


























































































































































































































sition of the new Iskra inevitably-irrespective of anyone's will 
and intention--engenders political hypocrisy. It cries out 
against group spirit in order to camouflage the victory of group 
spirit over Party spirit. It pharisaically condemns the spht, 
as If one can imagine any other way of avoiding a split in a 
party that is at all orgamzed except by the submission of the 
minority to the majonty. It insists on the necessity of taking 
revolutionary public .opinion into account and at the same time, 
wh1le it tries to conceal the praise of the Akimovs, it goes in 
for petty scandal-mongering about the committees of the 
revolutionary wing of the Party! Shame! How they have dis­
graced our old Iskra!.,* 

As we have pointed out, Comrade Stalin played a major part 
in the fight for the Third Party Congress, in the fight against the 
Mensheviks and the Menshevik C.C. • 

In One Step Forward, Two Steps Back, which was published in 
1904, Lenin denounced the opportunjsm and the factional struggle 
of the Mensheviks in scathing terms and showed that the split 
at the Congress was no accident. 

In his pamphlet "A Glame at Party DtSagreements" Comrade 
Stalin made a bnlliant defeme of Lenin•s mews and in true Lenmist 
spint exposed the Menshem,ks of Transcaucasw and of Russw, in 
general, as well as their factional work. 

Thus: 
1) In the fu·st Russian P.evolution (1905-07) the Transcau­

caswn Bolshe'l<"Lk organtzation, whwh was led.by the All-Caucasian 
Committee, was the only revolutionary proletanan organization 
that headed, organized and directed the rewlutwnary strupgle 
of the �w�o�r�~�1�·�s� and peasants of Transcaucasia for the overthrow of 
the autocracy, the struggle to achieve the revolutwnary-democratic 
dwtatorship of the proletanat and the peasantry, and the growing 
orer of the bourgeotS democratic revolution 1-nto a socialist revolution. 

2) Every advame of the revolutionary '1114SS movement 1-n the f1,rst 
revolutwn (1905-07) uas won by the Bolshemks in an irrecon­
ctlable struggle agatnst Menshevism and alt the petty-bourgeoi-S 
natwnalist partws. 

As an tndependent political Party organizatwn, the Transcau­
casian Bolshemks, armed w1,th Len1.n's program and strategy of 
revolution, harrwd the Georgian Menshev1,ks, Socialtst-Revolu­
tionat ies, DashnaLs, AnarchtS ts and Federalists �~�n� relentless 

* Lerun, Selected Works, Vol. II, "One Step Forward, Two Steps 
Back," p 465. 
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strife. This struggle was a decisi've factor in the great achwvements 
of the Bo lshemks ~n the revolution, a decis1.ve factor tn the upsurge 
and development of the {1-rst Russian revolutwn tn Trans('aucas1.a. 

3) Durmg the years of the first revolutwn the Balshemks of 
Transcaucasia were headed by Len1-n' s best campanion-~n-arms, the 
man who la~d the foundahons of revolutwnary Marx.,sm-Lentnism 
in Transcaucas1.a and founded the first Social-Demacrahc organiza.­
tions there supporting Lemn's "lskra"-Gomrade Stahn. (Loud 
Applause.) 
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III 
On the History of the Bolshevik Organizations oJ 

Transcaucasia in the Period of Reaction 
and the Revival of the Labour Movement 

(1907-1913) 

In alliance with, the bourgeoisie tsarism was able ~·crush the 
first Russian revolution. 

The coup d'etat of .Tune 3, 1907,,soldered the alliance of the 
tsar and the Black Hundred landowners with the big bourgeoisie 
of commerce and industry. · . 

A dark period set in, the period of the Stolypin regime. 
Comrade Stalin has written the following a bout this period 

of reaction: 
''The younger members of the Party, of course, did not ex­

perience the charms of this regime and do not remember them. 
As for the old men, tMy must remember the punitive expedi­
twns of accursed memory, the hoodlum raids on labour or­
ganizations, the mass flogging of peasants, and, as a screen 
to all of this, the Black Hundred-cum-Cadet Duma. Public 
opinion in shackles, general lassitude and apathy, want and 
despair among the workers, the peasantry down~rodden and 
terrified, with a rabble of police, landowners and capitalists 
rampant everywhere--such were the typical features of 
Stolypin 's 'pacification. • . . . 

"The triumph of the knout and the powers of darkness 
was complete. At that time the political life of Russia was de­
fined as an 'abomination of desolation.' • '* 
Russian tsarism took cruel revenge on Transcaucasia as one of 

the main hot-beds of the revol11tion. 
In the Caucasus Vorontsov-Dashkov, Vice-Regent and satrap 

of the tsar, viciously carried out the Stolyp\n policy of bestial 
terror and destruction ot the revolutionary organizations of the 
workers and peasants. The revolutionary proletariat and its van-

* Stah'n, "The Tenth Anniversary of Pravda,''- Pravda, No. 98, 
May 5,1922. 
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guard, the, Bolshevik organization of Transcaucasia, bore the 
brunt of the sentences to exile, penal servitude and death. 

The tsarist government strewed the long trail from the Caucas­
us to Siberia with the bones of the best revolutionary represen­
tatives of the peoples of Transcaucasia. According to incomplete 
statistics, in 1907 there were 3,074 persons banished from the 
Tiflis and Kutais Provinces. 

It was in this environment of terror and bloody repressions 
that the Third Duma elections were held in Transcaucasia. The 
faithful servants of tsarism, Timoshkin, a member of the Black 
Hundreds; Prince Shervashidze; the bourgeois nationalist Khas­
mamedov, and the hired agents of the bourgeoisie, the Menshevik 
Liquidators, K. Chkheidze and E. Gegechkori, were elected to 
the Third Duma from Transcaucasia. 

In the years of reactiOn Russian tsarism intensified its colon­
ization policy in the Caucasus, incitmg enmity between the na­
tionalities and attempting to suppress the national cultures of. the 
peoples of Transcaucasia. In its reactionary policy tsarism could 
fully rely on the Georgian princes and nobles, Tyurkic beks and 
Armenian bourgeojsie. 

In a report to Tsar Nicholas II, Vorontsov-Dashkov, Vice­
Regent of the Caucasus, explained his policy of colonizing the 
Caucasus with Russian kulaks and dissenters as follows: 

" ... It is possible to single out a considerable number of 
the most substantial and enterprising families upon whom, 
'as experience has shown, we may boldly impose the sublime 
fduty of installing Russian civicism in the territory and in­
stillmg the principles of civilization into it.''* 

Tsarism was able to inflame national enmity between the 
peoples of Transcaucasia. Vorontsov-Dashkov boasted to Nicho­
las II: 

''. . . I must point out that if there are no separatist 
tendencies on the part of the various nationalities, neither are 
there any separatist tendencies on an all-Caucasian scale, 
because all the nationalities of the Caucasus are at loggerheads 
with one another and submit to cohabitation only under the 
influence of the Russian government, without which they would 
plunge into bloody rivalry at once . .,** 

* Vorontsov-Dashlrov, Report to Hts M.aJesty, p 35, 1910. 
** Ibid., p. 14, 1913. 

114 



Russian tsarism bestowed special patronage on the Armenia11 
bourgeoisie and the Armenian nationaliSt party of Dashnaks, 
using them to arouse national enmity between the Armenians and 
Tyurks and to further its plans of conquest against Turkey and 
Persia. 

In a letter despatched to Tsar Nicholas II on October 10, 1912, 
Vorontsov-Dashkov wrote: 

"It is necessary to take open action in defence of the Ar­
menians in Turkey, especially at the present time, so as not 
to antagonize but to prepare in advance a sympathetic pop­
ulation in those localities which,· as matters stand at the 
present time, might willy-nilly prove to be in the sphere of 
our military operations.''* 

The Great-Power policy of the tsarist government, a polrey 
of terror and pogroms, was supplemented by an economic offen­
sive on the part of the bourgeoisie against the working class. The 
working class had to bear the brunt of the severe economic cnsis 
of 1907-12. All the economic gains it had won in the period 
of the revolutiOn were taken away. 

The condition of the Baku proletariat in the period of 1908-09 
was described by Comrade Stalin as follows: 

"Far from subsiding, the economic repressions are, on the 
contrary, growing more and more severe. •Bonuses' and rental­
lowances are being taken away. Work in three shifts (of eight 
hours each) is being replaced by work in two shifts (of twelve 
hours each) and compulsory overtime is becoming a system. 
Medical aid and expenditures for schools are being cut to a 
minimum (whil'e the oil magnates spend over 600,000 rubles 
per annum on the police!). The public dining rooms and 
people's halls have already been taken away. The oil-field and 
factory commissions ~nd the trade unions are being com­
pletely ignored, dismissals of class-conscious comrades are con­
tinuing as of yore. Fines and thrashings are being resumed."** 

In the years of reaction a bitter struggle developed between the~ 
Bolsheviks and the Mensheviks, 'VI'idening the split-the breach 
between them-and giving the workers a better insight into 
the Mensheviks as agents of the bourgeoisie. 

* Journal Krassny Arkhzv (Red Archives), No. 26, 1928, p. 119. 
** Sotszal-Demokrat (Social-Democrat), No. 11, February 26, 1910, 

"LE'tters from the Caucasus., 
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In the period. of reaction (1907-12) the 'rranscaucasian Men­
sheviks, like the counter-revolutionary bourgeois-liberals (Cadets), 
openly repudiated revolution. The Menshevik leaders-N . .Jar­
dania, I. Tseret<>li, K. Chkheidzo and others-contended that 
the bourgeois revolution had been completed and that further 
changes in the political system would take place through Duma 
reforms. The Mensheviks declared that the proletariat must aban­
don the attempt at a new revolution as hopeless and direct its 
efforts towards obtaining the franchise, the right of assembly, the 
right to organize unions, the right to strike, etc. 

N . .Jordama asserted that the proletariat must renounce its 
independent lme in the revolution and the slogan of a democratic 
republic, and must fight together with the bourgeoisie and under 
the hegemony of the bourgeoisie for a moderate constitution. 

He wrote as follows: 
"The struggle of the proletariat alone or of the bourgeoi­

sie alone will by no means overthrow the reaction .... The 
passion for their own -independence means isolation of the 
bourgeoisie, a weakening of the movement, a strengthening 
of reaction, and through this, transformation into an invol­
untary tool of counter-revolution.''* 

"The revolution will be victorious only if the bourgeoisie, 
and not the proletariat, comes out as its leader. If the prole­
tariat again stands at the head of the revolution, the revolu­
tion will suffer defeat. We must now work out purely European 
tactics .... Our tactics must in no way be adapted to rev­
olutionary actions. Let the bourgeoisie itself make its own 
revolution, and let us lead the cause of the proletariat."** 

"The thesis that the proletariat plays -&he leading part in 
a bourgeois revolution is not justified either by the theory 
of Marx or by historical facts."*** 
The Transcaucasian Mensheviks transferred the centre of 

their activity to the Duma, declaring it to be the "organ of the 
* Dasatskisi (The Beginn'ng), No. 4, 1908. This was a legal Men­

shevzk newspaper pubhshed 1n Georgian at T1flis beg1nmng with March 4, 
1908. Twenty-three issues appeared. 

** From a speech by N. Jordania at the F1fth Transcaucasian Con­
gress of Social-DemocratiC Organizations, reported zn Borba (Struggle), 
Nos. 2-4, 1908, an illegal JOUrnal of the Tzfhs Bolshe>'lks published 
from June to November 1908 Altogether four 1ssues of th1s paper ap­
peared. 

*** Azri (Thought), No. 17, 1908, a legal Menshevik daily published 
in Georgzan in T1flis from January 29 to March 2, 1908. Altogether 
twenty-seven issues appeared. 
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popular movement.''. In the Second Duma they constituted a 
large part of the Social-Democratic fraction. 

The MensheV1k deputies of Transcaucasia-were elected-to the 
Duma mainly by the votes of the petty and middle bourgeoisie 
and the Georgian nobility. In the Duma they pursued an open 
policy of opportunism and compromise, a policy which betrayed 
the interests of the proletariat. 

In the Second Duma, I. Tsereteli preached that "it is impossible 
to fight for freedom without some sort of an alliance with bour­
geois democracy" that "the line of fundamental political cleav­
age in our revolution is to the Right of the Cadets and not to the 
Left,' ' etc. 

When the Second Duma was dissolved, the Mensheviks eon­
fined themselves to empty declarations and threats against the 
autocracy, and urged the workers and peasants to be submissive. 

The Menshevik attitude towards the dissolution of the Duma 
was estimated by the tsarist secret police as follows: 

·'The Baku workers, who are almost without exception 
under the influence of the agitation of the local revolutionary 
organization, have taken the dissolution of the Duma quietly­
on the one hand under pressure of their present difficult 
material conditions which do not allow them to react openly 
against the dissolution of the Duma without risking the loss 
of their_ JObs, and on the other hand because of the tacttcs of 
the Menshevtk Social-Democrats."* 

During the years of reaction the Transcaucasian · Menshevllm 
carried on a campaign to dissolve the illegal revolutionary party, 
heartily endorsing the Russian liquidators' plan of organizing 
a broad, legal labour party. Th(>y held that what the proletariat 
needed was nota militant, revolutionary party, but· a peaceful, 
parliamentary labour party, modelled on the type of 'Vest Euro­
pean Social-Democracy, and adapted to peaceful collaboration 
with the bourgeoisie. 

The Transcaucasian Mensheviks consistently carried out their 
policy of an alliance, of collaboration With the bourgeoisie, which 
netted them several seats in the State Duma. 

N. .J ordama and the other leaders of the Georgian Mensheviks 
strained every nerve to defend the interests of the Georgian bour­
geoisie. It is a well-known fact that, in the first place, N . .J orda.nia, 

- • Central. Archives of Georgia., Folio 63, File No. 133, Sheet 39-45. 
1906. 
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N. Ram1shvili and their like tried to disrupt the strikes that 
broke out at the enterprises of Georgian capitalists. 

The leaders of the Georgian Mensheviks, K. Chkheidze and 
A. Chkhenkeli (members of the State Duma), speaking in their 
official capacity on behalf of democracy on June 26, 1911, at the 
funeral of D. Sarajishvili, a big Georgian capitalist, exhorted 
their listeners to take a lesson from the "cultured capitalists.' • 
N. J ordama, the patriarch of Georgian Menshevism, gave vent to 
his feelings in a pathetic article dedicated to the "glorious mem­
ory" of this "European-educated" factory owner. He wrote: 

"The other day inexorable death deprived us of a .rare 
Georgian-D. Z. SaraJishvili ...• The deceased was known 
as an industrialist, but few people know that he was the first 
industrialist of the European type. He once told me: 'In our 
country it is hard to get on your feet materially, to win eco­
nomic success; as soon as anyone_ makes a little p1le of sorts 
he 19 dogged by a hundred hungry fellows who give him no 
peace until they clean him out.' Under such conditions one 
must indeed have rare talent and great practical ability to 
hold off the onslaught of the hungry horde and to use one's 
substance rationally. If the late David had been a real Georgian 
industrialist, he would have finished up long ago in the Geor­
gian way-nothing would have remained of ills fortune. Only 
a European could arrange matters so as to satisfy everyone 
and at the same time not squander his fortune .... Once we 
ran across each other on the boulevard and he called out to 
me from a way off: 'Take a look at the things your Bernstein 
is writing! Drop in, take it and read it.' The book had only 
JUSt appeared in Germany and it was unobtainable in Tillis. 
The next dav I visited David and borrowed the book. 'What 
do you think of it?' I asked him. 'What do I think of it? It 
is a terrible bombshell for Germany. In the whole book I like 
one place where it says: "The movement is everythmg, the 
final goal is nothing. • . • "' 

• 'Once I found the deceased in his office very much per­
turbed. And he was no pessimist. 'What's the matter vnth you?' 
I asked. 'We have no future,' he began. 'You say and claim 
that the petty bourgeoisie will engender a big bourgeoisie, 
but I can't see it. For this to .happen we need civic spint, 
culture, and we are ordinary yokels. . . . • 

-"The deceased was not carried away by revolution like 
a giddy lad, but neither was he a slave to reaction. . . . 
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"And th1s Unique man we are today laying in h1s grave. 
He died as he had hved-with open mind and heart. 

"Farewell, dear David! Your glorious memory will alwavs 
be with us."* • 

And just who was this "cultured capitalist" to whom N . .Tor­
dania paid such profound respect? 

D. Z. Sarajishvili was the owner of liqueur and cognac distil­
lenes in Tiflis, also of cognac distilleries in Kizlyar, Erivan, 
Kalarashch (Bessarabia) and Geokchay. On January 1, 1902, he 
was awarded the title of Counsellor of Commerce bv the tsarist 
government "for useful activity in the sphere of home industry 
and trade. •' . 

Thus, during the years of reaction Transcaucasian Menshevism 
openly and finally lapsed into liquidationism, repudiating the 
revolution, liarx1sm, the principles of the Social-Democratic 
Party. 

The Bolshevtks of Transcaucasia uaged ruthless uar on the 
liqutdat:ionism of the Menshemks, unmasking them at et·ery step 
as the dtrect agents and lieutenants of the counter-rewlutionary 
monarchts t bourgeoisie. 

After the Flfth (London) Party Congress, in 1907, Comrade 
Stalin came to Baku. 

Under the leadershtp of Comrade Staltn, the Transcaucasian Bol­
shemks fought stead1-ly ~n the years of reactwn, as always, for Lenin's 
strategy of revolutwn, for the overthrow of tsansm, for the vwtory 
of the bourgeou-democratic revotutwn and -tts transjormatton into 
a socwlut revolution. 

