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O
T only did [B

ridges] deny that he 
w

as a m
em

b
er o

f th
e C

o
m

m
u
n
ist 

P
arty

, b
u
t h

e also
 d

en
ied

 th
at h

e 
had ever been a m

em
ber of that party. . . . 

" [H
is] testim

ony w
as given not only w

ithout 
reserve but vigorously as dogm

a and faiths of 
w

hich the m
an w

as proud and w
hich repre-

sented in his m
ind the aim

s of his existence.... 

"3. C
O

N
C

LU
SIO

N
. 

"T
h
e ev

id
en

ce th
erefo

re estab
lish

es n
eith

er 
that H

arry R
. B

ridges is a m
em

ber of, nor affil-
iated w

ith the C
om

m
unist P

arty of the U
nited 

S
tates of A

m
erica." 

H
A

R
R

Y
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21 discussion of the latest effort 

to deport C
ivil L

iberties and 

the rights of .A
m

erican L
abor 
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T
o

 M
E

M
B

E
R

S
 of L

os A
ngeles L

ocal 37, 

B
akers and C

onfectioners International U
nion 

of A
m

erica, A
F

L
, w

ith w
hom

 I w
orked 

for nine years, w
ho now

 courageously 

enter the fifteenth m
onth of their strike 

against the D
avis P

erfection 

B
akeries 

D
. T

. 

 

E
X

P
E

R
IE

N
C

E
 should teach us to be m

ost on our 

guard to protect liberty w
hen the G

overnm
ent's 

purposes are beneficial. M
en born to freedom

 are 

naturally alert to repel invasion of their liberty 

by evil m
inded rulers. T

he greatest dangers to 

liberty lurk in insidious encroachm
ent by m

en 

of zeal,w
ell m

eaning ,but w
ithout understanding. 

  

L
o

u
is D

. B
R

A
N

D
E

IS
, 

U
. S. Suprem

e C
ourt Justice. 

I 
B

E
L

IE
V

E
 that the forthcom

ing deportation hearings against 
H

arry R
enton B

ridges, P
resident of the IL

W
U

 and C
alifornia 

D
irector of the C

ongress of Industrial O
rganizations, constitute a 

grave and dangerous challenge to the civil rights of the A
m

erican 
people. I believe it is the duty of patriotic persons to expose and 
resist such a challenge. I believe that the great virtue of the dem

o-
cratic system

 is contained in the right—
even the obligation—

of 
A

m
ericans freely to criticize the actions of their governm

ent. I 
believe that such criticism

 can and should be m
ade w

ithout either 
the actual or im

plied advocacy of any other form
 of governm

ent 

] 
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W
ithout any reservations I subscribe to the principles of the C

on-
stitution and to the traditions of the A

m
erican people. I gladly 

accept the obligation im
posed by citizenship upon all of us to de-

fend them
. I believe that they can best be defended by defending 

H
arry B

ridges. 
*
 	

*
•
 

T
H

E
 Y

E
A

R
 1934 beheld tw

o om
inously parallel events occurring 

in tw
o w

idely separated countries of the w
orld, related to each 

other only by the year, the identically false charges hurled against 
the victim

s and the fact that the guns of the state w
ere turned 

against those w
ho, by the very nature of the situation, w

ere the 
friends of the state. 

In F
ebruary, 1934, the political struggle betw

een the F
ascist 

H
eim

w
ehr of A

ustria and the w
orkers approached its clim

ax. 
T

he w
orkers, w

ith the m
ost progressive organization in E

urope 
and the finest exam

ples of com
m

unity housing in the w
orld, w

ere 
finally im

pelled to strike against the m
ounting F

ascist aggres-
sions of the D

olfuss G
overnm

ent and the private arm
y of P

rince 
S

tarhem
berg. B

efore the strike actually got under w
ay, the guns 

of the V
ienna police and the H

eim
w

ehr w
ere brought into action. 

W
itness the charges against the w

orkers. D
olfuss roared that 

they w
ere "hyenas w

ho m
ust be hunted out of the country." 

M
ajor F

ey scream
ed the old cry of reaction, "T

he enem
y is on 

the left! M
erciless offensive against the reds!" A

nd P
rince S

tar-
hem

berg, view
ing the bodies of forty-tw

o w
orkers in the ruins of 

the G
oethe H

of, lam
ented: "F

ar too few
 shot!" O

ne hundred 
ninety-three w

orkers w
ere killed, 493 w

ounded. 

[
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B
efore six m

onths had passed, C
hancellor D

olfuss lay dead, 
assassinated not by the w

orkers w
hom

 he feared, but the Fascists 
w

hom
 he had helped. M

ajor F
ey blew

 his brains out, and P
rince 

S
tarhem

berg fled into exile. In slaughtering the w
orkers they 

had destroyed the only group w
hich m

ight have saved their lives 
and the independence of their country. T

he w
orkers w

ere right, 
but their dead could not be revived nor their w

ounded m
ade w

hole 
again. 

E
ven as the w

orkers of V
ienna w

ere being m
urdered, the long-

shorem
en of S

an F
rancisco, under the protection of N

R
A

, w
ere 

organizing to secure relief from
 sub-hum

an w
ages and w

orking 
conditions. E

arly in the sum
m

er they struck. B
y degrees their 

struggle becam
e a general strike. "R

eds, C
om

m
unists, revolu-

tionaries!" scream
ed the ow

ners of San Francisco. O
n July 5th the 

police and the N
ational G

uard declared w
ar on the unarm

ed strik-
ers. F

our hundred w
ere shot, tw

o killed. T
he strike ended w

ith 
the appointm

ent by the P
resident of an arbitrating com

m
ittee 

com
posed of A

rchbishop H
anna, 0. K

. C
ushing and E

dw
ard F

. 
M

cG
rady. In a sw

eeping report in favor of the strikers, every im
-

portant dem
and they had m

ade w
as granted them

 by a com
m

ittee 
of im

peccable virtue, and em
bodied in a tw

o year contract w
hich 

the em
ployers w

ere pledged to sign. 
A

s in V
ienna, the w

orkers w
ere neither reds, C

om
m

unists nor 
revolutionaries. A

s in V
ienna, they w

ere right and w
ere proved 

right. A
s in V

ienna, their dead could not be revived nor their 
w

ounded m
ade w

hole again. O
n succeeding 5ths of July the w

ork-
ers of S

an F
rancisco paraded through the city in m

em
ory of that 

[
 3

 



m
assacre. T

hey w
ere led by the m

an w
ho led their first strike—

the alien, H
arry B

ridges. 

