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Mr. Hughes on Soviet Russia

President James Buchanan On Recogni-
tion of French Government Estab-
lished in 1848 Revolution

N its intercourse with foreign nations,
the United States has, from its
origin, always recognized de facto gov-
ernments. We recognize the right of all
nations to create and reform their polit-
ical institutions according to their own
will and pleasure. We do not go behind
the existing government to involve our-
selves in the question of legitimacy. It is
sufficient for us to know that a govern-
ment exists capable of maintaining itself ;
and then its recognition on our part ine-
vitably follows.

Note to American Ambassador
to France, March 31, 1848.

UR  Secretary of State, Charles

Evans Hughes, has again restated his

“position” on the question of recognition of
Russia.

From his self-constructed promontory of
abstract morality he piously strokes his
Baptist lilacs and views with disdain the un-
regenerate government of Russia, while
casting anxious glances in the direction of
[Lausanne where one of his plenipotentiaries
is carrying on negotiations with the Turk.

This latest “state document” was inspired
by that eminent apostle of liberty and rights
of minorities, Mr. Samuel Gompers, presi-
dent of the American Federation of Labor.
Active propaganda against recognition of
Russia was subsiding because of the rising
tide of sentiment for recognition. In addi-
tion to the response to popular demand a
number of United States Senators and
others prominent in public life in America
were advocating recognition. Mr. Gompers
was confronted with an approaching con-
vention where that ever-recurring question
was bound to arise as it has unfailingly
arisen at every convention of the Federation
since the November Revolution. The old
guard in the Republican Party was begin-
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ning to stagger under the demand from its
“insurgents” for a definite foreign policy,
not alone in relation to Russia, but to the
world situation in general. Neither Gom-
pers nor Hughes were able to answer the
arguments of their opponents on this ques-
tion, so they hit upon the novel idea of
starting a minstrel show with Mr. Gompers
as interlocutor and Hughes as one of the
end-men. The interlocutor asks questions
from the ancient joke-book prepared by his
servile tool, the unconscious comedian, Wil-
liam English Walling, while Hughes replies
with equally ancient wheezes for the edifi-
cation of the few American tax payers,
whose investments in the Russia of the Tzar
are endangered by the Soviet government.

Mr. Gompers blandly asks about “civil
liberties” and the rule of a minority in Rus-
sia and Mr. Hughes replies with the solemn
dignity appropriate to the occasion, conceal-
ing a smile when he thinks of the Daugherty
injunction and the Supreme Court from
whose decision there is absolutely no appeal
either in this world or the next.

Finally the eminent Secretary of State
lapses into a monolog which is published as

Mr. Hughes Should Read Henry Clay
on Meddling With the Internal
Affairs of Other Nations

IN cases where an established nation
has thought proper to change its
form of government, the United States,
conforming to the rule which has ever
governed their conduct, of strictly ab-
staining from all interference with do-
mestic concerns of other states, have not
stopped to enquire whether the new gov-
ernment has been rightfully adopted or
not. It has been sufficient for it that it
is, in fact, the government of the country,
in practical operation.
Henry Clay, in his Report to the
Committee of Foreign Relations
on the recognition of Texas,
June 18, 1836.

i

~
g

i
-

NPORETAPUHN

PRULETARY

First Russian Steamer “Proletary” Arriving in London.

Thomas Jefferson on Recognition of
Revolutionary Government of France
August 16, 1792
IT accords with our principle to
acknowledge any government to be
rightful which is formed by the will of
the nation, substantially declared. The
late government was of this kind and was
accordingly acknowledged by all the
branches of ours; so any alteration of it
which shall be made by the will of the
nation, substantially declared, will doubt-
less be acknowledged in like manner.
With such a government, every kind of
business may be done.

Note to American Ambassador.

a restatement of a policy on Russian rela-
tions, but which in reality is no policy.
The bewildered state of mind of Mr.
Hughes is revealed when he professes to up-
hold the American tradition in relation to
revolutionary governments, declaring that
interference in the internal affairs of another
nation are farthest from his thoughts and

that obligations of international inter-
course include “abstention from hostile

propaganda by one country in the territory
of the other.” Belying this assertion is the
whole tenor of the document which was
nothing else but an attempt to dictate to
the people of Russia the sort of government
they shall not have. He does not suggest
what, to him, would be the ideal government
for Russia.