The Bolsheviks repeatedly explained to the workers and peas­
ants that the defeat of the revolution was temporary, and that a 
new revolution was inevitable. They exposed the tsarist policy, 
the Stolypin agrarian reform, the policy of imperialist and na­
tionalist oppression pursued by the autocracy, and organized a 
struggle under the Bolshevik slogans: '•A democratic republic,'' 
"An eight-hour day,,. "Confiscation of all landed estates," etc. 

The Transcaucasian Bolsheviks bmlt and strengthened their 
organization in strict illegality, at the same time successfully 
applying Lenin's tactics of utihzing legal organizations of every 
kmd (the Duma, trade unions, etc.) for revolutionary propaganda 
and agitation. 

Stalin and the other Bolsheviks of Transcaucasia upheld 
Lenin's view of the prospect of the Russian revolution, mamtaming 

"' Kooperatsta (Co-operafron); .July 10, 1911. 
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that a new -revolution was inevitable . .Kutn1ess1y exposmg ute 
Cadets, the Mensheviks,- Sooialist-Revolutionaries and their like, 
they prepared the- proletariat for _new revolutionary battles. 

Comrade Stalin vigorously combated the Menshevik election 
tactics of compromise with the Cadets, who wanted .to share power 
with the tsar and the landowners and who dreaded revolution 
more than reaction. 

Time and again Comrade Stalin stressed the enormous danger 
of the influence of the counter-revolutionary liberal bourgeoisie 
and of the Menshevik tactics of subordinating the working class 
to the political interests of the bourgeoisie. 

In connection with the dissolution of the Second Duma, the 
Bakinsky Proletary (Baku Proletarian), which was directed 
by Comrade Stalin, wrote the following in an editorial: 

'•There has been a First Duma, and there has been a Second, 
but neither the one nor the other 'solved' or could 'solve, a 
single problem of the revolution. Things remain as they were: 
the peasants are without land, the workers without the eight­
hour day, all citizens without political freedom. Why? Be­
cause the power of the_ tsar is not yet defunct; it still continues 
to exist, dissolving the Second Duma after the First, organiz­
ing counter-revolution and attempting to disorganize the for­
ces of revolution, to sever the many millions of the peasantry 
from the proletariat .... It is clear that without overthrow­
ing the tsarist power and without calling a National Constitu­
ent Assembly. it will be impossible to satisfy the broad masses 
of workers and peasants. It is no less clear that it will be 
possible to solve the cardinal questions of the revolution only 
in alliance with the peasantry against the tsarist power and 
the liberal bourgeoisie."* 

In the period of 1901 to 1912, the Baku Bolshevik Party organ­
ization, under the leadership of Comrade Stalin, gained in number, 
strength and stczmina in the struggle against the Menslun:iks, tcinning 
over the ·mst mczjority of the Social-Democratic trorl.ers to tis side. 
The Bolsheviks had control of all the workers' districts (Balakh­
any, Surakhany, Romany, Bibi-Eibat. Chorny Gorod, Byely 
Gorod, the railway and other districts). 

Baku became the stronghold of the Transcaucasian Bolsl!et-ik 
organizations, an inruteible fortress of Lenin's Party. 

* Bakmsky Proletary (Baku Proletartan). Xo L .June :!U Ht07. 
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Although Comrade Stali:l~ lived in Baku it;>eli,- he used to visit 
TilliS for the _purpose of leading the- BolsheVIk· organization of 
G-eorgia and- holding Party conferences. . 

During this period the leading body of the Baku Bolshevik 
organization, the Baku Committee, included the following mem­
bers at various times: .J. Stalin, A . .Japaridze, S. Shaumyan, P. Sak­
varelidze, I. Fioletov, S. Orjonikidze, S. Spandaryan, Kasparov, 
Makar (Nogin), Gvantsaladze (Apostol), Saratovetz (Snnrnov), 
Stopani, Vatsek, Alliluyev and Veprintsev (Peterburzhets). 

The Baku Committee formed a strong core of active Bolsheviks 
around itself from among the leading workers who were function­
ing simultaneously on the Baku Committee and in various districts 
in the oil fields and other enterprises. Among them were Y, Ko­
chetkov, I. Isayev, l:L :Mamedyarov, Khanlar, I. Bokov, V. Sturua, 
Kaz1 Mahmedov, Seid Yakubov, G. Rtveladze, I. Garishvili, E. Sev­
rugm, G. Georgobiani, Kirochkin, Arshak {from the Khatisov Fac­
tory), Rudenko, S. Maskhulia, A vakyan, S. Garish viii, Tronov, 
I. :M:ellkov, Voloshin, Ordzelashvili, Bassm, Stepanov {Levinson), 
lfalenky lfahmed {Mukhtadir), N. Gubanov, Vellchko, A. Geor­
kov, M. Kuchuyev, Samartsev (Shitikov), M. Mordovtsev, M. Ba­
kradze, Zhelezny (Bakradze), Lavrentyev (Turetsky), G. Mazurov, 
Isai Shenderov, and P. Siuda. 

Durmg this period a number of Bolsheviks-K. Voroshllov, 
Nogin (liakar), Radus-Zenkovich (Yegor) antl other Russian 
Social-Democrats-came from Russia to Baku to establish con­
nections and get information. Several of them remained in Baku 
for some time, rendering considerable assistance to the Baku 
Committee and becoming members of it. 

During the same period, t.here existed, parallel ·with the Bol­
~hevik Baku Committee of the R.S.D.L P., a MensheVIk Baku 
organization-the executive body of the Mensheviks-which 
was headed at various- times by S. Devdariani, I. Ramishvill, 
Larin, Martov (the brother).,. Petrov, .and Gerus. 

The Menshevik leaders, N . .Jordania, U. Martov, N. Ranushv1li, 
Gmsburg, A. Chkhenkeli lind others, often visited Baku for the 
purpose of assisting the Menshevik organization in its fight against 
the Bolsheviks. 

The Baku Bolsheviks discredited and smashed the Mensheviks, 
winning over the vast maJority of the workers. 

In his reminiscences, P. Sakvarelidze, one of the members of 
the Baku Comnnttee at that time, writes the following about the 
work of the Bolshevik Baku organization and its leader, Comr41de 
Sta1in - -
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"The Baku Committee and its Executive Bureau headed 
by Comrade Stalin (there were three comrades on the Bureau) 
directed all the work. District committees worked in the dis­
tricts .... Comrade Stalin was the moving spirit of the ideo­
logical and organizational struggle to strengthen and consol­
idate the Bolshevik organization. He put his heart and soul 
into the work. At the same time he was in charge of the illegal 
newspaper, Bakmsky Rabochy (Baku Worker), the publicatiOn 
of which was fraught with great difficulties at that time . . . 
he organized the work among the Mussulman workers (With 
the assistance of the 'Gummet' ·organization), led the str-ikes 
of the oil workers, etc. He fought hard to drive the Mensheviks 
and Socialist-Revolutionaries out of the workers' distriets. 

"First of all, Comrade Stalm went to the districts where 
the Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries were intensify­
ing the1r work. Finally, he settled in Bibi-Eibat, the stronghold 
of the Mensheviks in Baku. At that time the remnants of the 
Shendrikov movement-a peculiar form of police socialism­
were predominant in Bibi-Eibat. Under the leadership of 
Comrade Stalin the Bolsheviks broke the influence of the Men­
sheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries and made Bibi-Eibat 
a Bolshevik district. '' 

The Baku Bolshevik organization led all the class battles of 
the Baku proletariat against tsarism and capitalism. Under its 
Bolshevik leadership, the Baku proletariat traversed a glorious 
path of heroic struggle and was in the front ranks of the revolu­
tionary labour movement of all Russia. 

"The first general strike in Baku, in the spring of 1903, 
marked the beginning of the famous July strikes and demon­
strations in the southern cities of Russia; the second general 
strike in November and December of 1904 served as a signal 
for the glorious struggles of January and February through­
out Russia; in 1905 the Baku proletariat, rapidly recovering 
from the Armenian-Tatar massacre, throws itself into the 
struggle, infecting 'the whole Caucasus' With its enthusiasm; 
from 1906 on, even after the retreat of the revolution, Baku 
does not •quieten down,' and carnes out its proletarian May 
Day celebrations every year better than any other place in 
Russia, evoking a feeling of noble envy in other towns."* 

"" Stalin, "The Conference and the Workers,, in the supplement to 
Bakinsky Proletary, No. 5, 1908. 
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The Bolshevik Baku Committee, headed by Comrade Stalin, 
stormed and captured every position of the Mensheviks. Besides 
a great deal of practical organizational work, Comrade Stalin was 
very active in the sphere of theory and propaganda. 

In his articles "The London Congress of the Russian Social­
Democratic Party" (Notes of a Delegate) .published in Bakinsky 
Proletary in 1907, Comrade Stalin made a profound theoretical 
analysis of the transactions of the Congress and its results, and 
exposed the Menshevik liberal-bourgeois estimation of the driving 
forces and prospects of the revolution and the Menshevik tactics. 

In his article on the London Congress, Comrade Stalin divides 
the work of the Congress into two parts; 

"The first part: discussions on formal questions, such as 
the agenda of the Congress, the report of the Central Committee 
and the report of the Duma fraction, questions fraught with 
deep political significance, but connected or being connected 
With the 'honour' of this or that faction, with the thought of 
not offending this or that faction, of 'somehow avoiding a 
split" -and therefore called formal questions. . . . 

''The second part: discussiOns on questions of principle, 
such as the questwn of the non-proletarian parties, the labour 
congress, etc. Here moral considerations were totally lacking, 
deflmte groupings were formed in accordance with trends 
strictly defined in principle; the correlation of forces between 
the factions was at once made evident. • . . '' * 
Comrade Stalin unmasked the Menshevik Central Committee, 

revealmg its bankruptcy: 
'•Menshevism, which at that time predominated in the 

Central Committee, is incapable of leading the Party. As a 
poll tical trend it has suffered utter bankruptcy. From this 
point of view the entire history of the Centra,! Committee is 
the history of the failure of Menshevism. And when the Men­
shevik comrades reproach us, saying that we 'hindered' the 
Central Committee, that we 'pestered' it, etc., etc., we cannot 
but reply to these moralizing comrades: Yes, comrades, we 
did •hmder' the Central Committee from violating our program, 
we did 'hinder' it from adapting the tactics of the proletariat 
to the tastes of the liberal bourgeoisie, and we shall continue 
to hmder It in future, since we are in honour bound to do 
so. . . . ' .... 
* Bakinsky Proletary, No. 1, June 20, 1907. 

** Ibid. 
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In the same, article Comrade Stali1,1 gave a classic description 
of Menshevism as a hodge~podge_ of all opportuniSt trends. 

He wntes: ~ 

"Menshevism is not an 'integral trend . .MensneviSm 1s a 
hodge-podge of trends, which are not noticeable during the 
factiOnal struggle against Bolshevism, but which break through 
as soon as problems of current Importance in our tactics are 
put as questions of principle."* 
Further on Comrade Stalin discloses a certain inherent law 

whereby all the opportunist groups and groupings, from the Right 
Menshevik liquidators to the Trotskyites, consistently unite, and 
he describes Trotskyism as centrism. 

''The formal division of the Congress into five factions 
(Bolsheviks, Mensheviks, Poles, etc.) remained in force to 
some, true not very great, extent only until questions of prin­
ciple (the question of non-proletarian parties, of the labour 
congress, etc.) were discussed. In questions of principle, formal 
grouping was in effect abandoned, and in voting the Congress 
was usually divided into two parts: Bolsheviks and Mensheviks. 
The so-called centre or marsh was not present at the congress . . . 
Trotsky proved to be a 'superfluous ornament.' '' * * 
The same article contains a vivid and damning characteriza­

tiOn of the Bund (which, by the way, played a conspicuous part in 
Baku together with the Mensheviks): 

"The Bund~ the vast majority of whose delegates has actually 
always supported the Mensheviks, formally pursued a. policy 
that is eqUivocal to the extreme .... Comrade Rosa Luxem­
burg ga~ us an artistically apt characterization of this pollcy 
of the Bund when she said that its policy was not the policy 
of a mature·. political organization with an influence on the 
masses, but the policy of a huckster who is constant!~, hoping 
and expecting that sugar will be cheaper tomorrow. *** 

. rn his articles "The London Congress of the Russian Social­
Democratic Labour Party'' (in Babnsky Proletary, Nos. 1-2. 
1907), Comrade Stalln devastatmgly exposes the Menshevik ltberal­
bourgeoios "scheme" of revolution and amphftes the Lentnist theory 
of . the bourgeois-democratw revolution: 

* Ibid. 
*"' lbtd. 
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"That our revolution is a bourgeois revolution, that it 
must culminate in the destruction of the feudal and not the 
capitalist order, that it can be capped only by a democratic 
republic-with this, I believe, everyone in our Party agrees. 
Furthermore, that our revolution, on the whole, is approach­
ing the flood tide and not the ebb, that our task is not to 
'liquidate • the revolution but to bring it to its conclusion­
\\ith this too everyone agrees, at least formally, since the I\fen­
sheviks, as a faction, have nowhere yet stated anything to the 
contrary. But how can our revolution· be brought to a conclu­
sion? What is the role of the proletariat, of the peasantry, of 
the liberal bourgeoisie in this revolution? What correlation 
of forces is necessary to bring the present revolution to-a con­
clusion? 'Wbom to join, whom to fight, etc., etc. This is where 
our differences of opinion begin. 

"The opmion of the Mensheviks. Since ours is a bourgeois 
revolution, only the bourgeoisie can be the leader of the rev­
olution. The bourgeoisie was the leader of the Great French 
Revolution, it was the leader of revolutions in the other Europ­
ean states-therefore it must be the leader of our Russian 
revolution too. The proletariat is the chief combatant in the 
revolution, but it must march behind the bourgeoisie and 
impel it forward. The peasantry is also a revolutionary force, 
but there 1s too much that is reactionary in it; therefore the 
proletariat Will have much less occasion to engage in joint 
action with it than with the liberal-democratic-· bourgeoisie. 
The bourgeoisie is a more reliable ally of the proletariat than 
the peasantry. All the militant forces must rally around the 
liberal-democratic bourgeoisie as their leader. Therefore, our 
attitude to the bourgeois parties must be determined, not by 
the revolutionary formula: together with the peasantry against 
the government and the liberal bourgeoisie, With the proletanat 
at the head; but by the opportunist formula: together with the 
enhre opposition against the government, tmth the hberal bour­
geoisie at the head. Hence the tactics of compromising with the 
hberals . 

.. This is the opinion of the Mens1wvtks. •• (My italics.-L.B.) 
"The opinion of the Bols1wmks. Our revolution is indeed a 

bourgeois revolution. but this does not mean that our liberal · 
bourgeoisie Will be the hegemon. In the eighteenth century 
the French bourgeoisie was the leader of the French Revolution. 
But why? Because the French proletariat was weak .th~n; 
it did not take action independently; it did not advance Its 
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own class demands; it was not class conscious or orgamzed; 
it trailed behind the bourgeoisie at that time, and the bourgeoi­
sie utilized it as a means to its own bourgeois ends. As you see, 
at that time the bourgeoisie had no need of an ally-in the 
shape of a tsarist power-against the proletariat. The pro­
letariat itself was its ally, its servant, and therefore the bour­
geoisie could be revolutionary at that time, could even march 
at the head of the revolution. The case is altogether different 
in Russia. The Russian proletariat cannot be called weak by 
any means: it has already been acting quite independently for 
several years, advancmg its own class demands; it Is sufficient­
ly imbued With class consciousness to understand its own 
interests; it is united in its own party; it has the strongest 
party in Russia. with its own program and tactical and organ­
izational principles; headed by this party it has already gained 
a number of brilliant victories over the bourgeoisie. . . . Can 
this proletariat be satisfied with the role of tail end to the 
liberal bourgeoisie, with the role of a miserable tool m the 
hands of this bourgeoisie? Can it, should it, follow this bour­
geoisie, making it· its leader; can it fail to be the leader of 
the revolution? And see what the Russian liberal bourgeoisie 
does: frightened by the revolutionary spirit of the proletariat, 
our bourgeoisie, instead of marching at the head of the revo­
lution, throws itself into the arms of the counter-revolution, 
enters into alliance with it against the proletariat. And its 
party, the party of the Cadets, openly, before the eyes of the 
whole world, makes an agreement with Stolypin, votes for the 
budget and the army to the advantage of tsarism, against the 
people's revolution. Is it not clear that the Russian liberal 
bourgeoisie is an anti-revolutionary force, against which it is 
necessary to wage the most relentless war? . . . 

''Hence: the Russian liberal bourgeoisie is anti-revolu­
tionary; it cannot be the driving force, and much less the leader 
of the revolution; it is the mortal enemy of the revolution, 
and relentless struggle must be waged against it. 

"The only leader of our revolution that-is interested in and 
capable of leading the revolutionary forces of Russia in an on­
slaught against the tsarist autocracy is the proletariat. Only 
the proletariat will rally the revolut;ionary elements of the 
country around itself, only the proletariat will bring our rev­
olution to its logical conclusion. It is the task of Social-Dem­
ocracy to do everything possible to prepare the proletariat 
for the role of leader of the revolution. 
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«This is the essence of the Bolshevik point of view. 
"To the question of who, then, can be a reliable ally of 

the proletanat in the matter of carrying our revolution through 
to the end, the Bolsheviks answer: the only ally of the prole­
tariat that is in any way rehable and strong is the revolution­
ary peasantry. Not the treacherous liberal bourgeoisie, but 
the revolutionary peasantry, together with the proletariat, 
·will strive against all the pillars of the feudal order. 

