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Introduction

The main piece in this issue is a long article on the Russian Anar-
chists explaining their role and influence in the Revolution, Translated
into English, here for the first time, it originally appeared in a journal
of the exiled Russian Anarchists in 1922. The author Anatole Gorelik
was one of the few lucky ones who escaped the Bolshevik Terror. He
was not just a shrewd observer of events but an active participant in
many of the incidents described in his article.

Since 1922, with access to a wide range of documents and historical
writings, more detailed and scholarly accounts have been written, es-
pecially, the works of Paul Avrich. Nevertheless, this article with its
engaging style can still be read with much reward by those wishing to
gain an understanding of this important for socialism event of history.

Right from the start Gorelik saw the Bolsheviks as the real enemy
of the Revolution. Nonetheless, many anarchists in Russia at the time,
however, didn''t, and openly collaboratedwith them, thus indirectly
aiding the Bolsheviks in the setting up of their dictatorship. In was in-
decision on anarchist part, according to Gorelik, which retarded the
growth of the Anarchist movement and hampered its ability to have a
stronger influence on thecourseof events.

The relationship between Anarchism and Bolshevism is examined
in the article by Jack Grancharoff, one of the editors and frequent
contributor to the Red and Black, Bolshevism from its beginning right
through to its modern heirs is denounced as a fundamentally counter-
revolutionary movement, Anarchism is presented as the only truely
revolutionary political philosophy, being the only one to seek a society
not based on hierarchical relationships.

One of the last surviving members of the Russian Anarchist move-
ment Mollie Steimer died late last year. Paul Avrich pays tribute to
her memory detailing the many aspects of her facinating life.

In the last issue of Red and Black we published the detailed evidence
of Tcherkesoff, for his conviction, that the famous Communist Mani-
festo of Marx and Engels was a plagiarism,. It was a chapter out of his
little known book Pages of Socialist History published only once in 1902,
This book was made'up from articles written for Freedom and Les

Temps Nouveaux in 1894-96. Concurrent with the internal questioning

of the Bernstein revisionism this book highlights, from an anarchist
viewpoint, the bankruptcy of Marxist theory. With this issue we present
a futher two chapters, Other chapters will appear in next and future
issues.




The final article is reprinted from The Anarchist Black Dragon, a
publication edited from inside the U.S. Penal System. Written by inmate
John Bosch, in no uncertain terms he points out the consequences of
any form of 'separatism' which occasionally appears within the anarch-
ist movement, especially one based on race.

So here we have issue No 10, what about the future? Over its long
period of existence the Red and Black could only be described as an
irregular publication with often over a year between issues. This can

partially be explained by both: the weakness of the anarchist movement
here in Australia and also the often complicated arrangements we have
in the past entered into for typesetting and printing. Recently the move-
ment shows healthy signs of development and we now have direct access
to all the necessary means for a smooth production.

Work on issue No 11 has already begun and it should appear well
before the end of this year. All this puts us on a good footing to pro-
duce the Red and Black on a quarterly basis, which has always been
our intention.

ANARCHISM & BOLSHEVISM

Anarchy, by definition means no-goyernment, while Bolshevism, on
the other hand, means majority. Both terms are political and, therefore,
apply to political reality and have political implications.

Anarchy - absence of government, by extension implies negation of
hierarchy, authority, domination and exploitation. Bolshevism, on the
contrary, being a concept of government refers to the rule of the ma-
jority in its extreme possibilities. Here one need not argue on the
myth of the majority, the iron law of oligarchy or the merits and de-
merits of liberal guided democracies. The fact that political scientific
teams invent adjectives such as liberal, implies that there are some
other nasty, illiberal and oppressive democracies. Bolshevism is a
paradigm case of an illiberal democracy. Thus anarchism and bolshe-
vism refer to two different political realities: libertarian and authori-
tarian respectively.

Anarchism stands for a radical revolutionary approach to socio-
economic problems. Anarch, to use the Oxford Dictionary, means a
leader of revolt, But the anarchist revolt is not a chaotic one, a revolt
for the revolt sake, it is a revolt with a cause. The anarchist rebels
against the authoritarian-governmental social structure, Sh/e chal-
lenges its basic make up, the hierarchy. Only the lip service radicals
and revolutionaries fail to see the implication of anarchism or, perhaps,
pretend not to see it because their personal interests dictate otherwise.

By attacking hierarchy, anarchism attacks the bastions of the Estab-
lishment - the State and the family, within which oppression, exploita-
tion and role differentiations operate, without which neither the state
nor the family would exist. Naturally then, anarchists reject political
parties, which are instruments of the state, the stepping stones for
political charlatans and manipulators and a death trap for those who sin-
cerely try to change society. Political parties are useful socializing
tools in favour of the government-capitalist mentality, which divert at-
tention from real socio-economic problems, twart any revolutionary
tendency and destroy revclutionary potentialites by propounding the balot

box as revolutionary means and the delegation of power as a revolu-
tionary process.

Anarchism rejects political trade-unionism because the latter is an
appendage of the state, parties and the private capitalist machinery and
as such it is facilitating and smoothing the exploitation of the workers
by governments and capitalists.

Anarchism, being apolitical, in the sense of rejecting the hierarch-
ical political structure, in theory and in fact, is the only social move
ment which negates master-slave and sado-masochistic relationships
in all domains of human activities. It consider order giving and order
receiving conditions, competition and class division in economic and
intellectual spheres as detrimental to human, social and personal
development.

Many whose consciousness is rooted in the bourgeois mentality
which they cannot transcend, despite theoretical verbiage, argue that
anarchism is a negative social theory. These people fail to see the dia-
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lectic of existence. For a person to opt out of role playing it is not suf-
ficient to state the case and remain within a structure which reproduces
role playing. This is true of all kinds of liberation and emancipation if
they are going to be taken seriously. Many brothers and sisters. in the
name of liberation and emancipation, further egotism, manipulative |
practices and promote their personal, and sectional interests, as the |
only social interests. This is only re-enforcing ideologies and author- |
itarianism. The negativity of Anarchism is dialectically the only pos- |
itive approach to revolutionary change. To preserve social, economic
and political structures based on hierarchies; to divide people into
classes: workers vs intellegentsia, man vs woman, superiority vs in-
feriority; to talk of nationalism as a revolutionary concept, is to produce
revolutionary miscariges which our century is full of, Anarchism is
socialism without government, communism without the state, where
people organize themselves in voluntary associations based on cooper -
ation, solidarity, equality and freedom .

Bolshevism, as a theory of the government of the 'communist' ma-
jority, cannot be a revolutionary theory, it is rather a reactionary one,
It espouses an implacable dictatorship of the majority whose line is
correct, wisdom infinite and whose morality is beyond reproach. Bol-
shevism is the social structure where bourgeois solipsism finds its

best expression: Stalin, Mao, Castro of the new generation, and lL.enin ol
and Trotsky of the old one. "Without a doubt' -writes Anchinoff, '""Bol- iﬁ
shevism is a historic event in Russian and international life, It is not |
only a social but also a psychological manifestation, It ingpired a large |

number of individuals-staborn, authoritarian, lacking all social or '
moral sentimentality and prepared to make use of any means in the

struggle for their triumph.Bolshevism also pushed forward a leader

perfectly suited to this task... The basic psychological trait of Bolshe-

vism is the realisation ot its will by means of the violent elimination
of all other wills, (1)"

Bolshevism is the materialization of the social-democracy, the
left wing of the bourgeoisie. It stands for a goclety based on capital:

national, multi-national and bureaucratic. If promotes law and |
Hierarchical order to maintain itself. It is pyramidal structure of |
commissariocracy with the people at the bottom supporting a super- |
structure of parasitic apparatchiks and bureaucrats. In Bolshevism

are embodied the best features of legalitarian socialistic theo ry which.

a century ago, was criticized by the anarchists as leading to a regime

of exploitation, slavery, inequality and brutality. All these features

are a characteristic part of capitalism, private, state or bureaucratic.

Bolshevism, thus, may well claim a respectable place in the capitalist-
-bourgeois order.

