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Trotsky Unmasked
By ERNS'-r FisCHER
Former .E ditor of the. Arbeiter-Zeitung, Vienna

ONE
Trotsky's War Alliance With Hitler Fascism
some years ago, Stalin said that Trotskyism had become the vanguard of international
counter-revolution these words were not taken
seriously enough. The mass of Social-Democratic
workers regarded Trotsky and his followers as the
radical wing of the working class movement, and even Communist workers were inclined to underrate Trotsky's fight
a.gainst the Soviet Union, against socialist construction and
against the Party of Lenin and Stalin. They did not realize
whither the inexorable logic of this fight would lead, they did
not see that Trotsky must either capitulate or ally himself with
the vilest and most powerful enemies of the Soviet Union,
socialism and the working class in order to achieve his aim,
namely, the overthrow of the Soviet power and his own instalment as dictator. The fight seemed to them to be too unequal.
On the one hand, we had in the Soviet Union socialism gro\\7ing from year to year, a socialist industry and agriculture which
were surpassing all the capitalist states, a population of 170,000,000 people who had finally abolished the era of starvation that
had prevailed in Russia for centuries, who knew neither unemployment nor the exploitation of man by man, who. were
becoming more and more convinced of and gladdened by the
HEN,
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vast superiority of the socialist system over the capitalist system
-a gigantic country in which the antagonisms of classes and
nationalities had retreated into the sombre past. And on the
other hand, we had this emigre, devoured by ambition and
megalomania, who had been defeated by the march of world
history and cast out of the current of events into a swamp of
wretched and futile adventurism.
Such was the relation of f orces. Was the fight of this stranded
man against the current that had swept him aside to be taken
seriously?
Trotsky himself appreciated this relation of forces better
than anybody else. He realized better than anybody else that
he must either consent to remain aloof from the current of
events and rot, or ally himself with those real forces which
had vowed to bring about the downfall of the Soviet Union.
And he allied himself with these forces, intensified their hatred
and imbued them with the vain hope of finding support within
the Soviet Union itself. Just as Franco had a "fifth column"
in Madrid, so Trotsky held out hope of a "fifth column" of
fascism in the Soviet Union.
It was on this "fifth column" that Hitler counted at the
Nuremberg Party Congress, when, raging like a madman, he
proclaimed the crusade against the Soviet Union and democracy,
laid claim to the Ukraine on behalf of the Third Reich, and
openly attempted to provoke war. The fascist adventurers had
already come to an understanding with the adventurer Trotsky.
It was not without good reason that the Voelkische Beobachter
published Trotsky's portrait with the title "The Eternal Revolutionary"; it was not without good reason that the German
fascists spoke of conquering the Ukraine and exploiting Russia's
mineral wealth with the help of German capital. Trotsky had
a conversation with Hess, Hitler's deputy, in which he not only
inflamed their appetites hut promised to satisfy them. He made
an agreement with them by which he undertook to coordinate
his activities with those of the German general staff, to support
Hitler Germany in a war against the Soviet Union and, when
he came to power as a result of the defeat of the Soviet Union,
to cede the Ukraine to the fascist conquerors and to accord
them excessive economic and political concessions.
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This rri nstrous agreelnent, which throws a lurid light both
on the war plans of Gerlnan fascism and the policy of the
Trotskyites, became known to the world during the Moscow
trial of Trotsky's confederates in ·the Soviet Union, the trial of
the members of the "Parallel Center". The accused Piatakov,
Radek and Sokolnikov testified to the existence of this agreement and explained Trotsky's program. It was the program of
a madman. But there was method in the madness, a terrible and
deliberate method, which claimed Kirov, the Kemerovo
miners and scores of Red Army men as victims. It was the
logic of hell, a logic which Trotsky drew from his frenzied
hatred, his unbridled ambition and his estimate of the relation
of. forces; it was the logic of a criminal who was capable of
anything, who had resolved at all costs to bend world history to
his own purposes.
\Vhen Kirov's assassins, the bandits Kamenev, Zinoviev and
Smirnov and their confederates, faced the court, they tried to
make out that their bloc had no program of any kind. They
feigned remorse, they accused themselves of being without plan
or purpose, of having been motivated solely by impotent hatred
when they plotted and carried out their murderous deeds. It
was of the highest importance for them to remove their crimes
f rom the sphere of political ideas to the sphere of perSOl al
error and unhealthy aberration, not only because they hoped to
save their Jives thereby, but also because they knew that a
second leading body already existed to carryon their activitie
and to realize their political program.
Their seemingly unreserved confessions were intended to
prevent the full exposure of their connections, to lull the vigilance of the Soviet organs. At the same time they sought to
create the impression that these confessions were overdone, that
they had confessed too much rather than too little. They tried
to create the impression that it was absurd to credit political
men like Zinoviev and Kamenev with such sensele villainies
that they confe ed to more than they were actually guilty of in
order to evince their profound contrition and to move their
judges to clemency. While they were crying to the court,
"Believe u when we say that we have rid ourselves of all thi~
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vileness," Piatakov, Radek, Sokolnikov and Bukharin were already prepared "to raise terror to a higher level", as Radek
expressed it, in fulfilment of Trotsky's plan.
But the Party and the Soviet organs did not relax their
vigilance. Trotsky's second center in the Soviet Union was also
discovered and under the weight of the incriminating evidence
and the confessions of certain of the conspirators, who could
see no way out of the "blind alley" they had got themselves
into, the arrested Trotskyite leaders were obliged, after months
of denial, to confess their crimes. They revealed Trotsky's
program in the court-Piatakov with the frigid calm of a man
who had reconciled himself to death; Radek with the meretricious cynicism of an adventurer who must flaunt his talents
even in face of death and with the skill of a gatnbler who
does not yet believe the game is lost; Sokolnikov with the wari_ ness of a diplomat who makes play of political theories -in order
to screen bloodthirsty crimes. Piatakov testified in detail to his
conversation with Trotsky in 1935, to hold which he had
flown on a German plane and with a German passport; Radek
related the contents of the letters he had received from Trotsky
through Romm, the Tass correspondent in Paris. Summing
up his conversation with Trotsky, Piatakov said: "The new
thing for me was the realization that Trotskyism had become
an appendage of fascism." And Radek declared that he had not
dared to communicate Trotsky's last directives to all the Trotskyites because he was convinced that many of them would not
be prepared to undertake a figh.t for the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union, for the military victory of Hitler
Germany and for the bartering away of their country to German and Japanese imperialism.
Such was Trotsky's program, such was the substance of his
agreement with the German and Japanese counter-revolutionaries. Trotsky declared both to Piatakov and in his letter to
Radek that it would be foolish to expect support from the
Soviet masses, that this was a Social-Democratic pre judice. The
Soviet masses were "under the hypnotic influence of socialist
construction", and nothing could be hoped for from them.
They had to realize that fascism had triumphed in Germany
6
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and in other countries and that an era of worldwide fascism
was approaching. They must form an alliance with the real
forces of fascism if they wanted to achieve their aims.
Justas socialism in one country alone was a utopia, so was it
a utopia to wage the struggle against the Soviet power in one
country alone instead of uniting with the international antiSoviet forces. A war by Germany and Japan on the Soviet
Union was inevitable, and it was to the interests of the
Trotskyites to expedite this war and to do everything in their
power to insure the defeat of the Soviet Union. Two variants
of the seizure of power were conceivable.
The first variant, to arouse panic in the Soviet Union by.
means of terrorism and wrecking activities and thus to overthrow the regime and to establish the rule of Trotsky, was
impracticable, because the forces of the Trotskyites in the
Soviet Union were altogether inadequate for this purpose . .
The second variant was a practical one, to come to power as
the result of a war and the defeat of the Soviet Union, to
conclude peace with the fascist great powers, to cede them
extensive territories and big concessions and with their help to
maintain the new regime. It was, of course, absurd to believe
that this regime could be a democratic one; after defeat in the
war, after the unleashing of class conflicts between the peasants and the former kulaks, between the workers and the
growing capitalists, only a Napoleonic regime could cope with
the siiuation. It was equally absurd to believe that this regime
could be a socialist regime-Russia could subsist only by imitating the fascist states and by restoring capitalism. Russia
could exist by virtue of an alliance with the victorious fascist
powers.
True, it would have to give the German fascists a free hand
not only in the Ukraine but also in the Balkans, and abandon
Czechoslovakia and the other members of the Little Entente
to their fate. Similarly, it would be obliged not only to cede
territory to Japanese imperialism as far as the Amur, but also
to support it in its penetration of China and its fight against the
United States of America. This was the only practical pro(Tram. Nevertheless, it was necessary to intensify terrorism and
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wre<:king activities in the Soviet Union, not with the expectation that the Soviet government equId thereby be overthrown,
but principally in order to demonstrate to their fascist allies ·that
Trotskyism was to be taken seriously and that Trotsky was not
bluffing when he offered the fascists his valuable help.
As we see, the agreement reached by the German fascists
with Trotsky was of the same kind as their agreement with
Franco and Mola. As Radek rightly said, it was not for the
sake of "Trotsky's beautiful eyes" that they concluded this
pact, just as it was not for the sake of Franco's beautiful eye
that they undertook military intervention in Spain . From their
alliance with Franco they expected to gain Spanish Morocco
and the domination of German capital in Spain; from their
alliance with Trotsky they expected to gain the Ukraine and
the domination of German capitalism in Russia. They further
expected that a fascist Spain would lead to the capitulation of
France, and that a fascist or Trotskyite Russia would lead to
the capitulation of Czechoslovakia and the Baltic States. What
did it matter that they were fighting in Spain side by side with
Africans, who in the Rhineland were called the "black shame"
what did it matter that they were allying themselves with
Trotsky and Radek, although the fascists called their race
"]ewish plague" ? For the matter of that, they hoped one day
to be able to send their present allies flying onto the garbage
heap with a good kick.
In view of the nature of the plans and the allies of German
fascism, the world will realize that the trial of the Trotskyite
conspirators was not merely an internal affair of the Soviet
Union, but that it was also a mighty blow at the f aseist warmongers. Trotsky encouraged Hitler in his ,var plans, he held
out tempting prospects to him, he persuaded him that the Soviet
Union was internally disintegrated and that the Trotskyite
gangs which had wormed their way into the state and economic apparatus would bring about the collapse of the Soviet
Union. The fascist adventurers regarded the adventurer
Trotsky as a real force. But the demolition of the Trotskyite
center in the Soviet Union should give them as much food for
thought as the heroic resistance put up by the Spanish people
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against the invaders of their country. And what Radek stated
at the trial will not be pleasant for them to hear.