"Accordmgly, our attitude to the bourgeois parties should 
be determined by the formula: together with the revolutwnary 
peasantry, against tsarism and the hberal bourgeoisie, with the 
proletariat at the head. Hence, the necessity of fighhng against 
the hegemony (leadersh~p) of the Cadet bourgeo~w. and, con­
sequently, the inadmiss~bihty of an agreement with the Cadets. 

•·Th~ is the opimon of the Bolshev~ks. "* 

Comrade Stalin disclosed the social basi.s of Menshevism, and 
exposed the tactics of the Menshemks as the tacttcs of the semi­
bourgeo~ elements of the proletariat: 

"The tactics of the Bolsheviks are the tactics of the pro­
letarians engaged in lal'ge-scale industry, the tactics of those 
districts where the class contradictions are particularly clear 
and the class struggle is particularly sharp. Bo lshemsm 1.s 

the tactics of the genuine proletar1-ans. 
"On the other hand, it is no less obvious that the tactics 

of the Mensheviks are pre-eminently the tactics of the artisan 
workers and peasant semi-proletarians, the tactics of those 
districts where the class contradictions are not quite clear and 
the class struggle is masked. Menshevism is the taches of the 
semi-bourgeo~ elements of the proletariat. 

"And this is not hard to understand. One cannot speak 
seriously to the Lodz, Moscow or Ivanovo-Voznesensk work­
ers about blocs with the very liberal bourgeoisie whose members 
are fighting them tooth and nail, •punishing' them again and 
agam with partial dismissals and mass Jock-outs. There :Men­
shevism will find no sympathy, there Bolshevism, the tactics 
of uncompromising proletarian class struggle, is needed. And, 
v1ce versa, it is extremelv difficult to inculcate the idea of 
class struggle among the peasants of Guria or, say, the artisans 
of Shklov, who do not feel the heavy, systematic blows of the 
class struggle and who are therefore willing to enter into all 

* Jbrd. 
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~ort.s of agreements against the 'common enemy.' "* (My 
Itallcs.-,-L.B.) -

Comrade Stalin exposed the hquidationism of the Menshemks 
and the Menshev1-k idea of a non-party labour cong1·ess. 

"The idea of a labour congress, taken in its concrete form, 
is inherently fal<se, smce it is not based upon facts, but upon. 
the erroneous postulate that 'we have no party.' The point is 
that we do have a proletarian party that speaks only too loudly 
about its existence, that is felt only too keenly by the enemies 
of the proletariat-the Mensheviks themselves know this 
very well-and _just because we already have such a party, 
the idea of a labour congress is utterly false."** 
Comrade Stalin proved that the idea of calling a labour con­

gress was downright treason to the working class on the part 
of the Mensheviks, who, "by order" of the liberal bourgeoisie, 
were striving to disband the revolutionary party of the working 
class and thereby to behead the labour movement. 

Comrade Stalin wrote: 
"It is not for nothing that all the bourgeois writers, from 

the syndicalists and Socialist-Revolutionaries to the Cadets 
and Octobnsts, express themselves so heartily in favour of 
a labour congress: they are all enemies of our Party, and the 
practical work of convening a labour congress would weaken 
and disorganize the Party considerably-how can they fail 
to welcome 'the idea of a labour congress'?"*** 
In the same articles, Comrade Stalin sums up the results of 

the Fifth Congress and gives a general estimation of the work of 
the Congress, defining 1ts place in the history of our Party. 

To quote Comrade Stalin: 

"The Congress closed with the victory of 'Bolshevism,' 
with the victory of revolutionary Social-Democracy over the 
opportunist wing of our Party-over 'Menshevism.' ... "**** 

The Congress summed up "the actual victories of the Party 
over the opportunist Central Committee, v1ctones which have 
filled the whole of the past year's history of the internal devel­
opment of our Party .. 

* lbzd. 
** Ibid., No. ~. July 10, 1907. 

*** lbzd. 
**** Jbzd. 
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"Actual upifiCation of the advanced workers of all Russia 
into a single all-Russian party under the banner of revolution­
ary Social-Democracy-this is the significance of the Lon­
don Congress, this is its general character.''* 

Such, in 1907, was Comrade Stalin's estimation of the signi­
ficance of the Fifth (London) Party Congress. 

Nevertheless, a number of comrades committed gross dis­
tortions in their writings on the London Congress. 

Comrade Ph. Makharadze, for instance, plainly underestimates 
the significance and meaning of the Fifth (London) Party Con­
gress when he writes: 

"And no unity congress could unite them other than by one 
of these factions relinquishing all its fundamental views, 
which was entirely out of the question. Therefore the next, 
generar{London) Party congress in 1907 and our last Caucasian 
congress in the beginning of 1908 were only a sheer waste of 
time. These two congresses were the last joint congresses. The 
Party was fmally and irrevocably split,- and all the subsequent 
repeated attempts to find common ground were foredoomed to 
failure.' • * * 

According to Makharadze it would appear that the Bolsheviks 
went to the London Party Congress for the purpose of actually 
amalgamating with the Mensheviks. And since no such union took 
place, Ph. Makharadze declares the Flfth (London) Party Congress 
''a sheer waste of time. • • 

In the first place, it is known that Lenin and the other Bolshe­
viks did not attend the Fifth (London) Party Congress nor the 
Fourth (Stockholm) Unity Congress for the purpose of uniting 
with the Mensheviks, but in order to expose the Mensheviks, to 
show the working class that the Mensheviks were opportunists 
and traitors to the cause of the revolution, and to rally the major­
ity of the working class around the Bolsheviks. 

In the second place, the Bolsheviks never counted on finding 
common ground with the Mensheviks, but always fought consist­
ently against Menshevism and against conciliation with it. The 
.. unity" tactics served as an extremely valuable means of exposing 
and isolating the Menshevik leaders and of winning away from 

*- Ibid., No. 1. June 20, 1907. 
** Ph. Makharadze. «on the History of the Communist Party in 

Transcaucasia.'' in the symposium Twenty-Ftve Years oj Struggle jor 
Soczal!sm, p. 205. 
9--344 129 



them the workers whom they had deceived. Therefore, the Fifth 
Party Congress was not a sheer waste of time but a great victory 
of Bolshevism over Menshevism, a vretory which furthered the 
cause of uniting the advanced workers into a single revolutionary 
proletarian party under the banner of Leninism. 

During the years of reaction, the Baku Bolsheviks, headed by 
Comrade Stalin, led the class struggles of the Baku proletariat 
and successfully carried out a big campaign around the conference 
with the oil magnates (at the end of 1907). 
, The oil magnates tried to call the conference in order to com-. 

pletely alienate the workers at the derricks from those in the shops, 
to corrupt the latter ent1rely t to infect them with slavish trust 
in the oil magnates and to replace the no-compromise principle 
of struggle against capital by the "principle" of bargaining and 
servile begg].ng. 

In his article, "Boycott the Conference,' • signed Ko-Comrade 
Stalin characterized the two periods of the struggle of the Baku 
workers as follows: 

''The first period is the period of the struggle up to recent 
times, when the leading parts were pla-yed by the shop workers, 
when the oil field workers artlessly and trustfully followed the 
shop workers as their leaders, when the oil field workers were 
not yet aware of their great role in production. The tactics of 
the oil magnates at that time can be described as the tactics 
of flirting with the shop workers, the tactics of making system­
atic concessions to the shop workers and systematically ignor· 
ing the oil field workers. · -

"'The second period opens with the awakening of the oil 
field workers, with their independent appearance on the stage 
and the simultaneous relegation of the shop workers to the 
background. ~ . . The oil magnates try to take advantage 
of the changed situation, and alter their tactics. They no longer 
flirt With the shop workers, they no longer try to placate the 
shop workers, because they know full well that now the oil 
field workers WJll no longer follow them always. On the con­
trary. the oil magnates try to provoke the shop workers to go 
on strike without the oil field workers in order to demon­
strate thereby the relative impotence of the shop workers and 
to bring theri.1 to heel.''* - -- - -
The Baku Bolsheviks launched a big campaign of political 

enlightenment among the working masses, and through the boycott 
,_ * Gudok, N;: 4, September 29, '190'7. 
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oi the conference switched the struggle of the workers onto the 
track of class-conscious political struggle against tsarism and the 
bourgeoisie. 

Comrade Stalin based the bovcott of the conference on the 
following grounds: • 

••Attendance at the conference means strengthening instead 
of eradicating the 'baksheesh' prejudices in the minds of the 
masses; it means imbuing the minds of the masses with trust 
in the oil magnates instead of mistrust; it means throwing 
the oil field workers into the clutches of the capitalists instead 
of rallying them. around the shop workers and bringing them 
closer to the shop workers."* 

Comrade Stalin decried the Mensheviks • attempt to champion 
partiCipation in the conference "at any price'' on the plea that 
it could be utilized for the purpose of •·organizing the masses.'' 

"It is just the point, that to organize (in our sense of the 
word, of course, not as Gapon 's followers understand it) means 
first of all to develop an awareness of the irreconcilable antag­
onism. between the capitalists and the workers.'' ** 

Hence the Bolshevik tactics of boycotting the conference were 
the only correct tactics, for 

". . . the boycott tactics are the best means of developing 
an awareness of the irreconcilable antagonism. between the 
workers and the oil magnates. 

"The boycott tactics rally the" oil field workers around 
the shop workers, by dispelling the 'baksheesh • prejudices 
and alienating the oil field workers from the oil magnates. 

''The boycott tactics, by inspiring mistrust against the 
oil magnates, best emphasize, in the eyes of the masses, the 
necessity for struggle as the only means of improving life .... 

"We must launch a boycott campaign: hold factory meet­
ings, draw up demands, elect delegates to make the best form­
ulation of general demands, distnbute the demands in printed 
form, explain them, take them back to the masses for fmal 
approval, etc., etc., and all this must be done under the slogan 
of a boycott, so that when the general demands have been 
popularized, the 'legal opportunities' can be utilized-the 

* Ibid. 
** Ibid. 
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Conference boycotted, made a laughing stock of, and the neces­
sity of struggle for the ~est demands, there by emphasized."* 

' The Bolsheviks conducted the boycott of the conference under 
the slogan: • 'A conference w~ th guarantees, or no conference at 
all.'' 

Boycotting the old backstage conferences of the Shendrikov 
type from wh1ch the workers were excluded, the BolsheVIks de­
clared that the workers should agree to the conferPnce only on 
conditiOn that the working masses and their unions be allowed to 
participate freely in the entire proceedings of the conferf'nce. They 
proposed the following conditions on behalf_ of the workers: 

"1) Free discussion of their- demands; 
"2) Freedom of assembly for the future council of represent­

atives; 
'·3) The right to a vail themselves of the services of their 

unions; _ 
"4) A free choice of the opening date of the conference."** 

These tactics were applied by the Bolsheviks in a struggle 
against the Menshevik line for a conference without guarantees, 
a "conference at any price," and in a struggle against the Social-
1st-Revolutionary and Dashnak standpoint for "a boycott at any 
price." -

As a result of this struggle, the great majority of the Baku 
workers followed the Bolsheviks. Of 35,000 workers questioned 
only 8,000 voted for the tactics of the Socialist-Revolutionaries 
and Dashnaks (uncondJtion·al boycott), 8,000 voted for the tactics 
of the Mensheviks (unconditional conference), while 19,000 voted 
for the tactics of the BolsheVIks (conference with guarantees). 

After this great victory of the Bolsheviks at the end of 1907, 
meetings of the representatives of the oil fields and plants began, 
at whiCh the demands to be presented to _the oil magnates were 
drawn up. The overwhelming majority of the elected representatives 
were on the s1de of the Bolsheviks. During the period of rampant 
react10n in Russia, a workers' parliament sat in Baku for about 
two weeks, With the Bolshevik worker, Comrade Tronov, presiding. 
In this parliament the -Bolsheviks w_orked out the demands of. the 
workers and carried on Widespread propaganda for their minimum 
program. 

* Ibid. 
** Bakinsky Proletary, No 5, "The Conference and the Workers." 
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Dismayed by the workers • demands, the tsarist government 
and -the oil·magnates had the conference called off, thus manifest­
ing solidarity -with the. tactics of the Mensheviks, Socialist-Rev­
olutionari-es and Dashnaks. -.The tactics of the Bolsheviks, as 
always, proved the only correct tacties. 

In January and February 1908, the Baku Comm~ttee, headed 
by Comrade Stalm, led a series of mg stnkes notable for the fact that 
the workers passed from petty-bourgeois demands (bonuses, etc} 
to proletanan demands. As a result of the painstaking and ;persist­
ent work of the Bolsheviks, the passivity of the oil field workers 
became a thing of the past, the strikes at the Nobel, Adamov, 
Mirzoyev and other oil fields bore an organized, militant, pohtical 
character. Defensive strikes for partial demands became an im­
portant factor in cementing the unity of the proletariat. 

During his work in Baku Comrade Stalin was arrested and 
-sentenced to exile many times. The tsarist secret police dogged 
him tenacionsly. One of Comrade Stalin's arrests took place in 
:March 1908. Of the numerous police records of Comrade Stalin's 
actiVIty, I will cite a few passages from the documents of the 
gendarmerie headquarters. 

First: 

"In compliance with the request from Police Headquarters 
of September 30, ult., No. 136706, the Caucasian District 
Secret Service Department reports that according to the in­
formation of the chief of the Baku Secret Service Deparment, 
•soso,' who escaped from Siberia and is known in the orgam­
zation as 'Koba, • has been identified as Oganess Vartanov 
Totomyants, a resident of the city of Tillis in whose name he 
has a passport, No. 982, issued by the Tillis superintendent 
of police on May 12 of this year and valid for one year .•.. 

"Of the people named 'Totomyants'.--•Koba' (also re­
ported to be known as •Molochny') is at the head of the Baku 
organization of the R.S.D.L.P.; two ~thers are members of 
the same organization in the Bibi-Eibat district. They are 
under constant secret surveillance, and in some cases open 
surveillance and are an marked for arreet when the preparations 
for breaking up the indicated organization are completed.'' * 

* From the Report of the Chief of the T1flis Province Gendarmerie, 
'October 24 1909, No. 13702. Material from the Central Party Archtves 
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of AzerbaiJan, F1le 
No 430 
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Second: 

"Jugashvili is a m~mber of the Baku Committee of the 
R.S.D.L.P.. known in the organiZation under the alias of 
'Koba. •. . . In view of his stubborn participation, despite 
all administrative penalties, in the activity of the revolutionary 
parties in which he has always occupied extremely prominent 
positions, and in view of his escape on two occasions from the 
locality of his exile, as a result of which he has not served a 
single one of his terms of exile, I would suggest recourse to a 
stricter measure of punishment-exile to the most remote 
districts of Siberia for ft1.:e years."* 

Th'b1'!fi: 

"On March 24, 1910, Captain }.1artynov reports that a 
member of the Baku Committee of the R.S.D.L.P. 'known 
1n the organization as "Koba" and a most active Party offi­
cial, occupying a leading position, • ,.has been arrested."** 

Fourth: 

On May 17, 1912, under Reference. No. 108/S, the Caucasian 
District Secret Pollee Department wrote to the Chief of Police 
at Headquarters in St. Petersburg: 

'' 'Soso • is the Party pseudonym of Joseph Vissarionovich 
JugashVIli, a peasant from the village of Didi-Lilo, in the 
County of Tiflis, who is also known by the Party name of 
'Koba.' He has been known since 1902 as one of the most 
active Social-Democratic functionaries. rn 1902 he was brought 
before the Tiflis Province Gendarmerie Department for inves· 
tigation in connection with the case of the 'secret circle of 
the R.S.D.L.P. in Tillis, • for which he was ex led to Eastern 
Siberia for three years under open police surveillance, whence, 
however, he escaped and was sought by Police Headquarters 
through a 'wanted' circular. Later Jugashvili headed the Ba­
tum, Tiflis and Baku Social-Democratic organizations at 
various times; he was repeatedly searched and arrested but 
escaped from custody and went into hiding to evade exile. 
At the present time he is wanted by the police as per Police 
Headquarters circular No. 89008/189, art. 23320, of April 5, 
1912. According to information received on the 6th ult. from 
* From the Report of Captain Galimbatovsky on the arrest of 

Joseph Vissarionov JugashviU. March 24, 1910. Loc. cit. 
** lbrd. 
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agents in the di$trict, Juga_shvili has ~been in· the city of T1flis 
recently. At the same time the Chief of the Secret Police De­
partment of Baku has been QonfidentiaUy informed that 'Koba' 
was appointed to the Russian Central Committee by the P.arty .• -. 
and left for St. Petersburg on MaFc-h 30, concerning which 
Lt. Colonel Marty nov reported ·to your Excellency on Apnl 6 
under File No. 1379 and informed the chief of the St. Petersburg 
Secret Service Department the same day under File No. 1378. • • * 
Comrade Stalin was confined in the Baku prison from March 

25 to the end of September 1908. He succeeded in establishing 
connections from prison with the Baku Committee and guided its 
work; he also directed the newspaper Baktnsky Rabochy from 
priBon. 

In his reminiscences of this period P. Sakvarelidze says the 
following about the work of Comrade Stalin: · 

"Special note mlist be made of Comrade Stalin's term m 
the Baku (Bailov) prison. All the Bolsheviks united around 
him .... 

