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For the Unity of the €. P. of the
Soviet Union.

Decision of the Joint Plenum of the Central Ccmmmeé and of the Central Control
Commission of the €. P. of the Soviet Union in the Matter of Comrade Lachevitch
and other Comrades and on the Unity cf the Party.

Adopted on the 23rd July 1926 on the basis of the reports of Comrades Kujbijshev and Jansson.

In the period from 14th to 23rd July there tooké)lace the

. Zinoviev, a member of the Political Bureau, the Plenum adopted
joint Plenary session of the C.C. and of the C.C.C. of the

a Resolution submitted to it by the Presidium of the C.C.C. and

C.P. of the Soviet Union which was also attended by members
of the Central Revision Commission.

The session dealt with a number of important questions
tegarding the State and economric construction, the inner
lifle of the Party and the position of the workers and in
particular with the results of the Soviet elections, the building
of dwellings and the obtaining of corn for the current year.

After hearing the report of the Central Control Commission
on the cases of fractional activity aiter the XIV. Party Conference
and infringement of the decisions of the 10th and 14th Party

nferences as regards the preservation of the unity of the Party
on the part of some leading members and functionaries (Com-
rades Lachevitch, Bjelenki etc.) of the Party as well with re-
gard to the connection of this fractional activity with the appa-
ratus of the E.C.C.1 .which is immediately led by Comrade

decided to recall Comrade Zinoviev from his post of member of the
Political Bureau of the C. C. and to remove Comrade Lashevitch
from the ranks of the candidates of the C. C. Comrade Rudsutak
was elected member of the Political Bureau in the place of Com-
rade Zinoviev. s

The number of the candidates of the Political Bureau was
increased from five to eight and the followind candidates were
confirmed:  Petrowsky, Uglznow, Ordchonikidse, . Andrejev,
Kirov, Mikojan, Kalganovitch, Kamenev.

After hearing the communication of. the Political Bureau on
the decisions adopted by it in connection with the recent inter-
national events (strike of the English miners, upheaval in Po-
land, events in China etc.) the Plenum approved the activity of
the Polbureau and of the delegation of the C. P. of the Soviet
Union in the E.C.C. 1. in international questions.
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The Plenum decided to convene the next National Party
Conference for the first part of Ociober 1926.

Resolution.

1. The preservation of the unity of our Party was always the .

object of care of the whole Party and of its Central Organs,
of the C.C. and of the C.C.C. The Party, with comrade Lenin
at its head, successfully repelled all symptoms of fractionalism,
every attempt at a fight against the Party on the part of frac-
tions and groups, “with special platiorms and who strove to
a certain extent, to rally together and to set up their own group
discipline” (from the resolution of the X. Party Conference).
The X. Party Conference, which took place in the period of the
revival in the life of the country and the Party, in the period of
the transition to the N.E.P., adopted a resolution on the unity
of the Party drawn up and moved by Lenin. This resolution
states: .
“The Party Conference draws the attention of all mem-
bers of the Party to the fact that the unity and firmness of
its ranks, the securing of complete confidence among the
Party members and the securing of a real, close, comr=:
dely work, really embodying the unity of the will of the ad-
vance-guard of the proletariat, is particularly necessary at
the present moment, as a number of factors are increasing
the vacillations among the petty bourgeois population of
the country”. .
The Party Conference further pointed out that
“it is necessary that all conscious workers shall cle-
arly recognise the harmfulness and the inadmissibility of
any fraction activity, which in practice inevitably leads to
the weakening of the firm cooperation, and will induce the
enemies of the Party who are attaching themselves to the
government Party, 10 attempt more and more often to deepen
the cleft and to make use ol it for the purpose of the counter-
revolution”.

The resolution on unity moved by Lenin and adopted l‘);
the X. Party Conference, was the guiding line for the Party and
all its organs in preserving the unity of its ranks. Based upon
the will of the X. Party Conference, the Party got rid of all ex-
pressions of fraction activity which made their appearance up
to the XIV. Party Conference. At the time of the XIV. Party
Conference the Party was once again faced with the fact of
fractional activity on the part of the so-called “new opposition”.

The XIV. Party Conference decidedly rejected the political
and organisatory views of the opposition, which distorted the
line of Leninism. In spite of this, the Party Conference and the
newly elected C.C. of the C.P.S. U. considered it possible and
necessary to put supporters of the opposition in all the leading
institutions of the Party, including the C. C. and its Potitbureau.
Ihe Party hoped that the opposition would, in the course of
practical work, recognise and miake good its errors. The oppo-
sition was therefore given complete possibility of defending their
views in the normal Party way in those cases in which dilierences
of opinion over this or that question arose. Although the oppo-
sition continued to cling 1o the errors pointed out by the XIV.
Party Conference and brought into the work of the Political
Bureau of the C.C. obviously fractional, irreconcilable elements,
this defence of the views by the opposition in the normal Party
way within the C.C. did not arouse serious fears either in the
C.C. or in the C.C.C. regarding the preservation of unity.

2. Unfortunately, however, the opposition in their fight did
not remain on the basis of legitimite defence of their views
within the frame of the Party statutes, and recently went over
to immediate violation of the decisions of the X. and XIV. Party
Conferences regarding the preservation of unity in the ranks of
the C. P. S, U., while in their fight against the Party they made
wttempts to create an illegal lIraction organisation, directed
against the Party and against its umty.

In recent times the Party was faced with a whole number
of such fractional measures on the part of the new opposition
which found their expression in the holding of illegal conspira-
tive meetings, in the printing and sending both in Moscow and
other towns, of tendenciously collected secret Party documents
with the intention of discrediting the line of the Party (secret
documents of the Pol Bureau distributed among Party imembers
mnd sent to the organisations of Brjansk, Saratov, Vladivostok,
I"atigorsk. Omsk, Homel, Odes<a). in the sending of agents to
cther Party organisations for the purpose of creating illeaal
fraciional groups (Bjelinski's journey to Odessa for the purrose

of organising an illegal fraction and ascertainment of special
ciphers and of places of meeting). It has been ascertained that the
threads of these fractional proceedings of the opposition run to
the apparatus of the E. C. C. I, at the head of which stands
Zinoviev. Special mention must be made of an illegal fractional
meeting in the forest near Moscow, organised by Comrade
Bjelenkt, co-worker on the Central Committee and the E. C. C. 1,
which constitutes a step towards splitting, unexampled in the
history of our Party. This meeting arranged according to all
the rules of conspiracy (patrol, strict fractional setection of those
invited etc.) was not only led by a co-worker of the £. C..C. L
who acted as chairman, but — what is equally unheard-of in our
Party — at this meeting concealed from the Party there appeared
a candidate of the C. C. of the'C. P. S. U., comrade Latcheviich,
who delivered a report and called upon those present to or-
tg)'m'rise the fight against the Party and against the C. C. elected
y it

All these disorganisatory steps of the opposition prove al-
ready that the opposition decided to go over from the legal
defence of their views to the creation of an illegal organisation
in the whole of the Soviet Union which would be opposed to the
Party and in this manner prepare a split in its ranks.

3. This activity of the new opposition called forth a revival
of the groupings condemned by the Party and induced these
miserable remnants of groups which are hostile to the .Part
and consciously aiming at a split, to take up again the wor
against the Party and its unity, supported by the aid of the new
opposition. Thus for example it was ascertained thal comrade
Michailov, director of Moscow works, who formerly had be-
longed to the so-called Mjassnikov “Labour group” (which was
condemned three years ago by the Party as a counter-revolu-
tionary group) had copied with the aid of non- party typists
secret Party documents for the purpose of spreading them among
broad circles and also organised illegal meetings.

It has been ascertained that comrade Shugajew, who at
one time belonged to the so-called “labour opposition” which was
condemned at the X. Party Conference on the motion of Lenin,
went so far to conduct among the specialists an anti-Soviet
agitation, while at the same time in conversations with them
he spoke of a direct fight against the Soviet power by making
use of the expecied decomposition of our Party thanks to the
activity of the new opposition. Finally Comrade Jatzek, who
at one time was expelled on acoount of connection with a
menshevist organisation, calling itself “Labour Truth” took part
in the spreading of secret documents of the new opposition
among the Party members,

4. The growing fractional activity of the new opposi-
tion led to their playing with the idea of two Parties and in-
creased the anti-Leninist deviation of the opposition to the
greatest extent: lack of faith in the forces ol the proletariat, and
pessimism in regard 1o the work of socialist construction in ge-
neral and in regard to the building up of socialist industry in
particular; tendency 1o destroy the alliance of the proletariat
with the peasantry (middle peasants), which means abandonment
oi the principle which, according to lenin, is for us “the highest
principle of proletarian dictatorship”; tendency to support and
screen the ultra-Right deviations in our Party with opzan ten-
dency towards menshevism (group of comrade Sergej Medvediev,
the former leader of the so-called “Labour opposition” which
went o far as to propose to hand over our socialist State
industry to foreign capital, and which spoke of liquidating the
Comintern and the R.1 L.U. etc., that is to sav, ol liquidating
all the revolutionarv aims of our Party); tendency to jorm a
bloc on an international scale, both with the Ultra-Leit of the
type of Korsch as well as with the Ultra-Rights of the type
of Souvarine, who. expelled irom the Communist International,
are conducting a furious attack upon the dictatorship of the
proletariat in the Soviet Union under the pretext of an alleged
peasant kulak degeneration of our Party. The nmew opposition
brings forward no concrete proposals, makes use of so-called
Left phrases which cover the Right opportunist content, and is
going over to quite impermissible methods of fighting. leading
o a split.

5. The fractional activity of the opposition is not confined to
the C.P. oi the Sovict Union, but attempis are being made 1o
draw the apparatus of the E.C.C.L into the fight and with its
help to spread the condemned views of the oprosition in other
communis: Parties, and thereby to prepare the soil for the iy
citemzat of foveign Communist Parties against the C.Po i gy,
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Soviet Union. It must b2 remarked that the first attempt of the
new opposition to go over to conspiratory fractional struggle
found 11s expression in the actions of oollaboraters in the
E.C.C,I. who are immediately conmected with Zinoviev, and
who attemwpted 1o create fractional groups in various Parties
In spite of the fact
that this case was condemned by the delegation of the C.P.S. U.
in the E.C.C.1. and by the Polbureau of the C.C., they con-
tinued to make use of the apparatus of the E.C.C.|. for fraction
work (above mentioned journey of the co-worker of the E.C.C. L
Comrade Q. Bjelenki to Odessa to organise a fraction, as well
gs the holding by him of an illegal fraction meeting in a Moscow
istrict). : :

6. The new opposition did not wish to make use of the
indisputable right of every Party member to defend his own
views, so far, of course, as they are noi directed against deci-
sions adopted by the Party, but it preferred, instead of an open
and honest expression of Ms own views within the Party or-
ganisations on the basis of the Party statutes, to arrange meetings
which were kept secret from the Party and its members and to
form an .illegal fraction.

The XIV. Party Conference which, by their election into the
C. (‘:..and into the C.C.C., had given the supporters of the op-
position full possibility of defending their wviews within the
C.C.. at the same time issued the instruction: “A decisive fight
Is to be conducted against every attempt to undermine the unity
oi the Party, no matter from whence it may come and no
matter who may stand at the head”. This decision is

- only a confirmation of the decision of the X. Party Conference,

which was adopted on the motion of comrade Lenin at the

. moment of a particularly sharp fraction fight. The X. Party

- Conference empowered

-~

the C. C. “to carry through the
complete annihilation of all fraction activity”. and ordered “the
immediate dissolution, without exception, of all groups formed
upon this or that platform”, and instructed

“all organisations to take strict care that no fractional activity

whatever be permitted. The non-fulfilment cf this decision

of the Party Conference must involve uncoaditional and
immediate expulsion from the Partv.”

7. The Party holds responsible for the fractional struggle
all members of the Party who took part in it; nevertheless the
political responsibility for the Party-splitting struggle is borne
by the leader of the opposition at the X1V. Party Conference,
LO{nrade Zinoviev, whose comrades sharing his views take
active part in the fractional activity and make use of the appa:

. ratus of the E. C. C. I. which is under Zinoviev, while at the

same time Zinoviev made not the least attempt to condemn these
comrades and to disassociate himself from them.

In view of all the above the Plenum of the C. C. and the

C.L.C. decides:

_a) That as such a situation, in whick the actual leader-
ship of the fraction struggle of the opposition is in the hands
0l a2 member of the Pol-Bureau, cannot be tolerated. Comrade
Zinoviev is excluded from the Polbureau of the C. C., and at
the same time a1l the oppositional comrades, no matter what their
position in the Party may be, are warned that should they

. Continue the work of creating a fraction set up against the

Party, that the C. C. and the C. C. C. will be compelled, in order

" 10 defend the unity of the Party, to adopt towards them the

llecessary organisatory measures;

b) it is declared that the candidate of the C. C. Comrade
Lachewtch, by taking an active part in the creation of a frac
tional organisation which was directed against the unity of
the Partz, has injured and abused the confidence of the Party.
for which he deserves expulsion from the ranks of the C. P. S. U.
In view, however of the former Party activity of comrade Lache-
vitch, he is strongly censured as well warned that any attempt
on his part fo continue fraction work will be followed by his
expulsion from the ranks of the C. P. S. U. On the basis of the
Special decisions moved by Lenin and adopied by the X. Party

nference of the C. P. S. U.. Comrade Lachevitch is excluded
from the Central Committee of the C. P. S. U. and recalled from
the position of Deputy Chairman of the Revoiutionary War.
Council, while at the same time he is prohibited. for the period
of two years, from holding a responsible Party function:

¢) the decision of the Presidium of the C. C. C. of 12th June
1926 in regard to comrades G. A. Bjelenki, I. S. Tchernyshev,
B. G. Schapiro, N. M. Viassov, and the women comrades M. W.
Vassilieva and K. A. Volgina, are confirmed.

8. The labour opposition directed against unity has, up to
now, fcund no support in any organisation of our Party; never-
theless the further development of the fraction work of the oppo-
sition would face the Party with the serious danger of a split.
The Leninist Party will also, in the future, not permit a split
fip hits ranks, and will firmly resist any attempt at a fraction
ight.

All organisations of the Party, without permitting a fraction
struggle, must, in their practical work for the welding together
of the ranks of the Party, strictly adhere to the instructions con-
tained in the resolution moved by Lenin' at the X. Party Con-
ference in which it is stated:

“The Party Conference, while instructing the C. C. to
carry out the complete annihilation of all fractional machi-
nations, declares at the same time, that, in questions which
attract the special attention of the Parly members, i..e. the
rurging of the Party from nou-proletarian and uareliable
elements, the fight against bureaucracy, the development
of democracy and of the self-activity of the workers, etc., all
concrete proposals must be examined with the greatest
attention and tested in the practical work. All Party members
must know that the Party does not carry oui all the ne-
cessary measures. because it encounters a whole number of
various obstacles, and that the Party, in rejecting non-
concrete and fractional criticism., will continue at the same
time, unwearedly and with all means, and even with new
methods, the fight against bureaucratism, for the extension
of democracy. of self-activity, for the exposure and clearing
out of hostile elements which have attached themselves to
the Party...”

The Party, through the C. C. and the C. C. C,, calls upon the
Party organisations to make a decisive correction of prevailing
faults in the organisations, and, by a thorough discussion of the
chief questions of the Party work in all organisations, fo in-
crease the activity of the Party members and to educate them in
the spirit of the principles of Leninism, by fighting against the
petty bourgeois sentiments which often make their appearance
under the guise of Left phrases. ‘

9. The Plenum of the C.C. and of the C.C.C. summon all
Party members to unity, firmness and Bolshevik discipline. as

“the most important pre-requisites for all successes of the

Bolshevik Party have always been, the steel unity and the

iron discipline, the true unity of views on the basis of

Leninism”. (From the resolution of the Plenum of the C.C. and

C.C.C. of 17th January 1925).

In the present period of practical construction ol Socialism
und under the condition of the N. E. P. and the dangers arising
from it on the part of bourgeois elements within the country,
as well as the bourgeois environment which still exists, this
unshakable unity of the Party is more necessary then ever, The
Party has achieved considerable success in the sphere of eco-
nomic reconstruction and in raising the material well-being of
the working and peasant masses. But the Party soberly takes
account of the fact that these successes are only the first and,
perhaps, the easiest steps on the way to Socialism. There still
exists 1 colossal and extremely difficult work for the further
practical building up of Socialism and for raising the material
position of the workers and the village poor to a higher level
than before.

For this purpose greater unity and disciphine in our pro-
letarian ranks are necessary. For this it is necessary to preserve
and to strengthen further the unity of the proletarian advance-
guard, the unity of our Party.

Without a firm Party discipline, without the submission of
the minority to the majority, the Party would prove incapable of
fulfilling the historical task which the October Revolution placed
before it, to preserve and to consolidate the power of the dicia-
torship of the proletariat, and thereby to secure ‘he victory of
Socialism. The C. C. and the C. C. C. express their firm conviction
that our Party will prove strong enough to repel all attempts 10
disrupt the unity of the Party and all attempts to split and dis-
integrate the Party. .

