finally, the fifth count charged that they had
conapired:
", « « to defraud the employera of labor . . . asecretly
and covertly to injure, breakup and deatroy the property

of asaid employera; and that they would teach, incite,
induce, did and abet aaid other membera to do ao."

The government contended that the IWW had uaed the United
Statea maila in an attempt to incite working people into a
claaa war in thia country by mailing ita publicationa,
containing information on how to deatroy industrial
equipment, to its memberahip for the purpoae of

diatribution. Primarily objectionable waa the Preamble to
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the IWW conatitution which appeared in every copy of the
union’a newapaper, Solidarity. '

Jury aelection proceeded from a panel of two hundred
proapective jurora. After two weeks, five jurora had been
selected with the proasecution uasing five of itas aix pre-
emptory challenges and the defenae uaing four of ita

t.en.154

The prosecution then charged that membera of the
~IWW had attempted to tamper with the prospective jurors.
Thia tampering consisted of a Wobbly, not one of the
defendanta, having a conversation with a relative of one of

the proapective jurqrs.155

No charges were ever filed in
connection with the accusation. Judge Landis not only
diaqualified the five jurora already selected, but the

entire penel.156

After a week’a delay, the trial resasumed
with a new panel of proapective jurora and a new chief
proasecutor, Mr. Frank K. Nebeker of Utah, asaiated by Claude
R. Porter of Iowa, and with Clyne remaining on the
prosecution team as an aaaistant. There was no explanation
given in any of the sourcea for the change in atatus of
Clyne and Nebeker.

The gqueationing of proapective Jurors centered on

aocial and political queationa, such aa: whether each waa in

15I'Enbl:‘ee, 13.

159i11iam D. Haywood, Bill Haywood’s Book: The
Autobiography of William D, Haywood, (New York:
International Publishera, 1929), 314-185.

1% Embree, 13.
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favor of the declaration of war againat Germany, whether
each felt that any individual had the right to attempt the
overthrow of the exiating social order by force, whether
each believed they could render a fair and impartial verdict
(theae queationa from the proaecution); whether the fact
that an individual had registered for the draft as a
conacientioua objector would prejudice them, whether each
felt that this country’s ayatem of distributing profita from
production waa fair, and whether each believed in alavery of
any kind (theae from the defenae).!” By the end of the
week, a jury of twelve, drawn from four panela with a total
of 410 men, had been accepted by both the prosecution and
the defense and were acheduled to be aworn in the following
Wedneasday, 1 May, when the trial feconvened. The jury
aelected conasisted of: two farmera, one retired; two office
workera: one City inapector; four buasineasamen, either ownersa
or management; and, three trades people.158

The Case for the Prosecution
The trial proper opened at 11:00 A.M. 2 May with
Nebeker making his opening statement. 1In this speech,
laasting almoat five hours, he summarized the history of the
organization from ita founding (atated erroneously to have
been in 1902), labelling it as a 'criminal conapiracy."

With the exception of a few remarka directed at Haywood and

¥ pafenae News Bulletin #25, 4 May 1918.

¥ pefense News Bulletin #26, 11 May 1918.
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the editora of several of the IWW papera, hia apeech wasas
directed againat the organization as a whole, rather then
the defendanta atanding trial.159

One of the firat witneasaea preasented by the
prosecution waas an accountant, known only aa Mr. Baily, who
atated under crosa-examination that his audit of the
financial recorda of the IWW diaclosed no money which could

have originated from German aources. 15

The purpose of
calling this witneasas waas to corroborate one of the favorite
charges againat the Wobbliea by the induastrialiata and the
popular preass, that of their being funded by Germany. The
isaue waa not ralsed again.

The majority of the proasecution’s case reated upon
the mass of documenta entered aa exhibita to the court.
Moat of thease documentas were a part of those aseized during
the September 1917 raida on the IWW officea and in a
aubaequen£ rald during which federal marshals occupied the
Chicago office from 17 December until 31 December 1917.161

The evidence, along with seven weekas of teatimony from

individuala, waas used to infer that a conapiracy to commit

911544,

8 pofense News Bulletin # 27, 18 May 1918.
i

61Embree, 12,
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those acts which the defendants had been accused of was
present.162

The phyaical evidence conasiated of the pamphleta,
booka, atickera, and newapapers wherein it was repeatedly
atated that the IWW was opposed to war, conacription, and
big businesa; calls to burn grain warehouse, wreck munitions
planta, and attack thoae workera who refused to join
atrikes. Further, the government contended that these
variouas publicationa urged that action be taken againat
conacription; that workera refuae to produce war materials;
and that they "incited atrife, diasorder and rebellion asa a
means of crippling the governnent."163 Numerous letters
written by Haywood to members and organizers throughout the
country were also entered into evidence. Many different
thinga were diacuased in these lettera: atrikea, the war,
and viewa on conacription. That thease were private lettera
and not §£f1ciel notices from the General Secretary to his
union, waa not pointed out by the proaecution.lM

The witneasses brought to the atand by the
proaecution recited a long liast of acta of violence and

illegal acts which the defendants were alleged to have

comritted. Thias teatimony began with a Juatice Department

162Victor S. Yarroa, '"The Story of the I;W.w. Trial:

II.-~-The Case for the Prosecution,' Survey, 7 September
1918, 630.
163

Ibid., 631.

B4 raft, "Federal Trials," &S.
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Special Agent from Pennaylvania, Roy C. McHenry, who
recounted how he had inveatigated one of the defendants,
Albert Prashner, on a charge of harboring German agenta.
Under crosa-examination, McHenry admitted that Prashner had
told him that he was glad to have the information about the
accused agent, one Zumpano, by atating that "We have no uae
for German apiea." Vanderveer further queationed McHenry
about his arreat of Prashner on a charge of not regiatering
for the draft. It turned out that the agent had gone to an
IWW meeting and arreated all the apeakers, of which Prashner
waa one, and that this action waas taken asolely for the
purpose of diarupting the meeting.165

The teatimony by government witneasea occasionally
surpaased the realm of believability. One witneaas teatified
that he had seen two Wobbliea puah a farm horase down a well
(apparently in an effort to aabotage the harveat). The
witneaas stated that he could not explain the act, nor could
he identify the men who had committed 1it, but that all the
farm workers in his area were Wobbliea ao they muat have
done it. Richard Brazier, a defendant who related thia
atory, concluded by atating that the witneas was obvioualy

in the wrong court: he waa confuaing thia trial with one

165Harrison George, The I.W.W. Trial Story of the
Greateat Trial in Labor‘’s History by One of the Defendants,
Masa Violence in America Seriea (New York: Arno Preaas & The
New York Timea, 1969), 14-17.
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166

dealing with cruelty to animalas. Brazier’a aaseaament

of the evidence produced against the Wobbliea waa that it
“"ranged from the absurd to the ridiculous.“167

Yet another witneaa teatified that while he waa a
member of the union, he had participated in the capturing of
a freight train and other aaaorted violence in the area of
Eureka and San Pedro, California. Under croas-examination,
thia witneaa, Frank Wermke (aka Frenk Wood), although
conceded to have once been a member of the IWW, waa ahown to
have been engaged in aéia of violence and theft aince
childhood, and that he apparently had some trouble in
separating truth from fiction, or at leaat did not alwaya
tell the truth even to his frienda.168

In order to prove that the chargea regarding
sabotage were true, the proaecution introduced a witneas
from the atate of Waahington. The witneaa, Deputy Sheriff
Cole, told about the great number of threahing machinea
which had been burned in hia diatrict. Defenae counsel

Vanderveer informed the witneaa that both the U.S.

Department of Agriculture aa well aa the Waahington State

1% Richard Brazier, “"The Masa I.W.W. Trial of 1918: A
Retroapect," Labor Higtory 7 (1966): 183. At the time of
the interview with Philip Taft for thias article, Brazier was
the last surviving member of the General Executive Board to
have served with Haywood.

67 1hid.

168George, 26-31.
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Department of Agriculture had determined that threashing
machine fireas were generally caused by electrical aparka
from the gearinga which exploded the wheat amut, which was
alwaya present. Vanderveer received an affirmative reaponae
from the witneas when he was asked if it waa not true that
only one conviction had ever been obtained on a charge of
burning a threahing machine, and that the individual
convicted waa not an IWW member. &

Following thia witneaas’ teatimony, the proaecution
introduced a letter from the former General Secretary of the
IWW, Vincent St. John, who waa one of the defendanta even
though.he had ceased activity on behalf of the union when he
left office in 1916, in which he reaponded to a Socialiat
newapaper editor who had advocated armed insurrection. St.
John replied that auch a suggeation was foolish at the very
beat. The correapondence waa dated 1916. At thia time
also, a letter from Haywood to St. John waa introduced,
dated January 1916, informing him about a current
inveatigation of the IWW by the Department of Juatice: this
a year before the United Statea declared war on Germany.170

One ongoing activity for the IWW waa fund raiaing.
Ever aince ita founding, membera had been involved in

triala, all of which required large amounta of money to

finance. The current trial waas merely the largeat and thua

16QGeofge, 33.
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required an even greater effort on the part of the
membership to raise the necesaary funda. One method used
for this purpose waa to stage a rally or a dance. The
prosecution had called E. T. Uasher, chief of police from
Miami, Arizona, to the atand to relate aseveral incidenta
from the previous summer’s copper atrike in his area. When
the prosecution ended ita examination, Aaaistant Defenae
Counsel Cleary began the croas-examination by asking the
witness if he recalled breaking up a dance in hia town any
time during the preceding month. After Judge Landia
overruled a proasecution objection, the witnesa declared that
the breaking up of the dance was merely incidental. What he
and his officera had done waa to atop the collection of
defenae fund noney.171

The matter of noncompliance with the draft law
occupied the prosecution for a few daya during the middle of
June. The mayor of Croaby, Minneaota, Louia Bauer, was put
on the witnesa atand to tell the court about the problema in
the Mesaba Range Mining Diatrict in that atate. He told how
he had arreated two hundred minera for not regiastering for

72,

the draft. These men. were subsequently released.
second witneaa concerned with thia incident, John Kenney,
who waa a U.S. inveatigator, told the court that in his

interview with the jailed men, he diascovered that seventy-

M pafense News Bulletin #3@, 8 June 1918.
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five of them carried IWW memberahip carda and another
twenty-five claimed membership. Vanderveer puraued this
matter in his croas-examination.

The witnesa admitted that about 96 percent of the
two hundred were Finniah. Vanderveer pointed out that
approximately 5@ percent of the IWW in the region were
Finnish and that of those not regiatering for the draft,
over 90 percent were Finniash. In the courae of thia
teatimony, it waa revealed that the Finniash population of
the region had been inatructed by the Ruasian Conaul that
they were not liable for the draft aince they were Rusasaian.
Further, that when aome of their own leaderas had informed
them of the law, the miners complied by registering.
Vanderveer then received an affirmative anaswer to hia
queation, that asince the Finniah minera were reaident
aliens,ythey'were not liable to the draft law anyway.173
Although Vanderveer’s last queation waa objected to and the
objection asustained, hia point had been made: there waa no
conapliracy by the IWW, or any one elase for that matter, to
urge theae men to evade the draft. It waa only a
misunderatanding by a group of individuala, moat of whonm
apoke very little or no Engliah.

A witnesa from Portland, Oregon, F. A. Thrasher, a
Juastice Department agent, related an incident where one of

the defendanta, Harry Lloyd, had atated that he would

B 1hid.
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wlh The

“reaiast conacription with his life‘’s blood.
witneaa testified that the incident had occurred on 17 May
1917, at which time the witneaa and other officera were '"on
a alacker case.' Vanderveer queationed thia.

Q. ‘A alacker caae on May 17th, 19177’

A. ‘A alacker casase.’

Q. ‘Yes?’ ,

A. ‘Yea, I asay a alacker caae, a man that had not

regiatered, we call them aslackera out there.’

Thraasher waa reminded that no one r?%iatered previoua to

regiatration day on June 5Sth, 1917.

The aeries of atrikes which had apparently finally
moved the federal government into action againat the IWW
were thoae in the Pacific North@est againat the lumber
companiea, and theae atrikea became the focua of the
proasecution for the remainder of ita portion of the trial.

One of the firat witnesaea called concerned with the
lumber atrikea was Erneat Engel, a foreman for the St. Paul
and Tacoma Lumber Company of Washington. He atated that he
waa preaent when the loggera atruck the company in July
1917, but he did not know why they had done so. He
admitted, under croaa-examination, that he had aeen atickera
in the camp, aome of which were "“8-hour" atickers, and had
heard about the demand for an eight-hour workday. Ha
denied, however that he knew that the governor of

Waahington, Erneat Liaster, had requeated that the lumber

companies grant the eight-hour day in order to keep apruce

174George, 48.
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production up for the War Department. He had heard
something, he admitted, about Preaident Wilson and Secretary
of War Newton D. Baker having requeated that the lumber
companies grant the eight-hour day, and that the companiea
had all refueed.176

The prosecution next attempted to prove that the
Wobbliea were guilty of '"apiking* loga. "Spiking" ia the
driving of a large iron or ateel peg into a log so that when
the log is run through a saw mill, the saw blade will break,
thuas cauaing a work atoppage and, occasionally, peraonal
injury. Frank Milward, a mill auperintendent from Alohsa,
WQshington, was brought in by the proaecution to teatify on
the matter of apilking. Under direct examination Milward
teatified that ". . . 1t must have been the I.W.W." who did
the apiking. Under cross-examination Vanderveer asked the
witneaas i1f he had ever seen a "apike knot" (a natural
growth). The witneaa replied that he had and had aeen such

break a msaw blade many times.177

Following asome other
witneases regarding the lumber induatry, the proaecution
reated its case.

Aa can be seen from theae few examplea of the
teatimony preasented by the government witneasesa, every point

which the prosecution attempted to make to the court wasa

either refuted or shown to be nonaenae by the defenae

" hefenae News Bulletin #31.
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coungela. It waa proven that membera of the IWW made
atatementa which encouraged men not to comply with the
aelective aservice law, but that they did ao as individuala
and not as representativea of the IWW. The varioua acts of
sabotage of which the IWW waa accused were not proven: not
in thia trial, nor in any previoua atate triala. Aa Richard
Brazier atated: "So, why in the name of all that‘’a logical

would we deatroy our meana of livelihood?“178

Why indeed?
Defenase attorney Vanderveer made a aseriea of motiona
following the reating of the prosecution’a caase--to diamiaa
all chargea againat all the defendanta, to diamias all
chargeas againat apecific defendanta, to diamisa aome of the
chargeas againat apecific defendanta--all of which were
denied by Judge Landia. So, after a four-day delay due to
illneas, defendanta Pietro Nigra and Albert Prashner were
aick, the trial waa acheduled to reaume on Monday, 25 June,
with Vandérveer to make hia opening remarka to the jury to

open the caase for the defenae.

The Caae for the Defense

In brief, the caase for the defenae waa that the IWW
waa the type of organization it was in reaponase to the
aocial and economic condition preaent in thia country at the
time; and that any action which it did take waa directed
toward the owners of the factoriea, planta, and atorea--the

employera. Further, that because of their attitude toward

17aBrazzl.eJ:', 184.
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buaineasa, the IWW believed that all working people were
allied in opposaition to buaineaa., It waas the IWW’as efforta
to educate the American people as to the reality of American
aociety, it believed, which finally led the federal
government to move againat the union.