"Debates were constantly being organized in the commune 
of political prisoners, at which questions of the revolution, 
democracy and socialism were discussed. In most cases the 
debates were organized on the initiative of the Bolsheviks. 
Comrade Stalin often spoke at these meetings on behalf of the 
Bolshevik fraction, sometimes as main speaker, sometimes as 
opponent. . • . Comrade Stalm and his comrades had to direct 
the work of the organization from pnson. The Bolshevik 
fraction was able to establish connections with the Baku organ­
:ization, from which it used to receive exact information on 
the current work and to which it gave advice and instructions .... 
It must also be pointed out here that Comrade Stalin drrected 
the publication of the newspaper Bakinsky Rabochy, the organ 
of the Baku organization, from prison. On one occasion the 
entire copy for the newspaper was prepared in the Baku 
prison -this was for the second number of the Baktns1.-y 
Rabochy. ''** 
In the autumn of 1908 Comrade Stalin was exiled from Baku 

w Solvyehegodsk. Vologda Province, whence he escaped in 
the summer of 1909. He returned to Baku and resumed his energetic 

• Tbllisi Branch of the M.E L.I., Folio Sl, F11e 80. 
*• From the Reminiscences ol P_ Sakvarelldze. 
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efforts to strengthen the Bolshevik:.organizations of Transcauca-
·sJa. · - · -- · ~- _ · 

Comrade Stalin spoke regularly,·at: district and inter-district 
Party meetings, and led the work of I}repa:ring and conducting 
strikes. He further developed the relentless struggle to expose 
and defeat the Mensheviks, Sociahst-Revo1utl(manes, Dashnaks 
and other petty-bourgeois parties. 

In October 1909 Comrade Stalin arrived in Tiflis, organized 
and directed the struggle of the Tillis Bolshevik organizations 
against the .Menshevik-Liquidators. __ _ _ _ 

Comrade Stalin prepared the ground for tlle calling of tbe Tillis 
Bolshevik Party Conference and the, publication of the Bolshevik 
newspaper T'tfhsky Prolelary (Tiflu Proletarian). 

The Tillis . Bolshevik Conference took place in November 
1909 and worked along the lines of Comrade Stalin's recommenda­
tions-to carry on the fight on two fronts. 

The Conference unequivocally c-ensured the Menshevik-Liqm~ 
dators and the Otzovists, censured thP ~Ienshevik-Liquidator 
Regional Committee and passed a resolution to call a Transcauca-
sian general Party congress. _ 

The first number of the Tiflisky Proletary published a leading 
article by Comrade Stalin in which he· forecast a revival ()f the 
labour movement and urged that the illegal organizations of tbe 
Party had to be made stronger. 

Comrade Stalin wrote: 

. "The great Russia~ revolution is not dead-no~ it is 
alive !-it has merely retreated and is gathering forces for 
mighty action in· the future. · -

"For the prime -movers of the revolution, the proletarians 
and peasants. are alive and unscathed~ and they Will not, 
cannot, relinquish their vital demands. . . . · 

"We are living on the eve of new explosions, we are 
confronted with the old problem of overthrowing the power 
of the tsar .... 

"It is our duty, the duty of the advanced workers, to be 
in good trim for the glorious impending battles for the republic, 
for the rights of the proletariat. 

"It is up to us, the advanced workers, and only us, as 
in 1905, to lead the revolution and to direct it onto the path 
to complete victory .... 

"It is up to us, the advanced workers, and only us, as in 
1905, to rally the· peasants around the revolutionary demands .... 
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"All this needs a- united _and strong party able to undertake 
·the. pr~paration-::of all the_ living forces of the proletariat for 
.the impending battles. 
-_-- --"And so.,_ to: work, comrade.reader, to -concerted. effort in 
training the forces of the Tillis proletariat for the impenaing 
decisive action! • '*_. 

In 1909-10 Comrade Stalin completely -exposed the l1beral­
bourgeois, Zemstvo tactics -of the lYlenshevik LAquuiators. 
- The Sotsial-Demokrat, ~o. 11, of February-13, 1910, printed 
an article by Comrade Stalin entitled ''Letter from the Caucasus,'' 
m which he pointed out that the projected local self-government 
bodies for the- oil-- district would be "an anma .of acute conflicts 
between labour and capital"~and that the Baku Committee had 
d~ided 

" ••• to_ utilize the projected· local Mlf-government bodies, 
in the sense of participating in them fot the purpose of carrying 
on agitation for "the_ general economic ·needs of the workers and 
strengthening theft .organization. ~·l' * :: · : . _ . -_ 
The Bolshevik organization agreed to participate i"n the local 

se_lf-government bodies for the oil diStricts, demanding 
- ,.. ~ , ' - --

... ~ • an equal number of workers votes in the locaL se1f­
go.:vernment . bodies, em:(illasizing that the struggle within 
the local self-goyernment bodies can ba- of effect only in so 
far as it is supported by a .struggle outside of- these bodies· and 
serves the interests of that struggle."~ >I:* = 

What is meant by subordinating participation in the--local 
self-government bodies to the struggle outsidEr becomes clear 
-when Comrade Stalin says: -- ' 

·- - · ..... While pointlng out that universal, equal, d:4'ect and 
secret suffrage is an indispensable prerequisite for the free 
development of local self-government and the free manifestation 
of the existing class contradictions, the Baku Committee 
emphasizes the necessity of overthrowing the tsal'lst government 
and calling a National Constituent Assembly, as a. preliminary 
condition for the establishment of consistently democ-ratic 
local self -government. • '* * * * 

* Tiflisky Proletary, No 1, January 5, 1910. -
** Stalin, "Letter from the Caucasus, •• 1n Sotsial-Demakrat, No 11, 

February 13, 1910. 
*** lbtd • 
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In the same "Letter from· the Caucasus," which 'is' devoted 
to an analysis of the position of the Party organization, Comrade 
Stalin raises the question of calling a Party conference and organiz­
ing the publication of an all-Russian Party newspaper in Russia. 

Comrade Stalin wrote: 

"Isolation from the Party, the complete lack of information 
on affairs of the Party organizations in Russia, is having a bad 
effect on the Party membership. An aU-Russian publication, 
regular general Party conferences and regular circuit tours by 
members of the C.C. might help matters. Of the decisions of 
a general organizational character adopted by the Baku 
Committee the most important are the two concerning a general 
Party conference and an all-Russian publication. Regarding 
the first question the B.C. considers it necessary to call a 
conference as soon as possible to settle urgent question13, mainly 
organizational. At the same time, the B.C. aJso considers 
a conference of Bolsheviks necessary to clear up the abnormal 
situation which has arisen within the fraction in recent 
months.''* 
.Ai3 is known this proposal of Comrade Stalin's met with a 

lively response and nine months after the appearance of his article, 
the flrst number of the newspaper Zvezda, (The Star) was Issued 
(December 16, 1910). At first the paper was organized as the joint 
publication of the Bolsheviks and Party-Mensheviks, but from 
the autumn of 1911 on, it became a Bolshevik organ exclusively. 

At the end of 1909 the Baku proletariat was among the first 
m Russia to rise against the vicious offensive of capital. 

Under the leadership of Comrade Stalin preparation was made 
for a general strike, meetings of active Party and non-Party work­
ers were held, general demands were drawn up, rnihtant leaflets 
were published and distributed, etc. 

In a leaflet of the Baku Committee on the fifth anniversary 
of the December strike of 1904, Comrade Stalin urged the Baku 
proletariat to take the offensive against the overbearing oil mag­
nates. 

The leaflet stated: 
"Are we going to keep quiet much longer, is there no limit 

to our patience, IS it not time we shattered the chains of crim­
inal silence and raised the standard of a general economic 
strike for our vital demands?![ . 

* Ibid 



"Social-Democracy led us to victory in December 1904, 
it will also lead us to future victories through an organized 
general strike. . . . 

"Long live the impending general strike! 
"Long live Social-Democracy!"* 

Fighting to strengthen the Bolshevik organizations in Trans­
caucasia, Comrade Stalin revealed the treachery of the Georgian 
Mensheviks at every turn, using them as an example to expose the 
Liquidators of all Russia. 

In his histone articles, "Letters from the Caucasus" (1910), 
Comrade Stalin delivered a crushing blow to the T~fl~s Menshemk­
Ltquida tors, conmchng them of abandon1-ng the adopted program 
and tactics, and unmaskmg the Liquidator N. Jm·dan'ta, the leader 
of the Georgian J.1enshev'tks: 

"The programmatic exercises of our author,** adopted by 
the Tillis Mensheviks as a 'new' factional manifesto, mean 
the liquidation of the minimum program of the Party, a li­
quidation requiring the adaptation of our program to the pro­
gram of the Cadets."*** 
Comrade Stalin continued: 

·•Now everything is clear. For the triumph of the revolution 
1t is necessary to have a moderate Cadet bourgeoisie with a 
moderate constitution. But it is incapable of winning alone, 
it needs the help of the proletariat. The proletariat must help 
it because the proletariat has no one, not even the peasantry, 
on whom it can rely, with the exception of the moderate bour .. 
geoisie. But for this purpose it must abandon its irreconcila­
bility, extend its hand to the moderate bourgeoisie and carry 
on a common fight for a moderate Cadet constitution. The rest 
will come of itself. The Party, which sees a guarantee of the 
victory of the revolution in the struggle of the workers and 
peasants against the moderate bourgemsie and the feudal lords, 
is mistaken. 

"In short, instead of the guiding role of the proletariat, 
leading the peasantry-the guiding role of the Cadet bour­
geoisie, leading the proletariat by the nose. 

* Leaflet of the Baku Comrmttee of the R.S.D L.P., .. The Decem­
ber Stnke and the December Agreement," issued December 13, 1909. 

** Reference 1s toN. Jordania, whose articles Comrade Stahn cnt­
IClzes in .. Letters from the Caucasus." 

*** Supplement to Sotsial-Demokrat, June 24, 1910, Discussion Sheet, 
No 2 
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"''Such are the •new' -tactics of the .Tiflis Mensheviks. 
"To analyse all -this ban9l.li)Jeral t:ras~ is in o~ opi:J;don 

unnecessary. It shonld only be noted that the •new' _ tactics 
of the Tifhs Mensheviks mean the liquidation .of ·the Partv 
tactics that have been validated by .the revolution; a liqui:. 
dation requiring the transformation of the proletariat _jnto 
an appendage of the. moderate Cadet bourgeoisie.''* 

Some tJf our comrades com't'J?-iL the serious error of vulganzivg 
and over-s1.mpl1.{ying the question of the str'uggle agatnst the Men­
sheviks of Georgia and of natvely minimtzmg· the role and the 
relattve importance of the Menshe'Liks 1.n Georgia. 

For instance, Ph. Makharadze has written: 

"Mensheyjsm · in Georgia originated artificially.. and- had 
no strong foothold either at the time· of the Soviets or even 
under the autocracy. The Menshevik Party was formed in 
our coun~ry quite artific1a11y. "** · - · 

In this statement -Makharadze -absolutely wntradiets history 
and what Comrade Stalin wrote at the time in his "Letters from 
the Caucasus'' on the relative im:gortance of_ the Mensheviks 
in Georgia (Tiflis). 

To quote Comrade Stalin: 

"With respect to the development of industry, Tlflis is 
the direct opposite of Baku. Whereas Baku is of interest as 
the centre of the oil industry, Tiflis may be of interest only 
as the administrative, :commercial and 'cultural' centre of 
the Caucasus. Altogether there are about 20,000 industrial 
workers in Tiflis, that is to say, less than soldiers and police. 
The only large enterprise is the railway shops (about 3,500 
workers). As to the other enterprises they employ 200, 100, and 
in most cases from 20 to 40 workers each~ But T1flis is hter­
ally crowded with tr..ading establishments and the 'trading 
proletariat' connected -with them. Its poor connections w1tll 
the big markets of-Russia. ever lively and feverish, have put 
a stamp of stagnation upon Tiflis. _The absence of sharp clas~ 
conflicts, peculiar to big industrial centres only, transform! 
it into something in the nature of a bog waiting to be stirrec 
up from without. This is precisely why Menshevism, genuinE 
4 Right' Menshevism, ha~ held out so long in Tiflis. Matter: 

~Y~ Prcivda 'd.Vorkers Tru{h):·No: 130, 1923. 
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are quite dilferent in Baku, where the clear-cut class stand taken 
by the Bolsheviks meets with lively response from the workers! 

"Things which are 'self-evident' in Baku become clear 
in Tillis only as a result of long discussion-the uncompro­
mising speeches of the Bolsheviks are digested with great 
difficulty. It is just this that explains the Tlflis Bolsheviks' 
'penchant' for discussions, and, on the other hand, the desire 
of the Menshev.iks to 'be rid' of discussion as far as possible. 
But from what has been said it only follows that the work 
of the revolutionary Social-Democrats for- the socialist educa­
tion of the T1flis proletariat will very often and inevitably 
take the form of an ideological struggle against Menshevism. '• * 
Under the leadership of Comrade "-Stalin the Bolsheviks of Trans-

caucasia and Georgia, all through their history, earned on a fierce 
struggle against Menshevism as the 'Principal enemy in the labour 
movement. At all stages of the history of the Bolsheviks of Trans­
caucasia Comrade Staltn attacked and defeated the .. legal Ma'i·xuts," 
the Economists and the Menshevik-Liquidators, in true Leninist 
fashwn. During the period of darkest reaction, as well as during 
the years of -revolutionary revival, he built up and consolida~ed the 
Bolshevik Party organizations in a ruthless struggle against the 
.. 'l!enshevtks and Socialist-Revolutionanes. 

Dunng his -work in Baku, in the period of reaction, Comrade 
Stahn made Baku a fortress of Bolshe1-ism. 

The Party organization, led by Comrade Stalin, "lived right 
through the period of counter-revolution''**-and notwithstanding 
repressions-, the reaction failed' to smash it. Under the leadership 
of Comrade Stalin, the Baku organization "took an extremely 
active part in everything-that went on in the labour movement; 
in Baku it was a mass Party in the full sense of the word." *** 

Comrade Stalin was arrested on March 23, 1910, and exiled 
to Solvychegodsk, a town in the Vologda Province. 

During the years of reaction Lenin and Stalin persisted in the 
fight to revive and strengthen the Bolshevik Party and smash 
the Liquidator factions in the Russian Social-Democratic Party­
the Mensheviks, Trotskyites and Otzovists. 

* Stalin, "Letter fro1n the Caucasus, •• Discussion Sheet, No.2, 
supplement to Sotsial-Demokrat, June 24, 1910. 

** S. Or.)..omkldze, "Report_ on the Meetings of the Russian Organ­
IZational' Comnussion for the Convocation of a- General -=Pa.rty. Confer­
ence," in Sotswl-Demokrat,-No. 25, Decernber-8,-1911.-

*** lbtd. 
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Lenin and Stalin pursued a firm line of rallying all the revolu­
tionary elements of Social-Democracy to revive the Party and 
defeat the Liquidators, 
- In the middle of 1909 Lenin presented a plan for a bloc with 

the Party Mensheviks who, With Plekhanov at their head, were 
opposed to the Liquidators and in favour of maintaining an Illegal 
Social-Democratic Party. 

In a letter from exile in Solvychegodsk (December 1910), 
Comrade Stalin wrote on the importance of a· bloc between the 
Bolsheviks and the Party Mensheviks: 

''In my opinion the line of a bloc (Lenin -Plekhanov) 
is the only proper one: 

"1) It and it alone conforms to the real interests of the 
work in Russia, interests which require the solidarity of all 
real Party elements; 2) it and it alone will accelerate the pro­
cess of freeing the legal organizations from the yoke of the 
Liquidators, driving a wedge between the workingmen Meks * 
and the Liquidators, scattering the Liquidators and destroy­
ing them. The struggle for influence in the legal organizations 
Is the need of the hour, a necessary stage on the road to the 
revival of the Party, and a bloc is the only means of cleans~ 
ing organizations like this from the rubbi.sh of Liquidationism. 
We can see Lenin's hand in the plan of the bloc-he is a clever 
fellow and knows what's what. But this does not mean that 
any bloc is good. Trotsky's bloc (he would say 'synthesis') 
is rank unprincipledness, a Manilov amalgam of motley prin­
ciples, the helpless yearning of an unprincipled man for a 
'good' principle. The logic of things is strictly a logic of prin­
ciples by its nature and will not tolerate an amalgam. •' ** 
The tactics of a united front with the Plekhanovites, formed 

on the basis of principles, made it easier to win over the workers 
who had been deceived by the Mensheviks to the side of the Bol­
sheviks. 

Under the leadership of Comrade Stalin, the Bolshe~iks of 
Transcaucasia pursued the tactics of a united front With the 
Party Plekhanovite-Mensheviks, maintaining the independence. of 
their organization, steering clear of merging with the Mensheviks 
and without "mixing up the two parties.'' 

* Mek-short for Menshevik, as Bek was short for Bolshevik. 
** Stalin, "L~tter from Exile in Solvychegodsk," Bolshevik, No. 1-2 
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The Bolsheviks did not forget for a moment that the Plekhan­
ovites were still MensheVIks and that their opportunism had to 
be criticized and exposed. 
· Comrade Stalin warned the · Bolsheviks against trustfulness 

in the Party Mensheviks. 
In a letter from exile in Solvychegodsk Comrade Stalin wrote: 

"It is very possible that in the course of work the Beks 
will break the Plekhanovites in, but this is only a possibility. 
To sit back and .hope for such a result, however probable it 
may be, is in any case not what we should do. The more 
unitedly the Beks act, the more organized they are in action, 
the better the prospects of breaking them in. That is why 
we must keep aU our irons in the frre. • • * 
The bloc which was :formed in the Baku organization at the 

beginning of 1911 came nearest to success. On the initiative of 
the Bolsheviks the "Baku Executive Committee -of the 
R.S.D.L.P." was formed {of the sixteen members, nine were Bol­
sheviks). At that time the Bolsheviks in the united committee 
were headed by Comrade Stepan Shaumyan. In August 1911 the 
Baku Party Mensheviks took- part in the formation of the Russian 
OrganizatiOn Commission, which was to call the Prague Confer­
ence. The -bloc did not last long. Jn 1912 the Party Mensheviks 
swung over to the Liquidator bloc of the Mensheviks, Trotskyites 
and Otzovists and left the- Baku ExecUtive Committee of the 
R.S.D.L.P. -

I;n the conditions of the new upsurge arising in the labour 
movement in Russia, the question of strengthening the Bolshevik 
Party and- defeating' the Liquidator-opportunist groups was a 
question of decisive importance for the revolutionary movement. 
In the first order of importance Lenin put the question of calling 
a Party conference which under the circumstances of the new 
revolutionary wave should determine the tactics to be adopted 
in order to prepare the second Russian revolution and purge the 
Party of Liquidator-Mensheviks and Trotskyites, 

Lenin and Stalin organized a struggle for the convocation 
of a general Party conference. 