B
E

F
O

R
E

 the 1934 strike 12,000 longshorem
en of the Pacific C

oast 
existed under alm

ost feudal conditions. T
heir average earnings 

w
ere $10.45 per w

eek. T
hey w

ere the victim
s of the "shape-up," 

w
hich operated in this fashion: T

he call from
 em

ployers w
ould 

go out along the w
aterfront for w

orkers to assem
ble at, say, seven 

in the m
orning. F

our or five hundred m
en w

ould appear and as-
sum

e a form
ation know

n as the "shape-up" in order that the 
straw

-bosses m
ight select their crew

s. T
en percent of the m

en 
w

ere chosen, the rem
aining 90%

 w
ent hom

e to try again tom
or-

row
. T

he lucky 10%
 w

ere know
n as "star gangs." T

hroughout 
the length of the P

acific C
oast the "star gangs" got the w

ork, 
w

hile the labor reservoir of the rem
aining 90%

 effectively held 
w

ages dow
n and m

itigated against labor organization. T
he "star 

gangs" w
ere forced to reciprocate for the favors show

n them
 by 

"kicking back" from
 10%

 to 15%
 of their w

ages to the straw
-

bosses. T
he result w

as chaos and virtual slavery. 
L

ater, under the threat of grow
ing tension, the ow

ners set up 
hiring halls, w

hich helped to elim
inate the "kick-back," but did 

nothing to spread the w
ork and elim

inate the "star gangs," since 
the hiring hall "dispatcher"—

the m
an w

ho chose w
ho should 

w
ork and w

ho should starve—
w

as an em
ployee of the ow

ners. 
T

he possibilities of graft and discrim
ination rem

ained staggering. 
W

ith the advent of N
R

A
, the International L

ongshorem
en's A

s-
sociation becam

e active once again, obtaining a new
 charter from
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the A
F

L
. T

he m
en sw

arm
ed into the organization. T

he em
-

ployers responded w
ith labor spies, w

holesale bribing, beating 
of organizers, black listing and discharging of union m

en, and, of 
course, the hoary charge of C

om
m

unism
. V

iolence stalked the 
w

hole w
aterfront. U

nion m
en learned to travel together—

never 
alone. It seem

ed that the S
an F

rancisco police w
ere alert in de-

fense of the shipow
ners' property, laggard in the defense of a 

union m
an's life. 

T
he unions dem

anded, in addition to higher w
ages, control of 

their ow
n hiring halls in order that they m

ight voluntarily spread 
out the w

ork; and bargaining on a coastw
ide rather than on a 

port-to-port basis. It w
as these issues w

hich caused the 1934 strike 
w

hich began on M
ay 9 and ended on July 21 w

ith P
residential 

intercession. It w
as at this tim

e that the cry, "D
eport B

ridges," 
first began to be heard. 

In this connection, it is interesting to note that on M
arch 4, 

1935—
less than a year after the strike—

P
resident R

oosevelt had 
this to say of the A

m
erican M

erchant M
arine, w

hich w
as then 

receiving a governm
ent subsidy of $30,000,000 for carrying m

ail 
w

orth $3,000,000: "R
eports w

hich have been m
ade to m

e by ap-
propriate authorities in the E

xecutive branch of the G
overnm

ent 
have show

n that som
e A

m
erican shipping com

panies have en-
gaged in practices and abuses w

hich should and m
ust be ended. 

S
om

e of these have to do w
ith the im

proper operating of subsid-
iary com

panies, the paym
ent of excessive [executive] salaries,* 

the engagem
ent in business not directly a part of shipping and 

*A
ll italics are m

ine. D
. T. 



other abuses w
hich have m

ade for poor m
anagem

ent, im
proper 

use of profits and scattered efforts." 
T

hese w
ere the people against w

hom
 the longshorem

en w
ere 

striking. A
nd on June 28, w

hile they w
ere still on strike, w

hile the 
em

ployers w
ere shrieking "C

om
m

unism
!" the P

resident, in his 
first fireside chat of 1934, declared: 
W

e seek the security of the m
en, w

om
en and children of the N

ation. . .. A
 few

 
tim

id people w
ho fear progress w

ill try to give you new
 and strange nam

es for 
w

hat w
e are doing. S

om
etim

es they w
ill call it "F

ascism
," som

etim
es "C

om
-

m
unism

," som
etim

es "R
egim

entation," som
etim

es "S
ocialism

." B
ut in so do-

ing they are trying to m
ake very com

plex and theoretical som
ething that is 

really very sim
ple and very practical. 

C
ertainly the longshorem

en of the P
acific C

oast and their 
leader, H

arry B
ridges, stood w

ith the P
resident in seeking "the 

security of the m
en, w

om
en and children of the N

ation." T
hey 

w
ere im

plem
enting w

ith legal and practical action each progres-
sive act of legislation enacted by the C

ongress. T
hey w

ere, in the 
w

ords of the P
resident, "proving that D

em
ocracy can w

ork." 
T

here w
ere, of course, other strikes and other agreem

ents. T
he 

present agreem
ent has been extended through 1942. A

nd the pic-
ture of the longshorem

en on the P
acific C

oast has been utterly 
changed. 

T
he "shape-up" and the "kick-back" have been elim

inated in 
favor of a hiring hall controlled by the union. T

he "star gang" is 
no m

ore. Instead of 10%
 w

orking and 90%
 rem

aining virtually 
idle, every union longshorem

an is guaranteed w
ork on a basis of 

sharing the w
ork in absolute equality. W

ages have raised to $1 
an hour straight tim

e, $1.50 an hour overtim
e, w

ith appropriate 
[
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increases for "penalty cargo"—
cargo w

hich by reason of great 
health hazard and physical danger is m

ore expensive to handle. 
S

an P
edro longshorem

en average around $2,000 per year, based 
on a w

orking w
eek of betw

een 30 and 40 hours. Stevedores w
hen 

occasionally w
orking on penalty cargoes earn as m

uch as $70 to 
$80 per w

eek. F
or the entire P

acific C
oast, the longshorem

en 
average betw

een $1700 to $1800 per year. Since 1934 no long-
shorem

an has ever been on relief! 
A

 survey of 217 representative longshorem
en chosen at random

 
from

 the S
eattle-P

ortland district reveals an average yearly w
age 

in 1938 of $1750. In 1940 the average pay of San Francisco long-
shorem

en w
as $2550 per year. H

alf of the m
en are buying hom

es, 
and 25%

 of them
 ow

n their hom
es outright. P

ractically all of 
them

 drive their ow
n cars. T

he accident rate has steadily dropped. 
T

hey are good, honest citizens earning decent livelihoods, contrib-
uting to the social, cultural and econom

ic w
elfare of their com

-
m

unities. M
any of them

 are sending their children through col-
lege. A

ll of this has been accom
plished in six years am

ong m
en 

w
ho form

erly w
ere living under a system

 of hopeless terror and 
disunity, com

pletely w
ithout any legal or union protection, on a 

salary w
hich averaged 66%

 less than they receive at present. 
T

he P
resident, going to the people in his second cam

paign, 
stated his aim

s fearlessly and courageously. In his Septem
ber fire-

side chat, having already chosen and nam
ed his enem

ies, he like-
w

ise chose his friends: "W
e insist that labor is entitled to as m

uch 
respect as property. B

ut our w
orkers w

ith hand and brain deserve 
m

ore than respect for their labor. T
hey deserve practical protec- 

[
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tion in the opportunity to use their labor at a return adequate to 
support them