Radek declared that Trotsky had not understood the mighty
changes that had taken place in the Soviet Union. Radek knew
the Soviet Union, he knew the collective farms, the factories,
the state of the railways and the Red Army, and he felt obliged
to say that the Soviet Union had undergone unparalleled
changes in recent years. He considered defeat probable a few
years ago, but today the Soviet Union was invincible. And that
is why Trotsky's last directive seemed to him sheer adventurism; that is why the conviction grew on him that he and his
f riends were in a blind alley.
Trotsky's hopes of bringing about the collapse of the Soviet
Union from within were sheer adventurism. Nevertheless, his
policy was and still is a danger both to the working class and
to world peace. His policy not only cost the lives of Kirov and
of scores of Soviet workers, it not only jeopardizes the antif ascist united front and the united struggle for freedom of the
panish people, but it a] 0 jeopardizes the cause of world peace.
His instructions to expedite the war, his tempting offer to the
f ascists to support their war against the Soviet Union, his contempt of the proletarian and democratic forces and overestimation of the fascist forces, and his insane playing with fire
may well cause an explosion in the inflammable state of the
world today. Like Hitler, Trotsky is staking everything on
war.
The trial of the Trotskyites was a trial of the international warmongers. The cause of peace imperatively demands
he annihilation of Trotskyism.
Let us put a stop to Trotsky and his criminal gang, who are
not only murdering workers, not only betraying the working
class to the fascist adventurers, not only organizing the fight
against the socialist state with every means in their power, but
are also staking everything on starting a world war and are
encouraging German fascism in its insane plans.
Annihilate this appendage of fascism, and it will then be
easier to smash fascism and to defend the cause of freedom
nd peace! Annihilate Trotskyism!
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TWO
The Confessions

did the accused confess? This question . is
raised by anti-Soviet propagandists, but is often
seconded by well-meaning yet thoughtless persons. The foes of the Soviet government kno'w
why they put this question; their purpose is to
divert public opinion from the political significance of the Moscow trial, to slur over the political aspects of the trial by longwinded discussions of questions of crinUnolo gy. They hope the
trick will not be detected and that people will become engrossed with a question which is nothing but an insolent falsification of the truth.
The enemies of the Soviet government fully realized that it
would be no easy matter to cast doubt on the veracity of the
confessions of the accused. The foreign diplomats and journalists who attended the trial were fully convinced of the veracity
of the confessions. One prominent diplomat said: "If this is not
the truth, then there is no such thing as truth! "
The foreign diplomats and journalists observed the excellent
physical condition of the accused, they saw how unconstrainedly
they acted, how freely they spoke and argued and how courteously they were treated. They saw that the rules of court
procedure were observed with almost excessive scrupulousness;
they heard the evidence of the witnesses; they observed how
thoroughly the public prosecutor checked every statement, how
he verified the statements of the accused by means of photographs, documents and witnesses. And lastly they asked themselves: "What could have induced the Soviet government t o
bring such accusations against People's Commissars, leading
business administrators and widely known members of the
Party, to stage such a gruesome play in public, if the accusations are not thoroughly justified and confirmed?" Stupid
people might be persuaded that Stalin, the leaders of the Party
and the government, could stage such a trial out of "revenge";
,but the diplomats and journalists knew that this was sheer nonsense.
HY
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But many capitalist newspapers considered this nonsense good
enough to serve up to their readers. Some of them indulged in
even crazi~r fantasies. There were newspapers which assured
their readers that the Russians had a mysterious drug which
possessed the astonishing power of compelling people to say just
what they were expected to say. The uncritical reader laps up
this sort of stuff.
The chief trick of the Trotskyites and their allies is to persuade credulous people that the accused confessed voluntarily
to all the charges contained in the indictment; that, in mysterious unanimity, they were "eager" to say everything they
were expected to say. They can only get people to believe this
who did not follow the course of the trial, or who forget today
what happened yesterday.
What is the actual truth? The truth is that the accused
denied everything as long as they could and at last admitted
only what they could no longer deny. Kirov was assassinated.
The assassins maintained silence and did .not betray the murder
organization. Zinoviev hastened to write an obituary article on
Kirov and to assure the Party of his loyalty. Nevertheless, the
Soviet organs succeeded in discovering some of the threads,
some of the members of the murder gang. Zinoviev, Kamenev,
Smirnov and others were indicted. They denied everything for
months, and at last admitted only what they were obliged by
.the weight of the evidenc~ to admit, and not one jot more. On
the contrary, they endeavored by their seemingly unreserved
and remorseful confessions to screen the existence of the murder organization and thus enable it to continue its terrorist
activities.
. The accused in the first Moscow trial, who apparently conf essed so voluntarily, said nothing about Trotsky's political
directives; they said nothing about the close cooperation with
German espionage organizations; they said nothing about the
alliance with Hitler fascism and German imperialism; they
said nothing about the existence of the parallel Trotskyite
center. They declared to the Public Prosecutor: "Believe us
when we say that we have made 'a clean breast of it and have
ria ourselves completely of this vileness!" Yet they knew that
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the Trotskyite vileness was still continuing. Their seemingly
exhaustive confessions served to conceal the threads rather than
to eXDOse them .
And what about the accused Piatakov, Radek and Drobnis r
They lied for months, until the evidence was so weighty that
they had either to lock their lips or to confess. How stubbornly they concealed the gruesome truth can be seen from the
conduct of the sinister figure Drobnis. In the summer of 1936
Drobnis had instructed his confederate N oskov to engineer a
mine accident in Kemerovo in September, 1936. Drobnis wa
arrested at the beginning of August. Far from confessing, he
did not even raise a finger to avert the disaster which was being
engineered on his instructions. Ten miners lost their lives.
Asked by the Public Prosecutor whether he could have averted
this massacre, Drobnis replied: "Of course. I had only to
speak and to intimate to Noskov to stop the business!" Further
asked why he had not done this, Drobnis shrugged his shoulders and maintained a gloomy silence. Far from being "eager'
to confess, the accused did not even think it worth while to sa~
a word to prevent a senseless massacre of human life.
But they did confess, after all! Why did not one of them at
least hold his tongue to the end, why did not one of them at
least deny everything to the end? Because every accused man
experiences a natural urge to defend himself. But how, when
incriminated by . witnesses and the other accused, can he go on
defending himself, how can he stick to his ground and assert
that he is not guilty and that all the accusations are false?
Radek and Piatakov denied everything for months; but Romm
admitted that he had conveyed correspondence from Trotsky to
Radek and froll) Radek to Trotsky; Bukhartsev admitted that
he had been the contact between Trotsky and Piatakov and
that Piatakov had flown on a German plane and with a German passport to see Trotsky. Arrested spies described the work
they had done in cooperation with the Trotskyites. Some of the
arrested Trotskyites-Muralov, Boguslavsky and othersconfe~ed because they saw that Trotskyism Bad collapsed.
What else ' could Radek and pjatakov do? If they wanted to
defend . themselves politically, they had to admit the facts as
12
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far as they were known to the public pro ecution. There i
nothing mysterious about their confession. It would have been
mysterious if they had remained silent and had not attempted
to counter the inevitable verdict by a political justification.
And why did the others confess? A foolish question. There
has never been Q case when scores of criminals have been arrested that at least some of them have not spoken up and given
away their confederates. If those who consider the confessions
of the accused in the Moscow trial mysterious were to examine
the court records of any country in the world they would be
astonished to find that nearly all cri.minals confess, that an
accused person who denies everything to the very end is a rare
and unusual phenomenon, and that this is practically never the
case in trials where several accused persons are involved. At
such trials the accused ,behave no differently from the accused
in the IVloscow trial; they admit what they can no longer deny,
try to secure their own acquittal at the expense of the others
and to extenuate their guilt as much as possible.
The accused in the Moscow trial confessed for the most
diverse reasons; some because they hoped to improve their
position by confessing; others because they felt they had been
betrayed and were incensed against their "leaders"; others, like
Muralov and Boguslavsky, because they began to realize the
enormity of their crimes, because they wanted to escape from
the "blind alley" into which Trotskyism had landed them.
"We were not blind," said old Muralov, who had worked in
the working class movement since 1899. "We saw the progress n1acie by the Soviet Union in the past few years, and
Trotsky's directives became less and less cOlnprehensible to us."
l\!Iuralov also related why, in spite of this, he had remained
faithful to Trotsky so long. He, an old oldier, considered it
((dishonorable" to leave Trotsky, his chosen leader, in the lurch,
to betray his friends, to whom he had been bound by the most
inister of all ties-ties of faction-for over ten years. While
in prison he had time to think it all over. He was well treated,
his rankling pride relented, he was oppressed by the thought
that the Trotskyites were associated with German spies; and
alone in the silence of hi~ cell he began to realize that from a
13

revolutionary he had become a counter-revolutionary.
The same is true of Boguslavsky, the former "bezprizorni"
(waif), whom the socialist state had made a worker and had
promoted to high posts; in the quiet of his cell, thinking over
the wrecking activities he had engaged in in the pa t, he realized
the rottenness and corruptness of Trotskyism, .he realized that
he, a worker, had become the enemy of the working class, a
murderer of workers-and he wanted to cleanse himself of all
this blood and filth by confession.
The men who sat in the dock at this trial differed very much
in character; the roads that led them to confess their guilt
differed very much; the degree of their responsibility also differed very lTIuch-but one thing had more or less become clear
to most of them in the latter period of their terrorist activities,
namely, that they were in a blind alley, that they were sinking
deeper and deeper into the swamp of crime. This also must be
realized if we are to understand how far their confessions were
trustworthy or un trustworthy.