While he was yet in exile Comrade Stalin wrote a letter to 
Lenin stressing the need to re-establish a Party centre in Russia: 

.. In my opinion, H wrote Stalin, "our 'next job, brooking 
no delay, is the organization of a central (Russian) group which 
• Ibid., pp. 11-12. 
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would combine illegal, semi-legal and legal work, to begin 
with in the main centres (St. Petersburg, Moscow, the Urals 
and the South). Call it what you Wlll-'tbe Russian part of 
the Central Committee' or- 'an auxiliary group under the 
C. C.' -it makes no difference. But such a group is as neces­
sary as air, as bread. At the present time uncertainty, solitude, 
isolation is rife among the local functionaries, everyone has 
thrown up his hands. This group, llowever, could revive the work, 
mtroduce co-ordination and clarity. And this would clear 
the way for a real utilizatio;n of legal possibilities. This, in 
my opinion, is the starting point for the revival of the Party 
spirit . .,*.- · 

-
In June 1911, under Lenin's leadership, a conference __ of C.C. 

members was held, at which a decision w~s- adopt~d to call a 
general Party conference and a foreign organization commission 
was appointed. Among the Bolsheviks nominated to the latter 
were Comrades J. Stalm, S. Spandaryan and P. Smidovich. 

On the instructions of Lenin, Comrade Stalin did a tremendous 
amount of work in Russia for convening the general Party con­
ference at Prague. At the beginning of July 1911 Comrade Stalin 
made his third escape from exile and ~rrived in St. Petersburg. 
In St. Petersburg Comrade Stalin organized and guided the strug­
gle against the Liquidator-Mensheviks and Trotskyites, consoli­
dated and strengthened the Bolshevik organizations of St. Peters-
burg. -- - · 

Comrade Stalin's fight against the Liquidators in St. Peters­
burg was vividly reflected in Lenin's article "From the Camp of 
the Stolypin 'Labour Party' (Dedicated to Our •Peace-Makers and 
Conciliators'). "** 

In this article written on behalf of the editorial board of the 
Sotsial-Demokrat Lenin commented on Comrade Stalin's corres­
pondence as follows: 

.. Comrade K. 's correspondence merits the utmost atten­
tion of all who hold our Party dear. A better exposure of Go los 
policy (and Golos diplomacy), a better refutatiOn of the views 
and hopes .of our 'peace-makers and conciliators' can hardly 
be imagined. ·. . -. -

"It is not always that these Liquidators come in contact 
_with Party ~or)dngmen; ~tis very rare tha~ the P~rty receives 

* Ibid., p. 12. 
** Cj. Sotstal-Demokrat, September 1, 1911. 
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information on their•shameful utterances as exact as that for 
which we must thank Comrade K., but the group of Indepen­
dent-Legalists preach always and everywhere in this very 
spirit."* 

In the summer of 1911, Comrade Stalin made numerous trips 
to Baku and Trflis to organize the struggle for the convocation 
of an all-Russian conference. 

The Trfbs Bolsheviks published a leaflet written by Comrade 
Stalin giving a clear picture of the upsurge of the revolutionary 
movement, and the task of restoring the illegal labour party 
and defeating the opportunist liquidator groups. 

To quote the leaflet: 
"Comrades and Fellow Workers! 
''The political reaction that set in after the defeat of the 

Great People's Revolution of 1905 has saddled the country 
with a terrible burden. The liberal bourgeoisie, taking fright 
at the independence displayed by the working class in the 
struggle for power, betrayed the cause of the people's freedom 
and treacherously stretched out its hands to the tsarist autoc­
racy in order to share political power with it behind the 
people's back. · 

"The tsar of the landowners with his lackey ministers, 
relying on the old, tried measures of the enslavement and 
boundless exploitation of the masses: spies, jails, penal servi­
tude and the gallows, began to fight for its existence with 
unparalleled cynicism and arrogance. The factory owners and 
manufacturers, utilizing the triumph of reaction, began to 
withdraw from the workers the concessions wrested from them 
in the days of the upsurge, and, with one accord, fell on the 
workers with lock-outs, black-lists, wage and rate reductions, 
and longer hours. ' 

The tsar and the landowner and the Russian merchant, all 
thoroughly aware that their main enemy is the workmg class, 
realized that the histone role of the proletariat of Russia is 
to overthrow the tsarist autocracy and set up a democratic 
republic, this threshold to the complete triumph of the work­
ers' cause,- the threshold to the radiant ·realm of free and 
joyous 'labour-socialism. And that, first and foremost, is 
why all the- vengeance, an the persecutions, all the horrors 
of triumphant reaction descended upon the working class and 
its class party,, •Russian Social"Democracy. • 
• Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. XV. p 217, Russ. ed 
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HAnd this reaction, this triumph of counter-revolution, 
turned many away from the revolutionary cause; in these 
years many, very many, began to repudiate the former slo­
gans, former beliefs and convictions. This process of 'moult­
ing' was particularly marked among the intellectual groups. 

"But the working class remained true to its revolutionary 
duty although it more than all others had to make sacrifices 
in the days of the struggle, more than all others had and still 
has to suffer privations in this hour of the trmmph of black 
reaction. And no reaction, no persecutions can daunt or 
'pacify' its ranks, since by reason of its position in modern 
society this class cannot but be revolutionary and must in­
evitably struggle, because in this struggle it has 'nothing to 
lose but its chains' and 'a world to win.' 

~·The temporary apathy, lassitude and quiescence were 
a result of the previous heroic efforts of the proletariat of 
Russia and the economic crisis which our country has passed 
through. At the present time, however, the difficult period 
for industry is passing, there are signs of a pick-up in economic 
life, the workers have begun to pull themselves together, they 
have felt an urge for political life, for revolutionary action. 
'We must fight' is the slogan of the day; the necessity for 
struggle and its inevitability are acknowledged by all the 
class-conscious and advanced elements of the working class. 
And now the class-conscious proletariat is being confronted 
with the problem of the forms, immediate tasks and obJects of 
the proletarian struggle, because the workers never take action, 
never take practical steps without first discussing the situation, 
without .determining their line of conduct and their tactics. 

"The working classes of the advanced countries have their 
own working class, political organization-the Social-Demo­
cratic Party, which pursues a class policy_ And to us workers 
of Russia, after -the revolution we -have been through, the 
necessity -of a class political Drganization has become even 
more obvious. We workers of Russia are faced with the great 
historic ~:ole of grave-diggers of tsarism. Recent revolutionary 
experience teach!3S us that we must ,make absolutely no deals 
with the b9urgeoisie, that we must not shed our proletanan 
plood fQr some sort of 'constitutional guarantees, • , but must 
ta.ise the_ stanQ.ard of a d-emo~ratic republic .!rom the very 
ou~et. _W~- IP.USt fight until we have completely dest!-'oyed 
the tsarist pow~r,_i~ order to have a clear ro_ad_to our ultlmat€l 
goal-sociahsm. And if jn_ the im~nding str1,1ggle we are to 
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be strong and have influence over the masses, if we are to 
lead them, we must have our own compact, ·strong and stable 
proletarian organization. However, it is clear that under the 
present political conditions we workers do not have the pos­
sibtlity of organizing in an open, legal party, and must have 
ill~gal, unlawful, underqround wcrk. And that is why no 
obstacles must stop us in the sacred cause of reviving our 
illegal labour party. At the same time, to extend and strengthen 
our influence we must utilize all legal opportunities too-open 
forms of labour organization-for our revolutionary ends. 
Everywhere, throughout Russia, class-conscious workers are 
untiringly accomplishing the hard, uphill task of restoring 
and strengthening the R.S.D.L.P. And we urge the local worker 
comrades to take part in this concerted and joint work together 
with the class-conscious workers of all Russia. Unfortunately, 
besides political stumblmg-tlocks, provocateurs and similar 
scoundrels, the advanced workers participating in our vital 
cause of strengthening our own Social-Democratic Party have 
to contend with a new obstacle in our own ranks, that is to 
say, people with a bourgeois psychology, people who, in our 
proletarian medium, are the agents of bourgeois influence on 
the working class. They fight agamst our illegal party, they 
want to abolish it completely (liquidate it); they do not want 
an independent labour party, they turn down our program, 
they strive to make the working class of Russia an under­
strapper to the bourgeoisie, to make cannon fodder of it ior 
the Russian bourgeo:sie. 

10* 

"'l'hese gentlemen, headed by Potressov, that traitor to 
tbe workers' cause, do not admit that the leader of the Russian 
revolution is the Russian proletariat; they want to commit 
the cause of the people's freedom into the hands of its histor­
ical betrayer-the bourgeoisie. Instead of an illegal work­
ers' Social-Democratic party these gentlemen propose to 
form an open •stolypin'labour party, at the price of abandon­
ing our ultimate purpose, at the price of abandoning our 
program together with our economic and political demands 
These traitors propose to substitute our revolutionary struggle 
by supplications, petitions, •tearful entreaties' to the 'June 
Third' Duma, the Dlack-Hundred-cum-Octobrist Duma, the 
gentlemen's Duma, wholly ignoring our S.-D. deputjes. But 
the class-conscious workers have turned away contempt­
uously from these bourgeois intellectuals who are trying to 
blast the labour party from within, and, following the die-
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tates of proletanan conscience and of revolutionary spirit, have 
once more turned to the building of the illegal party. And so, 
comrades and fellow workers, the time has come to buckle to 
with redoubled energy in the matter of preparing for new bat­
tles under the scarlet banner .of our glorious old Russian So­
cial-Democratic Labour Partv. 

''q'he sombre, bloody clouds of black reaction hovering 
over our eountry are beginning to break up, are beginning to 
give way to the thunder clouds of the people's anger and in­
dignation. The grim background of our life is being rent by 
lightning and in the distance we already see the first flashes; 
the storm is approaching whkh will sweep from the face of 
the earth the age-old bulwark of -violence and oppression­
the throne of the tsar-executioner, the murderer of the people, 
the Russian despot, Nicholas the Last. The tsarist government 
which has summoned all the dark forces against the people's 
revolution and its leader, the working class, has fallen into 
the hands of these forces itself. Iliodor, the tsarina's half­
demented monk, who incited the masses to take vengeance 
on the rich intellectuals, Bogrov, the provocateur and secret­
service agent at whose feet lies the corpse of the omnipotent 
favourite, P. A. Stolypin-such is the pacification achieved 
by the counter-revolution whose hero was the fallen minister. 

''Only a new revolution Will lead Russia out of this sit~ 
uation onto the open road of further development. The eman­
cipation of the country from political and economic fetters 
can be achieved only by the revolutionary populace led by 
the proletariat. 

"Organize, comrades, in compact, illegal ranks into a 
single Illegal labour party~ 

"Down with Liqu'idationism! 
"'Long lAve the R.S.D.L.P.! 
"Live Live the New People's Revolution! 
"Down with the Autocracy! 
"Long Lwe the Democratic Repub lie 1 
"Long Live Sociahsm! 
"Leading Circle of the Tillis Group of the R.S.D.L.P. n 

The Sotsial-Demokrat immediately commented on this leaflet, 
giving the gist of it and expressing the following opinion: , 

"The Leading Circle of the Tiflis Group of the R:S.D.L.P. 
has just issued a printed leaflet d~voted to an evaluatwn_ of the 
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present situation. . . . The leaflet . . . clearly and sharply 
attacks the Liquidators. . • . 

.. The leaflet further proscribes Otzovism also .•.. "* 
Under the leadership of Comrade Stalin, the Transcaucasian 

BolsheVIks organized the preparations for the Prague Conference 
m a decisive struggle against the Liquidators. 

At this time, acting on Lenin's instructions, Sergo Orjo:rilkidze 
arrived in Transcaucasia to assist in the preparations for the 
Prague Conference of the Party. 

With the help and leadership of Comrade Stalin, Orjonikldze 
succeeded in establishing an organization commission in Baku 
for the convocation of the all-Russian Party conference. 

The Baku and Tlflis Bolshevik organizations played a major 
part in the preparations for convening the Prague Conference. 

Lemn wrote that the Russian Organization Comm'I.Ssion, which 
ensured the convocation of the Prague Conference, was ''the work 
of the Kiev, Yelcaterinoslav, Tifl'LS, Baku and Yekatennburg organ­
izatwns . .. ** (My italics.-L. B.) 

The Sixth (Prague) Conference of the R.S.D.L.P. endorsed. 
Lenin's strategic line in the Russian revolution, emphasizmg that 
now as before the immediate task of the working class was to fight 
for a revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and 
peasantry; it decided the Party's political slogans for the elections 
to the Fourth Duma and called upon the Party and the working 
class to intensify the struggle against the liberal-monarchist bour­
geoisie and their leader, the Cadet Party. 

The Conference expelled the Liquidator-Mensheviks from the 
Party and also put the Trotskyites and the followers of Vperyod 
outside its ranks. 

The Prague Conference of the Bolsheviks marks a turning point 
in the history of Bolshe'IJ'I.Sm, for it made the spht U'1-th Menslu:t-"'.Sm 
offz.cwJ, expelled the Liquidator-Menshemks from the Party and latd 
tlu: foundatwn for the ex'I.Stence of the Bolshet-'1-k Party. 

The Prague Conference elected a Central Committee with Lemn 
at its head. Comrade Stalin was also elected, although he was not 
present. 

During the Prague Party Conference Comrade Stalin was in 
exile. Comrade Stalin had been arrested in St. Petersburg on Sep-

* Sotsial-Demokrar, No. 24, October lS, 1911. 
•• Lemn, Collected Works,. Vol. XV, .. The Anonymous Writer of 

the Vorwarts and the Situation in the R S D L P , " p. 429, Russ edl 
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tember 9,1911, and exiled to Solvychegodsk in the Vologda Prov­
ince, but he managed to escape on February 29, 1912. 

On Lenin's proposal, the Central Committee of the R.S.D.L.P. 
(Bolsheviks) elected at the Prague Conference set up a bureau of 
the C. C., headed by Comrade Stalin, to lead Party work in Russia. 
Besides Comrade Stalin there were on this bureau Comrades 
Y. Sve.rdlov, S. Spandaryan, S. Orjonikidze and M. Kalinin. 

After the Prague Conference, Comrade Stalin returned to Trans­
caucasia (Baku and Tiflis), and orgamzed and directed the strug­
gle of the Transcaucasian Bolsheviks for carrying out the decisions 
of the Prague Conference. 

In :March 1912, the Tiflis Bolshevik organization heard a re­
port on the work of the Prague Conference and approved its de­
cisions. 

The resolution of the Tiflis Bolshevik group stated: 
• 'Recognizing: 
"1) That whereas the Party organizations in the country 

had been scattered and disorganized during the past few years, 
the recent Conference gathered together, as far as possible, all 

• functioning Party nuclei, and thus laid tbe foundation for tbe 
amalgamation and consolidation of all Party organizations; 

"2) That by estab1ishing a Russian centre (C.C.), the Con­
ference took the right road towards the umfication of the Party, 
since the lack of such a practical leading centre reacted disas­
trously on Social-Democratic work; 

"3) That all the decisions adopted by the Conference, bot}l 
m regard to the political line of the Sccial-Democratic prole­
tariat and in regard to organizational structure, quite correct­
ly indjcate the lme of conduct for the proletariat-

"The T1flis group of the R.S.D.L.P. registers its complete 
adherence to them and will support the C.C. in its construc­
tive work.''* 
In Aprill912 the Tiflis Bolshevik organization came out against 

the Transcaucasian RegiOnal Committee of the R.S.D.L.P .. 
which was led by the Menshevik-Liquidators. It characterized 
the Transcaucasian Conference, which was being called on the 
initiative of the Regional Committee, as a Liquidationist confer-· 
ence, and called upon ·the Social-Democratic organizations to 
boycott it. It is a known fact that the Transcaucasian Regional 
Committee of the Mensheviks set itself the aim of thwarting the 
decisions of the Bolshevik Prague Conference. 

i< Sntslal·Demokrat, No. 26, May 8, 1912, p. 9, 
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The resolution of the Bolshevik group '(Apnl 1912) stated: 
.. We regard the Conference being called by the ·January 

meeting* as a. Liquidationist and inaugural** conference, 
since the initiating groups, which work legally and which on 
their own authority declare themselves to be Social-Democratic, 
are being invited to it also. This openly contradicts the prin­
ciples on the basis of which all previous general Party congress­
es and conferences have been called. The work of convening 
this conference is disorganizing· the Party, which has just be­
gun to rally round the Central Committee, and therefore we 
categorically refuse to participate in this conference and call 
upon all Social-Democratic organizations to boycott it."*** 
In 1912 Comrade Stalin was in charge of the Russian Bureau 

of the Central Committee of the R.S.D.L.P. (Bolsheviks) and did 
a tremendous amount of Party work in St. Petersburg. 

Comrade Stalin directed the newspaper Z1--ezda (The Star), which 
published his articles "A New Page,"' "Life Wins, " "How They 
Are Preparing for 'the Elections," "A Start," "Conclusions," 
and others. 

In these articles Comrade Stalin analysed the impending phase 
of revival in the labour movement in Russia and explained what 
the Bolshevik Party should do next. 