The government itaself waa not under attack by the
Wobbliea. The buaineaamen and induatrialiasta were their
enemy: when they were defeated and the workers took control,
under IWW leaderahip, of the workplace, the government would
cease to exiat aa it was then conatituted. It was not the
individuala who had been indicted who were on trial in
Chicago, it waas the organization itself. As Vanderveer
atated in his opening remarka:

In name, it ia the case of the United Statea againat

William Haywood, Jamea P. Thompaon, John Foasas and some
other men . . . charged with a conapiracy, or five
conapiraciea. In fact, however, it is not a caae
againat any one of theae, but it ia a caae againast an
organization, which, for the moment, is representative
in our American thought of a certain social ideal.

Without presuming now to gqueastion the quality of

motives underlying thia prosecution, I want to make it
plain to you in the beginning, that the real purpose of
thia prosecution ia to utterly shatter and desatroy the
ideal for which this organization atandas. . . .
The caase covera, territorially, the whole United
States, and in a bigger asense it ﬁgvers the whole
induatrial and social life. . . .
Vanderveer then proceeded to move through the indictment,
point by point, to lay out the defense’as poaition that the

IWWw waa not a treasonous conapiracy againat the government

of the United Statea, but an organization committed to

M pefense News Bulletin #33, 29 June 1918.
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improving the economic and social status of the previously
unorganized, unskilled, forgotten workers of this country.

He began to give a brief summary of the 1916 Report of the

Commission on Industrial Relations when the chief prosecutor

objected to the introduction of the report into the
proceedings as being not relevant or material to the case.
After a lengthy diascuaaion between the defenae and the
prosecution with the judge, Judge Landias sustained the
objection.'®
This ruling did not appear to aeriously hamper the
defenae in the preaentation of ita caase for the remainder of
the opening statement. Vanderveer simply proceeded to argue
that the IWW waa a product of induatrial conditiona preaent
in thias country by giving numerous examples. He went back
over much of the prosecution’s case aa presented to re-
emphasaize the pointa made during the cross-examination of
the witneassea presented so far. For inatance, Vanderveer
pointed out that of the great many lumber mills in the
United Statea, the prosecution had introduced only two
examplea of broken saw blades which were presented as
evidence of sabotage, and, that while there might have been
sabotage in the caae of the few threashing machine firea
offered aa examplea by the proasecution, auch a number

certainly did not repreaent a conapiracy of any kind.181

18 1hi4d.
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Aa a final argument againat the conapiracy charge,
Vanderveer pointed out to the jury that, although there were
strikea during the sﬁmner of 1917 in the lumber diatricta of
the Pacific Northweat and the mining diatricta around Butte,
Montana and Biabee, Arizona, the IWW had a large memberahip
in the lumber and mining diatricta of Minneaota and there
had been no astrikea during the aame period: that it atill
had a portion of the textile industry organized and there
had been no atrike in that industry either. Moat
importantly, the AWO waa still the largeat aection of the
IWW and virtually controlled the harveat fielda throughout
the midweat, and yet there had not been a aingle atrike by
theae workera following the declaration of war againat

GermanyJ&

Vanderveer’a remarka took two daya to
complete, after which the defenae called aa ita firat
witneaa one of the defendanta, Jamea P. Thompaon.

Thompaon, in addition to having been one of the
founding membera of the IWW and ita leading propagandist
aince, had been one of the primary witneasea appearing
before the Induatrial Relationa Commiaaion and, therefore,
hias teatimony with reference to the report could not be
objected to aa hearaay evidence. Aa a reault of Thompaon‘a

teatimony regarding induatrial conditiona in thia country,

Judge Landia allowed referencea to be made, for the record,

@ pefenae Bulletin #33.
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to the Commiasion’s report.183 Thompson waa not a member
of any intelligentsia claaa, but a working person who,
through experience, had come to believe in the doctrinea of
the IWW and had the ability to preaent these viewa to other
working people in terma they could underatand. Although
there were a great many Wobbly socapboxera, Thompson was
among the beast. Brazier recountas how, during Nebeker‘’as
croags-examination, Thompaon appeared as:
» » «» & lecturer giving a lecture, who was frequently
interrupted by a petulant boy trying to embarraass hia
teacher by asking a lot of fooliqa queations, one who
should be treated with contempt.
The next witneaa called waa another of the best apeakers of
the IWW, John T. "Red" Doran.

When Doran took the witneas astand, he used a
blackboard to illustrate hias testimony to the jury. Like
Thompaon before him, Doran used his own experiencea aa a
worker to eastablish the conditionas under which the IWW had
originated and flourished. Hia direct examination, which
was really a apeech rarely interrupted by queastions from
defenae counael Chriatensen, laated for five houra at the
end of which he astated: "It i1a cuatomary with I.W.W.

speakers to take up a collection: but under these

circumstances, I think we will diapenae with 11:.“185 Much

163Brazier, 186.

1 1hid., 187.

185Young, 26.
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of the material covered by Doran‘a apeech concerned working
conditiona in the United Statea, and given hia poéition as
an IWW organizer, Nebeker on cross-examination asked him how
long it had been aince he had done any manual labor.
Chriatenaen countered on re-direct by asking Doran if he
knew how long it had been since Samuel Gompera had done any
manual labor.186

The entire month of July waa apent in hearing
teatimony from defenae witneasea attempting to eatabliah
that the IWW‘’a brand of unioniam waa a natural reaction by
thoae workera, who had been ignored by the craft uniona, to
their economic and’aocial environment, and that the
government‘’a accuaationa of dialoyalty, sabotage, and
conapiracy were unfounded. The witnesaea were, for the moat
part, the defendanta themselvea, but there were many who
were not.

A. S. Embree, Metal Mine Workera’ Induatrial Union
49@ Secretary, reported on how he and othera had been
deported from Biabee the previoua July, and of a letter he
had aent to Preaident Wilaon from the camp at Columbua, New
Mexico aaking for aome legal redreaa of the aituation. He
teatified that he had received a letter from an Aaaiatant
U.S. Attorney General atated that the Juatice Department had

inveatigated the matter and could find no lawa that had been

186 George, 77.
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broken.187

Frank Rogera, a Butte miner, reported on the
conditiona of the minera. He alao teatified about Frank
Little’s murder and named one man who he referred to as '"one
of the men who killed Little."!® Alao called was a. L.
Sugarman who teatified that he had approached Haywood the
previous summer to perauade the IWW to print and
diatribute circulara in oppoaition to the draft law, but
that Haywood had refused to do so.189
A& migrant worker, John F. Dooley, teatified that he
had been an IWW member aince early 1917 and had joined
becauae of hia experiencea working in the harveat fields
aince childhood. He alao reported on the foreat firea in
the weatern part of the country during the aummer of 1917
which the Wobbliea working the harveat in the upper midweat
had left to go help fight. Dooley had left field work after
that summer and had been working aa a merchant aeaman. He
reported that there were many other Wobblies working on
cargo ashipa and that aome had been loat in ainkinga cauaed

190 Dooley’as teatimony was followed

by German aubmarinea.
by that of aome more of the defendanta in the trial, mosat
officera in varioua induatrial uniona of the IWW, each of

which asubatantiated the defenae contention that the many

87 1hid., 83-84.
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atrikes during the aummer of 1917 were over working
conditiona and wages and had nothing whataoever to with the
war effort.191

Further testimony waa heard during the laast two-
weeka of July refuting the government chargea of dialoyalty
and oppoaition to the war effort. Fred Williama, a member
of a U.S. Army atevedore regiment juat returned from France,
reported that there were seventy-four membera of hia
regiment and all seventy-four of them were membera of the

Tww. 1%

Joaeph Davia, a U.S. Foreatry Service labor agent
and an IWW member, teatified that he had employed
approximately aix hundred Wobbliea to fight forest firea in
Montana and that the aservice they rendered waa *The beat I
have ever aeen. If it had not been for the I.W.W. laat
year, the foreata of Montana and northern Idaho wouldn’t be

w193 Richard Brazier, a defendant and member of

there now.
the IWW General Executive Board (GEB), teatified that there
waa much diacussion by the board concerning the draft act
and that the IWW ahould come out officially oppoased to it,
moat notably the argumenta made by board member Frank

Little. The fact remained, however, that the GEB had never

taken an official atand and that all diacuaaion on the

Y1pid., 97.
1% 1pid., 121.

W 1pid., 124.
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matter had ceaased in July of 1917 when it waa obvioua that

the board was deadlocked on the 1asue.w‘

The defense waited until almost the end of the
presentation of their case to call Haywood, who finally took
the stand on 9 Auguat. Just prior to thia, though, Nebeker
agreed to aix pointa, "in an effort to ashorten the trial and
reduce the amount of teatimony:"

1. The prosecution admita the evil social and economic
conditions that obtained in the lumber induatry prior to
the IWW atrike last aummer.

2. The proasecution admits that there are several hundred
lumber milla in the Northwest, and they ahowed only two
evidences of aabotage in two milla, one in Waahington
and one in Idaho.

3. The prosecution admita that IWW membera fought fires
on government foreat preaerves.

4. The prosecution adrmitas evil mining conditions in
Butte which cauaed the apeculator fire coating the lives
of 178 miners,

S. The proasecution admita the deportation of astriking
copper minera from their homea in Arizona.

6. The proasecution admita that farmeras of the Dakotasa
organized in the Non-Partisa?%League were pleased with
the labor of IWW harvesters.

It appeara that the government could have saved the court,
and eapecially the defenase, a great deal of time and money
if they had agreed to these‘points at the beginning of July.
However, thias statement only\gives the appearance of a
conceaaion. Only in the firat point doea Nebeker even comre
close to admitting to conditiona on an industry wide acale.
Pointa two and three aimply affirm the tranacript of the

trial up to that time. Point four simply agreea to the fact

Y 1phid., 133.
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of conditiona at one parﬁicular mine but doea not admit that
auch conditiona obtained throughout theﬁindustry aa the
defenae contended. Point five aimply admita to a fact
affirmed both in the preaa accounté at the time and in
teatimony given at the trial. The final point, again, doea
not extend the concession to the entire induatry, aimply
affirma a aituation in a limited locale.

Haywood waas to be the atar defenae witneaa, and,
aince he waa the General Secretary of the IWW, a primary
target of the proaecution. Richard Brazier atated that: "It
waas obvious from the outaet that the proaecution was gunning
for Haywood above all othera. No matter what might happen

1% Although

to the reat of ua, they were out to get hinm.
Haywood’s teatimony had been awaited by man? throughout the
long montha of the trial, when he finally began to teatify,
moat were diasappointed. He apoke in a very low voice and
had to prbmpted many timesa to speék louder. It seemed to
one of his co-defendants that the '"old fire'" had gone out of
| him. 197

Under direct examination, Haywood recounted his own
peraonal hiatory aa a miner, beginning at the age of
fiftean, and then later as a WFM official. He told of the
atrikea in which he participated while a working miner in

Colorado including thoase at Bunker Hill, Telludide, and

196Brazier, 187.
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Cripple Creek, as well aa hia part in the trial resulting
from the aasaasination of former Idaho governor Frank

Steunenberg.198

By the teatimony of yet another witneas,

the defenae kept up its attempt to eatabliah the general
conditiona under which American workera labored to eatabliah
an alternative motive for the atrikea during the previoua
aummer: to demonsastrate that they were not conducted to
hamper the war effort, but to redreass longatanding
grievances againat varioua induatries and apecific
companiea.

The asecond day of Haywood’a teatimony waa devoted to
hia croas-examination by Nebeker. Nebeker’s queationing
centered on the iasuea of sabotage and the war. 1In regarda
to the asabotage charge, Haywood replied that the IWW did
digtribute pamphleta on sabotage by Elizabeth Gurley Flynn
and Walker G. Smith, but he would not agree with Nebeker’sa
aaseétioh that sabotage meant the deatruction of machinery
or other property. To Haywood, sabotage waa only the
“"withdrawal of work and expoaure of adulteration in

producta."199

On the iaaue of opposition to the war,
Haywood inaiated, as had many other witneases before hin,
that the IWW had taken no official stand. Although many

local IWW branchea had paased reaolutiona, the national

office had not done aso. Frank Little, a member of the GEB

198George, 181-86.
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had made many atatementa in oppoaition to the war, but
Haywood atated that Little did not repreaent the IWW in thia
matter, they were the peraonal opiniona of one
individual . %%

With this, the teatimony of the man labelled by the

prosecution aas “King" came to an end.201

Although the
defenae called aeveral more witnesaea, the trial waa
easentially over. Teatimony was completed within a few days
and the attorneya in the caae were aset to make their final
aummationa.

The proaecution was allotted two houra for ita
summation, but Nebeker spoke for lesa than one hour. The
remainder of the proasecution’a time was uaed by Aaasiatant
Prosecutor Porter whose presentation waa intended not simply
to obtain a favorable verdict from the jury, "but waa
intended to elect him governor of Iowa."®™ porter had
taken the precaution of malling copiea of his apeech to
newapapersa in Iowa to ensure coverage of the event. Next
acheduled to speak was the defenae attorney, Vanderveer. He
rose and aimply thanked the jury for its patience during the
four montha of the trial and requested a 'Christian

judgnent.“aﬂ
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Judge Landia diamissed the fifth count of the
indictment, uae of the maila to encourage sabotage, and then
took an hour and one-half to read his inatructiona to the
Jury. It waa reported that the judge‘’a charge to the Jjury
waa favorable to the prosecution, but Haywood atated that he
“could £find no fault . . . with Judge Landia . . . Hia

204 The case waa now in the handa

inatructiona were fair."
of the jury.

Verdict and Sentencing

It waa now up to the jury to weigh the evidence and
teatimony produced by the four-month long trial. ﬁuring
theae four montha, the jury had liatened to the teatimony of
over one hundred witneaas, examined hundreda of exhibita, and
aa a result of all this, were confronted with forty thouaand
pagea of typed recorda.aﬁ Of the 113 original defendants
in court, tﬁere were one hundred left, each with four counta
of the iﬁdictment remaining againat them. Thia meana that
the jury had four hundred aeparate chargea to vote on to
reach a verdict. 1In apite of the aheer maasa of material to
examine, the jury returned with itas verdict in leaa than one
hour: all one hundred were found guilty on all counta.
Vanderveer immediately aaked for a new trial and waa denied

by Judge Landia. Sentencing was aet for 31 Auguat 1918.8%

@ 1ast, “"Federal Trials," 74.
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The sentencea handed down ranged from one year to
twenty years. Seven of the defendanta were either released,
had their aentences postponed, or received a aentence of ten

dayas in the county jail.an

After the aentencing, Judge
Landia asked Vanderveer if he waa going to file a motion for
a new trial. Vanderveer atated that he intended to do so.
Judge Landia then had the defendanta returned to the court
room at which point he levied a fine on each of them ranging
from twenty to thirty thousand dollars.am

Even with the asentences and finea handed down
againat them, at least one of the defendanta, Benjamin
Fletcher, managed to keep his asenase of humor. Hia comment
on the day’s proceedinga was: "Judge Landia is using poor

Engliah today. His aentences are too long."an

It may not
have been the '"greateat trial in labor’a hiatory" aa
Harriaon George called it, but it waa certainly the longeat
and moat expensive, and now it was over. Vanderveer
appealed the caase to the Circuit Court of Appeals which
reveraed the deciaion on the firat and second counta of the
indictment, but it allowed to satand the convictiona on

counta three and fdur.am

@ 1hid., 75.

e%Haywood, 324. A complete list of those convicted and
their sentencea ia in Appendix B.
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CHAPTER FIVE

AFTERMATH

The Chicago trial of the Wobbly leaderahip did not
end the federal government’s intereat in the union. Thoae
indicted and tried in Chicago were not the only membera of
the IWW arreated during thia period. The Juatice
Department alao went after the aecond line leaderahip by
convening grand juriea in other citiea: Omsha, Wichita,
Sacramento, Freano, Kanagsa City, Spokane, Seattle, Duluth,
Butte, and St. Louia. Indictmenta were brought againat over
two hundred Wobbliea in theae citiea accuaing them of
varioua violationa of the eapionage and sedition lawa.ell
The only Wobbliea actually brought to trial were in
Sacramento and Wichita. In the other citiea, chargea were
eventualLy dropped, but not before some IWWa had apent
almoat two-yeara in jail.212

The Sacramento case waa begun by local authorities
who arreated aome IWW membera in connection with a bombing
of the governor’s mansion in December 1917. The Juatice

Department entered the case but decided that there was

inaufficient evidence. Local authoritiea did not accept

211Helvin Dubofsky, Induatrialiam and the American
Worker, 1865-1920 (Arlington Heighta, Ill.: Harlan Davideson,
Inc., 1985), 131.

mawillian Preaton, Aliens and Diasentera: Federal
Suppression of Radicala, 1903-1933 (Cambridge: Harvard
Univeraity Preaa, 1963), 248-68.
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thia deciasion and held the Wobbliea for a grand jury to be
convened. In February 1918, a federal grand jury indicted
fifty-four men and one woman for violationa of the Eapionage
Act. Due to harah treatment of theae prisonera while in
jail, five died before the trial could begin. The chargea
againat four more were diamiasased. The remaining forty-aix
were charged on four counta.