If thirty Socialists or Communists were arrested in a capitalist country, in all likelihood not one of them would incriminate another and they would all remain faithful to their
principles. For they would feel behind them a great and heroic
movenlent to which they had pledged faith and which had
pledged faith to them. Some might be stauncher than othersbut the consciousness of this would lend them all greatness and
courage. But what stood behind the Trotskyite counter-revolutionaries? The hatred of their people, the loathing of their
class, the Gestapo, fascist espionage and c?pitalism, which
despises its own tools. Where was a traitor to the working class,
who had become a fascist spy and a blood-stained enemy of the
workers, to draw the strength to stand up before the court as a
revolutionary? At most he might display the swaggering pride
of a criminal, or the cold cynicism of a criminal, as did some
of the accused Trotskyites. But most of them hoped by confession to ameliorate their pitiable lot in some degree or other.
The behavior of the accused was conformable to their deeds
and to their situation. It would have been strange if any of
them had remained silent to the end, it would have been inex14

plicable if any of them had stubbornly denied everything to th
end, and had not attempted somehow or other to explain their
crimes, to rise from the pit of espionage, wrecking work and
murder into the sphere of political responsibility. In order to
defend themselves, they had to confess. They defended themselves as well as such infamous and gruesome crimes could be
de fended, and that ,vas not very well.

THREE

The Road ,to Treachery
in other countries know very little 0
the history of the Russian working class movement. Before 1917 there was a Social-Democratic Labor Party working illegally in Russia;
it was split into factions. There were anarchists
and nihilist. In 1905 there was a great revolutionary upheaval. And then again followed darkness, underground
activities. A strange and impenetrable country. The leaders of
the European Socialist movement, of course, knew more than
this; they knew of the struggle between the Bolsheviks and
the M ensheviks, between Lenin, on the one hand, and Plekhanov, Martov and Trotsky on the other; they sympathized
with the Mensheviks and agreed with Trotsky when he called
Lenin an "Asiatic", but, for the rest, they declared that the
"internal" affairs of the Russians were of not much significance to the West.
They did not suspect that these "internal" struggles were in
reality truggles for the fate of the whole working class movement, that the "Asiatic" Lenin was a genius to whom Marxism
''las a creative and living force, and that he was forging the
weapons by which alone the world proletariat could gain its
victory. Only very rarely did the rna es hear the name of a
15
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man who was later to shape the destinies of the world.
Suddenly the situation changed: in 191 7 the greatest revolution in the history of the world broke out and scores of
hitherto unknown names became household words among the
European working class. And highest and brightest of all shone
the name of Lenin. The Social-Democratic leaders tried in
vain to tarnish this name, to brand Lenin as an "Asiatic", a
fool, a traitor to the revolution and an autocrati~ dictator.
Lenin's name became a badge for the Social-Democratic
workers, and though they may have rejected Communism, no
lies and calumnies could weaken their instinctive love for the
greatest leader of the working class. l\10re, every name that
was associated with the name of Lenin shared his glory. The
workers for the first time heard the names of Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Radek and Bukharin also. They knew nothing
of their past, but since they were named alongside Lenin, since
they moved with the current of the revolution, they won the
hearts of the vvorking class.
Why did the workers in the years of the great revolution
hear more of Trotsky, Radek and Zinoviev than of Stalin,
Voroshilov and Molotov? Trotsky, Radek and Zinoviev were
writers and agitators; they made big speeches and wrote big
articles. Stalin, V oroshilov and Molotov were organizers, master builders of the Party, who wrought more by deed than by
word, who supported Lenin day by day without claiming the
limelight of international publicity. The writers and agitators
are always more in the public eye than the devoted leaders of
the Party to whom f aUs all the burden of the work; in politics,
as in the theater, the actor frequently enjoys more popularity
than the author and stage manager. Furthermore, Trotsky,
Radek and Zinoviev were more "interesting" to anti-Soviet
writers than the Inen who unswervingly carried out Lenin's
policy. They were more ."interesting" becau e they opposed
Lenin at critical moments, because they brought uncertainty
and confusion into the ranks of the revolution, because they
played their "own tune" and produced a shrill disharmony. it
was not only their own speeches and articles, but also the
articles of anti-Soviet reporters which n:tade Trotsky, Radek and
16

Zinoviev "inter ting" and surrounded them with a halo of
glory.
These people were seen by the workers of the world in the
dazzling light of the revolution. This light di pelled the shadows that inve ted their past and toned down the shadings which
assumed su h importance in the future. The world proletariat could not foresee ubsequent events. For the millions of
workers who remembered Trotsky's name only in connection
with the great revolution, his downfall came as a surprise and
a severe shock. For them the path that had led the Trotsk} ite
to tre:lchery and counter-revolution was concealed in darkness,
and only the end of the path became visible in the lurid glare
of the trial of the murder gang. Owing to this ignorance 0
the historical development of Bolshevism and Trotskyism,
many worker were profoundly shocked when the abyss of
Trotskyism uddenly opened before them; they shut their eye
and would not grasp the gruesome truth.
The enemies of the Soviet Union have taken full advantage
of this. The very people who calumniated and ridiculed Lenin
when he was alive and who called Trotsky, Radek and Zinoviev, when they till passed as revolutionaries, pe ts of th e
labor movement, went to the worker and exclaimed: "If
Lenin were alive, v/hat would he have said? Lenin's Guard i
being annihilated, the old Bol heviks are being shot! Stalin i
betraying the revolution!"
These people are deliberately and shamelessly lying. They
once accused and abused Lenin in the same way as they are
abusing and accuving Stalin today. But they know the authority of Lenin's name among the workers, and they are trying to
exploit this authority. Anybody who knows the history of Bolshevism will laugh when he hears Trotsky, Radek and Zinoviev described as "Lenin's Guard". These people were always
in revolt against Lenin and linked themselves whh Lenin's
opponents at every critical moment. These people conspired
against Lenin at every step. We are unable here to review' the
history of . the Bolsheviks, but it will suffice to quote certain
characteristic facts in order to reveal in their true light these
traitors and criminal whom the counter-revolutionaries are
17

attempting to elevate to the dignity of 'Lenin' Guard".
Trotsky fought Lenin all his life-before the war, during
the war and right down to the February Revolution. Lenin
frequently attacked Trotsky in the sharpest terms, had called
him a "poseur", a "charlatan", a lnan who was always surrounded by a clique and who never cooperated in the building
of the Party. He never strove for the unity of the Party, as
Lenin did, but founded all sorts of little groups and tried to
slur over differences of principle. He never expressed a constructive political thought, but borrowed his idea frOln various
groups and presented them as his own program. In August,
1917, Trotsky and his little coterie placed themselves under
Lenin's command. But he subsequently revealed his true motive
in doing so. He aSverted that in April, 1917, Lenin had become a "Trotskyite", had adopted Trotsky's romantic th eory
of "permanent revolution".
Trotsky was soon made to realize that Lenin was no "Trotskyite", but had remained the Lenin he always was; and
Trotsky again resumed his fight against the founder of the
Party and the great rna ter of revolution. Trotsky's conduct at
Brest-Litovsk when, contrary to Lenin's direct · instru tion
and the elementary interests of the revolution, he abatoged the
conclusion of peace "\V'ith the Germans and thereby placed the
Soviet power in the greatest jeopardy, finally exposed the apparent agreement between Lenin and r-frotsky for what it was
worth. Trotsky opposed Lenin on every critical question; he
wanted to suppress the peasants by force, he wanted to retain
war Communism and he wanted to impose compulsory labor
service on the workers.
Trotsky never believed in the strength of the masses. He
always despised the Russian people. He always scoffed at the
possibility of building socialism in one country. Distrusting
both the strength of the Russian Revolution and the strength
?f the Party, he became an adventurer, always ready to stake
the existence of the Soviet power. After Lenin's death he
fought Lenin's colleagues and Lenin's policy with even
greater energy. He strove by every means in his .power to wreck
the Party and to prevent the building of socialism, so a .to
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prove the truth of his fundamental idea that "the Russian
Revolution could not live". In 1927 he went so far as to call
upon his followers to organize a street demonstration against
the Party on the occasion of the anniversary of the October
Revoluti~n. But this demonstration only revealed his own
impotence and the strength of the Party.
Take Zinoviev and Kamenev. They betrayed Lenin and the
Party at the most critical time, in the days of the October
Revolution. They not only deserted like cowards, but betrayed the highly confidential decisions of the Central Committee of the Party, of which they \vere members, to the
enemy press and conspired with the foes of the revolution
against Lenin. Lenin at the time branded them as "traitors"
and "strike-breakers", and spoke of the "abysmal treachery" of
these shameful deserters. They were not put against the wall
and shot, for Lenin wanted to give them the opportunity to
expiate their abysmal treachery. But they continued to remain
traitors. Time and again they allied themselves with the enemies of the revolution, until the revolution meted out to them
the punishment they had long deserved.
Take Radek. Like Trotsky, he had stubbornly resisted Lenin's policy. He disagreed with Lenin's national policy. He
coffed at Lenin's doctrine of the possibility of building socialism
in one country alone. He opposed Lenin's New Economic Policy. There was hardly a single decisive political step taken by
Lenin which Radek did not oppose and ridicule. Radek, the inventor of nearly every counter-revolutionary witticism against
the Soviet Union, was always ready to betray his best friend
and the highest cause for the sake of a smart joke. Lenin
never trusted this chatterbox and swindlec
Take Piatakov. This son of a big Ukrainian manufacturer
began as an anarchist and later joined forces with Trotsky.
In 1915 he opposed Lenin, who consistently advocated the right
f nations to self-determination, and dubbed him a "talmudist
of self-determination". In 1916 he fought Lenin's doctrine
that socialism could be built in one country alone. In 1917 he
fought Lenin's April Theses, in which Lenin expounded the
fundamentals of his policy. In 1918, when the revolution was
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surrounded by enemies on all sides and the left Socialist-Revolutionaries were plotting revolt and attempting to assassina te
Lenin and other leaders, Piatakov allied himself with the
Socialist-Revolutionaries and proposed that Lenin should be
arrested and that he, Piatakov, should be appointed Chairman
of the Council of People's Commissars.
Sokolnikov, whom Lenin called an "intriguer", fought Lenin's peasant policy and Lenin's trade union policy and the
doctrine of the possibility of building socialism in one country.
Such is the "Lenin Guard" over which the enemies of the
Soviet Union wax so sentimental. They always fought Lenin
and Lenin always flayed them. Lenin said of Trotsky:
"Such types are characteristic of the remnants of the
historical structures and formations of yesterday, when the
mass movement of the workers in Russia was still dormant."