Against fractions and against the fraction struggle, which
hinder the Party from accomplishing the great work of cou-
structing Socialism!

For the Unitv and firmness of the Leninist Pariv!
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The Moscow Functionaries Meeting
Unamiously for the Decisions of the Plenum
of the C.C. of the C.P. of the Soviet Union

Moscow, July 26th 1926.

Comrade Rykow reported today at the meeiing of the.

tunciionaries of the Moscow organisation of the C. P. of the
Soviet ‘Union on the Jdecisions of the Plenwn of the Central
Conmmittee of the C. I'. of the Soviet Union.

After a lively debate the nieeting unaniniously passed a
resolution approving all the decisions of the Plenum. The re-
solusion of the Moscow functionaries meecuing especially empha-
sises the importance of the decision of the Pleaum in the question
of preserving the unity of the Party and of combzting iractiona-
lism. The fractional activity ol the ntw opposition led it actually
to an even greawer deviation from Lemnism, 1o the abandonment
of the standpoint which thev only recently represented and o
an ideological support of the revisionists of Leninism. Trotzky
and others.

The resoluiion appro.es the decision of the Plenum in
regard to the Sovict elections which showed an even stronger
rallying of the working class and the main mass of the peasantry
- poor and middle peasants — round the Soviets and Jdeclare:
that the opposition in its theses distoris the results of the
elections and falselv estimates the electicns. The assertion of
the opposition border on pessimism and douct in the capacity
of the proletariat 1o lead the working miasses in town and
country on the basis of the ever strenginening alliance ot the
working class and the peasantry.

In estimating the lessons of the English general strike the
opposition deviated from the correct iaciics ot the united front
and demanded withdrawal from the Anglo-Russian Commitice
which would have inevitably weakened the influence of the
Comintern upon the working masses in the capitalist States.

The resolution emphasises the correctiiess and expediency of
the decisions of the Plenum in the question of obtaining corn
and in the building of dwellings.

The resolution records the transition to the practical reali-
sation of the m les of inner Party democracy and calls
upon the catire Party 1ot 1o rermit any fraction and no fresh
discussions.

Telegram of the C. C. of the C. P. of
Germany to the C. C. of the C. P.S. U.

After receiving the report of the representative of
the C. C. of the C. P. (i, in the E. C. C. 1. on the Plenarv
Sitting of the C. C. of the C. P. o the Soviet Unian the Pol-
bureau of the C. C. ¢! the C. P. (5 Jacides:

1. Its uncendiitonal agreement with
C. C. of the C. P. of the Suovier Union.

2. The most far-reaching support of all measures of the
C. C. of the C. P. of the Sovier Lnion ammed w dolending the
unity oi the C. P. of the Soviet Union and of the Comintern.

3. To emphasise ance again the decisions of the C. C. of the
C. P. G, on the XIV. Paitr Conlerence of the G, . of the
Soviet Union.

Central Committee of the C. P. of Germzny (Secretariat).

| FELIX DZERSHINSKY |

The International Mourns the Death of
' Comrade Dzershinsky.

Mauifesto of the Communist International.

To Al Communists! To the Workers of all Countries!

The Russian aud the international revolution has lost by
the death of Com:: e Dzershinsky cne of its bnldest and most
determined fighters, one of its most capalle orgamisers and
one of its greatest leaders.

the decisions of the

Richt drom s carliost vorsh un 1o his T breoth, Coms-
rade Dzershinsks wtood in the ranks ol the Bolsheviki, in the

e

frent of the proletarian revoiution. The life of comrade Dzer-
shinsky consisted of decades ot underground work, decades
of tremendous sacrifices, decades of never-to-be-forgotien ser-
vices for the emancipation of the working class. As a member
and leader of the Social Democratic Party of Lithuania and
Poland. which later became the Communist Party of Poland.
Comirade Dzershinskv was a model of a tenacious Party worker,
comemptuouns ¢f death. in the illegal times of Tsarism. He
experienced prison. hard labour and banishmeint to Siberia.
He went as an exile to Austria and Germany. He stood before
the courts and accepted with unshakeable calm the severest
<eptences. On innumerable, occasions he was arrested, banished.
condemned and hunted down, tut not for a moment did Comrade
Dzershinskv interrupt his revolutionary work He escaped from
prison and from Siberia and returned from emigration in order
to throw himself again into the most dangerous front of the
proletarian class struggle.

Liberated from prison bv the Russian February revolution.
Comrade Dzershinsky tock the most active part in preparing
aand carrving out the Bolshevik revolution. As a member
ol the Central Committee of the Bolsheviki and of the Militarv
Revolutionary Committee of the leningrad Soviet. Comrade
Dzershinsky was cne of the greatest field marshalls of the
victorv of October 1917. In the fight for the Defence of the
proletarian  dictatorship Comrade Dzershinsky created and
controlled the All-Russian Tcheka. this irresistible. deadly
weapon against all enemies of the workers. Since those davs
he has been the object of the helnless hatred of all traitors.
hangmen and white puardists and of the blind fury of the
shattered counter-revolution. but at the same time he has
enjoved the proud esteem and love of the workers of all countries.

After the end of the civil war, Comrade Dzershinsky de-
voted all his powers to the reconstruction of the country of
the Soviets. As Peonle’s Commissar for transport and rail-
wavs he succeeded in restoring the broken down transnort
svstem. As President of the Sunreme Fconomic Council he
stood at the head of the strugole for the building up of Sncia-
lism. His last speech, delivered a few hours before his death.
was devoted to the maintenance of the Leninist heritage, to the
victorv of Socialism. the work of the international proletarian
revolution. :

Comrade Felix Dzershinskv, a close comrade in arms of
Rosa Luxemburg. the trve discinle and co-worker of Lenin.
belongs not onlv to the Russian. Polish and Lithuanian workers.
but to the International prol-tariat. His unwearied. manv-sided
working canacitv, his organising senins. his never wavering
fidelitv to the Partv, his examnlarv life, filled with struggle. and
his brovery must continue to live deep in the consciousness of
all communists, of all workers,

After Lenin and Frunse we have lost Dzershinsky.

The losses are irreparable. But the work lives and will con-
tinue to live. Leninism is unvanquishable!

Long live the Party of the Bolsheviki!

Long live the international proletarian revolution'

Moscow, 20th July 1020,

The Communist International.

.
Felix Dzershinsky is Dead.
By N. Bukharin
Moscow, July 22, 1020

Yesterday our Comrade Dzershinsky passed away. He was
consummed by his last flaming speech: he had pouared out over
cvervthing the fire ol his stormv soul and, consummed in
this flanie, he passed away for ever,
How full of life he stands on the platiorm! Simple. energetic.
a perfecily tuned instrument. His speech is wot a speech, bu
a cry of the intelligence and of the heart, a cry of frenzicd wil!
nd creative passion. Every figure re-ecnoes with this passion.
Every word is a sharp arrow which penetrate the minds o the
comrades. Al feel: this is 2 man who is whollv and entire™
devoied 10 the cause. For himself, he does not exist. He does
not gaze ar himsell in the mirror of history, just as he pro-
batly nover gazed at himselt in an ordinary mirror. He fluig
himsoIf inty the work. And this work, its needs. its sufferings.
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its wounds, its difficulties, emitted a penetrating cry. convincing,
calling for help, insistent, demanding...

A strange flush plays over his cheeks, suddenly appearing,
rnow disappearing. His eyes shine feverishly, burning with
inner fire, and at the same time sufferiig so much. The austere
and energetic countenance of a revolutionary fighter devoted
right up to the end, to the grave (the countenance of a fanatic
the philistines would say). A burning speech, flaming gestures,
powerful outburst of the will... But what ails him? tlis hands
grip painfully at his heart, as if they would tear out a stabkting
pain. And suddenly his voice, which resounded so passiona-
tely and exhaltedly, sinks. to z hall whisper. Small drops of

sweat stand out on his forehead, run down in small streams.

“But that is alwavs the case with him” one reassures oneself,
as one observes with painful uneasiness the beloved, faithful
comrade. But an inner veice says ominously: “Doomed, lost”.
And a wild pain sweeps over us.

With a gloomy foreboding I left the session of the Plenum
vesterday immediately after the speech of Felix Dzershinsky.
I was told already that he had been taken ill. It was desired not
to disturb him, as absolute calm was necessary. But the fatil
foreboding grew more and more... And suddenly, a iele-
phone call: “Dzershinsky is dead!”

 “Dzershinsky dead!” Did you, friends and comrades, know
this man? We had many heroes, and there are stiil many power-
ful, steel-hard people n our “iron cohort”. But Dzershinsky
was unique in his way, and we no longer have his like. A real
burmng lava of the revolution; no ordinary human blood flowed
in his vemns. It is strange to imagine Dzershinsky asieep: alinost
impossible to conceive of his being dead. For he was a real fire
of the revolution, lighting up evervthing like a torch, untamakle
like a tornado, burning and consunung like a powerlul passion.
Who ever saw Dzershinsky weary? Who ever saw him inactive?
These questions had no meaning for Dzershinsky. For he, so
It seemed, worked, fought, glowed without pause, knowing
neither rest mor repose. This~was his nature. “When I work,
I work with all my might”, he said in his last speech. And his
whole life was one such work...

Revolution means sacrifice. And the revolution had taken

qu' and complete possession of Dzershinsky. Wi:th long years
of imprisomment behind him, Felix, freed irom his fetters, flung
himself into the turbulent stream of the great vear 1917. W¢
all remember this threatening revolutionary fighter at that tine.
Pitiless against the enemy, always at his post, Dzershinsky com-
Pleted the work, whilst he repelled with a firm hand all ihe
attacks of the enemy. Sleepless nights; constant restlessness;
continually cienched, dry and powerful haud. Eternal vigilance;
enormous respousibility. And at the same time absolute freedem
Irom any posing, even of historical posing. Never at any time
did Dzershinsky play the part of a Danton or Marat. He was
simple, as simple as it is rarely given to anybody to be. He
always did thar which the Party ordered him to do — the
Part,y:. which to him was dearer than anything m {he world,
and for which he has lived and for which he has Jied. Aml
therefore, Dzershinsky was and remains a knight without fear
and without reproach, a knight of Communism, wlio will never
e forgotten. ,
. Both in the Tcheka as well as in the Transport Ccminissary,
in the economic work, as well as in the C. C. of the Party
and among the masses, Dzershinsky was known to be incor-
ruptible, bold, infiexible. crvsrai-pure. straight and open. He
always went about with open visor. He alwavs spoke the truth,
and was strict with himscli, as well as with others, when it
Was pecessary to be strict. Not infrequently he said the truth
M a way nobody but he could say it. And he had a compleie
right t6 do this. He had won this right by his whole life, by
‘xhe' life cf a true fighter of the revolition, to wiom the revo-
Hu“i')fn was everything: air and light, warinth and love, and life
self.

An infinite and boundless belief in the creative forces of
the proletarian masses drove Dzershinskv forwards. It filled
him completely. It had taken complete possession of him. Moulded
out of one piece, Dzershinsky pursuzd his way with extra-
ordinary natural simplicitv. It was for this reason that he
tnoyed such an authority; it was this that made his personality
S0 charming, and rendered him so bcloved. A quite extra-
ordinary honesty towards :he cause was combined in him with
<l enormous fullness of rcal human svmpathy for humanity:
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this severe President ol the Tcheka was, in lact, a charming
human personality, a delightiul ¢omiade to everybody who trod
the paih of the revolution. :

Not so long ago comrade Dzershinsky had a “holiday”.
This *holiday” consisted in his spending day and night in-
vestigating the position of the metal works of the South. From
this “holiday” Dzershinsky reiurned more ill than before.
Nobody felt our shortcomings so keeniy., with such inward pain,
with such uneasiness as this fighter. He suffered literally on
account of every failure, no matter how small. With each of
his steps he refuted the notorious “popular wisdem”, according
to which everybody considers his own interests first. The care
jor the community, for the great and the small, gnawed at him
uninterruptedly; and at the saie time coinelled him to expend
all his forces right up to the end. to a sort of frantic over-
exertion. As Dzershinsky performed every piece of work with
the greatest congcientiousness, he forgot himself entirely. And
he burned like a torch which lights the way to the great future
of humanity.

This pre-eminent man lived and died for our Party, for its
unity, for the diciatorship of our class. The chief trust he
leaves behind 1s: Unity, united work, creaiive deed, struggle.
It will be realised, and the victorv will be complete. This thought
is bound up wiih the unforgeiacle figure of our dear comrade.
Farewell brother! Farewell our true fighter!

To the C.C. of the C.P. of the Soviet Union
on the QOccasion of the Death of
Comrade Dzershinsky.

The death of Comrade Felix Dzershinsky one of the leaders
of the C. P. S. U. (B), has stirred the Executive Committee of
tne E. C. L. deeply.

On bchalf of the revolutionary vouth of the whole world
we express our sincerest svuathv, We grieve with you at the
untimely death of one of the best champions of world revolution.

From the steel ranks of the Old Bolshevik Guard death

mercilessly snatches the most devoted champions of the working
class.
The working class youth of the world must weld its ranks
together more closely than ever belore around the Communist
Party; in the stubborn struggle for the ultimate liberation of
the working class it must prepare for the Party champions of
the revolutionary cause like Dzerhinsky.

The life and work of Comrade Dserhinsky should serve as
an examiple to every young worker and peasant. -

Death has torn out of the ranks of the Communist Party
onie of its finest leaders. The proletarian youth pledges itself
to continue his work.

Presidium of the Executive Committee of the Y. C. L.

THE MINERS’ STRUGGLE
IN ENGLAND

Danger Signals for the Miners_Fight.
By R. Palme Dutt (London).

A new situation has arisen in the miners’ fight. which is
serious for the future. This situation has arisen from the ac-
ceptance by the Miners’ Executive of proposals, nominally
arising from a Church Committee, for a settlement on the lines
of the Samuel Report and an eventual reduction in wages.
These proposals, as they stand, are unacceptable to the Govern-
ment: but thev open the way to a compromise in compleie
contradiction to everv decision and expression of the Miners;
and the mere fact of these proposals being accepred by the
Miners” Executive has aroused new hopes in the bsurgeoisic,
and 2larm and protests in the miners’ ranks.

On July 14th, a Church Comnniitee, containing seven hishops
and leadiag Free Church represematives, and re,'n'-':\-smngg_th‘c
“Industrial Christian  Fellowship”, met the Miners’ .o‘Ix;umlf,
This meeting might appear as a sinpic philanthropic peace
venture of the mnccent men of Gol: put its real character W a8
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sufficiently plain from the surrounding circumstances, which
showed it to be closely parallel to the Samuel intervention in
the General Strike. According to the Manchester Guardian, the
Committee was acting under the guidance of the Archbishop of
Canterbury, who was in close touch with the Government.

The situation =zt this date is important to noie. On Julvy 12th,
just two davs before, the Government and coalowners had made
their supreme attempt to break the miners. The pits were
reopened on the basis of an eight hours day. and no immediate
reduction in wages, though heavy reductious were shortly to
follow. It was hoped that the miners, exhausted by privation and
the distress of their families, would straggle back to work in-
dividually, and the Federation would b2 smashed. The attempt
completely failed, with the solitary exception of the special
district of Warwickshire, where a few thousand returned. The
miners stoad solid by their Federation, and the Government's
move made not a pennyworth ci difierence to the situation.

Meanwhile the General Council and Parliamentary Labour
Party were exerting heavy pressure on the Miners’ Execufive
to break their resistance. Ever since June 23, when the Miners’
exccutive made the dangerous mistake of signing the Pact with
the General Council to postpon: the Special Conierence and
silerice all criticisim for the past, that pressure was increasing in
force. Despite this Pact, the General Council did not hesitate 10
let ke issued a Rerort which consisied ol a shameful and
calumniating public attack on the Miners for refusing to sur-
render, and an insistent demand that thev should accept a re-
duction of wages. The demand for an emargo on coal and a
levy of the whole movement in support of the miners was re-
fused bv the General Council. The miners’ leaders. including
Cook, were ncw making statements which concentrated on hours
rather than on wages, and which talked of the necessity of
resuming work on the old conditions as a preliminary to ne-
gotiations. The General Countil deemed the moment ripe 1o
invite the Miners’ Executive to a conlerence, which took place
on July 15. The calculation eof the General Council and the
Parliamentarv Labour Party was expressed in the following
terms Dy the “Times™ of July 15:

“The General Council, presumably, are anxious (o urge
upon the Executive oi the Miners Federation the need of
stating that at last they are prepared to accept the Report
of the Roval Conumission with all thay it implies...

“As long as the miners, to use the words of the Ge-
neral Council, are prepared to face starvation for a slogan,
Labour Members ol Parliament realise that little can be
done, but there is a growing feeling that, properlv handled,
the miners would not now prove quite so adamant as they
were at the beginning of the dispute.”

In this can ke seen cexpressed the cold-blooded calculation
of the reformist Labour leaders on the weapon of starvation io
break the miners.