Both the chargea and the baasic evidence used in this
trial, which began in December 1918, were the same aa those
in the Chicago trial. The unique feature of this trial was
that only three of the defendants requeated and received
counael. The other forty-three defendanta entered no plea,
offered no defense, and in general took no part in the
proceedinga. All were convicted, but the two of the three
repreaented by counsel received two month jail terms and the
third, the only woman, received only a fine of one hundred
dollars.‘ The othera received jail terma ranging from one to
ten years.em

In March 1918, thirty-four membera of the IWWs Oil
Field Workera’ Induatrial Union 450 were indicted on
conapiracy chargea in Wichita. On 24 September 1518, the
thirty~-four were re-indicted on much broader charges; five
counts, of which the primary one, as in the other caaea, was

conapiracy. Specifically, conapiracy between the datea of 6

"April 1917 and 24 September 1918, even though all thirty-

B3 1a£t, "Federal Triala," 77-79.
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four had been in jail for half the apecified time. The
evidenced used for this trial waa much the same aa it had

e The firat

been in Chicago and would be in Sacramento.
four counts were similar to thoae brought in Sacramento and
Chicago, but the fifth count charged a violation of the
Lever Act which dealt with control of food producta and
fuel. The trial finally began on 1 December 1918 and by 18
December, twenty-seven defendanta were found guilty on all
counta and all but one waé sentenced to prison terms of from
one to nine yeers.215

These trials and their resultas, convictions in all
caaesa, did not help to change the public’a attitude toward
the IWW in the time following the end of World War I,

neither did the popular press.216

Not all the preas, nor

all the public, were of the aame opinion, howeaver. Aa =arly
aas November 1918, The Dial ran an editorial in which,
although not mentioning the IWW by name, aaked ita

readera, "Will radicalas and disaentera now be permitted to
have their say, or nust we expect more orgies of

wel?

repreasaion. The editorial alao addressed the queation

of what it labelled as political prisoners, declaring that

M pefense Newa Bulletin # 49, 20 October 1918.
2

15Teft, "Faderal Trigla,' 80.

216Arthur Welinberg, ed., Attorney for the Damned (New
York: Simon and Schuater, 1957), 167.

&7 wTechnically We are Still at War," The Dial, 3@
November 1918, 497.
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it would be a “black mark" againat this country if they were

not released once the armiatice waa signed.218

Some were
willing to, after a fashion, forgive and forget. With the
leaderahip of the IWW in jail, it waas felt that the time
had come to deal with the conditions which had allowed the
union to proaper and grow. 1In particular, the lumber
induatry was encouraged to clean up their campa and
aubsequently provided better wages and conditiona for the
loggers.819
There were publicationa which aupported the IWW
and continued to try and raise money for ita defense. 1In
an article deacribing a plan by the federal government to
begin deporting foreign born workera, which The New Juatice
claimed was aimed apecifically at the IWW, comment is
made on the continuing attacka on the union by the preaa and
the reaason for sauch. |
The ayatematic newapaper campaign now under way
charging the I.W.W. with complicity in wild plota of
asaagsaination, bomb exploaiona and incendiariam ia
cited as part of a plan to prepare the public mind to
juatify any arbitrary actas deemed neceasary in the 220
effort to wipe out thias militant labor organization.
Some publicationa agreed with the IWW, but only to an

extent. W. E. B. DuBois, writing in Criais, in reaponse to

&8 1phi4., 49s.

28 wThe Future and the I.W.W.," The Public, 8 February
1919, 134.

EEZG"The I.W.W. Defenae,"” The New Juatice, April 1919,

16.
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a reader’s criticism of an earlier article, said of the IWW:
« « - we respect 1t as one of the social and political
movements in modern times that draws no color line. We
sought to say that we do not believe that tgf methods of
the I.W.W. are today feasible or adviaable.
It should be noted that, although these publications were
asympathetic to the IWW, neither of them could be labelled aa

mailnatream publicationa.

One exception to this waas The New Republic.

Although perhaps not having aa large a circulation aa The

Saturday Evening Poast or Colliers, it was a mainatreanm
magazine: decidedly to the left aide of the atream, but
definitely within it. Throughout the period preceding and

during the Chicago trial, The New Republic had conaiastently

urged reatraint in dealing with the IWW. It recognized the
validity of the union’a claima, even if it choase, like Du
Boia, to diaagree with itas methoda. In April 1919, it
published an open letter "To the President" from Alexander
Sidney Lanier, a lawyer and an honorably discharged army
veteran who had served as a captain in Military
Intelligence. Lanier gave an evaluation of the trial and
aaked the preaideng to grant all the defendanta executive
clemency based on that evaluation.

Lanier concluded that there was insufficient evidence to
warrant a conviction. He urged clemency regardleaa of the

guilt or innocence of the accuaed, with three exceptiona.

2ly. E. B. DuBois, "I.W.W.," Criasia, June 1919, 60.



99

In the caae of Charlea Aahleigh, Leo Laukie, and Vincent St.
John, Lanier atated that he waa convinced of their complete
innocence:

I feel that the incluaion in the verdict and sentence of

the three defendants above named was a gross miscarriage

of juatice and an outrage that every consideration of

right and the peace gﬂd good order of society demand

should be corrected.
Thia letter would prove to be only the firat in a seriea of
letters and articles to appear over the next few yeara
seekling amnesty for those convicted in the IWW trialsa.

In apite of requeats for a general amneaty of all
wartime political prisonera, including an appeal from the
AFL in 1920, Preasident Wilaon refused to conaider such a
move. He had released some of those convicted under wartime
meagures in 1919, but would not conaider a general

amnesty.ﬁz

Preaident Warren G. Harding continued to

" follow the policy set by Wilaon, even after the introduction
of a joint reasolution in Congreas calling upon him to grant
a general amneaty for wartime offendera.224

The New Republic itself called for amneaty for the

approximately two hundred prisoners still in priaon in 1921
who were convicted under the espionage and draft lawa of

1917. The magazine took the view that thia country ahould

222Alexander Sidney Lanier, '"To The President: An Open
Letter in Regard to the Caae of ’‘United Statea veraua Wm. D.
Haywood et. al.’" The New Republic, 19 April 1919, 384.

®31raft, "Federal Trials,” 81-82.

24 1hid., 83.
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follow the lead of ita alliea, now that the war waa over.
It further pointed out that after every previoua war this
country had fought, there had been granta of amneaty. I¥
for no other reason, atatea the editorial, amneaty ahould be
offered in an effort at reconciliation. During the war, not
all the conatitutional asafeguarda were obaerved toward
membera of the IWW and granting amneasty to those atill in

jail would help to heal thoae wounds.aas

The president
remained unreceptive to auch a auggeation.

The following year, the Nation renewed the effort to
obtain the releaae of the IWW membera atill in priaon (some
had been released). The argumenta uaed were baaically the
aame aa had been tried before, but now, given that the war
had been over for four yeara, they seemed to take on a new
urgency. It waa pointed out that the IWW priasonera were not
convicted for any overt acta againat the United Statea in
wartime, Sut only of expreaaing their opiniona. The Nation
cloaed by atating the its demand waa based on an appeal "“for
the honor of America and for the vindication of freedom of
apeech and conacience fundamental in a democracy.“226

Harding continued to be unreceptive to such a proposasal.

However, he did atate that ". . . he would asympathetically

225“Case for Amneaty," The New Republic, 20 July 1921,

204,

&5“The Demand for Amneaty,' Nation, 19 July 1922, S59-
69Q.
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w 227

conaider individual requeata for clemency. Hias offer

was refused by the Wobbliea.

Finally, in 1923, Preaident Calvin Coolidge offered
to commute the aentencea of the IWW prisonera conditioned,
for the alien reaidents, on their immediate deportation, and
for the othera, on their '"good behavior.” Thia offer waa
extended to all IWW priaonera except thoae from the
Sacramento trial, whoae conviction was for the overt

deatruction of property.aEB

O0f the aixty-eight political
prisoners remaining in jail at that time, aixty-five were
Wobbliea and of theae the offer was extended to forty-five.
Eleven of the prisonera offered commutationa on 19 June
refuaed to accept, leaving thirty-one IWW political
prisoners atill in jail five yeara after the end of the
war.‘?e9 The Sacramento priasonera, not included in this
offer, had been convicted on teatimony which even the trial

judge atated muat be accepted with reserve, coming as it did

from unreliable witneasea. Aas The New Republic atated in

October 1923:

The only difference between the Sacramento caae and
those of the other I.W.W.‘s waa that the former

refused to plead--and conaidering the ignominious

depth to which judicial procedure had sunk during the
war, they certainly had some excuse. To hold theae

men longer in priaon ia behavior unworthy of a humane or

%l raft, “Federal Triala," 87.

@ npreedom with a String,” The Survey, 15 July 1923,

425.

& Taft, “Federal Triala," 89.
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civilized government. By quibbling about "“reaaonable
clemency'" President Coolidge accepts responaibility with
hia predecessors for a fallure to exercise e&ﬁher equal
justice or reaaonable mercy--and adda to it.

The remaining priasoners, eight of whqm were frpm the Chicago
trial, would have to wait another two montha. Preasident
Cooclidge finally commuted their sentencea on 15 December
1923.

The trial was now finally over. Sixty-eight montha
after it began, the laast of the prisonera left priason. Not
all of those who were convicted and sentenced aerved time in
priason. Haywood was out on bail pending the appeal of the
case, and whén the Circuit Court of Appeala let stand the
convictiona on counta three and four of the indictment, he
fled the country to the Soviet Union. He lived there until
18 May 1928 when he died in Moacow. Hia body waa cremated
and half the ashea were buried in the Kremlin wall; the
other half were returned to the United Statea and were

buried in Chicago.231

230"Among the Peraonas Convicted," The New Republic, 17
October 1923, 191.

alHaywood, 365.
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CHAPTER SIX

EPILOGUE

The Chicago trial of the IWW may not have been the
"greateat trial in labor’s hisatory," although a very good
case can be made for such an aasertion, but it waa the
largeat criminal trial in American history.ax Membera of
the federal government, at the urging of varioua industrial
intereata in thia country, set out to deatroy a labor

union.233

They did so without any regard for the very
Conatitutional aafeguarda they had aworn to uphold. The IWY
was subjected to illegal asearch and aeizure raids and were
tried in what today could only be called a kangaroo court.
It must be remembered that when theae eventa took
place, 1917-18%, the world waa a very different place. Thia
country waa at war and, for moat people, anything which even
hinted at diaaent waa conaidered unpatriotic at beat and
treasonous at worat. The IWW, in th;a milieu, waa not
unlike the proverbial bull in a china atore. It was not
that it waas unpatriotic, and certainly not patriotic, but,
rather, that it was apatriotic--it aimply had no use for
government of any kind, be it ostenaibly democratic or

totalitarian. It waa ita own worat enemy. Ita rhetoric

rarely matched ita actiona, but it waa the rhetoric that

238Taft, “Federal Triala," 75.

233See chapter three of this paper.
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waa, for moat people, the only contact they had with the
union.

The calla for atrikea; for asabotage, and not in
Haywood’a rather limited definition of it; reaiatance to
conacription; the diaregard for American inatitutiona--all
theae contributed to the atmoaphere in which the Wobbliea,
aa an organization, had to live. It ias probably true that
all the atatementa made which were ultimately uaed in the
attempt to deatroy them were made either by individuala, not
the organization itaelf, or were aimply bluff, but what
could they have expected when the preamble to their.own
conatitution ia a virtual clarion call to action?

The IWW acared people who did not work in the minea
and millas of thia country, who did not know firat hand what
a toll the induatrial revolution had exacted from the loweat
clasa, the unakilled workera. But for thoae unakilled
workera, £he IWW waa aseen aa their only hope. The
induatrialiata wanted nothing to do with a labor pool which
waa organized and fought it every atep of the way, but in
the face of auch oppoaition unioniam waa beginning to get a
foothold. Gompers waa able to organize various crafta and
make hia uniona effective becauae he only waa after a alice
of the whole, he waa not trying to take everything away from
one group in order to give it to another. But even in his
'efforts; the largeat group of workera waa ignored, the

unakilled. Only the IWW waa open to every working peraon
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regardleaa of thelr aex, race, language, religion, or
nationality. The IWW did not preach claas war, it accepted
it as a given. When it began attracting large numbers of
membera, many felt that it waa an organization to be feared
becauae of the deatruction it would cauvase in asuch a war.

The IWW advocated the overthrow of the capitalist
economric ayatem, but that waé merely the language it used in
itas publicationa and aspeechea. The reality of the aituation
waa that the only demanda ever preasented during a atrike
which the IWW organized or led were for better wagea and
working conditiona. Thia, though, waa one of the primary
reasona it were able to organize as many workera aa it did.
The individuala who joined the IWW wanted more money in
their pocketa and better placea to aleep. Talk of wages,
houra, and conditiona meant a great deal to these workera,
certainly more than the grand theorieas about overthrowing
capitalish and the workera paradise which would result.

It waa the reaiatance to auch demanda by the
industrialiasta which cauaed the rapid growth of the Wobblies
in the year preceding the war. Had conceasaiona been made to
the workera, there ia every reason to believe that the IWW
would not have grown to the extent it did. The figurea are
difficult to pinpoint with any accuracy: the union aimply
did not keep accurate enough recorda. The government’a
claim of 200,000 membera is entirely too high, but then

Haywood’a own aaaeaament of ninety thousand to 104,000
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- probably is alao. But how could one determine the extent of
the union’s organizing efforta, by the number of red cards
diatributed? Many were simply handed out to aupportera and
did not repreasent a *“member.”™ But in dealing with an
organization auch aas the IWW, ahould not the greateat
latitude be extended to it? The atrength of the Wobbliea,
after all, did not depend solely on their actual memberahip
totals, but on the maas of supportera--those non-membera who
went out on strike with themr, attended their ralliea, and
who contributed to their defenae fund. Perhapa it waa thia
very indeterminacy which helped create the atmoaphere of
fear 1n which the Wobbliea exiated.