From the above sketchy description of anarchism and bolshevigsm,
it becomes evident that they are on the opposite poles of the social
spectrum: anarchism- a revolutionary movement, bolshevigsm a left -
wing bourgeois alternative. This, without tears and sentimentality is |
the real picture. Somehow, in the arena of history the issue is not so |

clear due to ideological componnents that enter political activity, ,

The Bolsheviks claim also to be communists which is a contradic-
tionin terms. Bolshevism being a democratic concept related to rep-
resentative democracy i.e. delegation of power, is contrary to com -
munism which is based on the community as a unit of social organiz- |
ation where functions are not delegated and direct action is the opera- |
tive principle. But politics being of Machiavellian nature: BaAys one |

thing and understands another, or as Marx says: ''When the bourgeoisie |3
talks of butter they mean guns'', everything is possible, It is the vurtue } e
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of ideology to deceive and to falsify issues. The Bolshewks,l.b}z1 ctlic;n
laring themselves ""communists" ( a term NOw generally applle :
communist parties) identified themselves with the working ;: astsh an
the oppressed. Thus, they were able to transfer the be.tttle hor eern-
emancipation of the proletariat into a battle for capturing the gov .
ment and establishing a new class domination: that of the Bolsheviks.

Bolshevism is the most excellent historical case of the function of
ideology. The bolsheviks accepted the .sowet system only to destr:oy
it and, with it, any opportunity for an independent workers organlzla-
tion. As Lenin puts it: ''We leave to ourselvgs the state power, ondy
to ourselves. .. it is necessary that everything should.be sul?'J.ecte :
to the Soviet power and all the illusions about some kind of 'inepend-

ence' on the part of detached layers of population or workers' co-op-
eratives should be lived down as soon as possible... there can be no

]
question of independence on the part of separate groups. .. (2).

The bolsheviks fought against the bourgeoisie. qnly to preserve its
institution and to put in its place the red bourge01s1e. Martoy, 5.1 'S';]-
cial democrat and ex co-worker of L.enin, writes .on the subject: 1czlw
it appears that their (the bolsheviks) way to a social order'tha’;wmi
be free from the State lies in the hypertrophy * the excessive develop-
ment - of these functions and in the resurrection, under.' an alter;ﬁd
'aspect, of most State institutions typical of thfz bourgems era. eBut
shrewd people continue to repudiate del?n.ocratlc pa?hamentar;smf.
they no longer repudiate, at the same t.1me, those 1ns.trume.nhs., o]D o
State power to which parliamentarism is a counterweight within bo

geois soclety: pypeaucracy, police, a permanent army with commanding
cadres that are independent of the soldiers, courts that are above con-

mmunity etc. i
trOI”bIz’l tc}:;ti'oast to thbej bourgeois State, the State of the Transrflona]% .
revolutionary period ought to be an apparatus for the 'repression o tt e
minority by the majority'. Theoretically., i‘F should be a go;f;rrg:;r;t
apparatus resting in the hands of the majority. In reality, te e
State continues to be, as the State of the past,. a ggvernmen ap;;a(B) i’
resting in the hands of minority( of another minority, of course). (3).

Communism, in the Bolshevik frame of reference, is an 1de.ology
behind which lurks one of the worst oppressions of the prc(;letzz;'lla’z:.ontr01
Not only the means of production are not owned by and under te P
of the community and the workers, but they are owned .and.cond?otri_y
the State. The workers have no say whatsoever.. Equahtar.la? 128 .
bution is a myth and the biggest share of the national pro((:iuc go o
the pockets of those who work less or don't wo?k at all.1 fomfm.}cm P}ian-
an illusiory point of reference because no vestl.ge?s are. eft of 1 i |
ning is the work of bureaucrats who never partlc.lpate in productlor.l
and for whom the workers are abstract units Strlpp(?d of all humafnty
and turned into statistical objects. In other word.s, in the bolshevik-
communist state, the workers are reduced to abject poverty and

slavery.

Revolution for the bolsheviks is a commodity for export only. Do-

mestic consumption is severely prohibited because of its highl;y in -
flamable nature. Any revolutionary carrier threatens the fabric c?f the
bolshevik social order and, therefore, is dealt properly and meci-

lessly.

Sovietism,the committee of workers, peasants and the. r'ec.i army |
soldiers, which happened to be a new form of mass organlgatlon and
a vehicle of social communist reconstruction, was turned into a viezpon
of oppression by the bolsheviks. Soyiet state, as Martov had p_01n~.e




out: ""shows a tendency towards the development of a more upecinlized
apparatus of oppression than before (4).'" What a mockery and macri-
lege to the memory of those who gave their lives to bulld a new, Just
and communist society, a society without masters and exploitators,
With these sketches of bolshevism as an ideology, | argue that
Bolshevik-Communism is slavery, exploitation, brutality, a paradise
for the bureaucrats and a hell for the workers I may be branded as
a reactionary by the various Marxist- Leninist but I prefer a frank

language. The real reactionaries are those who suppress people's in-
itiative and workers independence. And this is bolshevik-communism
in its pragmatic application and there is no argument. When the fac te

talk the Gods are silent,

It is useless of Marxist scholars to humanize Marx, to discover
and rediscover him, to define and redefine socialism, to talk of so-
cialism with a humane face and yet neglect all relevant facts, sup-
press the unpalatable evidence and above all, quote Lenin, Trotsky
and Stalin as their mentors.

All state socialism, from the social democracy to the bolshevik-
communism without exception, is reactionary. It cannot be otherwise
because of the logic of state socialism itself, To create myths and
falsehoods may benefit somebody but it does not benefit socialist ideas.

Myth may be necessary for a religious doctrine but it has no pos-
itive value for an authentic atheistic culture such as communism,
Falsehood may be a passport for some intellectuals to gain admitance
to a Marxist church or to become a governing body in the future state

society. It may promote the cause of the socialist elites but never the
cause of the workers and socialism itself.

Communism and socialism, if stripped of their ideological contents
are nothing but forms of libertarian organizations where people organ-
ize their life themselves.

It is at this stage of history that anarchism enters the socialist
movement as a conscious element of the masses towards autonomy and
emancipation. Anarchism is a movement of anti-ideology even Lf indi-
vidual anarchists may be ideologically inclined. As such it opposes

bolshevism in all its domains: political, social, personal and economic.

It is the complete negation of bolshevism.

Anarchism is a revolutionary movement because it stands for total
destruction. By this I mean dismantling of all ideological armours
that surround personal and social relationships. Bakunin's statement
that a destructive urge is a creative urge is correct if put in proper
perspectives. No equality, no emancipation, can be achieved Il por
sonal, socio-political and economic hierarchies are preserved, A
chained freedom is never freedom and a chained person never a lree
person even if one has an illusion of freedom. To talk of pernonal ful-
filment, individuality and liberation and yet admit a hierarchicnl
social order is to fail to undrstand the nature of hierarchy, Hierarchy
is based on sado-masochism, inferiority-superiority, domination
subservience, ordering -obedience and role playing differentintions
What ensues from it is slavery.

Thus, anarchism and bolshevism are definetely two opposile social

views: one revolutionary, the other -reactionary. IFor anarehinm to
triumph, for the revolution to materialize, for the mawssen to be LIb
erated and emancipated, for socialism to take its genuine raad, Hol
shevism ought to go. Bolshevism is incompatible with the Bocinl He:
olution. In conclusion I agree with a statement by the Machnovist in

April 27, 1920: Only through the destruction of the state by means of
a social revolution can the genuine Worker-Peasant soviet system be
realized and can we arive at SOCIALISM (5)."

Jack the A.
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ABOUT THE AUTHOR

Anatole Gorelik was 32 years of age in 1922. He was a school teacher.

une anarchist he fought in the Ukrain and many times was ar-
ﬁjs?:dyl;)y tﬁe Tsarist police. gIn 1909 he emigrated to Franm.a.. He went
to Russia secretely but had to returned to France where he joined the.
syndicalist movement. In 1913 he emigrated to the U.S. A and fought in
[.W.W. and the Union of Russian Workers. In 1916 he and Kornuk

founded the first Russian Syndicalist journal The Worker Word which,
later 6n, changed to Golos Truda (The Voice of Labour).

After the February Revolution in 1917 he returned to R.ussia and(
fought in the district of Ekaterinoslav and the Donetz Basain. In 15)'1 9
he was the secretary of the group N abatin Melitipol.. He fought .w1th
the underground during the German-Austrian occupation and.agmnm,
Denikin. He was the secretary of hebrew language inforrr.latmp and
propaganda section. In 1920 he worked in the Commissariat of Public
Education in the Ukrain. Arrested by the bolsheviks,after they l‘)l'nkv
the t reaty with the Machnovists, he was taken off to Moscow, I rvml. on
the 6th January 1921, he continued his activity in Moscow and vu,wf'mll‘y
among the students. Rounded up on the 8th of Marc.h, at the time 'ni
Kronstadt uprising, he was condemned to 3 years in a concentration

camp as an ''anarchist counter-revolutionary''. Held until 17th Sept c?mber,

after 10 days of hunger strike and the scandal at the Red T'rade llm‘(m

Congress, he was expelled from Russia with 10 others at the end ol

1921. | i
The Anarchists in the Russian Revolution was written in Mareh 1922

not long after his expultion from Russia. The virulent and biting char-
acter of the article is but an authentic description of the authoritarian
socialist reality under bolshevism.

RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

A day will come when a proper history of Libertarian movement
in the Russian Revolution will be written. In this study only a general
outline can be drawn of with continuity and clarity. If I succeed in pres-
enting this overview I will consider my task fulfilled.

FFew names will be mentioned because names out of concrete ac-
tions are mere words. On the other hand, not all important actions can
be recalled. I will neither talk of forms of organizations, which have
to be studied separately nor consider questions of programmes which
have been numerous and pretty important to be satisfact orily dealt
here. It needs to be mention that, at the beginning of the Revolution,

there have not been many differences in programmes. Basicly we were
involved in libertarian propaganda in order to destroy political pre-
judices, economic superstitions and to spread the ideas of the new
forms of social relations based on Libertarian principles. There were
some attempts at synthetizing the Libertarian movement.

In the course of the Russian Revolution the anarchists differed on
issues of orientation. Those who considered the October' Coup d'Etat
as the Social Revolution and consequently adopted the views of the

''the dictarorship of the proletariat', of '"the transitional period" and
established an " united front with the Bolsheviks'', and those who re-
jected all dictatorship and who were for a libertarian front only, thus
clearly separating themselves from the Bolshevik-communists.

The view in favour of the dictatorship and the transitional period
led many libertatiens to anarcho-bolhsevism (soviet-anarchism) or
simply to joining the bolshevi-communist party.

Many among those who entered the "party'' and, especially, those
who supported the dictatorship and the transitional period, later sudden
denly abandoned this 'anarcho-bolshevism' and violently criticized
the bolsheviks. Nevertheless, their position remained fundamentally
the same: they supported the necessity of a transitional and authori-
tarian period, which they qualify as syndicalist-communist.

Yestarday we struggled against the extremism of individualism,
expropriationism, terrorism etc,. Today we have to fight even more
audaciously against,open and camouflaged as anarcho-syndicalists and
anarchists, the partisans of anarcho-bolshevism.

These issues must be studied properly in order to understand the

role they had played in the Russian Revolution and the one they will
play in the coming Social Revolution.

sSe Wi
\\\\\\\\
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The old pillars of society collapsed. Petrograd was in turmoil and

" all Russia followed it. The moment the Russian people ceased to admire

the Romanoves, their shaky throne collapsed easily and virtually
without victims and bloodshed.

But many political charlatans threw themselves into the raging Revo-
lution in order to gain benefits or to save their privileges. All became
revolutionaries. All became leaders of the people:''Rodzianko-head of
the Russian Revolution', Kerensky - the leader of the Russian People'',
Duma's committee at the head of the movement'' etc.

In fact the people of Petrograd were the ones who directed the events
and pushed Rodziankos forward. Kerensky and the other Dumas' commit

tees played into the hands of the masses until, they too, were challenged
and rejected.

While the Duma, Rodzianko, Kerensky, Miliukov and the political
coteries were occupied with making a constitution, the anarchist Khu-
dakov arrested Nikolas II at Dno Station and thus made null and void
the question of the constitution(2). The throne collapsed.! The monarchy
was dead!

Russia, the big bear of the north was waking up. The people in-
cited to action began to throw off one after another all parasites: land-
owners, noliticians, governers and gendarmes who were no longer
sure where to go. The officers hurried to cover their stripes in red
and the bourgeois hid frightened benird their windows.

Everywhere the wretched people began to chase the ''beau monde'.
The Marseillaise of Work and the thunder of applauses which accom -
panied the heated debates brought fear to the upper classes and the

bourgeoisie. A new sentiment was in the air -a thirst for justice! The

workers demanded what was due to them and often took it themselves!

Nobody obeyed. The initiatives came from everywhere. Nobody was
at the head of the Russian Revolutionary movement. As soon as many
anarchists and socialists from abroad and Siberian exiles and deportees
returned, slogans, calls to action, promises and advertisements flour-
ished. Turning from the leaders of yesterday the masses searched
for new leaders, as the proverb says: ''The king is dead! Long live the
king!"" From that time on the anarchists and the bolsheviks had a rad-
icalizing effect on the revolutionary movement,

The anarchists had already played an important role. At their per-
manent residence, the hotel Durnovo, confronting the workers the a-
narchists took a position of unrelentless defiance to the old world. In
Kronstadt where the libertarian affirmation found solid revolutionary
ground; in Moscow when the anarchists penetrated all spontaneous
workers organizations; in Kharkov, in Ekaterinoslav, in the Doneth
Basain., Don, Kiev. Odessa, in the all south and also in Ural and Siberia
the anarchists were engaged in an active libertarian propaganda. This
made them known to the toiling masses of workers and peasants. In
many places, local and district conferences took place (3). When |
arrived in Vladivostok, the local soviet wanted to prevent the anarchist
emigrants from entering European Russia in order to sent them to the
army or the front. Due to the anarchist influence among the masses,
the garrison, composed of four regiments and some batteries, de-
manded our immediate departure to the districts of our origin and
turned their guns towards the city. Faced with this menace the social-
ist- revolutionaries and the social-democrats (mensheviks) who had
the majority in the soviet had nothing more to say.

Already at that time a struggle had brewed among the local anarch-
ists and bolshevik militants. However, for the time being, a common
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destiny united them. IMany anarchists (4), especially among the intel-
lectu: .s were won over to Leninism by the great deceptive phrazeology
of LLenin and the other social-democratic bolsheviks. While these an-
archists continued to criticize the bolshevik '"centralizers'' they a-
dopted slogans such as: '"The Social Revolution has begun in Russia',
The difference between anarchists and bolsheviks is as thin as a cig-
arette paper', '""Long live the proletarian dictatorship', "All power

to the soviet'", "Towards the anti-etatist socialism, towards anarch-
ism by the dictatorship of the proletariat'"!

The anarchist propaganda spread to numerous industrial centres
and villages. As a result, quite a number of anarchists in Petrograd,
Moscow, Ekaterinoslav, Kharkov, Odessa, Irkutsk and Vladivostok,
without mentioning the Donetz Basain(b), were nominated to the factory
committees by the workers. This was equally true of the workers'

cultural organisations, professional unions, the soviets and other
workers' organizations.

From third to fifth July 1917 the Knonstadt sailors led by anarch-
ists and the rank and file bolshevik militants demonstrated in Petro-
grad. The Knonstadtiens were disarmed and the anarchist and bolshe-
vik organizations proscribed which brought closer anarchists and bol-
sheviks. But party and group interests took over the intersts of the
working masses and their desire to build a new way of life. Some a-
narchists preferred to join the Party too. Those anarchists who busied
themselves with this rapprochement were tne summit, the old anarch-
ists incapable of taking an active part in the mass movement and who

knowing many disillusionments were affraid of the fast changes.

The intellectual summit knew nothing of the mental state of the
masses. Only an echo of it reached them and mostly in a misleading
form. Therefore, instead of inciting the working masses, developing
their strength and aspirations, making necessary analyses and fur-
nishing clear libertarian solutions, deepening their libertarian con-
sciousness which was in its rudimentary stage of development. instead
of giving theoretical help to the young and dynamic militants and
helping the activities of the libertarian movement; they were preoc-
cupied with pointing out the inevitable menace of the bolshevik dicta-
torship or were completely absorbed in syndicalism, or preached

the anarcho-bolshevism. None succeeded in launching an appeal for
the creation of a specific libertarian front.

If this could happened there would have been less libertarian vic-
tims and better results could have been achieved. In any case the a-
narchists would not find themselves under the bolshevik heel, and
workers' and peasants' organizations with libertarian orientation
could have been created. But only the rank and file anarchists, more
revolutionary than the leaders,rked in the bosom of the masses.

