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0/vl ?f_ PROCEEDINGS

. {The Clerk oalled the names of the Jurors, )
THE COURT: Are we roady to procesd? o
KR, PLYKN: !ea, air.

Thereupon, : , x
 JOHN LAUTNER,

the witnesa on the stand at the 'taking of the adjourmment,
ros@d 4he witness stand and testified further as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued)
BY MR, FLYNY:

Q iy, lLammar, will "you' look at this book, which is
Government Exhibit 7 for identification, First, are you famile

1ar with that book? Before that, you had better give us the
ti_tle and who wrote 1it. |

4  "Poundations of Leninlam"by Jomeph Stalin, published |
f ' : ‘
| by International Publishers.

I am familiar with 1t, ~ 1
i Q@  You are familiar with 1t?

! A Yes.

' Q  (By kr, Buchman) Would you give us the date of
i; the writing of this first?

L A Copyright 1939. This is the a‘éoona hundred

fl thousand, 'l‘hc tirat hwndred thousand was published -« z
Q I just asked the date 1t was written, v

!; Q (By dr. Flynn) Can you finish that, kr, Lautner?
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A This is e compilation of various dates within this
book. It was not written in one day or one week. It was
written -~ not written but reports byAStalin, and atatements
made by Stalin over a number of years.

Q Now, did you use that book in your teaching prior
to 19457 |

A Yes, I aid,

Q  Did you use 1t after 19457

A Correct.

Q Now, will you pliauo look at page hh and page L6
of the book and read portions of 1t?

MR, BUCHMANt Before proceeding with that I would
like to make ol.ar_my objection that anything this man him-
self taught 1s not binding upon any of tha desfendants in
this oase. It is hearsay and is not binding upen the

‘defendants and I would like o o Jact to anything this man

reads,

' THE COURT: Well, the question is whether he taught

. an
from this partioular book. I understand he was authorized

official of the Communist Party especially directed to teach

classes in the doctrino: of the Party. Now of course if he

'dtpnx-tcd from the general instructions or from the Party

ﬂ line, mo to apuk, to use a brief expression, 1twould not be

hbinding upon the defendants.

I think that from the prior testimony the = jury

1
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0/b3 @ may understand that he was acting officially for the Party
in the matter.

MR, BUCHMAN: I don't know whether you want me to

expand upon my objection or not.

 THE COURT: Very well. 0o shead, |

Q (By Wr. Flyn) These books that yoauare referring to,

I
|
I
E were they the authorized teachings of the Communist Party?
i KR, BUCHMANG Objiotion, Youwr Honowr. ?
; THE COURT: Well, it 1a a little difficult for me |

to understand why so many objections are mada to apparently

!

i

'ipcrtactly relevant questions,

1 kR. BUCHﬁAN: Does Your Honor wish me to explain

{why I am objeoting? o . f
THE Covnrz The objeotion ias overruled.

Q (By Mr. Flynn) Now would you look at page 4l and

| answer the queation?

A Thii "Found ations of Leninism" was a part of the

'annricnlum and required reading on the subject matter of %
' Marxism - Leninism, |

Q Now will you look at page L, please, and read from ;

that page?

}
|

i

A : "o procesd. '?onmcrlyy the viotory of the f
revolution in one country was considered impoasible on

| "

i the assumption that it would require the combined

‘ ‘

!

|

action of the proletarians of all or at least the m;joriti
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read page L6,

8oL

of the advanced countries to achieve victory over the {
bourgeoisie, lNow this point of view no longer accords |
with the faota. XNow we must proceed from the pouibilitﬂ

of such a victory for the uneven and spasmodic character |
a

of the development of the various capitalist countries |
|

under the conditions of imperiglism, the development,
within imperialiss, of sateatrpphic sentradiotisns leading
to inevitable wars, the growth of the rwolutidﬁuy |
movement in all countries of the world -- d.l this |
leads not only to the possibility, but also to the

|
[

necessity of the vietory of the proletariat in individual

countriea. The history of the Russian revolution is
direct proof of thias. At the same time, hm;or. it l
mEust be born in mind that the overthrow of the bou:-soouiib
can be sucoessfully scocmplished only when certain f
absolutely necessary ooaditiéns exist, in the absence :
of whiech there can be even no question of the prolotu-uti
taking power." i
Q  Now, page L6, ;

MR, BRAVERMAN: Your Honor, ~- l
THE COURT: Thers is no question at the moment, ' |
MR. BRAVERMAN? 1 think the question was for him to ;

THE COURT: You are asking him © read from page h.b‘p
MR, FLYNH: Yes, sir.
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THE COURY: _Now, what is your objesction, sir?

MR, BRAVERKAN: Ny objeotion is that the witness is

reading from various pages or paragraphs of this book, and

I,»do not see how in any way that 1s binding upon any of the

defendants and I do not see the relevancy of 1t., 80 I am

making my objection © this type of examination being conduoted

by the Government.

THE COURT: We have been over that so many times
in the last day or so that I think 1t 1s not necessary for
Rne to my anything further,

The objection 1s overruled. Go ahead.

THE WITHESS: "Lenin expressed ti s thought in a

nut shell when he said that the task of the vietorious
revolution is to do 'the utmost pesaible in one

countiry for the development, support, and awakening of
the revolution in all countries.’

"These, in gensral, are the characteristic apesches

of Lenin's theory of proletarian revelution."

Q Would you now go to page L7, please?

|
|

A The heading is "The Dictatorship of the Pro].otnrht.“

"The question of the proletarian dictatorahip is

above all a question of the main content of thse proletar- |

ian revolution. The proletarian revolit ion, its movement,

i1ts acope and its achievements aoquire flesh and blood
only through the dictatorship of the proletariat.
The dictatorship of the proletariat is the irs trusent

i
;
I

!
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0/v6 é of the proletarian revolution, its organ, ita moat
: important mainstay, brought into being for the purpose of.
i firstly, oruahing the resistance of the overthrown
exploiters and oonsolidating the achlevements of the %
prolotariin revolution, and, secondly, carrying the

; pﬁol.tarian revolution to its completion, carrying the
i ‘revolution %o the complete victory of socialism. The
iavolution can vangulsh the bouraoiaia, can overthrow

its power "

P ¥R, BRAVERMAN: You sk:lppeﬁ something, didntt you? :
I THE WITNESS: Didl you say something? |
| : K. BRAVERMAN: Exocuse me, I thought you skipped
o I something.
1 THE % ITNESS: No. Did I

f
~ Md, BRAVERMAN: Your Honor, e don't have a copy of
this in Court,

. MR, BUCHWAN: Can I follow the reaiing of it with

lr. Flyhn or the witness by looking at the same copy?
i .

~ THE GOURT: I am sorry. I dom't know what you are

v

asking now, | o , S

|
;
| | o |
; MR, BUCHMAR: I don't have an exact copy of this

. o | ' dooument in Gourt. I would 1ike to- to).loi the reading, and .
“I am 'Juu't wondering whether we can watch ¥r, Flynn's edpy hepre?

!
i
!

' MR, PLYNN: I don't have & copy. That is the only

i
¢

1:
Zg copy I have. . . :
?i - | :
I o : | t
L - - |

1
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“ 0/b7 | THE CQURT: The book will be turned over to you
after the witness has read from it, if you desire it. «
' | | THE WITNESS: "The revolution can vanjaish the
f bourgecisie, can overthrow its power, vithout the

dioctatorship of the proletariat. But the revolution will

tt
‘ be unsble to crush the resistence of the bourgeoisie, |
| }! to maintain its victory and to push forward to the {
l, final victory of soclalism unless, at a certain atate ,
i in its development, it creates a apecial organ in the |
L of !
1 foym,the dioctatorshlp of the proletariat, as its ;
‘ { principal mainstay."” '
Cvy | . | ,
{g | | | |
| :
i
I ,
|
! :
t ;
i?
: i
|
| ;
ij 5
ii
f ;
i
i
!
?3
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¢ (By ¥r. Plynn): Will you go from there to page
60 and will you piek out any pertinent passeges that
you see there with reference to whaet we are referring to?

Mil, BUCHNAN: We objeet to thet guestion, Your
Homors |

THE COURT: Itvti,nnt Q question, It is sort
of & direction, I will strike out the direetion, CGive
it more specifically.

% (By ¥r, Flynn): Will you just go through to
pege 60, Ky, lLautner and read uhgt you see there?

Kie BUCHMAR: Msy 1 state the point of my
objeetion, Your Homor? The question asks the witness
or di¢ sk the witness lhat he taught. UNow he is being
asked to pick out sentences to read,

THE COURT: I understand it has heen said the
book is the direction snd poliey or indoetrinstion of the
Communist rarty.

%W, BUCHMAN: 1 objeot 55 b etk
THE éo:vﬁm You object to what?
MR. BUCHMAN: I aﬁjcot to the statement of fbur

Honor, That was not the witness' own charscterization of

THE JOURT: It is in ilnn with prior testimony
by him, as I naﬁﬁrltand it. GCo shead.,

THE BITHESE: On page 60: "The Soviet power
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alone is cspable of releasing the ermy from its

aubardt&atlba to bourgeois command and of eonverting

4t from thﬁlinutrumen,t'or sppression of the people,

‘1h1§h~1t is under the bourgeois order, into an instru-

ment for the libveration of the pcoyievrran the yoke
of the bourgeoisie, both native end foreign.”

Q (By Mr, Flymn): ¥Will you go to> page 1097

A (Resding): Heading: "The Party As The Vanguard

of the Working Class, |

The varty must be, first of all, the vanguard of
the working cless. The arty must abeorb all the
best elements of the working class, thcir axpirienec.
their revolutionary spirit, their selfless devotion
to the otuii of the proleterist,, But in order thet
it may really be the venguerd, the Party must be armed
with revolutionary theory, with & knowledge of the
lawa of the movement, with a knowledge of the laws of
revolution. ¥ithout this it will be irnespable of
¢irecting the struggle of the preletarist, of leading
the proletariat., The Party cannot be a real pnrtylir
it Jlalis iteelif to registering what the masses of the
working class feel and think, if it follows in the
teil of the spontsneous movement, if it is unedle to
gvercome the inertness and the politicael indifferecnce

of the sponteneous movement, if it is uneble to rise
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‘above the momentary interests of the proletariat, ir

. 4% is unable to elevate the macses to the level of

the cless interests of the proletariat. The lerty
must stend at the heed of the working class; it must
see gafthhr than the working classs; 1t must leed the

proletarist, and mot follow im the tail of the spon-

| taneous mavement. The perties of the Second Internstional,

vhich preach "khvostism", ere wvehicl-g of bourgeois

" poliey, which condemns thm}p:alétnriat to the role of

& tool in the hands of the bourgecsisie, Only s party
which takes the standpoint of the vanguerd of the
proletariat and is able to elevate the masses to the
level of the class interests of the proletariat -
only sueh a party eam divert the working cl;n- from
the path of trade unionism and convert it into an
Andepeendent politicel forece, The Party is the
politienl leader of the working c¢lass.”
‘ Q@ Will you go to page 115,
A (Kendlng) Heading: "The Party as the liighest
Form of Class Organizationh of the Proletariet,

“The Party b tha srpinised defudimsnt of Lis
working e¢less, But the Perty is not the only
orgonization of the working eclass, The proletariest
'hnn 8180 & pumber of other orgsnizations, without

~which it cennot properly wege the struggle agatnit
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eapitel; trede unions, eoopcritivc societies, factory
énd works orgenizations, perliamentary groups, non-
Party women's essociations, the press, eultural and
educationel orgenizetions, youth 101551; rovolnttaiary:
fighting orgenizations (in times of open raw>1uttonniy
aotion), Soviets of deputies as the form of state
organization (if the proletariat is in power), ete,
The sverwhelming mejority of these organizations are
non-Farty, and only @ aa:tain.part of them sdhere
directly to the Party, or represent its offshoots.

A1l ‘these orgonizations, under sertain conditions, are

_absolutely necessary for the working class, for without

them 1t would Ye impossidle to esnsslidete the class

positions of the proleterist in the diverse spheres

of struggle; for without them it would be impossibdle

to steel the proletarist as the foree whose mission

it is to replace the bourgecis order by the socialist

ordery But how osn sinile leadership be exereised
with such an ebundence of sypenizations? What
guarantee is there thet this multiplicity of organize-
tions will not leed to divergeney ia leadershipy It
migpt ie“argacd that eech é: these orgenizations
esrries on its work in its own special field, and that
therefore these orgenizations eennot hinder ome

enother, Thie¢, of course, is true. = But 1s is also
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true that all these orgenizations should work in one
direction, for they serve one claess, the alass of the
proletariens. The queation then arises: who 1is %0
determine the line, the general direetion, elong whieh
the work of all these organizatisas is to be comdusted?
¥here is that ccntral érsanizntian whiok is not only
able, because it has the necessary experienss, o
wark out sueh a general line, dbut, in eddition, is in
a position, because it hes sufficleat prestigage for
that, to induce all these orgenizations to carry out
this line, =0 as to attein unity of leadership amd to
preclude the possibility of workimg at eross purpeses?
"This organization is the Party of the proletariat.”
W  What pege were you reading from then?
118, |
% Go on t5 pege 119, please.
THE COUKT: Wwell now, how much more 9f this do
you wish to offer?
R, FLYNN: If Your Honor please, there is really
e great deal of it and I was wondering whe ther we ware
reading more than we should,
| THE COURT: It seems to me you have resd quite a
number of extrasts whidh may be regarded as repetitious
and unless you h:vc some apecial reason for reeding more

of the same nature, it seems to me that vhat we have heard

|
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this morning is largely repetitious of what we heard
yesterdey.

LR. BUCHMAN: May I inquire the total number of
pages in this bosk?

THE SITNESS: 187,

MR, FLYNNt That will be enough for the reading
of t&t. I offer this in evidence. It has Deen marked
rreviously for identifisation,

(Government Exhibit 7, "Foundations of
Leninism", previously rarked for
| Ident if'ication, now marked in evidense, )

) (By Mr. Tlymn): I want to show you this
Plaintiff's Zxhidit 7 for Identification and ask you
vhether or not you are familier with that work?

A 4 letter to the imerisan workers by Lenmin,
published - it {s volume 17, the Lit tle Lenin Libdrary,
published Dy the Internationsl rudblishers. Yes, in our
elasses we urged the students to arrange for themselves
or to purchase for theaselves the Little Lenin Lidbrary,
of which thia dooumant is a part.

9 Now, ean you tell us or will you tell us whether
o not these letters to the imerican worker covered the
Ssme ground or are the seme subjeot matters shich you have
been reading from and the other witness resd from?

MR. BUCHMANI I objest.

THE GOURT: I think perhaps the question ias
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objeotionadble. I suppose, k. Flynn, you wished to
ebdreviate the matter without resding particular extracts
from 1t. I will let the vi tness say whether the book
that he has in his hand was used as the interpretation or
explanation 9f the Sarty doctrine or program.
MR BUCHMAN: I objest to thet question, too,
Your Honor,
THi COURT; Very well, I overruls the objection.
- THE AITKESS: It is part of the Marxism-leninism.
THE QOURT: 'Was it taught by youy
THE thméss: I don't think I made any direet
" refesemce to this particular dook.
THE COURT: Very well then, I will exclude it
and strike out the answer given,
MR, FLYEN: It is still marked for identification.
{4 1 show you a book "Strategy and Taoties”, whish
is marked Pleintiff's Rxhibit 10 for Identification and esk
if you een identify that dook?
THR OOURT: Unless he used it ‘n instructing
classes, I will exciude it.
9 (By ¥r. Ylymn): Uid you use that book?
| Yes,
*] D14 you use 1t prior to 1944Y
A Frior to 1944 and after 1944. The name of it is

"Strategy and Tacties®, published by the International
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Pablishers, copyrighted 1936,

MR, BUCHMAR: How many peges does the book
have?