He warned everyone of these people that if he did not
abandon his false political position he would one day find himself in the camp of counter-revolution. He warned them all,
and embodied the warning in a resolution, that every fight
against the Party would inexorably lead those who waged it
into the camp of counter-revolution. They continued their
fight against the Party, and this fight led them inexorably into
the camp of counter-revolution.
In his final plea at the trial, Piatakov said: "It would be
wrong to think that when my Trotskyite activities . began, I
knew what all this would lead to. It would be wrong to think
•.. that I subjectively set myself counter-revolutionaIJ ainl
and realized that we would finally come to such a morass of
infamy and crime." Sokolnikov said in his final plea: "But I
must say that when, in the summer of 1932, I agreed to become a member of the Reserve Center, I of course did not
realize the whole of this picture. . . . Neither did I realizl:'
that our forces would prove to be so insignificant, and that
this utter insignificance of our forces would lead to ignominy,
to the shameful en,d of our policy, to our annihilation and
fall." And they were right. They neither understood Lenin's
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policy nor believed Lenin when he foretold that this fate
awaited all who wage a fight against the Party_
It is worth while disclosing the political roots of this montrous crime; but it would require the artistic skill of a Shakesspeare to disclose all its psychological roots. \Ve will not attempt
to investigate the inner evolution of the accused which brought
them to such terrible depths of de<cay and degeneracy . We
would only point out that in every revolutionary movement,
apart from the masses and the great creative mass leaders, there
are always corrupt and ambitious adventurers of various kinds.
Ther2 are unbridled bohemians who are in revolt against every
order and for whom revolution means nothing but diabolical
disorder. There are gamblers who lust for power and for
whom the game of power means everything, for whom the
intoxication of being leaders of the masses and of emerging
from anonymity to fame and greatness are the principal con_ideration.
There are romantic adventurers who. are charmed by the
excitement and hazard of a revolutionary's life and who feel
at honle in the electrically charged atmosphere of illegal activjties. There are fanatics possessed only by feelings of hatred,
who are charmed not by visions of a new world but by visions
of destruction, who are moved not by the desire to raise the
people to higher levels of life and culture but by the desire
to take revenge on a cruelly unjust world. Many streams and
rivulets contribute to the current of revolution-turgid and
contaminated streams as well as clear and pure streams. The
decay of the old world which precedes every revolution poisons
many an existence, throws many a man out of his course,
gives rise to legions of declassed people, adventurers, unstable
elements and fanatics.
Such people are to be found in the camp of every revolution and in the camp of every counter-revolution; but in the
long run they all find their way into the camp of counterrevolution. There have been traitors in every revolutionary
movement. That treachery has assumed such huge dimensions
in this case is due to the huge dimensions of the proletarian
revolution itself. Such treachery as that of Trotsky, Radek and
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Zinoviev the world has never known; but the world has never
known such gigantic class struggles, the world has never known
fascism and the dictatorship of the proletariat.
We do not intend to investigate what is common to these
traitors psychologically, but only what is common to them politically, what were those fundamental political views that led
them to sink deeper and deeper into the swamp of treachery.
None of them believed in the masses, or in the creative
strength of the working class, or in the revolutionary energy of
the peasantry. What Lenin said of Trotsky was true of al1
of them: that they are remnants of hi torical formation of
yesterday, remnants of a time when the mass movement wa
still dormant, which have survived into the time of revolution.
It is characteristic that they were all opposed to Lenin's and
Stalin's national policy, that they all rejected the right of nations to self -determination. In their opinion the nations wer
unfit to decide their own affairs, the T needed to be directed
and represented by a central power.
Equally characteristic was the attitude of Trotsky and hi
followers to the peasant question: Lenin and Stalin had confidence in the revolutionary energy of the peasant masses and
they knew that the working class could gain its victory only
in fraternal alEance with th~ peasantry. Trotsky and his followers regarded the peasants as a counter-revolutionary mas
and believed that they could be kept in check only by the bayonet. The peasants represented the vast majority of the Russian
people, and therefore the attitude of Trotsky and his follower .
toward the Russian people conformed with their attitude toward the Russian peasants. Lenin felt the closest bonds with
the Russian people; this great internationalist spoke with pride
of his people, just as Dimitroff spoke with pride of his people
at the Leipzig trial. Trotsky and his followers despised the
Russian people, believed it incapable of heading the revolutionary movement and of building up socialism by its own efforts.
Finally, it is characteristic that Trotsky and his followers
never understood the democratic nature of the dictatorship of
the proletariat and that against Lenin's and Stalin's democratic
policy they set up the idea of the dictator hip of a minority.
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rr rotsky favored a ruthless dictatorship over the Russian
masses, while Zinoviev expounded the theory that the dictatorhip of the proletariat was synonymous with the dictatorship
f the' Communist Party. As they did not believe in the masses,
o they did not believe in the strength of revolutionary democracy and reposed faith only jn the unrestricted rule of leaders.
While they disparaged the masses, they exalted Western capitalism. They never understood Lenin's profound conception
of imperialism as the last stage of capitalism, as the era of
decaying and moribund capitalism. They dallied with Kautsky's "ultra-imperialism" and Bukharin's "organized capitalism". This erroneous appraisal of capitalism led to the most
eriou3 consequences: if one believes that capitaiism is not in
the last stage of decay and that it is still capable of developing
higher forms, one must assume that capitalism is still a progressive force. If this is assumed, then fascism is not the form
of rule of a thoroughly reactionary, declining, decaying and
moribund capitalism, but the form of rule of an "organized
capitalism", so to speak-something progressive and advanced
compared with bourgeois democracy. If one adopts this senseIe s theory, one may go so far as to ally oneself with fascism
gainst bourgeois democracy. Radek toyed with this idea as
far back as 1933, while Trotskyism carried it to its logical
conclusion.
The Trotskyites are against democracy, against the defense
of democracy, against the People's Front for the defense of
democracy, and in favor of fascism. The underestimation of
the revolution and overestimation of capitalism by Trotsky and
his followers also found expression in the fact that they again
and again demanded the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet
Union. In 1922, Trotsky the "Leftist", for whom nothing
could be "revolutionary" enough, proposed that the industrial
enterprises and trusts should be allowed to mortgage their
property, including their capital, to foreign capitalists in return for loans; he advocated a "capitalist control" over the Soviet
national economy. Stalin passionately combatted this counterrevolutionary proposal; Stalin hurled at Trotsky the retort:
"'If it js a question of such a truly capitalist control •.• then
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I must say that there is no such control and that there never
will be such control in our country as long as our proletariat
lives and as long as we have the dictatorship of the proletariat!"
Proposals similar to those of Trotsky were made at various
times by Bukharin, Piatakov and Sokolnikov, proposals that in
essence corresponded with the program of the Mensheviks,
whose leader, Dan, demanded the restoration of capitalism in
the Soviet Union in Vienna in 1928, adding that if the Soviet
government would not restore capitalism peacefully, it would
be restored by bloodshed and violence. The program of restoring capitalism in the Soviet Union is therefore not a new and
unexpected program but a very old program which the Trotskyite conspirators adapted to the new conditions of their counter-revolutionary struggle.
Underrating the masses and overrating capitalism, Trotsky
and his followers were led to declare the building of socialism
in only one country-in the Soviet Union-impossible, and
passionately to reject and to ridicule Lenin's doctrine of the
uneven development of the revolution, of the necessity of
ensuring the revolution in one country, or in a few countrie ,
and of building up socialism in one country, or in a few countries. The prospects that Trotsky and his followers held out
were as vague as they were hazardous. In their opinion the
rev~lution must be carried on in all countries at all costs,
irrespective of whether the objective conditions were favorable
or not; the war must be prosecuted further, and the Red Army
must invade the capitalist countries and introduce the world
revolution at the point of the bayonet. And if this insensate
plan were to fail? Then the only course would be to capitulate-rhe game would be lost. Such was the opinion of Trotsky
and his followers.
When they realized that their vague and hazardous idea of
"permanent revolution" had been shipwrecked against the rock
of reality, they began to favor capitulation, the restoration of
capitalism, the "adaptation" of the Soviet Union to the capitalist world. Trotsky and his followers developed their old
program to its logical conclusion: they put up every possible
resistance to the building of socialism in the Soviet Union, they
24

entered into a conspiracy with the capitalist world to re sto J"~
capitalism in the Soviet Union, they allied themselves with
fascism in Qrder to realize their plans by means of a war.
Their struggle against the Party of Lenin and Stalin led
them inexorably into the camp of counter-revolution. Just as
during the Civil War the Socialist-Revolutionaries and the
Mensheviks joined forces with the White Guards and the
armies of occupation of the capitalist states, so the Trotskyites
joined forces with the fascists. As they could no longer count
upon the support of any serious forces in the Soviet Union,
as the kulaks' had been smashed and the mass of the working
population had been won for the cause of socialism, they went
over completely to Hitler and became, as ·Piatakov put it, "an
appendage of fascism".
Two alternatives faced them: either honestly and unequivocally to admit that their views were mistaken, that the prospect
they held was a false one; that Stalin and the Party had been
right, and that therefore they must make good their errors
and unreservedly cooperate in the building of socialism; or
to ally themselves with the most rabid foes of the Soviet Union
and to stake everything on war and open counter-revolution.
They decided on the latter alternative. Many did not do so
without wavering, without attempts to break with the faction
and to rejoin the Party) to forsake febrile dreams for reality,
to abandon counter-revolutionary negation for socialist affirmati.on. But they had made their decision, and that decision was
..-coun ter-revolution.
These waverings were also characteristic. It was not a -matter of chance that in 1931 and 1932 most of the Trotskyites
again became active and again resumed the struggle against
the Soviet power in an acute form. These were critical years
in the Soviet Union, years of great difficulty and of intense and
gigantic efforts for the collectivization of agriculture and the
victory of socialism. It was in these years that Stalin, with his
invincible faith in the masses and in the victory of socialism,
with his characteristic calmness, energy and force of conviction, fought the greatest fight since October, 1917, and won.
During these years all who had no faith in the masses, all the
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doubters, vleaklings and opportunists again went astray, aban<loned what they thought to be a sinking ship, and attempted
to seek salvation in other camps.
It was during these years that Trotsky again rallied his old
followers and linked them up with the "real forces" of
counter-revolution,. They hoped by betraying their class and
their cour:try to il1sure their own future, not only to escape
r uin but to accede to power . "You now see," Trotsky exclaimed triumphantly, "that socialism is impossible in one country alone; this world belongs to the 'real forces' of capitalism.