Though the Wobbliea were feared and characterized as
bomb-throwing anarchiatas, they made a aignificant impact on
thia country becauae of the very people they organized. The
IWW gave a chance to the unskilled, tranaient worker: a
chance to have a decent place to live and to earn some
money. Thease benefita did not remain at that level. The
“trickle-down'" economic theory may not work but there ia
asomething to a '"trickle-up" theory. Aa conditions improve
for thoae on the loweat rung of the economic ladder,
preasure 1a exerted upwarda to improve the lot of thosae
above; not that theae improving conditiona come in the

natural courae of eventas, they do not. They muat be won at

every level through the effortas of the workera. But the

incentive ia there. The IWW provided othera with the meana
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by which they could win their atrikea. For inatance, one of
the moat aucceaaful atrike tactica uaed during the 1930a was
the sit down atrike which originated in an IWW atrike
againat General Electric in 1906 in Schenectady, New York,
even though ita uae by the United Auto Workera waa probably
not a conacious 1nitation.a4

Through the trial in Chicago, and the aubaequent
triala in Sacramento and Wichita, the government thought it
could decapitate the Wobblies and leave it to fade away
leaderleaa. The aituation did not develop quite the way it
waa planned. The IWW did not aimply ceaae to exist.
Throughout 1919 the union remained active in the Pacific
Northweat, although it waa under repeated attacka by various
American Legion Poata. One event in particular is worth
noting.

Durihg a parade for the firat Armiatice Day in
Centralia, Waahington, & number of American Legion membera
broke away from the parade and attacked the IWW hall. One
of the Wobbliea inaide waa armed. He waa Wesley Evereat, a
veteran who waa in uniform for the parade that day. When
the Legionariea broke in, he opened fire and killed three of
the attackera. He waa then chaaed out of town and finally
captured and jailed. Later that night he waa taken from the

jail, hung, and ahot repeatedly.235

a‘Thonpson, 23.

aSRenahaw, 209-10.
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The IWW continued deapite auch treatment. The New
York Timea reported in 1923 that a general atrike call from
the IWW resulted in fifteen thouaand loggersa in aouthern
California walking off their joba, more than one-third the

numrber enployed.236

Thia waas atypical. The union no

longer had the atrength to call out large numberas of workera
on atrike, nor even its own members to a convention.
Delegatea arrived for the 1924 National Convention in
Chicago to find that two totally aeparate asesaiona had been
acheduled. The disagreement within the union once again, as
in 1909, centered on tactics and leaderahip. Even if the
delegatea could have settled their differencea, there were
only twenty-aix delegatea present representing nine

&7 The 1909

induatrial uniona and a few hundred membersa.
achiam had left the union in a poaition to grow. The 1924
achiam, on the other hand, marked the end for the Wobblies.
The death knell waa sounded, but the Wobblies
épparently were not liastening, for the union continuea to
thia day. It atill maintaina ita national officea in
Chicago and continuea itas educational work through bulletina
and pamphleta. But its memberaship, for the moat part,
conaista of idealists wanting to hold onto a part of thia

country‘’s hiatory which, to them, seemas romantic. None of

asJohn S. Gamba, The Decline of the I.W.W. (New York:
Columbia Univeraity Presa, 1932), 70-71, citing the New York
Times, 14 May, 1923, 8.

27 pubofaky, We Shall Be All, 466.
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the original Wobbliea are left, the last was Elizabeth
Gurley Flynn who died in 196S. Dubofsky, writing in the
late 19608, stated that the Wobbliea had left a legacy to:

Those young Americana who practiced direct action,
passive resistance, and civil disobedience, and who
aeek an authentic "radical tradition,” . . . They who
distruat establishment politicae, deride bureaucracies,
favor commu%ify action, and preach "“participatory
democracy."
Although written over twenty years ago, thie remaina true
today. But it is important to remember that thias legacy is
not aimply from the Wobbliea, they were merely the
caretakera of it for a brief time. The Wobbliea were but
one manifeatation of this apirit which haas found a voice in
every generation of thias country’as hiastory, from the Whiskey

Rebellion to the Viet Nam war protesats.

United States of America va. Wm. D. Haywood et al.

is an sigificant part of thia country’a history for a number
of reasona. First, it demonstrates the power of the press
and demagoguery: the power of worda. The IWW waa more than
juat ita actiona, it waa ita worda for moat people. But
even more important, ita actionas provoked the words in
oppoaition to it: the words which turned the country againat
it and brought it down rather than raising it up. Second,
it ia an epiaode from labor’as hiatory from which we can all
learn to recognize the neceasity of change, those

adjuastmenta in society which are neceasary for the improving

8 1pid., 483-84. )
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of living conditions for all. Desairable enda do not come
eaaily nor awiftly, they are won only through the long
efforta of a great many people whoae names never make it
into the history texts.

Third, and moat important, the Chicago trial pointsa
out the fundamental problem in a democracy such as exiata in
thia country. How ia it posaible to bring to life the
promise held out by tﬁe Conatitution, eapecially in the Bill
of Righta? How can this aociety hold to a practice of free
apeech, freedom from unreasonable aearchea, freedom from
self-incrimination, and all the reat when by allowing such
it might provide the ground upon which to sow the aeeda of
our own desatruction? The federal government in 1918 decided
that such could not be done, a0 it chose to stamp out both
the threat and the promiase. The security of minorities
within a society haa alwaya been the baaia for freedom in
thia country, aa exemplified by the Bill of Righta, but they
cannot be secure when the government fails to remember that
which each member of that government has aworn to uphold.

By failing to learn from its experience, it will continue to
fall into what de Tocqueville called the tyranny of the

majority.
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CHAPTER SEVEN

BIBLIOGRAPHIC ESSAY

The firat problem anyone encountera when reaearching
a toplc, whether 1t be in hiastory or any other field, is
locating materials. In receht yeara, thias problem has been
alleviated for many people with the publication of apecific
bibliographiea. The Walter Reuther Library at Wayne State
Univeraity recently publiashed juat auch a volume for the

IWW. Something In Common: An IWW Bibliography, Wayne State

Univeraity Preaa, 1986 by Dione Milea containa over five
thousand entriea covering booka, articlea, government
documenta, pamphleta, IWW literature, as well as worka of
fiction and filma. Thia work ia invaluable to anyone
aeeking material relating to the Wobbliea. All the material
included in thias essay and the reference liat which follows
may be fﬁund there.
General Works
The firat published atudy of the IWW waa John G.

Brook’as American Syndicaliam: The I.W.W. (New York:

Macmillan, 1913) which waas based on a aeriea of lectures he
delivered at the Univeraity of California in 1911. Thia
atudy i1a aympathetic to the union and attempta to draw a
connection between the IWW and the European form of
ayndicaliam. It haa been reprinted several times since it

waa firat publiahed (New York: Arno Preaa, 1969, American
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Labor, from Conspiracy to Collective Bargaining Seriea; New
York: Da Capo Preas, 19790, Civil Liberties in American
Hiatory Seriea; and, New York: AMS Presa, 1978). Six yeara
later, two booka were published which represent the oppoaite
ways in which material may be presented. Paul F.

Brissenden’s The I.W.W.: A Study of American Syndicalism

(New York: Columbia Univeraity Preas, 1919; second edition,
New York: Ruaaell and Ruaaell, 1957) is a acholarly work
detailing the firast twelve years of the IWW. Briasenden
used both union and government aourcea to document thia
work. At the oppoaite end of the apectrum ia Samuel P.

Orth’s The Arnies'of Labor which containa one chapter

dealing apecifically with the IWW (New Haven: Yale
Universasity Preaa, 1919). This book haa never been
reprinted. It ia atrongly anti-IWW and, although it doea
contain some uaseful information, should be read with the
same caution aa anything produced by the IWW itseelf.

The IWW did publish ita own hiastory, under the

authorahip of Fred Thompaon, General Secretary of the union,

The I.W.W., Its Firat Fifty Yeara, 19905-1955: The Hiastory of

an Effoft To Organize the Working Class (Chicago:!: Industrial

Workera of the World, 1955). Thia, aa might be expected, is
a very aympathetic preasentation of the union’a hiatory. It

does contain some material which had been generally ignored

by other writera prior to ita publication; for inatance, the

Schenectady sit-down atrike in 1906 and mention of one local
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in Cleveland which fielded a baaeball team in a city league
in 1943. The book waa reissued by the IWW with the addition
of Patrick Murfin aa author in 1977. Murfin added material
about the twenty yearas aince ita firat relesase including
mention of some of the astrikes IWWa participated during that

time (The I.W.W., Its Firat Seventy Yeara, 1905-1975: The

Hiatory of an Effort To Organize the Working Clasa Chicago:

Induatrial Workera of the World, 1976). In 1964, Joyce L.
Kornbluh compiled a great number of Wobbly aonga, cartoons,

and pamphlets in Rebel Voicea, an I.W.W. Anthology (Ann

Arbor: Univeraity of Michigan Preaa, 1964; reprinted,
Chicago: Charlea H. Kerr, 1985), Thia book preaents much of
the lighter, amocial aside of the Wobbliea, including
reproductions of many of the original "Mr. Blockhead"
cartoons.

The second half of the 1969a saw the publication of
the two ﬁajor hiatoriea of the IWW. The first, Philip S.

Foner’s History of the Labor Movement in the United States:

Volume IV: The Induatrial Workersas of the World, 1905-1917

(New York: International Publiashera, 19635), waa the fourth
of hia aix volume atudy of the American Labor movement. It
is a acholarly, but very sympathetic view of the IWW up to

the time of the entrance of the United Statea into World War
I. It containa no information on the federal raida on the
IWW or anything elae after March 1917. Melvin Dubofaky‘’as W

Shall Be All: A Hiastory of the Induatrial Workera of the
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World (Chicago: Quadrangle Booka, 1969) ia the moat complete
hiatory of the union to have been publiahed to date. The
very aize of the undertaking, aa well aa Dubofaky‘’a
aympathies for the Wobbliea, muat be recognized as short
cominga of the work. It ia a very readable account of the
union, and aa auch ia a very good place for anyone
intereated in a atudy of the IWW to begin.

Patrick Renshaw haas a alightly different approach

with hia hiatory of the IWW, The Wobblieas: The Story of

Syndicaliam in the United States (Garden City, N.Y.:

Doubleday, 1967: alao, London: Eyre and Spottiawoode, 1967)
in that it ia written from the perapective of the Engliah.
Some mention ia made of the IWW in other countriea, and the
reaction of other national governmenta to the union.

The final general hiatory of the IWW which waa uaed for thia

paper, ia Len De Caux’s, The Living Spirit of the Wobbliea

(New York: International Publishersa, 1978). De Caux was a
member of the IWW beginning in the 19208 and thia book ia
hias peraonal account of the union.

There are very few general historiea of the IWW
available, and from reading the annotationa in Miles
bibliography, very few objective onea. It appeara that
there doea not aeem to be any kind of dividing line by year

between the aympathetic viewa toward the IWW and those

hoatlle to it. Regardleaa of when a hook waa publiahed, 1t

could be on either aide: there doea not seem to have been
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any type of major reaaasesament of the IWW. One poaaible
explanation for the lack of any definable "reviasioniat®
hiatory of the IWW i1a due to the atrong feelinga which the
union has arouaed in people asince ita founding. Much more
intereat haa been apparent in the past twenty yeara, but the
aidea remain. Brisaenden and Foner are the only two used
for thia paper which appeared objective, but even Foner’a
biases are apparent.

Specialized Studies

The firat book on a apecific aapect of the IWW’a
activitiea waa Carleton H. Parker’s The Casual Laborer and
Other Easaya (New York: Harcourt, Brace, and Howe, 1920) in
which he relatea the life of the migrant worker for the
general reader. Parker was a profesaor at the Univeraity of
Waahington who wae called in by the atate government in 1917
to help pediéte the loggera atrike in that atate. The book
haa gone through aeveral reprints (New York: Ruasell &
Ruasell, 1967; and, Seattle: Univeraity of Washington Presa,
1972, American Library Series). Thirty years later, Vernon

H. Jensen’a Heritage of Conflict: Labor Relationa in the

Nonferroua Metala Induatry up to 1930 (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell

University Presa, 1950@) waa published. Thia ia a very
objective, acholarly work detailing the labor disputes in
the mining induatry. There ia, unfortunately, very little

about the IWW in it: it deals moatly with the WFM. It is
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alao available in reprint (New York: Greenwood Preas, 1968,
Induatrial and Labor Relationa Seriea).

Robert L. Tyler‘’a Rebela of the Wooda: The I.W.W. i

the Pacific Northweat (Eugene, Ore.: Univeraity of Oregon
Preas, 1967) givea an account of the IWW involvement in the
lumber induatry in Washington, Oregon, and Idaho. It ias an
objective study of the union which grew out of hia doctoral
diaaertation. Philip Foner published an oral hiatory of the

free apeech fighta in 1981, Fellow Workeras and Frienda: The

I.W.W. Free Speech Fights ga Told by Participantas (Westport,
Conn.: Greenwood Preaa, 1981, Contributiona in American
History Seriea, No. S92). Thia book containas the texts of
many of the apeechea given aa well aa commentary by thoae
who gave them with aome background material provided by

Foner. Also in 1981, Joaeph R. Conlin‘’s (ed.) At the Point

of Production: The Local History of the I.W.W. (Weatport,
Conn.: Gfeenwood Presa, 1981, Contributions in American
Hiatory Series, No. 10@) was published. It containa a aeries
of articlea on local hiatories of the IWW aa well as an
extenaive bibliography of the topic.

Although there are a number of other book length
atudieas of local and regional iww activitiea, most of this
material is covered in articlea, such aas! Jamea Byrkit, "The

I.W.W. in Wartime Arizona,"™ Journal of Arizona Hiatory; Guy

Halverason and William Amea, "The Butte Bulletin: Beginninga

of a Labor Daily," Journalism Quarterly; John Lindquiat,
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“"Jerome Deportation of 1917,'" Arizona and the West; Philip

Taft, "Mayor Short and the I.W.W. Agricultural Workers,"

Labor Hiastory; and even foreign intereat in the I.W.W. haa

been apparent aa with Tatsuro Nomara, "The American Labor
Radicala and Violence: The Caae of the I.W.W.," Monthly

Journal of the Japanease Inatitute of Labor, and many othera.

Aa with the general worksas, there have alwaya been worka both
favorable to the IWW and unfavorable. There ia no clear
delineation of reviasioniat hiatory.

Trial(s)

Thia apecialty area has received very little
attention in either book form or articlea. The firat to
appear was Zechariah Chafee’a Freedom of Speech in 1920 (New
York: Harcourt, Brace, and Howe, 1920, revised edition,

Cambridge: Harvard Univeraity Preas, 1941 [retitled, Free

Speech in the United Stateal, reprinted, New York: Atheneun,
1969). Chafee deala with the legal cases againat the IWW as
well aa the many illegal acts committed againat them. After
the Chicago trial, the IWW releaaed a pamphlet by Harriason
George, one of the defendants, which was published fifty
years later in book form. It is his account of the trial:

The I1.W.W. Trial: The Story of the Greateat Trial in Labor’a

History by one of the Defendants (New York: Arno Press & The
New York Timea, 1969, Maaa Violence in America Series).
Thia book ia very intereating, with the many aaidea and

George’s gumrmaries of testimony, but is extremely biased, as
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might be expected from one of the defendants. Foner‘’s

History of the Labor Movement in the United Statea, Volurme

7, Labor and World War I, 1914-1918, contains a chapter on

the Chicago trial but it conaiasta moatly of material found
in his article on the indictment. The following volume in

hia aeries, Volume 8, Postwar Strugglea, 1918-1920, containa

a chapter dealing with the Sacramento and Wichita triala as
well aa information on the evente at Centralia, Washington.
Only three articles deal with the trial itaelf:

Foner‘’a "United States of America va. Wm. D. Haywood, et

al.: The I.W.W. Indictment,'" Labor Hiatory, which he claims

is the firat publication of the complete indictment, but
there are several omiasions; Taft’as "The Federal Trials of

the I.W.W.," Labor History, which covera not only the

Chicago trial, but alao thoae in Sacramento and Wichita, asa
well aa a brief hiatory of the campaign for amneaty which
followed; and an article by another of the defendants,
Richard Brazier with Taft, ''The Maas I.W.W. Trial of 1918: A

Retroapect,"” Labor Hiatory, which ia hia recollectiona of

the trial containing some intereating anecdotea. According
to Miles’ bibliography, there haes been one M.A. theais
aubmitted concerning the Chicago trial: Michael R. Johnaon’a
“The Federal Judiciary and Radical Unioniam: A Study of U.S.

v. W.D. Haywood et. al." (Northern Illinoia Univeraity,

1963). Thia account, which was auperviaed by Dubofaky, is

poorly written, but doea contain a good bibliography
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containing many primary sourcea and a copy of the
indictment, again, however, with omiaaiona. Johnaon had
acceas to the trial recorda, poaaibly aa a reault of
Dubofaky’s reasearch at the time.