 at a decent and continually rising standard of liv-
ing, and to accum

ulate a m
argin of security against the inevitable 

vicissitudes of life. . . . 
"T

here are those w
ho fail to read both the signs of the tim

es and 
A

m
erican history. T

hey w
ould try to refuse the w

orker any ef-
fective pow

er to bargain collectively, to earn a decent livelihood 
and to acquire security. It is those shortsighted ones, not labor, 
w

ho threaten this country w
ith that class dissension w

hich in 
other countries has led to dictatorship and the establishm

ent of 
fear and hatred as the dom

inant em
otions in hum

an life." 
M

ark it w
ell, this w

as not H
arry B

ridges of the longshorem
en 

speaking; it w
as F

ranklin D
elano R

oosevelt, P
resident of the 

U
nited States. Y

et so w
ell had the forces of reaction observed the 

technique of Fascism
 in E

urope, that they w
ere prepared to apply 

it in the U
nited States. A

lready they had labelled H
arry B

ridges a 
C

om
m

unist because he dared w
rest a living w

age from
 them

. N
ow

 
they sm

eared the President. O
n Septem

ber 29, 1936, an incredible 
thing happened: a President of the R

epublic w
as obliged publicly 

to defend him
self against charges of C

om
m

unism
! W

itness: 

In this cam
paign another herring turns up. In form

er years it has been B
rit-

ish and F
rench—

and a variety of other things. T
his year it is R

ussian. D
esper-

ate in m
ood, angry at failure, cunning in purpose, individuals and groups are 

seeking to m
ake C

om
m

unism
 an issue in an election w

here C
om

m
unism

 is not 
a controversy betw

een the tw
o m

ajor parties! 

It m
ight have been H

arry B
ridges him

self protesting that a 
living w

age, not C
om

m
unism

, w
as the issue betw

een his union 

[
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and the em
ployers of P

acific C
oast longshorem

en. F
or the em

-
ployers w

ere not really concerned about C
om

m
unism

; they w
ere 

concerned about profits. T
he tw

o m
ajor parties in the 1936 elec-

tion w
ere not concerned about C

om
m

unism
; they w

ere concerned 
about possession of the Presidency. In each instance, the forces of 
reaction—

for convenience and w
ithout consideration for the truth 

—
em

ulated that technique w
hich has resulted in an enslaved 

E
urope. 

F
ranklin D

elano R
oosevelt w

as re-elected to the P
residency of 

the U
nited S

tates. H
arry B

ridges w
as annually re-elected to the 

presidency of his union. B
ut the em

ployers never gave up their 
red cry. F

or three years the cam
paign against H

arry B
ridges 

continued, culm
inating in his deportation hearing before D

ean 
of H

arvard L
aw

 School, Jam
es M

. L
andis on A

ngel Island in San 
Francisco B

ay in the sum
m

er of 1939. H
e faced charges of m

em
-

bership in an organization advocating violent overthrow
 of the 

U
nited S

tates G
overnm

ent. 
In the course of the trial, at fabulous cost to the taxpayers and 

the shipow
ners, every act of his life in the U

nited States w
as care-

fully review
ed. T

he alien, the C
om

m
unist, the foreign agitator 

w
ho had so carefully and so efficiently follow

ed both the spirit and 
the acts of the R

oosevelt adm
inistration, w

as at last caught in the 
w

eb of his ow
n perfidy. B

ig business on the W
est C

oast chuckled 
w

ith anticipation, aw
aiting the day of his deportation and the dis-

solution of the union for w
hich he w

orked. 
H

ere are the m
en Prosecutor Shoem

aker offered as governm
ent 

w
itnesses against the alien B

ridges: M
ajor L

aw
rence A

. M
ilner, 

9
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w
ho publicly perjured him

self on the stand and confessed to labor 
spying; John L

. L
eech, convicted in T

oledo, O
hio, of cashing a 

forged m
oney order, convicted in L

os A
ngeles for frequenting a 

resort; A
aron S

apiro, disbarred in the N
ew

 Y
ork F

ederal C
ourt 

for jury tam
pering, indicted w

ith A
l C

apone for racketeering; 
E

ugene G
eorge D

ietrich, dishonorably discharged from
 the U

. S. 
N

avy; T
heodore M

arion Stark, w
ho served 13 m

onths in a W
ash-

ington R
eform

atory on a stolen car charge; John R
yan D

avis, 
convicted and given a suspended sentence for em

bezzling $1800 
in union funds w

hile business agent for the S
ailors' U

nion in 
A

berdeen, W
ash. Incredible? O

f course. T
rue? Incontestibly so. 

D
ean L

andis, on D
ecem

ber 28, 1939, turned in his verdict: 
"T

he evidence therefore establishes neither that H
arry R

. B
ridges 

is a m
em

ber of nor affiliated w
ith the C

om
m

unist P
arty of the 

U
nited S

tates of A
m

erica." 
C

om
plete vindication for all save the taxpayers w

ho stood the 
expense of the trial; for all save the G

overnm
ent w

itnesses w
ho 

discredited them
selves and covered the prosecution w

ith sham
e; 

for all save those m
en and organizations w

hich for seven years 
had hounded B

ridges in violation both of m
orals and law

. 
Said D

ean L
andis of B

ridges' testim
ony: "It w

as given not only 
w

ithout reserve, but vigorously as dogm
a and faiths of w

hich the 
m

an w
as proud and w

hich represented in his m
ind the aim

s of 
his existence. It w

as a fighting apologia that refused to tem
per it-

self to the w
inds of caution.... It w

as unequivocal in its distrust 
of tactics other than those that are generally included w