From the attitude of the administration
toward other governments we are confirm-
ed in the conviction that any other kind of
government, except a Soviet government,
would be satisfactory.

The specious plea that the U. S. govern-
ment cannot recognize Russia, because it is
a government by the minority, certainly
bears no weight with intelligent people who
are aware of the amicable relations existing
between this government and the bloody
regime of Admiral Horthy in Hungary who
resorts to the efficient expedient of whole-
sale murders of his political enemies as
does the blood-streaked Mussolini, who rode
to power over dead bodies of the flower of
the working class of that terror-ridden na-
tion and who openly boasts that he rode
over ‘“the prostrate form of liberty once”
and that he will repeat the performance
whenever he chooses to do so.

Why does not Mr. Hughes issue propa-
ganda leaflets in the form of state papers
for distribution among those in Hungary
and Italy who yearn in chains and silence
for liberty to arise in their unhappy lands
instead of aiding counter-revolutionary in-
trigue in Russia by a studied perversion of
facts known to all sincere investigators.

Time and again Lenin and the leaders of
the Russian revolution have emphasized the
fact that the Soviet system was a much
higher form of democracy than any other
known to history. As many times have they
bitterly denounced as worse than criminal
the attempts of minorities to rule. Such
facts do not exist for Mr. Hughes or Mr.
Gompers. As between the facts of history
and the myths woven in Copenhagen, Paris,
London and other havens of counter-revo-

(Continued on Page 193)
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: Fascist Italy and Soviet Russia

Why Does the United States Government Continue Relations with the Bloody Dictatorship of Mussolini in Italy and Refuse
Recognition of the Workers’ and Peasants’ Republic of Russia?

MR. HUGHES declares he will not consider recognition of Soviet Russia because it is ruled by “‘a minority,”
while he grasps in international good-will the bloody fist of the tyrant, Mussolini, who garrulously boasts
of his contempt for liberty. The parallel columns below bear eloquent testimony supporting our arguments.

ITALY

FASCISMO is not afraid to declare itself liberal or anti-
liberal. It has already passed, and, if necessary, will
again pass, without the slightest hesitation, over the more or
less decomposed body of the Goddess of Liberty.

—Benito Mussolini, Fascista Premier of Italy.

In Italy it has been demonstrated that it is possible to
govern outside, above and against all liberal ideas. * % #%
We, the Fascisti, are a minority, but we know what is best for
the majority and impose our will upon them.—Mussolini.

During the first few days of the Mussolini regime all oppo-
sition newspapers were seized and the entire labor press was
destroyed. A picked guard of 80,000 hoodlum gunmen and
criminal gangsters selected on basis of their records in guerilla
warfare against labor unions and the labor press rules the
nation. This band drives elected officials out of office by
violence and forces recalcitrants to drink castor oil on threat
of murder, which frequently follows.

The Fascisti have destroyed one of the finest labor organ-
izations in the world, and it is dangerous to belong to a real
labor union in Italy.

Thomas Jefferson said:

RUSSIA

P ROLETARIAN democracy is a million times more demo-
cratic than any bourgeois democracy, and the Soviet
regime is a million times more democratic than the most
democratic regime in a bourgeois republic.
—Nicolai Lenin, Premier of Soviet Russia.
Chapter II, ‘“Kautsky, the Renegade.”

In speaking of the concessions to the peasantry of Russia,
Lenin, in the above quoted work, says any other course than
the one pursued by the Soviets would have been criminal and
“an attempt of the minority to impose its will upon the major-
ity, a theoretical absurdity and a display of ignorance.”

The general principles of the Constitution of the Russian
Socialist Federal Soviet Republic declare that ‘“‘the Russian
Republic is a free Socialist Community of all the workers of
Russia.”. That “‘to ensure for the workers effective liberty of
opinion, the Russian Socialist Federal Republic puts an end to
the dependence of the Press upon capital; transfers to the
working class all the technical and material resources necessary
for the publication of newspapers, pamphlets, books and other
printed matter; and guarantees their unobstructed circulation
throughout the country.”