On July 160th the Church Committee sent to the Prime Mi-
nister a basis of negotiations, to which thev had secured the
agreemant of the miners’ leaders. The terms of the Bishops'
Memorandum cover the following points:

1. Resumption of work on old wages and hours: Go-
vernment subsidy.

2. New National Agreememt within four months. Both
Reorganisation and *“the reierence to wages in the Report™
to be worked out by the Roval Commission, and embodied
in lemislation.

3. In the event of disagreement at the end of the four
months, a Joint Board with an indcpendent chairman to
make an award binding on both partics.

These terms, it will be seen, represent 1) acceptance of an
evential reduction of wages 2) comnulsory arbitration. Never-
tieless they were officially agreed to by the Miners’ Fxecutive:
and the Church Commitee were able to add trizmphamly in
their teiter o the Prime Minicier the inllowing declaration signed
by the our oficials ol the Miners, Smith, Richards, Richardson
and Cook:

“The sngoested terms of setilement have now  been
sabmitted 1o the full Paecutive Conunitiee of the Miners'
Pederation, and we are instructed o indorm vou that if a
settlemient car be arrived at upon the terms set out. the

Comunttee are prepared o recommend thei acceptinee by
1he miners, '

s ————

This was the first new declaration ol policy of the Miners’
Executive since the beginning of the dispute. It was an abou-
donment of the oid policy of No Reductions as decided by the
Conierence of April 9, and the change was made without coun-
sulting the membership. At the same time Cook announced u
new slogan: in place of the old “Not a cent off tie pay, not a
second on the day”, the new slogan ran “To work we will go
on the status quo”.

The reaction of the miners to this new and unexpected
move of their Executive was immediate. From two of the most
important coalfields, South Wales and Durham, came at once
official protests. The Executive Committee of the South Wales
Miners Federation, as soou as the news came, passed the follo.
wing resolution late on July 17th:

“After having before us an intimation that the National
Executive have empowered a deputation of Church leaders
to approach the Government in order to put before it terms
which are in oprosition to the Conference’s decisions, this
council instructs the secretary to communicate with the
Miners Federation of Great Britain Committee, urging that
the authority to present the proposed terms of settlemen:
be withdrawn, pending the calling of a National Conference
to discuss the matter.’

On July 21st the Executive Committee of the Durham Miners
Federation passed a public protest at the action of the National
Executive. which they declared to be “‘subversive of Federation
policy”.

The Government of course immediately rejected the Church
terms. which involved a Subsidy. On these grounds Cook has
defended the move as a tactical move, exposing the “fight 10 a
finish” policy of the Government and the vanity of hopes of
settlement on lines of the Report, and therefore serving to
confirm waverers and strengthen support in the working class
movement. He declared in an interview to the Daily Herald:

“My friends in South Wales need not be alarmed...
Well-wishers and sympathisers who believed the Govern-
ment was amenable to reason now know definitely that the
Government does not want a peaceful settlement by nego-
tiation. What they want is surrender bv the miners’ leaders
to the terms they have put forward. They were never pre-
pared to accept either the Samuel report or the Samuel
memorandum. 1t would now be wise for those Labour
leaders who have been prating about the Report to recognise
the facts and declare where they stand, either to suppor
the miners’ policy against reduction ol wages or longer
hours, or support the Goverument and the mineowners it
their opposite policy.”

This is a very dangcrous line of argument. Jt did not need
a surrender and new policy by the Miners’ Executive to prove
that the Government has abandoned the whole sham of the
Sumuel Report. an abandonment that the Government itself has
publicly declared. Nor will concessions win over to a fight those
Labour leaders who are behaving as the bitterest enemies of the
miners. and who will only use concessions to demand more. It
is true that the Government has refused the present terms. and
is no more likely to accept them than the old Samuel memoran-
dum. But this verv fact means that the only net efiect of the
move is a concession by the Miners on the two cardinal issues
of a reduction in wages and of compulsory arbitration, Once
the Executive have declared their readiness to accept a settle-
ment involving a reduction of wages, how can they continue
the fight for No Reductions? The bourgeoisie have at once
seized hold of the concessions made in order to press then
further; and debates have been fixed in both Houses of Par-
liament to call attention to

“the recent public expression of willingness on the part
of the miners’ leaders to recommend the men under certain
conditions to accept both wage reductions and arbitration.

The General Council and Labour Party leaders will certainb
also take the opportunity 10 press the advaniage,

The situation is thus a critical one, and a path of slippery
negotiations and formulas, similar to the Samuc]l memorandum
has been begun. A National Delegate Conlerence, represemtatin.
of the miners throughout the country, is urgently necessary i
clear the position, ’ ’ '
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Poincaré in the Government,
By Pierre Semard (Paris).

Poincaré has been called upon to form a government of
the so-called “National Unity”, and the entire reactionary press
announces that the “saviour of his country” is capable of saving
the Franc! The Lig -ourgeoisie Lelieve that the man who is
responsible for the slaughtar of 1914, 1918 and for the occupation
of the Ruhr, the man of reprisals and conspiracies, possesses
all the necessary qualities to bring order into the finances, in
that ‘he secures order in the streets.

Poincaré's reappearance in the political arena is due to
the impotence of the parties which formed the Left Bloc and
the indclence and treachery of its leaders. Herriot and his
Radical Socialist Party have provided the spectacle of the collapse
of democracy and its surrender to the iorces of reaction and

of fascism.

Our Party, on principle, naturally has no confidence  in
any bourgeois government. If our Party vecies for certain bills
submitted by the ruling tourgeoisie, it is because these laws
are capatie. or appear capable, of amsliorating or improving
for the moment the lot of the worker; because the latter would
nc: understand that thosz who call themselves their protectors
reject laws regarding which they are still of the opinion that
they could beiter their living and working conditions.

Now the Herriot govermmeni sutmitied an empty and
contraditory progranume, a mixture of reactionary and demo-
cratic ejements, which transfers all burdens on fo the shoulders
of the working and peasant masses. as did the draft of the
experts defended by Caillaux. This government had as its object
the attainnient of a parliamentarv majority which should permit
i, under the Republican democratic mask, to carrv on the policy
of the big Lourgeoisie and to attempt along with it to restore
the franc at the cost of the working masses.

. It was iherefore the duty of the Communists to vole against
this government. It is not the Communists who played into
the hands of reaction. but the sham democrats, the constant de-
lenders of the bourgeoisie, who are always impotent and who

capitulate to reaction. Even the Left “Ere Nouvelle” wrote:

“Herriot, by stepring down to the Depujes’ benches in order
to drive out Briand, has thereby prepared the bed for Poin-
caré”. Thus the Left papers themselves admit the most reactio-
nary combinations on the part of the leaders of the Left Bloc.

But we communists say to the workers: No matter whether
Herriot or Poincaré, the fight will not be carried on in par-
liament, but ontside parliament. In order to defend your lives
and vour rights, threatened by the governments which are in
the service of capitalism and which are suprorted by the fascist

. OTganisations, you must orgamise on the trade wiion field in
the C. G T. U. and strengthen vour class party. the Communist
Party. The workers know that the forces of capitalism will have
to be comated in the factories and in the sireet, toth in order
10 defend the immediate demands and the liberties of the workers
and in crder that the proletariat may seize pcwer. A poweriul
united front of the proletarians must be set up in the factories.

. The working masses, disaproinied and discouraged by the
Impatence and the betrayal of the parties oi the Lelt Bloc, are
demanding the dissolution of parliament. So be it! But for our
Party this is not an end. but a means in order to come before
the great masses of the people, to show them who are respoun-
sitle for the present crisis and to subinit our programme to
the masses which alone can emancipate them from enslaveme.t
by capital. Dissolwion of parliament? Bv all means! in order
that tha working and peasant masses can exrvress their hostility
10 the plans of the big bourgeoisie. deniand the nationalisation
of the banks, the monopolv of foreign trade and workers' confrol.
and can work for the esiablishment of a workers® and peasants’
government which will carrv out these demards through the

dictatorship of the proletariat.

English Gold in Russia.

English Government organs support the sending of money to
Russia for Counter-revolutionary purposes.

By A. Kurella (Moscow).

The English government has raised a great outcry over
the money sent by the Russian trade unmions in support of the
English miners. It has endeavoured to prove that this momey
has come from the Russian govermment or fleast has been for-
warded through it. The reports regarding the collections which
have teen carried out in the U.S.S.R. and as to the smanner
in which the money has ben sent through the banks have nailed
these lies to the counter.

It has been repeatedly pointed out that the cry regarding
Russian gold in Engiands is rather out of place on the part
of those who, in 1918, 1919 and 1920, not only financed counter-
revolutionary revolts in the territory of the U.S.S.R., but also
organised armed intervention in this country. The English go-
vernment could put forward the excuse that there was still a
“war” on at that time, and that this intervention is a thing
0i the past.

But we now learn that in recent time the English govern-
ment has allowed its olfficial representatives in Moscow and
leningrad to have money remitted through them; and that in
the year 19024 when “peace” prevailed between the two countries;
when trade relations were officially established; when a clause
in the Treaty which had been concluded, expressly provided
for the cessation of every kind of official propaganda in the
other country; when the two countries had established permanent
official missions — in this year the representatives sent to
Russia by the English government in order to regulate economic
relations, received money which was sent to Russia for counter-
revolutionary purposes.

The Glasgow “Forward”, the organ of the Scottish Inde-
pendent Labour Party, published documents in its number of
3rd July last which irrefutably prove this.

In the “Times” of 11th March 1924 there appeared a letter
signed by seven mentbers of the committee “For the Relief of
the Clergv”, calling for contributions of money to support the
persecuted Russian Clergy. Contributions were to be sent {o the
Bishop of Birmingham or to a certain Major W. T. Pole.
“Further particulars regarding the action which has been under-
taken can be obtained, in conmfidence, from the above-named ad-
dress”, stated the letter. '

A cerfain Mr. Harriman considered if necesssary, before he
contributed his mite, lo inquire whether the money might not,
perchance. fall into the hands of the terrible Bolsheviki. In
reply to his letter to this effect he received the Icilowing reply

by return post:
“01, St. James Street

London SW. 1
10th March 1924,

.

Private and Confidential!

F. Harrison, Esq.
58, Belsize Road
South Hampstead N W., 0.

Dear Sir,
In reply to your letter of the 18th inst. 1 have the honour

to inform you that all contributions and letiers which we send
to Russia are addressed to the British Trade Representative,
Mr. Hodgson, Moscow, or Mr. Thomas Preston, the British
representative in Petrograd.

It is, of course, impossible for us to state in printed publi-
cations that the relief work undertaken bv us is only rossible
owing to the co-operation of the British representatives in
Russia, but it is a fact.

You can be assured that the money will not be wrongly used
and that none of vour remittances will find their wav into
the hands of the Bolsheviki or into the hands of the clerical
renegades, of the so-called “Red Church”.

I should be much obliged if you would trear thic information
as strictly confidential.

Your obedient servant
W. Tudor Pole*).”

*) Retranslated from the Russian.

R N A - .
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We wonder how the English %ovemmem thinks to justify
this role of its representatives in Russia. Perhaps that it was
a case of charitable work? Did not the English government
know that it was precisely in the year 1024 that several big
trials against the clergy took place, who were found guilty of
counter-revolutionary activity ol espionage, and that the reliof
action abroad was called forth by these prosecutions? The public
opinion of the whole world will be able to pronounce judgentent
as to what relief is “more moral”: the reliel which the millions
of Russian wbrkers afforded their English comrades who are
fighting for their existence, or the relief which the English ca-
pitalists and Bishops granted to people who were procecuted
by the ordinary courts on account of high treason, and partly
aiso for ordinary criminal acts. And it can judge which govern-
ment acted more correctly: the Soviet Government, which in
sirict observance of the treaties reirained from any immediate
support of the action of the Russian trade unions in the sending
of money, or the English government which, in violation of the
treaties, directly organised the sending of mcney for counter-
revolutionary purposes.

A Pan-Asiatic Congress in Japan.
By Tang Shin She.

The Imperialists of Europe wish to convoke a Pan-European
Congress; those of America intend to create a Pan-American
League of Nations, while those of Asia have convened ior
August Ist ol this year a Pan-Asiatic Congress.

These movements did not originate exclusively among the
imperialists; the Second International and the Amsterdam Inter-
national have also played their part in the matter. Several
months ago the newspapers ol the Second International and the
Amsterdam International reported that a Pan-Asiatic Labour
Congress was to be convened in Shanghai, and now it appears
that a Pan-Asiatic Congress is to meet on August the ist. in
Nagasaki (Japan).

As regards the anti-Japanese movemeni in China, in the
political sense as well as the economic, which has arisen on
account of the 21 demands oi Japan, the Japanese assume that the
antagonism has been produced by American agitation, and for
this reason they have long desired to cali a Pan-Asiatic Congress.
‘The murderous shootings in Shanghai on May 30tH, 1925,
which in reality were caused by the Japanese, are being used
by them to ingratiate themselves with the Chinese whose indig-
nation is directed against the international lmperialists. Japanese
politictans sent repeated delegations to express to the Chinese -
their “sympathy” with them in their fight agaist the “Whites”.
With clever and cunning words they endcavoured to stir up
racial hatred on the part of the yellow peoples against the
Whites. They immediately found adherents for this idea anmiong
the Chinese bourgeosie, and commitices were promptly forined
in Shanghai and Pekin to prepare for the Pan-Asiatic Congress.

Fhe original plan was to hold the Congress in Shaughai,
but as the revoiutionary wave in China conuinued to increase
irom dav to day, and because such a congress would meet with’
greath resistance, it was decided to hold it in Nagasaki in
Japan. In all there were to be 100 delegates at the congress,
japan and China each sending 25 represematives, while the
remaming 30 should come from India, Persta, Turkey and other
countries. Under no circumstances is English to be spoken at
e congress: French may be used when necessity arrises.

It was, however. not satisiactory to the Japanese that, aiter all
the trouble they had gone through to prepare the congress, only
those politicians who live on Japanese money and the expelled
wembers of the Keominglang Party  — all persons of but liule
siomicanze i China — were willing to atiend. They thercfore,
towards the end of Mav of this vear, sent a delegation ol par-
iamemiarians o Shanghai 1o mvite the Chamber ol Commerce
of that ¢ltv. But as a portion ol the small traders displazed an
anii-tnperialist tendency, while, on the other hand, some of the
bigger merchants were under English-American influence, ther:
was littie 10 be done in regard 10 the Chamber of Conunerce
perond invitng a hundred members to visit Jupan lor the
purpose of dostering Iriendlier relations between  Jupan and
China. whoch iavitation was accented.

What is the purjort of the Pan-Asiatic Tabour Congress?

fast vear the Japanese Government sent the reiorntst iabour
terder. Bunji Suzuki, the Secretary of the iaparcse Fedoration

of Labour to the Congress of the Internationale Labour Office
at Geneva. Shortly afterwards American newspapers published
.the report that a Pan-Asiatic Congress was to be held in France
under the presidency of Suzuki. This plan, naturally, emanated
from the Geneva Labour office and the Amsterdam 1rade-Union
International, and with no other object than the disruption of
the Asiatic Labour movement, for it had long been a source
of great dissatisfaction to these bodies that the Asiatic Labourt
organisations all incline towards the Red International of Labour
Unions or are actually affiliated to it.

After his return to Japan — after the shooting in Shanghai
—- Suzuki stated in the course of an interview with a represen-
tative of the Japanese Press, that the Pan-Asiatic Labour Con-
gress would take piace in Shanghai and that its chief aimt would
be the levelling up of the wages of Asiatic workers with those
of Western workers. The reason for the sudden shifting of the
scene of the congress from France to Shanghai may be attri-
buted to the fact that the Japanese imperialists needed their re-
formist leaders for their own purposes and were not disposed
to have them exploited by other imperialists. At the beginning
of this year it appeared as though the congress would really
take place in Shanghai. In consequence, the General Secretary of
the Shanghai Trades Council, Li Li San, wrote an article on
this subject in April this year in “The Guide Weekly”:

“...What attitude should the workers adopt in regard
to a corgress of this kind?

1. We have observed how the Western working class
have been deceived by their reformist leaders, and that
as a result they are still to day under the yoke of capitalist
domination. The reformist leaders are nothing but the jackels
of the bourgeoisie, and no matter what fine words they
may utter we cannot afford to trust them.

2. During the recent imperialist worid-war eight million
of our fellow workers were slaughtered under the slogan of
Defence of Home and Country, while many millions were
crippled for life. Now the Japanese Imperialists want to
deceive the working class of the Far East with the same
slogan of Delence of Home and Country. We must not
tolerate this.

3. The large majority of the peoples of the East suiier
under imperialistic oppression. There 1s only one way for
us: A umted front aganst imperialists! The workers in par-
ticular must line up in this front. It must also be their
task to see that the Pan-Asiatic Labour Congress, which s
merely a manoeuvre of the imperialists and a campaign ol
lies on the part of the reformists, is prevented

This single attack served to bury the magnificent Pan-
Asiatic Labour Congress.