ithin the 
concept of dem

ocratic m
ethods." 10 

H
aving m

ade him
self clear on the issue of H

arry B
ridges, the 

D
ean turned to a dissection of prosecution w

itnesses. O
f M

ajor 
M

ilner, he w
rote: "M

ilner's testim
ony in this proceeding is de-

serving of little, if any, credence." O
f L

eech: "In evasion, qualifi-
cation and contradiction it is alm

ost unique." O
f H

arper K
now

les, 
head of the A

m
erican L

egion's R
adical R

esearch C
om

m
ittee and 

form
er executive secretary of the A

ssociated F
arm

ers: "H
e w

as 
neither a candid nor a forthright w

itness." O
f S

apiro: "S
apiro's 

testim
ony possesses elem

ents of incoherent im
probability." O

f 
C

aptain K
eegan of the P

ortland police red squad: "T
he conclu-

sion is inescapable that his testim
ony is far from

 reliable. . . . N
ot 

only w
as K

eegan's respect for an oath negligible, but he w
as again 

and again faced w
ith testim

ony so variant from
 that w

hich he had 
given that he w

as forced to alter his original story or to m
ake its 

hollow
ness patent by the crudeness of his subsequent explana-

tions." O
f L

arry D
oyle, bearer of credentials from

 the ex-govern-
ors. of C

alifornia and O
regon, self-confessed labor spy and pro-

fessional red-hunter: "D
oyle proved to be a problem

 in contu-
m

acy." 
T

hus, the collapse of the great red trial against H
arry B

ridges. 
T

w
ice now

 had the longshorem
en been vindicated; first by the 

com
m

ittee headed by A
rchbishop H

anna in w
hich their aim

s 
w

ere declared just; and second, by the decision of D
ean of the 

H
arvard L

aw
 S

chool, Jam
es M

. L
andis, that their leader w

as not 
a C

om
m

unist. U
p and dow

n the P
acific C

oast, labor breathed 
easier and settled dow

n w
ith a w

ill to the job of national defense. 



O
N

E
 M

IG
H

T
 reasonably consider, in view

 of the high degree of 
civilization now

 extant in the U
nited S

tates, that a m
an w

ho has 
been so sw

eepingly vindicated, w
ho has proven him

self so supe-
rior m

orally and ethically to his accusers, m
ight continue his 

w
ork unm

olested. So to believe, how
ever, w

ould be grossly to un-
derestim

ate the honor of those particular types of high business-
m

en and low
 politicians w

hose traditional collaboration has 
w

ritten som
e of the blackest pages in A

m
erican labor history. 

H
arry B

ridges is to be tried again. T
he new

 hearing is based 
upon passage of the A

lien R
egistration A

ct of 1940 w
hich states 

that an alien is deportable if he ever w
as a m

em
ber of or affiliated 

w
ith an "organization advocating forcible overthrow

 of the G
ov-

ernm
ent of the U

nited S
tates." 

T
his m

eans that M
r. B

ridges, on the basis of alleged new
 evi-

dence and a new
 law

, w
ill be obliged to stand trial for essentially 

the sam
e charge of w

hich he has been cleared. Inescapably one is 
rem

inded that during the false im
prisonm

ent of T
om

 M
ooney, a 

defense effort to reopen the case w
ith new

 evidence w
as balked by 

application of the ancient legal m
axim

 "there has to be an end to 
litigation." M

r. B
ridges has been harrassed for seven years by 

private, m
unicipal, state and F

ederal investigators. It seem
s not 

unreasonable to suggest that a legal m
axim

 em
ployed against a 

labor leader m
ight also occasionally be em

ployed in favor of a 
labor leader, lest it degenerate altogether into a political w

eapon 
for the persecution of m

inorities. 
In connection w

ith the forthcom
ing hearings one is obliged to 

[ 	
1

2  

recognize the existence--although not the m
oral force—

of legal 
theory w

hich holds that aliens in the U
nited S

tates need not nec-
essarily be accorded the protection reserved to the people by the 
C

onstitution and the B
ill of R

ights. 
C

onceding that H
arry B

ridges apparently is outside the m
ost 

prim
itive protections accorded civilized m

en in civilized coun-
tries, one still m

ust point out, in all logic and good faith, that such 
an application of the law

 to aliens contradicts an equally valid 
theory that all m

en are equal before the law
. 

M
oreover, it is entirely reasonable to em

phasize that the B
ill 

of R
ights specifically refers to people and persons rath

er th
an

 
citizens in offering its protection. It seem

s logical to assum
e that 

if the B
ill of R

ights had been intended to apply only to citizens and 
not to aliens, it specifiC

ally w
ould have lim

ited such rights to cit-
izens. Since the C

onstitution is not a carelessly w
orded docum

ent, 
one m

ight correctly deduce that the term
 people or persons w

as 
deliberately selected for the purpose of guaranteeing certain 
rights to all classes of inhabitants of the U

nited States. 
T

he F
ifth A

m
endm

ent to the C
onstitution of the U

nited S
tates 

proclaim
s, w

ithout specific lim
itation to citizens: ". . . nor shall 

any person be subject for the sam
e offense to be tw

ice put in jeop-
ardy of life or lim

b." T
he reference to life has not been construed 

in practice to lim
it the protection to offenses for w

hich capital 
punishm

ent alone can be inflicted. O
n the contrary, it applies to 

all offenses in the category of felonies, and in m
ost states even to 

indictable m
isdem

eanors. If the law
, as expressed in this provi-

sion is to be adm
inistered justly and m

orally, the second trial of 

[
 1
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H
arry B

ridges constitutes double jeopardy. N
o other person in 

A
m

erica has been tw
ice tried in this m

anner. N
o other person in 

A
m

erican history has been the subject of a special law
 brought 

into C
ongress to deport his person. 

B
ut there is still another and m

ore ancient legal right involved 
in this second trial of a labor leader. If such trial is held, M

r. 
B

ridges either w
ill be convicted of one-tim

e m
em

bership in the 
C

om
m

unist P
arty, or he w

ill be acquitted. C
onviction w

ill result 
in deportation and—

w
hich is far m

ore im
portant to his accusers 

—
a sm

ashing defeat for the IL
W

U
; acquittal, according to the 

precedent already set, m
erely w

ill render him
 liable to a third 

trial under a third law
 especially cooked up for a third em

erg-
ency. B

ut if M
r. B

ridges is found guilty of the charge of form
er 

m
em

bership in the C
om

m
unist P

arty, w
hat becom

es the legal 
position of the S

tate of C
alifornia, w

hich recognized the C
om

-
m

unist Party on a basis of equality w
ith all other political parties, 

and specifically guaranteed the right of C
alifornians to belong to 

it? W
ould not the state, by virtue of having legalized w

hat is now
 

taken to be a crim
e, receive the onus of guilt rather than the in-

dividual w
hose only offense w

as to behave in a w
ay the state as-

sured him
 w

as legal? 
B

eyond the question of guilt or innocence of the state in such 
an instance, arises the m

uch larger principle of the C
onstitutional 

prohibition of ex post facto law
s. S

o im
portant w

as this ancient 
principle held by the fram

ers of the C
onstitution that it w

as m
ade 

part of the original docum
ent, tw

o full years before the adoption 
of the ten am

endm
ents com

prising the B
ill of R

ights. T
he C

on- 

[
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stitution clearly states that "no bill of attainder or ex post facto 
law

 shall be passed." A
nd it m

akes doubly sure by adding that 
"N

o state shall . . . pass any bill of attainder, ex post facto law
, or 

law
 im

pairing the obligation of contracts. . . ." N
either persons 

nor citizens are m
entioned in this portion of the C

onstitution. 
T

he great principle that law
s should not apply to events w

hich 
occurred before their passage has been confirm

ed by the Justin-
ian C

ode and the C
ode N

apoleon; by such E
nglish law

givers as 
B

acon, C
oke and B

lackstone, and by the founding fathers before 
its adoption in the C

onstitution. 