The libertarian movement which after 3rd- 5th July lost impetus
temporarily recovered quickly with a greater animated intensity. From
then on the masses promoted and supported the anarchists. On the in-
itiative and the active participation of the libertarian workers, long
before October and the famous decrees, the workers took over di-

rectly the factories and plants(7). The workers' control in the cities
and taking over the land in the country were acts of the workers and
the peasants themselves. In the massive land expropriation the liber-
tarian workers played a very important role. Nontheless they were
numerously and theoretically weak to re-enforce and to affirm this
vast mass creativity, As to the anarchist theoriticians and intellec-

tuals, they were either intoxicated by the revolutionary atmosphere or
completely by passed by the events.
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Personally, I have considered and always will consider that there
has never been a social revolution in Russia before or after October
26th. Therefore any libertarian front, that is, any creation of workers
and peasants anti-authoritarian free organisations similar to the organ-

1zation of the libertarian forces in 1917 would not have been sufficient
to realize the social revolution in Russia. But what it could possibly do
was to build a large mass movement of libertarian workers and peas -
ants and thus put a solid foundation for a social revolution,

Called by the workers of the Donetz Basain I had established my-
self in Fkaterinoslav. There I had encountered great sympathy towards
the libertarian ideas, sympathy which is hardly imaginable today. At
the time, had the anarchists wanted to recruit for an anarchis ""party"
in the sole Doneth Basain, they could count on hundreds of thousands
of members. Unfortunately there were very few anarchist militants
with sound theoretical formation, Each week dozens of workers' rep-
resentatives and delegates from various sides and districts of Basain
and Donetz region were asking for orators, agitators and political
literature and, above all, for a moral and theoretical help. But no
militants were available on the sides. I had been writing to Petrograd
and Moscow where the greatest majority of well known anarchists lived

but of no avail. Nonetheless, the libertarian thought disseminated among
the masses became a primary revolutionary force.

It is possible to estimate the anarchist influence on the masses
before October from the positions adopted by the Bolsheviks headed by
the ultra-marxist, L.enin. The latter, in fact. were forced to forsake
and throw overboard a great deal of their Marxist as well as Leninist
language and began to talk of ""Bakuninism'', federalism, negation of
state power, free and spontaneous initiative, autonomous mass organi-
zatlons, soviet power and even of anarchism (8).

At the anarchist congress of Kharkov it became clear that the an-
archist had a strong influence in all industrial centres: the Donetz re-
gion, Ural, Petrograd, Moscow, in the most of the Siberian towns,
Kharkov, Ekaterinoslav, Odessa, Kiev, Rostov and others. In many

of these places (Donetz Basain, Ekaterinovlav and others) the anarch-
ists were leading the masses.

I will not talk of the official congresses and conferences, of the
resolutions of Kronstadt soviet, of the resolutions of the first confer -

ence of factory and plant committees in Petrograd. This had been cov-
ered by the press at the time.

A profound change was taking place among the peasants. They had
the land. Their hopes were realized. Rut how to live without police and
masters? How to organize themselves fraternally? How to organize
life along the new lines? These were the questions facing the peasants.
I can personally furnish much evidence and many facts to prove that
the peasants were in a revolutionary state of mind, were progressive
and had pure and authentic communist tendencies Particularly this
was true of the Ukraine. Hundreds of delegates from various towns
came to Ekaterinoslav to see me and ask for advice and instructibns
on how to build the new life - the Commune(10). I would have never
suspected that among the Ukrainian peasants such a thirst for know -
ledge and enlightenment existed. The thirst for something new and
better took hold over all, In many towns the peasants had already pre-
pared the ground to put into practice the principle of communal life,
Evidently the masses were not organized in total communes but in
cartels and cooperatives. In other words in a multiplicity of organiza-
tions of solidarity of which a separate study would be necessary,
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| only mentioned these examples to show hov\f dee.'p the ide.as of
community, solidarity, fraternity, the anti-statist life -the liberta-
rian ideas, were alive among the worker and peasa.nt masses (11).
This, in my opinion, could explain why the bolsheviks, on the .road to
power had to use libertarian catchwords and wh.y many anar.'chlsts went
along with them. On the one side, those anarchists overestlrpated the
creative outburst of the masses and, on the other, underestimated the

nature of bolshevism.

October came naturally as if it was in the order of things. Nobody
was astonished, because the basis of the old order had e}lready col -
lapsed a month or so. The old world was vanishing 1eav1ng the. way free
to a new one, to a new life. On all fronts -Kornilov offensive in the
nord, the Cossacks in the south- the young revolutionary forces were

on the attack.

In this the anarchists played a very important role. Within Petrograd
they fought together with the workers and Kronstadtiens. They 'lead a
detachment of Kronstadtiens against Kaledin. The Tcherniakov's group
in the Donbas, the Briantsy in Ekaterinoslav and many other a,na?ch.lst
detachments fought against the whites . I mentioned the latte?r to 1n.d1.-
cate not only the existence of anarchist detachmentsf but their partici-
pation and their decisive role in defeating of the whites.

However, these battles produced an essential evolution on liberta-
rian thought and in the anarchist movement. In the 11berta?1an ranks
the gun took precedence. All the youth and all those whc did not ?re.t
have quite clear anarchist ideas joined the detacl?rr%ents and partici-
pated in all military activities to the end of the civil war. Many.lost
their lives, many entered the ranks of the Red Army and. are still there,
But the majority of these comrades were lost for anarc.hl'sm. A.r?d all
that was created painstakingly: the gathering and organizing of liberta-
rian forces, the work that was done in the bosom of tt}e worke? and
peasant masses- all these crumbled and scattered. Little by little the

libertarian thought lost its importance for the revolution.

As for the bolsheviks, they did not sleep. Hesitant, vacillati.ng
between soviets and the Constituent Assembly they were determme.d,
by all means, to settle firmly in the Winter Palace. Thl.S occured in
January (only 2 months after the 25th Octob‘er). Not havmg. the ma-
jority of the votes in the elections, faced with the accomplished f’act
that the Constituent Assembly was already dispersed. by the mz.arlnes
led by the anarchist Zelezniakov, the bolsheviks decided to reject the

Constituent Assembly.

Then, as now, the bolshevik policies were determined by relation

to force.

] ] le continued
Nonetheless, locally, the revolution continued. The people
their assault; the echo of the revolutionary thunderstorm continued to

extend and the masses were searching ways to a new life.

The October coup d'etat found the anarchists divided and p.repgred
ba.dly theoretically. The majority were completely absorl?ed fighting
against the reactionary and bourgeois parties. They considered the bol-
shevik political putsch as a social revolution and thus left themselves

- be manipulated by the bolshevik demagogy.

] ' f the
The anarchists were so much attached to the growing force o
revolution, so much impressed "y the reported victories against the re-

action as to forget that the bolshevik-marxists took over the governngent,
They literally believed in the words written on the red standard: social-

ist federalist republic of Russia.
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In the libertarian movement of 1917 there were many comrades who
had come back from their exile in the West where the industrial prole-
tariat dominated scene and where syndicalism constituted an important
factor in the struggle of the working class for emancipation.

These comrades, having little experience, added their voices to the
bolshevik slogans: ''dict atorship of the proletariat'', "united front" and
'"transitional period''. They ignored the issue of the relationship
between anarchism and dictatorship and , also. the fact that that the
dictatorship of the proletariat meant a dictatorship of a small group of
workers over several million peasants. They never pondered on the
nature of the united front between the centralizing etatist parties and
the anti-etatist decentralizing ones in the constructive revolutionary
process. Finally they had certainly lost the sight that the social revo-
lution, the period of building a new life, has no need of a transitional
period. Even worse, these comrades mistook the dictaterial coup d'
etat for a social revolution despite the appearance of Sovnarkom(12),
which took decisions and enacted decrees.

The above mentioned attitudes led, with some exception, to most
of the anarchist militants collaborating with the bolsheviks in the gov-
ernmental institutions, despite their constant criticism of etatism and
centralism. It would have been better to exploit the weakness of the no-
tion of power among the masses as well as the weakness of the bolshe-
vik governmental organizations and propagate vigorously libertarian
ideas. Instead of contributing theoretically and practically to the prob-

lems of an economic reconstruction of the country on authentic bases(13):

instead of being among the masses doing libertarian work, and an-
swering the anxious questions posed by the worker and peasant masses
on the possibility of a new social form of relationship and the new prac-
tice it entails; numerous anarchists, especially the anarchist intelli-
gentsia , resolutely defended the bolshevik tactic, considered their
presence at governmental levels as inevitable and appealed to the rank
and file anarchists to work "creatively' with the bolsheviks (14). Many
who entered the Party continued to call themselves anarchistgs and

those who occupied positions with the government preserve them till
today (15). Well or less known anarchist militants, who were in charge
of the foreign information, were informing the new comers to Russia
too. It was them who flooded Europe with letters containing sensational
news. In them they talked of the "'social revolution' and ''the rising
dawn. of the East'' while numerous anarchists were already shot and
hundreds more, under the most bizarre accusations and futile pretexts,
such as: anarcho-bandits, anarcho-machnovists and anarchist counter-
revolutionaries, had been languishing in prisons. It took a longtime,
especially after the Kronstadt insurrection, for the eyes of some of
those comrades to open. All this indicates a misunderstanding of the
bolshevik putsch in October, of the relationship between anarchists

and bolsheviks, and of the true nature of the Russian Revolution.