One book from the period, Emerson Hough’as The Web:

The Authorized History of the American Protective Leagque

(Chicago: Reilly & Lee, 1919) deserves note if only because
of ita extreme anti-IWW atance. The American Protective
League (APL) was a group of private citizena who volunteered
their servicea to the Juatice Department to apy on their
neighbora in order to root out any disloyalty. Hough, one
of the officeras of the APL, apeaka with pride of the
breakina and other illegal activitiea the group engaged in
going after unpatriotic Americana like the Wobbliea. One
final book dealing with the circumatancea aurrounding the

trial ia William Preston’a Aliens and Diasenters: Federal

Suppresasion of Radicala, 1903-1939 (Cambridge: Harvard

Univeraity Preaa, 1963) which deala, in part, with the
period in gueation. In reaearching thia book, Preaton made
extenaive use of governmenta recorda: it ia acholarly and

well written.
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APPENDIX AZ®

INDICTMENT

Firat Count
(Section 6 of the Criminal Code)

The grand jurora for the United Statea of America,
empaneled and sworn in the Diatrict Court of the United
Statea for the Eaatern Diviaion of the Northern Diatrict of
Illinoia at the September Term thereof in the year nineteen
hundred and seventeen, and inquiring for the diviasion and
diatrict, upon their oath present, that throughout the
period of time from the sixth day of April, 1917, to the day
of the finding and presentation of this indictment, the
United States haa been at war with the Imperial German
Government; and that during said period of time 0Olin B,
Anderaon, Aurelio Vincente Azuara, Charleas Aahleigh, John
Avila, Carl Ahlteen, George Andreytchine, Joe Barick,
Charleas Bennett, Arthur Booae, John Baldazzl, George Bailey,
Jimmy Burch, Roy A, Brown, R.J. Bobba, Richard Brazier, Dan
Buckley, Julio Blanco, Nick Berbors (otherwiase called
Verbanoc), J.R. Baskett. G.J. Bourg, J.H. Beyer, Stanley J.
Clark, McGregor Cole, Ed Cunningham, Pedro Cori, Erneat D.
Condit, Ray Cordea, Ralph H. Chaplin, Roger S. Culver,
Alexander Cournoa, Arthur C. Chriat, J.T. Doran, E.F. Doree,
Pete Dailey, C.W. Davia, Stanley Dembicki, James Elliot,
Joaeph J. Ettor, Forreat Edwarda, Phineas Eaatman, B.E.
Fabio, Meyer Friedkin, John M. Foas, Joe Foley, Ben
Fletcher, Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, Ray S. Fanning, Ted
Fraser, Sam Fisher, J. Fishbein, Peter Green, H.A. Giltner,
Joe Graber, C.R. Griffin, Fred Goulder, Charlea Garcia,
Joseph J. Gordon, W.A. Gourland (otherwise called N.G.
Marlatt), Harrison George, Jack Gaveel, Arturo Giovannitti,
Jamea Gilday, Ed Hamilton, Clyde Hough, F. Humphrey, William
D. Haywood, George Hardy, Harrison Haight, Dave Ingar, C.A.
Jonea, Ragnar Johanaon, Fred Jaakkola, Otto Justh, Charles
Jacobaon, Charlea R. Jacoba, Peter Kerkonen, Charles
Kratapiger, Ph. Kuainaky (otherwise called Kerinaky),

239The text of the indictment haa been compiled from:
Foner, "United States," 506-30; Embree, 10-12; and, Michael
R. Johnaon, '"The Federal Judiciary and Radical Unioniam: A
Study of U.S. v. W.D. Haywood et. al." (M.A. thesis,
Northern Illinois Univeraity, 1963), 94-112. Even using
theae three different sources, “Overt Actsa" numbera 13 and
15 seem to be miasing: there is no indication that they had
been dropped between the time the indictment waa brought
down and the opening of the trial.
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William Kornuk, Ben Klein, H.F. Kane, Jamea Keenan, A.D.
Kimball, Jack Law, Leo Laukki, Vladimir Losassieff,

Lanikos, W.H. Lewia, Bert Lorton, Harry Lloyd, Morria
Levine, Charlea L. Lambert, H.H. Munaon, Moweaa,
William Moran, Jameas H. Manning, Herbert Mahler, A. Martinez
(otherwiase called Angel Martinez), John Martin, Edward
Mattaon, W.E. Mattingly, Francia Miller, Joe McCarty,
Charlea McWhirt, H.E. McGuckin, Peter McEvoy, Herbert
McCutcheson (otherwise called E.J. McCosham), Charles H.
McKinnon, J.A. McDonald, Walter T. Nef, Pietro Nigra, George
Numcoff, Fred Nelson, V.V. O0’Hair, Joseph A. Oatesa, Paul
Pika, Louia Parenti, Grover H. Perry, Albert B. Prashner,
John Pancner, Jamea Phillipa, Charlea Plahn, Walter Reeder,
Abraham Rodriguez, Glen Roberta, Fred C. Ritter, Frank
Relly, Frank Ruasell, Manuel Rey, J.E. Rogers, James Rowan,
Charlea Rothfiaher, Herman Reed, C.H. Rice, Ed Rowan,
Siegfried Stenberg, George Stone (otherwiae called
Lowenatein), Alton E. Soper, Walter Smith, Ben Schraeger,
George Speed, Joaseph Schmidt, Archie Sinclair, Sam Scarlett,
Vincent St. John, William Shorey, Abe Schram, Don Sheridan,
F.P. Sullivan, James Slovik (otherwiae called Jamea M.
Slovick), William Tanner, John I. Turner, Louia Tori, Harry
Trotter, James P. Thompaon, Carlo Tresca, Joe Uaapiet,
Albert Willa, John Walsh, Ben H. Williama, Frank Weaterlund,
Pierce C. Wetter, R.J. Wright, William Weyh, William
Wiertola, and Salvatore Zumpano (Chriatian namea being
unknown where not given), hereinafter called defendantas, at
the City of Chicago, in aaid Eaatern Diviaion of aaid
Northern Diatrict of Illinoias, unlawfully and feloniously
have conapired, combined, confederated and agreed together,
and with one Frank H. Little, now deceaased, and with divera
other perasons to aaid grand jurora unknown, by force to
prevent, hinder and delay the execution of certain lawa of
the United Statea, to wit:

1. The joint resolution of the Senate and House of
Repreaentativea, dated April 6, 1917, '"That the state of war
between the United States and the Imperial German Government
which haa been thruat upon the United Statea ia hereby
formally declared;*"

2. The Proclamation and Regulationa of the
Preaident of the United Statea, dated April 6, 1917,
governing the conduct, treatment and diapoaition of alien
enemiea within the United Statea, made pursuant to Section
4067, 49069 and 4079 of the Reviaed Statuteas of the United
States.

3. The Act of Congresa approved June 3, 1916, and
entitled "An Act For making further and more effectual
provision for the national defenae, and for other purposes;*
special reference being had to the proviaion of aaid act
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concerning enliatmenta and service in the aeveral branchesa
of the military forcea of the United Statea, and the
purchase, procurement and manufacture of military supplies
and equipment in the time of actual or imminent war:

4. The Act of Congresa approved July 6, 1916,
entitled "An Act Making appropriationa for fortifications
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and
for other purposes;' apecial reference being had to the
provisiona of said act concerning the purchaase and
procurement of suppliea, materiala and articles for the
purpoasea mentioned in said Act;

S. The Act of Congresa approved August 29, 1916,
entitled '"An Act Making appropriationa for the naval service
for the fiascal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred
and seventeen, and for other purpoaea;" special reference
being had to the proviaiona of said act for the hiring of
labor, the procuring of coal and other fuel, the procuring,
producing and conastructing of aircraft, ordnance, armor,
ammunition, torpedoea and torpedo neta, the conatruction and
repair of vesaels, conastruction plants, navy yards, docks,
naval magazinea, storehouses, training stationa, gun
factoriea, projectile planta, radio atations, armor plants,
machinery plants and machinery, and concerning enliatment
and service in the several branches of the naval aservice of
the United Statesa;

6. The Act of Congreaa approved Auguat 239, 191§,
entitled "“An Act Making appropriationa for the aupport of
the Army for the fiacal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen
hundred and aseventeen, and for other purposes;" special
reference being had to the provisiona of said act concerning
the purchaae of aubsistence asupplies, clothing and camp and
garriason equipage, horases, medical and hospital asupplies,
equipment and ammunition of the Army and its suppliea, the
construction and repair of hospitala and of buildinga for
the shelter of troops, animals and atorea;

7. The Act of Congresa approved April 17, 1517,
entitled "An Act Making appropriations to supply
deficienciea in appropriations for the fiacal year ending
June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and seventeen, and prior
fiacal yeara, and for other purposes;'" special reference
being had to the provisiona of said act concerning the
purchase of subaiatence suppliea, ordnance atores,
quartermaster atores, clothing and camp and garrison
equipage, and concerning the tranasportation of the Army of
the United Statea, and of the asuppliea thereof;
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8. The Act of Congreas approved May 18, 1917, and
entitled "An Act To authorize the Preaident to increase
temporarily the Military Eatablishment of the United
Statea;" the Proclamation of the Preasident of the United
Statea, dated May 18, 1917, setting the time for
regiatration under asaid act; the Regiastration Regulationa
preacribed by the President of the United Statea, under
authority of aaid act, on May 18, 1817, and the Rulea and
Regulationa for the Local and Diatrict Boarda, preacribed by
the Preaident of the United Statea on June 3@, 1917, under
the authority of said act; apecial reference being had to
the provisiona of said act, proclamation and regulationa for
the regiatration, selection and draft of perasona available
for military aervice;

9. The Act of Congreas approved June 15, 1917,
entitled "An Act Making appropriationas to supply urgent
deficienciea in appropriations for the Military and Naval
Eatablishment on account of war expenaea for the fiscal year
ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and aseventeen, and
for other purpoaea;’ apecial reference being had to the
provisions of aald act concerning the purchase, equipment
and repair of field electric telegraph, radio inatallations,
signal equipments and storea, the purchase, manufacture and
repair of airahipa and other aerial machinea, the
construction of buildings for the Aviation Section of the ,
Army of barracks, quartera, atablea, atorehousesa, magazines,
office buildinga, sheda and ashopas for the uae and shelter of
the Army, of fortifications and other worka of defenae and
their armament, concerning the purchase of subsiatence
auppliea for the Army and regular supplies of the
Quartermaster Corps of the Army, the transportation of the
Army and its suppliea, the purchase of materials for and the
manufacture of clothing and camp and garrison equipage, the
purchase of horses, medical and hoapital suppliea, pontoon
material, ordnance, ordnance stores, ammunition, rifles,
motor cara, antiaircraft guns, and aubmarine mines and nets,
for the Army of the United States, and concerning the
procuring of ordnance material and supplies, armament of
ahips, ammunition, fuel and medical supplies for the Navy of
the United States, the purchase of machinery, boatsa,
vesgsela, clothing provisions and atores for the Navy, and
concerning the employment of labor for carrying out the
purposes of said act;

10. The Act of Congreas approved July 24, 1917,
entitled "An Act To authorize the President to increase
temporarily the Signal Corps of the Army and to purchase,
manufacture, maintain, repair and operate airahips, and to
make appropriationa therefor, and for other purposes;:®
apecial reference being had to the proviasiona of said act
concerning the purchase, manufacture and repair of airahips,
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the conatruction and repair of barracka, quarters,
hoapitala, meaa houses, adminiatration, inatructional and
recreational buildinga, hangera, magazinea, atorehouaes,
aheda, shopsa, garagea, boathousea, docks, radio atations,
laboratoriea and obaervation atationa, and the purchaae of
heating and cooking apparatua, gasoline, oil, fuel,
supplies, clothing and wearing apparel, for aviation
atationas under the War Department:

11. The Act of Congreaa approved June 16, 1917,
and entitled "An Act To puniah acta of interference with the
foreign relationa, the neutrality, and the foreign commerce
of the United Statea, to puniah eapionage, and better to
enforce the criminal lawa of the United Statea, and for
other purposea;” special reference being had to the
proviaiona of said act concerning the prosecution and
puniahment of persona willfully cauaing or attempting to
cause inaubordination, dialoyalty, mutiny, or refusal of
duty, in the military or naval forces of the United States,
or willfully obatructing the recruiting or enliatment
service of the United Statea, to the injury of the service
or of the United Statea, or harboring or concealing peraona
who they know, or have reasonable grounda to believe or
auapect, have committed or are about to commit, offenaesa
under Title I, of said act; and to the provisiona of asaid
act concerning the proaecution and puniahment of persona
uaing or attempting to uae the mails or Postal Service of
the United Statea for the tranamiasaion of matter declared hy
Title XII, of asaid act to be unmailable, and eapecially of
lettera, writinga, circulars, poatal carda, pictures,
printa, engravinga, photographs, newapapersa, pamphlets,
booka, and other publicationa advocating or urging forcible
realatance to the lawa of the United Stateas pertaining to
the carrying on of asaid war againat the Imperial German
Government;

12. The following sectiona of the Act of Congreaa
approved March 4, 1909, and entitled "An Act To codify,
reviae, and amend the penal lawa of the United States,* to
wit: 4, 19, 21, 37, 42, 135, 136, 140 and 141.

And the grand jurora aforesaid, upon their oath
aforeaaid, do further preaent, that before aaid period of
time there exiated, and throughout aaid period there has
exiated, a certain organization of persona under the name of
Induatrial Workera of the World, commonly called "I.W.W.’a,”
the “One Big Union,' and "0.B.U.;" that asaid organization,
during said period, haa been compoased of a large number of
peraona, to wit, two hundred thousand persona, diastributed
in all partas of the United Statea, being almoat excluaively
laborera in the many branchea of induatry neceasary to the
exiatence and welfare of the people of the United States and
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of their government, among other the transasportation, mining,
meat-packing, fruit, vegetable and cotton raising
induatries; that said organization and among thoae known in
aaid organization as "militant membera of the working claaa'
and "rebels,' holding variouas officea, employmenta and
agenciea therein; and that, in their said membership,
offices, employmenta and agenciea, said defendanta, during
said period of time, with the apecial purpoae of preventing,
hindering and delaying the execution of aaid lawa, aeverally
have been actively engaged in managing and conducting the
affairs of aaid aasociation, propagating ita principles by
written, printed, and verbal exhortations, and accompliahing
ita objectsa, which are now here explained, and thereby in so
doing, during said period, throughout the United Statea and
in said diviasion and district, have engaged in, and have
attempted to accomplish, and in part have accomplished, the
objects of unlawful, and felonioua conspiracy aforeaaid.