Ihe extension of the British naval base ai Singapore, the
manocuvres of the American fleet in the Pacific Occan and the
strong revolutionary tendency in China forced the japanese
imperialists to try to bring about a Pan-Asiatic Congiess for the
bourgcoisie and for the workers, in order 10 smash the revo-
lutionary united front in Asia and to defend their conilicting
interests against foreign imperialists. Such action signiiies nothing
less thin preparation on the part of Japanese nmperialism for
a war in the Pacitic Ocean.

CHINA i

Revolutionary Ferment among the British-
Indian Occupation Troops in China.

The English have for a long time been making use of a
particulariy large body of Indians as occupation troops and
police tor China in order to suppress the local population.
Gther imperialists are hiring from the English these Indians
for iheir concession areas and settlements in order fo use them
for their own purposes. The Rickshaw coolies and street urchins
siand in greater fear of the Indians than of the kngiish and
other loieigners.

But these Indian police are now being iniected by the sfrony
revolutionary ferment within the Chinese population and by
the latter’s fight against the imperialists.  When, in the pasi
vear. the great stiikes broke out in Homgkong and Canten.

many of the Indian police abandoned their posts and betook
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themselves to Canton. Many of the ludian police who remained
behind were killed by the English on suspicion of being
revolutionary minded.

On the 22nd May last the Portuguese in Macao discovered
a revolutionary conspiracy among the Indian police who had
been hired from the English; whereupon the entire 3rd. Bat-
talion of the Indign occupation troops in Hongkong was dis-
banded. All the remaining Indian troops were disarmed. In
addition to the warships in Hongkong and Macao, the English
are now bringing black troops for their protection. In both
of these towns the Indians and Chinese are not allowed to speak
with each other: probably because the Chinese are the carriers
of the bacillus oi the revolutionary plague.

Since last year there has exisied in Canton a Uniou of Sup-
pressed Peoples in which Chinese, Indians, Coreans and An-
namites are represented. The Indians have already accomplished

considerable practical work.

THE TRIAL OF RAKOSI AND COMRADES

The Political Significance of the
Rékosi Trial.
By E. Landler.

The political significance of the Rékosi trial was obvious
In Hungary, and also in the international sphere already before
s comwnencement. But the trial first aoquired its real political
significance during the proceedings, as a resukt of the be-
haviour of the accused.

There were oowmtries where the white terror is exercised on
a larger scale than in Horthy Hungary. It is certain, however,
that the school masters of the White” Terror in Europe after
the war were the Horthy brigands, and it is equally certain
that the white terror in Hungary has been carried out with. the
most barbarous, brutal and diabolical means. When the detach-
mes of the white terror were let loose in Hungary and the
reign of violence of the counter-revolution assumed a vonsoli-
dated form, the Hunmgarian white terror, with Magyarish means
"nd methods, was continued in legal forms. As part of this
method there is the retention of the exceptional laws of the
war time towards political “criminals”, the use of special courts,
wholesale internments, and similar measures. To this there also
belongs the juridicial practice, according to which the holding
of communist opinions is regarded as subversive activity, and
Uﬂde;; certain circumstances can be punished with the death
penatty,
It was on the basis of such an exceptional law and of such
an interpretation of the law that, in Autumn of last year,
Comrades Rikosi, Haman, Oery, Gogos and Weinberger were
brought before the Special court; and if the outburst of indig-
nation of the international working class had not resoved them,
their fate would have been the Horthy gallows.

The 30 accused Cotmmumists and the 25 members of the
Socialist Labour Party of Humgary, who are at present before the
court on the charge of Communisar, clearly realised that they
cant only save the cause, and with it themselves, not by cringing
excuses, but only by earnest, class conscious attack on the system
itseli. The accused comwmmists, without exception delare that
”‘F.V do not defend themselves before a class court; they all
without exception deliver accusatory speeches against the go-
vernment of Franc-forgers and against the social democracy,
which makes pacts with the same government.

The Commumists stand up courageously in the court against
the prevailing terror and regard the court as a tribune for
Propagating the principles of Communism among the proletariat.
Neither the -tactics of the President, in particular his attempts to
embarrass and confuse the accused simple workers in order to
cause them to proclaim an wncommunist standpoint, nor the un-
exampted crueity (evem in Hungary) with which the President
metes out punishment of various kinds to the accused for alleged
contempt of court, such as dark cells, deprivation of food, plank
beds, can prevent our comrades from proclaiming tieir opinions.

Comrrade Rikosi delivered a powerful accusatory speech
against the ruling Horthy system. He defended the memocry of
the proletarian dictatorship in Humgary and pointed out its
iree significance. He shows how irresistible is the developing

movement of the people, the leadership- of which, in spite of
the terror, in spite of everything, will come into the hands oi
the Comenunist Party, and at the head of which the Party will
achieve legality. Only when the Communist Party suoceeds in
gaining the leadership of this movement will the proletariat and
the peasaniry be able to overthrow the present reglime.

But the other comrades also, without exception, behave

like heroes before the class court. .
Our comrade Katharina. Himédn is cross-examined by the

the President:

- President: You declared before the Public Prosecutor that
you do riot corxlemn the activity of Bela Kun during the pro-
letarian dictatorship, but approve of it. I ask you, do you now
refuse to answer this question or do you confirm that de-
claration? o

Hamdn: I do not refuse o answer. 1 fully and entirely stand
by my statements regarding the activity of Bela Kun. I approve
ol the activity of Bela Kun. I fully and entirely approve of the
actions of the Communists during the dictatorship, and I am
proud that I mvself took part in this work. ,

President: What was the purpose of your movement?

‘Hdmdn: To set up the conumunist society with the aid of
the proletarian dictatorship.

G The President addressed the following questions to Comrade
0gos: ' .
President: You declared before the Public Prosecutor that
the pre-condition for the emancipation of the proletariat is the
existence of an - illegal Comununist Party. Since when was the

illegal Comununist Party organised in Hungary? -

Gogos: Ever since there have been communists in Hungary;
who does not agree to an illegal communist Party in order to
overthrow the bourgeoisie is not a comununist.

The President questioned comrade Keller: .

President: Do you approve of the Communists wishing to
overthrow the bourgeois society by means of an armed revolt?

Keller: Of course I approve of it.

President: Why do you approve of it?

Keller: There is not a worker today in Hungary, however
simple, who does not clearly realise that the bourgeoisie will
not voluniarily hand over power and the means of production
to any parliamentary majority. The bourgeoisie will defend itseif
with force. Nothing is more natural therefore than that force
will be met with force.

The attitide of the aocused also clearly shows that this figh!
in the court room for legality is being conducted without any
illusions. Those who, even under the shadow of the gallows,
acknowledge Leninism, are quite clear that the legality of the
Party cannot be obtained by court proceedings, nor by a court
verdict, but only by the organisatory strengthening of the Com-
munist Part and by increasing its mass influence in Hungary.
The accused make their fight before the court subsiduary to the
fight for strengthening the Communist Party of Hungary, in
that, with unexampled courage, they oppose the murderous
Horthy regime and demonstrate to the suppressed. embittered
and impoverished proletarian masses that only the Communist
Party can lead them in the fight for the annihilation of this
system. The fight for legality assumes before the Horthy court
the form of a fierce fight against the régime of coumter-revo-
lution. This trial cannot fail to have an effect upon the working
people of Hungary.

But this trial is also of great imporiance outside of Hungary.
Rikosi and his comrades have now shawn that the solidarity
action of the international iabour movement last Autumn has
rescued from the Horthy gallows worthy comrades, self-
sacrificing fighters for the cause of Communism. The mapner
in which these comrades have placed their lives, which were
rescued by international solidarity, at the service of the un-
relenting fight against imperialism, is bound to have its effeci
apon the international working class.

The trial, however, posseses special political importance in
two other directions. .

The Bethlen govermment wished to dicredit the Sociakist
Labour Party of Hungary, and for this purpose connected the
trial of the leaders of this party with the trial of the Com-
munists. The government wished to brand the leaders of the
Left labour Partv as communists, in order to deprive the So-
cialist Labour Party of all freedom of movement. Although the
indictment had to admit that there was no proof against ‘h"i‘"
leaders regarding their membership of the Commuinst Inter-
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national and their connection with the Conumunist emigrants,
they are nevertheless being accused of Communist subversive
activity.

T{)e course of the proceedings up to now has shown tha
the obvious baseness of the Bethlen government will also
suffer failure in connection with this trial. This will not only
be because Stefan Vigi and his comrades declared that they are
not members of the Communist International, but also because
these accused so courageously and emphatically proclaim their
velief in the class struggle and stand up so heroically against
tne murderous Morthy regime, that their conduct so far as
accused socialists are concerned, is unexampled since the war.
it is certain that the attitude of the leaders of the Soocialist
Labour Party will greatly comtribute towards the revolutionising
of the working masses of Hungary.

‘The great political importance of the trial {inds expression
also in the fact that in no political trial have the social demo-
cratic traitors been so completely exposed as in this one. One
<! the most important witnesses for the Prosecution is Gabriel
Horovitz, a member of the social-democratic Central Committee
zitd General Secretary of the Hungarian Wood Workers’' Uaion.
Even betore he came forward as a witness this rascal had been
exposed as a police spy. It had already become evident before
that the Humgarian Sonial Democracy is one of the most mise-
1#ble sections of the Labour and Socialist International, which
hesiatated neither at open denunciation or at sending secret
information to the police or, by the vilest deminciation, at de-
priving simple workers of their daily bread when it was a
question of defending their own and the interests of the bour-
geoisie. In the course of the trial it has transpired that this
social democracy, since the first days of the white terror up
to the present moment, has been the most sure support of the
murderous Horthy regime. : i

There is no doubt that the accused are threatened with
severest pumishment by the Horthy court for their heroic be-
naviour. The more the vengeamce of the Hungarian counter-
Revolution finds expression in the condemnation of the accused,
the greater will be the effect of this trial on the fights which
the sections of the Communist International are conducting for
the overthrow of capitalism.

Letters from Budapest to the “Inprecorr”.

Fifth Day of Proceedings.
Budapest. July 19. 1026.

To-day there was commenced the cross-examination of
those accused who belonged to the Vagi Party and of the
accused who are not included in the Rikosi-Weinberger group.

The first to be cross-examined was

Stefan Vigi.
He stated:

He belonged to the Hungarian Social Democracy since
14073, Before the war the question of seizing power was never
taised in the Party. in agrarian-feudal Hungary the working
class possessed neither the right of combination nor the fran-
chise. The class struggle was fought round the question of
ihe franchise. I was in this struggle that the Hungarian prole-
tariat created its revolutionary tradition. The peasant masses also
tcok part heroically in the fight for democratic rights.

After the overthrow of the Habsburgs it was not the social
democratic party. but history which raised the question of
power. It is absurd to maintain that the revolution was the
work of a few inciters. The setting up of the rule of the
workers was the historical act of the Hungarian proletariat.

I am not a communist, but 1 adopt the standpoint of
Marxism, ol tiie decisive class struggle. It is Irom this stand-
point that we consider ourselves to be the accomplishers of
the bourgeois revolution which has not yet been fully carried
out. And just as | do not deny the peasants war of 1514, just
53 1 do not deny the bourgeois revolution of 1848, nor the
Paris Commune of 18371, so do | not deny 1910, the year of
the proletarian dictatorship in Huangary.

The overthrow of the proletarian dictatorship was followed

iy the blackest night for the Hungarian proletariat. White
wrror raged in the country.

The President calls Vigi to order and calls on him to
defend himself. Vigi. however, continues without letting him.
sell being intimidated: ' :

70,000 prisoners were thrown into the dungeons and
numerous martyrs were dispatched to the next world.

- The President again calls Vigi to order.

Vagi: Already at that time | protested against the behaviour
of the social democratic Party of Hungary. Social democratic
leaders took part as leaders in the first bloody regime. They
expressed their approval of the Exceptional Courts and the
internments. The social deniocratic leaders were the
confederates of the most frighttul white terror. In spite
of the fact that the Hungarian proletariat continued to fight
under the most terrible white terror, maintained its revolutionary
tradition and offered heroic resistance, the leaders of the Hunga-
rian social democracy still continued their betrayal of the class
struggle. In spite of the fact that the brutal white terror crushes
every movement for freedom and wishes to cripple the pro-
letariat, the leaders of the soocial democracy at every decisive
moinent declared their readiness to support the counter-revolu-
tion. I can assert ‘with a clear couscience and without aay
exaggeration that the surest and most reliable supporters of the
counter-sevolition are the Hungarian social democratic leaders.

1, as a revolutionary Marxist, could not look idly on while
the Hungarian proletariat, which still fought determinedly during
the most terrible fury of tle white terror, was being slaughtered.
1 saw how the landless peasants and agricultural workers were
deceived by the so-called land reform. There was never an act
more base than the betrayal by the Hungarian ruling class of
the rural proletariat with the land reforn. I saw how the ruling
class shamelessly enriched uself with the aid of this land reform.
1 saw how the so-called patriots made a great mouth regarding
the shameful peace of Trianon and talked of the integrity of
Hungary, but at the same time, by the “sanitation’’, bargained
away the couniry and its independence to the foreign capitalists.

The “sanitation” plunged Humgary into the most unheard-of
poverty. It is not only the Hungarian proletariat that is perishing
fromt hunger and misery. but also the tawn pettv bourgeoisie
and the so-cailed intelligentzia have been pushed down into
the ranks of the proletariat. Every month hundreds seek by
suicide a way of escape irom “siabilised” Hungary. Even wmder
these circunistances the social democratic leaders have remained
true to Bethlen and followed hims like nis shadow. They con-
cluded a Pact 'with him. During the sanitation they conchuded
a civil peace, and in both great and small affairs have established
a world record in history in the sphere of treachery. With the
putrefaction of the Hungarian coumter-revolution the mentality
of the social democratic leaders has become more and moxe
putrefied.

The counter-revolution is only held iogether by the fear
of revolution. The social democrats are afraid of nothing so
much as the revolutionary movement of the prolctariat. When
it was no longer possible to conclude open pacts with Bethlen,
the social demwocratic party concluded a bloc with the demo-
crats, which was under the leadership of the legitimists. Whilst
Horthy and the Race Protectors converted Hungary into one
huge cemetery. the social democratic leaders sat contenmtedly
in the bog of corruption of the white terror, and enriched
themselves irom the pickings from the varicus corruption
cases.

I was excluded ifrom the Party in December 1924, because
I dared 10 criticise the activity and the tactics of the social
democratic leaders. Afier the overthrow of the dictatorship, the
Party was to have returned to the old social democratic pro-
gramme of 1003

I made it mv task, by means of systematic work. to ater
within a short time the whole line of thought of the social
democratic party in this sense. We sought to gain our supporters
among those sectionis of the Hungarian working class which had
not been demoralised by the counter-revolution. :

President: To which Iuternational do you belong. to the HI?

Vigi: The Party Executive sewm delegates to the Marseilles
Congress of the Second lLiternational. It was impossible for

the whole Party to define its attitude lo this question — for
Hungary is the classic country not only of swindlers, but
also of those who override the laws — so that we could not

hold a congress where we would have decided this question.
The IL liternational had set up a commrssion in Vienna.

which included Kautsky and Otio Baver. and whose 'task it

was to investigate the situation of the Hungarian social de-
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mocracy. The Second International was well-informed as to
the position in the Humgarian social democracy, and knew the
leaders of the Party. The Secomd International called upon the
Executive of the Hungarian social democracy to put a stop to
the expulsions, but the Party Executive did not take any no#ice

of this.
President: What were the Defemce Organisations which

you formed?

Vigi: The social democrats tried to represent our move-
ment as being a manoeuvre of the “Awakening Hungarians”.
They sent workers to the foundation meeting with instructions
to break it up, by which means they succeeded in getting the
meeting dissolved by the police. '

President: In a written statement which was found on
you by the police it is stated that the governmemt in which
Payer sat is a govermment of the gallows.

Vigi: Because, under this government, leaders of the
Hungarian working class were executed.

resident: You said before the police that you are following
the straight line to comumunism.

Vigi: 1 did not say that. I only said that the social de-
mocrats will only achieve their aim in 4500 years.

President: You were elected as honporary Chairman by
the Vienna Commuprist Congress?

Vagi: | knew nothing whatever of that. Your Lordship
could just as well have been elected there.

President: You are not to make ironical remarks. I call

You to order.
President: Does your Party stand on the basis of the Com-

munist International?
Vigi: It has not yet adopted any aititude to the question

of the International.

President: It has recognised neither the I nor the IH. Inter-
nationat? :

Vigi: No, for the Congress was to have decided this. But
the Congress could not be held, because there is no right
of assembly in Hungary. ' '

President: 1 ask you once a

basis of the I, International?
Vigi: I declare once again that 1 am a sooialist.

President: Have you anything further to say in your

defence?
Vigi: 1 should only like to deal with the

itdictment of the Public Prosecutor.

President: You must not make use of such expressions. |
call you to order. o

Vaigi; But there are mistakes in the indictment.

President: I call vou to order for the second time, and
order you not to say anything with regard fo this, otherwise
I shall’ have to pumish you seriously.

The next accused to be examined was

Aladar Weiszhaus.