Notwithstanding, thanks to hundreds of anarchist militants who
had remained in the bosom of the masses, the libertarian ferment
amidst the masses developed. the anarchists won the sympathy of the
masses in the most industrial centres. They published the central
organ of the Postal workers. Entire railway sectors, the Donetz basin

and the industrial district of Don were under their influence. If, for
examme, one considers one of the centres of Donets- Ekaterinoslav,

one can see that the secretariat of the metalurgic, bakers', bootmakers',

forest workers', tailors', manual workers', flowermills' and many
other unions were anarchist. In the factory committees of Briansk,
Gantkeh, Dnieprovsky, Shaduard, Trubny, Funklin, in the workshops
of Dnieprovsky, in the Russian cement association and many other
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places the anarchists were numerous. Many secretaries of these com-
mittees were anarchists. At the time of the October putsh, a demon-
stration of 80, 000 took place headed by the Anarchist federation of
Ekaterinoslav and the workers of Briansk with black flags.

At a general regional conference many factory and plant delegates
contacted and asked the anarchists to help the workers to take all the
production in their hands. These ordinary workers sat three fiay's., and
nights to study such issues. The bolsheviks had to use all their “in-
fluence' such as: stopping supply of necessary finance, primary ma-
terials, transport etc. to make the workers of Ekaterinoslav submit
to and recognize the power of state bureaucracy. Similar cases were
reported in other big cities such as: Kharkov, Odessa, Kiev, Mariopol,
Rostov, Petrograd, Moscow, and Irkutsk.

In the countryside, especially in the Ukraine, libertarians had done

very prolific work which permitted the rise of an autonomous revolu-
tionary and insurrectional movement. Despite so many vicissitudes
and betrayals, the movement maintained its anti-authoritarian prin-
ciples and became the idea - force of a new life in the bosom of the
peasantry; the idea which, despite the central power, remained deeply

rooted among the peasantry. Obviously this was due to groups of in-
surgent combatants. incorrectly referred to as Makhnovtchina. In fact

the Makhnovtchina consisted of numerous detachments which, due to
common danger, came together.

Despite the fact that the greater part of the anarchist intellectuals
deserted and left the movement, there were at least 40 newspapers,
weekly and monthly in the big Russian towns. There were as many as
one hundred publications, newspapers and periodicals during the re-
volution. Some disapeared soon, other lasted longer. It will be of in-
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Cartoon of the ‘Insurgent Ukraine’, signed ‘Pugachev’, the name of
the famous eighteenth-century Cossack rebel and forerunner of Makhno.




terest to mention some without evaluating them or taking sides: In Pet-
rograd and Kronstadt: Golos Truda, Rurevestnik Svobodnaia Komuna,
Volny Kronstadt: in Moscow: Anarchia, Trud i Volia, Volny Golos Truda,
Podpolnia Anarchia, Universal and Volnaya Jisn; in Kharkov: Khleb and
Volia, Rabotchaya Misl, Nabat; in Kiev: Svoboda vnutri nas; in Rostov:
Anarchist in Ekaterinoslav: Golos Anarchista . ..

There were alos journals and magazines in Saratov, Odessa, Eliza-
bethgrad, Gulyai-Polye, and many other places. Finally in the all big
cities impotant libertarian literature was published and distributed in
all the country side. Phamphlets and proclamations were printed in
hundreds and thousand.

In all of Russia the anarchists were at work. They convened con-
gresses, conferences, assemblies, regular anarchist meetings and
created various committees. The bolsheviks were alarmed at the quick
growth of the anarchist influence among the worker and peasant masses.
They used the first possible pretext to destroy all the anarchist organi-
zations in the country. In anticipation the bolsheviks began a vast
campaign of denigration, using the most base means to create impres-
sions among the people that criminals and confirmed counter-revolu-
tionaries were hiding among the anarchists(16). For this purpose the
bolsheviks utilized all the arsenal of lies and dastardliness which they
had inherited from their masters: Marx. Engels, Leibknecht and
others but, having the power, they surpassed them.

On an April night in 1918 the attack against the Moscow anarchist
who were living in 26 residences began. That evening having just dis-

tributed some reams of paper to the anarchists, the bolsheviks armed
with submachine guns and cannons, without warning (17), opened fire on
the houses where the anarchists were peacefully asleep. In many suburbs
the anarchists, believing it to be the work of the Whites, defended them-
‘selves tenaciously. The noise of the submachine guns and the sound of
the cannons could be heard all through the night.

Bela Kun, the future president of the Hungarian soviet republic,
personally led the raid as a result of which the anarchist organizations
were dissolved, the clubs closed, the anarchist newpapers proscribed
and all the anarchist literature was seized and destroyed. At the same
time Trotsky, in the name of the bolsheviks, was negotiating with the
American Red Cross president in Russia- Robbins, offering to open a
front against Germany and help the Entente, if they would recognize the
the bolshevik government.

Not long after this, the peace treaty with German imperialism was
signed. Following the assasination of Count Mirbach - the German Am-
bassador, the bolsheviks killed 500 left Social Revolutionaries. Then,
as the bolshevik representative in Berlin, Joffe, was sending the con-
dolences of his government to Hindenburg and WilliamlII over the death
of the German Governor in Ukraine- Field Marshal Eichorn, the author
of this attentat, the left S. R sailor- Donskoy, was handed over to the
German counter-espionage to be tortured to death. Also several thou-
sand others were dying in the hands of the executioners or were left to
languish in the prisons of Ukraine and the Don. Obviously, already at
the beginning of 1918, the communist-bolsheviks in order to preserve
power had betrayed the revolution and the Russian revolutionaries.
Thus, it is really amazing to witness the spread all over the world of
the legend of the bolhsevik ''revolutionaries'.

The anarchist role in Ukraine under the Hetman's government was
very important. Against both the Germans and Hetman and his officer
clique, the masses revolted. Then large scale struggle ensued against
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the German, French and English occupation forces. Many anarchist
insurgent detachments had appeared and the bolshevik press had fre-
quently talked of them. I will refer only to the revolutionary insurrec-
tionist movement known as Machnovtchina whose contribution to the
Ruassian revolution was considerable and which the bolsheviks tried to
equate with the all Russian anarchist movement (20).

Makhno, an anarchist, was condemned to death in 1907. Due to his age,
the death penality was commuted to life imprisonment. He was still
chained in Butyrki's jail in 1916. Son of a working peasant of Gulyai
Polye, Makhno completed his education in prison. He became a good
orator, an enterprising and enthusiastic organizer. He had already
played an important role in 1917 in the district of Gulyai Polye and had
achieved great popularity among the local workers and peasants. Re-
appearing illegally in the district in the second half of 1917, he and two
of his comrades,answered with act of terrorism against the excesses
of the landlords, Germans and other reactionaries committed against
the workers. Soon he became very popular among all Ukrainian workers
and,at the beginning of 1919, he was already considered a menace by
a1l counter revolutionaries. Detachments of several thousand partisans
joined him at the beginning of 1919. Among all the insurgent detach-
ments which were to clean the Ukraine of counter revolutionary

troops the Makhnovist detachments took one of the most active parts.

The importance of the struggle of the insurgent partisans against
the various counter revolutionary forces should not be underestimated.
These detachments of voluntary workers, fighting in an autonomous
manner, defended the Russian revolution against the reaction in the

'South, the East, in Siberia and in Turkestan. The revolutionary war of

the partisans was one of the pillars on which the Russian Revolution
was based. Future historians will have to take account of it,

Entering the Ukraine soon after it was liberated by the insurgent
partisan detachments, the bolsheviks realized that, neither by dema-
goguery nor by force could they win the support of the workers be-
cause the working masses detested any power. At the time, the main
body of the insurrectionist forces, led by Makhno (who was proclaimed
the division commander by Trotsky) was at the major focal point of the
front fighting against general Chkuro, one of the leaders of the White

Guards.