THE ¥ITNISS: 96.

THE COURYT: Do you want to put that in evidence?

MR, FLYNN: Yes, I went to offer it in
evidence and ask him whether or not in the use of that
book, what particular subjeets you were dealing with,

did you use thet book, is this the book?
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}, MR bmmm Pardon me, Your Honor. Is 1t wnders
,,utoad that 1 have a running objection to anyﬁhing that he
ﬁitaught, Ybur Honor?
; THE COURT: No. 1 explnined to you two days ago
f*hy 8 rnnning objoation was not desiradle;

kR, BUCHMAN: Then 1 want to-ronow;my ob jection.

| THE COURT: Véry well,

A Yes, ﬁhlu‘ua:‘pare of the supply of material under

itho subjeot matter of Marxism - Leniniam and was used in

t

| various classes prior to 194}, classes that I was taught in, |
gmd uttir 1945 clusses that I was teaching 1ia.

TEE GOURT: - Parhhp;'you had better explain, or at
least I will ask you to explain, just what was your positian
a8 tuaehor and whab alaauos did ynu teach? How did thnt

1
}aomn ubout? How were the ntudtntu tanght? How many were therd,

and ao on?

f
!
THE WITHESS: After the reconstitution of the
i

| Commmist Pnrty 1n 19&5 there was an 1ntonlive drive in the

Party to reindostrinate the ?arty'mnmbcrahip who were 1nt¢ctodi

| with Brawﬁer'- rovinioniam; That was one or the first and

,|
Hmain activitiaa in the Party, ra~education of the Party |
imambornhip, based on_thn Party resolution in 1945 and adopted %

ﬁin tha'conﬁcntian.a There was a re-education program on all

ﬁlovoln 1n‘tho knrty. Around 19h7 end 1948 I was teaching in

classes brgnnized by New York Gounty of the Commmist Party.

l
|
|
!
|

!

I
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section functionaries, were fum tionaries of the Party and
trade union funstionartes.

| bakers, for furriers, then the last class that I taught was

‘was abruptly stopped when an instrustion came from the Party

817

The classes that I taught in «- I was teaching in were

Q- "(By‘ﬁf; F;yhﬁ)n ¥hat are functionaries?

HR. BUCRﬁAHz ObjJect to that question, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Overruled.

A A functionary 1s an official of the Party organisza-
fion on one level or anothsr. In this instanoce they were
section functionaries. I had three full time olasses, weekly
classes, that the Party organized in the bullding of the
Jefferson School, but they wers not part of the Jefferson
Seheol as such, in the broader educational institution. These
were strictly organized Party classes for Party runctiunario.f

I taught in a class for the bullding trade workers, for

in 1949 in Brooklyn for section functionaries, and that class

that no Party leaders should gather in one Place --
MR. BRAVERMAN: Your Honor, just a minute,
A -- because of prevailing conditions, |
. MR. BRAVERMAN: Youwr Honor, I mave to strike all
of the anawer given by the wit ness on the grounds it is hu.rn#
and not binding upon the defendants. It covers a great deal
of conclusions, and a great deal of hearsay imowls dge on the
part of the witness, and is not admissible in evidence,
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THE COURT: Objection overruled,

THE WITRESS: I may add, Your Honor, that I «- %

‘LR, BUCHMAN: It is a voluntary statement on the part
of the witness, , ' . | §

l

|

| ~ THE WITNBESS: No, I didn't finish my statement,
E THE COURT: Now, counsel will ploamo allow the
|

i witness to answer quesations without intcrrupting.

i‘ '

ﬁ o " KR, BASSETT: If Your Honor please, I would ainceroly

likb to know vhat qnsttion he 1s answering. The qnnstion |
ggyau d:rocted,_and then Mr. Flynn asked the second question,
k"Whnt is a party functionary?™ Is this ia response to your
hqugatlon or to Mr. Flymm's quoation?

k1)
H

i - THE COURT: The witness ovidonbly desired to add to

l

i the answer thnt he had alraady made, whioh' is permissible. %
s' :
1Go ahead. _ '
h THE WITNESS: I taught in these classes, Your Hanor, |

i
1l

(

|

,1
. wpon the instruction of the Party leadership under whose ;
suporviaion and leadership I worked, I aidn't g0 into these f
'classes by mynalr.v I was instructed to go into these classes,
?and these classes while the instructor is in the dl ass 1s

| supervised by a olass director who 1alaasxgndd by the Party,

|

|

1

| |

by the School Commission, to supervise the proper conduot of
ithese classes. ‘ ‘ |
“ THE COURT: How many atudents did you have in your

clansos? . , ¥
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ki, BUCHMAN: Pardon me. I mare to strike also the |
i subsequent answer., |
THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESS: On the average of anywheres from 50
| to 25, |

MR, FLYSN: I think you hed finished with that book,.

; I offer this 1n evidence, mny'lt please the Court.
” THE GLERK: Govarnmnb'a Exhivit 10 fop 1dent1ricat19n
f now formally admitted.

(Thnroupon, the dogument entitled

"Strategy and Tactics of the
Proletarian Revolution", previously
marked Goverrment's Exhibit No, 10
for idert ification, was received in
evidence. )

QR (By ¥r. Flymn) I want to show you & book, kr,
 Lautner, and ask you to identify it, What is theé book?

A Thia book 1s "The Hintory of the Gammﬁnist Party of |
Etha Sovist Unlon (Bolsheviks)" published by International
E51"!111:].5.;»&:“as. This ia the second hundred thowsandth.

| Q %ho is the International Publishers?

4  The International Pudlishers is the -- 1; an arm

l
|
|
A
i
l

or the Natlonal Committee of the Party vhich puhllahts all
;thn so-called clasalcal liarxist - Louinint -
‘ THE COURT: You told us that yesterday.

"V

i KR, FLYNN: I think the other witnuss told us that.
ﬁ A -« writings, headed by slexandey Trachenderg,

k

i
|

il
l
|
§
|
o
I
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MR, BRAVERKAN: I move to strike the answer, Your
Honor,
THE COURT: Overruled.
i Q  (By ur. Flynn) HNow, kir. Lautner, you say this 1s
& history of the Communiat Party. Was this book used by you
lin your feachinga? |

A This book was used before 194 and after 19,5, not

! only teaching, but we were urged. I recall when I was diatricf
- organizer in #est Virginisa we had hundreds and hundreds of ;
coples of this book to sell and to diapose of. to spread in §
Aeat Vixginia,-nnd this indicates this is the aioond hundred %

thouwsandth copy. A special osutline was made by the Purty‘ E

Zducatlonal Department how to study this book. de had Gllll!l.;

%thin book alone was & subject matter for study for a whole
ﬁ'uck by Sam Carr,«- |

E MR. BUCHMAN: I object, Your Lonor,

| A =~ who was the national --

a{ ¥R, BUCHMAN: Just a minute, 1f the Court ple mse, I

object. The witness is wandering far afield, it seems to me, |

It 1= unresponsive. i

| THE COURT: Ovarruled.

A <~ Sam Carr, who was the national sxscutive secretary,

iof the Canadian Commmist Party, and after 1945 there was a

dirsctive by the Natfional Committee to study this bock on all

i
|
i

!

| :
: - |
i) |
11

i
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fﬁttro held. It so happens in 19h7o 1943 I didn't teach this

¥

the Party. There are dirsctives galore to that effeect.

!
|
|
|
|
|
|

MR, BUCHMAN: I move to astrike, Your Honor,

THE COURT: Uverruled.

|
l :

i HR. FLYRN: I want to move that this be admitted in
|

f evidence. It has already been marked as Plaintiff's Exhibit
h for identification No. 11. |

MR, BHAVERMAN: Your Honor, the witness has just

teatifled that he himaelf didn't use the book in teaching.

THE COURT: Yes, Mr. Braverzan, but what he sayw

: about 1% purports to be of his own knowledge and not

: book was sold, distributed and widely circulated as doctrines

{:
?;of the Commumnist Yarty. Kow, he does not hare to teach it
himself if he knows 1t was used in that way. That 1s what
iha says. Counsel really ought to remember that objections

%to evidence are not merely based on evidenco whioch is

;diuasroenble or seems to be adverse, because you have an
iiopportunity to rebut that by other testimony when your time
iaomes; |

"i | Li. BUCHMAN: Let me Just state one¢ sen bnce, Your
EHanor. The basis of our objections fr the most part is that

 what the wltno-a did in New York County is not in any way

| levels of the Farty from branch level up, and special classes

f a8 & subject matter in my classes but it was taught throughout

i
v
i
[

iintcoluurily in thls case based on his personal teaching. The i
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W/7 i binding upon the defendm‘bs' in this case., “herefore,
i: whatever he may have done or said or taught, we feel, is
objectionable for that reason.
| THL COURT: I think your objection ahows an
i entlrs misconception of the purﬁose of the evidence and i&s
ﬁ relevancy to the case. The matter that we sre considering at
., the momemt ia whether this was & dootrine of the Commumist
i Party, and this witness knows what they are. Furthermare,
% there is nothing sald to show that thnic has been any
? difference in the line of instruction in New York from other
f places throughout the Unlted States. Un the contfary, we
é have already heard what is democratic centralism.
‘ kR. BUCHWAN: But, 1f the Court please, the 1ssue
18 ﬁheaintent of these defendants. Now, unless it is the
assunptlion of the Government or Xbui Honor that the entire
. membership of the Communist Party are illegal, then these
: are inadmissible, hearsay. |
THE COURT: That is a matter of test, we are not
jfdealing specifically with the intent at the present time.
. We are dealing now with the one underlying question of what
Efia the decirine of the Communist Party. |
‘ . . Yii. BUCHMAN: But fhe statement of this wiiness --
THE COURT: I do not wish to argue it any further
ﬁbacaune it takes too much time. Let us go on,

M. BRAVERMAN: Your Honor, may I Just say this one
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!

statement? On the one comment whiéh Your Honor just made I '
ig wish to respectfully bring it to your attention. Objesctions

ii being mdﬁ at various times by defendants! counsel are not oni
’i ths basis that what 18 @ ing to come out is golng to be
y prejudicial or something that we do not wish to coms out, but,iﬁ
| rather, based upon our interpretation of the rules of ovidoncqf.
i Your Honor is the Judge of the iulu of e vidence 1 this
'; Court, and, based upon You Honor's ruling, we abide by thenm,
but I do not think it is proper to say that the basias of our
objections is that we fesl 1t is dissgresable testimony. ‘

. THE GOURT: I did not msan to lmply that the purpose

was satirely that; but that is what soened to me was the
@ | effect of them, Mr. Bravermsn.  Now, I am not attributlng
. anything & the way of impropriety on your part but, aocording.%
| to my understanding of the rules of evidence, you do not '
understand the point that is now befors the Court. Let us

| all be easy about 1t, I am not oritiocising you personally

E in any way, I an trying to indicate why I think it is in-

| advisable for so many objections to be made. If you feel it :
i ia maoanéy in the intereat of yours_elf or the others in thoi
' interest of their clients to make thess objections, you are
‘ | privileged to do so, - | | ‘!
o -~ Go sheamd. o

{Thereupon, document entitled "Histor

of Communist Party - Soviet Union

i (Bolsheviks)™, previously marked :

; Government's Exhibit No., 11 for ;

f identification, was received in evidence
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¥/u9 . Q ‘(By My, 'nyn_n) Mr, Lautner, I show you hers
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 23 which was introdused yesterday, and
it is called "Fundamentals of Marxism", and I think you
mmunod that, or 1t has been identified as the plan, the
outline of study that has been given and laid down by the
‘Nutional Equeational Committee of the Communist Party. I
want you to look at aat and see whether or not this history
of the Commmist Party is not included in that outline,

4  That is on page 3 under the heading of "Reading."
This is the CP3U, middle of page 11} to the bottom of page

\ 126,
MR. FLYNN: Is that a copy, Mr. Braverman, that you
have? |
MR, BRAVERMAN: I am trying to point out it is a :
eopy. |

, MR, FLYHN: That is your copy. I see.
| MA. BRAVERMAN: Yes, sir, it is our eopy.
THE COURT: Wnat is the qw stion now?

Q (By Mr. Flynn) I am merely asking you whether or
not that question is not on the list of outlines for stuly
as given out by the Party for the directions of the outline
of study.

A o It is also on page 11, "Additional Reading - History
‘of the CPS" in Chapter 2, Seetion 1 and 2 and some other

Cvy | meferences.
10:40 S
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W (By Mr, Flynn): Now I went to ask you if you
are familiar with this book whish is "Manusl or Orgeniss-
tion" by J. Peters, which has been introdused as Ent_blt 13
for Identification?

A  Yen, VI am scQuainted with 1¢,

MR, BUCHEAN: I sbjest to Wis and wonder 1f I
could exsmine the witness on his voir dixe before going
any further om this. | |

THE COURT: Whet was that?
MR, BUCHMAN: I would 11?9 to ask the witness on
volr dire as to this partieuler publicationm,

-~ THE COURT: Bai,, you sre teaching me something
thet I 4o not know sbout, Xr. Buchmen. I mever hesrd of
txminm‘s‘ s witness on his voirdire.

MR, BUCHMAN: I understsnd vhen e witness attempts
to in sore instenses qualify as an exp&rt.‘ that he can |
be exsmined ss to the basis of his experience.

THE COURT: Of course, it is undoudtedly true

that if a witness is galled am an expert as having

partiéuhﬁ knmvlo_dso on & particulear subjest and there
1s nothtsg suffifiem to show that he has sush knowledgs,

a® for instance, if I should offer o meke 8 stetement as

an astrolagist, it would be entirely appropriate for

you to shjeet to ny‘quunriufmm mtil_l demonstrated
thew, which I think I would be uneble to do, but this
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witness has already showed you or stated what his
qualifications are. Therefore, it seems to me that he is
qualified to make these statements.

Whether the jury accepts the statements or not
may bs entirely a &ifferent matter, dut it is for me to
state that he is qualified to meke the stealecents,

1 have nover heard of oross-examination of an
expert witness as we have pend ing here. That is the
reason 1 said I was unfamilisr with it,

Whkat 48 your question, Mr, Flymn?

X (By Mr. Plymn): Whether or not he is familier
with the book and whether or not it was wsed by him in his
classes,

A The snswer iz yes, The name of the bosk is
"The Communist Party -~ A Manusl on Organization” by J.

Peters,

L Didyou know Mr, Peters?

A I testiflied ysaterday that he was one of my
first instruoctors in 1930 in the first training sehool
I went to. Then this pearticular dosuzent was published,
prior to publication in the offiesiaml organ of the Perty,
The Party Organizer, the official argan of the Central

Committee, carried the whole chapter of this yet ubpublished

manuval,

M. BUOHMAN: ¥%hat date was that, please?
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THE WITN:35: 1935, amd it was after publisation
used extensively in the poriod « that was the period in
the Party history when there was s large influx of new
mabers then on the United Front policies to sequaint them

with what the Party stands for. This weas in the mid

1930's, 1In 1949 this very same J. fetcr- asked me ﬁa
get Rix s o0y of his Manual while he wasn's in the eity.
1 got thu CODPY +
¥Ra vauz I objest to the hearsay.
| THS WITNESS: I got this copy for him from the
P arty duilding.
THR COURT: I think that further details about
J. Peters iro mucﬁuy and I strike that out if counsel
for the defendants desirs,
M. DUCHMAN® ﬁnk you, Your Homor,
KRe PLYEN:I I offer that book in evidense.
("Communisy Farty - s Manual on
Organizatior” by J. Peters, previously
marked for Identifiocation, now marked
Govermment Exhibit 13.)
& (By ir. Flynn): 1 show you Plaintiff's Lxhibit
L, uhiai hii already been introduced in svidenee, whish
is the progrsm of the Communist Internationsl and has
boen testified to by the previous witmess. I want to ask
you whather or not that menusl or progrsm wes wsed after

19487

A Yes, 1% was.