B
ills of attainder, ex post facto law

s, and law
s im

pairing the obligation of con-
tracts, [w

rote Jam
es M

adison,] are contrary to the first principles of the social 
com

pact, and to the very principles of sound legislation. 

A
lexander H

am
ilton took an even stronger view

 of the m
atter: 

"T
he creation of crim

es after the com
m

ission of the fact, or, in 
other w

ords, the subjecting of m
en to punishm

ent for things 
w

hich, w
hen they w

ere done, w
ere breaches of no law

, and the 
practice of arbitrary im

prisonm
ents, have been in all ages, th

e 
favorite and m

ost form
idable instrum

ents of tyranny." 
If in spite of these clear injunctions, H

arry B
ridges is brought 

to trial for an alleged offense w
hich w

as entirely legal at the tim
e 

he is alleged to have com
m

itted it, one gravely m
ay fear the tim

e 
w

hen such a m
an as M

r. W
illiam

 K
nudsen is expatriated because 

at one tim
e he belonged to the legally recognized R

epublican par-
ty, or because at one tim

e he gave out perfectly legal interview
s 

praising certain aspects of the N
azi regim

e in G
erm

any. 
In connection w

ith G
erm

any, it is interesting to note that the 

15 



G
erm

an C
onstitution of 1919 contained a prohibition of ex post 

facto law
s. T

he prohibition w
as first violated in the R

eichstag 
F

ire T
rial of the alien V

an der L
ubbe, in w

hich arson w
as retro-

actively changed from
 a non-capital to a capital crim

e. V
an der 

L
ubbe w

as executed under this ex post facto law
, and the G

erm
an 

C
onstitution w

as destroyed by N
ational Socialism

. 
T

he prohibition of double jeopardy and ex post facto law
s are 

principles for w
hich m

en have fought and died. T
hey carry the 

trem
endous m

oral authority of centuries of sacrifice in w
resting 

dem
ocratic rights from

 tyrants. T
hey are am

ong the inalienable 
rights of all m

en, as opposed to the special rights of a class of m
en. 

B
y any dem

ocratic procedure, they should be applied to the case 
of H

arry B
ridges. 

T
he principle of deportation, on the other hand, has no such 

history. O
riginally presum

ed to be the right of the sovereign, it 
w

as w
rested in E

ngland from
 the S

tuarts and since has been 
deem

ed to spring from
 legislative grant. T

hus the right of the 
alien under A

nglo-Saxon law
 to continue his residence becom

es a 
m

atter of law
 rather than of executive grace. T

he theory, at best, 
is distasteful to the m

ajority of people. N
o m

en ever fought and 
died for the principle of deportation. 

In A
m

erica the principle of deportation originally w
as intend-

ed as a protection against the paupers and crim
inals of E

urope 
w

ho w
ere sent to the C

olonies as if to a prison rather than a free 
country, and frequently becam

e public charges. O
nly later w

as it 
tw

isted into an instrum
ent of oppression for political m

inorities. 
N

either in ethics, in m
orals nor in law

 does it com
m

and the 

i6
  

authority of the double jeopardy and ex post facto principles. Y
et, 

in the case of H
arry B

ridges, it is presum
ed to supplant and nulli- 

fy those m
ore ancient precepts. 

T
he A

lien R
egistration A

ct of 1940, in its effect upon the rights 
of the people, has com

parable results to the treason law
s of T

hom
-

as Jefferson's tim
e. W

rote the author of the D
eclaration of Inde-

pendence: "M
ost codes extend their definition of treason to acts 

not really against one's country. T
hey do not distinguish betw

een 
acts against the governm

ent, and acts against oppressions of the 
governm

ent. T
he latter are virtues, yet have furnished m

ore vic-
tim

s to the executioner than the form
er, because real treasons are 

rare, oppressions frequent. T
he unsuccessful strugglers against 

tyranny have been the chief m
artyrs of treason law

s in all coun- 
tries." 

T
he trial and conviction of such a labor leader as B

ridges can 
scarcely fail to have the precise effect w

hich the T
hird P

resident 
deplored. 

M
ore recently, Justice B

randeis, in one of the m
ost m

ovingly 
beautiful opinions ever handed dow

n by a m
em

ber of the S
u-

prem
e C

ourt of the U
nited States, plainly declared him

self on the 
basic issues involved not only in the B

ridges case, but in all other 
cases having to do w

ith restrictions upon civil liberties. A
ttorney 

G
eneral Jackson has quoted this opinion m

any tim
es: 

T
hose w

ho w
on our independence believed that the final end of the S

tate w
as 

to m
ake m

en free to develop their faculties, and that in its governm
ent the 

deliberative forces should prevail over the arbitrary. T
hey valued liberty both 

as an end and as a m
eans. T

hey believed liberty to be the secret of happiness 
and courage to be the secret of liberty. T

hey believed that freedom
 to th

in
k
  as 
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you w
ill and to speak as you think are m

eans indispensable to the discovery 
and spread of political truth

;  that w
ithout free speech and assem

bly discussion 
w

ould be futile;  that w
ith them

, discussion affords ordinarily adequate pro. 
tection against the dissem

ination of noxious doctrine; that the greatest m
enace 

to freedom
 is an inert people; that public discussion is a political duty; that this 

should be a fundam
ental principle of the A

m
erican G

overnm
ent he recog-

nized the risks to w
hich all hum

an institutions are subject. B
ut they T

  kne y
  w

 that 
order cannot be secured m

erely through fear of punishm
ent for its infraction;  

that it is hazardous to discourage thought, hope and im
agination;  th

at fear 
breeds repression;  that repression breeds hate; that hate m

enaces stable gov-
ernm

ent; that the path of safety lies in
 the opportunity to discuss freely sup. 

posed grievances and proposed rem
edies; and that the fitting rem

edy for evil's 
counsels is good ones. B

elieving in the pow
er of reason as applied through pub-

lic discussion, they eschew
ed silence coerced by law

—
the argum

ent of force in 
its w

orst form
. R

ecognizing the occasional tyrannies of governing assem
blies, 

they am
ended the C

onstitution so that free speech and assem
bly should be 

guaranteed. 

F
ear of serious injury cannot alone justify suppression of free speech and 

assem
bly. M

en feared w
itches and burnt w

om
en. It is the function of speech to 

free m
en from

 the bondage of irrational fears.. . 

T
hose w

ho w
on our independence by revolution w

ere not cow
ards. T

hey did 
not fear political chance. T

hey did not exalt order at the cost of liberty. 