Link yourselves with these 'real forces' so as not to go under!"
During these years 1Ttiserable doubters and weaklings became
miserable criminals and threw in their lot with the Trotskyite
faction, which elevated disbelief in the masses and disbelief in
socialism to the level of a program.
Many foes of the Soviet Union and of socialism are now
trying to persuade the workers that the Trotskyites are the
true revolutionaries, and that Stalin got rid of them in order
to get rid of the revolution. Fine revolutionaries, these
Trotskyite conspirators! In every momentous hour of the
revolution they grew anxious and uncertain, were sceptical of
the future of the Inovement and advocated "adaptation" to
capitalism. Every time Lenin, Stalin and the Party took a
great step forward, they cried: "This is impossible ! We shall
be shipwrecked ! We must turn back, or we are lost!" Every
time that all efforts had to be bent on overcoming the difficulties, they began to discuss, to object, to intrigue, to split forces,
to multiply the difficulties.
Fine revolutionaries, who in face of the tremendous success
of socialist development held their peace, suspended their opposition and allowed themselves to be borne along on the tide of
victory, but who, the moment new obstacles arose and had to
be smashed by a firm hand, again deserted, again returned to
Trotsky) and again came to terms with capitalism! While they
deserted to the enemy, Stalin accomplished the greatest agrarian revolution in the history of the world, ensured the success of the two Five-Year Plans a'n d the complete and invincible victory of socialisln. Once more the traitors began to waver.
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But they could no longer find their way back to the Party,
they had become too deeply involved vvith the counter-revolutionaries, they had sunk too deeply into the "fascist pitfall",
as Sokolnikov called it, they were squirming in the clutches of
fascist espionage, in the clutches of their rapacious f aseist allies.
They resorted to measures of desperation, to the most frightful crimes, in order to justify themselves politically and, with
the help of dynamite and the revolver, to escape from the blind
alley in which they found themselves. At the trial they described
the anxiety they felt v.1 hen they found themselves in this "blind
alley." Muralov tried II> depict their recent waverings as an
extenuating circumstance. The State Prosecutor interjected:
"What you mean to say is that as long as the victory of 50cialisn1 was uncertain, as long as we were fighting with every
means in our power, you were against us; but when we were
victorious, when it -was no longer difficult to be a socialist, you
again thought of returning to us!" These "eternal revolutionaries"'- as the Voelkische Beohachter called Trotsky, were
nothing but cowardly opportunists, who clung to the "real
forces" and were always ready to desert from one side to the
other. Fine revolutionaries indeed, these Trotskyite conspirators!
When we now look back on their path of treachery, the
path which led from profound unbelief in the masses, from profound misunderstanding of the nature of proletarian revolution, from opportunism and adventurism to the camp of
counter-revolution, the human pettyness of these inhuman
murderers, spies and traitors becomes clear. But human pettyness and wretchedness cannot be pleaded as extenuating circumstances. The working class must ruthlessly destroy the
murderous instruments of the class enemy, must mercilessly
annihilate the sinister · wreckers who began by doubting the
strength of the working class and ended by engag~ng in murderous attacks on the working class.
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FOUR
Trotsky With the Mask Of!
accused Radek, Piatakov and Sokolnikov endeavored to elevate their vile crimes to the pedestal
of political theory. They did not speak of murder,
arson and train wrecking, but of the principles of
the opposition, the expediency of individual terrorism, the "real forces" of politics. As long as they could talk in
this way they could pretend to be sci tists in sabotage, agitators for disruptive activities, leaders of a political organization.
But the moment the State Prosecutor confronted them with
realities-asphyxiated workers, crippled Red Army men, murdered engineers, wrecked trains, burned-down factories, the
blood money of German and Japanese espionage-the moment
they were confronted with stark murder and their deeds were
stripped of their mask, they collapsed, shrank into themselves
and shut their eyes so as not to see their own images. They
tried with uncertain hand to brush aside the real consequences
of their activities and to return to their unreal political arguments. But their own followers rose inexorably against them
and, confronted by the gang of spies, murderers and corrupt
criminals who were their closest collaborators and most faithful "comrades-in-arms", as Muralov described them in the
dock, confronted by Rataichak, Shestov, Arnold and Grasche,
the gang leaders were obliged to abandon their pathetic role.
There was the "comrade-in-arms" Arnold, a petty adventurer, who flitted from frontier to frontier like a dry leaf in
the wind. Nobody knew what his real name was-Vasilyev,
Rask, Kulpenin or Arnold-he had changed it so often. Nowhere did he feel at home; he had no ties with any country,
people or movemeLt; he had always lived under a stolen
passport; his identity was always concealed under a false name.
He deserted from the Russian army and joined the army in
America. In America he joined the Communist Party, because
you never can tell; at the same time he was a member of a
freemasons' lodge, because he "wanted to get into higher so28
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ciety". Asked by the State Prosecutor what he really was, a
Communist or a freemason, he shrugged his shoulders and
said: "Neither one or the other, I was just a man." Arnold,
"just a man", was in prison in tsarist Russia and in prison
in republican _.t\merica, not for his political views, but for larceny and embezzlement; he was "just a man", innocent of
party, movement or convictions. In 1923 he joined a company
of American specialists going to the Soviet Union, came to the
Kuznetsk industrial region, was brought to account for antiSoviet propaganda, and at last found in the Trotskyite Shestov
a man who appreciated him and furthered his development
as "just a man", or, rather, as just a criminal. One day Shestov, who was an important engineer in the Kuznetsk industrial
region, came to him and with engaging frankness said : "My
dear friend, I know all sorts of unpleasant things about your
past. I could hand you over to the G.P. U. right away . You
must become a Trotskyite, or else I will tell on you." Arnold
became a Trotskyite, a "comrade-in-arms" of Radek, Piatakov and Sokolnikov.
There was the "comrade-in-arms" Grasche, an Austrian
citizen, 2. Russian citizen, a Czechoslovakian citizen, just as
circumstances required. Arnold said of himself that he wa
"just a man". Grasche said of himself that he was "just a
spy". He was a teacher of languages in Russia in tsarist times,
was interned in 1914, notwithstanding this managed to secure
Russian citizenship, and was released. In 1919 he returned to
Czechoslovakia and gave himself out to be a former prisoner
of war in Russia. He secured Czechoslovakian citizenship and
returned to Russia in 1920, where he gave himself out to be
a former prisoner of war in Austria. At that time he was in
the service of the Czechoslovakian espionage service, but in
1923 he changed masters and entered the German espionage
service. "I was just a spy, my basic profession was a spy ~!" he
said in court. "I never had any convictions, as a spy I am not
entitled to convictions," he said. It was as a German spy that
he formed connections with the Trotskyites and became a
"comrade-in-arms" of Radek, Piatakov and Sokolnikov.
There W2S the "comrade-in-arms" R~tai"hak~ His ongln
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was as unclear as Arnold's, his profession was as c.lear as
Grasche's: he was a spy, a Polish spy, a German spy-a spy by
basic profession. In addition, he was a thief and swindler-as
a side profession. Because he was a spy, he was also a Trotskyite. Like the adventurer Arnold, he had several biographies.
With the help of one of these biographies he managed to worm
his way into the newly formed Soviet industry and to secure
the post of assistant chairman of the Volhyna Provincial Council of National Economy. He conspired with a subordinate to
rob the treasury of the Provincial Council of National Economy and lived by skillfully organized theft and fraud. Piatakov showed an interest in this rascal; Rataichak was the right
art for his organization.
In the Urals, Shestov had recruited a number of engineers
and business executives for the execution of his plans. Some
were old Trotskyites, some were working for the German
intelligence service. One business executive he enlisted was
neither a Trotskyite nor a German spy. He was simply a bad
and corrupt executive who was working for his own interests,
and theref ort, Shestov said in court, "it was easy to recruit
him for Trotskyism".
I t was still easier to recruit the worthy Rataichak for
Trotskyism: he was not only a thief and swindler, but in addition a fascist spy. Piatakov had only to lift his finger and
Rataichak became his "comrade-in-arms". Although he was
acquainted with this professional bandit's past, or rather, just
because he was acquainted with his past, Piatakov placed him
in .charge of thew hole chemical industry of the Soviet Union.
Rataichak did not disappoint the hopes Piatakov had reposed
in hin1. According to his own admission, he had organized not
less than 1,500 acts of sabotage, arson, explosion, etc., in the
chemical in dustry. In court he spoke with an air of profound
indifference and coldbloodedness of the wrecking activities in
factories, the murder of scores of workers and the sale of industrbl secrets to the German intelligence service. In his last
plea he ,said that he did not feel that he was an utterly lost
man, that he was still capable of working, and he therefore
begged the Soviet state to al]o"Vl him to redeem his guilt by
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honest labor. Gangsters of the type of Al Capone must admit
that their. colleague Rataichak, the "comrade-in-arms" of
Radek, Piatakov and Sokolnikov" was far uperior to them and
that compared \vith him they were mere botchers in crime.
And, finally, there was the "comrade-in-arms" Shestov.
fhis man with the piercing glance of a hea t of pre,", vvjth the
vacuous smile of a madman, the shrill and cracked voice of
an adolescent, behaved like the type of pe t we have met with
under f 2r different circumstances. We uddenly recalled where
we had met such types as Shestov. It wa during the trial of
the Fehme-murderers in Germany, the picked troops of Hitler
fa cism. This mixtllre of hysterical excitabiEty and cool infamy, of fervid con . . piracy and cold murder-lust, of abject
devotion to the "Fuehrer" and ynical reli h of unnatural
crimes is ch~racteristic of Hitler's guard. It is characteristic of
Trotsky's guard, of Shestov, the murderer and blackmailer,
he counter-revolutionary knifer and poi oner.
When Shestov said in court, "I tand at attention-as our
leader Trotsky taught us-and wait for further orders", we
hear the voice of the hangn1an's as i tants who acknowledge
their loyalty to Hitler's "Fuehrer principle". When Shestov
told of his negotiations with the German manufacturers who
"'ubsidized Trot kyism, we were carried back to the time when
the brown-shirt assassins negotiated with and were subsidized
by these same manufacturers. When Shestov related how he
had got the engineer Boyarshinov "put out of the way" beause he had become a danger to the wreckers' organization,
it was as though we were listening to the description of a
Fehme-murder organized by Himmler. Shestov was the quintessence of the union of Trotskyism and fascism. The saIne type
f people fought with the same weapons for the same ends.
hestov was Trotsky's pact with Hitler fascism embodied in
flesh' and blood. Shestov was Trotsky without a mask.