And the grand jurors aforesaid, upon their oath
aforesaid, do further present, that said organization,
before and during said period of time, has been one for
suppoaedly advancing the intereats of laborers aa a class
(by members of asaid organization called "the workera'" and
“the proletariat"), and giving them complete control and
ownership of all property, and of the means of producing and
diatributing property, through the abolition of all other
claasaea of agsociety (by the membera of said organization
deaigned aas '"capitaliata,' '"the capitalist class," 'the
maater claaa,'" '"the ruling claaa,'" "exploitera of the
workera,'" "bourgeois,'" and '"paraaitea'); auch abolition to
be accomplished not by political action or with any regard
for right or wrong but by the continual and peraiatent uae
and employment of unlawful, tortious and forcible meana and
methods, involving threata, aasaulta, injuries,
intimidationa and murdera upon the peraona, and the injury
and deatruction (known in said organization aa *"aabotage,"
"direct action,”™ "working on the job," "wearing the wooden
ahoea," "working the asab-cat,* and "alowing-down tactieca'"),
of the property of auch other classes, the forcible
reaiatance to the execution of all laws, and finally the
forcible revolutionary overthrow of all exiating
governmental authority, in the United States; use of which
aald firat-mentioned meana and methoda waa principally to
accompany local atrikea, induatrial atrikes, and general
atrikes of such laborera, and uae of all of which aaid meana
and methods waa to be made in reckleaa and utter diaregard
of the righta of all personsa not membera of aaid
organization, and especially of the right of the United
Statea to execute ita above-enumerated laws, and with
eapeclal and particular design on the part of aaid
defendanta of aseizing the opportunity presented by the
deaire and neceasity of the United Statea expeditiously and
aucceaasfully to carry on ita aaid war, and by the conaequent
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neceaaity for all laborera throughout the United States in
said brancheas of induatry to continue at and faithfully to
perform their work, for putting said unlawful tortious and
forcible methodas for accomplishing said object of aaid
organization into practice; said defendanta well knowing, aa
they have, during aaid period, well known and intended, that
the necesasary effect of their ao doing would be, as it in
fact has been, to hinder and delay and in part to prevent
the execution of said lawa enumerated, through interference
with the production and manufacture of divera articlea, to
wit, munitiona, ahips, fuel, subajiatence suppliea, clothing,
ahelter and equipment, required and neceaasary for the
military and naval forcea of the United Statea in carrying
on sald war, and of the materials necessary for auch
manufacture, and through interference with the procurement
of such articles and materials, by the United States,
through purchases, and through ordera and contracts for
immediate and future delivery thereof, between the United
Statea and persons, firma and corporations too numeroua to
be here named (if their namea were known to said grand
Juroras), and through interference with and the prevention of
the tranaportation of such articlea and of auch military and
naval forcea; and that said organization, aa aaid defendants
during said period of time have well known and intended, hasa
also been one for diascouraging, obsatructing and preventing
the prosecution by the United Statea of said war between the
United States and the Imperial German Government, and
preventing, hindering and delaying the execution of said
laws above enumerated, by requiring the membera of said
organization available for duty in said military and naval
forcea to fall to regiater, and to refuae to aubmit to
registration and draft, for aervice in said military and
naval forcea, and to fail and refuase to enliast for service
therein, and by inciting others so to do, notwithastanding
the requirementa of said lawa in that belief and
notwithatanding the patriotic duty of auch membera and
othera ao to regiater and submit to registration and draft,
and a0 to enliat, for service in said military and naval
forcea, and notwithatanding the cowardice involved in auch
failure and refuasal; which laat-mentioned object of said
organization was alaso to be accompliahed by the use of all
the meana and methoda of aforeasaid aa a proteat againat, and
as forcible meanas of preventing, hindering and delaying, the
execution of aaid lawa of the United Statea, aa well aa by
the forcible reacue and concealment of asuch asaid members as
should be proceeded againat under thoae lawa for auch
failure and refusal on their part, or sought for aervice or
for enliatment and service in said military and naval
forcea.
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And the grand jurora aforesaid, upon their ocath
aforesaid, do further present, that in and for executing
said unlawful and feloniocua conapiracy, combination,
confederation and agreement, certain of said defendantsa, at
the several times and placea in that behalf hereinafter

mentioned in connection with their nameas, have done certain
acta; that ia to aay:

1. Said William D. Haywood, Ralph H. Chaplin,
Francia Miller, Charlea L. Lambert, Richard Brazier and
William Wiertola, on April 7, 1917, at Chicago aforeasaid, in
said division and district, cauaed to be printed, in the
isaue of the newapaper Solidarity of that date the
following:

PREAMBLE
Industrial Workera of the World

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

Between these two claaseas a struggle must go on
until the workera of the world organize as a claas, take
poaseasion of the earth and the machinery of production, and
abolish the wage aystem.

We find that the centering of management of
induatries into fewer and fewer hands makes the trade uniona
unable to cope with the ever growing power of the employing
clasa. The trade uniona foster a atate of affaira which
allowa one set of workers to be pitted against another set
of workers in the same industry, thereby helping defeat one
another in wage wara. Moreover, the trade uniona aid the
erploying class to mislead the workera into the belief that
the workers have intereasts in common with their employera.

Theae conditiona can be changed and the intereat of
the working claas upheld only by an organization formed in
such a way that all ita members in any one industry, or in
all induatriea, i1f neceaaary, cease work whenever a atrike
or lockout 1is on in any department thereof, thus making an
injury to one an injury to all.

Inatead of the conaervative motto, "A fair day’s
wage for a fair day’s work,' we muat inscribe on our banner
the revolutionary watchword, "Abolition of the wage ayatem."

It i1a the historic miaaion of the working class to
do away with capitalism. The army of production must be
organized, not only for the every day struggle with
capitaliats, but to carry on production when capitaliam
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shall have been overthrown. By organizing induatrially we
are forming the atructure of the new society within the
shell of the old.

2. Said William D. Haywood, on Auguat 13, 1917, at
Chicago, in said division and district, sent the following
letter to The Workeras Socialist Publishing Bureau at Duluth,
Minnesota; that ia to say (omitting the printed letter head,
the complimentary close, and the aignature thereof):

Auguat 13th.-17
The Workera Socialiast Pub. Bureau, Duluth, Minn.
Fellow-workers:--

Youra of the 12th inat relative to the tranalating
into Finniah of the I.W.W. literature, and asking for my
opiniona as to which would be beat to tranalate, received
and the same noted with care.

In reply will say I am sending you under separate cover an
aaasortment of our literature which may be of uase to you in
thias work.

As to which I recommend, will say that I think "Sabotage' by
Pouget and the "Advancing Proletariat'" by Woodruff, are two
exceptionally fine books that should be translated, on the
othera, I believe you can uase your own judgment.

I truat that the work of tranalation will be carried out, as
it is a necesasary and valuable work, that must be done
sooner or later.

I note what you say in regard to the General Strike of the
Iron Minera, and I am hoping for a apeedy victory for thenm.

3. Said William D. Haywood, on Auguat 13, 1917, at
Chicago aforesaid, in said division and diatrict, sent, by
aome means of transportation to said grand jurors unknown,
to the Workera Socialiatic Publishing Bureau, at Duluth,
Minnesota, a copy of a book by Emile Pouget, entitled
"“*Sabotage," containing, among other things, the following
mattera in print; that ia to aay:

Pagea 11 and 12. "0Of all the worda of a more or leaa
easoteric taate which have been purposely denaturalized and
twiated by the capitalist press in order to terrify and
myatify a gullible public, ‘Direct Action’ and ’Sabotage’
rank eaaily next to anarchy, Nihilism, Free Love, Neo-
Malthuaianiam, etc., in the hierarchy of infernal
inventions.

To be asure, the capitaliat claasa knowa full well the exact
meaning of theae words and the doctrinea and purposaes behind
them, but it ia, of course, itas most vital intereat to throw
suapicion on and raise popular contempt and hatred against
them aa soon aa they begin to appear and before they are
underatood, for the purpose of creating an antagonistic
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environment to them and thus check the . growth of their
propaganda.

American Capitaliam having succeeded in making the word
Anarchiam aynonymoua with diasorder, chaoa, violence and
murder in the popular mind--with the complicity of the
cowardly silence of sgso-called revolutioniatas--it ias now the
turn of Syndicaliasm, Direct Action and Sabotage to be
equally misrepresented, lied about and defamed."

Pages 13 and 14. "“A. Any conacioua and wilful act on the
part of one or more workera intended to aslacken and reduce
the output of production in the induatrial field, in order
to secure from their employera better conditiona or to
enforce thoae promiaed or maintain thoae already prevailing,
when no other way of redreas is open.

B. Any skillful operation on the machinery of production
intended not to deatroy it or permanently render it
defective, but only to temporarily disable it and to put it
out of running condition in order to make impoasible the
work of acaba and thua to aecure the complete and real
atoppage of work during a atrike.

Whether you agree or not, Sabotage ia this and nothing but
thia. It ia deatructive. It haa nothing to do with
violence, neither to life nor to property. It ia nothing
more or less than the chloroforming of the organiam of
production, the ‘knock-out dropa’ to put to aleep and out of
harm’s way the ogrea of ateel and fire that watch and
multiply the treasurea of King Capital.”

Pagea 20 and 21, "Thia booklet ia not written for
capitaliata nor for the upholders of the capitaliat aystenm,
therefore it doea not propocae to justify or excuae Sabotage
before the capitalist mind and morals.

Ita avowed aim ia to explain and expound Sabotage to the
working clasa, eapecially to that part of it which ia
revolutionary in aim if not in method, and as thia ever-
growing fraction of the proletariat has a apecial mentality
and hence a apecial morality of ita own, thia introduction
purporta to prove that Sabotage ia fully in accordance with
the same."

Pagea 22 and 23. "Let us therefore consider Sabotage under
ita two aspecta, firat aa a peraonal relaxation of work when
wagea and conditions are not aatiafactory, and next as a
miachievous tampering with machinery to secure its complete
immobilization during a atrike. It must be said with
eapecial emphasis that Sabotage ias not and must not be made
a ayatematic hampering of production, that it is not a meana
of perpetual clogging of the workinga of industry, but it ia
a aimple expedient of war, to be uaed only in time of actual
warfare with sobriety and moderation, and to be laid by when
the truce intervenea. 1Ita own limitations will be zelf-
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evident after this book haa been read, and need not be
explained here.

The first form of Sabotage, which was formerly known as Go
Cannie, as Mr. Pouget tella ua, conasiata purely and simply
in ‘going slow’ and ‘taking it eaay’ when the boasea do the
same in regard to wages.' Pages 26 and 27. '"Thia ia not
the case with the other kind of Sabotage. Here we are
confronting a real and deliberate trespasasing into the
bourgeois sanctum--a direct interference with the boss’a own
property. It ia only under this latter form that Sabotage
becomes eassentially revolutionary; therefore, to justify
itaself, it must either create itas own ethica (which will be
the case when it is generally practiced), or borrow it from
the Socialiat philosophy. Mr. Pouget extenaively dwells on
thia subject, therefore I leave it to him to explain the
importance of Sabotage during a atrike. I only want to
ethically juastify it before the tribunal of reapectable
Socialiata. Now, it is the avowed intentiona of both
Socialiasta and Induatrial Unioniata alike to expropriate the
bourgeoiaie of all ita property, to make it social property.
Now we may ask if this ia right? Ia thias moral and juat?
0f course, if it be true that labor produces everything, it
is both moral and just that it should own everything. But
this is only an affirmation--it muat be proven. We
Industrial Unionista care nothing about proving it. We are
going to take over the induastriea aome day, for three very
good reasona: Because we need them, because we want then,
and because we have the power to get them. Whether we are
‘ethically juatified’ or not is not our concern. We will
lose no time proving title to them beforehand; but we may,
if it is necesasary, after the thing is done, hire a couple
of lawyers and judges to fix up the deed and make the
tranafer perfectly legal and reapectable. Also, if
neceaaary, we will have a couple of learned bishopa to
sprinkle holy water on it and make it sacred. Such things
can alwaya be fixed--anything that is powerful becomea in
due courae of time righteoua, therefore we Induatrial
Unioniats claim that the Social revolution ias not a matter
of neceasity plus justice but simply neceasity plus
atrength."

Page 92. "Up to this point we have examined the various
methoda of Sabotage adopted by the working claaa without a
atoppage of work and without abandoning the shop and
factory. But Sabotage is not confined to thia--it may
become and ia gradually becoming a powerful aid in case of
atrike."

Pageas 94 and 95. '"’Ia a atrike contemplated by the moat
indiaspensable workera--those of the alimentary tradea? A
gquart of keroasene or other greasy and malodoroua matter

poured or ameared on the level of an oven. . .and welcome
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the acabas and acabby soldiera who come to bake the bread!
The bread will be uneatable becauae the atonea will give the
bread for at leaat a month the foul odor of the aubstance
they have abaorbed. Resulta: A useleas oven.

*’Ia a atrike coming in the iron, steel, copper or any other
mineral industry?

“’A little sand or emery powder in the gear of those
machinea which like fabuloua monstera mark the exploitation
of the workers, and they will become palaied and uaselesaa.
*’The iron ogre will become aa helpleasa as a nursling and
with it the acab. . . .”"

Pagea 96 and 97. ‘'Aa Bouasquet and Renault have remarked,
the strikers have not only to reckon with the scaba, they
muat alaso mistruat the army. 1In fact, the habit of
replacing the astrikers with the soldiera is becoming more
and more ayatematic. Thua, in a atrike of bakers,
electriciana, railroad workera, etc., the government
immediately ateps in to cut its ainews and break it by
having the military take the place of the rebellious
workers.

It ia consequently evident that if the atrikeras who are
aware of the government intentions, should fail, before
stopping work, to parry and foil the thruast of military
intervention by making it impossible and ineffective--they
will loae their fight at its very inception.*

4, 8Said William D. Haywood, Ralph H. Chaplin,
Francia Miller, Charles L. Lambert, Richard Brazier and
William Wierola, on Auguat 11, 1917, at Chicago aforesaid,
in said diviasion and district, caused to be printed, in the
iassue of the newspaper Solidarity of that date, among other
thinga, the following matters, to wit:

Page S, column 1. "But the I.W.W. is more than a labor
organization. It ia a revolutionary union and the very word
revolutionary presupposes asomething radically different from
former concepta of what conatitutes labor uniona.

We Are Disaatiafied

A revolutionary body teatifies to complete disaatiafaction
with the exiating order of thinga. And thie is the firat
reaaon and main reason for the exiatence of the I.W.W. We
are absasolutely and irrevocably dissatisfied with the preaent

ayatem of society. We consider it a useless asystem and we
mean to deatroy it.*"

5. Said William D. Haywood, Ralph H. Chaplin,
Francis Miller, Charles L. Lambert, Richard Brazier and
William Wiertola, on July 7, 1917, at Chicago aforesaid, in
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said diviasion and diatrict, cauase to be printed, in the
issue of the newapaper Solidarity of that date, among other
thinga, the following matter, to wit:

Page 2, column 2: ‘'Capitaliam is a hydra with many heads.
War is but one of them; governmental repreasion is but one
of them; religion is one of them, and the prostituted preasa
one of them. If the working class had the power to cut off
any one of theae heads it would have the power to kill the
monater outright. It ias the hiatoric miaasion of the working
clasa to do away with the Beasat, for there is no longer room
on the earth for both Capitalism and the producing claaa.
Irresiatible Progreasa now demanda that the workera take
poaseasion of the world and all that is in it. The Beasat
atandas in the way of further advancement. That is the
reason the beaat muat go, just aa the atlantoasaur went--to
make way for a form of life more fitted to aurvive. And, in
thias “"struggle for final aurvival, the odda are all on the
aide of the workera of the world, for they are the producersa
of all that the world needas for ita comfort and health.
Capitaliam, on the contrary, haa become purely paraaitical,
and Progreaa will penalize social parasitiam with asocial
extinction."”