C 4

Q Used in clsases.?
A Correot,

MER. @LINN: Kay it please the Court, to further
ldentify 1%, this is the book that the previous witness
resd from as the progrem after he got dack from Moscow.

THE COURT: Yes.

% (By My, Flynn): Mr, Leutner, I think you testified
yesterday that you attended the 1945 conveantion?

A Yes.

¢ The cénicnt;an of the Oommunist ~olitical
hssoe lation? |

A Yes,

Q 1 think you teatified in some detail sbout that.
Now, was that convention dissolved, 41id it adjourn or did
it g0 into ansther meesting st the seme time? Can you
explein - in other words -~ jJjust what ‘happcned to that
convention after it had wiped ocut the Communist rolitical
Assoeiation,

A It reconstituted itself ss the Communist Partty.
It adopted a constitutiorn in thet 1945 convention.

Q Well now, were they the same delegstes”

A The sane pcbple, the saue delegates, the same
leadership with the exception of Browder, who was not
eleoted after beeoming the National Committee of the
Communist Ferty.




report?

Q Then, as I uadoratanq, it was just simultenesus,

the same people, in the smme hall, just twrned over and
reconstituted the Communist Farty?

A Thet's right.

9 At thit tine, yesterday ysu referred to two
reports, I believe, one by Foster and one by williemson,
both of whieh were made during the eristance of the
Communist Political Association.

A Both of these reports were made at the 1945
convention,

) Were they sdopted?

A Foster's report wgs fated upon by the coavention
and it was adopted mas part of the convention proecedings.

& . ¥as there any dissent to the adoption of that

‘R B ¢ &#nif‘fiink'thor. was., I have no reesllecti on
of enybody dissenting to Foster's report in that convention,

| q' At that c¢onvention, wes there a conssgitution
sdopted?

A Yes, 8 constitution was adonted, bhased on the
report of the Comstitution Commission hesded by John
Williemasn, and he reported the constitution to the
convention and it was adopted,

") 1 show you this book and esk you whether or not

that 18 a copy of the conatitution of the Communist Party

|
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as edopted at the 1945 convention?

A Yes, this is the éunltitutton of the Communist
Party of the United States of imerice, sdopted at the 1945
convention of the Communist Perty.

§  And that was at the reconstitution of the Party?

A Correct.,

% ¥11l you read, please, sir, from thet constitu-
tion, the first paragreph of the preamble?

A (Reading): "The Communist Perty of the United

‘States is the political party of the Ameriean

working class, being itself upon the prineiples of

selentifie socielism, Merxismeleninism, It chiuptons

the immediste and fundemental interests of the workers,

£ tu;mnrl aha all who labor by hend and brein sgainst

y.ﬁeépltalint explditation and oppression. As the
A§linncpdf§iityy§? ;he working class, it stands in the
furetront.or ihia':trugsle.

"The Communist ‘arty upholds the achievements of
American aqmoc:aay.and defends the United States
Constitution and its Bill of Rights sgeinst its
reactionary enemies who would destroy democracy and
populsr liberties.

Q That is enough of that,
KR, BUCEMAN: Let him finish the peragreph,

Kil, FLYNE: All right, if you wish i%,
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witness testified to this very thinz prior to the 1948 |
oonvention end I want to.show by this witness thaet the

is8ue constitutish, the seme understanting of sll thet was

831

THE WITHESS (reaune)‘ "It umeompromisingly
fights ageinat imperislism end eolonial oppression,
egeinst racisl, nationsl and religious diseriminstion,
against Jim Urowiem, nnft-%mitiam and all forms
of chauviniem.”

WHe FLYRN: I do not think there is any necessity

to go any further than that, 1s there?

iR, BUCHUMAN: We will read the rest of it leter.

@ (By kr. Flymn): #ill you tell us what is your

understanding as to the tom’ "Ameriesn working class"?
B, BUCHMAR: 1 objeet t the question,
) (By ¥r, Flynn): The first sentence of the
preamble, “The Communist Party of the United States is
the politicel perty of the American working cless - -
A (Resding): " - - basing itself upon the prineiples
of selientific soeislism, Msrxismeleninism.”
HRe BUCHMAN: T objeet to the question. I think
the words speak for themselves.
THE COURT: I do not understand the guestion

very well myself., ,

iR, FLIBN: Nay it plesse the Court, the previous

in it 1s the seme efter 1945 as it wes prior to 1944. That
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THE COURTs I think in that question, of course,
when yoﬁ‘ask for the q#plnnation of the witness, it must be

undexrstood that. let us say, it would not be a proper quca—

. tion unless 1t 18 the understanding that it gets as the

doctrines of the Party not merely the individual interpre-
tation of them, In other‘uorda, the axprealion *working
people” is of course in the English 1anguaga. It has a
more or less well-lmown popular or general meaning.

Now, it 1is not for you or for Mr. Buchman or for
me or any individual nenﬁor of the Jury to say what his under~
standing of the word “"working pecple” is becpuse it is a
commion term, buf if, however, it is used dy a particular
aaiooinbion of people, and as used it has a particular
or definite or different meaning from that of its common
acceptation, it im, of course, proper to put that in evidence,
But I am not sure that the question is precisely that.

MR, FLYNN: No, it was not that.

=] (BY MR. FLYNX) I am asking you what was the Party

definition? What d1d the Party mean prior o and subsequent
to 1945 by the "American working class” if you know? |

| MR. BUCHMAN: I object to that question. It seems
to me the Government should make its position ¢leayr with
respect to this, asking a question of that type when the
witness refers ﬁo Communist Party.
THE COURT: The objection is overruled.
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Q (BY MR. FLYNN) Answer the question, Mr. Lautner.
Just connect it up with the whole sentence, "The Communist
Party of the United States 1s the Political Party of the
American Working Class, besing itself upon the principles
of seientific Socialiam, Marxism-lLeninism.”

Would you give us ﬁhe Party meaning of that?

A In this sentence the Communist Party, practically
that they npoak in the name of the American working class,
and they stand on the prisciples of Marxism-Leninism.

 Now, what 1s Marxiss-Leninism,

Q That is the next queation. What 1s 1t? Can you
answexr that?

A ch.

BUCHH&N: I object to that, Your Honor.
THE CGUHTI Overruled.

A Marxism-leninism is the sum total of the toochinsl,
the uritinas and utterances of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin
and the way these writings and teachings are officislly in-
terpreted today dy the cutstanding Xarxists, that is Stalin, i
his interpretation is the official interpretation. |

- That is the philomophy of the dietatorship of
the proletariat and the proletarisn revolution in this perfod
today which ia known as the era of imperialism. The sum ’
total of this is known as Marxism-leninisam, the principles
of Marxism-Leninism.
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Q@ You referred to the proletarian revolution.
Does that include revolution by force and violence?
' MR. BUCHMAN: Objection, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESE: I testified to that effect, revolu- .

tion by force and viclence, the overthrowing of governments,
suashing the state machine of the bourgeolsie. The govern~
ment 1s nuppoued to be an instrument of the bourgeoisie.
41 (BY MR. FLYNN) Now, the seoond paragraph of the
yrunmblc or the constitution of the Communiat Party states:
"The Communist Party oppose the uchievements
‘ of’American democracy and defends the United States
Conastitution and its Bill of Rights zgalinat its re-
actionary enemies who would desiroy democracy and
popular liberties.”
What is the Party understanding ¢f that, par-
ticularly "resctionary enemies"?
| MR, BRAVERHRN: I obJect to that. That is

f
t

assuming facts which are not in evidence. 1 think the words -

speak for themselves, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Overruled.
THE WITHESS: - There is a contradictilon here.

Well, one cannot atand on the principles of nurxism~nen1niam

and at the saeme time defend the United States Constitution

because they are two oppositions, and anyone who is ques-
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. tioning the principles of, the policies of the Communist

Party is considered a red baiter, 1a considered a reactionary
enemy who is anti-demccratic, and he is trested as a red
baiter whe attacks the Communist Party.

In the light of these two sentences there it is

i g contrediction, whiech is clesr.

Q (BY MR. FLYNN) Do you know what was the purpose
of putting in the necondvlent'ne& there?

MR. BUCHMAN:  ObJection, Your Honor.

THE COURPs I think I will have to sustain the
obfection to that question. .

MR. FLYNN: Ir hc»lu'xou, nh;", as a functionary of
the Party. I don't know whether he does lmow or not,but if
he does lmow I would like to have him testify as to the
reason for putting it in. |

MR. BUCHMAN: Is he a funotionary of the Party
nowt

MR. PLYNN: He was then.

lm COURT: 1In order to qualifly him to answer

- that question you would have to uho_w Just how much he knows

of 1t. Thatis to say -~ well, I don't know, of course,

. whether he is qualified or not, but ordinarily we can't take
. the witness' personal view of something which a group of

. people have adopted as their expression.

Now, if there is in the teachings, if there is
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any party program or understanding of the doctrines of the
Party or tha sense in which the words are used or explgined,
he way be qualified to state that; but I think you must first
show the grounds upon which he is qualitipd to express such ’
opinion,

Q (BY MR. FL?N&} You were praaent'at the adoption
of this conatitution in the 1945 convention?

A  Yes, I was present, and I also taught Party
Organization of which this dooument 1s & part. |

Q Well, now, w#athera'uny particular discussion thaﬁ
yaﬁ rﬂdall about the conatitution’av that 1945 convention? ‘
Was 1t diacuanad~on.the floor of the convention? Was there
any opposition, or how was 1t adopted? '

A . This constitution was adopted on the besis of the
report by the ho@d of the constitutional committee, who was
John Willismson. He brought this constitution into the
convention floor, and he read sections of it, section by
section, and it was adopted just section by section after
discussion and vote, and then the constitution as a whole
was adopted because the preliminary report on the constitu-
tion as the main point was democratic centralism which re- |
flecta itself in the followlng as to election, as to dis-
cipline, a2 to structure, as to rights of the Pafty membexrs,

and the preamble as such was this document, and in the main

it reflects the life of the Party, democratic ¢entralism,
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and thn way the Party govcm itself.

Q@ Do you have sny particular specisl knowledge as
to why that particular prearxble was put into the cammtuuon,;
s,,r'm know?

| MR. BUCHMAN: I object to that.

Q  (BY WR. FLYMN) If you know.

MR, BASSETT: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I don't know whether he answered the ;
question. : _ ,

m.wxm; I understand the question.

THE COURT: Can you answer yes or no? The quoati.ox;
18 whether you have a partioular knowledge mbout the wording
of the preamble or what it contains, i

THE WITNESS: Yes. In the discussion at the .
sonvention, I think it was 2 mewber of the New York Dolagattorj
who raised the question ibout the words dicmtor-hib of the :

proletariat not in the preamble, and instesd of Williamson

answering, Gene Dennis got up and answered, he said, "It is

there. Even the blind can see it,” or something to that
effact, that Marxism-Leninism is already incorporated into
the concept of the dictatorship of the proletariat,

MR. BASSETT: I move to strike out the answer as
in no way responsive to the question.

THE COURT: Overruled.

mﬁi. PLYNN: I would like to offwv in evidence the
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constitution of the Communist Party adopted in 1945.

E» . MR, BRAM: No objection.

(Constitution of the Comminist
; : Party of the United States

! | was marked Government's

| . : Exhibit 2%.)

i Q (BY MR. FLYNN) Now, Mr. Lautner, after the 1945

; convention did you become a full-fledged member of the Party

" agaln or did you Just remain a full-fledged member of the

I Party? | |

A I was a full-fledged member of the Party.

| Q You told us about your teaching.

A Yes.

Q Can you tell us very briefly please what you did
' for the Party, what work you did, what kind of work you

' conducted detween 1935 and 1950 when you went out of the
rtyr | |

A Shortly after the convention T was assigned fo

the nationality group cemuaion of the Communist Party,

which is another arm of the national dommittee. I was also
_assigned to the Kational Bureau as Secretary of the Hungarian
Bureau of the Comwunist Party, and d1d work in that capacity

TE for about six or seven months or so, and I got 111,

u | | A few months later thare was a chan.hsc in the

, migmént because there was a reorganization in the Party

‘ following the convention, following the re-educational pro-

1 gram in the Party, and this reorganization took place in the
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| Pollowing manner: Based on the 1946 Party registration

fjuhtn every Party member had to state among others thelr

" oceupation, their profession, there was a re-sstablishment

l of industrial aootionn, a whole slew of industrial sections

é;uus>eltab11ahed. such as the building trades, there was an

_AF, of L. industrial sestion, a C.I.O., shoes, United

' Rlestrical Workers section, the fur section, the Railroad

il

; Industrial Concentration section, the Longshoremen seection,

! :
| Teamsters section, and there was an industrial section within

Eitha Party for the preparation for the concentration policy,

i

K
H

I
|

Ei

and the big dulky clubs of the Party with members -- some~

' times the clubs had as many as four or five hundred wembers.

These big bulky clubs were broker up and stream- |

izlinnd into small organizations, basiec party branches where

;ian eye could be kept on everybody's astivity. The great

;;dcbato was over, and we have come into the period of the
zirnrty of action, Party work.

!

There was strict discipline as tc activities,

" as to work in the Party, and the sections were reorganized.

1
R
R
i
]

There was & reorganization throughout the State

of New York in this pericd, and I was assigred as organizer

. of the bullding trades of the industrial section for the

New York Organization.

Q

Just 8 minute ~- _
MR. BRAVERMAN: I move to strike out the answer,
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Your Honor.
~ THE COURT: Overraled.

Q : (BY MR. FLYNN) You said it ‘wa- vmuonstitum an
the Party of action. Does that have any particular signifi-
cande to you other thm you have 'almady deseribed?

A That's right, the Party --

MR, BUCHMAN: Objection.
THE COURT: Overruled.
THE WITNESS: The Party of Action of Leninism-
Marxism, and the question whether only active or inactive
mambers in the Pariy was decided way baock, but that was
argusd out by Lenin in Russia to have only sctive mexbers
in the Party. This u the typh 0:. Party we returned té attar*
1085, B |
. Iwestn this butlding tredes organization, that
18 the building trades industrial section on the basis of
the survey made in that 1946 registration, and sverywhere
a1l over New York when we heard of workers who were members
of the Party, we asked those organizations with which they
were attached to release thm and bring them into this
industrial section. "mut was the process everywhere in the
establishment of these industrial sections. |
I was with that' for d‘bout six months, and then
came the unfolding of the concentration policy.

‘ Q . what is t!jm:, the concentretion poliey?
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‘ A mhe'concantration policy 18 also oneof the
i basic principles of Marxism~Leniniam, and such concentration
' of poliey was unfolded in New York where 1t was decided that
. the main concentration in New York is transport. That was
the'center of the main basic industry assligned to the New
York Organization by the National Committee.
MR, BRAVERMAN: I obJest to this, Youwr Honor. I

{ think we are »sattmg far afleld.
| THE COURT: The motion 1s overruled.
| Q {BY MR.FLYNN) Just go on and tell us what 1s this
i concentration policy.
A Conéentration can be summed up in the following
; ssntence. The Communist Party concentrates upon the main
iidcgi:}yg 1ndu¢triea, and 1n this industry on. the main dectuivc;
};ftctorien, and in theao uain decisive faotories on the main
L departments, and in these main departmwents on the key people. |
i That is the substance of the concentration policy.
Q@  What 13 the purpose of this concentration? |

MR. BUCHMAN: Objection. I object, Your Honor.
| | THE CCURT: It is overruled.
; | . THE WITNESS: The wain purpose of the Party is to
" gain control, gain influence over the decisive industrial
| snterprises of the country, In New York, of.conrne, the
nain'ooncentration was transport, shipping, teamsters, long-

| shoremen, railroad.



1@ (BY MR. FLYNN) What is the purpose of this

concentration policy?
A Onge the Party gains control over these industries
! then one of the conditions for the proletarian revolution is

i, given.