111 equipped, with horses, forage and food supplied by the peasants,
the insurgents whose only source of arms was those captured from the

enemy, asked the bolsheviks, with whom they jointly held a common

front, for arms and equipment. They promissed everything necessory.
in reality Trotsky had already prepared his plans to eliminate the Makh-
novists as well as Makhno himself, whose popularity and influence he
feared the most. At the time I was at Malitopol. On 29th of April 19189,

a person arrived from Kharkov to inform me that at a secret meeting

of the Central Committee of the Party a decision was taken to liquidate
Makhno and to strike a blow at the anarchists, This person was not an
anarchist.

Certainly Trotsky did not supply the arms that were previously
promised. After many days of desperate resistance the insurgents
without munitions were incapable of holding the enemies' offensive
and as a result they had to abandon their positions. The rest was done
by the infamous order of Trotsky of the 4th of May 1919. The bolshevis
were picking up and shooting the revolutionary insurgents without trials
while, at the same time, Chkuro was shooting the Makhnovists and
pitilessly slaughtering those who were taken prisoner. In Melitopol the
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bolsheviks shot 69 makhnovists who tried to rejoin the Red Army (22).
Many anarchists and left social revolutionaries were arrested while
many other were shot. In Kharkov 7 anarchists and left social revolut
tionaries were shot.

It was by then that the bolsheviks had created an imperialist Red Army
based on an iron discipline and centralized hierarchy. This army had
to fight against the counter-revolution but also against the revolution.
Soon it proved it by destroying the main centres of the revolutionary
insurgents (25).

While the anarchists were engaged in an active propaganda, the bol-
shevik- communist s had organized a general repression against them.
In Ekaterinoslav all the secretariat of the Anarchist Confederation of
the Ukraine - the Nabat, and the majority of militants of the local fed-
erations were arrested. Entire federations in Kiev and Odessa were
arrested. IN other téwns, a severe repression against anarchists took
place. In fact, in 1919 during their brief stay in the Ukraine the bol-
sheviks could not yet break the libertarian spirit: the base remained.

In the north, the repression intensified. Most of the anarchist or-
ganizations were scattered or forced into semi-legality. The same was
the case in Moscow where, at a conference authorized by the anarcho-
syndicalists, all present were arrested. The repression was pitiless
but the anarchist intelligentsia was silent because outside of Russia
anarchists and communists were cooperating.

In September of 1919 some members of a secret anarchist move-
ment threw a bomb at the party headquater in Moscow in Leontiev
street. Despite the fact that nobody doubted the revolutionary sincerity
of the attempt, an act against the basness and the betrayal of the bol-
sheviks, the majority of the official anarchists did not solidarize with
but condemned them. A day will come when an impartial historian of
the Russian Revolutin will clear the names of the victims of the bol-
shevik terror.

In the affair of Leontiev Street the bolsheviks found more than one
provocateur who under the fear of being executed had to save their
heads at the expence of their comrades' life (25. Later on all these
provacateurs became members of the R.C. P. A normal occurance
because most of the executioners and provocateurs entered the Party,

and as members of the Party they have to collaborate everywhere with
the Tcheka (26).

Immediately after the explosion of Leontiev Street the anarchists
lost all possibility for action. In the north the reppression increased,
As soon as the bolsheviks were installed in the Ukraine (after having
expulsed the whites once again with the help of the revolutionary in-
surgents, especially the Makhnovists) they began a merciless cam-
paign of persecution helped by the provacateurs of Leontiev Street
who were sent all over the Ukraine. Public meetings and conferences
were proscribed. Printing shops were forced to close down and thus
the publishing of newspapers became impossible. While this ferocious
repression had raged numerous anarchists were dying on the front, side
by side with communists, fighting against the white reaction. Only in
the North a few mediocre anarchist organizations were left as a show
piece for foreigners.

In 1920 the reaction against the left was in its height. Using the
external front as a pretext, the bolsheviks suppressed all freedom of

thought and expression. They suffocated the slightest inclination towards

freedom. Anyone who dared to show indignation or to protest was shot
without pity. Finally in the Ukraine and in Siberia the movements of
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malcontent were drowned in blood. The insurgent masses which spent
all their time in the armed struggle had, henceforth, to call into account
the misdeeds committed by the bolsheviks and thier zealots in the
countryside and in the towns. Also they evoked the promises of October.
But they had no independent press anylonger, revolutionary organiza-

tions were all dissolved and the revolutionaries were locked up or in
hiding.

Even if the anarchist legality had already disappeared, the anarch-
ist propaganda continued intensely in the most remote places of the
country. Sometimes it reached to the real foundation of the Communist
Party. It touched those members who had sincerely believed that it was
possible to realize communism from above; that one could stay in power
without usurping it; that one could be a member of a repressive party
without being bureaucratized; that one could participate in the state
machinery without falling into its '"comissariocracy''. Those members
realizing what was happening lost their illusions. The party was shaken
and an opposition hat ched out. The most honest and forthright militants
left the party and thus put themselves in grave danger because all mem-
bers of the Party had to consider themselves as mobilized. Those re-
signations and all opposition were dealt with severely. One of the most
striking example was the elimination of the Central Committee of the
Ukrainian Communist Party which opposed Moscow even if it was ap-

pointed by the pan-Ukrainian Party Congress. It was replaced by a
central committee appointed by Moscow, headed by the notorious Iakov-
lev (Epstein). Those who were dissatisfied were sent to Siberia or
Mourmansk. The repression touched not only the revolutionaries but

ordinary workers who were grouped in co-operatives or free communes
and who wanted to preserve their independence.

Even the Tolstoyian pacifists were severely persecuted. Several
hundreds among them were imprisoned and 92 shot (28). Numerous an-
archists communes were destroyed under the most falacious pretexts:
not observing the decrees or refusing to supply the requisition detach-
ments. On the 1 st October 1920, a disciple of Tolstoy - the pacifist
Serge Popov, together with some other anarchists, was arrested at a
meeting in Moscow held by Voline. Popov was a vegetarian and ate
neither milk products nor eggs. So this terrible enemy of the soviet
power was dragged to the basements of the Tcheka and subjected to tor-
ture. The same Popov who, in the time of Nikolas II was without pass-
port, who refused to carry arms and who never showed anger to any-
body, remained 37 days in the Tcheka's cells while all the Bolsheviks
of Moscow knew his convictions. In 1921 he, together with me, was ar-
rested by the communist students at the Building Institute of Moscow

and accused as a counter-revolutionary for "urging the overthrow of

the Soviet power by arms''. A Tolstoyan appealing to armed resistance!

In the Ukrainian countryside the following saying circulated: "Under
the Bolsheviks even the horses and the cows are counter-revolution-
aries.' The commune, in the district of Kharkov, to which I, together
with some other old anarchist comrades, belonged was literary pil-
laged and sabotaged by the authorities . Besides all kinds of obstacles
they put in our way, the Tcheka has often visited us, while official and
unofficial bodies were doing all possible to jeopardize the commune so
that it would return to the ""soviet economy''. Finally, for having re-
fused to supply, free of charge, three bags of apples to the wife of the
president of the regional executive committee, the latter raided the
commune, abused us and made the following declaration: '' Russia is
a communist country and as such it cannot tolerate free and independent
unions. All have to submit to the central power!" Gathering of fruit
was delayed and the fruit was left to rot although the share due to the
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state was already taken by the Provisional Bodies of the State in the
form of conserves and jams. The guards who kept an eye on us turned
away a working party while the local agrarian section, on the pretext
that there was a lack of working hands, had confiscatéd two anl:c)i half
to.ns of fruit. To our complains, the new commissioner of agricultur
V1ctorf>v., answered with promisses but when pressed hard i%r acti e’
the official documents relating to the affair disappeared magically g

There were many similar cases, but the situation of some com-
munes was worse that our, because they were taken by armed assault
as was the case in the region of Golayai Polye. No longer schools con;1
munes and co-operatives based on libertarian principles were tole,rate(;
Moreover, ‘Fhere was no longer any legal anarchist movement in Russi .
or the Ukraine. The 2 nd and the 3rd conferences of Nabat took pl ;
111fega11y. Nontheless, the anarchist propaganda continued in molsotaecrft
prises apd towns. Some anarchists, fearing persecution because the &
communist cells carefully watched every happening and action in th
enterprises, declared themselves without a party. In the summer oef
1921,. watching closely the pan-Russian congress of the trade-union
I.notlced the presence of some anarchists and sympathisers who fo:, b
vious reasons could not do anything and declared that they were witl'?- ;

out a par.'ty. Perhaps, this is difficult to believe but it is the harsh
truth which does not surprise anybody in Russia.