Shestov became a Trotskyite way back in 1923. He was at
hat time a student in the workers' faculty of the Moscow
Mining Academy, where he advocated Trotsky's platform.
In 1924 he announced at a Party meeting that he had broken
"rith Trotskyism, and thereafter carried on his work for Trot31

skyism in secret. In 1924 he was in charge of a secret Trotskyite
press in Moscow. In 1927 he attended the illegal T rotskyit
meeting in Moscow at which the demonstration on t h occasion of the tenth anniversary of the October Revol ution was discussed. He had had several personal talks with
Trotsky, Sedov and Piatakov -b efore that. Since 1930 Shestov
had been working in Novosibirsk as a mining engineer. In 1931
he went to Berlin with a group of ~u mess men headed by
Piatakov. In Berlin he spoke to Piatakov, Slnirnov and Sedov,
Trotsky's ~on, regarding the prospects of Trotskyism. Relating his first conversation with Sedov, Shestov said in court:
"During my meeting with Sedov I asked him what our
leader, Trotsky, thought, ,vhat were the pecific tasks he
pla~ed before us Trotskyites. Sedov began by saying that it wa
no use sitting and \vhistling for fair weather; we must proceed with all force5 and means at our disposal to an active
policy of discrediting Stalin's leadership and Stalin's policy.
Further, Sedov said that his father held that the only correct
way, a difficult one but a sure one, was forcibly to remove
Stalin and the leaders of the government by means of terrorism . . . . Seeing that I was being influenced by his words, he
switched the conversation to a new subject. He asked me
whether I knew any of the directors of German firms, Dehlmann in particular. I told him that I remembered such a name,
that he \vas a director of the firm of Froehlich-Kluepfel-Dehlmann. This firm was rendering technical assistance, under a
contract, i~ sinking mines in the Kuzbas. Sedov advised me to
get in touch \vith that firm and make the acquaintance of Herr
Dehlmann. I asked him why I should get in touch with him.
He said that this firm was of help in sending mail to the Soviet
Union. I then said: 'Are you advising me to make a deal with
the firm?' He said: 'What's terrible about that? You must
understand that if they are doing us a favor, why should not
we do them a favor and furnish them with certain information.' I said: 'You are simply proposing that I should become a
spy.' He shrugged his shoulders and said: 'It is absurd to use
words like that. In a fight it is unreasonable to be as squeamish
as that.' "
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The upshot of this and similar conversations was that ShestOY came to an arrangement with Dehlmann and his assistant,
engineer Koch, and undertook to work as a German spy and
to organize wrecking activities in conjunction with the agents
of Dehlmann's firm in the Kuzbas.
One of these agents was Stroilov, a Russian engineer who ,
had worked for some time in Germany and who had been
recruited by German manufacturers for espionage and wreckjng work. These German manufacturers, Dehlmann, von
Berg a.nd the engineer W uester, were past masters in all the
gangster arts of counter-revolution. They accused Stroilov of
having carried on Communist propaganda in German mines
and threatened to expose him to the police. They contemptuously told him that they would either forbid him to make any
visits, or during the next visit they would put him in prison.
«Your Trade Representation may intercede for you, but they
won't risk a conflict on your account." They advised him to
read Trotsky's My Life and secured him this book from their
library. Hitler's My Struggle and Trotsky's My Life are favorite books of the German counter-revolutionaries. They made
him all sorts of offers, promised to send him to study in France
and England and to secure him a highly paid .post in German
industry.
When Stroilov at last signed a note undertaking to enter
into German service, they changed their tone. They said to the
man who was now writhing in their clutches: "There can be
no question either of your remai~ing in Germany or of your
going to France. You will return to Russia and there work
for us. If you ref use we will hand over the note you signed
to the G.P. U. and expose you to the Russians as a traitor to
your country." The spineless Stroilov succumbed to blackmail
and returned to his native country as a German spy and as a
tool of the fascist wreckers. Working in close conjunction with
:he German engineers Sommeregger, Wurm, Baumgartner,
l\1:aas, Bauer, Flessa and others, he organized a wrecking group
of counter-revolutionary specialists. The wrecking activities
were conducted according to a uniform plan.
And now Shestov appeared on the cene. Dehlmann's firm
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had undertaken to take care of the Trot kyites' correspondence
to forward Sedov's letters to Shestov and Shestov's letters to
Sedov, and to help the Trotskyites in every way. Shestov had
undertaken to do his best to further German espionage and
wreckin cr activities. Returning to the Kuzbas he at once went
b
h·
to see Stroilov. Let us hear his and Stroilov's accounts of t elr
first conversation. Shestov said in court:
"I becran
by recruiting the engineer Stroilov. Coming to hi•
b
apartment I put the question bluntly. I said that I knew of hI
connections with the Froehlich-Kluepfel-Dehlmann firm.
Therefore I told him pointblank that there was no need for
him to lay down his arms but that he must again begin active
destructive and disruptive work. It was not important for m
to enlist Stroilov alone. What was important was to enlist hi
confederates. I knew that he enjoyed considerable authority
among a number of engineers. I was quite sure that they wer
also linked by counter-revolutionary work. I warned him :
Don't think of informing the G.P. U. about me. I possess sufficient authority in the West Siberian T erritory and nobody win
believe you. But if I tell what I know about your work, you
Cl.re sure to be arrested immediately. Stroilov .was perplexed and
told me that he would give his answer on the following day .
The next day Stroilov said that he agreed to take part in our
organization. "
And now let us hear Stroilov, who was confronted by
Shestov in court. Asked by State Prosecutor Vyshinsky whether
Shestov had really visited his apartment and suggested that he
should cooperate with him in wrecking work, Stroilov replied ~
"Yes, he came to see me In
. my apartment: In
. answer t o
my puzzled objection that I was far removed from their
Trotskyite \vork within the Party and that I could not conceive what contact there could be between myself, a nonParty engineer, and the Trotskyite organization, he replied
that this question, the work within the Party, was a survival
f rom a stage already passed, and that now the tasks that have
been set them by the Trotskyites and the Germans were th
same as those that confronted me. There was no difference
whatever.
~
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"VYSHINSKY: Did this co'nvince your
"STROILOY: No, it was not this that convinced me. What
onvinced me..was that knov/ing what type he was • · ·
"VYSHINSKY: 'Vhat type of manr
"STROILOV: He would have handed me over to the G.P. U.
I was simply scared.
"VYSHINSKY: So he just terrorized you?
"STROILOY: By main force, so to speak. He mentioned the
firm to which I had given some assistance before Shestov's
. rrival."
This is clear enough; Shestov used the same method with
troilov that the German manufacturers had used with him;
he threatened him with the G.P. U., and the weakling succumbed to cynical blackmail. When we recall that he had used
the same method with Arnold, we realize that this was a
regular system, Shestov's system, the system of the Gestapo,
the sY3tem of an international gang of blackmailers.
Shestov was a 3ystematic criminal. In con junction with
' troilov he drew up c. system of wrecking activities, an exten,ive and carefully thought out wrecking plan. He told of this
plan in court. It was as follows:
~, 1. To disrupt new mine construction and the reconstruction of old mines that was being carried on.
"2. To strive to organize construction work on new mine~
nd on mines under reconstruction in such a way that the new '
units \vould commence operation piecemeal. We had in mind
to delay production reaching the designed capacities.
"3. To introduce such systems of coal cutting as would
result in maximum losses and were calculated to cause underground fires.
'.' 4. Deliberately to disrupt the preparation of new levels
nd new' mining fields, for the purpose of dealing a crushing
blow not only to the collieries and iron mines of the Kuznetsk
Basin, b~t to the iron and steel industry of the Urals .and Westrn Siberia as well.
"5. Deliberately to disrupt preparatory work for the purpose of creating a• lapse of time between clearin b work and
preparatory operatIons.
35
(Y

"6. To intensify the destruction of machinery by more
effective measures, especially the machinery directly employed
for the delivery, hauling and hoisting of coal. By these acts we
not only intended to disrupt the plan of coal outputJ but to
arouse the anger of the workers.
"7. Finally, the last point was to sabotage shock brigade
work and subsequently sabotage the Stakhanov movement, and
mistreat the workers."
Such was the plan. And how was it carried out? On Shestov's advice the German engineer Shebesto attempted to dynamite the 5haf t and headf rame of Pit No. 5 in the Prokopyevsk
District. The attempt failed. More successful was a second attempt made in May, 1933, when Shebesto set fire to the
Kuznetsk Power Station. In the autumn of 1934, at Shestov's
instigation, the engineer Floren set fire to the bunkers of Pit
No.9. By the end of 1935 they had succeeded in causing sixty
fires in the Prokopyevsk colliery. The worked-out cavities were
not filled with rock and the roof was left supported by only a
few pillars. The result was not only a tremendous loss of coal,
since new workings could not be opened in the vicinity of the
old workings, but an increased danger of choke-damp accumulating and of spontaneous fires breaking out. Thanks to
this system there was a 50 per cent loss of coal in the Prokopyevsk colliery instead of the customary 15 to 20 per cent,
and there was constant danger of choke-damp and underground fires.
The sinking of new mines in the Prokopyevsk colliery was
delayed for t\VO year5. Shestov deliberately chose the most unfavorable locations for two of the largest pits, Nos. 7 and 8,
not only with the idea of securing the minimum amount of
coal, but also with the idea of creating the worst and Inost
dangerous ,vorking conditions. In the Lenin and Anzher~
Su jensk collieries the machinery was so thoroughly damaged
that operations had to be interrupted for a considerable length
of time. These are only a few instances of the 'vrecking work
which ,vas performed by Shestov for Trot ky and the G erman fascists.
.
Worst of all \\7as the calculated infamy displayed by Shestov,
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this degenerate son of the working class, in imperiling the lives
of the miners. Shestov stated in court:
"At all the mines-the Prokopyevsk, the Anzherka and the
Lenin Mines-the Stakhanov movement was sabotaged. Instructions were issued to worry the life out of the workers.