“"And the workera, and the workera ALONE, will give to thia
Nightmare of the Agea ita final coup de grace. They will do
thia either by tearing open thease arteriea with the talons
of sabotage or by piercing ita rotten heart with the Sigurd
blade of Induatrial Solidarity.

But the Beasat must periash. Kismet!

6. Said William D. Haywood, Ralph H. Chaplin,
Francias Miller, Charlea L. Lambert, Richard Brazier and
William Wiertola, on Auguat 18, 1917, at Chicago aforeaaid,
in =said diviaion and diatrict, cauaed to be printed, in the
issue of the newapaper Solidarity of that date, among other
thinga, the following matter, to wit:

page 2, column 2). '"One thing, however, our enemiea are
likely to overlook, and that ias the power of the aroused
mnemberahip in action. It ia a miatake to think that the
I.W.W. ia a looaely knit and easily intimidated
organization. The banner of the One Big Union is planted in
every induatry in every State of the Nation. Red card men
are ashrewd, determinad, valoroua and loyal to the causes
they love. If they are hounded to deaperation they will be
a hard proposition to handle. There would not be aoldiers
enough in the country to round them up for arreat nor jails
enough to hold them, once arreated. The I.W.W. ia aso deeply
rooted in America and the world that it can afford to take
the chancea of an open war a whole lot better than the
powers that oppose it.
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Stopping the press and cloaing the doora of our union halls,
or even of the General Office, will not atop the work of the
One Big Union. It iasn’t organized that way. The tenets of
the creed of One Big Union and the induatrial aolidarity of
Labor are written indelibly upon the hearta of each of our
membera. Our songa are known to thouaanda and thousands of
workers the world over. Our ayastem of Jjob agitation ia auch
that no power on earth can keep the union and ita principlea
from spreading its influence and increaaing itas power.

It waa the I.W.W. that firat showed the world how to fight
effectively againat great odda. We have shown the world how
to go to jail in hugh numbers, exaaperate the taxpayera and
block the machinery of ’juatice.” It waa the I.W.W. that
developed a ayatem of telling tactica to be used in prison
yards and rock pilea. The ‘alow down’ plan and maaa
opposition to unjuat regulationa would work aa well in
detention camps in jail--or on-the-job. The wide-apread
knowledge of the effecta of punitive asabotage upon modern
induatry givea the militant portion of the working claasas the
power to stop or diarupt production at will. The membership
of the I.W.W. is conscioua of its power and knowas how to
achieve ita enda, and ias dead game to take whatever meaaurea
are neceasary in order to do so. The preaervation of the
One Big Union ia easential to the survival of the working
claaa. In fighting for his union the I.W.W. [memberl] is
fighting for himself, and hias clasa. And, self-
preservation, like the Copper Trust, knows no law."

7. Said William D. Haywood, Ralph H. Chaplin,
Francis Miller, Charles L. Lambert, Richard Brazier and
William Wiertola, on Auguat 25, 1917, at Chicago aforesaaid,
in said diviasion and diatrict, caused to be printed, in the
isaue of the newapaper Solidarity of that date, the
following: ‘

Page 2, column 2., 'Anyone with good aense now objecta to
being told that Czar Wilaon is working for the intereats of
the working claas in trying to force them againat their
willa into the bloody European alaughterfeast. The
treachery, duplicity and hypocracy [aicl of the preaent
administration haa done more to remove the time hallowed
veneration for political government from the minds of the
aslavea than anything that haa happened in decades. And the
indifference of the chief executive of the land to the
horror and misery of the lawlesa Biabee deportation and the
Butte lynching haan’t [aicl glory, and the Preasident of

these states haas stamped the whole aickening mess with the
seal of his approval.

Political government ia now being aeen in ita true light, aa
the atrike-breaking, astool-pigeoning and labor-crushing
bureau of the bourgeoiaie. The truth is further
demonatrated by the fact that aoldiera are being uaed to
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break atrikea for the Oligarcha of Inviaible government in
America before they go to France to collect Wall Street‘’a
war debts and to save the seas for the tyrannical Britiah
empire. The refuasal of American workers to volunteer and
their determined oppoaition to being drafted into the army
demonatrates clearly that war is being recognized by the
alave class as a cauae of claaa hatred as they are now
doing."

8. Said William D. Haywood, Ralph H. Chaplin,
Francis Miller, Charles L. Lambert, Richard Brazier and
William Wiertola, on May 26, 1917, at Chicago aforesaid, in
such diviaion and diatrict, cauased to be printed, in the
issue of the newapaper Solidarity of that date, the matter
following:

Page 2, column 2. '"Every war ia for gain. How much of thia
gain do the workera get? Nothing. Who doea the dying? The
workera. Then, if war ia declared, let ua, by all means,
pull off the general strike to prevent it. What is more
aimple?*

9. Said William D. Haywood, Ralph H. Chaplin,
Francias Miller, Charlea L. Lambert, Richard Brazier and
William Wiertola, on May 12, 1917, at Chicago aforeaaid, in
aaid diviaion and diatrict, cauased to be printed, in the
iaaue of the newaspaper Solidarity of that date, the
following:

Page 2, column 1. "A great deal had been aaid and written
about conacription by peraona who think they are doing their
duty by merely condemning it, just as war was condemned in
Europe before the outbreak of the murderfeat. But if we are
to profit by the leason learned by our fellow-workera on the
Continent at the expense of milliona of lives and untold-
misery, we muat recognize the fact that aomething beaides
our jawa muat be uaed to thwart the dastardly acheming of
the Thievea of Induatry to reduce ua to a condition of
abject and unresiating slavery, and to keep ua in that
condition. Therefore it is not so much a queation of what
Labor 18 going to SAY about conacription but what it ias
going to DO about it. And in this regard the I.W.W. haa a
reputation of aaying little and doing a lot.

It is needlesas to say that the I.W.W. is unalterably opposed
to war and conacription. We are convinced that the ahedding
of blood in the intereata of the maater claaa ia a atupid
and needlesa act that benefits Labor not at all, that merely
makea the rich richer and the poor poorer. We do not aee
why we ahould be called upon to play the bloody price of the
commercial aupremacy of the Industrial Paraaitea of any
land. We consider the bombaatic and far-fetched talk about
Freedom and Democracy aimply ao much bunk. The only place
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we have anything to gain or to defend is on the job. Had we
the power we would stop every ship, train, mine and mill,
every food and supply plant--every wheel of induatry, and
thua paralyze the machinery of murder and make it imposaible
for the ignorant man-killeras of the boassea to gather their
toll of the life blood of foreign aslavea. We would extend
the hand of brotherhood to the ao-called ’‘enemy’” and
strangle the gurgle for war in the fat white throata of the
blood bloated money-lendersa of Wall Street before it became
articulate."

1¢. Said Phineas Eaatman, on May 21, 1917, aent
from Auguata, Kanesaa, to Chicago aforesaid, the following
letter (omitting the printed letterhead thereof), to . . .
Wm. D. Haywood:

Encloae you a motion made and carried unanimously here at
Buaineas Meeting, May-20-1917.

“"All membera of the I.W.W. Reaiat Conacription, by refusing
to join Any Band of Potential Murdera, or by any other
effective method deemed adviaable. . . .

11. Said Charlea Jacobaon, on June 22, 1917, causaed
to be printed and distributed and poated in public, at
Virginia, Croasby and Duluth, in the State of Minneaota, a
large number, to wit, two hundred in each of aaid placea, of
copiea of the following circular, to wit:

"Workera in the Iron Induatry

Workera.

Your attention ia called to the fact, that in thia Land of
Liberty, the home of the free, Hundreda of our fellow
workera have been arreated, and throwen [aicl into jails
that the workera have built, for the reaason that they did
not register because they know that the conatitution of the
United Stateas, do not allow any force to be practised ({aicl
on any man under the juriesdiction of the United Statea and
because they do not believe in wara, and practiaing for
killing their fellow men, for the benefit of few over fed
paraaitea while they themaelvea are in urgent need of the
necesaitiea of life.

You Fellow Workera think thia over for a minute in your
head, and you will asoon aee that if we workera do not help
ouraelvea, the maater claas will not help ua. We are here
produaing [sic]l the iron of which the war machineriea is
built from. Thousanda of tona of our sweat and blood is
aunk into the bottom of the oceana, and milliona of our
fellow men are being killed, and others are wounded for
cannona food.

You workera muat stop of furniahing the maaster the matirial
[aic] of which the war atructurea are made of, and same time
defend our innocent fellow workera, who believe that they



143

will not murder your brothera or you father, nor deatroy
your home.

We appeal to your workera of the Iron Induatry to prepare
for a walk out from your joba, and demand that the
imprisoned fellow workera are immediately released.
Thousanda . . . of men in the copper induatries in the State
of Montana, are on atrike already to defend our fellow
workers, thousanda more will in a few daya be out in the
lumber industry, of the Weat.

Prepare youraselvea minera and all other workera, to go out

on atrike on the momenta notice. DO NOT BE SLASKERS (sicl
TO DEFEND YOUR OUWN [aicl CLASS.*

12. Said Jamea Rowan, on Auguat 2, 1917, asent the
following letter from Seattle, Washington, to . . . William
D. Haywood:

There haa been conaiderable agitation in Seattle among the
lumber mills, ship yarda and other induatriea and the old
bugaboo of "patriotiam'"™ ias being preached on all aidea. The
Government haa been aaked to interfere and it is reported
that Government agenta here are active.
We have the good will of the German people here and we feel
sure that they are in asympathy with our cauae. We do not
call them Germans however but refer to them the same as
othera, aa Fellow Workers.
We are going to carry our pointas if we have to atop every
induatry on the Pacific Coast. We did not declare war and
we have not consented to the workingman giving up hias
libertiea and being drafted.

Youras for induatrial freedonm,

THE STRIKE COMMITTEE

14. Said James Rowan, on August 1@, 1917, in the
Sate of Washington, caused to be printed and diastributed
among membera of '"Local 400" of asald organization a printed
circular containing, among other thinga, the following:

“ON Auguat 14th the caase of our fellow workera in jail at
North Yakima will come to trial. Habeas corpua proceedings
will be taken in the Federal courta. These men have
committed no crime. There are no chargea againat thenm.

They are aimply held in defiance of all conatitutional
guaranteesa because they are membera of a union and are
conasidered dangeroua to the profita of the maatersa.

Fellow workeras, if theae men and all other membera of our
organization in the northweatern atatea are not turned loose
by the 28th, let our anawer be a General Strike of all men
employed in the harvest fields and the fruit orchards in
thease atatea. Let the harveat go waate and the fruit rot on
the ground. If the lawa of the country are set aside and
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the conatitution overruled in the intereatas of a gang of
profit hungry pirates then we will have recourae to the
court of the working clasa. By the use of our organized
economic power we will force the ruling claas to give
justice to our members or elae the crops of the northweat
territory shall be left unharveated."”

16, Said William D. Haywood, on September 5, 13917,
prepared and sent from Chicago aforesaid to Duluth,
Minneaota, the following letter . . . to Pietro Nigri:

I think for a while we ought to carry on an education
campaign thru our literature on the Range, and apread all
kindas of leaflets and pamphlets amongat the minera in all
languagea, and get them to studying our principlea, then
they will be easier to organize when we have a chance to
aend our organizers amongat them again.

Hoping you are working on the tranaslationa into Italian of
our literature.

17. Said William D. Haywood, on the aeveral dates
here ahown in connection therewith, sent the following
telegrama from Chicago aforesaid, in said diviasion and
diatrict, to the several persona named therein, to wit:

July 13th, 1917
Preaident Wilson,

Waashington, D.C.
More than two thouaand men who were dragged from their homes
and forcibly deported from Biabee, Arizona, are adrift on
the deaert at Hermanaa, New Mexico. These men are miners,
uaseful citizena, reaidents of Biasbee, Arizona. The United
Statea can 111 afford to permit these Ruaasianized methods to
go unchecked. We demand that theae men be cared for and
reatored to their homea and families.
Wm. D. Haywood
General Secretary-Treasurer Indusatrial
Workers of the World.

July 39th, 1917

President Wilaon,
Whitehouse,
Washington, D.C.
General Strike of metal workera of Michigan haa been
declared. Minnesota next. Harvest workers of North and
South Dakota will follow unleas minera at Columbua New
Mexico are returned to their homea and families at Biabee,
Arizona.

Wm. D. Haywood
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“August 3, 1917

Charles Plahn,

Fond Du Lac, Wia.

Go to Bessemer, Michigan. Report at Finn Hall.
Wm. D. Haywood

*August 10, 1917
A.S. Embree,
Columbua, New Mexico.
All money for minera will go to Perry. Strike on Cayuna and
Meaaba Range, Minnesaota.
Wm. D. Haywood

18. Said Grover H. Perry and Charles H. MacKinnon,
on July 10, 13917, aent the following telegram from Salt
Lake, Utah, to said William D. Haywood at Chicago aforesaid,
to wit:

Wm. D. Haywood,
1001 W. Madison St., Chicago
Biabee wires for funds before twelve o‘clock today. Feeding
thouasand Mexicans daily. Jerome wires for five hundred.
Situation acute. Wire me three thousand dollara today.
Waive identification.
Perry-Mack-innon
506 Boyd Park Bldg."

19. Said Charlea Jacobaon, on Auguat 4, 1917, aant
the following telegram from Duluth, Minneaota, to said
William D. Haywood, at Chicago aforesaid, to wit:

“Duluth Minn Aug 4 1917
Wmn D Haywood
1201 Weat Madiaon St Chicago Ills
Thirty or forty men arreasted in Michigan chargea conapiracy
againat the mining companies if there ia attorney there that
you can send do it here 18 copy of telegram from Slonim
about a attorney in Ironwood only one attorney to handle
matter he made following proposition cash retainer five
hundred dollara fifty dollarse per day in court twenty five
per day for work out of court fifty dollara additional
retainer if any new case if you decide to retain him send
five hundred dollaras at once aome dope
Chaa Jacobsaon"

20. Said Harry Lloyd, on Auguat 7, 1917, sent the
following telegram from Portland, Oregon, to aaid William D.
Haywood, at Chicago aforesaid, to wit:
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“"Portland Ore, 342P Aug 7 1917

William D Haywood,
Chgo Ills.
All branchea of Orgon [aic) have gone on record for a
national genl atrike againast the deapotiam of the
deportation of the Arizona miners and the cold blooded
murder of Little auch deaspotiam in a socalled free nation
muat stop. A nation wide atrike ia the only weapon left in
labora handa. The workera of America must fight for
industrial democracy. On with the national general atrike.
Wire acknowledgement.
Harry Lloyd,
Secy,"

Conclusion.

And aso the grand jurora aforesaid, upon their oath
aforesaid, do asay, that asaid defendants, during the period
of time, at the place, and in manner and form, aforeaaid,
unlawfully and feloniously have conapired by force to
prevent, hinder and delay the execution of lawa of the
United States; againat the peace and dignity of the United
Statea, and contrary to the form of the atatute of the aame
in such case made and provided.