He worked in the organisation of the railway workers and
belonged to the opposition which opposed the trade umion
bureaucracy. In the vear 1925 he - joined the Vigi Party. He
tried to get the social democratic party to convene-a Con-
gress in order to pass definite decisions regarding the question
of unemplovment and other important questions. The Comgress,
however, was not called. although the leaders of the Party had
promised the Vienna Commission of.fthe Second Imternational
lo bold this Congress.

Regarding the Vienna Commission of the Second Inter-
national, the accused also states that this body condemnad the
activity of the, Hwngarian social democracy. The Party received
the order: stop the expulsions! But the leaders declared after
they had returned to Budapest that everything would remain
& 1 was belore. :

President: How was the opposition organised, in the old
Party or in the trade unions?

Weiszhausz: Already in December 1923, at the Congress
of the Party, strong oppositional voices were. to be heard

cause the working class was not in agreement with the
leadership of the Party. . .

President: You stated at a public meeting that, since the
overthrow of the dictatorship, the position of the working
class i Hungary has been growing worse every day; that the
workers are being treated like the serfs of the middle ages;
that all burdens- of the State rest upon the shoulders of the

gain: Do you stand on the

istakes in the

workers; and that in Hungary. there exists no' freedom of the

press and of meetings.
Weiszhausz: Yes, | said that. ‘ ; .
President: Did you not also say that the proletariat can
only achieve a better future by its own strength, and by way
of the class struggle. .

Weiszhausz: 1 also said that. » .

President: Then you said that reaction, which wishes to
bring back the middle ages, must be crushed.

Weiszhausz: This sentence is torn from its context in
my speech and dislorted by means ol leaving out certain words.

Giving the reasons lor his oppositional altitude to the
sooial democratic leaders, the accused continued: How abomi-
nably the social democratic leaders behaved is showa by the
oase of Comrade Franz Dohany, who is also one ol the accused,
bui is a member of the social democratic party. This comrade
was paid 100,000 crowns by the leaders in order 1o break up
our meeting. At the municipal elections in Budapest the social
democracy comcluded a pact with the bourgeois parties, parti-
cularly with the Vidszony Party. It was bound {o come to 2
split, because such things were intolerable.

President: Why did you go so often.io Vienna?

Weiszhausz: Because, 1 have my family there.

President: With whom were you together there?

Weiszhausz: With Kunfi, Garbai and Bohm.

President: With Landler also? .

Weiszhausz: No, I did not even know that he is in Vienna.

President: Did you not know that Katherine Haman was
carrying on communist prapaganda in the Vigi Party? .-

Weiszhausz: 1 did not notice anything of thai.

President: Who was the treasurer of the Vigi Party?

Weiszhausz: Go6gos. :

President: Why was precisely Gogos elected, who. was a
communisi? -

Weiszhausz: Because we knew him to be a staunch, good

and honest comrade. N L )
Jemonstration

President: When the police prohibited your !
you spoke against the prohibition. )

Weiszhausz: I only said that, in view of the fact that the
demonstration was prohibited right at the last moment and
that therefore -the workers, in spite of this, would come, the
leaders should go there and tell the workers that the: de-
monstration was prohibited and that they should not allow them-

selves to be provoked by the police.
Emerich Palotgs
was a member of the Vagi Party since its foundation, and was
also in the Central Comnrittee and Secretary of the Party. He
received a salary of 400,000 crowns a week.
President: Did you know anything of the course of lectures?

Palotds: No.
President: Of what did you speak in Herndd street (pre-

mises of the Vagi Party) at your lecture?
Palotds: On the organisation questions of he Party.
Presidant: With what foreign groups were you in con-
nection? ‘
Palotds: With none, only with individual workers.
President: Did Haman often speak in the meetings of the
Central, and what did she say? :
Palotds: Everybody spoke -at the sittings, and today I can
no longer remember what they said. 1 do not know anything
whatever of the later Party activity as I was ill.

Stefan Huber .
was chairman of the Party after the arrest of Vigi. The Party
wished by legal means to improve the position of the Hungarian
working class. , SR
- President: You demanded at a meeting the establishment of
relations with Soviet Russia? ) .

Huber: Yes, in order that the workers in Hungary might

find employment. - o .
President: Was there anything said in the Party regarding
connections with - the 1II. International?
Huber: ‘We have nothing .in comunon witii the III. Inier-

national. ‘ . : )
President: Did vou notice that Haman, Téth, Oery and

Gogéos conducted communist agitation?
Huber: No.
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President:  Were you in connection with the emigrants in
Vienna?

Huber: With none.

Heinrich Hajdu

is now heard. He is a well-known writer, contributor to the
newspaper “Nyugat”. (The West) and the best translater of
Ibsen in Hungary, His translations of Ibsen, for example, are
performed in the Hungarian National Theatre in Budapest. He
was expelled from the social democracy because he joined the
opposition. He disagreed with the entire policy of the Party.
He joined the opposition because he came across tremendous
abuses. Thus he learned that Emerich Szabé, a member of
parliament, as head of the woodworkers’ Union threatened those
mmembers who opposed the increase of the Union contributions
with dinternment in Zala Egerszeg (the notorious death camp
of the interned revolutionaries). We drew up a protocol re-
garding this and reported to the Party Executive but who, though
repeatedly urged, did not do anything in the matier.

1 left the social democracy, because | am convinced that
the Bethlen government can onty be overthrown by a workers’
Party which stands on the basis of the class struggle; the
social democracy, however, has betrayed the class struggle, and
because 1, as a consistent Marxist, could not remain a member
of a Party which concluded a Pact with Bethlen which the
Commission of the Second International, under the chairmanship
of Karl Kautsky, stigmatised as immorai.

President: Which International did you acknowledge?

Hajdu: Neither, but I am in favour of our entering the
Second International. s

President: Have you not noticed that Haman is ultra-Left
inclined?

Hajdu: No, for in that case we should have expelled her
from the Party.

President: You were also a member of the Neupast Muni-
cipal Council? ‘

Hajdu: No, only of the committee for culture.

President: What proposals did you bring forward there?

Hajdu:. Only those of a cultural and social-political nature.

President: Did you have connections with Rakosi?

Hajdu: No, I only first learned from the indictment that
1 was involved in this afiair.

The accused brings forward evidenc2 to show that he only
worked legally, that he did not pursue any insurrectory plans,
and that only recently he intervened with the Lord Mayor of
Budapest and the Minister for the Interior regarding various
questions, among others regarding permission for the Vigi
Varty to held meetings. Of the emigrams he had only had con-
nections with Kunfi, Buchinger, Garbai and Bohm. He did not
know why he had been arrested. His arrest had put a stop 10
his literary activity and exposed his family io poverty.

Gabriel Osvath

was President of the Woodworkers' Union. He repudiates the
~harge of having been connected with the communmists. He
Lnew nothing whatever of the action of Rédkosi.

President: You condemned Vjgi's radicalism?

Osvath: Yes. for a time, because I feared that we were
persecuted. For the rest. Vigi has replied 1o the reproach that
Commiunists were in the Party by saving that oite could just as
well assert that “Awakening Hungarians” were in the Party.

Cazvikli,

in reply 1o the President, admits that he opposed the nationalism
and the nationalist phrases of the social democratic leaders. and
also the treacherous attitude of the leaders to the working class.
Presideni: At whose behest did vou carry on agitation?
Czvikli: At nobody’s behest. It was the moral duty of a
Jlass-conscious social democrat.

Sixth Day of Proceedings.
Budapest, july 20, 1020.

To-dav the cross- examination of the accused was concluded.
Ounly members of the Vigi Darty were cross.examined: all of
whom dectared that they do not stand on the basis of the
1 International and knew nothing of anv communist agitation
n the Party. Thev did not know Rakosi. But all of them cri-

ticised ‘the criminal attitude of the social democratic leaders,
who allowed no criticism in the Party and denounced dnconve-
nient people to the police. They also admitted that the Vigi
Party organised defence troops, in the same way as the social
democrats. There also existed a singing. dub, jor which the
police displayed a great interest. Almost all the accused stated
that they had been beaten by the police. :

Michael Szabo

declared that the social democratic Jeaders went so far in
their savage terror against opposition members, that in dozeus
of cases they succeeded in geiting employers to throw them
on the street. The social democrats also made it their practice
to denounce as bolshevists those who carried on opposition.
We wanted to cleanse the Party of the parasites.

President: I warn you not to use such words. Was Kathe-
rine Haman particularly radical in her activity in the Party?

Szabo: Her standpoint was the same as ours.

Paul Roth-Vindor

is a writer: was in Paris and in Germany. where he was arrested
as a “French” spy”. When he returned home he became an
employee of the Anglo-Flungarian Bank, but was soon dis-
charged. He entered the Vigi Party and wished to organise
the vouth.

Georg Téth

is the husband of the accused Katherine Hanman. He left the
social democratic party. He knew nothing of the presenc of
his wife at the Congress, as his wife was ill at the time, and,
so far as he knew, was being medically treated. He then states
that, on his arrest the detectives called his mother and wile
whores, and because he protested againsi this he was terribly
beaten and fortured for ten days in succession. His daughter
and his two brothers-in-law were also tortured for days on
end, solely because they are relatives of the accused Katharina
Haman.

President: You will be severely punished 1f you do not
take care of what you are saying!

Téth: 1 cannot control myself when I think of how I was
beaten, and how my wife and my mother were imsulied by
the detectives... .

President: I call you to order! The medical certificate says
nothing as 10 any signs of your having been ill-treated.

Téth: 1 was not examined until two weeks after the ill-
treatment. For the rest. with the methods of examination ol
the police doctors...

President: 1 call you to order on accoumt of this remark!

Franz Dohany,

a cab driver. right at the beginning of his cross-examinatiox,
Jeclared that he was one of those wno received 100,000 crowns
from the social democratic leaders to break up the foundation
meeting of the Vagi Party. As a reason for this they were told
that the Vagi Party is a manoeuvre of the “Awakening Hun-
garians”. But I observed the Vigi people more closely at
their meeting ...

President: Do not talk in that rambling fashion! Be moie
briet!

Dohany: But vour Lordship, I must explain the matter o
you in order that you can understand mie. (Laughter.)

President: Silence! Speak to the point!

.Dohany: As a result of my observation I soon realised
that the story regarding the “Awakening Hungarians” was
only an invention in order fo prejudice the Végi Party in our
eves. :

President: You collected money for the purpose of obtaining
red flags?

Dohany: Yes, 1 do not deny that.

President: But vou wanted to use the flags, atthough the
meeting (the demonstration of the Vigi Party on the evening
of oth March 192, following the fresh arrests of the Vagi
people) was forbidden?

Dohanv: 1 only read of the prohibition of the meeting, but
I have never read that red ilags are prohihited in Hungarn ?
(Laughter.)

President: A placard bore the inscription:
the monev iorgers!”

“Down with
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‘Dohany: Quite true!

President: Then you were arrested?

Dohany: Yes, and beaten and stabbed by the police.

President: On the evening of the 6th of March you were
very much afraid?

Dohany: 1 was afraid: Of whom and of what? I was
sergeant major in the war. I am not afraid of anything (laughter,
the President threatens to clear the court).

President: You attached a red flag to the street lamp post?

Dohany: Yes, Your Lordship.
Emil Brecska

describes the Hungarian robber-system.

The President calls him to order.

Brecska: Your Lordship, if you knew anything of the
prisons and the detention houses in Hungary you would not
call me to order so often. 1 was sent back to my place of
domicile, to Salgétarjin, and was beaten at almost every station.
I got absolutely nothing to eat on the journey. And when I
arrived in Salgétarjin, the magistrate said that such dangerous,
commmunist vagabonds are only at home in Budapest. He finally
sent me back the same way to Budapest.

Johann Krieszl and Ladislaus Schomann declare that in
the first place they were engaged in organising the. young
workers of Hungary. Hungary is the country in which the
yYoung workers are exploited in the most fearful manner.

When Schomman stated that the Levente institution oniy
serves the purpose, under the cloak of patriotism, of stupifying
the ‘young workers so that they become umresisting objects of
capitalist exploitation, the President energetically called him to
order and forbade him to speak further om this theme.

Josef Beres

had been for three years a member of the social dentocracy when
he came over to the Socialist Labour Party. He leit the social
democratic Party, in the firt place because this Party calmly
looked on even when the very miodest land reform law was
not carried out by the counter-revolution. When he protested
against this in the Party, the Central Commitiee of his trade
imion ntervened, so that he was discharged from the factory
in which he worked. R
Alexander Steinlein

was charged by the President with having delivered a spesch
likely to cause disorder at the June demonstration in- 1023,
and in which he attacked the government, the Habsburgs. the
existing social order and the Hungarian social democracy.

Steinlein: The rule of the Habsburg, the Bethlen govern-
ment, the Hungarian social democracvy have stirred up the
working people so often and to such an extent, that I couid
contribute nothing more to its stirring up.

The President calls him to order.

Josef Papal

declares that in the Police Prison. for ten consecitive days he
was beaten two hours every day. He was beaten on the
stomach, the breast and the head with whips mude of ox-hide
until he became unconscious. Then the warders threw water
over him and when he acain recovered consciousness. they
Jumped upon his stomach until he again lost consciousmness.

Seventh Day of Proceedings.
Budapest, July 21, 1026.

_ Today there began the hearing of witnesses. Already on
this first day of the hearing of witnesses a more severe course
15 to be observed in the proceedings, which only emphasises the
weakness of all the evidence for the prosecution.

Georg Nagy

a landworker from Tolnatamgsi, is the first witness. Gogos was
With him in Autumn 1924 and tried to induce him to join the
Vag_ri Party. He promised to send good books and pamphlets,
Wwhich duly arrived. He also spoke of the Congress but nothing
of Bela Kun. He (Nagy) however refused to go to Vienna and

recommended Pédor for this purpose.

' Stefan Podor

aiso a landworker from Tolnatamdsi says the same as Nagy.
He withdraws his original statement incriminating Gogés; he
made the statement because the gendarmes has boxed his ears
agd. because he was angry with Gogos for involving him in the
affair.
Public Prosecutor: When were you telling lies, then or now?

Pédor: Today 1 speak the truth. The gendarmes received
us with blows and abused us as being followers of Bela Kun.
We then admitted what they demanded.

Defender Dr. Lengyel: Who first spoke of Kun, you or the
gendarmes?

Pédor: The gendarmes, it was their first word.

President: It is not permitted to put the answer in the mouth
of the witness in this manner.

The head of the political police

Police Officer Dr. Schweinitzer

is now heard. He states: From confidential reports of our detec-
tives we learned of the organising of the Végi Party and their
connection with the Communists. The news of the founding of
the Vagi Party aroused great enthusiasm in emigrant circles in
Vienna. This Party is held in high esteem also in Moscow. An
important nember of the Central Committee of the Party went
to Paris and there got into connection with the Communist
Conferation du Travail. We observed the doings of the Vdgi
people since September 1924 and noticed that the movement
developed towards the Left. Vigi wished to destroy the social
democracy, to gather around him the extreme radical working
class, and thus to bring the labour movement on t> communist
lines. Parallel with the Vdigi Partv the Communist Partv began
to be organised. At first the Communists were brought together
in the Vagi Party and then a separate C.P. and a Communist
Youth League was founded, and this after the Russian methods
of organisation.

The witness then refers to the police protocols and declares
them to be correct and in order. He then reports on the connec-
tions of the Vidgi Party with Vienna and Paris; the connection
with the latter town being the task of Tibor Vadnav. In Vienna
the Vigi Party had been in connection in the first place with
Bohm, With regard to the person who furnished the police with
information from Vienna, the witness refuses to give fuller de-
tails, as otherwise future observation would be rendered im-
possible. In answer to a question of the President. he admits
that he is only repeating the communications of detectives and
the results of “observations”. 37 detectives have altogether spent
235 days in order to discover the connections of the Socialist
Labour Party with the illegal Corumunist Party. A< regards the
sourcaes of money of the Vagi Party, witness can only sav there
could have bheen othzr sources oi mouney than those stated by

the Party itself.
Judge Szaboleska: Is it frue that the accused were

ted by the police?

Schveinitzer:  Such rumours were spread abroad
from the beginning, and the Prime Minister received telcgrams
froni a number of countries protesting against these mishanadlings.
But nobody was mishandled. | had all the accused immediately
examined by the Police Doctor and none of them showed a
trace of ill-treatement.

Public Prosecutor: Do those involved in the matter belong
to the elite of the working class, or were thev the scum, and
before all the unemploved?

Schweinitzer: Most of the people were without occupation

and from the lowest circles of the working class.
Public Prosecutor: Where did the Communist propaganda

come from?
Schweinitzer: From Vienna. )
Public Prosecutor: The Vigi people sav that thev did not

krow (?) that Communist propaganda was being carried on in

their Party.
Schweinitzer: That is impossible. They must have known

of the holding of the course.
Public Prosecutor: Did the Vienna representation of the
Soviets have its hand in the game?
Schweinitzer: No, they were compromised and drew hack.
Only the Vienna Hungarian emigrants took part in the aiair.
Defender, Dr. Lengvel: Was the investigation carried out
on the command of higher authorities. or did you act on your
own account?

mishand-

rigat
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Schweinitzer: It was carried out because we are constantly
searching after communist activity.