Before a worker reached his place of work, he must be made
to heap t\VO hundred curses on the heads of the pit management. Impossible cGnditions of work were created. Normal
\vork was rendered impossible, not only for Stakhanov methods but even for ordinary methods."
The workers \vere to be worried out of their lives, they
were to be inspired with an aversion for socialist construc~ion)
and it was to be made impossible for them to earn big wages
and to increase output--such were the instructions. For years
the workers of the Soviet Union have devoted themselves with
heroic enthusiasm to building the foundations of ROr.ialismmines, blast furnaces, steel mills, metallurgical plants, dams and
cities. They have transformed what were wildernesses in
tsarist days into prosperous industrial regions; they have overcome numerous difficulties under the most trying conditions
and have built a new world. The accomplishment of the FiveYear Plans is an epic of the working class, a story of the
honor, fame, heroism and creative spirit of the working class.
In recent years the heroes and creators of the socialist world
have finally abolished poverty-that heritage f rom capitalist
barbarism. Their tightly pressed lips have now relaxed into
happy smiles. The victors are leading lives of increasing ease
and comfort. From the ranks of the workers, to whom only
~ fe\v y~ars ago technique was a mystery, have arisen engineerIng genIuses.
The Stakhanov movement is developing with elemental
power; on its own initiative the working class has adopted
higher forms of production and has consciously set about mastering methods of production. The enemies of the Soviet Union
at once realized that the Stakhanov movement was one of the
greatest triumphs of socialism, that it revealed the tremendous
superiority of socialism over capitalism. And the enemies of the
Soviet Union united to combat the Stakhanov movement ..
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Shestov and his like knew what was to be done; they shrank
from no crime in order to worry the lives out of the workers
and to put a stop to the Stakhanov movement.
Up above, in control of industry, the Piatakovs, Rataichaks
and Livshitzes saw to it that wrong plans were drawn up, that
funds were wrongly distributed and that incomprehensible difficulties were put in the way of the workers. The supply of
foodstuffs to the industrial regions was disorganized. Funds
provided for the building of workers' residential quarters were
diverted into other channels. Orders were so skilfully distributed that the production capacity of the plants w'as not fully
utilized, a shortage of raw materials was artificially created and
the workers were condemned to enforced idleness.
Down below, in the factories and mines, Shestov, Stroilov
and t}:leir like saw to it that machinery was damaged, that the
ventilation system functioned badly and that hundreds of
difficultie~, great and small, rendered the lives of the workers
miserable. Shestov stated this clearly in court when he said:
"Impossible conditions of work were created. Normal work
was rendered impossible, not only for Stakhanov methods but
even for ordinary methods." The workers of Kemerovo described the state of affairs as follows: "We worked desperately,
we exerted ourselves to the utmost, but we could not make the
standard output. It was devilish work; we did not know what
to do to improve matters. The more we exerted ourselves the
worse it became-and the engineers abused us, calling us
idlers and saboteurs."
Sickness became rife among the workers of the Kemerovo
Coal Mines. The ventilation system functioned badly; Shestov's and Stroilov's gang had concealed ventilation machinery
in an old mine, and when the workers demanded that measures
should be taken, they shrugged their shoulders and said:
"When the Soviet government has enough money it will let
you have the machines for the ventilation system, not before."
Engineer Shubin, an old Trotskyite, gleefully rubbed his hands
and said: "We'll show the workers what a joyous life means!
Now our little brothers will perish like rats." Engineer Leonenko said : "We turned the mines into a gas trap."
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On December 28, 1935, two miners, Pichugin and Porshnev, died of asphyxiation; it was only due to the prudence of
an old hewer that their comrades managed to escape f rom t~e
"gas trap" in time. On September 23, 1936, the Shestov gang
caused an explosion in the mines which resulted in the death of
ten miners and severe injuries to fourteen others. September
23, 1936, was a red-letter day; despite all difficulties, Maximenko, V dovin, Nemychin and other miners, men of determination who enjoyed the confidence of the workers, endeayored to start a Stakhanov movement and to organize ·a
Stakhanov \Veek. The class-consciousness of the workers and
their devotion to the Soviet government triumphed over all the
wiles of the class enemy. September 23, 1936, was the first
day of the Stakhanov Week. And on this day the Shestov gang
struck its last blow. It was on this day that "the little brothers
were to die like rats". On this day the Trotskyite assassins of
the workers brought about the death of the finest Stakhano- vites in Kemerovo. But the Stakhanov movement was not to
be disposed of so easily. Since the Trotskyite assassins have been
removed output has rapidly risen, the miners of Kemerovo are
exceeding the standards of production, which formerly they
could not even reach. Death has been banished from the mines
and a new life reigns supreme. The movement has spread 'to
hundreds of other enterprises now that the Trotskyite murder
gang has been destroyed. The workers have been released of
a great burden; their lives have become easier, brighter and
gayer.
Let us return to Shestov, the evil spirit of the Kuznetsk
coalfield. Shestov was not only a German spy, a leader of
wrecking activities and an organizer of the murder of workerst
but also a bank robber and common assassin. In 1934 the
branch of the State Bank in Anzherka was robbed. The robber
said in court:
"I had won over Figurin, the manager of the AnzheroSujensk district branch of the State Bank; he enlisted the head
cashier, Solomin, into the organization, and they took 164,000
rubles from the. bank for the use of the . organization and
handed over this money to me."
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VYSHINSKY: "And what did you do?"
SHESTOV: "1 distributed it as follows: part of the money,
about 30,000 rubles, 1 set aside for the Anzherka organization,
for the terrorist group which was there-the group of Schumacher and F edotov-and for other purposes. Forty thousand
rubles 1 handed over to Muralov for the other organizations
under his · personal charge, and he asked me for another
30,000 for Kemerovc. Muraloy received 70,000. The rest of
the money 1 handed to the Prokopyevsk organization. 1 gave
Cherepukhin about 15,000 and Ovsyannikov about 20,000."
Cherepukhin and Ovsyannikov were leaders of terrorist
grouPs immediately subordinated to Shestov. We shall presently learn something more about Cherepukhin.
One day Engineer Boyarshinov came to see his superior,
Shestov, at his office. Several years ago Boyarshinov had carried
on wrecking work in the Don-bas, but later came over to the
Soviet government and became an honest man. This skilled
engineer, who knew from his own experience how wrecking
work was organized, perceived that everything was not right
in the Prokopyevsk colliery. He watched certain engineers and
came to the conclusion that their methods of work were criminal. He therefore went to his superior to report his observations.
N O\V hear what Shestov told the court:
«He had reported to me that there was something wrong
in the mine. He called my attention to this. At that time 1
enjoyed the confidence of the engineers and technicians.
Boyarshinov himself was a former wrecker in the Donbas, but
he was working honestly in these mines."
VYSHINSKY: "He applied to you as an authoritative person in
charge? "
SHESTOV : "Yes. He wanted to open my eyes to the state of
things. 1 told him I would take note of what he said, thanked
him and added: '1 will inform the right people. Don't say anything for the present.' And then I summoned Cherepukhin
and gave him instructions to murder him, and this was done."
VYSHINSKY: «So he was murdered?"
SHESTOV : "Yes."
VYSHINSKY: "An honest engineer?"
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SHESTOV:

"Yes."

As he was returning one evening from the mine, Boyarshinov was killed by Cherepukhin. Cherpukhin pursued him in
a motor truck and ran him down. Shestov had no need for
honest engineers. He had them "killed, and he gave the murderer 1.5 ,000 rubles robbed from the State Bank in }\nzherka.
Radek, Piatakov and Sokolnikov spoke of politics, ref erred
to their organization as a political party. They were confronted with Shestov, the embodiment of their policy, the
symbol of their organization-a murderer, robber, blackmailer, a man whose counterpart can be found only in the
ranks of the Hitler guard.
This sinister kinship between the "comrades-in-arms" She tOY, Arnold, Grasche and Rataichak and the "comrades-inarms" of the German rulers, v/ith the swindlers, adventurers,
confidence men, forgers and Fehme-murderers whom Hitler,
the former Reichswehr spy, had gathered around him, is not a
matter of chance. Every political tendency chooses the followers that best serve its purpose. The working class movement,
which makes no concealment of its program, which does everything through the masses and for the masses, needs pure, courageous, upright and unselfish men; fascism, which is defending
the world of decaying capitalism, which is obliged to conceal
its program in order to deceive the people, needs unscrupulou
bandits, who despise the masses and who shrink from no crime,
f or the achievement of its aims. By their followers shall ye
know them. The working class must learn to know the fascist
character of Trotskyism not only by its program, which it conceals, but also by its followers, which it endeavors in vain to
deny. Shestov is Trotsky without a mask. When the cloak of
"Left" lies and "revolutionary" phrases falls, there stands exposed to the eyes of the world the naked truth of Trotskyism
-Shestov the spy, Shestov the bandit, Shestov the murderer.
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FIVE
Decaying C api-talism
monstrous treachery of the Trotskyites has no
parallel in world history. But equally monstrous is
the world in which it occurred, equally monstrous
. js the process of decay which gave rise to these unprecedented crimes. Future generations will shudder
at the images of Trotsky, Radek and Zinovievr but they will
also shudder at the other manifestations of decaying and
moribund capitalism.
Damage and destruction are all that capitalism is now capable of. Only such an atmosphere of damage and destruction
could breed such criminals as Trotsky, Radek and Zinoviev and
such criminals as Hitler, Goering and Streicher. It is impbssible
to analyze them psychologically without analyzing the world
from which they sprang.
This world, the capitalist world, has lost all belief in the
future and all historical prospect. Its symbols are idle factories, rusting machinery, wrecked existences and millions of
unemployed and declassed. Grain is thrown into the sea while
people die of starvation. Coffee is burned, fruit allowed to rot
on trees guarded by police, cattle are slaughtered and the meat
rendered unfit for consumption so as not to glut the market,
the crop area is restricted while children die from undernourishment. Capitalism has degenerated into crime. Incapable
of satisfying the needs of the people, incapable of stilling the
discontent of the people except by deceit and violence, it arms
bandit gangs to help it maintain its rule. All the putrid, rotten,
abnormal and criminal elements strive to gain entry into the
political circles of the ruling class, and only among such
elements, the dregs of humanity, can the ruling classes find
tools and allies.