The Constitution further assures to the workers full liberty
of association and, for the first time in history, trade unions
flourish throughout Russia. From practically no labor unions
the movement has grown under Soviet protection to the
strongest in the world.

RECOGNIZE SOVIET RUSSIA

It accords with our principle to acknowledge any government to be rightful which is formed by
the will of the nation, substantially declared. The late government was of this kind and was accord-

ingly acknowledged by all the branches of ours
will of the nation, substantially declared, will dou
government, every kind of business may be done.

; so any alteration of it which shall be made by the
btless be acknowledged in like manner. With such a

Note to American Ambassador.

Can the millions of American workers and farmers afford to remain silent when Russia needs the goods you produce?
Your first duty is to demand the recognition of Soviet Russia by signing the coupon below and mailing to the office of the

Soviet Russia Pictorial.

The undersigned is in favor of recognition of Russia by the United States Government. I (We) disagree with the letter of Secretary of State
Hughes to Samuel Gompers, and further declare that Mr. Gompers expresses only the opinion of the bureaucracy of the labor movement and not
the labor movement itself. Likewise Mr. Hughes speaks only for American plutocracy and not for the American people.

I am in favor of recognition of Soviet Russia.

The following union or organization is in favor of recognition
of Soviet Russia:
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EDITORIALS
Their Code of Morals

The powers of finance that oppose the
Russian Republic and its recognition never
tire of propounding arguments of a moral
character for the strengthening of their
case. Their kept press and their movies
had to drop from their repertory certain
particularly ridiculous accusations, but
the tale of the two million executions
still appears from time to time, and so
does also the story of the alleged counter-
feiting of American and English money that
is supposed to be going on in Russia.

Needless to say the Soviet Government
never resorted to this means of fighting its
enemies. Those who periodically repeat this
story, are simply rehashing a glorious page
from England’s struggle against the Great
French Revolution of 1792. It was not
France, attacked as it then was by the whole
world, but England that resorted to the in-
genious device of counterfeiting its enemy’s
money, and shiploads upon shiploads of
forged “assignats” were dumped by the
Sritish on French soil greatly contributing
to the total depreciation of the French cur-
rency and to the increase of the general
misery. What England did against the
struggling republic of France, France one
hundred and thirty years later did to pros-
trate Germany. Following the occupationu
of the Ruhr, the French military authorities
seized in one of the banks plates for Ger-
man paper money. Without the. slightest
restraint they put them on their own print-
ing presses and in spite of the German
protests forced these counterfeits as pay-
ment upon the unfortunate population. They
magnanimously returned the plates when
the depreciation of the mark rendered the
printing of the now worthless denomina-
tions unprofitable.
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But to the American press IFrance s
still the great champion of civilization and
honest government; and while the Soviet
Government is ever again reminded of the
one hundred and eighty millions which it
“owes” to America, because the Wilson ad-
ministration advanced the money to the
Bakhmetiev group of honest democrats
for overthrowing the Soviet and installing
the Tsarist dictator Kolchak—France is not
even asked to pay the interest on the billions
advanced to her, and not the slightest pro-
test is issued against France’s loans of hun-
dreds of millions of francs to its Polish,
Yougoslav and Rumanian vassals. [For
these millions are destined for armaments
against Soviet Russia aud are regarded
therefore a good investment in the eyes of
the American financiers.

‘“Equality of Opportunity’’

That little group of serious thinkers that
assembled during the summer recess at the
Williamstown Institute of Politics, has de-
cidedly not been given the proper public at-
tention. John Spargo, “Marxian,” Bolshe-
vik-killer, Chamber-of-Commerce speaker,
and lately open ‘“convert” to capitalism,
Boris Bakhmetiev, ex-Socialist, ex-Ambas-
sador of Kerensky and Kolchak and ex-
“distributor” of the $187,000,000 loaned by
America to the “Russian people,” Sir Paul
Vinogradoff, ex-Tsarist historian, pro-
fessor at the Oxford University and re-
peater for the “Encyclopedia Britannica™ of
the old stories of Lenin’s German gold and
Zinoviev's service as agent provocateur with
the Tsar’s police, Charles R. Crane, Amer-
ican diplomat and specialist on Russian exe-
cutions—they all came together to debate
the present and the future of the European
nations and particularly of Russia.