Q Would there be any concmt#atim in labor unions?
A ¥When I spoke about industry that means also union,a.?
Q ALl right. Go ahesd.

Av So such concentration policy was assigned to New
York, as I saild bofox-e to eramport, and I worked on that
! commission which workad on the concentration poliocy in New
: York County, the New York County Waterfront, and the head
:! of the comnion was Jim Tormey.
~ We broke up New York County, New York City,

|{ Manhattsn, into six reglons; reglon one being the main

“ region. That was ~-

,, MR. BRAVERMAN: Just a minute. Your Honor, we

. are didouuing ¥ew York City, and the indictment here deals
m.th the District of Maryland. I don't see the purpose of
thin. He is testifying about New York and I do not see any-

l

i thing in connection with any particular feature in this case.
THE COURT: I vegard it as relevant to the Govern-

i
'

ment's case, We mt not overlook, as was stated before, we

. must not overlook what previously has been szald about this

l
|
|
B
i
|
i
ih
i
'
)

- whole matter in connection with demccratic ¢entralism. Now,
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ki
whether that 12 correctly expressed by the witnesses here
80 far may be a matter of further evidence in the oase. At

_ the present time it is in the case and has been explained.

mt happened in New York was merely, as I under-~
stand from this witness a particularity of the program for
the whole party in the whole of the United States.

MR. BRAVERMAN: Can I uk a qunt:mn, Your Honor?
Is 1t Your Honor's theory that whatever any mewber of the
Communist Party did in any pert of the United States is
therefore binding upon these defendants here?

THE COURT: Mr. Braverman, if you want me to
reply to that question with respect to seeking light for
the conduct of the case, I will be glad to ¢o so, but I '
think that it is perhaps not wise for us to have a discussion |

. or golloquy on that point.,

Go ahead, Mr. Witness.
Q  (BY MR. FLYNN) You said you were appointed to a
committes by a man named ~- was it Twohey?

A Tormey.
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¥ /el @  (By Mr, Flynn) Who appointed you to the committee?
6~ :

1 © A George Blake, the coumty organiser of New York
11310 )

County and a meaber of the New York State Searstariat. So
I was assigned to this first rcgiém. feglion 1, covering the

New York waterfront snd to orgsmise this particular region
:fn had 1% broken into six regions. Chelses was the main

mmtmtion raaiom 1 was there for a short while, I
took 111 min, Later on I was operated on on gall bladder |
copdi_txom_. - I had a seriocus operation. I Just wanted to
mdiato I. was sick in that pnrticuluv period, so in the
middle of 1947 I was taken out of this reglon by Thoupson,
mb& of the National G@ttn and Chairmen of the New York

State organizstion, and was made head of the New York State

Review Commission, and the organixation on the basis of the
62 sonoentration policy Ihu.h was going on, the reglon was |
sstablished firmly, and it became tho main omuntration !
region known as the Chelsaa Region today.

| I was replaced on the new coumission when Bob
Thompson b:'cmght in this very same J. Psters who m-am this
"Manual on Opganismtion,™

, 4] How, this oconcentratien you speak of, was thas on

a nltioml beasis as well as New York?
A That was a nationsl report, and it was based on
the r'pert of John Wa.numon. the articles nppur-d in these

reports, we npollod eut in figures how wany longshoremen, how
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w/b2 many suto workers we had in the Party, how many sesmen, how

many miners. Quotas were given to the respective distriots
who had major concentration tests relating to the basic
industries, and, as 1 saild before, New York's main concentra~-
tion was transport becauss New York was the world's largest
camerocial city.

Q Now, let ms ask you this: In carrying out this
concentration policy what partiocular thing, 4f they did any
particular thing as to the labor unions, how was it ocarried
on as far as they wers concerned?

A The Party by reorganisation established shop units,

. industrial units, and lpoeiﬁ.aaliy in Chelsea Section on the
' utcrrront nst only were we satisfied with having Party

| members in 1ongnhormn, amans the seamen, or in railroad
axong the tesmsters, but the Party fram the cutaide, from the |
outside clubs organized concentration branches who were worki.n#
on the ocutside, at shop gates, Who were visiting families of '
|

i

mezbers in the shops and on the point of work raised quntimn?

these workers working in these industries while the Party

of wages and conditions, The Party from the outaide oonccntnqod
with the question of the high coat of living and rent, and
‘ anything to get closer to these fmailies where the Party made

1ss main effort of concentration to gain a foothold int heae |
b3 |various industries.

Q Now, you said that you were at that time appointed
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#/b3 to a certain committes. What was that committes, again?
THE COURT: Review Coumiasion,
A That was the State tsview Comnlsslon.
Q@  (By v, Plym) And you, I think, described what
your duties were yestorday?
4 Tam.
»] Kow, in aannactiun with that was there any other

, poliey of thas Farty sarried out?

,A Wall, now, you see, we have coversd the educatianall

drive, tha reorganizing sand the concentration policy. About ‘
]

| the middle of 1948 a fourth major step was taken in the {

Party; nnd that-waa preparations to take the Party undersrounq

the Party organ&:at;an underground,

i
~ |
Q  Now, what do you mean by "take the Party undere §

ground" ¢ |
. MR. BUCEMAN: Objecticn, Yowr Honor. |
THE COURT: Overruled. |

A To take certain organiﬁatiqnal steps in the Party
to sanantkoﬂthat the Party under any and all conditioms will |
function, law or no law == I mean whether it will be outlawed '

or not, the Party took organizational steps to guarantes that ?
i 4% will funstion under any conditions. ﬁ
Q Now, who was responsible for this policy?

! l{ This policy emanates from the natioml chairman,
from Willi&m 2. Fontor, and I was one of the early partieipantp

b

| | - ~ |
| o 1
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in this phase of work in the New York State organisation,
and this problem was brought to my a‘btdnuén and to the
attention of the members of the State Secretariat by Bod
Thompaon, the State Chalrman of the Pnrtj.

Q The State Chalrman of the Party?

& Yes., He called us f;c& & neeting. He told me to
gat.' a meeting place, he wants to meest with me at 11:00
o'clook at n:ls‘nf: one day about ﬁhu middle of 1948. So I
gave him my addwess, and when he found out I called the

mesting in my house he bawled me out for not being sesurity
conscious., I told him, I says, "I don't know the nature of
the meeting you ealled.”

He sald, "All right, what have we got 8c far in the
nature of printing presses and what security measures are in
effect as to calling Farty functionaries to meetings and ‘
security measures in genersal.?” :

At this rirst meeting I gave him tﬁ:ut report, told
him what kind of a structure we had, not to call fnnctionariea;
from the Party offlces to telsphones; that wo are not writing

r letters anymore to call mestings of Party functionaries;

that we have a different system.

i will have another meeting."

He says, "That i1s not what we want, and you had |

better get a meeting place a couple of days from now, and we

At this second mesting he reported that what we
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want is an organization within the Party, to prepare an '

organization vithin the Party based on a free system that 3

Foster reported to the National Boaprd. This free system, i

according to Foster's report, was the system applied -

4‘ Party system, organizational systes applied in Euwrcpe, and

| when Foater was in Burope in 1946 and 1947 in consultation with

]; ‘Party leaders on the other side he came back with this |

i mgntion. This free system worked on the following prinoiplmz

| First, it was. tha experieocs ar the parties in Europe that :

a__rtor they wem forced into illegality there was an approximntib

| sontrsetion of 90 persent of tha Party membership, 90 per

il sent aontncticm. ten per cont mmaimd and 90 per ocent just |

7 disappeared or diauolvcd. wunt cutside of the Party, and as é

| that was the experience of various parties in Europe, also the

American Party will be also faced with thls type of problem, |
Therefore, Eob sald «- Bob Thompson said -- Our

problem is how to integrate, find and integrate that ten per

csnt now before 11:'13 too late. He made certain qualifications

! as to who should bs integrated and wisre the organization,

 this structure, should be built.

First, he sald, 1t must be built in the trade ,

11 unions and masa organizutions where this Party will have a lot

}or elbow room where it will funoction. §
|

| The qualifications for integration, therefore, one,
Eu to be active party members, party leadars, they must be

1
l
)
I
:s
f:
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loyal, they must be tested Party members who osn stand wp
as Party leaders under any and all conditioms. S¢, on the

basis of this we figured out -~ New York had a paper member-

ship of approximately 30,000 at that time. Therefore, the
question was to J.ntc’@atc sbout 3,000 in New York Stats.
. MR. BUCHMAN: Just a moment, pl-um. Your Honor,

I subais 1% 1s all heersay, and I objeot to its admission

at this tiﬁo. in New York State.

TEE COURT: The particular conversation ths witness

has parrated with certain named individuals is, of course,
immaterial or Arrelevant to this case, but I think it is wne
ixportant and not prejudicial. The thing that !» is being
asked about 1s: What is the meaning of the expression "Go
wmdergrowmd” v

How, 1f I» ocan tell us that more shortly and
concisely I would ask him to do so. FPossibly you san ask
some question, Mr, Flym, which will give more point to the
matter. For instance, I lmow nothing about 1%, but 414 the
Party go underground, and what is the diffepence in the
activities of the Party underground, above ground? That nay
be entirely an appropriate question because I am just
suggesting something that you might ask to bring the matter

t0 & eonclusion.

KR, BUCHMAN: Yowr Honor, again I make the point

that, dealing with the speeific intent of the defendants,




l
1

as1 |

we are getting third party declarations and hearsay before
there 48 any baals established for these declarations, and

I therefore feel -« that is the br”"gmornl ground and

| main ground ypon which I have besn objecting, Your Honopr.

| THE COURT: As I have poihtad out btime and again,
. none of the testimony tﬁt we Are doiling with now of this
wltnui has any :paciric relation to any one of the five
i defendants, | |

| Now, go shead, Mr., Flynn.
Q@  (By ¥r. Flym) Now, Mr, Lautner, will you tell us,
ii pluae,_did the Party or any part of the Party go undorground?;
ﬁ A Yes. ‘ , ?
' ©Q  Now, what part iéni; underground?  “hem did it go
; uderground, if you know? Don't go into great details, but
L Just tell us, |

4 ' New York Ctate was divided wp into thres arsas for ;

! Kings County, Brooklyﬁ. Ares 1 comprised of New York County,f

{
)
}
ff mderground organixational pm"_pouu. Avea 1 comprised of
|

| a1l the industrial sections, plus the agricwltural divisfon

M
H

1{ attached to New York State. Apres 2 uppucd to Queens County,

* Nassau County, Bronx and ¥estchester County ., ' :

)

{ The third area camprised of Buffalc, Hocheater,

1 .

;! Schenectady, Albany, in the southern tier, kncwn as the
}gsouzharn Tier, Endilcott and Johnsou and Binghamton, and all

i |
! these placea, Now, the areas then were broken down into

- |
b '

h . ' !
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sounties, mxmm as sounties. The counties were broken
down into regions and secticns, sub-sections snd groups.
chneoymth-ltuto thres. The sta®e three broke dowmn
into the thres areas, so you have thres on the top. The next
level you have nins in eash area thres. That is nine. 8¢
it breaks dowm, threes, nine, twenty-seven, eighty-one,

243, 729 -- | |
THE COURT: It seems %o be in geametrieal Mmlliar
KR, FLYNN: Yes,

THE WITNESS: I worked on it so much and so lomg.
Nevertheless, somewhers arewmd 3,000 and a hundred and some-
thing wms integrated in the underground. By the tims I lerft
the Party in 1950 -- |i

THE COURY: I doma't inow what you mean by saying
"integrated in the wmdergrowund.”

THE WITNESS: Frox the legal functioning Party
3,000 and scome odd members wers organized into this new %
strusture that in case ths legal Party is declared unlawful
this 1llegal Party fwunctions in the trade unions and the mass
orgmutim.

|
m COURT: Well, you mesmn to say that if you had

‘ 30.000 ullnrn ua tho rm; was, as you express it, outmod,!

you had that many befors the cutlawing by law, that ten per ‘
oant or 3.0&0 would still remain in effect; is that right? |
THE WITHES3: A3 an organized foros, as an orgmi.u{

|
|
|
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force centrally directed.

THE GGUE&: NHow, I suppose the next question,

. naturally, would be : What were they to do @ how were they

to be ommimd? Differantly or net?

{ THE WITKESS: ¥ell, that is the ‘queat.‘ion 1 sm coming

: bo.

TEE COURT: You are coming to 1t. all right.

. Try to come to it as quickly as you can, please, Mr. Lautner.

. THE WITNESS: A1l right,

I | Itrwa.a agreed that the main activity of this

underground organization would be propagands, propaganda,

and in propaganda leaflets, Apmphleta is the main «« two of ;

the suin things of expressing, as the Party oxpressing 1taolr.,

1 You cannot get out on the atreet corner and say, "I am a

| member of the Communist Party”, beosuse 1t iy outlawed, So

we auypuﬁ on all levels -- we purchased photo motfsat high

; speed printing equipment on top levels and all the way down

i to the lowest level we manufactursd hand-madeﬁ wineograph

1' machimn 80 that sach group of three is squipped with print;!.ng
aquipmmt. and that would he thn main «« for the main aotivs.tuu
buiden carrying out the ! mmunist trade unicn policies in the

» brada unions and the masa organizations. !
E 2  (By ur, Flynn) Now, let me ask you this: Thege

’people that went unéargmund. did thay attend any Communiat

meetingu, or wers they at all idert .tried in any way with any |

i
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things. Now, I repeat again that it is for the Jury to

| not geperally lmown and understood by the public., Vhether

854

open Comuunist activities?

A At the time I was atill in the Party the major

portion of them were teid to besome inactive. Sowe of them
etill functioned as Paity functionaries on all levels, but '
they soncealed «-

MR, Bmmnn:, “Your Honor, I move to strike that
out. I think it is getttﬁs lﬁtid.

THE COURT: No, Mr, Braverman. The witness is
doaling with something that the Court is emt irely unfamiliar
with, and 1 assume the jury is wmfaniliar with it, and I
think we must understand what the witness meuns by these

|
|
determine how much to believe of the witnesses on sither ndc.;
We have had no witnesses yet for the defendants, so my |

comzent 1s necessarily spplioabls to the witnesses far the |

Government, but we are dealing with o matter that is eorninly’
1

|
the facts exist or not depends on what the Jury may believe ;
af#or‘ they ﬁnn hmda.ll tha evidence in the c_ase from both z
aidu, but this matter of the Party going wderground is f
scowething that is new, I imagine, to most of us in this co\n-t-i
rocm, and we want to understami what it means and what the

significance may be, if any, in this case as a whole. We are
spparently still on the first point in the case. Now, if you

have a specific motibn: or objection let me hear it.
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regard to the genfral policy and program of the Communist |

b

47

TN Tl SRS

KR, BRAVERMAN: Well, Your Honor, I feel that it 1s |

not binding upon the defendants. Even if the Jury should %

believe all of the testimeny of this witness, I fall to see .
where it has anything to do with these particular defendants. |
I den't nc» its materiality. ‘ |

THE COURY: Let me make this clear from the stand-

i peint of evidence? !6\; have made this same point, I tH nk su-@

1s the third time today. Now, the rule of evd ence is this:

|¥men you make an objection Bn a stated grownd 1t is mnury

to repeat that stated ground to the same afituation which !
osours again, and, as your '@jection is on the growsd that what

this witness sald is not specifically spplisable to the

defendants, I have uled '’ . ithat is so, and if there is |
no evidence to tie up the individual defendants to the case, ]
ér course, they will be sequitted at the end of the Govmt'?h
case, but we are now dealing with the one gquestion with ‘
Party: VWhether it haf the intention which has been ascribed

to 1t. Now, your objection that the evidence does not relate |
to the defendart s is true, but it is lmmaterial at this

MR, BRAVERMAN: I 444 not intend, Your Homor, to be

r&p-uum-. but Your Honor asked a question. I anawered 1it. i

THE 00031‘: A1 right. Whatever 1t is, it is
overruled. Ge ahud. My, nyun ‘ |

2 \ 3 J“
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finish up this underground business as quickly as you

i posslbly can, r, Witne=as?y |

| A Well, I aaacribed the. vartical atructure, the

f pyrmid structure. Farallel with this pyramid structure
on & horigontal level the following was dons: Thers wes a

{ .

| survey made to solicit as many places for the following
| |

}

pariod.'whara Party leaders can hide out for a specified

; period of tims, where Party leaders can make oontact wita

. tach other for short mestings, places that have tolophohos
! whers somecne would answey 0. phone call day mnd night , day
or night, such places. A survey was nade to sollclt md

find places, and these places wers found.

i, THE COURT: I do not see that that is material,

| M. Flym, to this case, and that is going into detall which
:‘ 1t seems to mo, although it might very well be true ins om
" partioular section of the Unlted States, 1t my not have
t happened here. ‘
I: Q  (By Mr. Flynn) May I ask 't'his question: Wwas that
5 a general poliey of the Gmunuf: Party all over the United
| St&tes, or was it only conmnod ta New York?