A.nar:chist propaganda penetrated deeply among the masses and thi
was obvious in discussions, meetings and debates. The thirst for re c?
ing, the.need to understand what had been happening, was so great a:d :
imperative, that in many villages, during the summ;—:*r monthg after
h.ard day's work, the peasants would gather together and, for l’lour )
}1st<.an to books being read aloud. In the province of Kiev ’I saw an S,h
1st journals being circulated in three districts, Even if the tvpe :/‘I'C :
hardly readible the young peasants read the papers from the };(P)) toatsh
bottom. I met in the Ukrainian fields peasants who had read ali3 th 7
narchist literture from Stirner to Tucker and who could handle thee s
theory even better than professional politicians. Only the example of
tl.qe Mskhnovtchina suffices to demonstrate that the masses insIZin -
t1.ve1y and more or less consciously, aspired to a different,kind ofcs-
ciety - a free society: a society without masters, capitalists, pro rf-
etorg, governments and authority. Precisely because of that, fhe I;)OI-
sheviks, as wells as the White Guards, hated the Ukrainian w,orkers a-nd
peasants so much so that they employed all possible means trving to
dc?stroy t.hem thoroughly. Therefore, I believe that for a lon }‘Zimge it
will be difficult for any government to rule undisturbed in thg Ukraine

.As a sectetary of the anarchist bureau of the Donets Basin in Fka
terln(?slav in 1918, I had been corresponding with 1,400 villages Wh-t
a vgrlety of questions and interests'! What a thirst fé)r knowleg e. f y
enlightenment! What a curiosity to find means, methods and ag r Orl'l
to a neV\f life! What a creative will! Theatres, libraries and cu?fur?;lc s
epterprlses of all kinds were of great interest in the Ukrainian count
§1de.. In every conversation with delegates, in every letter, the ne dI‘Y-
in building new schools, the aspiration towards the creatior’l of fre: j
communes and free unions were expressed. Today despite extensi
bolshevik repression, these concerns remain wide.,Spread In 192%1‘{9
tl'.le Ukraine, particularly in the Donets Basin sheltered frc.>m c:omrnln
nist inspection, the workers hold meetings to discuss ways to con @
struct life on libert arian bases. The communist cells haz been 4
tematically confiscating all anarchist pamphlets and documents Sifns-
some suburbs, the local worker and peasant delegates were holodin
clandestine meetings. The following issues were raised: buildin :
forms of life style; exchange between the country and thé city; fr'geeneW
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soviets and free trade-unions. Programmes were well stated but badly
edited and often confuse. Nevertheless they reflected a serous approach

to the problems.
In the Donets Basin some Party committees and some Communist

organizations were totally composed of anarchist workers. It is to be
said that the Donets Basin, with an exclusively workers population, is

to such an extent contaminated with anti-authoritarian and libertarian

tendencies that neither Trotsky, nor L.omov, nor Dzerzhinskii, in
spit e of all coersive measures ( deportation to the North, displacement

of populations, arrests, fines etc) have yet succeeced in establishing
their '""Communist Order".

Only those anarchists who were above the masses and were busy
with their own self-proclaiming scribbles could not see the profound
changes that were taking place in the bosom of the masses. I dont
think I am overestimating this phenomenon. However, I am well aware
that this instincive interest in the building of a new life on an anti-
statist basis , which has always existed and will continue to exist, will
nevertheless founder without a theoretical foundation.

Equally intensive libertarian work was taking place among the
workers. The State workers' organizations began to weaken and were
abandoned by the workers. Only a few fools remained in them so that
the "official'' representatives of the trade-unions could talk in the
"name' of the workers. The spirit of organization had not disappeared
but was transfered to the field of production. Without any help, rather
against the will of the official bodies, the workers were fighting a
courageous struggle to defend their own interests against the many
attempts of private and state capitalism. There were thousands of
strikes, some of which involved whole towns and districts populated by

several million workers. These strikes against the will of the state
trade-unions and the bolshevik soviets had lasted for weeks and months
and often were put down by submachine guns: Kharkov at the end of

1920, Moscow, Petrograd and many other towns in February 1921 are
irrefutable examples on which the future historian of the workers' move-

ment and the Russian revolution have to ponder.

The various cultural organizations were taken over by the state
which put on theatrical plays and organized other activities but all con-
trolled by the bolsheviks. It is interesting to know that the workers
still had their own illegal organizations and these small illegal clubs
attracted among others some communist workers.

In the big towns the teachers despatched via the railway network a-
narchist educational material and literature. Those teachers, who were
often communists themselves, also gathered opinions and views on the
basis of which were to be prapared projects on the organization and
centralization of factory and plant production, transportation, agrarian
production and exchange. One of the project entitled: '"Common union
between town and country'' was elaborated in detail by worker members
of the Communist Party and many wellknown ex-commissars. At a
meeting of the Free Communists ( this is how they referred to them-
selves) I saw the former Tcheka's district president of the Railways,
who, in the meantime had become a worker again, to serve as a watchman

The youth were not passive either. But without the possibilities to
create organizations and free unions, to have locals, library and be
able to move freely around they had to join the Communist Youth Union
and thus were virtually unable to do anything at all. In 1920, at a con-
ference of the Ukrainian youth one third of the delegates were anarch.
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istically oriented. The youth joined the communist youth because their-
was no other outlet open to them. In 1920, when Zinoviev visited Khar-
kov, a curious thing occured: some youth went to the magazine ""Free
Fraternity' and asked for Kropotkin's writings to refute the Zinoviev
clique. In moments of some freedom, that is, when an agreement was

signed between the Soviet government and the Makhnovist movement,
the anarchist had authorization to act freely. Then this Union of the
Communist Youth wanted to adopt openly the name - anarchist. Clearly
this was the case among workers, peasants, red soldiers and also

among the school students. And I have to acknowledge that I have heard

some anarchists, cut off from reality, to refer to the masses as
reactionaries!

The periods of liberty indicated clearly the real state of mind of
the masses. During October and until 25th of November 1920 the Uk-
rainian workers and peasants were again living as in the great out-
burst of 1917. In Kharkov the thirst for freedom, thinking and free
expression pushed the masses towards libertarian ideas despite the
surveilliance of the Tcheka with its clouds of spies and provacateurs.
During conferences the anarchist club was so crowded that it was im-
possible either to enter or to leave. Notwithstanding many workers
and red soldiers gathered outside. The Menshevik club was in the
same building but the workers rarely visited it. At one of their meet-
ings to discuss Makhnovtchina there were only 17 present: 2 anarch-
ists and 15 mensheviks.

In all plants and factories the anarchists were accepted not only fra-
ternally but also as reliable friends. Very often the workers had not al-
lowed other orators to speak.: By saying that I don't think I overestimate
the nature of this phenomenon but that it typifies the masses' frame of
mind and their attitudes towards the anarchists. The newspaper '"Nabat"
printed in three thousands copies (the bolsheviks would not allow more
to be printed) was distributed to the plants, factories and Red Army

- units. Each received one to four copies, circulated from hand to hand

until they became rags. There was no factory where anarchists were
not invited. The communist cells closed their meetings when any de-
bate started because the workers demanded anarchist participation.
Finally, the locomotive factory where 5, 000 workers were employed
went on strike, despite all threats, and demanded precise revolution-
ary measures of which the official communist press, at the time, had
always talked. At the cooperative school, where near 30 anarchists
and 500 sympathisers were stydying, the pupils began a regular course
on anarchism with the participation of this author.

Also there was a strong movement in the Red Army Units. The an-
archists were accepted warmly in all units. On the day of the opening
of the anarchist congress the Red Army Units were preparing a dem-
onstration of sympathy.

A significant fact, worth mentioning, happened: Representatives of
several Red Army Units met with the anarchists in Kharkov and pro-
posed to them to take power in their name. This rather interesting and
characteristic fact indicates the degree of influence the anarchists had
among the people and, at the same time, how anarchism can be misun-
derstood. The special detachment of Sovrakom ( The Council of Peoples"
Commissariat of the Ukraine) was on the side of the anarchists also. If
the anarchists wanted to become political adventureres, like the bolshe-
viks, they could have, at that moment, taken power in all the Ukraine.

This single period shows that the revolutionary spirit among the
masses was not dead and that the libertarian, anti-statist, decentral-
ising, self-organizational and free initiative principles penetrated deeply
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the spirit of the workers even if at an unconscious level. Such a peri-
od even opened the eyes of certain pessimists.