In view
 of the fact that those broad civil rights generally ac-

corded to all m
en in dem

ocratic states are being denied to H
arry 

B
ridges, one is forced to the reluctant conclusion that he is being 

prosecuted for special rather than for legal reasons. S
ince he has 

com
m

itted no crim
es, since he has been the object of investiga-

tion for seven years and already has been once acquitted of sub-
stantially the sam

e charge for w
hich he is presently to be tried 

again, there seem
s no reason for such deliberate persecution other 

than the fact that he is the brilliantly successful leader of a pow
er-

ful trade union. 

B
ut his crim

e is even w
orse than this. H

e is the honest leader of 
a trade union. A

m
erican labor history is lam

entably rich in stu-
dies of dishonest union officials w

ho have accepted bribes to w
ork 

the betrayal of their follow
ers. Such m

en prosper. T
hey w

ear dia-
m

onds and ow
n country hom

es and travel about in bullet-proof 
lim

ousines and dine only at the m
ost expensive night clubs. Such 

m
en are not deported. B

ut an honest labor leader—
a m

an w
ho 

cannot be bought—
ah, there indeed is an undesirable alien! 

U
N

IO
N

S
 in the U

nited S
tates and the principles perm

itting them
 

have extensive m
oral sanction in tradition and legal sanction in 

legislation. In a report published in 1933, P
resident H

oover's R
e-

search C
om

m
ittee on Social T

rends, said: 

In the U
nited S

tates, as in other industrial countries, labor organization has 
been the chief instrum

ent for im
proving the conditions of w

orkers as w
ell as 

the m
ost effective m

edium
 for the expression of the discontent and aspirations 

of labor . . . O
rganized labor played an im

portant role in the developm
ent of 

a free popular school system
 in this country, and this interest in popular edu-

cation has never been abandoned . . . T
he w

hole history of industrial relations 
in this country has been characterized by the violence of the conflicts betw

een 
capital and labor. In the m

ajority of these struggles, unfavorable decisions by 
the local and federal courts, the use of drastic injunctions, control by em

ploy-
ers of the local and state police have often determ

ined the issues of both strikes 
and lockouts. . . . 

A
nd those w

ho insist that the idea of one big union—
i.e., the 

industrial union as exem
plified in this country by C

IO
—

is the 
cunning invention of M

oscow
, m

ight further profit from
 the 

H
oover C

om
m

ittee's report by reading: 

[
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W
ith few

 exceptions the bulk of A
m

erican trade unions [1933] have been 
strictly craft organizations, lim

iting their m
em

bership to w
orkers pursuing 

w
ell defined and separate occupations. This form

 of organization, appropriate 
to sm

all shops and to a hand industry, rapidly becam
e ineffective in the face 

of m
echanization, the breakdow

n of custom
ery skills and the increase in the 

size of the units of production. To these technological and industrial changes 
the unions w

ere either unw
illing or unable to adjust them

selves . . . There can 
be little question that the inflexible adherence to .. . craft organization, failure 
to adjust the econom

ic policy of trade unions to the vicissitudes of com
petitive 

industry . . . have been contributing factors of great im
portance in accounting 

for the present situation. 

A
pparently, then, both D

em
ocrats and R

epublicans agree that 
the organization of labor is a good thing and that the purpose of 
such organization is to better the condition of the w

orker. W
hy, 

then, w
e are forced once m

ore to ask, does one of the m
ost success-

ful organizers of A
m

erican labor, a brilliantly forceful petitioner 
for the rights of labor, find him

self constantly harrassed by the 
very governm

ent w
hich professes such solicitude for the w

elfare 
of the m

en he leads? 
In our search for an answ

er w
e necessarily m

ust exam
ine the 

m
an B

ridges him
self. W

ho is he? W
here did he com

e from
? W

hat 
is his record? W

hy isn't he a citizen? W
hat kind of a union has he 

organized? 

H
arry B

ridges is now
 39 years old. H

e w
as born in A

ustralia of 
a fam

ily w
hich held and still holds rather extensive real estate 

interests. H
is uncle is a m

em
ber of P

arliam
ent. H

e w
as reared and 

educated a C
atholic. A

s a boy he fell in love w
ith the books of Jack 

L
ondon and took to the sea. H

e arrived in the U
. S

. A
pril 20, 1920, 

paid his $8 head tax in S
an F

rancisco, and becam
e a legal entrant. 

L.  2
0
 

H
e applied for his first papers, received them

; in applying for 
his second papers he filed thirty-tw

o days before the expiration of 
the filing period, although governm

ent officials claim
ed he w

as a 
few

 days late. A
 slip-up som

ew
here. P

etty, bureaucratic im
m

i-
g
ratio

n
 o

fficials are fam
ed

 fo
r th

eir sh
ab

b
y
 treatm

en
t o

f alien
 

petitioners. A
gain B

ridges applied for and received his first pa- 
pers, becom

ing eligible for citizenship during the depth of the 
depression. B

eing unem
ployed m

ost of the tim
e, he lacked the 

tw
enty dollars necessary for his second papers. H

e w
as inform

ed 
so

m
ew

h
at later th

at if h
e attem

p
ted

 to
 g

et h
is seco

n
d
 p

ap
ers, 

things w
ould be m

ade "so hot" for him
 he w

ould w
ish he'd never 

tried. H
ow

ever, since his last deportation hearing, he again has 
tried unsuccessfully to becom

e an A
m

erican citizen. 
H

is status is quite different from
 that of rich A

m
ericans w

ho—
w

h
ile clin

g
in

g
 to

 th
eir A

m
erican

 citizen
sh

ip
—

flo
ck

 to
 ev

ery
 

country of E
urope to live luxuriously at the expense of deflated 

fo
reig

n
 cu

rren
cies, retu

rn
in

g
 to

 A
m

erica o
n
ly

 w
h
en

 tro
u
b
le 

threatens, and then reluctantly. In any event, his status is differ-
ent from

 that of w
ealthy and titled E

uropeans w
ho—

retaining 
their foreign citizenship—

enter the U
nited S

tates as refugees to 
infest the m

ost expensive hotels, resorts, night clubs and gam
-

bling establishm
ents, w

hile sighing and m
urm

uring for the trag-
ic fate o

f th
eir co

u
n
try

m
en

 acro
ss th

e A
tlan

tic. H
is statu

s, in
 

sh
o
rt, is p

ro
b
ab

ly
 n

o
 d

ifferen
t fro

m
 th

at o
f fiv

e m
illio

n
 o

th
er 

aliens w
ho have lately registered w

ith the F
ederal G

overnm
ent. 