A  That emenated from Willlem Z, Foster, “hairman of
the Party. He is the authority of the Farty, That is the

genersal polioy on the basis of my understanding. No other

purpoges: vwhere Party leaders can hids out for an 1ndefin1to

| |
j Q  (By Er., Flynn) Just whers were yout #1ll you just
|
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Q How, let me just ask you this one question,

vﬁR. BUCHMAN: Pasrdon me, Your Honor. I move to

strike the last answer..

THE CQURT: Overruled.

by
Q (By ¥r. Plynn) Do I understand you t0 mean,this

"three'as" that you are talking about 1s that only one person :,
i knew sny of the other three members of the group; is that
what you mean? | |

i | A #hat I meant is thléz That & higher lavel can

always get in touch with his partioular structure of the

| lowsr level. A lower leveél person under no vonditions can

get in touch with a person on the higher level. It works
only in a descending way. It was not two-way proposition,
That waz one of the security measures within this strusture,

Now, there was a group of three on any level. Uns peraon in

that group only imew two others, that were in his particular
group, M a contact on the higher level, snd the three others
i that wowld be bslow him that he appointed whan the atructure
. Was orgenized, so all in all one member anywhere would not

i know more than six addx.t.tém.!. members. KEowever, on higher

" 101.101:," on horizontal aspacts of the structure, where loyalty
‘; was ons of the highest requirements there was little flex- :
ibility on this uﬁurlty fule where a Party leader might have

known some other mambers, too.
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XR. MEYRRS! Yow Honor, I would 1ike to raise the
Question here, ob jeot to this whole line of questioning.
¥ow, I know there has beesn soms discussian on it, but I have
listened at aome length the last coupls of duys and followed
it as eloniy as I am adble, and I i:avo yot to see evidence
brought into this Court that desis with myself or my co-
defendants, but instead what sppears to me m happening is

|| that & political party is being put on trial. How, in my

opening statemant I s&ted something that we were going to
prove, 1t looks o me like thc Gevernment is 4in the procesa
of proving 1t now.  What I vould like to Imow is if the
Govermment mnnda to use the Imith Aet to put the Commmist
Party on trial, if that is the intent of this trial, and
what 1a going on heve in Court hers Atuday, by the use of
fantastic stories and mystery serials, and sc on.

"THE COURT: I az not quite sure what ia meant by

| that, but 4f 1% is an objection to the svidemcs, 1t 1is

overruled,

_How, go shead, Mr, Flymn,

| MR, xmns: Is 1% posaible, Your Honor, to get an
answer to the quuttou that I raised? |

THE COURY: Ro, Mr. Meysrs, it is not poniblo, and
u e.rtu.nly not proper for you to ask questions of a Jungo
of the Court. How, I have ruled on the matter. Thut is all.,
| Procesd, Nr. Piymn, | |
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) (By Mr, Flynn): Mr, lLautner, you testified that
you were sn organizer in Fest Virginie, was it? +hat
orricin did you hold in iest Virginia?

A I was the dhtrtot srganiger of the Communist
P arty from 1936 April unttl the and of 1940 in West

' 'ﬂ!‘s&u --'

’;a Did ym hold any position similer to thet in
any other portions of the country or sectionsof the
country?

A4 I worked as a farty funotionary in Michigen,
Ohio. | |
R Q  You went over a long list. I want to ask you
Just what is the funetion of a ﬁi:trtct orgenizer, what
is he and vhat authority does he have snd what should he
know sbout the Perty?

A The Alatriet organizer is @ concended, scoome
plished Narxist-leninist, vyo knows how to inter;ret the
policles end thinking of the National Committee 1# his

respeotive distriet. He is the representetive of the

National Committee in thet distriet, He has the authority |

end the power of the National Comzittes behind hiam in

that diatxicta His work 4a ohopked by the National
ﬁoanlttii. He works und@er ths supervision of the KNational
Comuittee and if he fslls nhoft of the desires of the

National Committee and the expegctations of the National

i
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cmﬁu. he will mot be there. He is the funetionary

of the « the lesding funotionery in e given district and
the representative of the Netional Committee, the spokesmen
of the rarty in that distrioct,

% How sbout the District Committee, the members of
the Distrist Committee who meke that up and what are their
authorities and what &0 they know about the rarty?

| MRe BUCHMAN: Just one minute, Your Honor, would
my objeetion as to the lmek 2 expert qualificetions extend
to> these answers, They onll for s conclusion, 8> it won't
be necessary for me tD rencw my objection,
THE COURT: I understend you odbjeut -
MR, BUCIMAN: To his eonclusions,
THE COURT: You are saying two diferent things.
KR, BUCHMAN: My objestion 18 first to his answers
on the ground that he lacks guelification as sn expert, and
seoondly, I would elso say that he is not an ex-ert
and what snswers he iz giving are conclusions and, there-
fore, 1 am just wanderxné whe ther these two grounds, if
epplied, it would be necessary for me to get up whea he
makes his statements end objeot,
THE COURT: The objeetion is overruled, Go

ahead, Kr, #lynn,

% (By ¥r, Flymn): %11l you tell us sbout the District

Commnitteo?

!
[

1
i
|
I

i
|
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A The Distriet Committee 13 a committee eleoted,
in quotation marks, by the District Convention. what

role does the Distriet Organizer play in the slestion and

selection of a District Committee? It is the political

ieamalbiltty of the Distriet Urganizef to sees to it
that there is proper composition on the Distriet Committee,
proper péutiul level, the highest type 5f politisal
leval that he osn get 4in thet psrtioulsr distriet, snd
aelso tnc personal qualifieations of individuals on the
Distriot Committae.

Iin the main, these are the politiocsl responsi-
bilities of the Distriet Orgenizer =s to the type of
-Bistrict Oommittee he has or she hss. District Committee

members are the bept aviileble Comrunists in a given

- orgenizstion in » ':givefn district.

%.  #hat conmesctisn or reletionship does the
District Committee 'ave to the Diétriot Convention and to
the various olubs that you referred to?

A The Distriet Committee gives lealdership to all
the Iarty orgenizetion in that given distrliet. Demosratie
centralisz is being applied, the higheat type of discipline
i3 being enforced by the Distriet Committe: and the
policies of the District Committce arecsrried sut by the
whole membership in that distriet o ganization.

% liow then, when you say ”domuatztc centralisa”,
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do you mean by that the Distriet Committee und the Distriet
Organizer musf taow first of iu what the National dody
wants and must earry out regardless?

Kl BUCHEAN: T object,

THE COURT: That is a good objeotion., I think
perheps we can take & ten mipute receas, The jury would
probably like to 'hau a reoess, Ve will recess for ‘ton
minutes,

{A short recess followed,)

THE COURT: let's go on to something else, Iir.
Plynn,

MR, PIYBRN: Yes, sir.

) Kr, Leautner, d4id you attend the convention of 1948
of the Communist Party, the national convention?
A Yes,

% Do you know Pnilip Frankfeld?

A Yes,

Q  Did you see him at that conventisn?

A rYn.

4 Do you anhin in court?

A  Yes.

& Point him out, please.

£ He is right there, vtho first in the back row.
& How long have you known Mr, Frankfeld?

A ' Since 1934 or theresbouts.
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&  How 412 you come 1o know Mr, Framkfeld? How do
you know him, where d1d you meet him and what-not?
A The first time I met him was in, I think, Camp

Unity, somewhere around 1934,

w ﬁhat was Cemp Unity?

4

A Camp Unity was one of the recreation resorts of

the Commumnist rarty.

Q #Where was 1t lo0stcd?

A Up in the Berkshire Hills in New York State, and
then I met him from time t» time st Netionel plenums of

the Farty and national conventions of the larty.

3 You say you first met him in 19 vhat?

A 1934 or theresbouts, 1%X4 or somewhere arsund

that osmventions 418 you see him at?
THE COURT: Just briefly.

A At the 1048 eonvention he waa there and I have
no specifie recollestion whether he was at this or that

 eonvention, but as Party Distriet Crgenizer in Boston and

on the west coast, he was at the same mesetings thet 1 was
sslled into in 1938, 1936, 1940 end specifically to the
1948 convention, he was there.

"] 1940, were yo>u at the 1940 convention at the time

they moted »ith regard to the Vosrhis Act?

‘A That wad the sesond convention called in the
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same yoir; Yd.,.ivwil'thbre.
] Did ysu hold any offiece st that convention?

4 I was Distriot Orgsnizer of #est Virginia. In
the 1940 convention, in the summer comventiom, in the big
convention, I was elescted to the Fresiding Committee of
the Convention.

¢ The Pre#dding Committee?

A Yen.

§ iias that November election a special eleetion
called for some aspeeial purpose?

A That secomnd osnvention was,

THZ GOURT: I think there is too much detail
adout that, Ybu are now just asking him whet he knows
sbout Mr, FPreanicfeld in connestion with the Communist
Perty. 1 think you better be o little more eonaise about
it.

MR, PLYKN: Of course, that convention I am
referring to has deen referred to by the other witness
at the time of thﬁ apparent dissolution of the Farty by
the Voarkie ict., However, I wdn't go into that any
further,

THE CCURT: 1 think if the defendants or any of
them, and particulsrly kr, Frenkfeld st this time and
his relation to> the matter, you will have to uring it

down within the period covered by the inciotment.
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MR, PLYNN: Yes, sir,
% You rgfmca to o Bob Thompson, Ia that S§illiam
G. Thompson?
R, Wa that is Robert Thompson.
4 Rihur% Gu Thanpamn?
'; AA.;‘Obrrltxq |
‘ & Jus s for th& rauara.‘enn you identify one Jaek
Fling? -
. A Jack Kizﬁg was the quuourer 5f the NHational
Committee of the canlunist Furty and he was in sharge of
that eomuittee thut Lured me down to & cellar in Cleveland,

‘‘where 1 was cxpcxlw&.

ma.‘sveauan; I move to strike out the answer
a8 unresponsive. | |

THE GOURT: Well, 1 didn't hear. Strike 1t out.
Go shead, ‘

Q¢ (By Mr, Flymn): You sey he was Treasurer. 1
suppose thet mush ean stey in. When was he Treasurer of
the Party |

 THE COURT: What Sa the purpose?

‘ M. PLYNH; We will follow this with other
evidence when these pdapia testify snd we want %o know who
th«y are tdikihc ebout. We will bring in documentery

evidence that these people have been desling with these

particular people fimencislly, 9 that we will show the
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eonnegtion between the Ruti.o;ul Treasurer, the National
finsnsiel set~up, has been in contect with snd the local
funetionaries hnﬁ been in contast with, I merely want
to identify them as officers.
THE COURT: What is the nams of the Person yeu
are walking about now?
KR, PLYNN: Jaek Kling, the Tﬂnum of the
Cosmunist rarty,
A The Treasurer of the Nationsl Committee of the
Gommuaist rarty.
% In what year?
A To my knowledge, up to the time of my expulsion

| $a 2980,

9 From what year, if you know?

) | From at least 1947,

% Alexander Trechtenberg.

A Alexander Irechtenderg was formerly a member of
the Netional Committee and at the time o my expulsion and
for a ausber of years he was head of the National Review
Comuisst on of the Party.

“ Has he conneoted with amy publishing house?

A He was also hesd of International Publishers, whieh,

as I testified, was sn arm of the National Committee.
Q “hen?

A Hith Imternational Publishers, at least twenty
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years head of it,
7] Carl Reinstein?

A Carl Reinstein wes Gene Dennis' personsl smotuy

o6y

and after Kling he became the Treecsurer of the National

Committee of the Farty.

% Now, there is just one other person., Were you

taught by & person named Ceorge Siskind in 19417

A Yes.

" Whet did he teach you?

A In the Hational Training Sehool, s floating

school in New York, where he teught the subject matter of

larxisn-leninism, end he was pssistant at that time to

Pop Mindell, the Direetor of the Nstional Training

Sechool.

5] well now, Mr, Lautner, you say that you were

expelled from the Communist Paxrty in 19850,

i cm the rm w erv. 1960. I read about my

expulsmn in the Dau.y fcm-ktr.

Lm. BUCHEAN: 1 object because it is ireelevant

and immsterisl,

THE COURT: So far, I think it is sdmissible,

averrule the ohjeetion, Go shead.

§ (By ¥r. Flynn): You say you resd sbout your expul-

sion in the Dally Worker?
4 1 read ebout it in the Daily Worker.

] Under what circumstances® Do you know why you

1




¢ 10 were expelled, why you were put out of the Farty?

MRe BUCHMAKR: I objest.

THE QOURT: 1 don't know, The answer may de
material or not. I have t5 let in the answer and you can
move to strike it out if it ia thought to b» imtcrm.

A leocording to the statement which I read in the
Daily %orker, 1 was instrumental in proposing unreliadle
clements in the Sommunist Zarty Defense 0ffice and .I
protected one by the name of Angeles Calomiris, who

testified for the Government in the MNew York triel, fThat

was the resson givem for my expulsion. I was lured §00
miles away from New York imto a cellar,

MRe BRAVeRMAN: I objeet as not responsive.
THE COURT: Do you have the extract from the

Daily VYorker which the witneas refers to?

MR, PLYNN: Ns' we don't,

THE COURI: Well, is 1t obtainable?

Lihe FLYNN: I think we oen probadly get 1% ovar
the weekend., I eaa't promise but we will meke the effore.
However, I think this man ought to be permitied to testify

| as to Jun'g vﬁat led up, prior to his expulsion, as to what

2 m.y'lmld m and 'niuw mthar or ot this reason that they
éave were exeotly the ssme ressons hel thinks he was expelled
for,

THE COURT: 1 sm not olesr sbout that, Mr. Flyan.
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c 1 I ¥or the presemt, I think 1 shall have to exclude it,
LR, PLYNN: Here is a man -

. i THE IOOOR‘I': You will have t2 relete it in some

waY thet 1 oan see tnaf it is relevant to tlhe ¢ause., Of

| oourse, the last answer that he gave, the lost words that
i he gave, perheps are indicative of accething but I don't

%g knaw how 1t 1is relevant to the cmse. That is to say, how
E;.‘t eould be, whether it was ever brought to the knowledge
| of these dofendants or not. For the moment, I do not see

i

how Lt relates either t5 the general program of the

|

? Communist Party or to these particuler defendants,

; MR, FLYNN: It eertsinly will relste to the

| diseipline of the rarty anﬂ'what'hapyens to'a pufaan who
| bresks discipline,

i THE COURT: ZEven 80, I am not at sll sure that

! .

| 1t 1s relevant to this case other than the general evidence
! |

| We have hed as to what is meant by "democratie centralisa” |

i and O on.

Now, members of the jury, 4o not attribute any !

significence whetever to eny {llustratioms Y meke., I am

dealing w~ith s point of evidence only.