On the basis of Lenin's instructions and under Comrade Stal­
m 's personal leadership the Pravda was founded-that splen­
did militant organ of the Bolshevik Party. 

The Pravda was a newspaper of tremendous political' and or­
ganizational importance. In the period of the struggle against the 
Liquidators to maintain the illegal side of the movement and to 
win over the legal labour organizations, the Pra'l:da was an or­
ganizational centre rallying the working class around the illegal 
Bolshevik Party. 

The BolsheVIk campaign in the elections to the Fourth Duma 
was conducted in accordance with Lenin's instructions from 
a broad and directed personally by Comrade Stalin. The Bolsheviks 
won a complete victory in the election of labour deputies to the 
Fourth Duma. Stalin's "St. Petersburg Workers' Mandate to 
Their Labour Deputy" rallied the working class to Lenin's colours 
in the elections. 

* The meeting of "Nationals" in January 1912, in preparation 
for the August Conference of the Liquidators. 

** I e., a conference intended to form a new Party.-Ed Eng ed. 
*** Central Archives, Georgia, Folio No.7, F1Ie No. 2467, 1913, 

Sheet 48 (reverse)-49, "Case of Stassova and Others." 
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·Of the '•Mandate" .Comrade Stalin wrote: 
"The Mandate speaks primarily of the problems of 1905, 

of the :fact that these problems are still unsolvedt that the econ­
omic and political situation in the country makes their so­
lution imperative. The emancipation of the country, according 
to the Mandate, can be achieved only by a struggle, a struggle 
on two fronts: against the feudal-bureaucratic survivals on 
the one hand, and against the treacherous liberal bourgeoisie 
on the other. Moreover, only the peasantry can be a reliable 
ally of the workers. But the struggle can be victorious only on 
condition that the proletariat has the hegemony (leadmg part) 
The greater the understanding and orgamzation of the workers, 
the better they will play the part of leader of the people. And 
since the Duma platform is, under the present conditions, 
.one of the best means of organizing and educating the masses, 
the workers are sending a deputy to the Duma so that he and 
the whole S.-D. fraction in the Fourth Duma as well should 
defend the fundamental aims of the proletariat, the complete 
and uncurtailed demands of the country .... 

"Such are the contents of the Mandate."* 

Defeated and disgraced in the St. Petersburg electiOns of la­
bour deputies, the Liquidators raised a howl about the imper­
missible split which they alleged was being effected by the Bol­
sheviks. Comrade Stalin showed what these hypocritical cries 
for "unity • were worth. 

'•When bourgeois diplomats are preparing a war they 
begin to shout loudly about 'peace' and 'friendly relations. -t ••• 

Fine words are a mask for dirty deeds. A sincere diplomat is 
dry water, wooden iron. 

"The same applies to the Liquidators with their fake cries 
for unity. . • . The Liquidators are deceiving the workers 
with their diplomatic cries for unity, because while they are 
talking unity they are creating a split. . . . 

"The elections in St. Petersburg are outright proof of 
this."** 

Comrade Stalin gave an excellent definition of the Marxist 
understanding of unity in the labour movement 

* K. St., "The Will of the Delegates," Pravda, No. 147, October 19, 
1912. 

** K. Stalin, "The Elections in St. Petersburg," Sotsial-Demokrat, 
No 30, January 12, 1913. 
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, uunity is, fll'St of all, unity of action of the Social-Demo­
cratically organized workers within the working class~ wh1ch 
is as yet unorganized, as yet unenlightened by the rays of 
socialism. The Social-Democratically organized workers raise 
questions at their meetings, discuss them, adopt decisions 
and then, as one whole, collie to the non-Party people v.ith 
these decisions, which are absolutely binding on the minonty. 

Without this there is not and cannot be any untty of Socw,l­
l)e~cracy! . . • 

''Then, unity is unity of action of the proletariat in the 
face of the whole bourgeois world. The representatives of the 
proletariat adopt decisions and carry them out, acting as one 
whole, with the minority subordinate to the majority. With­
out th~s there is not and cannot be any unity of the proletarwt!' '* 

In the same article Comrade Stalin showed up the Liquida-
tionist essence of the "unity" slogans of Judas Trotsky, who tried 
to cover up his Liquidationism with "revolutionary" phrases 
about unity. 

In his article ~·The Elections in St. Petersburg" Comrade 
Stalin wrote. 

"They say that Trotsky with his •unity' campaign has 
put a 'new current~ into the old 'affairs • of the Liquidators 
But this is not true. Despite h1s 'heroic' efforts and 'ternble 
threats • Trotsky proved in the end to be JUst a loud-mouthed 
champion with fake muscles, for after five years of •work' 
he did not succeed in uniting anybody but the Liquidators. 
New fuss-old affairs."** 

In his article "The Results of the Elections in the Workers' 
Cur1a of St. Petersburg, •• Comrade Stalin wrote: 

"Trotsky . . . lumps everyone together, opponents and 
supporters of Party organization alike, and, of course, he gets 
no unity whatever .•.• 

"The practical experience of the movement shatters 
Trotsky's childish plan of uniting the un-umteable. 

''Moreover. From a preacher of fantastic umty Trotsky is 
becoming a factotum of the Liquidators, carrying on a business 
that is of advantage to the Liquidators. 

* lbzd 
** lbcd. 
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"Trotsky has done all that IS possible for us to have two 
rival newspapers, two rival platforms, two conferences which 
repudiate each other-and now this champion with the fake 
muscles himself is singing to us about unityt 

"This is no unity, but a game fit for a comedian.''* 
V.I. Lenin warmly supported the struggle which Comrade 

Stalin developed around the election campaign in the pages of 
Pravda. . 

After reading Stalin's "Who Won?" in Pravda of October 
18, 1912, summing up the elections in St. Petersburg, Lenin 
wrote to the editors: 

"Today I read in Pravda ... about the results of .the elec­
tions in the workers' curia of St. Petersburg. I cannot refrain 
from congratulating you on the editorial in No. 146: in a mo-

- ment of defeat dealt not by Social-Democrats (it is clear from 
an analysis of the figures that the Liquidators did not get in 
on Social-Democrat votes), the editors at once adopted the 
correct, firm, dignified tone of pointing to the significance of 
the principled standpoint of protest against 'humiliation.' ... 

''It is extremely important not to break off the work be­
gun by Pravda of studying the elections, but to continue it. . . . 

"Only Pravda can do this important job properly."** 
During 1912 and 1913, conciliation towards the :Menshevik­

Liquidators and the opportunist practice of uniting and collab­
orating with the Mensheviks were current to a certain extent in 
the ranks of the Bolsheviks of Transcaucasia and Georgia. 

After the Prague Conference, which expelled the Liquidators 
from the Party and put a final end to all survivals of formal uni­
fication with the Mensheviks, some Bolsheviks of Transcaucasia 
violated this policy and adopted the line of collaboration with the 
Menshevik-Liquidators. 

Thus, for instance, in 1912-13, in Kutais, people like Eliava, 
Zhgenti, M. Okujava*** and G. Kuchaidze collaborated with the 
:Mensheviks, belonged to the same organization as they did, 
worked on the Menshevik newspaper Mertskhah, **** etc. 

* Pravda, No. 151, October 24, 1912. 
** Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. XXIX, "To the Editors of Pravda," 

p. 76, Russ. ed. ' 
*** In 1937 M. Okujava, 8. Eliava and T. Zhgenti were exposed as 

enemies of the people. 
* * • * Mertskhali (The Swa/low)-a legal MensheVik newspaper pub­

lished in Georgian in Kutais beginning with December 11, 1912. Al­
together 16 numbers appeared in 1912, and 101 numbers in 1913. 
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In their articles and reminiscences T. Zhgenti, B. Bibineish­
vili * and others maintained silence about the great historical signi­
ficance of the struggle of the Transcaucasian Bolsheviks against 
the Menshevik-Liquidators, the struggle of the Bolsheviks of 
Transcaucasia, and primarily of the Baku and T1f1Is organiza­
tions, under the leadership of Comrades Stalin, Orjonikidze and 
Spandaryan, for the preparation of the Prague Conference and the 
carrying out of its decisions. In place of the struggle to smash the 
Menshevik-Liquidators eompletely, they substituted peace and 
the united front of a small group of Bolshevik-conciliators (to 
which they themselves belonged) with the Mensheviks. 

Is it not clear that Zhgenti and Bibi:r:e~shvili slandered the' 
Bolsheviks of Georgia and unceremoniously falsified and distorted 
the history of our Party? -

In 1913 serious mistakes were also made by Ph. Makharadze, 
who was then in charge of the magazine Cht:eni Tskaro.** (appear­
ing in the city of Baku). 

Prior to Makharadze, Noab. Jordania had been editor of this 
magazine. 

In his articles, N. Jordania advanced and propagated the­
thesis of the necessity for a fusion of Bolshevism and Menshevism 
on the basis of the principles of Menshevism, '/,.e., in essence ad­
vocated the slogan of the liquidation of Bolshevism. -

At that time he wrote: 

"One thing only is beyond doubt, namely, that these two 
currents are two wings of one and the same movement, two 
aspects of one and the same phenomenon. They complement 
each other, each representing a continuation of the other."*** 

Noah Jordania held up the Social-Democratic Parties of. the 
West as worthy models of working-class parties, saying: 

"We see great splits and different trends in the workers' 
parties of Western Europe. There are even some that complete­
ly repudiate the basic principles of Marxism. Irrespective 
of th1s, they are in one party, they march and fight together. 

* In 1937 B. B1bineishvili was exposed as an enemy of the people. 
** Chvent Tskaro (Our Fountain-Head)--a monthly Social-Demo­

cratic magazme of a Liquidationist tendency. It began to appear 1n 
1913 after the suppress10n of Tskaro in Baku. 

*** Tskaro (Fountain-Head), No. 9, 1913, p. 2. This was a weekly 
Social-Democratic magazine of avowedly Liquidationist tendency. 
It was published in the Georgian language in Baku in 1913. 

155 



But with us, when differences of opinion were still superfi­
cialt split and division became the aim from the very start."* 
Jordania made a brazen and cynical attack on Marx. He 

wrote: 
"When Marx wanted to arrange Party affairs in his own 

way from London, and wrote to his disciples, Liebknecht and 
Bebel, not to unite with the Lassalleans, the disciples hid this 
letter, carried through the unification and answered Marx: We 
on the spot are better able to see the need for union. And if 
a thinker of genius, divorced from local affairs, makes mistakes, 
what shall we say about others, who send instructions from afar 

·and wrap themselves in a cloak of infallibility, like the Pope 
of Rome?"** 

Beginning with the twelfth issue of Tskaro Ph. Makharadze 
became its editor. 

Instead of rooting out the Menshevik spirit of the magazine 
and waging an uncompromising struggle against Jordania, Makh­
aradze gave him the opportunity of collaborating on the maga­
zine and further propagating his Menshevik views. 

1n a number of articles published in the magazine Ch1-·eni Tslm1o 
under the editorship of Makharadze, N. Jordania (cf. "An Inner­
Party Misunderstanding" and other articles) defended and prop­
agated the thesis that Russian Menshevism had the correct ide­
ology and tactics, whereas Bolshevism had only a strong organi­
zation; that Bolshevism and Menshevism in Russia were comple­
ments of each other; that in contrast to Russian Menshevism, 
Transcaucasian Menshevism, which had not only ideological and 
tactical but also organizational merits, had liquidated Bolshe­
vism. 

Makharadze not only did not oppose the Menshevik-Liquida­
tionist views of N. Jordania in his magazine (evidently in the in­
terests of peace and collaboration with the Mensheviks), but com­
mitted a series of gross opportunist errors in his own articles. 

In his article "An Inner-Party Disagreement, Makharadze 
wrote the following: 

"Russian Social-Democracy has not been able to establish 
firm and inflexible discipline. And this is where we must look 
for the main reason of the split that exists in our Social­
~emocracy .. 

* Ibid., p. 3. 
** /brd. 
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"If discipline had been firmly established among us, would 
the appearance of 'Bolsheviks' and 'Mensheviks' within the 
Party and the corresponding division of the Party into two 
parts have been possible? ..• We are firmly convinced that 
if Russian Social-Democracy had had firm and stnct disci­
pline, so senseless a division as Bolshevism and Menshevism was 
at that time would have been wholly impossible; Social-De­
mocracy would have been a single united party organizationally. 
This would in no way have hindered the existence of differ­
ences and even of disagreements within the Party, either in 
technical or organizational questions. Here we can point as an 
example to the German Social-Democratic Party, which or­
ganizationally is an integral unit, even though there are dis­
agreements of various kmds within it. . . • 

"The interests of the masses are everywhere the same; tem­
porary disagreements can arise here only from a lack of class 
consciousness. True, in some instances this disagreement is 
introduced from above, in the interests of defending narrow 
factional views, but it is without foundation. The Social-Dem­
ocratic Labour Party can exist only as a single party, other­
wise it cannot exist at all. It is impossible to imagme the exist­
ence of both a Bolshevik and a Menshevik Social-Democratic 
Labour Party. That would be downright stupidity."* (St1.r in 
the audience.) 

Need proof be given that such a conception of the Party is in 
glaring contradiction to Lenin's and Stalm 's teaching on the 
proletanan party, that in champiomng the amalgamation of the 
Bolsheviks and the Mensheviks, Makharadze was continuing the 
work of Kautsky and Trotsky, whose aim was to smash Bolshevism 
by advocating reconciliation between the Bolsheviks and the 
Mensheviks? 

Makharadze declared that Lenin's historic struggle for the 
creatiOn, development and strengthening of the Bolshevik Party 
was wholly unnecessary, as it brought harm to the revolution­
ary labour movement, and he considered the very existence of 
the Bolshevik Party "downright stupidity.,. 

Failing to understand the momentous task of parting company 
with Menshevism and establishing a genuinely proletarian, Bol· 
shevik Party~ Makharadze took the Liquidators under his dlrect 
protectiOn. 

* Chveni Tskaro, No. 7-17, 1913, pp. 5-6, "An Inner-Party Disa• 
greement," Part II, s1gned "Dzveli Dasseli." 
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In the same article Makharadze wrote: 

"Here we must remark that in the Caucasus Liquidatiorrism 
and Liqmdationist deviations have always been slight, and no 
such fierce struggle raged around this =ssue as in Russia .... 

" ... The Liquidators were particularly strong in St. Pe­
tersburg, since it was there that their main forces were con­
centrated. 

" ... This campaign was carried on almost exclusively in 
St. Petersburg. Therefore in most cases the local workers did 
not even understand and still do not understand the fierce 
struggle against the Liquidators, which was carried on there 
by Z-cezda. and later by Pra'l.da. 

•• ... As we know, the backbone of the Liquidators was 
a group of journalists, of which Potressov, Martov, Dan, 
Levitsky, Mayevsky, and others were and still are mem­
bers. Since all of them were formerly leaders of the Menshe­
viks, this fact gave rise to the misunderstanding that all Men­
sheviks must at the same time be Liquidators. Incidentally, 
this also explains why nearly all the Caucasian organizations 
were labelled Liquidationist, which is absurd in itself. This 
is how Liquidationism was understood among us and thus, 
in all probability, it is still understood. However, the case 
was not such. ' '* 

Thus, in 1913, Ph. Makharadze, being a conciliator, shielded 
the Tranc;caucasian Menshevik-Liquidators and N. Jordania against 
the Bolsheviks. Makharadze saw the struggle of the Liquidators 
against the Party in St. Petersburg, but did not see or understand 
the struggle of the Liquidators, the struggle of Noah Jordania, 
against Bolshevism in the Transcaucasian organizations, under­
estimated this struggle, adopted a conciliatory attitude towards 
it and screened it. 

In 1909 Comrade Stalin in his ••Letter from the Caucasus,. 
hadalreadyexposed theLiquidatiomsm of Jordania and the Trans­
caucasian Mensheviks. Lenin had also given an estimate of Jar-
dania's Liquidation ism. , 

In a letter to Olminsky in 1913 Lenin wrote: 

"The clever diplomat, An** ... is playing a 1:ery subtle 
game. You don't know An! But I have studied his diplomacy 
for years, and know how he deceives the whoLe Gaucas us 

* Ibid.-, No. 8-18, Part III, p. 7. 
** The pseudonym of Noah Jordania.. 

158 



with 1tl! . . . An wants to make it appear that he is against 
Luck* AND THUS SAVE Luck!! Th1s is clear to those who 
know the history of the Party well, especially of J a n u a r y 
1910 and Aug us t 1912!1 .An chided Dan for trifles, while 
surrendering to Dan on the main issue** (the slogan** of the 
struggle for an open party) as he wished to show 'his own 
people' that we too, you see, are against the Liquidators. 
There is no more fatal mistake than to be caught by this bait 
of An's. You do not know the ins-and-outs of the attitude of 
Trotsky, An, the Bund, Braun, etc., towards Luck (and this 
is understandable)-but I do know. There is no better way** 
of ass is tin g the Liquidators than by recogntztng** An 
as an anti-Liquidator.** This is a fact. And An is their sole 
•serious' s u p p o r t. This is also a fact .... 

" P. S. They say that in St. Petersburg there is much talk 
about how An (together with Chkhenkeb) was 'taking away• 
Luck from Dan ... but did not take it away. I beheve he 
pretended to take it away, and wound up with what seemed to 
be a compromtse but was in fact a surrender to Dan!! Dan is a 
battery of the enemy, poorly disguised. Ants also a battery 
of the same enemy, but cleverly camouflaged."** (Lenin, Collected 
Works, Vol. XVI, "Letter to Olminsky, .. p. 438, Russ. ed.) 

