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WANTED—REACTION
OF ATTORNEY GENERAL

(Continued from page 1)

‘contempt of court,’ G—D—-
him, we will show him what
contempt really is.

“We workers must be pre-

pared to give our all to the
cause, even our lives if that is
what is needed, to preach
revolution. On the other hand

we do not need to fear the type

of revolution it will be. One

thing is sure. If we do not

get industrial justice, revolu-
tion is inevitable.”

In view of the fact that your
office as well as that of other law-
enforcement agencies throughout

the state have neglected to take
notice of acts and utterances of
agitators —acts of violence and
utterances tending to incite to vio-
lence and riots, I assume you

have also failed to acquaint your-
selves with the facts of the so-
called (by Emme) Albert Lea
case. Permit me to enlighten you :

Several workers employed by

the Potter Foundry Company of

Albert Lea went out on strike.
In the evening of February 4,
1935, a crowd estimated at two

hundred men stormed the foun-
dry where special police were
employed to protect the property.

Chief of police. Miles Norton

and Sheriff Helmer Myre were
called to the plant. Sheriff Myre
was set upon and severely beaten.
The grand jury returned indict-
ments against eight of the mob—-
indictments charging the crime of

rioting, a felony!
On February 9, the indicted

men filed an affidavit of prejudice
with the Governor, in which they
charged that .. said defendants
have good reason to believe and
do believe that they cannot have
a fair trial or hearing in the
above entitled matter.”

The affidavit of prejudice was
aimed at District Court Judge.
Norman Peterson of the Tenth
judicial district. The governor,
for the first time in the history
of the state, granted the affidavit
and appointed the Hon. Fred
Senn. Judge of the Fifth Judicial
District to sit on the case.

On February 21, appearing be-
fore Judge Fred Senn, the eight
men were allowed to plead guilty
to the lesser offense of “unlaw-
fully entering a building”—a
gross misdemeanor.

These men were represented by
counsel of their own choosing.
They entered pleas of guilty after
counselling with their attorneys.
They were men of intelligence.
They were informed of their con-
stitutional rights and all legal
privileges. They were not co-
erced, intimidated nor misinform-
ed. They chose to enter the
guilty plea to the lesser offense
rather than stand trial on the
more serious charge.

Two of them—the onlv ones
of the eight who were ever cm-
ployed at the foundry —were sen-
tenced to pay a fine of two hun-
dred dollars. The other six, who
had never been employes of the
Potter Foundry Co., and who.

therefore, were engaged in a
strike in which they had no in-
terest whatsoever, were sentenced
to sixty days in the county jail
without option of fine. Briefly
the above is the “Albert Lea
case” that brought on the out-

burst of “former” secretary of
the State Industrial Commission,

Julius E. Emme.
The right to strike, Mr. Attor-

ney General, is not questioned.
The right to peacefully picket is
not under debate. But the “right”
to RIOT cannot be debated be-
cause it does not exist.

District Judge Fred Senn was
selected by the governor to sit
in judgment upon these men.

We have a right to assume that

the chief executive felt that

Judge Senn was better qualified
to render a verdict beyond taint
of bias or prejudice, because he
was not a resident of Albert Lea
and therefore could have no first-
hand knowledge of the case that
might tend to influence his deci-

sion.
It is patent to all that the judge

had no choice in the matter.

These men pleaded guilty to a
gross misdemeanor! It was his
duty to impose sentence.

Nine days after these men had
pleaded guilty and had been sen-
tenced, a meeting was called at
Austin, to protest against the sen-

tences imposed and utter dire
threats against the presiding
jurist! ,

Mr. Emme was (at that time)
a state official! His words, car-
ried the implied endorsement of
the State administration and Mr.
Attorney General, those words
contained a threat against not

one judge of our district courts
hut against every judge. More
that that, they carried a threat
against state and national govern-
ment! They were words danger-
ously close to sedition!

And as an American citizen—a
citizen of Minnesota for fifty-

four years—l am asking you, At-
torney General Peterson, what
are you going to do about it?
Are you going to enforce the
state law against Julius E. Emme
and other speakers at that Austin
meeting or are you going to ig-
nore their seditious utterances?