Second Count
(Section 19 of the Criminal Code)

And the grand jurora aforeasaid, upon their oath
aforeaaid, do further preaent, that asaid defendanta named in
the firat count of thia indictment, throughout the period of
time from April 6, 1917, to the day of the finding and
presentation of this indictment, at said City of Chicago, in
sald Eastern Division of said Northern Diatrict of Illinois,
unlawfully and feloniously have conapired together, and with
one Frank H. Little, now deceaaed, and with divera other
persona to said grand jurora unknown, to injure, oppreas,
threaten, and intimidate a greater number of citizena of the
United States in the free exercise and enjoyment by them
respectively of a certain right and privilege secured to
them by the Conatitution and lawa of the United Statea, the
namea and the number of which said citizens are to aaid
grand jurors unknown, but which said citizens can only be
and are by said grand jurors generally deacribed asa being
the clasa of peraons, mentioned in the firat count of this
indictment, who during said period of time have been
furnishing and endeavoring to furnish, to the United States,
in pursuance of sales, orders and contracta between them and
the United States, munitiona, shipa, fuel, subasiastence
supplies, clothing, shelter and equipment, necessary for the
military and naval forces of the United States in carrying
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on its war with the Imperial German Government in said firat
count referred to, materiala neceasary for the manufacture
of those articlea, and transportation of said articleas and
materiala and of said military and naval forcea, all
required and authorized to be procured by the United States
from auch peraona and citizena under the aeveral lawa of the
United Statea apecifically mentioned in said firat count asa
being the lawa of which said defendanta are charged in said
count with consaspiring to prevent, hinder and delay the
execution; that ia to asay, the right and privilege of
furnishing, to said United States, without interference,
hinderance or obatruction by othera, asaid articles,
materiala and tranaportation; which asaid conapiracy in thia
count mentioned has been one for injuring, oppreasing,
threatening and intimidating said citizens by interfering
with, hindering and obstructing them in the free exerciae
and enjoyment of said right and privilege by and through the
continued and perasistent use and employment, by said
defendanta, under the circumatancea and conditiona in aaid
firat count deacribed, of the unlawful and tortioua meansa
and methods in that count aet forth aa the meanas and methoda
of accompliahing the objecta of unlawful and felonioua
conapiracy in that count charged againat said defendants;
the allegationas of which said count in that behalf and
concerning the exiatence, character and objecta of the
organization, called "Industrial Workers of the World" and
“"I.W.W."8," in said count mentioned, concerning the
memberahip, offices, employment and agenciea of said
defendants in that organization, and concerning said
unlawful and tortious meana and method, are incorporated in
thia count of this indictment by reference to asaid firsat
count as fully aa if they were here repeated.

And the grand jurora aforesaid, upon their oath
aforeaaid, do further present, that in and for executing
said unlawful and felonious conapiracy in thias count
charged, certain of said defendanta have done the aeveral
acta deacribed in said first count under the heading of
"Overt Acta”™, at the aeveral timeas and placea there atated.

Againast the peace and dignity of the United States,
and contrary to the form of the atatute of the same in such
case made and provided.

Third Count
(Section 37 of the Criminal Code in connection with Section
332 of the Criminal Code, Section 3 of the Act of May 18,
1917, and Article 58 of the Articlea of War in the Act of
August 29, 1916.)

And the grand jurora aforesaid, upon their oath
aforeaaid, do further present, that throughout the period of
time from May 18, 1917, to the day of the finding and
preaentation of thia indictment, the United States haa been
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at war with the Imperial German Government; and that
continuoualy throughout said period of time said defendants
nared in the first count of this indictment, at =said City of
Chicago, in asaid Eaatern Division of aaid Northern District
of Illinoia, then beling membera of the organization
described in said firat count, and called "Industrial
Workers of the World,” "I.W.W.’s,'" the '"One Big Union" and
"0.B.U.’s," unlawfully and felonioualy have consapired,
combined, confederated and agreed together, and with one
Frank H. Little, now deceased, and with divers other peraons
to aaid grand jurora unknown, to commit divers, to wit, ten
thousand offensea againast the United States; that is to aay,
ten thousand offenaeas each to conaiat of unlawfully aiding,
abetting, counseling, commanding, inducing and procuring one
of the ten thousand male persona, other members of said
organization, who on June 5, 1917, respectively attained
their twenty-first birthday and who did not on that day
attain their thirty-first birthday, and who have been
required by the Proclamation of the Preaident of the United
Statea dated May 18, 1917, to preaent themselvea for and
submit to regiastration, under the Act of Congreass approved
May 18, 1917, and entitled "An Act to authorize the
President to increase temporarily the Military Eatablishment
of the United States,'" at the diveras registration places in
the divers precincte in said Eaatern Diviaion of the
Northern District of Illinois, and in the diveras other
precincta in other atatea of the United States, wherein said
persona have by law reaspectively been required to preaent
themaelvea for and submit to auch regiastration, whoase names,
and the deasignation of which aald precincta, are to said
grand jurora unknown, unlawfully and willfully to fail and
refuse 8o to present himself for registration and ao to
aubmit thereto; none of such peraona being an officer or an
enliated man of the Regular Army, of the Navy, of the Marine
Corpa, or of the National Guard or Naval Militia in the
service of the United Statea, or an officer in the Reserve
Corpa or an enlisted man in the Enliated Reaerve Corps in
active service: and divera, to wit, five thouasand, other
offenaea againat the United States, that ias to say, five
thouaand offenases each to conaiat in unlawfully and
feloniouasly aiding, abetting, counseling, commanding,
including and procuring one of the five thousand person,
atill other membera of said organization, who ahould becone
subject to the military law of the United Statea under and
through the enforcement of the provisiona of the Act of
Congreas in thia count of thia indictment above mentioned
and of The Proclamations, Rules and Regulations of the
President of the United States made in pursuance of said Act
of Congress, and whose names are also unknown to saild grand
Jjurora, unlawfully and felonioualy to desert the service of
the United States in time of war; said defendants not then
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being themselvesa aubject to military law of the United
States.

Fourth Count
(Section of the 'Eapionage Act" of June 15, 1917,
in connection with Section 3 of that Act.)

And the grand jurora aforeaaid, upon their oath
aforesaid, do further preaent, that throughout the period of
time from June 15, 1917, to the day of the finding and
preaentation of thia indictment, the United States has been
at war with the Imperial German Government; and that
continuoualy throughout aaid period of time aaid defendants
named in the firat count of this indictment, at said City of
Chicago, in aaid Eaatern Diviaion of aaid Northern Diatrict
of Illinois, then being membera of the organization
deacribed in said firat count and called "Industrial Workersa
of the World," "I.W.W.’s," the "One Big Union,'" and
“"0.B.U.’a," unlawfully and feloniously have consapired,
combined, confederated and agreed together, and with one
Frank H. Little, now deceaased, and with divera other persons
to aaid grand jurora unknown, to commit a certain offenae
against the United States, to wit, the offense of
unlawfully, feloniously and willfully cauaing and attempting
to cauae insubordination, dialoyalty, and refuaal of duty in
the military and naval forces of the United States, when the
United Statea was at war; and this through and by means of
peraonal solicitation, of public apeechea, of articlea
printed in certain newapapera called "Solidarity,"

"Induatrial Worker," "A Bermunkaa," "Darbininku Balaaa," "Il
Proletario," "Induatrial Unioniats," "Rabochy," "El
Rebelde,” A Luz," '"Alarm,"” "Solidarnosc,'" and '"Auastralian

Adminiatration," circulating throughout the United States,
and of the public diatribution of certain pamphleta entitled
*War and the Workers,' "Patriotiam and the Workers' and
"Preamble and Conatitution of the Industrial Workers of the
World"”, the aame being asolicitationa, speechea, articlea and
pamphleta peraiatently urging insubordination, dialoyalty
and refuaal of duty in aaid military and naval forcea and
failure and refuaal on the part of available peraona to
enliat therein; and another offense againat the United
Statea, to wit, the offense of unlawfully, felonioualy and
willfully, by and through the meana laat aforesaaid,
obatructing the recruiting and enlistment aervice of the
United Statea, when the United States waa at war, to the
injury of that aervice and of the United Statea.
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Fifth Count
(Section 37 of the Criminal Code in connection
with Section 215 of the Criminal Code.)

And the grand jurora aforeaaid, upon their oath
aforesaid, do further present, that the defendanta in the
firat count of thias indictment named, throughout the period
of time from April 6, 1917, to the day of the finding and
presentation of thia indictment, at said City of Chicago, in
said Eastern Diviaion of aaid Northern Diatrict of Illinois,
unlawfully and feloniously have conapired, combined,
confederated and agreed together, and with one Frank H.
Little, now deceased, and with divera other peraons to asaid
grand jurora unknown, to commit divera, to wit, twenty,
offenaes againat the United Stateas, that is to say twenty
offenaes each to consiat in placing, and causing to be
placed on Saturday of each week, in the post office of the
United Statea at Chicago aforesaid, to be sent and delivered
by the poat office eatablishment of the United Statea, a
large number, to wit, fifteen thouasand, copies of a certain
newapaper called "Solidarity"™, and one thouasand other
offenses each to consist in placing, and causing to be
placed, in said post office to be asent and delivered by aaid
post office eatabliashment, a large number, to wit, one
hundred and fifty, '"atickerettea" and one thouasand other
offensea each to consist in placing, and causing to be
placed, in said poat office, to be asent and delivered by
sald poat office eatablishment, a copy of aome one of the
following booka, to wit "Sabotage'" by Emile Pouget, and
“Sabotage'" by Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, all of which
publicationa contained information and advice advocating the
commiaaion of the fraudulent practices hereinafter aset forth
and all of which were for the purpose of executing a certain
acheme and artifice to defraud the employera of labor
hereinafter mentioned but whose namea are to the grand
jurors unknown; which was theretofore devised by said
defendanta:

That said defendants would cheat and defraud out of
money, employera of labor throughout the United Statea, and
particularly those employers of labor engaged in the
manufacture of munitions and auppliea for the United States
Army and Navy, and those engaged in furnishing the raw
materials out of which said munitiona and aupplieas are made,
and those engaged in the tranaportation of said munitions
and supplies and raw materials, by entering or staying in
the employ of said employera and receiving and accepting
money from said employers for working for them and by
procuring other members of the Induatrial Workera of the
World ao to do, when, in fact, said defendanta while
accepting and receiving said money would secretly and
covertly work againat said employers and to their injury and
detriment and would induce and perauade asaid other members
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so to do; that said defendanta would demand atated wages
under agreementa binding them reapectively to give their
services to their employera in good faith, and would pretend
to said employers that they would render efficient aservices,
aasist asaid employers in producing good producta and render
their servicea free from intentional injury to their
employera, and would induce and persuade said other membersa
a0 to do; that they would hold aaid employments and accept
said employments with the secret purpose and intention not
to render efficient service to aaid employera and not to
produce good product but secretly and covertly to render
inefficient service, and to purpoaely aassiast in producing
bad and unmarketable products and intentionally to retard,
slacken and reduce production wherever employed, and
intentionally to reatrict and decreaae the profits of asaid
employera and interfere with and injure their trade and
buainess, and aecretly and covertly injure, break up and
deatroy the property of said employera; and that they would
teach, incite, induce, did and abet aaid other membera so to
do. That aa a part of asaid acheme and artifice, aaid
defendanta were to aend and deliver by the poat office
eatablishment of the United Statea the newapapers,
atickerettea and booka aforeaaid.

And the grand jurors aforesaid, upon their oath
aforeaaid, do further preasent, that in and for executing
said unlawful and felonious conapiracy, combination,
confederation and agreement, asaid defendants at the several
timea and placea hereinafter mentioned in that bshalf, have
done certain acts, that ia to say:

(1) Said defendants, on Saturday of each week
during said period of time, caused to be printed, at Chicago
aforesaid, in asaid division and district, fifteen thousand
copiea of said newapaper called 'Solidarity."™

(2) Said William D. Haywood, on May 25, 1917, at
Chicago aforesaid, in said diviasion and diatrict, gave an
order to Cahill-Carberry & Company, of Chicago, to print and
deliver to aaid William D. Haywood one million of said
atickerettes.

(3) Said defendanta, on July 25, 1917, caused to be
printed, at Chicago aforesaid, in said diviasion and
digtrict, one thouasand copieas of aaid book called
“Sabotage'", by said Elizabeth Gurley Flynn.
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Against the peace and dignity of the United States,
and contrary to the form of the atatute of the asame in auch
case made and provided.

Charles F. Flynn
United States Attorney
William G. Fitts
Assistant Attorney General

Frank K. Nebeker
Special Assistant to the Attorney General

Frank C. Dailey
Special Assistant to the Attorney General

Oliver E. Pagan
Attorney, Department of Justice



THOSE CONVICTED AND SENTENCES

Name

Carl Ahlteen

Olin B. Anderaon
George Andreychine
Charles Aashleigh
John Avila
Aurelion Vincente Azuara
John Baldazzi
J.R. Baakett
Charlea Bennett
J.H. Beyer

R.J. Bobba

Arthur Booae

G.J. Bourg
Richard Brazier
Roy A. Brown

Dan Buckley

Ralph H. Chaplin
Stanley J. Clark
Ray Corder
Alexander Cournoa
C.W. Davisa

J.T. Doran

E.F. Doree
Forreat Edwarda
Jamea Elliot

Ray S. Fanning
Ben Fletcher

Ted Fraaer
Harriaon George
Joseph J. Gordon
Joe Graber

Peter Green

C.R. Griffin

Ed Hamilton
George Hardy
William D. Haywood
Clyde Hough

Dave Ingar

Fred Jaakkola

2@ Haywood, 367-8.

APPENDIX B2*

Sentence
(in years)

38
17
38
28
17
38
28

4
28
27

4
17
28
38

4
28
38
28

4
28
28
17
28
38
17
17
28
17
17
28
17
28
17
28

4
38
17
17
28

153

Fine

430, 000
30,000
20,000
30,000
20,000
20,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
20,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
20,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
36, 000
20,000
30,000



Name

Charleas R. Jacoba
Charlea Jacobson
Ragnar Johannsaen
H.F. Kane

Charles L. Lambert
Leo Laukki

Jack Law

Morris Levine
W.H. Lewis

Harry Lloyd

Burt Lorton
Vladimir Loasieff
Herbert Mahler
Jamea H. Manning
John Martin
Francis Miller
William Moran
J.A. MacDonald

Charleas H. MacKinnon

Jo McCarthy
Herbert McCutcheon
Pete McEvoy
Charles McWhirt
Fred Nelson

Walter T. Nef
Pietro Nigri
Joseph A. Oates
V.V. O0’Hair

John Pancner

Louia Parenti
Grover H. Perry
James Philipa
Charles Plahn
Albert Praahner
Manuel Rey

C.H. Rice

Charlea Rothfisher
James Rowan

Sam Scarlett
Archie Sinclair
Don Sheridan

Jamea M. Slovick
Walter Smith

Alton E. Soper
George Speed
Vincent St. John
Siegfried Stenberg
William Tanner
Jamea P. Thompaon

Sentence

(in years)

4

4
28
17
38
38
28
17
17
17
28
38
17
17
28
28
17
28
17
17
17
17

4

4
38

6
17
17
28
17
28
17
17
28
38
28
38
38
38
28
28
28

4

4

4
28
28
17
28

154

Fine

£30,000
30,000
30,000
20,000
20,000
20,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
20,000
30,200
30,000
30,000
30,000
20,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
20,000

20,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
20,000
30,000
20,000
20,000
20,000
30, 000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30,000
30, 200



Name

John I. Turner
John Walsh

Frank Westerlund
Pierce C. Wetter
William Weyh

Sentence
(in years)

28
28
17
17
17

155

Fine

230,000
30,000
30,000
20,000
20,000
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