Juppose, o 1nafance, one mwemder of the 'arty
" in Californis had in the last few years oomnitted a very |
i definite asssult upon another member of the Party end the

|
_ ﬂ cayse of 1t was alleged to be Party insubordinetion or lask
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of dissiplime or somethimg of that kind, How wowld that
bs evidenee iz Shis eane with regard to these defendents?
MR, FLYNN: Exespt to show thet the diseiplim
of .the Party is carried out from the top t¢ the bottam,
THE COURT: If that is why you want to ask it,
a general question, you ¢am ask thet. As e matter of
faet, there has already beem evidense of that and now yeu
are ssking, as 1 see 1t..l$l§1: a partieulsr inatance of
that 4diseipline, Now, I gan mot see that that is really
material to this case and unless there is something te

show that these defendants were avare of that psrticular

instanse, I 40 not think it would ve relevent to put it

in evidence in the case.

] (By Mr. Flymn): VWell now, you have testified
that you were on the 66atra1 Commission and you testified
that that Commiasion wes the one which todk ears of

discipline snd I think you made some refersnce to seeret
polics, is that téuq? %
A Correet, I

4  #What was the procesdure, if there was & procuduroi
set up in that Commiseion far the expulsion of anysae who %
broke discipline?

MR, BUCHMAE: Objested to.

THE COURT: Heow d2 you relate that to these
defendants?
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MR. FLTNN: I em not relating it, I can not
relate it direetly t> these defendants exocept to show that
it is a party poliey to do it or is the practiece of the
Party and they Enow 1t because of the fast that they are
bound to know what the Farty stands for end it is yars of
the Communist theories and part of their actions, a part
of the things they ¢o and eertainly a distriet orgemizer

‘would know that,

MR, BUCHKAN: I ask Your Honor to dires¢t the jury
to take intn sonsideration that statexents of the United
S tates Attorney are not evidence,

THE COURT: Mr, Flymn's statement was simply in
the mature of en offer to show the admissidility of the
qQuestion that he asked and, of course, it {3 not evidence
apy more than other collogquys between the cowrt and counsel
on either side are evidenee in the ease.

I think it is vermissible to show what was the
nature of dome&anc eentralism and how, as a Party
daetrine or action, it was carried out., I do not think it
sprropriate ts give specific instances of the exercise of
that diseipline in ceses which 49 mot relate to the several
defendants who may or may not have known saything about
the partisulsr instence. A particulsr instanee may or may
rot have been really correet at the time.

1 em mot quite clesr what this witness meant

bt e ———————
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exaotly by -aym that he was 8 member of the Boerd of
Review, except that he said it hed referense to discl pline
itself of the various ?lity members, but I ‘think you
eould show the general rule of the larty, 1if there was one,
with regdrﬂ to how deviations from the pronpuncements that
have been sgreed upon and in connection with the demoeratic
¢entralism, were earried out generally, not particulsrly
but generally, ‘ :

Do I meke that elear?

MR, FLYNN: Yes, sir, Is that elear to you,
Mr, Leutner?

m WITNRSE: Yess ,

< By MF, Flynn)i 9111 you enswer thet question,
please?

A | 'éeanerttie centralism in relation to discipline
was to be guided by constitutional parsgraphs pertaining
to applicetion of these diseiplinary measures, but what
happened was this: In any diselplinary case, if there
was the benefit of the doubt as to the person who is to
be dischblined or the Perty, that benefit of the doubt be
always balanced in fevor of the Farty.

¥R, BUCHEMAR: I move to strike out the answer.
THE COURT: 1 overrule the motion,
THE WITNESS: And that is jJust exmetly what

happened in my case, I had - the constitution seys I had
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rights to bring witnesses and those rights were mnu.'
THE COURI: Mr, Lautner, you sre serteinly not
on trial at the present tice., Go ashead, ir. Fiymn.
g (By My, Flynn): You nanonid rights, unf
rights were granted by the constitution? WMat rights do
you rofn" to?

A The eonstitution sllowed for a person, & Party

Member, charged with some vislation of Party rule, to bring

witnesses and to heve = hearing,
¥ - Before whom?
A Before the amci Commission or anybody on the
Committee that was to try the dlsciplinary case.
€ Did thet happen in your e¢sse? Were you permitted
to bring in sitnesses?
R, BUCHMAN: I object.
THE COWRT: Susteined.
A P,
THE COURT; Strike out the answer,
% | (By ¥r. nmh ﬁw. Mr, Leutner, you testified »
great deal ebout teachings and read from bovks here, As
a party functionary for e greet loag while and knowing
what those teachings are, the purposes and vwhat-not, will
you tell His Homor and the lsdies and gentlemen of the
Jury just what were the purposes of the tesghings thnt' you
gave or were told to give in these particulmr schools fm
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these books that you refer to?

MR« BUCHMAN: I object.

THE COURT: The essenoe of the question is, you
are asking the wttneaa;what were the purpoues ef hia

teachings, 1 realize, of course, that when eounsel are

'dealinc with a generally unfamiliar matter, it is a little
",hard?ta phrase questions which may de strintly correct

under the rules at cvidenau, b&t 1 4o not think that that
question cgn bt pmttt_e#, what were th@ purposes in
teaching things, There is a possible distinction between
the individual's purposes in tesching and the policies or
pragran of the Yarty as & whslo.

Thet is the thing we are interesf:zd in here,
technically at least. The program of the rarty, and the
reason we are inmwtea in that is that the indictment

aharann a sonspirmey of these derandants to nubvert and

'vinlate the Smith Aet,

Now, whet 1a in the Smith Act thet violates the
lawe of the United StatesY |

It is for that resson that the general Program
or ultismate objnotzveh'ét the Communist rarty are in
issws i this ease, or may be ultimstely in lssue, but .

4o »ot think you oan propiuly ask this witness what his

- purposss were in tesching the matter.

% By Mr, Flymn): May I ask this question. When
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¢ 17 | ¥ou were tucmg from these books, were you eerrying out
the uutxjugtiun m the purposes of the Communist Party?

MR. BUCHNAN: Objested t5.

THE COURT; I think he ¢esn enswer that.
c A Yes.,
[*) (By Mr, Plynn): How then, will you tell His Honor and
the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what those purposes
were? i

ER, BRAVERMAN: Object.
! THE COURT: You ean ask the altmata‘ .qnuuan-
sbout it. 4s e doetrine of the Communiat rarty, the
Ultimete question is, of course, one that rulates to the
indietment. I do not know what you meenm by)nrpem
gensrally, lir, Flyan, or ihit you ere trying to bring out
sbout it and, therefore, as I see the possidbility, it may
be wide of the mark. I have to be « I won't say "careful”--
I try to be ecareful at #ll times and may not always
suceeed - but I have to spply the rules of evidence in such
& wey that there won't possibly ereep into the case some-
thing which red ly does not belong and which might be
prejudiciel to the defendants.

; ) (By Mr, Flynn): gy I put it this vway then. Was
4t the purpose, was 1t the resson and the ultimate aim of
the Communist rarty in their teachings and in their books

|

| 3 i

i to sdvoeate the overthrow of the government of the United
|

i
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Staptu'by foroe end violence?

NH. BUCHMiN: I object.

THE COURT: The only objestion to that is that
1t might be regerded as a leadi ng question,

MR, BUCHiAN: The ultimate issue, too.

THE OCOURT: No, it is not the ultimate issus in
this casze in the sense osf gullt or innocenee of the
defendants, It is the ultimste question with regard to
ohne feature of the case, the one we are desling with this
week, az I recall, with mimor exoceptions. Now, phrase
your question in swek a wey thet it will not be a leading
question snd, as to sudbjest matter, I think it is
adminsidle,

N (By ¥, Flymn): The matter that ysu taught and
1 think you have testified thet you were carrying out the
line of the Party, will you tell His Homor znd the jury

whether or not the purposes snd the nims of these teach ings

was the eventual gverthrow of the goverament of the United
States by faoree and violence?
M. BUUHMAN: I object,
THE COURT: Overruled.
A ihe cnswer is yes,
% (By i, Flyan): Was 1t not the purpose of your
Farty to esuse a revolution?

ER. BUCHMIN: I objeet,

/

v

|
!
|
l
|




¢ 19

— T —

R

know, that Fewoliution wel €o start end under what

or war, and if the Party hed Wimce enough, wielded

- 877

THE COURT: Overruled,
A The answer 1s yes, A
l'Q | (iy Er, Flyan): Will you tell us when, if you >4

¢ircunstences? -
MR, BRAVERMAN: Object.
THE COURT: Overruled,
A In sn cmergensy, @ Hational emergency and orisis /

inf luence endugh t5 carry out that revolution with success.

MR, FLYNN: W@itness with you,

¥R BRAVEBW:V vIt Your Homor please, I would
1ike to suggest to the court in the interest of time and
in the interest, we think, of e much better opportumity
for sll the defendents in this case, particularly eounsel
representing the verious defenjants, we would like to esk
that this be continued over until azoa&.y noraing, which
will give us the weeleend to weigh any questions we went
to put to this witness.

THE COURT: Now, iy, Breverman, I am not
prepared to grant your request as fully as you are ask ing
for. 1 retherunderstood tha't‘ very likely the ecase will
hsve to go over until stiw worning smé possible the '
testimony of this witness will Dde eant;auea, but I see no

reason why, with four counsel at the trisl table, you sre
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“-Jommmt time,
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not prepered at least to utilize the time hetween now and

I heve heard many ocases, in some of whigh you
have psrticipated as counsel, in which it is not hing
unusual for & lawyer to start his ¢ross-examination
immediately upon the close of the direet erxamination. I |

do not see my reason wvhy it ¢an not be cone in this case.

We will go on for e while.

MRe BRAVEHMAN: May I state one additionel reason.

"I think, ad a matter of fsot, it is really in the interest
of s@ving ultmtc.fim in this case, and 1 bese that

upor this reason: The defendants’ counsel have alrcady 1
stated their purpose and II think they are naking a sound

effort to mvoid repetition in the cross-e:amination. I
think the four counsel in this case, reslly five sittin:

st the trial teble, 4ncluding kir, Meyers, cen wark out

amongst us how the questions sre to be asked eand who 1s

to ask them end ‘a}o forth and 8o on without any repetition
if we have some time to prepsre them and [ think ultimately,
1t will result in the saving of time.

THE COURT: We will go an for the present, Have

you any questions at all?




0/b

f Cvy
12:20

| Government I will use another copy of this preamble.
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THE COURT: Let us go on for the moment, I am
suré you will have further time over the weekend. Let us go
on for the moment, Let us go on.

CROSS«EXAMINATION
BY MR, WRIGHT: | ‘ ‘

Y sy your attention to what has been aduitted in
ﬁind as Government's Exhibit Ne. l, the Constitution
adopted in 1945,

i KR, wgum: ‘xo', I wonder if I can have the copy

which 18 in evidence, pleasme?
THE COURT: It was given to the Reporter. | ‘
MR. WRIGHT: Them if it is all right with the

~ THE COURT3: "(m well. |
-Q (By My. Wright) I went to ask you a question whether
you are familiar with this document?

A Yenm, I anm, |

Q Now, I want to call your attention pnrtioun.rly to
what is check wknd.'h.ruclu II, Purposes." Would you read
that to the Judy, please?

A "Artidlo 1I, Purposes, Section 1. The pwrposes

of this organizatien are to promote the best interests and

welfare of the wfrking class, and the poople of the

United States, o defend and extend the democracy of
| . our country, to prevent the rise of fABilsm, and to
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w/b2 advance the causs of progress and peace with the
ultimate aim of rldding our cowmtry of the soourge
of economic orises, unemployment, insesurity, poverty
. | and war, through tha'realiza.tion of I:h«s hiatoric aim
‘ ~ of the working class -- the establishment of Soclalism
by ‘(';ha free choice of the majority of the Americ_an

i | pQOpic.* | |
Q@  Did you say "free cholce"?
. A That 1s what 1t says hers (laughter in the courte
room)v,. |
| Q I am asking you what ydu read there,

; Now, 1 \wu}.d like to call your attention to page
. ‘ 20, which ia listed under Article IX, "Disciplinary Procedures”

; Section 2. Would you read that to the Court and Jury, ploue??
A “ﬁdhoraan to or particlpation in activities of |
any cllque, group, oircle, faction or party which
. conspires or aots to subvert, undermine, weaken or

. Anmerican

overthrow any or all institutions of ,demoeracy, whereby
the majority of tha American people can malntain their
] right to determine their destinies in any degrse, shall
be punished by immediaste expulsion."

" Hay I remark -< |
. !| MR, WRIGHT: No, sir. Just snswer the gquestion.

i
;:*I am not asking you for any remarks at the moment,

R, FLYNN: May it please the Court, I don't know
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. why he 1is not permitted to explain m; answor,
! THE COURT: Do you want to explain your answer?
MR, WRIGHT: I dlmected his attenflion to a particular

article, and the article was read in evidamm‘. I just asked

him to read 1t from an exhibit which the Government has

. introduced, and there was no oe¢casion for any remarks, It

i1s in the English ) _sanguage.

THE COURT: Very well, You may proseed,
, . KR, WRIGHT: Thank you, Your Honor.
15 @  (By Hr. Wright) That was the constitutian of 1945t
lt A Yes. | | ‘
Q Were you present at the convention which adopted
 that sonstitution, sir?
; A Yes. I voted on the xnatitutiom
‘ Q@  Thamk you, air.
A There was a consultative vote which was taken.
Q Now I want to ¢all your attention to another dommnf
' which 18 not in evidence yet, «
i | ER. WRIGHT: I wonder if I may have it marked for
| 14ert 171cation?

THE COURT: This is oross-examinstion, isn’t 1t?
| MR, WRIGH?: Yes,

o Eé THE COURT: The oross-examination is limited to the

§5 direct examination. You say it is *nét in evidence yet?

i BA. WAIGHT: No. I am asking to have it marked for
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i 1dentification at this tiue,

i THE COURT: It has not been offered . through

; the witnesa and 1%t 18 not in evidance:'thare 18 no occasion
. for asking him about 1t?

« iR. WRIGHT: Very well, Your Honor,

: Q (By Mr. Wright) I would like to ask you this

| other than the one in 19457

A 1936, 1938, twe conventions -- in 1942, 195, 198,

Q I want to call your attention specifically to the

convention held In 1933, Was a ccnatitution'adopt'd at that

eanvention?

A There was a 60:3 titution adopted or amended, amanded

tne conatituiion, soms constitution at every conventim.

nat the convention, we are only interested in the 1933

,convontion, snd we can get to the others later, but were thoy
I

‘stmilnr in provialon, wereg thare similar provisions in each
’of tio se constitntlons, similay to the t'oyou.read that 1-
lplready intreduced in evidence?

Li A Yes, they all smbodied the principles of the

i

flemooratic centralism and all the other trimmings.
I

i
ET

Q ﬂo. Just answer the quaation.

THE OOUHT: Just a minute, Mr., Wright., Of courss

aou.hava to let him answer the que&tion. He answersd your

B

I
i

i question, Mr. Lautner: What other conventions did you attend |

Q Very well, With raespsct to the oconatitution udOptodé
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o/vls , other qusstions and then you objected to his going on in
r which he wanta to explain 1it, .
A - MR. WRIGHT: Yes.
‘ | if | THE'GOURT: If you ask him & question you have to
| let him snawer if he has not mmy canpleted his answer, ;
g, , )m. WRIGHT: I uk‘ed hiw that- specific question and
| then he goes bwk to mmethlna elae, | '
THE COURT: liay_be he is not through?
| MR, WHIGET: I womdes if Your Honor would instruct
,i him to nmwx- yos or not? |
E TBE COURT: No, I wi_ll not,
ii' - (By Mr. Wright) You did say, aiq you not, Er,
. . ” hutner, that there was & similar proviaiaiz. stullar to the
%‘ two I inquired about tpeciﬁwlly in the conutituﬁion of 1933?
§‘ 4 1 gave my answer to that,
{1 : G’t' : Kov, the sane true of tha convention in 1943
i with roapect to the two provui.m about whizh I inquired?