W
hatever the cause, to his ow

n sorrow
 and to the sorrow

 of 
A

m
erican labor—

albeit to the great delight of em
ployer groups 

[
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—
the m

an is not a citizen and probably cannot now
 obtain citi-

zenship. It is w
orthy of com

m
ent that the sam

e hypocritical in-
dividuals w

ho attack B
ridges for not having becom

e a citizen are 
the sam

e m
en w

ho have m
oved heaven and earth to prevent him

 
from

 acquiring citizenship. A
s an alien he is subject to trial and 

im
m

ediate deportation. A
s an alien he is denied all protections 

accorded to citizens w
hen brought before the bar of justice. 

B
ut to continue w

ith B
ridges, the m

an. H
e holds an honorable 

discharge as a quarterm
aster from

 the U
nited S

tates G
eodetic 

S
urvey. H

e is m
arried. H

e has a fifteen year old daughter. H
e has 

a tw
enty year old step-son w

ho is a sergeant in the U
nited S

tates 
A

rm
y. H

is only possessions are a m
ortgaged autom

obile and a va-
cant lot in A

ustralia. D
uring the 1936 coastw

ide w
aterfront strike 

B
ridges gave all of his salary to the strikers each w

eek. H
is salary 

as P
resident of the International L

ongshorem
en's and W

are-
housem

en's U
nion is $75 per w

eek plus nom
inal union expenses. 

C
ontrast this salary w

ith the legendary incom
es of corrupt labor 

leaders, and you have the true m
easure of H

arry B
ridges. H

e 
is the low

est paid labor leader of any im
portance on the N

orth 
A

m
erican C

ontinent. 
N

ow
 w

hat of the union he heads? W
hat of this revolutionary 

organization w
hich so hideously and subversively dem

ands a liv-
ing w

age for the 35,000 w
orkers at present affiliated w

ith it? C
on-

sidering the fact that there are labor unions w
hose officials have 

not perm
itted an election in tw

enty years, it is refreshing to dis-
cover that the IL

W
U

 elects officers annually. T
hey are elected by 

the m
ajority of absolutely secret ballots. A

t any tim
e the union is 

2
2
 

3 

tired of an officer, a petition signed by 15%
 of the m

em
bership 

com
pels his im

m
ediate im

peachm
ent. H

e is out of office the m
o-

m
ent the petition is presented, and draw

s no salary until his trial, 
during the course of w

hich his guilt or innocence is determ
ined. 

T
his clause w

as inserted at the request of H
arry B

ridges. 
T

his process of dem
ocracy at w

ork runs through every action 
of the union. A

ny act of the International E
xecutive B

oard can 
be subjected to referendum

 by the entire union at the request of 
fifteen per cent of the m

em
bership. A

ll proposals w
hich a ne-

gotiating com
m

ittee is authorized to m
ake to em

ployers are first 
adopted by secret m

ajority vote. B
eyond such proposals the bar-

gaining com
m

ittee is not authorized to venture. N
o contract m

ay 
be ratified w

ithout secret m
ajority vote. B

ridges has long argued 
that a union leader m

ust share the hardships of a strike as w
ell as 

the glories of victory: hence neither he nor any other official of 
the union receives a penny of salary w

hile the m
en are on strike. 

T
here is no racial, religious or political discrim

ination w
ithin 

the union. M
em

bers include A
m

ericans, E
nglish, R

ussians, N
e-

groes, F
inns, T

urks—
every nationality in the w

orld. B
eyond any 

question the IL
W

U
 is the finest exam

ple of dem
ocratic trade 

unionism
 in A

m
erica. 

W
hen confronted w

ith such an organization, there are only 
tw

o w
ays to destroy it: split the m

em
bership, or elim

inate the 
leader. F

or seven years the attem
pt has been m

ade by provoca-
teurs and labor spies, yet the m

agnificent cohesion of the union 
has only increased. H

ence, the leader m
ust be destroyed. O

ne at-
tem

pt has failed m
iserably. A

nother is under w
ay at this tim

e. 
[
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If the forthcom
ing hearings fail, there w

ill be still others. F
or 

H
arry B

ridges is a dangerous m
an, as all honest and efficient m

en 
are dangerous. 

In spite of the com
plete legality, the genuine unselfishness, the 

enorm
ous social benefits of his w

ork, this m
an for seven years 

has been harrassed. H
is rights of privacy have been violated. H

is 
telephone w

ires have been tapped. H
e has been trailed by detec-

tives. H
e has been urged into dozens of com

prom
ising situations. 

H
e has refused fortunes in bribes. 
Staggering sum

s have been raised to secure his deportation un-
der the guise of fighting C

om
m

unism
. H

e's been cleared of C
om

-
m

unist charges in a hearing before one of the m
ost em

inent legal 
authorities in A

m
erica. H

e is shortly to face a new
 variation of 

the charges in com
plete defiance of the inalienable rights of civi-

lized peoples. T
his tim

e no m
ercy w

ill be show
n. R

ed-baiting w
ill 

be carried to its final extrem
e. 

F
or m

onths detectives have quizzed disgruntled unionists—
and there w

as a disgruntled one even am
ong the T

w
elve A

pos-
tles—

seeking every detail of his personal life. H
e w

ill be sm
eared 

econom
ically, politically, m

orally. If the charges against him
 fail 

as signally as in his previous trial, still m
ore m

oney w
ill be raised, 

still m
ore detectives w

ill be em
ployed, still m

ore hundreds of 
thousands of taxpayers' dollars w

ill be squandered. For his crim
e, 

as evidenced by the paychecks of his union m
em

bers, is grave be-
yond m

easure. 
I have frequently quoted the w

ords of the P
resident of the 

U
nited States. T

he w
ords of a President of the U

nited States con- 
2
4
 1

 

stitute a m
ost solem

n com
pact w

ith the people from
 w

hom
 alone 

derives all of his pow
er, all of his greatness, all the dignity of his 

exalted office. T
hey are earnestly pondered by those w

hose com
-

bined virtues the President m
erely reflects, and upon their sincer-

ity brave m
en risk their goods, their careers and their lives. T

he 
w

ords of an individual involve only an individual's honor; but 
the w

ords of the P
resident carry w

ith them
 into history the honor 

of a great and generous people. N
ever to be com

prom
ised, never 

to be altered, never to be recalled, they eternally record the char-
acter of the nation and of the m

an it lifted to pow
er. H

istory re-
cognizes no saving qualifications, no m

itigating circum
stances, 

no tem
pering of truth to expediency. S

he judges m
en only by 

their fidelity to high responsibilities. R
em

orselessly she distin-
guishes betw

een the faithless politician and the enlightened 
statesm

an. U
pon those w

ho m
easure in tim

e of crisis to the great 
sim

plicities of such evaluation is conferred the noblest rew
ard 

w
ithin m

ankind's pow
er to bestow

: the unstinting love of their 
countrym

en. F
or those w

ho fail there aw
aits a punishm

ent far 
m

ore terrible than deportation: the reproach and contem
pt of a 

betrayed people. 