Defender, Dr. Lengyel: Have members of the Social De-
mocratic Party sent in information against the Vigi people?

Schweinitzer: 1 know of no information sent by the social
democrats.

Defender Dr. Lengyel: But the social democrzt, Gabriel Ho-
roviliz made a somewhat difterent statetement to the police. Why
was Ludwig Samuel, who was likewise accused, not placed
under arrest like the others?.

Schweinitzer: 1 know nothing of this,

Putlic Prosecutor: Samuel has fled and a warrant has been
issued against him.

Delender Dr. Lengyel: | assert that Samuel was examined
on the 15th October and set free. The Court has the right under
a la}\lw of 1921 to pardon informers, but the police have not this
right.

The Public Prosecutor, during this statement of Dr. Lengyel,
audibly pronounced the word: “swinishness”. (We record that
our reporter distinctly heard this word in Hungarian:
“disznosag™).

Dr. Lengyel: What was the remark the Public Prosecutor
made? | was told that he said “swinishness”? 1 must protest
against such an expression.

Public Prosecutor: (embarrassed) I did not use this word.

Dr. Lengyel: I did not understand it, but one of the accused
has told me so. | must call your attention to the fact that I shall
exercise the rights and duties of my profession, which are equal

to those of the Public Prosecutor, just as energetically as 1 have

done during my whole career 2s a lawyer.

Schweinitzer then insisted that Vagi had said that his way
led straight to Communism.

Végi: 1 most decidedly deny having said that, but I ask the
Police Officer Schweinitzer whether he caused me to be con-
stantly followed by a crowd of detectives?

President: The witness is not obliged to answer this
question.

Defender Dr. Kollmann asked the police officer Schweinitzer:
What instructions the police had from the Minister of the In-
terior in regard the Vigi Party?

President: This question is not to be answered.

As other questions regarding the intentions of the govern-
ment in reference to the Vagi Party are not permitted, the De-
fender enters a plea of nullity. .

Defender Dr. Gvirgv, moves that the Police Officer Schwei-
nitzer be released from the pledge of sccrecy involved in his
ofhce, in order to say from what detectives the reports of the
police regarding the financial sources of the Vigi Party emana-
ted. As this motion is refused, the Defender likewise enters a
plea of nullity.

Defender Dr. Gyory: Can you
accused were not mishandled?

Schweinirzer: Yes.

Pres.dent: The witness has answered according to his best
knowledge and belief. '

Defender Dr. Vamos: The accused were *“dealt with™ by
detectives in several rooms. You sav that vou so controlled this
exantination, that vou can declare on oath that none of them
was mi~handled. How could vou be in several rooms at once?

Schweinitzer: 1 went to and fro, a~ the rooms adjoin one
another. )

Defender: Then from 22nd September to the 23rd October
you went continually to and fro (laughter).

President: | forbid such malicious duestions,

Viei: You say that Tibor Vadnov was present at the sittings
of th: Ceniral Committee of the Party in the Party premises?

Schweinitzer: Yes.

Vieis 1 declare that Vadnav was in Paris at that time. |
must ail~o remark that 1 was the onlv one of my arrested Party
comrades who was not mishandled.

resdent: You have no right to assert that!

Rikosi (to the witness): You were present for five hours
withomt interruption during mv examination by the police, mis-
handlings could take place in the other rooms,

Schweinitzer: But vou were exaniined later!

Rikosiz But T myseli heard how vou celled out to the detec-
tives in the next room: “Flog it ont of them!”

Schweinitzer: ‘That is not true! You c¢ould not have heard
fhai!

declare on oath that the

Oery: On the 23rd of September you shouted out to me:
“If you do not answer as | wish you will have to suffer like this
one here!”, pointing to the crucifix. In the same night 1 was
beaten before your eyes and Peter Haim and several detectives
bound me with straps and hoisted me up with the same and
thus ill-treated me,

Schweinitzer: That is not true!:

Oery: Would we have gone on hunger sirike if we had
not been ill-treated?

Schweinitzer: 1 know nothing of a hunger strike!

The Public Prosecutor now moved that the putting of
questions relating to mishandlings be forbidden, as no proof
could be produced.

President: As the witness has already said that nobody was
illtreated 1 no longer permit such questions.

Defender Dr. Kollmann protests against this limitation of
the rights of the accused and moves that such questions be per-
mitted. As the court rejects his motion he enters a plea of nul-
lity. The President refuses to allow any other Defender to speak
on this question.

Defender Dr. Bardoly states that a police report says that
Juhasz has been a communist in Russia, but juhasz was never
in Russia. The same police report contains other important
statements, which are accordingly worthless.

Schweinitzer: 1 know nothing of that!

Several of the accused still attempt to speak of the mishand-
lings. But the President forbids them.

Hajdu, one of the accused: Why were the works of Anatole
France, Brandes. Kazinczy and other writers confiscated from
mie as bolshevist literature? :

Schweinitzer: | know nothing of that!

The accused Keller: Do you know .that the spy Ludwig
Samuel . . . .

President: 1 will not permit any remarks regarding Samuel.

The accused Vajna and Schénmann ask why they have been
reproached by the police for “having forsaken their fine Party
(the social democracyy”.

President: | do nof permit this question.

Defender Dr. lengvel (fo witness): Are you aware that the
Bethlen government often wanted to make use of the Socialist
Labour Party in order that it should weaken the Social Demo-
cratic Party? Is vour recent strict method of examination the
result of the fact that the Bethlen government did not achieve
this political aim?

Schweinitzer: 1 could reply to this question if the higher
authorities gave me perntission.

((ireat sensation in court).

Dr. Lengyel: [ point out that under such circumstances the
statenierts of the crown witness are worthless.

Detective Chief Inspector, Peter Heim

is now cross-examined. )

tle says the same as his chief Dr. Schweinitzer: He also
denies the nushandlings. His statements are also based upon
“observations”™ and reports. He does not bring forward any-
thing new.

The following episode which occurred during his cross-exa-
mination is worth mentioning.

Dr. Lengvel: You say that the Communists receive money
irom Soviet Russia?

Detective Heim: Yes.

Dr. Lengvel: Do you mean the Soviet Government or the
1. International?

[Detective Heim: The 111 International, but that is the same
thing.

Public Prosecutor: The Soviets are not a State!

The accused Weinberger, springing up: As a citizen of the
Soviet Union I protest against such insulting remarks regarding
the Soviet government.

President: T call vou to order! You are not here as a re-
presentative of the Soviet Ciovernment.

A spectator who makes an interjection at this point is re-
moved from the court.

Vigi: Have vou concrete proof of my connection with
foreign communists?

Detective Heim refuses to answer. :

The cross-examination is concluded. The proceedings are
adjourned to 23rd  luly.
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Appeal of the Committee for the Defence
of the Victims of the White Terror in the

Balkans.
Budapest, July 23, 1926.

The following appeal by the Committee for the Defence of
the Victims of the White Terror in the Balkans has been sent to
the President of the Budapest Court of Justice: .

The Committee for the Defence of the Victims of the White
Terror in the Balkans feel bound to protest against the perse-
cutions which are being carried out by the IHungarian govern-
ment against 58 politicians and workers, communists and so-
cialists who have voluntarily gathered round Rékosi.

The Hungarian government which, like the other govern-
ments of Southern Europe, has converted the white terror into
an instrument of predomination, proves by this trial that it does
not intend to change its methods.

This government, which only recently was compromised
by an international fascist conspiracy against the democracies of
the West, in which there came to light its relations to the false
coiners, ought to have, by a clever policy, diverted the attention
of the public opinion of Europe from ifself.

But on the contrary, by this great political trial, it challenges
an urgent intervention, in that, in the person of the Socialist
Vagi and the Communist Rakosi, the Hungarian people which
opposes the dictatorship, is suffering fresh persecution.

The Committee which has saved human lives in Roumania,
in Bulgaria and in Yugoslavia, raises a flaming protest on
behalf of the accused in the Rakosi trial who are presecuted on
account of their opinions, and demands their release.

Signed: Henri Burbusse, Romain Rolland, Séverine, Mme de
Saint-Prix, Frederic Brunet, Vice-President of the Chamber of
Deputies; Cazals, FErnmest Lalort, Ferdinand Faure, Compere
Morel, Fontanier, Voillin, Paul Merchandeau, André Berthon,
Helies, Marcius Moutet, Vaillant-Couturier, Mistral, Albert
Fournier, Chastanet, Albert Milhaud, Jules Uhry, Jean Carchery,
members of the Chamber of Deputies; Eugéne Frot, Louis Sellier,
Dherbecourt, Paris Municipal Council; André Morizet, Henri
Sellier, Members of the General Council of the Seine: Jean
Longuet, Bracke, Henri Torres, Marcel Williard, Dellevall¢,
Antonio Cohen, Maurice Paz, lawyers; L. Jouhaux, secrefary
of the CGT.; Emile Glay, secretary of the Teachers’ Union;
Langevin, Prenant, Vicfor Basch,” Fmile Kahn, professors;
Mathias Mohrardt. Georges Duhamel, Panait Istrati, Victor
Margueritte, Léon Bazalgette, Léon Werth, Marcel Martinet,
Georges Chennevieres, Jean-Richard Bloch, Charles Vildrac,
Daniel Renoult, Henri Marx, Georges Pioch, Rousset, André
Gybal, Bernard Lecache, Paul Louis, André Salmon, Francis
Jourdain, Robert Salomon, Ziromski, Raoul Verfeuill, writers and

journalists,

THE WHITE TERROR

Prevent the Execution of Comrade Czilinski!

To the International Proletarian Youth!

The Polish bourgeoisie is again taking bloody vengaance
on a young revolutionary who shot down a provocateur, a
betrayer of the cause of the workers. On the oth July a young
worker, Jacob Czilinski, seriously wounded Witkovski, a pro-
vocaleur, by a revolver shot. This provocateur, who was in the
service of the Polish secret police, was at the head of the Lodz
organisation of the tailors’ Union, in order there to carry on
his' vile work. ' .

The abhominable regime of provocation nnd. ol treacherv
which is maintained by the Polish government, drives the young
revolutionaries to annihilate the traitors. The Cemmunist move-
ment in Poland, which is a mass movement of the working
class, rejects individual terror. When however, in spite of t!‘n’s.v
the best revolutionary fighters — Engel, Knievski, ‘RlltkO\"al\l:
Hibner, and now also Czilinski — resort to the use of weapons
in order o seftle accounts with the traitors, a.x‘u'i"when they
thereby place their lives at stake, the re%ponsm‘lh_ty thereto;
rests solely and singly with the vile system of e:_f?{onaged mj‘
Provocation, by means of which the Polish bourgeoisie conducls
the fight agaihst the revolutionary proletariat.

Engel, Knievski, Rutkovski, ‘Hibner and Botwin were exe-
cuted by the hangmen of the government. Comrade Czilinski
is now threatened with their fate. The government of Pilsudski
which only recently hoped to deceive the workers of Poland with
“democratic” slogans, is bringing Czilinski before the Special
Court. It describes the provocateur Witkovski as a State official!
How could it do otherwise! Such corrupt elements as Witkovski
are thoroughly worthy of the honour of being officials of the
government of Pilsudski! )

Czilinski is threatened with the death penalty, which will
undoubtedly be carried out if the international proletariat does
not raise its voice in protest against the Hangmen of Pilsudski.

The fate of Comrade Czilinski depends upon us, upon the
international proletariat and upon the proletarian youth. A hug=
wave of protest and demonstration musi thersfore be raisad, a
wave. of protest against the intended revenge on the young
proletarian.

Prevent the murder of Czilinski!

Demand the release of Comrade Czilinski!

Brand with hate and comtempt the abominable system of
provocation and espiomage in Poland! .

Protest against the white terror of the Pilsudski people!

Demand the release of the 6060 political prisoners in Poland!

Long live the revolutionary working class of Poland!

i k}_i'ands off, you hangmen, from the proletsrian hero Czi-
inski!

Moscow, July 8th 1926.
The Executive Committee of the

" Young Communist International.

Against the White Terror in Finland!
To the Working Youth of all Countries!

The white terror in Finland has once again demanded
heavy sacrifices from the ranks of the labour movement. On
June 20th the Court of Abo condemned 45 of the most active and
best members of the Young Socialist League of Finland to one
to three years imprisonment. In all, sentences amounting to
71 years and 3 months imprisonnient were imposed. The Young
Socialist League of Finland and its 200 local organisations were
also dissolved by the decision of the céurt.

We express our profound solidarity with the Young Socialist
League of Finland, although it does not belong to the Young
Communist International. The League has fought earnesily and
with all its strength for the interests of the working and peasant
youth of Finland, and thereby rallied great muasses under its
revolutionary banner. Under the brutal white terror which the
Finnish bourgeoisie has employed, it was the only legal re.
volutionary organisation of the working youth which courage-
ously and determinedly conducted the fight agaiust the treachery
of the social democracy.

The League, in the three years of its existence, has had to
suffer constantly under the persecutions by the government. Since
its foundation in 1923, almost every month its functionaries have
been arrested and thrown into prison. In November ofi last year
the arrests were carried out on a larger scale. The comrades
were kept in prison on remand for eight months, and it is only
now that the trial has been held which ended in the brutal
senfences. The charges were of such a ridiculouly trivial
character, that it is only in Finland of _the white terror that
sentences could be pronounced on the basis of such charges and
the dissolution of the organisation ordered. ‘

The attempt of the Finnish bourgeoisie by this sentence,
to deprive the working youth of the possibility of organising
the defence of their rights, is doomed tc failure. The hnmsﬂh
working vyouth, who since 1918 have lived under the most
terrible white terror, do not admit themselves to be defeated.
From tiie persecutions by their class enemies they derive 'Ine'w
power, and fresh hosts of new fighters will come for\mr’;' in
place of those condemned. The Finnish working youth I;fu\;»
that the international revolutiv.ary young .])r<;lcg:§r|fqlh'la m
sympathy with them and will support them in their fight.

We therefore call upon all the working youth: ,

To unite in a determined fight against the white terro?_.

To support the fight of the Finnish revolutionary working
youth for their rights and vital interests!

o
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To organise powerful demonstrations againsi the white
terror in Finland!
Long live the revolutionary working youth of Finland!
Moscow, 13th July 1926.
The Executive Committee of the Young Communist
International.

Trial of Sacco and Vanzetti Postponed!

Just before going to press we received the following tele-
gram from Comrade Cannon of the Workers’ Party of America:
“Sacco Vanzetti hearing for New Trial Postponed
until September.”
1t would thus appear that the united protest of the inter-
national working class against the intended execution of our
two comrades has so far been successful. It is necessary, however,
10 continue the protest movement in order to ensure the acquittal
and speedy release of these two class fighters.

IN THE INTERNATIONAL

The Right Danger in Our Party.

The following has been published in “Pravda”.
Editor.

The “Pruvda” recently published a communication about
the actvities- of the small group oi the so-called “opposition ol
Baku'. At the head ol tius group were vhe ‘‘leacers” of the
toimer “labour opposition”. Comrades Medvejev and Shuliap-
mkov, whose names are not unknown. Comrade Medvediev
determined the polincal character of the Baku group, gave it
mstructions, was the ruling spirit of its whole work which
was directed enurely against our whole Party and iis Central
Committee. I'he Centrai Control Coinmission, after examining
1o the activittes of the gaku group, resolved to muitigate the
hard verdicts passed on the simple workers by the local party
organisatons, hoping that these comrades would be capable
oi further unprovemeni and would recognise their voluntary
or nvoluntary poliucal  mistakes.

An mportant ponticai docwment had a great iniluence on
the treaument ol thus allair by the Ceutral Control Conumassion.
ints documem is an exhaustive letter of Comrade Medvediev’s
addressed 10 the Baku group. This letier dates from 1924, It
deals directly with questions and discussions which were brought
up tn our Pany auring the discussion i September of that
year. This letter is by no means out of date at the presem
tie, 1t has mideed gained in political actuality. This letter-
brochure of Comrade Medvediev's throws a brilliant light on
the guestion of the degeneration ol certain opposition groups,
on fie question of thar “growiug in” to Menshevism,

In thes letter, Comrade Medvediev exercises sharp criticism
of tie political course adopted by our Party and contrasts this
course with the “opposition poiitical Labour platiorm”. Com-
rade Medvediev does not concern nimselt with questioning the
correctness of somce [act or other of our policy, this or that
inuividual facier i that poiicy, he attacks the whole policy of
the Party, penerrates to ats very foundations and rejecis these
foundatioas lock, stock and barrel. Medvediev himself  states
that e is opposing the foundzticns of the presant poicy of
the Porive 1 internal poliey (Party, econcimies), the Com-
micrn etc. W shail soon see whai, according to Medvediey,
are the “fzstering sores™ and “eirrars™ of our policy. Now,
powever, we would ask wiat way ol salvation Medvediev him-
2 s w0 prepose, what s the naiure of s own counter-
pladorm.