The leaders of decaying capitalism, the leaders of the fascist
counter-revolution, are drawn from doss-houses, from degenerate Bohemia, from the underworld of the uprooted and
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declassed. The pledged word means nothing to them; honor
means nothing to them; fidelity means nothing to them. Their
program is a program of lies. Their quintessence is treachery.
Their weapon is murder. They have 1110unted to power by
systematic lying and assassination. They have struck down and
tortured to death the finest representatives of the working class.
They have destroyed everybody who stood in their way. They
rnurdered Erzberger, Rathenau, Barthou, Dollfuss and their
wn men when they became inconvenient. It is the world of
f ascism, the world of the burning Reichstag, the world of the
assassinations of June 30, the world of the murderers who
cry: "Five hundred thousand Spaniards must die so that \\"e
may triulnph!"
Pitted against this world are socialism in the Soviet Union
and all the forces of the working class and den10cracy.
Pittecd against this world of murder, damage and destruction is
the world of free workers. In this world factories are not
crumbling to pieces, but new factories are springing up, towns
are not becoming devastated but new to\vns are arising, arable
land is not being transformed into a \vilderness but the wilderness is being transformed into arable land. It is a world in
hich starvation, crises and unemployment are unknown. The
bvious superiority of socialism over capitalism drives the decaying capitalist world to fury. The capitalist world feels the
growing sympathy and yearning of the people for socialism; it
f eels that the light of the Soviet Union is rendering its own
repulsiveness more and more obvious, that the masses are
bserving, testing and comparing, and are giving ever clearer
expression to their disgust for capitalism. The decaying capitalist world is fighting for its existence, and it is fighting with
the weapons of a gang of bandits who see that their end is in
sight.
Capitalism, which has degenerated to fascist criminality, can
no longer employ its engineers and technicians in the economic
field and has found a new occupation for them-to damage
f actories and to wreck mines, to organize fires and explosions.
The German capitalists not only enlist gangsters for their murderous work, but also train engineers to become gangsters and
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send them to the Soviet Union, there to carry out their work of
destruction. They no longer believe that capitalism is capable of
competing with socialism economically, and they therefor
despatch wrecking experts, specialists in abotage, technical
organizers of disasters to the land of socialism, there to sprea
the capitalist poison. Every decent engineer who was trained at
a period when capitalism had not rotted completely will shrin
with horror from the thought of datnaging machinery, blowing
up factories and cold-bloodedly murdering workers. But th
young guard of decaying capitalism willingly undertakes such
work, ju t a the young guard of apitali t politics willingl
engages in every inconceivable crime.
In this world of decay and decline t
las truggle of the
bourgeoisie against the proletariat a urnes frightful form
When we open a big capitalist new paper we are revolted by
the pestilential breath of hatred for the working class, the
breath of depravity and degeneracy that issues from it. Th
mask of culture, breeding and elementary decency has falle n
away, expo ing the repellent and grimacing features of a
doomed and insane world. The wor er do not yet fully
realize the new forms of class truggle which have been
adopted by the fascized bourgeoisie. The honest and decent
worker shrinks from realizing the aby mal vileness of his enemies; he refuses to concejve the full ope of the class struggle
of the bourgeoisie. The bourgeoi ie make no bones about exploiting the honesty and decency of the workers; it endeavor
through its agents to penetrate into the ranks of the working
class and to pread the germs of decay among its class opponents.
The bourgeoisie knows that capitali m has no program that
can attract the mass of the people. Fasci m has therefore concocted a program borrowed from every political tendency, a
program calculated to appeal to the anti-capitalist sentiment
of the masses and to gain the support of the vast army of the
credulous and despairing. But even this program has failed to
win the support of the class-consciou workers; it has become
a scrap of paper that is incapable of concealing from the eyes of
the people the repul ive features of capitalism and the sini ter
mask of wa".
7
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In their search for new demagogic methods the fascist bourgeoisie have discovered Mr. Trotsky. He was a man after
their own heart, a ' man who offered them dazzling 0pIX>rtunities for propaganda. Trotsky's enemies were the enemies
of the bourgeoisie. Trotsky's aims were the aims of the
bourgeoisie-the overthrow of the Soviet government, the
destruc60n of the People's Front, the disintegration of the
working class movement and the fight against democracy.
But the original and novel feature for the bourgeoisie was
that this fight could be carried on under the screen of "Left"
phrases, that Trotsky was demanding in the name of "revolution" what the fascists were demanding. Trotsky supplied the
fascist bourgeoisie with "arguments" against the Soviet government, against the People's Front and against democracy. He
relieved the fascists of the necessity of manufacturing their
own arguments; so much so that the fascist Vaterlaendische
Front in Austria has published a pamphlet entitled What
Trotsky Says consisting exclusively of quotations from Trotky's books and articles.
The Gestapo and the Japanese police have tarted schools
f or spies and provocateurs in which aspiring hangman's
ssistants are taught the fundamentals of Marxism and Leninism so as to help them worm their way into illegal parties and
to organize "Communist" factions. Trotsky has f acilitat~d the
work of the fascists; thanks to his support they have succeeded
not only in enrolling new "Communists" in the Parties but also
in utilizing the services of old "Communists", people who have
been members of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
. and other countries for years, and in linking them up with the
employees of the Gestapo for the joint performance of their
anti-Marxist work. The police have long been accustomed to
muggle spies and provocateurs into the working class movement. But the fascist police have turned this into a finished
art: their spies and provocateurs represent a political program,
o to speak, and command a political organization within the
working class movement-they represent the program of
Trotskyism and command the Trotskyite organization.
The petty-bourgeois credulity and the narro\\r~minded anti45

Soviet sentiments of many of the Social-Democratic functionaries facilitate these attempts to spread poison and decay in the
working class movement. Many a Trotskyite and many a
Gestapo agent has found employment on "Social-Democratic
newspapers and in Social-Democratic secretariats, having received the stamp of approval for his hatred of Bolshevism and
his exceptional zeal in the fight against the Communists and
,the Soviet Union. That these bandits will tomorrow betray the
Social-Democrats just as cold-bloodedly as they betray the
Communists today, that they are a danger to the whole working class movement irrespective of party, is something many
Social-Democratic functionaries do not seem to realize. May
the Social-Democratic workers be more vigilant and cleanse
their ranks of these poisonous elements in good time! May
they not learn by bloody experience what it means to allow the
class enemy entry into the labor organizations and the labor
press, what it means to mistake an organization of the cIa. s
enemy for an organization of the labor movement.
The workers hate fascism. The fascists have realized that
they cannot penetrate unmasked into the ranks of the working
class. They therefore masquerade as extreme radicals, they
therefore don the cloak of Trotskyism. Decaying capitalism i
endeavoring to infect the working class with the germs of
decay and to destroy it from within. This is also the class
struggle, a concealed and dangerous form of the class struggle.
It is in this form that fascist capitalism is endeavoring to carry
on the class struggle within the Soviet Union.
Is there a class struggle within the Soviet Union, is there a
class struggl~ under the dictatorship of the proletariat? -many
a worker will ask in surprise. Why, did you think that the
class enemy surrenders after the first big victory of the working
class? Did you believe that. capitalism can be destroyed by a
single blow? The class struggle has never ceased in the Soviet
Union; it has only changed its forms-from the open civil
war and capitaHst intervention, the revolts of the , SocialistRevolutionaries and the kulaks and the c9nspiracies of the
counter-revolutionary engineers and the Mensheviks to the
Trotskyite assassinations and wrecking activities of the present
day.
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The Soviet system has definitely triumphed over capitalism;
ut the rank v/eeds of capitalism still survive, there are still
poisonous splinters in the body of the Soviet people. And the
oviet Union is surrounded by the world of decaying capitalism, which is inspired by furious hatred of the socialist state
and shrinks from no crime in its class struggle against the Soviet
people. This world is skillful in enlisting the support of the
demolished and festering remnants of capitalism within the
oviet Union, in instigating them to put up a malicious and
insane resistance, in inspiring them with new hope and in injecting new venom into them. The f aseist gang leaders do not
merely declaim against the Soviet Union; they leave nothing
un turned to weaken, injure and undermine the Soviet Union.
T he resistance offered to the proletarian revolution is incomparably stronger and more stubborn than the resistance
offered to any other revolution.
The bourgeois revolutions essentially changed the political
superstructure, whereas the proletarian revolution is . changing
the economic foundations. The proletarian revolution therefore
demands incomparably greater, more pertinacious and firmer
characters than any other revolution; and the number of those
'Vho despair of it, desert it and betray it is incomparably
greater than in any other revolution. For all these reasons the
proletarian revolution has produced far greater leaders than
any other revolution-men like Lenin and Stalin, who tower
high above the cen tunes.
But treachery in this revolution is also far more monstrous
than treachery in any other revolution. Whoever was called
upon to play the part of leader in the proletarian revolution
\\rithout understanding the essential character of the revolution, wnoever could not keep pace with the gigantic strides of
this revolution, whoever was .poisoned in mind and soul by the
capitalist world, sank lower and lower into this world of decay
and destruction and became its tool and creature.
It is idle to speculate, to indulge in psychological inquiries
into the personal background of the men who went the full
length of treachery. There were undoubtedly rifts and rents
in their characters. But at other times and in another world
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they w0uld probably not have become criminals. But we are ·
living in the world of decaying capitalism. And the germs of
this decay found their way into the rifts and rents in their
characters. It is only against the background of this world that
is out of joint that men like Trotsky, Radek and Piatakov can
be understood.
Their deeds are just as credible, or incredible, as the whole
of this world of decaying capitalism, which destroys grain and
bread, which renders arable land unfertile, which allows fruit
and cereals to rot, which manufactures poison gas at the expense of the starving people and guns at the expense of their
poverty, and which staggers on from shambles to shambles.
That the great German people are being ruled by Hitler and
Goering, that the democratic governments are looking on
indifferently while fascism is slaughtering the Spanish people
and Spanish democracy is just as incredible as that Trotsky t
Radek and Zinoviev have betrayed the proletarian revolution
and ·-allied themselves with the mortal enemy of the working
class.
But the incredible is the reality that faces us, the reality
which it is cur historical task to change from top to bGttom
and which we can change from top to bottom only if we
purify the working class movement of the poison of fascist
Trotskyism, only if we purify it and unite it.