‘1 A I give the ama answer that demoeratic central Lan

(

:prinﬂplu were embodied in the IQM convmtlan with all the

othor tx-immings that are In it:. |
L Q@  You man by "trimmgs“ that there were other
® K proviaicma, do you not?. |
' :’, A Px'ovisiom that serve - sclt-nrw the Party
15 interesta.

| Q I an nat'agk&ng you that, your interpretation of it,
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but the provisions were there, were they not?
A  For the Comnmist Mty P

Q  Were the provisions there?
MR, FLINN: Just a minute,

- THE COURT: Just a momen$, Mr. Wright, Lot us let

hin miswer. |
MR, WRIGHT: I am not asking him for his inter-

pretation, but I am ukinghh n to whether or not the two

provisions were thers that I asked him about in the first

instance,

THE WITNESS: What two provi_sions is that ~- are
you rctorrﬁg to. ' | A
2 Q0 T (By e, W:-ighﬂ | Did you read the preamble that I
directed your attention to?

A7 N, I alan't pead the preamble. You didn't direct

me to the premmble.

f
i Q In the 1945 constitution that I asiked you about,
'f did I not ask you to read Article II in the provision of the

|
| constitution?

|
l
| A  Tis is Article II?

it
||

Q Yes., Did I not ask you to look at Articls IX,
Section 27

A Is that in the 1948 constitution?
Q@ I am telking about the 19LS, now, uir.

THE COURT: Kr, Witnesy, you may answer the question,
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A I read --
Q@  You did read 1t?
A Yes., |

835



336

W/bl } Q@  Now, I ask you agein as to whether or not with
£ O o
12:25 5 respect to the conventions you attended in the various years

9-1 1 :
. that you gave 1f similar provislions wepre not embodied in each 3

% of the constltutions by the convention?
| A I wouldn't Y¥now that. I mean, I am not 80 sure
about that, whether it is the same phraseoclozy or the same
substance as these two artlocles that I read in 1945,

Q@  If I showed you those documents would that refreah E
- your recollection? |
A It might,

 MR. ﬁRiGHT: Yow Honar, may I show him these

: documanté for that purpose? | |
: MR. FLYNN: Object. If they want to get thew into
i evidence, get them in themselves, ’
/ THE COURT: I think that is proper crosa-examination;
: He m» testiflied about the particular wording in the prior 1
f conatitution,
: MR. WRIGHI ¢ Your Honor, I am not asking him about
. the wording. I an merely ssking him to tell whether or not
3 in substance they are similar provisions as sdopted by the
! conventims that he himself sald he attended.
THE COURT: Now, 1s there Q questicn before the
» Court or not? |
HR. WAIGHT: I have asked him one. If it is |

. objected to I will ask the Court to rule on it,
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THE COURT: Ask 1t agein, Rr, #right., If it is

objested to I will rule on it.

Q

(By Mr, Wright) Mr. ¥itness, if I showed you this

docunent pertaining to the sonvention that you said you

attended in 1545, which is the doocument you have already

identified and is in evidence, would it refresh your

recollection as to whether there ware the same provisios in

the otler constitutions adopted by the conventions which you

attended?

Q .

KR, xzmm's Objectad to.

THE COURT: Overruled »- sustained.
MR, WRIGHT: Very well, »sir,

i
!

(By ¥r, Wright) Now, Mr., Lautner, I want to direct '

your attention to -~ I belleve you testified that you were in |

the Army for a brief periocd; is that correct?

4

That is not so. I testified I was in the Army from

1942, ¥ovember, to Jwune, 1945, and that 1s not & brief period. |

Q

Well, let 1t be a long period, then. Now, 1 gk

you during that period of time when you were in the Army

or prior to your -. strike that,

As the result of your induet!.on were you required

to f1ll out any tmn?

Q

MR, FLINN: Ohjoctad to.
THE COURT: Sustained.

(By Mr. Wright) Did4 you when you wem in tie Army,
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in response to a question as to whether or not you bslonged

*1 to & subveraive organization which taught or sdvocated the
f viclent overthrow of the Government, d1d you not answer "no l
| to that queation? | |
' r MR, FLYNNS Objected to, sir,

1 THE GOUAT: I am disposed to sustaln the objeotion. .
‘ I am not sure whether you might poaslibly have some basis for ;
,: it, but what do you think is the relevanse in cross-sxamina- |
i |

i #R. WRIGHT: Youw Honor, the relevance of this is the

1 witness has presented himself as an expert on the Harxist -

:’ Leniniat theory in go far as wa,g practiced by the Commmilat
Qo | Party. In his direct examinatlon he stated that he joined
Ef the Commmist Party in 1929, I belleve, 1927 or 1929, gome~ 4
" where during that perlod; that thereafter he ocontinued as a |
h functionary of the P‘a;-ty in various positionn amd was in a
'{ poaitien" to lmow as to what the so-called Larxist - Leniniat
line was with respsct to force and violence.
13 THE COUXT: I see what you have in mind. I will
'i let you ask the question, but I do not know whether you are
.’m asking the quastion using preciae language from an Amy ,
‘ ‘5‘;. quwstionnair» or whether you are gilving your own interpretation

|

| to the questionmalre. In other words, I am not clear whether :
} 1

r | you are asking him whether ha did not answer £ question and

ql that the question is as you expross it, or whethar you are ’
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yourself putting your interpretations on the effect of the |
question. ‘
KR, WRIGHT: Well, for clarity, Your Honor, I wondori
if I might ask him if there was such a question on the ;
questionnaire first? a

THE GOURT: Ask him what? |

MR. WRIGHT: If there was sush a Question and, if sol

how he answered 1t. |

THE COURT: If there was sush a quostion. Go shead. .

Just ask him the question, and the witness will probably be i
abls to answer it ome way or the other,

Q (By kr. Wright) HNow, did you answor such a quest ion

as I have propounded to you in the negative in 1942 when you

A When I was drafted into the Army in 1942 in Kovember
I went to Dix whers I was oonfromted with the first question.

naire at the induction oenter. I don't think there was such
& qQuestion on that questiormaire, I don't recall. 5

Q Did it come on a later queationnaire that you were
confrorted with?

A I went from Dix to Plskets where I had my basic ;
training, and in Camp Plokett after my basic I was selected ;
by the cadre offise to go to Camp Ritchis, Haryland, to the ;l
Kilitary Intelligence School. There is where I made out my '

sscond questionnaire. On this questionnaire I recall that -
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W/os they askad me wixut political party I belonged to. I said on *
9"3 i !
. that questionnaire that I belonged to the American Labor Pnrty'

of umch I was an enrolled member at that time, I felt no

obligation to put on that questionnalre the Communist Party,

becauss Erowder, who was general socrntuy off the Party, by

a Party deoision absolved from all Communist obligations every

mombax- who joined the armed foroes. You must wnderstand |

;"

i that this was in 1942, November, during the so<called great
alliance. I d4d, therefore, answer this question that I was
a member of tls American Labor Party. I answered on that

| questionnaire that I read Qil publicatipns, all papers, being

i & newspaper man, Amongsat these publications I also read the

Miy Worker; I put that on the queltidnn,airgn. I also put on

{

I
j industion, nationul secretary of the Hungarisn Section of the

| the questionnaire that I was at that time, at the time of ny

gintcmationdl ‘ﬁorkora Urder. That questionnsire asked me for i
‘I* Iive or 8o peopl’e that would know me as references. I gave |
[: mngut thcao five people i{wo ministers, u doctor, and ny (
auccouor in the International Workers Order as national :
,soex-atary there, mnd another person, and thess people served
with ma on the Greater New York Viotory Committee in 1942,

‘of which the honorar:} chalrman was Honorable -- Kayor Fiorello i

‘H, LaGuardia. There was a quutioﬁ on that queationnaire

;whetmr 1 belongdd to any subWersive organigzation. At that !

F

i timo I was a member of the Army, and I was not a meuber of any |

|
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. subversive organization, and st that time the Schneiderman
| case was panding in the U. S. Supreme Court, and the U, 5. |
Supreme Court brought & decision on that case ahd, thorefore, |
| in all honesty and in all truthfulness I anawered that
| question "no" and I stated av in numerous hearings prior to
this one. , _

THE COURT: What did you mean by saybing that you had;
. been absolved by Browder? 1 d1d not understand.

THE WITNESS: Browder waa the general ascretary ;

J of the Party, and he made a statement that it was the poliocy |

l of the Entiomlﬂami.ttn to absolve from all Party

;‘ ubligitiu'na, from membershlp, those that are going into tis ‘
;‘ armed forces ui members of the Communist Party at that time. |
! - MR, WRIGHT: ‘Wu Your Honor going to say sometding?
. THE COURT: No, indeed. Next question. -
“ Q@  (By Mr. ‘ﬁright) K’nvr, Kr, Witnui,‘ you said that'ths;
| Sehneiderman ﬂncision had something to say on this question ;

| o that you were sble, then, to say in a.li honesty that you
| were not a member erf any subversive brganimbion.

| A Ididn't say that., | o , .

THE COURT: Just a minute. I think you are going
[‘ too far afleld when you have asked about the interpretations
tha*b somebody night have abgut. & case that is pending inm the
iSt:prma Court or the United st;wu. I do not really think

" 1'5 woux.d advmcc this cuu at 311 by going into that,
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) MR, WRIGHT: I agree with Your Honor entirely
sxcept that the witness volunteered that himself, and

| I wanted to pursue it. |

!( THE COURT: He gave that as one irncident as to why
} ‘he felt justified in anawering that particular question in
the way he did. |

KR, WRIGHT: Does Your Honor lmve some objection
to my asking that, why he felt that? It has some bearing
| upon bis memberahip in the Communis t Farty.

’! THE COURI$ The purpose of your asking him the
: qumticm, I asasume, about tha answer to the Army queati.oxmure

i

‘ uw to impeach him in some way as to his testimony here. He
,) has answered the question fully, the jury hes heard it, and

11: dou seen to me that now you are undertaking to cross~
ll

examina him further about the various reasons for answering '
'tha questions the way he did; you are pw suing something that
;% will lead youwp into a blind alley, we would say, in the '
( matter of logic, and I would think it 1s & futile further

1

i mquiry along that lins. XHowever, I dec not .uka to necessarily
:Unpon my understanding of loglc on counssel., If you can

, further develop your came by ukina him that queastlion, go :
ﬁdhcad and do 1t. . |

! M, WAIGAT: Thank you, Your Honor,

}
! i

|

I '

a

‘; Q@  (By Mr. Wright) YNow, you say that you had an

‘tmdarstandins as to why you could answer that question in that 3

!)
!
i
j

o
i
i
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%/69 . manner. That is, that you did not belong tu a subversive

’ ; ormnint;toﬁ advosating the violent overthrow of the United
| States Government in 1942 when you were in the araed forces, .
You had} such an underastanding a8 & Commmist on the basis of
; literature that Jou had read; 1s that correct? .'
| KR, FLYNN: I object tothat, sir. I don't think that
; that waz what he said at all,
1 THE COURT: I d41d not hear all of ¥r, Wright's
quution.' if you want to press it I will imve the itenographer
read it. | |
; .f. WRIG&T: Yas, Your Hmdr, I would like to
punwu this ror & moment.

THE COURT: Very well., Mr. Stenographer, read

;m-. Wrightt's quution. |
’l ~ {The last questicn was read by the Heporter.) i
5@  THE GOURT: I sustain the objection to the question
: beceuse that 1s not what the witness sald. As I wnderstand.
Lhia anawer, while 1t waa a 1eng one, the final thl ng, that he
had heen sbsolved rram mambenhip in the Communiat Party by
the ruling of Eapl Browder, at that time the head of the
;, ?u’ty.
;, Q (By #r., Viright) Let me agikc you this, Kr. Witness:
‘\wun’t the further question on that questionnaire: "Have

H( you ever bhesn e member of such an organizatinon?®--As well as

'

¢

x( being o at the present time, that 1s, at ti» time of the

i |
. ;
! ' ‘
i ' . .‘
g . i
N

4



W/pl0

{42 you mew one Angelina Calomiris.

question asked by Mr. Flynn ~- you replied that it had % do

ook |

question propounded to you? |
A I don't recall that guestien. |

Q  Could it have been there? Is it that you just dpn'#
remenber? ‘

A Do you want me to speculate?

|

|

THE COURT: I mma the objection. i
Q (By iy, Vir:l.ém) J‘:s' youwr present recollection based :
upon the absence of the fact itself or mrol;pf that you don's i
remenber? i

KR, FLYNKN: I object.

THE COURT: 'I sustaln the objection.
Q  (By My, Wright) Now, I ask you, kr. Witness, in

{
|
|
response to a questiony '« asked by Mr. Flym, you wers asked

L MR, FLYNN: I did net ask such a question, I °b“°t'.n

T d1d not ask it at all.,
U4 MR, WRIGHT! I will withdraw 1t, Your Honor,
Q@  (By Er. Wright) Did you answer, in answer to a |

with your job on the Review Board. HNow I ssk you if you know |
Angelina Calomiris? |

THE COURT: If you kmow whom?

MR, WRIGHT: Angelina Calomiris,
THE COURT: Answer, if you can,

THE WITNESS: I saw her t'iclb in my life, both times
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|
|

| for your worke

‘Department because I asked her for a document to prove that

employed after?
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in my office, the firat time ahe came and complained about
being persecuted in the Party. I listened to her., I told
her we will inveatigate, and the second time she came up to

show her reporter's card i{ssued by the New York Police ;
|
|

instances, I never saw her _btfore in my lifo. I never saw her

she 13 a professional photographer. Outside of those two l
|

!

|
afgor in my life. |
‘BY MR, WRIGHT : i

Q MNow, I want to ask you something about the time when,

Jou aay you left the Comaunist Party, sir. ihsn was that? !
Only ss to the date right now. }
A I read my expulsion on Jamuary 17, 1950, in the %
Datly Werlker, . ,
Q All rzsht. sir. JNow, when did you ;ot exployasnt |
thereafter? |

A When d4id i1 get -~

Yes, from the date 'chat» you Just gave us,

Yeos, sir. | |

1

Q

A -< employment? |
. |

A

What do you mean by "employment"? When was I

o B

Q. Tes, when did you get a Jjob for which you got money

A Soon after that I got unemployment insurance. !
THE COURT: Whatt




W/bll f - THE WIWSS: -Unmplo&menﬁ insurance,
Q | (By Mr, Wright) va' long did you atay on momploym;xt
insurance? . | | | . ‘
A Oh, I don't know, I ﬁmnk sbout 1950,
Q Wull, what part of 1950 was that, sirg
4  The latter part of 1950, somewhere around November,
Q About how much wepe yau r#coiv&ng from your --
m COURT: Excuae m a minute.
MR, WRIGHT: ‘Sfu, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Before 1950 ani for some years you wers |
tqaehina; you say. Did you receive uiu'y or compensation
 for that? | | | !

’I‘BE WITNESS: Oh. yeu, Yes., There wera regular

salary and dcduationa I was eligible for umemployment

i insw ance, -

‘; THE COURTS Them when you Were expolled from the

,I

1Party you ny you asked for and obtnnud ummplaymnt

! , ‘ o

N THE WITNESS: First, I have to go down to the ]
|

;State Unmploymmt Office to reglster and then qualify for
poaitiom, and was s=ent to a nuwber of agencies,

’; THE COURTz Well, I will not go int.o detalls of

!‘thmt now, Now, you are next being asked wher. did you next
{Eot gainful employuent. '
l

i
i
H
i
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(By Mr, Wright) Yes,
About the begimning of 1951,
All right, sir. Now, for whom did you go to wa k?