Ph. Makharadze 's statements concerning the anti-Liquidation-
ism of the Caucas1an Mensheviks could mean and did mean only 
one thing. Makharadze tried to justify his collaboration with Jar­
dania, not understanding that ''there is no better way of ass~.s ttng 
the Liquidators than by recognizing An as an anti-Liquidator.,, 
{Lemn.) 

In 1913 this conciliatory attitude towards Menshevism on the 
part of the above-mentioned small group of Bolsheviks developed 
into complete organizational amalgamatiOn and collaboratiOn with 
the Menshevik-Liquidators. 

Contrary to the policy of Lemn and Stalin, a number of con­
ciliators, mcluding S. Eliava, T. Zbgenti and B. B1bmershvlli, 
took part in the Transcaucasian Regional Conference of the Men­
shevik-Liquidators in the autumn of 1913. 

The Regional Committee elected by the Conference included, 
in addition to the Liquidators, Comrade Ph. Makharadze and 
Shalva Eliava. 

There is not a single word in the resolutions and communiques 

* Luch (The Ray)-a newspaper of the Liquidators. 
** My 1tahcs.-L 8 - -
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of this Conference on the struggle against the Liquidators, nor is 
there any mention of the Prague All-Russian Conference of Bol­
sheviks and the new C.C. of the R.S.D.L.P. On the contrary, we 
find in the ''Communique'' of the Conference a call to rally around 
the Menshevik-Liquidationist Regional Committee. 

''The Regional Committee appeals to all members of the 
Party to rally around it and the local leading bodies, and to 
work under their guidance for the consolidation of the Social­
Democratic organizations and the strengthening of their in­
fluence among the broad masses of .workers and peasants "* 

In the resolution of the Conference on the Fourth State Duma, 
the Social-Democratic fraction, or more correctly, the Menshevik 
faction, is recognized as the worthy parliamentary representative 
of the Russian proletariat, while the split in the Social-Demo­
cratic fraction of the Duma, the struggle of the Bolsheviks within 
the Duma fraction against the Mensheviks, is adjudged a mani­
festation of factionalism: 

"The Conference recognizes that the Social-Democratic 
fraction of the Fourth State Duma has on the whole shown it­
self to be a worthy parliamentary representative of the Russian 
proletariat, and that its activity was in harmony with the 
principles of international Social-Democracy. 

''Noting certain shortcomings, as, for instance, the vote 
on the proposal to re-establish the seven-hour working day for 
postal and telegraph employees, and an insufficient intensity 
in its activity, the Conference considers the main reason for­
this to be the intensification of the inner factional fight and 
the decline of djscipline within the Social-Democratic frac­
tion. u ** 
In the resolutions of the Conference on tlle peasant question, 

we find only a call for an appeal to the State Dunia: 

" ... The Conference resolves to direct the Social-Dem­
ocratic organizations to take all appropriate measures for 
the protectiOn of the lawful interests of the peasantry, and to 
bring all unlawful act!ons nf local authonties to the attention 

* Cf. "Communique., and Resolutions. Extract from the protocol 
of the Tlflis Gendarmerie Admimstration, Central Archives of -Georgia, 
Foho No. 7, F1le No. 2742, 1914, pp. 21-25. 

** Cf. "Communique" and Resolutions. Section "On the State 
Duma.•• 
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of the Social-Democratic fraction for the purpose of· intro­
ducing corresponding interpellations in the Duma. 

'' ... To direct the local organizations to intensify their 
organizational and propagandist activity, and for this pur­
pose to distribute Social-Democratic literature among them 
(the small landowners) ... and to draw their representatives 
into cultural and educational activity in the countryside."* 

A Menshevik resolution was also adopted on S. Eliava's report 
on the co-operative movement: 

"The Conference considers the present time of the revival 
of the workers' movement particularly auspicious for the or­
ganization of consumers' co-operatives, which const~tute an 
important factor in the struggle against the constantly rming 
pnces of articles of consumption, and resolves to carry on 
widespread agitation for their organization.''** 

The resolution of the Conference on trade unions was typically 
Menshevik and Liquidationist. 

"The Conference considers it necessary to organize com­
mittees of enlightened workers, in the localities, in every 
industry, and in every trade, for the distribution of trade 
union literature, for drawing up draft rules and for calling 
preliminary meetings to discuss them. ' 

.. In the event of refusal to register a union established in 
accordance with the regulations of May 4, the Conference pro­
poses that a complaint be lodged with the Senate against such 
unlawful refusaL"*** . 

Such were the resolutions of this conference of Menshevik-
Liquidators. , 

It' is significant that the representatives of the Baku and Tif­
hs Bolshevik organizations, 1-.e., precisely those organizations 
which were waging a bitter struggle against the Liquidators, were 
not admitted to the Conference. 

On the national question, the Conference decided to open a 
discussion in the press on national cultural autonomy, between 
the supporters of the Party program and the supporters of the slo­
gan of national cultural autonomy. :And this despite the fact that 
the Cracow Conference of the C.C. of the R.S.D.L.P. {~anuary 

* Ibid., Section "On Work Among the Peasants." 
** lb1d., Sect1on "On Co-ollerat1ves." 

*** lbrd., Section "On the Trade Uruons •• 
11-344, 16L. 



1913) had already condemned the slogan of national cultural auton­
omy. 

In the central organ of the Party, the Sotsial-Demokrat, this 
Transcaucasian Regional Conference of the Mensheviks was char~ 
.ucterized as follows: 

"At the Regional Conference which has just taken place. 
delegates from seven localities were present. Baku was not 
represented. There was also no one present from the group of 
Tillis Bolsheviks .... 

"Liquidators of the first water attended the Conference,. 
but they hid their true colours. 

"The newly-elected Organizational Committee includes one 
Bolshevik and another member who vacillates greatly between 
Caucasian Menshevism and our policy."* 

Thus, during the period of 1912-13, the Bolshe'!J1.ks of Trans­
caucasia earned on a /Mrce struggle not only aga1.nst the MensheMk­
L1,quidators and the Menshemk-Trotsky1,tes, but also aga1,nst the 
concil,iators among the Bolshev~ks, who had entered on a path of 
compromise and collaborahon with the Menshemks 1-n accordance 
with the opportunist principle of the Trotsky1, te "August bloc' • 
(Comrade Ph. Makharadze as well as M. Okujava, S. Eliava~ 
T. Zhgenti, B. Bibineishvili, and others). 

The Bolsheviks of Transcaucasia had to fight just as hard 
against the conciliationists and the opportunist tendencies towards 
amalgamation during the period of 1917 also. In the period of the 
February bourgeois-democratic revolution of 1917, on the initia­
tive of Comrade Ph. Makharadze, the T1flis group of BolsheVlks 
came out in favour of union with the MensheVIks. Right up to the 
April Conference of our Party in 1917, Makharadze advocated 
unity with the Mensheviks, maintaining that at bottom the Bol­
sheviks and Mensheviks had a single program. 

Makharadze 's argument for unity was as follows: 
• •But as long as all of us, Bolsheviks as well as Mensheviks, 

have at bottom a single program and an identical understand­
ing of the great tasks that history has imposed upon the working 
class, we must not split our forces, but must unite and create 
a single, powerful organization . 

.. It goes without saying that even given the existence of a 
single organization, ideologwal divergence and disagreement 
are not only possible but must exist in the interests of healthy 

* Sotsial-Demokrat, No. 32, December 15, 1913, p. 9. 
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development. On the contrary; these ideological disagreements 
must unceasingly invigorate the lrre of the Party, must impel 
1t forward, not allowing it to stand still in one place.''* 

Throughout the history of the Party, the Bols1wviks, w-tth Lemn 
and Staltn at their heod, fought tenacwusly not only aga'tnst op­
port:unwm but also against every kmd of conc'tliation with 'tt. 

In one of his letters, Lenin defined the danger of conclliation­
ism in the following way: 

"Conciliationism and amalgamationism are a roost harm­
ful thing for the labour party in Russia: it is not only idiocy, 
but fatal to the Party. For 'tn reahty, 'amalgamation' (or con­
ciliation, etc.) with Chkheidze and Skobelev (matters hinge 
on them since they parade as 'internationalists') means •unity• 
with the adherents of the Org [anizational] Com[mittee] and 
through it with the Potressovs & Co., i e., in reality, sermlity 
to the social-chauvinists. . . . 

"'We can rely only upon those who have understood the 
absolute deceptiveness of the idea of unity, and the absolute 
necessity of a split with this fraternity (Chkheidze & Co.) in 
Russia."** , 

Therefore the attempt on the part of Ph. Makharadze, T. Zhgen­
ti and others to proclaim conc1liationism a "legitimate current" 
of Bolshevism, and to subst1 tute the history of the struggle of 
the Transcaucasian Bolsheviks against the MensheV1k-Liquida­
ors and the conciliators by the history of the peace and collabora­
tion of the opportunists and conciliators With "the Menshevik­
Liquidators, Is a gross falsification of the history of the Bolshevik 
organizations of Georgia. 

Thus: 
1) During the years of 1·eaction the Bolsheviks of Transcaucasia, 

under the leadership of Comrade Staltn, ltke the whole Bolshemk 
Party led by Lenin, retreated in perfect order, with the least poss'tble 
detriment to the revolutwnary nw'l:ement, and carried on an enornwus 
amount of revolutionary work in bu'tlding and strengthen'tng the 
tllegal Party organization, waging a herow struggle in preparation 

* Ph. Makharadze, 1n Kavkazsky Rabochy (Caucasian Worker). 
No. 14, March 28, 1917. Th1s newspaper was the organ of the Caucasian 
Tern tonal and the T1flis Committees of the R S D.L P. (BolsheVIks). 
It began to appear on March 11, 1917. Altogether 232 numbers were 
pubhshed in 1917, and 29 in 1918. 

** Lerun, Mzsrellany, Vol. II, p. 278, Russ ed. 
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for a victorious assault upon the autocracy, for tTw vic tof'Y. of the 
revolution. . 

2) During the difficult years of reaction the Baku Bolshemk 
organizatwn, under the ihreot leaikrship of Comrade Stahn, was 
an impregnable fortress of· Lenin's Party. The glonous Bolshemk 
tradttwns ·unpktnted by Comrade Stalin, the ·closest colleague of 
our great Lentn, put the Ba!Cu proletariat tn the front ranks of those 
fighting for the victory of the revolution, for the dwtatorsh~p of 
tlw proletariat, for the vw tory of so cia hsm. 

3} Wtth Comrade Stalin at the helm, the Bolsheviks of Tf'ans­
caucasta have at all stages of the revolutwnary movement carrwd 
on an uncompromtsing struggle against all enemies of the worktng 
clqss, pnmarily against the Menshemks, rhe bourgeou natwnahsts, 
the "conctliators" and "compromuers.'' 'l'he histor1c "Letters 
from. £he Caucasus,'' in which Comrade Stalin tore the 'mask from 
tlw iikologists and builders of the Stolyptn "Labour Pm·ty," played 
an extrem.ely important part in the exposure and 1·out of the ..Rfen-
$hevtks. (Loud applause.) · 
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IV 
On the History of the Struggle Against 

National Deviationisrn 
(1913-1924) 

On the national question the Bolsheviks of Transcaucasia and 
of Georgia throughout their history carried on an uncompromising 
struggle against the bourgeois nationalism of the Mensheviks 
and the bourgeois-nationalist parties-the Federalists and the 
Dashnaks-as well as against all nationalist deviations in their 
own ranks. 

Comrade Stalin waged a struggle of tremendous hlStorical 
significance against the Georgian Mensheviks on the national 
question. 

As is known, the Georgian Mensheviks put forward the reac­
tionary nationalist demand for national cultural autonomy for 
the nationalities of the Caucasus as against the BolsheVIk slogan 
of "the right of nations to self-determination and independent 
political existence.,. The program of national cultural autonomy, 
borrowed by the Jtfensheviks from the Austrian Social-Democrats 
(Mensheviks} and the Bund, was based upon a monarchist, lib­
eral-constitutional solution of the national question in Russia. 

Since national cultural autonomy did not touch the founda­
tions of the bourgeois-landlord system, it left full economic and 
political power in the hands of the landowners and the bourgeoi­
sie of the ruling Great-Russian nation, and if It had been put into 
effect would have made Transcaucasia an arena of bloodv conflicts 
between the nationalities. · 

Stalin's Marxum and the National and Colonial Question, 
which he wrote abroad, was published in 1913. 

Lenin was the first to appreciate the great importance of Com­
rade Stalin ·s theoretical works on the national questiOn. 

In 1913 Lenm wrote to Gorky: 

"Regarding nationalism I quite agree with you that it 
must be studied more earnestly. ·V\re have a splendid Georgian 
who has got down to work and is· writing a big article for Pro-
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sveshchemye [Enhghtemnent], after collectmg all the Austrian 
and other data.''* 

Somewhat later Lenin wrote: 
"In theoretical Marxist literature this state of affairs and 

the principles of the national program of S.-D. have already 
been elucidated recently (here Stalin's article comes frrst)." ** 
In his book Maransm and 'the Na~ional and Colonial Question 

Comrade Stalin gives the following exhaustive analysis of the 
reasons for the national question being so much in the limelight 
at that time: 

"The period of counter-revolution in Russia brought not 
only 'thunder and lightning' in its train, but also disillusion­
ment in the movement and lack of faith in common forces. As 
long as people belleved in 'a bright future,' they fought side 
by side irrespective of nationality: common questions first 
and foremost{ But when doubt crept into people's hearts, 
they began to depart, each to his own national tent. Let every 
·man count upon himself[ The 'national question' first and 
foremost! 

"At the same time a profound upheaval was taking place 
in the economic life of the country. The year 1905 had not been 
in vain: one more blow had been struck at the survivals of 
serfdom in the country d1stricts.' The series of good harvests 
which succeeded the starvation years, and the industrial boom 
that followed, furthered the progress of capitalism. The differ­
entiation of the peasants, the growth of the towns, the devel­
opment of trade and means of communication all took a b1g 
stride forward. This applied particularly to the border regions. 
And this could not but hasten the process of economic consol­
Idation of the nationalities of Russia. They were bound to 
be stured into movement. . . . 

"The 'constitutional regime • which was established at 
that time also acted in the same direction of stirring up the 
natiOnalities. The spread of newspapers and of literature gen­
erally, a certain freedom of the press and cultural institutwns, 
an increase in the number of national theatres, and so forth, 
all unquestionably helped to strengthen 'national sentiments. 

* Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. XVI, "Letter to Gorl;;:y," p. 328 
Russ ed. 

** Ibid., Vol. XVII, "On the National Program of the R S.D.L P , ' 
p.116. 
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The Duma, with its election campaigns and political groups, 
gave fresh opportunities for greater activity on the part of 
the nations and provided a new and wide arena for their mo­
bilization.''* 
In his Marxism and the National and Colonial Question (1913), 

Comrade Stalin substantiated the Bolshevik theory on the national 
question and tore the MensheVIk program of national cultural 
autonomy to pieces. 

" ... national cultural autonomy .•. shuts up the nations 
within their old shells, chains them to the lower rungs of cul­
tural development and prevents them from rising to the higher 
rungs of culture . . . in addition to retarding the development 
of the backward nations it transforms regional autonomy into 
a cause of conflict between the nations organized in the national 
unions. 

"Thus, national cultural autonomy, which is unsuitable 
generally, would be a senseless reactionary escapade in the. 
Caucasus."** 
In the ranks of the Bolsheviks of Georgia and of Transcaucasia 

in the pre-Soviet period, we had, on the one hand, a liberal-con­
ciliatory attitude among certain Party members towards the Men­
sheVIk nationaliSt program on the national question, and, on the 
other hand, a "Leftist" petty-bourgeois repudiation of Lenin's 
and Stalin's slogan of the right of natiOns to self-determination 
(Comrade Ph. Makharadze). In the Communist organizations 
of Transcaucasia the struggle against nationalist deviations was 
particularly bitter after the establishment of Soviet rule. 

The national-deviationist opposition in the ranks of the Com­
munist Party of Georgia arose and took shape in 1921. During 
the entire pE'riod of 1921-24: the Georgian national deviationists 
carried on a fierce struggle against the Leninist-Stalinist national 
policy of our Party. 

The national deviationists were severely censured, defeated 
and smashed at the Second and Third Congresses of the Communist 
Party of Georgia, at the Second and Third Congresses of the Com­
munist organizations of Transcaucasia and at the Twelfth Congress 
of the R.C.P (B.). 

In 1924: a considerable number of the national deviationists 
joined what was then the Trotskyite anti-Party oppos1tion. 

* J. Stalin, Marxism and the Natwnal and Colonial Questton. 
p 3, Co-operative Publishing SoCl.ety, Moscow, 1935. 

** lb1d., p 50. 
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. .The leading group of the Georgmn national deviatiomsts 
included Ph~ Makharadze, B. Mdivani, S. Kavtaradze, M. Okujava, 
M. Toroshelidze and K. Tsintsadze. * One cannot help remember­
ing that even in the period of preparation for the October Sociahst. 
Revolution and,during it (April 1917 to 1918) they held a Right 
opportunist standpoint, followed the treacherous Ime of the Right· 
scabs in the Great October Revolution, by opposing Lenin's plan. 
of transforming the bourgeois-democratic revolution into a social­
ist revolution. 

They preached the Menshevik vrew that revolutionary democ­
racy must exercise control over the bourgeois Provisional Gov­
ernment, bring pressure to bear on the latter and on the govern­
ments of the belligerent powers for the purpose of concluding a 
speedy peace. 

After the Kornilov mutiny they supported the Transcaucasian 
M;enshevrks • slogan for the transfer of po;wer to "revolutionary 
democracy, •• which was serving as a screen for bourgeois counter­
revolution. 