IN
 T

IM
E

S
 of confusion, during w

hich honest m
en honestly dis-

agree on m
atters of foreign and dom

estic policy, strange and 
terrible forces are brought into play upon the national destiny. 
In such historic m

om
ents it becom

es im
perative to the w

elfare 
of all m

en and institutions that the stresses and strains upon the 
civil edifice be not perm

itted to crack the cornerstone of the stT
uc- 
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ture, w
hich is the fundam

ental liberties granted free m
en in free 

countries. 
F

ortunately for A
m

erica, only a handful of her patriots are 
scoundrels; but unfortunately, all of her scoundrels w

ith scarcely 
an exception are patriots. S

trange voices today cry throughout 
the land. W

e are told that liberty m
ust be suppressed in order for 

liberty to exist. W
e are told that labor m

ust abdicate its traditional 
rights in order to avoid abdication of its traditional rights. W

e are 
told that free speech m

ust be lim
ited in order to avoid the lim

it-
ation of free speech. W

e are told that classes m
ust be persecuted 

in order to avoid the persecution of classes. W
e are told w

e are 
already at w

ar in order to avoid w
ar. 

T
he beauties of A

m
erica are extolled by m

en w
ho have only 

exploited those beauties. T
he praises of liberty are sung by m

en 
w

ho traditionally have sought only to destroy liberty. T
he nam

e 
of dem

ocracy is defended loudly and zealously by m
en w

ho have 
only discovered the w

ord w
ithin the last year. T

hose w
ho have 

taken the m
ost from

 A
m

erica and given back to it the least now
 

seek the protection of the flag in a national crisis to take even 
m

ore and return even less. 
T

hese m
en w

ho for long years have em
ployed their w

ealth, 
their pow

er, their new
spapers, their spies, and now

 their political 
office in a continuous cam

paign to oust H
arry B

ridges from
 his 

leadership of C
alifornia labor are not patriots. T

hey are not dem
-

ocrats. T
hey are not defenders of A

m
erican tradition. T

hey are 
not the friends of w

orking m
en or of professional m

en or of sm
all  

m
erchants or of farm

ers. T
hey are the old, old enem

ies of progress 
[
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against w
hom

 the A
m

erican people have struggled for the past 
hundred sixty-five years, against w

hom
 they w

ill continue to 
struggle until the C

onstitutional guarantees of civil liberties are 
as w

idely applied and as vigorously defended as the C
onstitu-

tional guarantees of the rights of property. 
W

hen I read the surveys of A
m

erican fortunes, w
hen I w

itness 
overw

helm
ing financial pow

er descend from
 father to son pre-

cisely as the entailed estates and titles of E
urope descend, I realize 

m
ore fully than ever how

 m
uch H

arry B
ridges has given to A

m
e-

rica and how
 little he has taken from

 A
m

erica. T
his m

an and his 
$75 w

eekly salary and his m
ortgaged car are very im

portant to 
m

e for the typically A
m

erican pattern they present. H
e is an im

-
m

igrant, as all of us w
ere im

m
igrants at one tim

e or another. L
ike 

m
ost of us, he has m

ade no fortune, profited by no m
an's toil, 

violated no law
, betrayed no m

an or cause. B
ut m

ore patriotic 
than m

ost of us, he is a sincere dem
ocrat, a genuine defender of 

A
m

erica by his defense of that portion of the "ill-fed, ill-clothed, 
ill-housed" third of our nation w

hich, because of his efforts, has 
becom

e w
ell-fed, w

ell-clothed and w
ell-housed. If he is deported 

as an undesirable alien, or w
hen he dies, his daughter's only herit-

age w
ill be the know

ledge that 35,000 m
aritim

e w
orkers, under 

the leadership of her father and in full conform
ity w

ith the law
 

of the land, advanced from
 degradation and poverty to that posi-

tion of hum
an dignity and econom

ic sufficiency w
hich is the aim

 
of all free m

en. 
W

e can spend a m
illion—

ten m
illion—

lives in defense of the 
A

m
erican continent, yet they w

ill have been w
asted if those prin- 
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ciples for w
hich H

arry B
ridges stands and now

 is persecuted are 
overthrow

n. F
or in our w

hole land—
vast in its resources, teem

-
ing in its industries, first in the w

orld if you w
ish—

there w
ill be 

no single free m
an. 

"It is not the critic w
ho counts," T

heodore R
oosevelt once said, 

"not the m
an w

ho points out how
 the strong m

an stum
bled, or 

w
here the doer of deeds could have done them

 better. T
he credit 

belongs to the m
an w

ho is actually in the arena; w
hose face is 

m
arred by dust and sw

eat and blood; w
ho know

s the great en-
thusiasm

s, the great devotions, and spends him
self in a w

orthy 
cause; w

ho at the best know
s in the end the trium

phs of high 
achievem

ent; and w
ho at the w

orst, if he fails, at least fails w
hile 

daring greatly; so that his place shall never be w
ith those cold 

and tim
id souls w

ho know
 neither defeat nor victory." 

It is not really the m
an H

arry B
ridges w

ho m
atters at the forth-

com
ing hearings, for his record w

ill rem
ain trium

phantly behind 
him

 in the daily lives of the union he headed. A
nd if the hearings 

turn out adversely for the defense, it w
ill not be H

arry B
ridges 

w
ho is deported, but the principles of A

m
erican liberty for w

hich 
m

en have died on battlefields all over the w
orld. 

J
N

O
T

E
 O

N
 T

H
E

 

e A
U

T
H

O
R

 

B
 o

 i ■T in C
olorado, D

alton T
rum

bo trekked to C
alifornia w

ith 
his fam

ily w
hile still in his 'teens. F

ollow
ing the death of his 

father, he w
ent to w

ork as a night bread-w
rapper in the largest 

bakery in L
os A

ngeles. In his spare tim
e he w

rote six novels, 
close to a hundred short stories before his w

ork finally began to 
sell. O

nce started, his rise w
as m

eteoric. 
H

is record in the past few
 years includes novels "Johnny G

ot 
H

is G
un," selected m

ost original book of 1940, a
n
d
 "T

h
e R

e-
m

arkable A
ndrew

," already beginning to hit best-seller lists 
throughout the country. W

riting for the screen, he has done 
m

any film
s, including "A

 M
an T

o R
em

em
ber," voted one of 

1938's best pictures, and the screen play "K
itty F

oyle," current-
ly playing to jam

m
ed houses. 

Y
ou can do your part to help defend H

arry B
ridges and "the 

principles of A
m

erican liberty" by sending your contribution, 
how

ever sm
all, to: 

H
A

R
R

Y
 B

R
ID

G
E

S
 D

E
F

E
N

S
E

 C
O

M
M

IT
T

E
E

, 

593  M
A

R
K

E
T

 S
T

., S
A

N
 F

R
A

N
C

IS
C

O
. 

I am
 enclosing $ 

N
am

e 

A
ddress 