'For the Department of Justice,

Q And how digd it come about, sir, that you went to
&‘wrk for the Department of Justice?
Kd., FLYNN: Well, I object to the question.
- - THiL GOWRT: What 18 the purpose of that?
?E ' Wit, WAIQHT: Well, the purpose is merely to show,
,tir I an permitted to develop 1t, the pecuniary interest
;.ar the witneas. | ‘
i THE COURT: To show what®
MR, WAIGHT: To show the 1ntorut: of the witness
:ln terms of his testimony here.

,I

i:, THE COURT: Very well, All right.

'3
queation, ploase?

4
I

y KR. WRIGHT: ¥»r, Reporter, will you re-read the

(The last question was read by the Heporter,)
A Some time in the fall of 1950 I wrote a letter to
the Department of Justice, to the attention of J, Edgar
Hoover, Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, In.
tb.at letter I acquainted him who I was and what conclusions
I came to about the Party. Also Jn that lettsr I told him
f;hat I am willing to give my unqualified ~- wnd 1 underlined
that - auppox-t m the effort of the Government
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| of the Communist Party?

898

:* to root out Gmmim in this country. That is the gist of
1t

,| ") (By Xr. Wright) lldﬁ, ian't it a fact, Mr, Witness, '
; that you had been in_oontut with ths Departms nt of Justiee
i

| prior to that and were a paid informer in the organization

|

' mo PLYONN: 1 Q_bd‘a‘ﬁto
‘A That is a contexptible lie.

THE GOURT: Now, wait a minute. I can understand,

| of course, the impulsa to ‘that, but we get along very much

 better in the Courts 1f we reatrain our impulses with regard
to expressions of that kind. It is so much better to say

.
|
i ’.
(
l
4'
| that 1t is utterly incorrect.

~i

l (L‘ught‘ro)

, THE COURT: Go ahead.

j MR, FLYNN: ¥ay it please the Cowt, may I suggest '
e| that counml might be a little bit guarded as to what they
rorar o people as? I don't think many people want to be

U

rcrornd to as an informer, and characterizations of that kind.

,,I don't believe, are going to at least have a witness feel

!' comfortable sbout being charged with that.

ii KR. BRAVERMNAN: Your Honor, there 18 a book on
1nrormox-u, agents provocateurs, eto., polia o informer, as *

q"”d by & university professor.

ii THE COURT: Do you think that makes it law?




| Flym was protesting sbout the particular use of the term,
| and in this particular instance, of ¢ouwrse, you see the re-
mtion that it got rram m vxtuu,
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MR, BRAVERMAN: No, but I think it is common

parlance even among lawyers toﬁm such a term,

THE COURT: In other words, do I vnderstanl tht
you are attempiing to  justify the frequent use of the we d
"informer” with respest to Government witnesses? Is that
yom? polnt of view?

KR. smvxmmn 1: defendants' counsel fnl that is
tbn proper charscterization.

THE COURT: I have not mads any ruling on 1t, MNr,

* Now, among ths dnxrnble attributes of all hwun.

,___A__?,,____‘u

&8 1s shown in the form of the oath which & lawyer has to take
¥o' bevsme'a member of the bar of this Court, it in effect ?,
provides that in -tho you do not unnecessarily % the
chiara_oter of witnesses.| Now, of tourss, il you gentlemen
m:k it is nocinuv to use particular langasge I will have
to rule on 1%, if objected to, in each instance. In the
present instance the question vhn been asked and it has been
answered. Now, let us go on with the next «auoiticn.

Q (By Mr. Wpight) I ask you this, M. . Lsutner: After
Jou were so uwlbyed how much wére you paid sor your urvicuf

4  The Department of Justice paid me {25 for every day
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vhan I was conmltin@ with them, on gpecial prabloms, and also

%‘-25 when I was doing ressarch in the librarios for the
'ﬂoparhmnt of Justice, : : i
l Q Now, from that paz-s.od of your employuent to the
prenmt can you give us an oats.mation 88 to the uct:ual
amounﬁ that you have rmeivod in dollars and centa?

| 1ARe FLYNN: 1 ob ject, sir,

THS COURT: Well, off hand. You do not have to go
into any nathematieal, long caloulationn sbout it. Just a.nawer
1t off hand, a thousand dollars, two thousand dollars, one

hundred dollars? | | |

lg | THE WITNESS: To be specific, seven hundred snd some

f’dd dollars from the Department of dustice, in the year of
h«;sz. |

I Q@  (By kr. Wright) Xow, do I also mdoratmd that in
hdd:!.ticn to that you were given expenaes to 8¢ around to the
'#ax'iuua trials where you had testifleas

‘; A Ky train fare was prov:!.aod, yes, and &lac my expenses
#or lodgings and food.

15

;\- Q aAnd can you give us any apyromate Ligure as to
mr that would cover, air?

A 3 wouldn't know, | : &
i : i
!
,f - @ You are px'caently still 1iving in New York, as I

dbdcrntand ite

‘ 4 I was threatened at the time of wy expulsion, I don't
#gut to give you ny address -

o
|
"

4 ’ '
0 : ’
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W/blé Q ¥o. My' question isz are you still living in New
| York? |
: A I am llving in New York. .
l Q Now, did you testify in the dchneidermsn case which !
is presently pending in Califurnia?
A Yeon,
'“ @ On the specific question that iy, F‘lynn asked with
‘ refcrmcc to going undergrom. I ask you, ruding from
g; VYolume 19 of the Reporter's transcript in that case, sntitled |
fi "United States of America against Willlam Schneiderman and |
| *othnr:. defendants, Criminal Action No. 22131," now pending :
”in the United States D&atrlct Court for the $outhnrn District i
nor Californie, whe ther on March 3, 1952, at page 2565 you |
édid not so testify as rolloi:, in response to & question:
"Will you look at page 9351? I call your attentipn ,
to the Offielal Reporter Proceedings belore the Subnrunj
Activities Control Baard on January 22, 1952, at page

9381 bveginning at line 3, and I will read it to you.
"A ALl right.

"Q And you can look on 1t at the same time.

"1Al30 we made it clear ~~' that is you talking,
"A  ‘That isyx ight,

i et qxwting agains

"'Al:a we made At clear that is was necessary to

| bulld a structure to safeguard tho continuity of the
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Party, and that it was ﬁwaaaary to have a structwe :
in cass even 1f the Party v-is driven wnderground, to huvaf
sn organization force tht_om fight iis way back to '
legality.. In a disorganized way that is practically i
impossible, In an organized way through this atwmcture
it would be possidble to tigh’h back In an organized raahién
| and possibly get back to a legal status. That was made
clear at the meeting.?" | _' |
| Dxéi you 8o teatlif'y there to that effect?
A I alac further testiffed --
Q@  No. I merely asked you if yéu testified to what I ‘
have read. | , :
A Yes; - | |
Q All right,
4  But, Your Honor, may I «= |
. THE COURT: Certainly. o :
A (Coﬁtinuing) aoiﬁg underground had two purposes,
The main purposs was to continue the organized force of the
Communist Party and with this underground orgsnlzation to
find ways and means to come out to a lsgal status. Whether
it will be under the pame of the Communist Party or whether
undér the name of the Farmer-Lsbor Party, or some other name,;

iz lomateriel; to rind some kind of a legal structwre, too;

. 80 I tePtifled that this was also one oi" the §urposea. but the

maln purpose was to convinue the cont¥Wity of the Party organiza-
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tion underground and to carri'on Party activities.

Q

A

903

You did téstiry &3 I outlined to you, 414 yoi not?
That 1s right, but that is only part of the whole

pleturse that -« ’

Q

O » o > o »

4

I am only asking you one queation,‘ Mr, Witneas.
Yes, |

Very well, sir.

Yes, I teatifiled.

All right, sir. Thank you. ‘

That 1s part of it. 4 |
Thank you kindly. -

Now, you were under oath at the time you so testified,

were you not?

A

Correct., | : 1

Q  And what you sald at that time now is trus, fsn't

ity

saying now, I am under oath now, to_o, and that is ‘ai'ue. too. |

the Communist Party? |

b

A ¥nat I said at that time is true, and what I am f

Q Now, will you tell us when you say you firat joined |

A

York, which is & part of Hanhatten Island, New York City.

In 1929, Hovember or December, in Torkville, New

Q “¥ the way, kr. Witness, what 1s your educational
ackground ¢
‘A& My Party educationy



| | "
w/bl9 - Q No, I am talking about have you gene to sehool !
and in what gradesa?Y

¥ 3 Yeos, I' was in school. I have public achool, high |
80hool ~- |

Q  That 1s in New York, sir? |

A No. ¥o, I was bern on the other side in Burope,
I have public school, high school and a year and a souwpls of |
months in tumr_l' Mllugq, I am here -

Q How, all of that was over --

“A Yen, m on tbvoﬂ‘!‘ side, yes.

Q  Now, 414 you further your edusation !m-c upon your
returm to this sountry?

A Yos, while I was a student at the Seranton
Architestural School I was taking wp arehitesture and designing,

while working with my father, and self-educatiomn,.

Q  How, you say you joined the Farty in 1929, I believe?

A  Correst. |

Q How, what was yor first duty as a Party member
at that time? |

y | When I .jﬁd.nod the Farty three days latey we went
down to a nhopsaﬁo meeting, and we were water hosed on 93th
Street, and, of courss, the truck drivers of the laundry came
out with the water hose and shased us away from our shopgate
rnseting there.

Q Were you aszigme d a specific duty?
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K Yes.
Q Chailrman of a committee or something?

l_A Yes, 1 was carrying the stepladder to that meeting.
Tlntm my first assignment.
'Q dow, what was your next organizational duty?

THE COURT: Excuse me. I think we are so near the

hour of adjownment we will let the case go over until

londay morning at 10:00 e'clock.
I heope, #r, Wright, you have made srrangements with
other counsel to take cars of any possible questions that

".‘nxght come up affecting your client if you do not find it

convenlent to be hon Honday. :

, MR, WRIGHT:; Well, Yowr Honor, to ihis moment I have
]not been nhla te do so. I did seek to get a continuance of
Y oomn iaad
bolmbh. Butm the Court felt that this Cowrt was of a

4n the court of Appeals of the District of

lesser jurisdiction than i%, it would not grent such a leave.
TH GOURT: I do not think that is particularly

’ minmbh comment to make., You are a Iluhizxgtdn-umr.

are not in this eireuwlt. I do not underst and that there
uny rule or practice wh ch nqu.tns t um*t £0 postpone a

for the convenience of '@ hn'ycr to argue a case in what
say is a higher cowst. |
KR, WRIGHT: Well, Your Honmor, I didn't mean that in

il‘nn-ogatory manner,

:

|
1
|
1
l
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Hmva that may be, I am suggestilng to you that you endeavor
\ té uut. both purpoau hw umsaunt with ur. Bm to tm

'ﬂubonblctodomm‘Rmmnotgotumbﬁw-.
i ang 1f ncoumj. I will assign i_lr. Bushman to ﬁpnnnuns
| your client during the day, I do mot thimk 1t reasonable

906

THE COURT: It has been my understanding of the law,

and 1 have heard other Judges 8o say, that the first r

|

oblisation of a lawyer is to the case in which he is cnsasu.

care of any interssts of yowr client on Monday. I hope you

for a Washington lawyer te eater his appearsace R f
quite m months after the mtienhr client has been |
reprasented by other sounsel amd then pus wp his persensl |
sngagenents in #ashing ton to the delay of a case that 1is i
probably going to take soms time in this Cowrt. I would gladl

sonvenience you if it were a matter of my own personal

of this Cowrt, and I do not think it 1s ressom ble to put

off a case for & whole day for your own perscoual comvenience

¥
, i
convenience, but 1t 1s more than that. It is the adeinistration
y I
|
|
and professional activities. |

Now, 1t 1s 8o pnrtoetly easy for you to nmnbor that!

your elient will be otherwise protected and represented by
Puktns the arrangements with ﬂr. Buchman who, I believe, was

mﬂ for lh'. Wood, were you not. for some mowt hs?

MR, BWW: I was loca.l counsel. He was represert o
tby llr. Forer, Your Honor,

e B




| w/o22

co | 907

i | ' fﬁE COURTs Thnée was aﬁéthﬂr #anhﬂngton 1§wyer
;-hn was temporarily in the case? .,

,, | Wi, BUCHKAN: That S.s. right.

% - THE Cbﬁ?‘: Ia 1t in:any way incongistent with your
;repnonantatian of your particular olisnts, ﬁr Bushnan,  to
’alse represent ¥r. Wood?

h

: - ER, BUCHEAN: It is entirely wp to kr. Wright end

r. Wood, I have no ob jeatlon.

;  EE coumr: I understand that. I do mot wish to

iuppaint any lunyer to rnprnaent ¥r. Wood, even temporarily,
if there 1& any inconaiutency in ﬁhﬂ position of the lawyar
1n dalng 8o, | S {

' . ER, WRIGH&z Your Hanar. the anly thing in connoctian

”uth that u I have spoken to My, Ncmd about ‘1t, and he 1is

urathar-inszatant, for what resscn I don't kaow, that I be

éhera to continus in this cgaé, end I think it 1s quibe.propar.f
gfhe only thought Ilhaé gbout it, se Your Honor will recall,
I 414 not pet into this case untiz late in January, and thia
lathnr prior ccmmitmant was achsduled for somg months prior to
?thax, and 1t was for that reason alannthat I called it to
[Ybur chnr'a attantion¢ I dontt want tha Court to fesl that
EI am making any request for my own parsonnl convenience., It
ﬁeertainiy is not.' It fs simply 1@ an effort to ses to it
,tha% I maintain my obligations to both.Courtl and to ug

(client in this partioular instance,

1,

'Z
A

t'

!
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! requiring losal cownsel. It was only in that commection,

B | - 908 |

¥R, FLYN¥: Your nohor. I might point o that iy,
Buchman's appsarance is entered for My, Wood. |

THR COURT: At the present time? ?

Mn_. BUCHEKAN: Yes, as local somnsel,

THE COURT: 1If there is any Question amout Ny,
Wright's particular aituation, I want at all tizes to be §
courteous and respectful to other Courts, u I wish also to
' bs reasonsble st all times in serving the convenience of ‘
‘411 parties to the case, including all lmwyers, but, as kr. .
Plynn calls to ny gt‘mis.on; Mr, Buchman's sppearancs is also |
| entered m this case, it removes all question in the matter,

MR, BUCHKAN: Of course, iny appearancs, Your Honor,

was entered under a rule of the Court, as 1 understand, ;

! . . - THE cwm: or em, it 13 local soumsel ordinuuy

, to whom the Omn't looks for mnpm&bility. ihen you have

' anothar lawyer in snother jurisdiction cemiug in by porminim'
i of the Court, the Court always neovertheless laoks to loeal :
!‘ counsel for the purpose of guldance and for any formal |
oxprun:.on_ of attitude toward the oase, I thought possibly ;
%your sppearmanes had not been continued for ir, Wood, kr.

 Buchman, otherwise we would not have taken the: five minutes |

f;to disouss the matter st all.

You are excused, members or the jury, until Monday
;mnmins a.t 10:00 o'olock, and asnn I repeat to you the deasir-

r
|

!
!
|
i
l
A
l
1

l
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ability or having nc conversatlon with anybcdy about this
case outside of Court or expressing any opinion, even by
chance or casually. Just keep it all to yo\:triulvu. Try
to absorb all the evidence fram time to time with an open
mind until you have heard the lasi word of evidence, the
arguments of counsel, and the charge of the Court as to the
law in the case.

We will take & resess of this Court wntil 2100
otelock, '

(Thereupon, at 1:00 o*o:.éck p-i., an adjourmment

- de W W W

was taken until Monday, March 17, 1952, at 10:00 o'clock a.nm,)
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I eertify thet the foregoing is & true and ocorreot

transeript of the asbove proceedings.
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