Expressed briefly, Modvediev's “programme’ is as Ioliows:
ligiidsuan of the independent communist movement in Western
turope. liquudation of the R. 1. L. U, ligmdation of independent
Siate indusiry in the Soviet Republic and repiacemeni ol the
latter by concession capital.

“woaatrt owill the perpiexsd readec probabiv ask, “that
is absolutely incomprehiensidle!™ These proposals smieli miles
of genwme 1607 Menshevising Is ot Comrade Mevediev
creseiative ot e labour oppostiun s Comrade Mevediey
s onr CoCotirom the Let™, perhiaps only too much from

the Left! Medvediev is a close brother in arms and the right
hand of Comrade Shliapnikov. And is not Comrade Shliapnikov
surrounded by a halo of “Left”, “class-conscicus” super- radi-
calism? Medvediev in his own writings insists that he is only
developintg the principles which he holds “in conunon” with
Shliapnikov. It is the general thing to regard the Shliapnikov-
Medvediev group as the extreme iefl group in our Party, as
a group which has succeeded in being on the “Leit” of Bol-
shievisnl, whereas any child can see that the platform which
1s developed in Medvediev’s letter to the “Baku workers”, does
not comain an atom of ‘‘Leftness”, that on the contrary it
contains in a cynically naked form, exireme Right, outspoken
Menshevist demands. .

How did it happen, how could it happen that the “Left”
has becose “the Right?” How could it happen that ithe heroes
ol Leit phraseology suddenly began to repeat the A. B. C. of
the Menshevist “>ocralist Messenger”, 1o cast sheep’s eyes at
the social (railors and to thurst lor concessions irom foreign
countries? [hrough what enigmatic ‘“‘sequence of thought” dud
the Left Medvediev arrive at “Right” Menshevisuw? How is it
that the peity bourgeois Right danger developed in the ranks
of our Party out of the 1ueology of the “labour opposition”
of Shliapnikov and Medvediev?

In order to explain this phenomenon, in order to under-
stand that it is by no means a coincidance bul has a historical
basis, we must firs{ of all give extensive quotations irom Med-
vediev’s letter. ,

1. Comrzde Medvediev’s “Economic Course".

Why does not Comrade Medvediev accept the economic
course which our Party is following? He doss not accept it
because, according to his opinion

“all kinds ot State large industry are at bottom regarded
mierely as am appeadage, a supplement to the smail, even the
suallest peasant holdings.” (tlere and irom now onwards
underlined by us. Editor of the “Pravda.”)

“If... the C. C. maintains that this peasant macketr lorms
the lumit for State industry beyend which it cannoi go and
that it will solve all questions of mdustry from this point of
view, we nawrally see in this policy a threat to State large
industry and to the existence of the working class itself.”

“Ihis is the fundamemal characier ol the economic
policy ol the Party during the next period ol our rule. In
our opimion this involves a tremendous danger to the
interests of ihe working class and w the turther fate of
State large industry.” .

e thus maintains that the economic policy ot our Party
involves a1 “traiendous danger 10 the mierests of the working
class.” Worse sull, it threatens the “existence ot the working
class itsell.” Iis nustake is, in his opinion, that it endeavours to
bring the interests ol State large indusiry inlo harmony with
the mieresis ot small peasant production or, as Medvadiev
choses 10 express himsell with great efiect, it is turning in-
dustry into an appendage and a supplemem to the smail peasant
holdings. Why however are Lenin's counnands as to ihe ewor
nomic colluboration between town anu country relegated from
the statutes of the Medvediev- Shliapnikov piatform? How is
it that the “adiption™ of State large mndustry o the requirements
of agriculture is “strictly forbidden” by Medvediev? i

Comrade Medvediev's answer is simple and clear. According
to Medvediev's views it is nonsense to bring the developmemnt
of large industry into harmony with the develumnent of peasant
fariming, becanse small pessant lariming has absolutely no
prospects of any kind of development. Small peasant production
miust anevitably come to grief.

“X'e are of the opinion”, thus the opposition platiorm,
“that the small and smallest factories are doomed 10 pens.h
in the conditions of the Nep, in their dependuice on world
markeis.” .

“All artompis to save them, to belp them to maintain
themselves or to develop further, are rcactionary and Uto-
pian.” .

The only issue from this situation for these ruined
peasaut masses is the deielopment and gromih of Stafe
industry, in which domain these masses might find employ-
ment for fnar habour powers.” S

“That part oi the peasant populstion (! ?), which s
outside the said musses, is the peasant Kulaki bourgeoisie,
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‘We will let Comrade Medvediev speak for himsell.
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which shows to us the same hostility as did the bourgeoisie

of the oid system.”

This is Comrade Medvediev’s hopelessly hard verdict with
regard to the rural population. The whole rural population, with
the exception of the leading group of the bourgeois Kulaki, must
perish, must be turned out of their occupation and transiormed
imo an innumerable industrial “reserve army”, which might
find employment for their labour powers omly “in the domain
of large State industry”. If this is the case, there is of course
no otject in troubling about collaboration with any of the
mmddle peasantry who are “condemned to perish”, there is no
object in maintaining econonric contact with it, no object in
“developing” peasant farming and leading it towards sociaiism
with the 2id ci the co-operatives, just as (here is no object in
carrying on policies of economics, prices. credits etc. ‘which
would be in keeping with Siate industry. Everything of this
kind is, in Comrade Medvediev's opinion, nothing but reactio-
nary “Utopian nonsense” which threalens the very existence of
the working class. ’

.In Comrade Medvediev’s opinion there is only one “alter-
native” to the inevitable ruin towards which millions of peasant
farms are fast drifting, . e. as rapid a development as possible
of State Jarge industry. The development of State industry must
advance at such a rate, that it can absorb the whole mass of
the rural population which is becoming pauperized. Where,
hawever, are the giantic means to be found which would be
Decessary 1o cnsure this fabulously rapid rate of the develop-
ment of industry? )

This brings us to the actual kernel of Medvediev’s platiorm.

Comrade

Medvediev chielly explains where, in his opinion, the gigantic

means necessary for the development of ‘industry are mot to -

be found

“Ta conclude that we should be able to exiract enough
capital for the development of our extinet industry from
faxation, would be o console curselves with hollow il-
lusions.”

“To flatter ourselves that we could raise this capital
“out of pennies”, would be to add to the old illusion anoiher,
worthy of the offspring of the petty bourgeoisie.”

The necessary “amount of capital” cannot be got out of
faxation, we cannot raise it from “pennies”. What cam and
should we do? We must knuckle under to infernational capital,
answers the Medvediev-Shliapnikov group.

“We demand”, runs the document, “that the Govern-
ment should take energetic steps fo raise the necessary
nieans by foreign and internal State loans and by granting
toncessions with greater loss and greater sacrifice than tha
State was prepared to take on itself for granting credits.
We are of the opinion thai in view of the present economic
position of our coumry...great matertal sacrilices to in-
ternational capital, which is prepared to bwld up our in-
dustry, would be-2 lesser evil than the condition into which
we mught drift in the next few years with regard to in-
dustry and agriculture, a condition which would be ruinous
for us.”

Either “ruin” or a policy of boundless concession! — these
are the horns of the dreary dilemma on which the Shliapnikov-
Medvediev group places the working class of the Soviet Union.
The working class of the Soviet Union is of course to chose
the “lesser evil”, is. at the command of Shliapnikov and Med-
vediev {o kneel before Mr. Urquhart and to accept the yoke of
International capital.

2. The International Political Course Followed by

Comrade Medvediev. ;

“The international policy of our Party”, declares Com-

- rade Medvediev, “is the continuation ot our internal policy

in the international arena.” o

As we have seen that the policy of ithe Party within our

Ountry is “ruinous”, that it threatens the very exislence of th.e

working class and that it therefore requires radical revision, it

s natural that Comrade Medvediev expects an equally radical

revision of the policy of our Party within the _Con_nmem. nay

even a revision of the tactics of the Comintern itscll. ) )

The document does not admit of the slightest doubt in this

respect. Comrade Medvediev proclaims in black and white that
he is on principle an ememy of the policy of the Comintern.

“The soil from which the Comintern draws its nourish-
ment, — the masses of European workers, — is obviously
hopeless. It does not bring us nearer to the masses of the
international proletariat, but separates us from them.”

“In all... countries of Central Europe, which are of
decisive importance for the world revoluiion, the tactics
of the Comintern have led to the Communist section bzing
torn from the whole mass of the organised forces of the
proletariat... with the result that both the whole movement
of the working class and its Communist section became
disorgenised because it was isolated from the whole mass
of the organised proletariat, thus losing the possibility of
acting on that mass from within. We are bitterly opposed
to this policy.”

Medvediev, the “bitterest opponent” of the whole policy
and factics of the Comintern, appears also as the “bitterest
opponent” of the individual Communist Parties. Medvediev,
however, explains the existence of these latter as the conseqgitence
of “cur altemipts to transnlant our methods of work mechanically
to all the countries cf Western Europe”. But

“...these attempts lead liferally to the disorganisation
of the labour movement of this country; fo the formation
of communist sections, which are materially unable to
maintain themselves and must be kept at the cost of the
property of the masses of Russian workers who, in the
present circumstances, can therefore not use it for their cwn
purposes.”

“In reality, a rabble of petty bourgeois lackeys are
nurtured who, for the sake of Russian gold, profess to be
the proletariat and represent the most revolutiomary workers
in the Comintern.”

Medvediev’s insane attack om the Comintern is completed
by his defence of the 2nd and the Amsterdam Iuternationals.
If, according o Medvediev’s views, the Comintern has turned
into an_organisation of a “rabble of petty bourgeois lackeys”,
international social democracy and the Reformist trade unious
assume in Medvediev’s eyes the proportions of an organisation
of the real “masses of workers”, :

“Our judgment of the social democratic parties of
Western Europe is sharply distinguished from the judg-
ment of our leaders.” )
Medvediev’s group protests against the systematic agitation

against and discrediting of the proletarian class organisations
of the proletariat of Western Europe (the sociai democratic or-
ganisations! Editor of the “Pravda”). In the same way, Med-
vediev’s group protests against “this discrediting of every social
democratic government as such”, for instance Macdonald’s
“Labour Government” in England.

“Phis Government is represented as a government of
thé bourgeoisie. We canmot in any way agree with such
politics and tactics.

It is disastrous for the cause of the true socialist
revolution.”

In order to avert this “disastrous” issue for the cause

of the true socialist revolution, the Medvediev-Shliapnikov group
recommends liquidating the independent Communist Parties and
dissolving the R. L L. U. The chief slogan of Medvediev’s
“international policy” is: Back imto the ranks of social demo-
cracy!
“We believe that the actual situation is that organisa-
tions such as the R.I.L.U. actually form, intentionally or
unintentionally, an instrument for Separating the masses of
Russian workers and the Communist masses in Western
Europe from the masses which really count in the whole
proletariat.”

“We consider that the Communist masses of workers
should remain an integral part of the masses of workers
who are organised in trade unions, co-operatives, the so-
cialist parties etc.; that all atfempts fo create an organisation
which holds aloof from these masses, should be rejected
‘with determination as adventures which disorganise the

labour movement.”

This then is the magnificent “platform” of the_ decadent
representatives of the former “Labour Opposition™. Thus, the
Labour Opposition demands: ’

1. The liquidation of the Communist Parties as “a ralble
of pettv bourgeois lackevs; 2. the return to the Social Denio-
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cratic parties; 3. the liquidation of the R.LL.U.; 4. affilia-
tion to the Amsterdam International.

This is the “creed” of the Medvediev-Shliapnikov group.

3. The Evolution oIV the “Labour Opposition”.
Growing into Menshevism.

The abiowve quotations give fairly exhaustively the contenmis
of Medvediev’s letter to the members of <he “Baku Opposition™.
[t must now be clear (o our readers why our Party could not
pass over this docuient in silence. The Medvediev document
nas deep political significance, not so much because it has
disclosed in an extremely concise form the peculiar paths
foliowed by the “Labour Opposiion” group in its political
errors. The whole Shliapnikov-Medvediev group is of neglige-
able importance, and the fight waged by Comrale Lenin against
this group must still be fresh in the memory of our Party.
The significance of the Medvediev letter is extraordinarily in-
structive in that it reveals with unprecedented force and im-
pressiveness the regularity which anti-Bolshevist deviations ob-
serve in their Jdevelopment.

Medvediev's letter is the most perfect example of a deviation
from thz Bolshevist line. In it, the “fermemtation of the minds”
of the Latour Opposition reaches the point where these “ideas”
deposit an almost chemically pure Menshevism. Medvediev’s
letter reveals which slogans may and must inevitably develop
into Menshevisim, and in what way. Thus. the l=tter is a warning
to the Party ol the danger that some zigzag path or other
“towards the Left”, with a tendency to form a bloc with the
Medvediev-Shliapnikov group may develop ino a fatal zigzag
towards the Right, into Menshevism. Medvediev's letter is thera-
fore an impressive warning against the Right danger in the
ranks of cur Party.

The programme of Shliapnikov-Medvediev is a programme
of complete liquidation of Bolshevism with the help of Men-
shevism. The Medvediev lefter is steering towards the general
substitution of Menshevism for Bolshevism. In order to be
(onvinced, we need only attemtively analyse the contents of this
document.

The realisation  of
demands as a basis:

the Shliapnikov-Medvediev platiorm,

I. The liquidation of socialist construction in our country.

Qur Party holds the view that it is possible for it to build
up Socialism in our countrv with the active participation of the
working class. Our Party believes that Socialism will triumph
in our country. The mosi decisive lever for socialist construction
for our Parwv is the deveiopment of large industry in the
country with highly developed technics.

Not every develorment of large industry however can, in
our country, te estimated as a triumph for socialist construction.
The development of :ndustry in our country will only signify
a victorious advance of Socialism, when this development be-
comes the develorment of the industry of a quite special social
type, that is to sav when just socialist inJustry grows, when
the “factories of a consistently socialist type” giow and flourish.
when the increasing predominance of the socialist elements in
onr natonal economy is ensured. If however we do not achieve
this growing predeminance of the socialist factories. the cause
ol Socialism in our country is hopelessly losi.

Comrade Medvediev however bases his arguments, not on
the development of socizlist large industry but ou the develop-
ment of large iandusirial concessions, on the building up of
economics on the basis of State capitalism. [n Medvediev's
“large industry”, the preponderance is ensured not to the so-
cialist concerns bur 1o concerns working under concessions.
Mcbhediev would extract the most amportant capital, that which
iv needed for reviving our “exiinct industrv™, {or restoring the
sdevastated mdusirial disiricts™, from the pockets of the inter-
rational bourgeotsie. But Mr. Urquhart will not. for pure love
ot us, comz niding on a white horse 1o save our “extinct in-
dasiry™. For the ensrmous sums invested in our industry, the
Urqultarts would demand an enormous lion's shiare of the
surplus value proJduced by our workers. This would inevitably
sesvlt i the concesdienares and the foreign bankers gaining
mare and more economic infiuence ‘n our countrvy it would
moon that the command over our industry would be trans{-rred
oworld capinl #Gur” industry would beeome a fief. a branch

of internaiional financial capital, and our proletariat, numbering
many millions, would become an object of exploitation for the
foreign capitalists. We must of course approve of concession
contracts. The mistake of Comrades Shliapnikov and Medvediev
(which borders on a crime against the Party and the working
class) is not that they approve of concessions. Their mistake is
that they are in favour of unlimited concessions, of completely
handing over our industry to world capital. The “‘economic
course” which Shliapnikov and Medvediev wouid take aims at a
real Dawesation of our country, a Dawesation which would
be the prelude to a return to capitalism and the collapse of the
dictatorship of the protletariat.

Medvediev and Shliapnikov would sell the birthright
ol socialist construction which was bestowed on ‘the prolatariat
of the Soviet Union. for a mess of pottage of concessions.
Their atfitude to the problems of socialist construction is the
Menshevist one of “letting it go hang”. For them, the chief
thing is the development of productive forces. Proletarian
lezdership in the develogment of productive forzzs is a matter
of indifference 1o them. Let the workers kowtcw to the foreign
plutocracy, if only the large industry, established by Urquhart,
develop, if only the workers find a “use for their labour
power”, if only they muddle through. The Menshevism of
Shliapnikov and Medvediev finds a supplement in the psycho-
logy of guild “economism”, the prejudices cf which it hopes
to arouse in our workers, who are aciively building up So-
cialism,

The pericd which has elapsed since the Melvediev docu-
ment was writien, has been a pericd duning which the palitical
“deas” of Shliapnikov and Medvediev were put to the test, and
{hey proved a complete failure. Our “extinct industry” has made
enormous progress. The equilibrium of the “devastated indu-
sirial districts” has been restored. The proletariat has by no
maans capitulated as it was recommended to do Dby the latest
type of liquidators. The policv of the Party has nct only not
led the working class of the Soviet Union to the Medvediev
“ruin”. on the contrary, it has considerably consolidated its
power and its weight in the country. By tremeundous efforts, step
by step, bv makiug mistateks and correcting them, scraping
together “penny bv penny”, the working class has raised the
industry of the Sovie: Union to its pre-war level. Now the
working class is leading the countrv forwards along the path of
industrialisation, and just those will prove bamkrupt who doubt
the possibilitv of socialist construction, who would attempt to
lead the partv in Medvediev's fooisteps and once more begin
to croak about the “ruin” of our country. The “disbelief in the
possibility of socialist construction”, which was referred to in
the resolutions of the 14th Partv Congress. found its most
pregnant expression in Medvadiev's document. This is why
this “ideslogy”. like others, has experienced so pitiable and
disgraceful a Hasco.