Naturally your first reaction
will be that Emme is merely, if
at all, guilty of a contempt of
court. This assumption will
automatically throw the burden
of any action upon the shoulders
of District Court Judge Fred
Senn. But there are other laws,
other statutes, violated by Emme
and his colleagues that I wish to
call your attention to. Let me
first mention the state syndical-
ism law—a law placed upon our
statute books by a very distin-
guished member of the political
party to which you belong—the

Hon. Henrik Shipstead, U. S.
Senator; a law that the Hennepin
county chapter of your political
narty now declares in its plat-
form, its aversion to and its de-
termination to repeal at the earli-
est opportunity.

Allow me to quote that law,

Mr. Peterson, and urge you take
cognizance of its existence and
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action to enforce it. The law
reads as follows:

SECTION 10037, Minnesota Gen-
eral Statutes—“ Criminal syndical-
ism is hereby defined as the doc-
trine which advocates crime, sabo-
tage, violence or other unlawful
methods of terrorism as a means
of accomplishing industrial or po-
litical ends. The advocacy of such
doctrine, whether by word of
mouth or writing is a felony.”

SECTION 10058 (provides)
‘‘Any person who by word of
mouth or writing, advocates crime,
sabotage, violence or other un-

lawful methods of terrorism as a

means of accomplishing industrial
or political ends, or prints, pub-
lishes, edits, issues or knowingly
circulates, sells, distributes or pub-

licly displays any book, paper,
document or written matter in any

form, containing or advocating,

advising or teaching the doctrine
that industrial or political ends
should be brought about by crime,
sabotage, violence or other unlaw-
ful methods of terrorism; or open-
ly, wilfully and deliberately justi-
fies by word of mouth or writing,

the commission or the attempt to
commit crime, sabotage, violence
or other unlawful methods of ter-
rorism with intent to exemplify,

.spread or advocate the propriety
of the doctrines of criminal syndi-

calism, or organize or helps to
organize or becomes a member or
voluntarily assembles with any so-

ciety, group or assemblage of per-

sons formed to teach or advocate
the doctrine of criminal synical-
ism is guilty of a felony and pun-
ishable by imprisonment in the
state prison for not more than five
years or by a fine of not more
than one thousand dollars or
both.”

It is to be expected—a very
natural reaction—that you will
assume the position that the en-
forcement of the above law is the
duty of the County Attorney of
the county in which the of-
fense, the violation, occurred. It
is fair to assume that you will
declare a lack of jurisdiction, of
authority, of your office. In the
event my assumption is correct,
let me call your attention to a
State Supreme Court ruling to
the contrary. Permit me to quote
from:

“State of Minnesota ex rel
Young vs. Robinson Brown, J.
101 Minn. 277. Page 288.

“The office of the attorney
general has existed from an
early period, both in England
and in this country, and is vest-

ed by the common law with a
great variety of duties in the
administration of government.

“When the question has
come up for consideration, it
is generally held that the office
is clothed, in addition to the

duties expressly defined by
statute, with all the powers
pertaining thereto at common
law.

“From this it follows that,
as chief law officer of the state,
he may, in the absence of some
express legislation to the con-

trary, exercise all such power
and authority, as public inter-
ests mav from time to time re-
quire. He may institute, con-
duct and maintain all such pro-
ceedings as he deems necessarv
for the enforcement of law of
the state, the preservation of
order, and protection of public
rights. We have no statutory

restrictions in this state.
“The statute under consider-

ation imposing specific duties
upon the county attorneys in
the matter of its enforcement,
is in no proper view a limita-
tion upon, nor does it exclude
the general authority of the
attorney general upon the same
subject. We have numerous
instances where particular du-
ties are expressly imposed up-
on the county attorney, yet it is
clear that the attorney general
has the right, in virtue of his
office, to co-operate or act in-
dependently in all cases where
the public interests justify it."
—The italics in the above are
mine.—Editor.