Those gentlemen no doubt took them-
selves very seriously, but some of their say-
ings are so full of involuntary humor that
they deserve to be saved from oblivion.
Said Bakhmetiev that if Russia after all her
tribulations finally gets “equality of oppor-
tunity” that then “history will say .
that all those terrors, sufferings and losses
were worth while.”

You see, if all the sacrifices Russia had to
make for the last six years will help to
establish the “equality of opportunity” of

America or France that allows everybody to

aspire to become a Rockefeller and whose
laws—to use the famous word of Anatole
France—“in their majestic equality forbid
the rich as well as the poor to sleep under
hridges, to beg in the streets, and to steal
hread”—then “all those sufferings were
worth while.” But they are not worth while
as long as their intention is to do away alto-
cether with sleeping under bridges, with
hegging in the streets, and with stealing of
hread.

Bakhmetiev’s remarks were supplemented
hy Mr. Charles R. Crane who “pointed out
that the peasants got some land but lost
their savings.” Mr. Crane is a diplomat and
not a financier and therefore he may be for-
given for not knowing that there is some
difference between savings and mortgages,
for these were the only “bank holdings” the
Bolsheviks were cruel enough to take away
from the peasants. We do not doubt that
Mr. Bakhmetiev and his American backers
are only waiting for the opportunity to
righten that wrong done to the Russian
peasants, but we doubt whether his sincere
endeavors will be sufficiently appreciated
by the ignorant peasants whose ideas have
been so sadly twisted by the Revolution.

Russia and the American Farmer

HE opinion is prevalent among

many of our friends that it will be
extremely hard to enlist the aid of the
American farmer in the cause of Soviet
Russia. Russia, they say, is an agri-
cultural country, and as such a potential
competitor of the American farmer. Let
Russian farming recover, let it adopt
fmodern methods, and the time is not
distant when Russian wheat will force
down the price of American produce on
the world market.

There is a grain of truth in this
reasoning—but this is only one aspect of
the possibilities created by an improve-
ment of Russian agriculture. There is
another which more than offsets the
possible menace to the American farmer.
The recovery of Russian agriculture also

“means the recovery of Russian national

wealth—that is, of Russian ability to buy
manufactured goods, machinery, railroad
equipment and thousands of other ar-
ticles necessary for the rebuilding of a
country making her first steps on the
road to industrial development. The big-
gest producer of all these articles is still
America which since the war has become
the foremost industrial country of the
world.  An increased demand upon
American industry from the great Rus-
sian customer will mean millions of
more workers busy at the wheels of in-
dustry. It will mean greater buying
power for the American worker and
therefore a greater home market for
American agricultural products.

The world is still large enough and
there is room enough for Russian and
American farmers alike—without the
welfare of the one being conditioned
upon the starvation of the other.

Russian ‘‘Patriots’’

Samuel Johnson’s famous epigram on
patriotism as the last refuge of the scoun-
drel received a curious confirmation in the
attitude of the Russian counter-revolution-
ists. We do not refer to the fact that dur-
ing the war with Poland, Wrangel and Sa-
vinkov, the Tsarist and the “Social Revolu-
tionist”, both “patriots,” were actively sup-
porting the imperialist designs of France’s
vassal on Russian territory. We mean the
attitude of the White emigres on the occa-
sion of the British ultimatum to the Soviet
Government., At the time when everything
pointed toward a war with England, the
patriotic emigres were full of gleeful expec-
tation. There were hopes after all that
Russia would be conquered by an alliance of
[ingland, France, Poland, Rumania and the
Baltic States and that it would be-
come a colony of British and French im-
perialism, with the Whites as well-paid
slave-drivers imposed upon the back of the
Russian workers and peasants. But it
turned out differently. Russia gave in on
many points and avoided a break that in
any case would have meant a great calamity.
That the position the Soviet Government
took was correct is evidenced by the disap-
pointment and dissatisfaction of the White
press which declared that the settlement
hurts the national interests of Russia. Com-
ing from persons who for years have been
living on English and French subsidies this
anti-British “nationalist” attitude has a par-
ticularly delicious flavor.
































