Il. The Liquidation of the Alliance between Workers and
Pezsants.

This forms one of the chiel poinis of the political platform
of Shliapnikov and Medvediev. With Shiiapnikov and Med-
vediev, the failure to understand or, to be more exact, the open
rejection of the foundations of the Leninist doctrine of a bloc
between the proletariat and the peasantry. is directly linked with
their liquidatory anitude to the construction of socialism and
their hopes for the salvation of the country with the help of
concession capital. It is worth while to reflect once more on this
circumstance. especialiy for those who take too great liberties
with Leninism in the peasant qusetion, who are inclined to
introduce improvements into Lenin's fundamental docirines, who
consider the speeches on the firmness of the Smvtschka *“tedious”
and “amtiquated”. who believe that ditferemtiation has thrust the
question of the midile peasants into the background etc.

As a matter of fact, there is only one step between rejecting
the Leninist conc.ption of the peasantry and an exaggerated
idolizing of the Urquharts. The rejection of the prospects of a
tirm czlliance with the middle peasants must lead to the ex-
clusion of the prospacts of socialist construction in a country
of peasants. :

The platiorm of Shliapnikov and Medvediev proves this with

mathomatical  stinolicitv. In Medvediev's later, the  whole
r © s treared  patronizinglv as “rustics”. Al these

are regarded as a penty bourgeois element, hostile 0
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the proletariat amd as nothing more. In such circumstances it is
of course impossible that there should be a “bloc”, an econoniic
and political ailiance’ with the peasant stock. ‘

If it be true that the proletariat, which form the minority
of our population, is surrounded by a hostile cordon of “rustics”,
if furthermore it be true that peasant farming is doomed to
decay and “ruin”; il it be toue that any attempt to save peasant
farming from ruin is, acoording.to Shliapnikov and Medvediav,
a “reactionary Utopia”; if the word “middle peasant” is unknown
in Medvediev’s vocabulary; if Medvediev’s conception that the
development of urban industry is only possible at the price
of the ruin of peasant farming, be true — how is it possible,
we must ask ourselves, that the proletariat, surrounded by
20 million hostile peasant holdings, can conirol the national
economy of the country, can construct socialism? M is im-
possible to construct socialism in a “besieged fortress”. The
“idea” of oonstructing socialismt in a peasant counmtry, while
continuously carrying on war with the peasantry, would be
tihe most idiotic absurdity. If that be the case, were it not
better to bury all “socialist” prospects, were it not better to
return to the family coach of Struve, to “sit at the feet of ca-
pitalism?” '

Medvediev did do this, for he had no other alternative. He

was compelled to do it, otherwise he would have come to grief..

His platform ‘“condemns” the peasantry to degeneration. Ac-
cording to Medvediev all the “rustics”, with the exception of
the Kulaks, must “perish” and form an ocean of unemployed.
To these millions and millions of uemployed, Medvediev pro-
mises a “quick employment of their labour power.” But
for this purpose he demands that the “forces” of international
capital should be employed to an unilimited extent in our country.
This accounts for his slogan: Clear the way for concession
capital!

The rejection of Lenin’s doctrine of an alliance between
workers and peasants has bitterly avenged itsell. In the platform
of Shliapnikov and Medvediev this rejection shows up as a
Menshevist capitulation to the bourgeoisie.

We should be very naive pqjiticians were we to believe that
Medvediev’s coquetting with inlernational capital is merely a
coincidance, that we are dealing with an “incidental” and un-
premeditated “subsidiary clause” concerning concession in a
platform which is otherwise “Left”. If we remove this central

point, the point regarding concession capital, from the economic

programme of Shiiapnikov and Masadvediev, we should place
both the proletariat and the peasantry of the Union in a still
more distressing position; for the peasants there would be a
Prospect of absolute, hopeless ruin, for the proletariat the

disastrous prospect of a peasant Vendée.

Ill. The Liquidation of Proletarian Internationalism.

. This is the battlecry of the liquidators of our day. Medved-
1eV’s “criticism” of the Comintern and the Comnnmist Parties
1S particidarly acrimonious. Medvediev’s programme of “infer-
mational politics” is a libel, unique in its way, on the Com-
munist International, and an equally revolting apology for
imernational social treachery. The programme of the “inter-
National policy” of Medvediev serves in reality as a supplement
to his “economic” programme. Medvediev is prepared to pay
a heavy price if world capital will only be “willing” to come
to the ‘Soviet Union and to restore the “disturbed” order; he
IS prepared to offer it the head of the Comintern! The liquidation

Proletarian internationalism, the dissolution of international
remluthngary labour organisations is, in the eyes of the world
bOUPge?ls-le, a valuable guarantee for “peaceful” and unlimited
FOMssxon work. Lenmin and our whole Party well knew that
or the “science” of concessions, a premium of apprenticeship
can and must ba paid. Shliapnikov and Medvediev hewever,
:;ho have sunk into Menshevism, have got so far, that they
mf prepared to pay for the concessions with the surrender of

€ world revolution and the revolutionary International.

et What is most revolting and monstrous in Medvediev’s
€r is, that he tries to justify his betrayal of international
pm’}mu[ns'x,n by claiming that it is in the “interests of the world

etariat”! What a pitiable “justification!”
The revolutionary communist Parties zre described as a
Noskr of petty bourgeois lackeys”. The parties of Barmat and
¢ of Renaudel and Macdonald on the other hand are

glorified as true “proletarian class organisations”, Is it perhaps
because the Renaudels and the Scheidemanns led the proletariat
to the slaughter .in the great‘war? Is it perhaps because these
gentlemen have helped and are helping in the imperialist en-
slavement of the colonial and backward countries? Is it perhaps
because Noske and his consorts massacred thousands of German
workers in 1919? Or is it because the ‘“class proletarian”
gentlemen stirred up Kautsky against the Soviet regime just
as the Russian White Guardists stirred up Souvarin and
Milyukov?

The Communist sections of the Comintern are said to be
a “rabble of bourgeois lackeys”, it is said that they merely
disorganise the ‘“international labour movement”. The inter-
national labour movement .is on the other hand “organised” by
the Privy Counmcillors of His Majesty, by the Thomas’s and
Boncours, organised in the antichambers of Ministerial Ca-
binets, at the green table of the League of Nations, in the
General Staffs of the capitalist Stafes...

The capitalist prisons are overcrowded with the “rabble of
petty boungeois lackeys”. The rabble of the “class proletarian”
social democratic leaders receive on the other hand every honour
and favour from the capitalist bourgeoisie. {Is it because of the
victory of the “true socialist revolution”, for which the tactics
and politics of the Comintern are “ruinous?”). The Government
of the Soviet Union is said 1o be of a petty bourgeois character.
The MacDonald Government on the contrary is said to be
a real “labour government” (no doubt ibecause it continued
to throttle and plunder India just as Gladstone and Chamberlain
have done, because it mmanaged the Indian “rebels” as well as

(ﬁxey have done!)
’  And Medvediev’s poisonous hissing about the “Russian

gold”? All Bolsheviki, all revolutionary workers know this only
too well!

Every class conscious worker understands that the Soviet
Union. is the first point of support of infernational spcialism.
Every class-conscious worker also realises that the success of
socialtst construction in our country depends on the successful
development of the revolutionary movemsnt on an international
scale. The proletarian power of the Soviet Union has not gained
its strength only through the power of our proletariat and the
firmness of the alliance between workers and peasants; the
proletarian power in the Soviet Union is strong also 1s a
result of the support and the sympathy extended to it by the
broadest strata of the international labour movement. The re-
volutionary proletariat of the Soviet Union has help2d its
brothers in other countries and will continue to help them.
No attacks of rage on the part of our enenries will prevemt
the victorious proletariat of the Soviet Union always making
its awn the cause of the international proletariat.

Medvediev dances round the “Russian gold” and collects the
filthiest weapons of the social revolutionary “Dni” (the organ of
the Russian White Guardists) and of the reactionary bandits
aiter the manner of Churchill. In doing this, Medvediev is
rendering truly Menshevist service to international reaction. His
“regret”.about “Russian gold” is pure hypocrisy. He protests
against the proletarian help which the Soviet proletariat gives
to the international revolutionary workers. In return, he is
prepared to sell “Russian gold” to the comcession capitalists
in the bulk. The Russian workers are not to be allowed fo
help their class brothers. Instead of this, Medvediev would;
out of the sweat and blood of the working class of the Soviet
Union, build a magnificent temple of concession for the im-
perialist bourgeoisie and press all the keys into ifs hands.
Medvediev believes that he can convince people that this would
be for the true weal of the “true socialist revolution”. Yes
indeed, this “true socialist revolution” of Medvediev's has a
pleasing appearance!

Medvediev who “dethromes” the Comintern, is full of
enthusiasm for the angelic goodness of international sociil demo-
cracy. He absolutely “disapproves” of the “agitation against and
discrediting of the “class proletarian” social démocratic leaders,
which is going on.

“...there is nothing contrary to nature”, savs Med-
vedicv, “in the world proletariat entrusting the conduct of

its fight just to those who do not offer it red inventions (1)

but are clever enough fo know how fo protect it from the

evil of the day”,

——.
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For Medvediev. who is s0 thoroughly Menshevised., the
word “red” has in itseli become an invective.  Medvediev

disapproves ol “red inventions” he thirsts for “concession reali-
ties” and would have the Soviet proletariat do the same. He
is acting quite consistently when he llees from “red inventions”
and sceks shelter under the yellow banuer of the Amsterdam
International.

IV, The Liquidation of the Boishevist Party and Orientation
towards Political Democracy in the Country; this is the logical
conclusicn of the Medvediev-Shliapnikov platform. Menshevism
in economics and Menshevism in international politics must
inevitably lead to Menshevism in internal politics and in the
politics oi the Party.

What indecd should, uccording to Shliapnikov-Medvediev,
the Pariy be? It should represeni a certain sum of “tendencies”,
“shades of opinion”, of fractions and groups which contradict
oitle another. Shiiapmikov aind Medvediev would like to give
complete freedom within the Partyv to all these fractions, groups
and grouplets. As further, according to Medvedicv, “six sevenths
of our Party” nave becomz petty Lourgeois, it would be a case
of chosing the *proletarian class groups” out of all the fractions
and groups and taking our political orientation from them. “The
only fraction”, writes Medvediev to the membess of the “Baku
Oprosition”. “which has a future in the working class”, is
the ... fraction of the “Lakour Opposition”. As Medvediev has
shown by his own example, the “future” of the I.abour Oopposi-
tion has proved to be quite ordinary, conunon Menshevism.

From these facts, Shliapnikov and Medvediev draw the
following importamt conclusions:

With regard to organisation, our Party ought to be trans-
ferred on to Mensievist
fractions).

Among all the fractions,
position” should have decisive infiuence. i. e. the fraction which
stands on Medvediev's Menshevist ideological platiorm.

If however we admit of Menshevism within our Party and
even ensure predominance to Menshevism, we must also admit
of Menshevisin outside the Pariv. The 1egalisatjon of the new
Menshevism of Medvediev and Shliapuikov would logically lead
to 2 icgalisation of the oid Menshevist Party. From the point
of view of the “Buku™ plaform. the figiit against Menshevism,
i. e. against Medvedjev's plaiorin iself, would be inconsistent
bevond words. Mcdvediev is prepared to go over to the camp
of the 2nd International. to the camp of international Menshevism,
to the camp where the Russian Mensheviki and Social Revo-
lutionaries are activelv working It is ‘mpossible to fraternize
with the Amsterdam renegades, with MacDonald and Kautsky
without at the same time holding out a hand of friendship
to Schwarz, Dalin and Abramovitch. If it comes to that. in
what respect are the Russian Mensheviki worse than their
“class proletarian™ petty tourgeois boon companions?

In this way the Medvediev platiorm would become an
instrument for propaganda for political ireedom for the Men-
sheviki and thus .also for political democracy in our country.

In the Medvediev platform. bourgeois political Democracy
comes into line from the other end also. Bourgeois political
democracy is an mevitable result of the economic course taken
by Shiiapiikov and Medvediev. The economic course of their
platiorm is, to the exclusion of evervthing else, a hope for
concession capital, the desire to give it a leading part jn our
pational economy, whilst sacrificing the leading part plaved by
the proletariat in economics. The economic lead of concession
capital must ulymately become a political lead. _Concessuop_cap!t;l
needs political “guarantees” for its predominant position in
econontics. It has no use for the political trappings of the
proletarian State, it needs a settled tourgecis democracy.

The sienificance of the Medvediev-Shliapnikov platform
conzists in the fact that it has revealed to us with astonishing
clearness the mechanism of the origin of the Right danger.

Our Partv is the only political party in the country. The
petty bourgeois Right elements have therefore a natural tendency
to trickle through the channels of our Partv. They can worm
their wav into “iractions™ and “groups” within our Party. But
in what wav? The Righ: danger can of course enter the arena
with its visor raised. Some peity bourgeois group or other can

lines (a number of groups and

the “fraciion of the Labour Op-

issue direct Right slogans, slogans of petty bourgeois demo-
cracy, of a return to capitalism etc. In this case however it
would be racognised at once as a Right danger, it would reveal
itsell with one blow to the masses of our Party members, it
would become visible to all. In the Party under Leninist lead
it would then be easy to nip the Right danger in the bud.

This is the reason why the Rjght tendency must at first
appear on the scenes in a mmsked form, under a lLeft banner.
It it is inpossible to deieat our Party by an open front-aitack,
they must attempt to fall upon it from the rear. In order to
bring the Lenimist Party lead, the largest mass Party in the
world to its knees, the Right elements must “try their luck” at
becoming a “mass force” themselves. The mass force 1s a first-
rate material force. In order to wrench ine Party from Bol-
shevism iowards the Right, they must previously convince the
masses “from the Left”, must offer them Right matier under
a Left banner.

For this purpose, they work at first with the weapon of
social democracy. They adorn themselves at first with “100%”
iove of the workers. They try to play *‘with skill” on the
strings of the guild interests of the working class. They ask
the backward strata: *“What would please you?” and then
promise them everything. It is quite possible to pronrse the
masses of unemployed that their “labour powers shall jm-,
mediately be put to use”, and to fail later on to keep the pro-
mise. It is possible to promise imumediate super-industrialisation
and then to materialise this industrialjsation according to Med-
vediev’s prescription with the help of Urquhart and General
Dawes. It is possible to promise the poor mountains of gold
and then to give them nothing. It is possible to promise high
wages without saying out of whose pocket they will come.
And for this purpose the unity of our Party must be thoroughly
shaken up (Shliapnikov's *“lLabour Democrdcy”, groups and
fractions, the slogan of the “Freedom of all former groups” and
so on). For the time being, the true objects of the fight may
remain concealed.

These are *‘the rules of the masquerade” ol the Right, which
wraps jiself in a Left mantle in vain.

The “mistake” of Shliapnikov and Medvediev is that they
have burnt theie boats. In thew case. “secret thinps have been
made clear.” In their case, Bolshevism has become Menshevism,
the Left has become Right. Their “true socialist revolution” is
to be materialjsed through the “knights without fear or reproach”
of concession. In the place of “red inventions” they have
bourgeois democracy, Lenin's place is taken by MacDonald and
Noske.

The Shliapnikov-Medvediev platform signalises the Right
danger in our Party. The Party realises this danger. It sees
whither the “Labour Oppositijon” is steering. It realises also
what is in progress, what slogans, what promises lead to
Shliapnikovism and to Medvedievism, hew the Right danget
is growing and how it may grow.

We are well aware that tiere are those who love freedom
to form fractions and groups, who are at present coquetting
with the Shliapnikov-Medvediev “group”. The whole Party
can therefore ask every ome of its members which side he takes
in the following questions:

For the consolidation or for the liquidation of the Com-
intern?

Should the Communist Parties be regarded as “a rabble of
petty bourgeois lackeys” or as the main revolutionary force of
the movement? .

Should the R. 1. L. U. be consolidated or should we join
the Amsterdam International?

Should we form a bloc with “bloodhounds” like Noske of
should we fight against them?

Are vou in favour of soaialist construction or of enslavement
to Urquhart? :

Do vou wish for an alliance between workers and peasants
or for subjugation to world capital?

Are you for Lenin or for MacDonald?

The whole Party will reject, with all deterimination, the
attempts of the Menshevists to betray the Comintern and the
revolution. The whole Party will of course repulse the acu_)mpll-
ces, aliies and protectors of Menshevist tendencies within the
Leninist Party!
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