There are in Minnesota, eighty-
seven county attorneys, each un-
der oath to not only uphold, but
to enforce the laws! And we
have exactly eighty-seven reasons
why the state syndicalism lazv is
not enforced —and unless I am
sadly mistaken, we’re going to
add another to the collection and
make it an even eighty-eight.

I am no attorney, Mr. Peter-
son, just an illiterate, uneducated
old fellow who believes that laws
were and are passed with the ex-
pectation that they would and will
be enforced; that officials elected
to law-enforcement jobs would
and will perform the duties of
their office—or resign.

I may be wrong, but I can find
no statute granting the right of
any prosecuting attorney to say
which laws shall and which shall
not be enforced; what and which
particular brand, breed and spe-
cies of law violators shall be
prosecuted and which shall not.
If there is such a statute, I would
be delighted to learn its location
and if there isn’t, my delight
would be immeasurably increased
if our state collection of eigthy-
eight prosecuting attorneys will
tell me and my readers why in
hell they aren't doing something
about enforcement of the state
syndicalism law!—the one law on
our statute books that stands be-
tween law and order and riots
and disorder—between orderly
government and revolution.

THE VANISHED
HERR HUSMAN
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reappear on our daily sheets, that
a new strike is more than a possi-
bility—it’salmost a cinch.

I want Mr. Husman to pull an-
other strike in Minneapolis. I
wish to once more read his name
in large type on any daily paper.
But T wish that Husman would
grasp the adult idea that his days
as an attraction in the mechanical
crafts are not what they once
were. He doubtless—like all “has
beens” —fails to understand that
the workers are “hep” to his
racket, that they are fast waking
up to the fact that the less they
have to do with labor racketeers
—and especially communist agi.

tutors!—the more sirup they are
able to pour over their cakes and
the thicker the steak on their
platters.

The ex-Dutchman should also
understand that there are known
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instances where naturalization
papers have been revoked, citi-
zenship rescinded and further op-
portunities of undermining our
form of government effectually
stopped—by the courts.

But speaking of labor organ-
izations and the collection of dues
and the accumulation of strike
funds, surpluses and what have
you, including initiation “fees,”
I would like to ask several hun-
dred of Husman’s dupes how
much money they have in the or-
ganisation’s treasury —if any?

Personally, I’m not interested
as I don’t belong to any of the
Husman “projects,” but if I were
a member I should want to know
if I were backed by an empty
treasury or a full one! And while
I was asking my “superiors” that
inconsequental question, I would
ask them a few more. For ex-
ample, I would ask to see a record
of all money received to date, an
expense account showing where
and to whom the payments had
been made and why ?

Now, it won’t fatally injure
you staunch union men if you
ask your union leaders to show
you the books of your organisa-
tion! It’s your money in that or

those coffers—if any. And if it
isn’t there, demand a show down
and a show up! Don’t be afraid
to make a demand.

If you invested one dollar per
month or per week in any other
venture, you’d expect a statement
every few years, wouldn’t you?
And if the statement smelled as
though it had spoiled, you
wouldn’t hesitate to demand a
renovation, would you? Well,
that goes for your union organ-
ization.

The next time “Little Heinie”
starts popping off, pipe right back
and tell him to show up or shut
up.

In the event he gets chesty,
just invite him to read an item
found only in records of court
decisions (and Saturday Press),
which, in part, rambles along as
follows:

“Husman vs. Seaman 4 F.
(2d) 80.

{iThe Communist party is an
organisation which entertains
a belief in the overthrow of the
government of the United
States, and membership in that
party by an alien at the time
of his eniry is ground for his
deportation”

And then ask Mr. Husman to
publically deny his membership
in the communist party.

During the course of an ad-
dress delivered to several hun-
dred farmers “calling” on the
legislature a short time ago, the
governor said among many
other things—“the only thing to
do is to change the damned sys-
tem

” meaning our system of
government. The governor did
his best to assist in bringing
about that “change” last summer
and it is hardly to be expected
that his sentiments have under-
gone a change. He is still a com-
munist at heart.

?