This was the state of affair all over the Ukraine: hundred of itiner-

ant peasant and worker delegates came to see the anarchists, believing
that in Anarchism they would discover the answers to their hopes.

During this period the Revolutionary Inserrectionist Army (the
Makhnovtchina) was helping the Red Army to realize in 13 to 15 days
what the latter, with its iron discipline and centralism, could not re-
alize in a whole year. It helped it to defeat and destroy all the Wran-

gels Army and to clean all Southern Russia of counter-revolutionary
armies.

The anarchist congress was going to take place in Kharkov on 1st
of December 1920. Delegates began to arrive from all Russian regions.
But the quick growth of anarchist influence was judged inopportune by
the boldheviks and, as a consequence, they began in the night of 26th
November 1920 the mass arrest of anarchists und Makhnovists all over
the Ukraine. For a week all bodies of the T'cheka and disciplinary de-
tachments of the Red Army functioned without inerruption. Numerous
revolutionaries, who had fought against the Whites, side py side with
the Red Army, were treacherously arrested and shot. Thousands of
anarchists and Makhnovists were imprisoned. Only in Kharkov alone
3,000 persons were arrested of whom 348 are still incarcerated. Among
them were active anarchist militants (29) who still lie in the bolshevik
gaols. The workers in the Locomotive Plant went on strike and demanded
the liberation of the arrested anarchists and, despite all threats, machin-
guns, orders and ultimatums, they continued their strike of solidarity
with the arrested with the effect that the most well known anarchists
were transfered during the night to Moscow.

"But all this took place in the Ukraine. Such a rev-
olutionary spirit and such a dynamism could happen

only in the Ukraine, a country where the masses are
classically anarchists, the insurrectionist movement
endemic and the people are freedom oriented, but in

the north, in Russia, where the masses are reactionary,
amorphus, backward and where anarchism was crushed
in 1917 ~-19: ¢,

Abandon the idea of work in Moscow, the bolshevik

capital, the Red Moscow where there is no place for
anarchism. "

This was what the more prominent anarchists had been, more or
less, saying when I asked them about the prospects of doing some lib-
ertarian work in Moscow, soon after my liberation from the Butyrki
prison in January 1921. I was convinced that nothing could be done in
the anarchist mil ieu in Moscow. Karelin had told me that one could

only find ""generals without soldiers' Anyone else I asked answered
me with an ironic smile. -

Not long after this the Moscow workers began to listen to the an-
archist. In February 1921, at Kropotkin 's death the anarchists re-
ceived a very favourable welcome in the workers' milieu. After Kro-
potkin's funeral, which re-united a big crowd, there was not a workers'
meeting where the anarchists were not invited to attend. Each night
workers crowded the club at Leontiev Street instead of the other clubs
in the same quarter. Anywhere I participated, at the Leontievsky club,
the Ukrainian theatre, the Sergievic, the institutions of higher educa-
tion (The Mining Accademy, the First University, the Gulitchinsky
courses on agronomy, the First Veterinary, the Higher School of Tech-
nology, the First School of Building, the School of Architecture) the
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halls were full and there were always questions and serious discus-
sions. |

Even in the Communist Universtiy of Sverdlov existed several doz-
en sympathazers some of whom were organized in groups. In all insti-
tutions of higher education anarchist groups were established and, also,
an unified secretariat of a1l anarchist student. The members of the
latter were arrested and some exiled while the others were sent to the

province of Archangel.

Worker's Moscow, Moscow the city of labourers was living again
the October days as did Kharkov in 1920. A movement of strikes, an-
ger and unrest began and spread among the workers,who demanded
the concrete realization of the October promisses, 1o such an extent
that the bolsheviks were seriously worried. Such was the indignation
of the masses that even the anarchist ''personalities’’ of Moscow Were
excited and began to talk of forming soviets of action. In reality, it
was difficult to guess what could happened had the people lost their
temper: the workers hated the bolsheviks.

In Moscow as in Petrograd secret workers committees of action
were formed, composed exclusively of workers. The legend, accord-
ing to which these committees of action consisted of menshevik, lacks
any foundation. The truth of the matter was that the majority of their
members considered themselves without a party and sympathetic to
the extreme left. Due to the connection I could established with some
members of the Moscow Committee, I can affirm that the objectives
of the working masses Were similar to those of Kronstadt if not quite

identical with them.

The premature manoeuvre of the workers in the Khamovnitchesky
quarter upset the plans of the Moscow workers and allow the bolsheviks
to kill the strike. They knew of the workers committees of action but
as the strike threatened to spread to a1l districts the communists had
to mobilized all communist detachments. The soldiers of the Red Army
promissed support to the workers. So the well known communist lead-
ers rash to the communist University of Sverdlov to show the gravity
of the situation if the trouble were to spread. They also demanded ex-
treme measures. In view of the seriousness of the situation hundreds
of students dressed as workers went to the workers meeting in the
Khamovnitchesky quarter. The hall in which Kalinin talked was packed
by members of the party all dressed as workers who applauded at every
oppurtune moment, whereas, the crowd of workers that had gathered
outside could not penetrate inside the hall. The workers' delegates of
the quarter who went directly to the barracks were received by a ma-
chine-guns squad. Two of its members were killed and several others
wounded. In Moscow the Red Soldiers were nearly all disarmed. The
Kursants, the communit detachements and comanding corps were

adequate to complete the task.

It was them that trouble errupted in Petrograd and in some other
towns, which was to win the sympathy of the marines of the Kronstadt
garrison. Although, what happened in Kronstadt is a well known fact,
it is important to stress again that to all offers of financial or other
support by the Whites, the Kronstadters refusal was definite.

The resolution adopted on the first of March in the presence of the
president of the soviet republic, Kalinin, and for which the Kronstadt

Party members also had voted, demands:
Point (2): Freedom of speech and press for the workers

and peasants, for the anarchists and the Left
Socialist Parties.
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Point (7): The abolition of all political offices, since no

political party should have privileges for prop-
agating its ideas or receive financial means from
the State for this purpose. In their place it is
necessary to create educational and cultural
commissions elected in each locality and finance

by the government. .

% But, without doebt,”it is rather more significant to quote the bolshe-
vik newspaper of Riga '"'Novy Put'' (The New Road) of 19th March 1921 :

"The Kronstadt sailors in their majority are anarchists
T.hey are not on the right but on the left of the Bolshe - |
':/'1ks. In their last telegramme they have declared: "
Long live the soviet power.!"'" At no time had they‘
declared: ""Long live the Constutuent Assembly! Here

we are dealing with a left rebellion and not with an
insurrection of the right''.

Kronstadt was a second Paris Commune (30) where the best hope
and the }ast expectations of the working people, who were com letepl :
on the side of Kronstadt, were suffocated. The demands whichpw 5
put on the first of March were the same which secretly were ci il
lated in the Russian vastness, from the White Sea to the Caucar'cu-
mountains, from Vladivostok to the western frontiers st

5 The insurrection o.f Kronstadt provoked by a political clique of char-
atans, headed by Lenin and Trotsky, was suppressed pitilessly. But
the 900 shot in Kronstadt and all those regiments which were dzei ut d
because they refused to assault the citadel, have, by their heroic Itlila ‘?h
Op.ened the eyes of the international proletariat and have destroyed fa |
fairy tales: The first, forged by the Communist Party was that };11 i
workers and peasants as well as the Red soldiers and sailors had su
porte.d the bolshevik-communists. In fact Kronstadt was definitel ‘ -pc;
and 11.bertarian in spirit and in practice; The second, propa a‘cedybI 4
the Right Social Revolutionaries, the Mensheviks anci othei fi ht w?’

was that the Russian workers adhered to the ideas they profesgsed llrjlgers
doel.)tedly they had some influence which lasted during the time of.theril;'
crltlclsrp .of the bolshevik government, in the time of Petlura, Hetman
and Denikin. Although they had some influence neither monarehists nor
the cadets, nor the Mensheviks, nor the right social revolutionaries
could ever claim the support and sympathy of workers and peasants.

| K.ronstadt was crushed but the Bolshevik-Communists were not
satisfied. To govern smoothly and to continue to talk in the name of the
workers they had to eliminate all di scontent among the worker and pea-
sant masses. To do that, they thought it was sufficient to arrest allpan
archlst.propagandists. They were mistaken. This was not the way t ;
neutralize the libertarian spirit in Russia. As in Germany the spzrri’(c) of

‘submission, obedience and respec