At that time Comrade Stalin drew an extraordinarily vivid 
aRd convincing picture of the· revolutionary situation which had 
arisen in Transcaucasia .. In Pravda of March 27, 1918; Comrade 
Stalin wrote: • 

"The Transcaucasian soldiers who have returned from the 
front have spread the agrarian revolution through the villages. 
Manors of the Moslem and Georgian landlords went up in smoke . 
. The foundations of the feudal survivals were vigorously attacked 
·by the 'Bolshevized' soldier-peasants. Obviously, the· Trans­
caucasian Commissariat's empty promises to: give the land 
to the peasants could no longer satisfy peasants caught up by 
the agrarian wave. Action was demanded of it, but revolution­
ary action, not counter-revolutionary. 

'•And the workers, too, did not and could not lag. behind 
. event.-,. 

"First, the revolution which was sweeping from the north 
and bringing many gains for the workers naturally roused the 
Transcaucasran workers to struggle anew. Even the workers 
of sleepy Tiflis, the bulwark of Menshevik counter-revolutio:ny 
began to forsake the Transcaucasian Commissariat, and express 
themselves in favour of Soviet power. Secondly, after the triumph 
of the Soviets in the North Caucasus, which supplied gram 

* In 1936, B. Mdivani, S. Kavtaradze, M. Toroshelidze (and K: Tsm-
tsadze at an earlier date) were exposed as enemies of the people. 
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to Tillis during the Kaledin-Ph1lrmonov occup/ttion, the­
food shortage could not but get worse, which naturally pro-· 
voked a number of food 'riots' -revolutionary North Caucasus 
flatly refused to feed counter-revolutionary Tifhs. Thirdly, 
the absence of currency (token money cannot serve as a sub­
stitute) disrupted economic life and, most of all, railway 
transport, which undoubtedly aggravated the discontent of 
the urban masses. Finally, revolutionary, proletarian. Baku, 
which had recognized SoVIet power from the very first days of 
the October Revolution and had fought constantly against 
the Transcaucasian Commissariat, did not let the Transcauca­
sian proletanat sleep, but served as an infectious example and 
a living beacon illumining the path to soc.1alism . 

.. All this taken together could not but lead to the revolu­
tionization of the whole political situation in Transcaucasia. 

'•At last things came to such a pass that even the 'most 
reliable' national regiments began to get 'demoralized' and 
went over to the side of the Bolsheviks. '~ * 
The Baku Bolsheviks took the utmost advantage of the revol-

utionary situation at the beginning of 1918. ' ' 
With the help and guidance of Lenin and Stalin the Baku Bol­

sheviks, led by S. Shaumyan and A. J"aparidze, were victorious. 
in the proletarian revolution. 

In April 1918 the Baku proletariat came to armed blows with 
the Mussavat-Balakhan counter-revolution and established Soviet 
:rule (the Baku Commune). 
i · But the Tillis opportunist leadership--Comrade Makharadze­
and B. Mdivani, M. Okujava, M. Toroshelidze and others-ignor­
ing the instructions of Lenin and Stalin, categorically refused 
to prepare or carry out an armed struggle for power in Georgia 
and Transcaucasia, actually surrendered the Tiflis arsenal to 
the Mensheviks, refused to agitate for SoVIet power among the 
soldiers or to use the revolutionary soldiers from the Caucasian 
front to fight for the overthrow of the bloc of the counter-revolu­
tionary parties of Transcaucasia (MensheVIks, Dashnaks, Mussa­
vatists6) which had seized· power after the February Revolution. 
f\fter the October Revolution they advanced the slogan for a peace­
ful transfer of power to the Soviets and strove to induce the Men­
sheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries to recognize Soviet power. 

* Stalin, Transaucasian Counter-RevolutiOnarus Under the Mask of 
Soczalzsm, pp 26-27. 
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This group defined their standpoint in a proclamation of the 
• Caucasian Territorial Committee of the R.S.D.L.P. (Bolsheviks) 
as follows: 

"For several days the counter-revolutionary bourgeoiSie 
and the defencist part1es of the Mensheviks and Socialist-Rev­
olutionaries have been busy spreading provocative rumours 
to the effect that the Bolsheviks are getting ready for action 

"Our Party has stated definitely and emphatically that 
the Bolsheviks in Tiflis are undertaking no action whatever .•.. 

"Not one shotl Not a single bullet must pierce the breast 
of a worker, the breast of a soldier. 

"We have been certain all along that the question around 
which the confl1ct arose could have been settled peaceably. 

'•And we are certain now that the whole question can be 
settled without bloody collisions. _ . . 

••Once again we declare before the soldiers, workers and 
citizens that the Bolsheviks are contemplating no action what­
ever in T1flis. There is absolutely no call for armed action, 
especially at the moment when the Workers' and Peasants' 
Government has grown strong, powerful and has been recognized 
by the overwhelming majority of Russia's democracy ... * 
Owing to the treacherous tactics of this leading group, the 

'Bolsheviks of Georgia failed to utilize the favourable revolutionary 
situation at the end of 1917 to seize power. 

The national deviationists launched their fust attack against 
the national policy of our Party in 1921, in connection with the 
amalgamation of the railways of Transcaucasia, the amalgamation 
of the Boards for Foreign Trade of the individual republics, and 
the liquidation of customs and inspection points on the borders 
between the Soviet republics of Transcaucasia. 

The- victory of the Soviet socialist revolution, the establish­
ment of Soviet rule and the imperative need for joint efforts in 
restoring the national economy and buildmg socialism at once 
raised the question of how to establish lasting national peace and 
close fraternal collaboration between the peoples of Transcaucasia. 
Therefore, preliminary measures were taken, in 1921, for the 
economic amalgamation of the republics of Transcaucasia. On 
April 9, 1921, Lenin issued direct instructions to set up a regional 
economic body for the republics of Transcaucasia. In answer to 

* Proclamation of the "Caucas1an Territorial Committee of the 
R.S.D.L.P." Quoted from Kavkazsky Rabochy (Caucasian Worker). 
December 1, 1917. 
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the report of Comrade S. Orjonikidze on the difficult economic 
situation of the republics of Transcaucasia, Lenin replied: 

«I received your code message about the desperate situa­
tion in Transcaucasia. We have taken a number of measures, 
have given some gold to Armenia, and confrrmed the various 
instructions given to the Commissariat for Food Supplies. 
But I must warn you that we are in great need here, and shall 
not be able to help. I urgently demand that a regwnal economw 
organ for the entire Transcaucasus be established ... that 
efforts be made to buy seeds, even abroad, and that the irri­
gation of Azerbaijan be pushed with the help of Baku resour­
ces, in order to develop agriculture and cattle-raising, and 
also that efforts be made to promote the exchange of goods 
with the North Caucasus. Have you and the Georgian comrades 
grasped the significance of our new policy in connection with 
the food tax? Read this to them and send me information more 
often .... "* 

During 1921 only the Transcaucasian railways and the Boards 
for Foreign Trade could be amalgamated, because the group of 
Georgian national deviationists in every way delayed and hindered 
the economic amalgamation of the republics of Transcaucasia. 

The main barrier to the fraternal amalgamation of the peoples 
of Transcaucasia was the survivals of national chauvimsm in­
herited from the time when the counter-revolutionary nationaliSt 
governments of the Mensheviks, Dashnaks and Mussavatists 
~xisted. Therefore, for the purpose of umting the efforts of the 
republics of Transcaucasia for Joint socialist construction it was 
necessary first of all to eradicate these elements of nationalism 
and national dissension, to create an atmosphere of mutual con­
fidence, and to restore the old fraternal inter-national bonds 
between the peoples of Transcaucasia. 

That is why Lenin, in his historic letter to the Communists 
of the Caucasus (Apnl14, 1921), attached exceptional Significance 
to the establishment of peace among the nationalities. 

'' ... I permit myself to express the hope,'' writes Lenin in 
this letter, "that their close alliance" (of the SoVIet Republics 
of the Caucasus) "Will serve as a model of national peace, un-

* Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. XXVI, "Telegram to G K. Or .. 
jomk1dze," pp. 188-91, Russ. ed. 
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precedented under the bourgeoisie and impossible under the-' 
bourgeois system.''* 
Comrade Stalin, in his report "On the Immediate Tasks of 

Communism in Georgia and in Transcaucasia, .. delivered at th~ 
meeting of the Tiflis Party organization on July 6, 1921, said that 
a relentless struggle against nationalism was the main political 
task of the Communists of Transcaucasia. 

He said: 
"1 remember the years 1905-17, when complete fraternal 

solidarity was to be observed among the workers and the toil­
ing population of the Transcaucasian nationalities in general, 
when bonds of brotherhood held together the Armenian, Geor­
gian, Azerbaijan and Russian workers in one socialist family. 
Now, upon my arrival in Tiflis. I have been astounded by the 
absence of the former solidarity between the workers of the 
nationalities of Transcaucasia. Nationalism has developed 
among the workers and peasants, and a feeling of mistrust 
towards the comrades of other nationalities has grown strong: 
anti-Armenian, anti-Tatar, anti-Georgian, anti-Russian and 
every other sort of nationalism is now rife. The old bonds of 
fraternal confidence are severed, or at least greatly weakened. 
Obviously the three years' existence of nationalist governments 
in Georgia (Mensheviks), in Azerbaijan (Mussavatists) and in 
Armenia (Dashnaks) did not pass without effect. By carrying 
out their national policies, by working among the toilers in 
a spirit of aggressive nationalism, these nationalist govern~ 
ments finally brought matters to the point where each of these 
small countries found itself surrounded by a hostile national­
ist atmosphere which deprived Georgia and Armenia of Rus­
sian grain and Azerbaijan ml, and Azerbaijan and Russia of 
goods going through Batum-not to speak of armed clashes 
(Georgian-Armenian war) and massacres (Armenian-Tatar), 
the natural result of the nationalist policy. No wonder that in 
this poisonous nationalist atmosphere the old bonds between 
the nationalities have become sundered and the minds of th(>­
workers poisoned by nationalism. And since the survivals of 
this nationalism have not yet been eliminated among the work­
ers, this circumstance (nationalism) is the greatest hindrance 
to amalgamating the economic (and military) efforts of the 

* Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. IX, "To the Communists of Azer­
baijan, Georgia, Armenia, Daghestan, and the Gorsky Repubhc,'' 
p. 203, Co-operative Pubhsh1ng Society, Moscow, 1937. 
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Transcaucasian Soviet Republics. . • . It is therefore the 
immediate task of the Communists of Georgia to put up a ruth­
less fight against nationalism, to restore the old fraternal 
bonds between the various nationalities, bonds that had epgt­
ed before the nationalist Menshevik governments came on 
the scene; and thus create that healthy atmosphere of mutual 
confidence which is necessary for concerted economic effort 
on the part of the Transcaucasian Soviet Republics. and for 
the economic revival of Georgia."* . 
These instructions by Lenin and Stalin predetermined the 

formation of the Transcaucasian Federation. 
Despite the amalgamation of the railways and of the Boards 

for Foreign Trade, the Soviet Republics of Transcaucasia continued 
to lead self-contained lives. Each of them had its own monetary 
system and was walled in by customs barr1ers and frontier points 
of inspection. The national deviationists made the boundary 
question an object oi discussion at the special conference of offi­
-cial representatives of Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan, which 
they tried to conduct aceordmg to all the rules of the art of di­
plomacy. At the first congress of the Comm1,1D.ist Party of Georgia. 
Budu Mdivani said the following on the question of border lines: 

uAs to the delimitation of frontiers, we told the Armenian 
Commurusts that there were no disputes between u.e, but that 
there was lack of clarity, and that for tactical reasons it was 
better to take a referendum in the regions in dispute. •' ** 
OnJuly2, 1921, the Caucasian Bureauofthe Central Committee 

of the Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks) for the first time 
-censured the nationalist deviation of a group of Georgian com­
rades. The minutes of the Plenum of the Caucasian Bureau of the 
C.C. of the Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks) for July 2 
and 3, 1921, state: ' 

"Noting the deviation towards nationalism manifested 
in the decision on the questions of the Board for Foreign Trade, 
of the terntorial delimitation of the Republics, and of the 
abolition of customs and inspectiOn pomts, the Caucasian 
Bureau instructs the Central Committees of the Communist 
Parties of the Transcaucasian Republics strictly to impress 

* Stalin in Pravda Gruzti (The Truth of Georgia), July 13, 1921. 
** From the Stenographic Report of the Second Congress of the Com­

mumst Orgamzat.'ons of Transcaucasia, p. 60, 1923. Published by the 
Transcaucasian Territorial Committee. 
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upon all Party representatives that it is necessary to approacn 
the solution of such questions solely from the standpoint of 
the interests of the fraternal bond connecting the tmling :tnasses 
of these Republics.''* 

At the end of 1921, in view of the fact that close economic 
and pohtical collaboration among the Transcaucasian Republics 
was Impossible Without a political union of the states involved, 
the question of the need for a federation of the Transcaucasian 
Republics was raised. On November 3, 1921, the Plenum of the 
Caucasian Bureau of the C. C. of the R.C.P. (B.), in which Comrade 
Molotov, the Secretary of the C.C. of the R.C.P.(B.), took part, 
adopted the followmg decision on the establishment of a federation 
of the Transcaucasian Republics: 

"The isolated political existence of the Transcaucasian 
Republics enfeebles them in face of the capitalist and bourgeois 
countries; a close political union will serve as a reliable guar­
antee against any attempts upon them on the part of counter­
revolutionary forces and will strengthen the Soviet power on 
the borders of the Near East. 

"Political amalgamation will enable the Republics really 
to establish a close economic alliance among themselves, at­
tempts to conclude which have been made repeatedly. More­
over, the dissociation of the Republics has aggravated the already 
difficult economic situation of Transcaucasia, the poverty 
and ruin of the masses of the people, and has brought on a 
series of misunderstandings among the Republics. Transcaucasia 
is a single economic unit and 1ts economic development can 
proceed only on the conditiOn of an all-Caucasian economic 
unification. 

"Finally, the numerous People's Commissariats and other 
government offices in the Republics consume a great amount 
of man-power and material means, and create unnecessary 
parallelism in the work of many bodies; therefore j<?int effort 
in the sphere of administratiOn in the main and most Important 
departments of governmental activity will strengthen and 
improve Soviet work. 

"In accordance with the foregoing, the Caucasian Bureau 
considers: 

* Party History Archives, File No. 31, Sheet 3, M1nutes of the 
Plenum of the Caucasian Bureau of the C.C. of the R C.P. (B.), July 2-3. 
1921. 
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•·1) That it is urgently necessary to conclude a federal. 
union between the Republics, primarily in the sphere of nnl­
itary, economic and financial work and foreign policy; 

"2) That it is necessary to set up an administrative and 
economic centre for the Transcaucasian Republics (Union 
Council)."* 
A group of deviationists (including Budu Mdivani, Kote­

Tsintsadze, Ph. l\>Iakharadze, S. Kavtaradze, l:L Okujava, M. 
Toroshelidze and L. Dumbadze) came out openly against the­
establiShment of the Transcaucasian Federation. The deviation• 
1sts tried to make out that the Federation of the Transcaucasian 
Republics was an imposition of the Caucasian Bureau and Com­
rade S. Orjomkidze personally, and that Lenin and Stalin did 
not support the idea of the Transcaucasian Federation. 

It is a known fact that the inspirers and organizers of the­
Transcaucasian Federation were Lemn and Stalin. 

In his report at the Twelfth Party Congress, Comrade Stalin, 
speaking on the question of the formation of the Transcaucasian 
FederatiOn, smd: 

"On November 28, 1921, Comrade Lenin sends me a draft 
of his proposal for the formation of a Federation of the Trans­
caucasian Republics. It proposes: '1) To recognize the Federa­
tion of the Transcaucasian Republics as absolutely correct in 
principle and its realization as absolutely necessary, although 
it would be premature to apply it in practice immediately, 
i.e., it would require several weeks for discussiOn and propa­
ganda, and for carrying it through from below; 2) to instruct 
the Central Committees of Georgia, Armenia and AzerbaiJan 
to carry out this decision. • I write to Comrade Lenin and 
suggest that there be no hurry about this, to wait a little, to 
giVe the local functionaries a certain period of time to carry 
through the Federation. I wnte to him: 'Comrade Lenin, 
I am not opposed to your resolution, if you agree to accept 
the following amendment: instead of the words "would require 
several weeks for discussion," in Point 1, say: "would require 
a certain penod of time for discussiOn,' • and so on, as per your 
resolution. The point is that in Georgia it is impossible to 
••carry through .. , a federation 4 'from below" by .. Soviet pro­
cedure" in "several weeks, " since in Georgia the Soviets 
are only just beginning to be organized. They are not yet 

* Loc ctf , Minutes of the Evening Session of the Plenum of the 
Caucaeian Bureau of the C C. of the R C P.(B.), November, 3, 1921-
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built up. A month ago, they did not exist at all, and to call 
.a congress of Soviets there in "several weeks .. is inconceivable; 
and, well, a federation without Georgia would be a federation 
on paper only. I think it necessary to allow two or three months 
for the idea of federation to triumph among the broad masses 
of Georgia. Stalin.' Comrade Lenin answers: •r accept this 
amendment. . . . • This decision was adopt~d by the Po­
litical Bureau at the end of 1921 ... unanimously. ·The 
struggle of the group of Georgian Communists, headed by 
Comrade Mdivani, against the instructions of the Central 
Committee concerning federation dates back to this time. You 
see, comrades, that the case was not as it has been represented 
by Comrade Mdivani. I cite this document against those un­
S<'emly insinuations which Comrade Md1vani made here. • '* 

The Georgian deviationists repeatedly protested to the Central 
Committee of the Russian Communist Party (B.) against the 
formation of the Transcaucasian Federation. 

In reply to the appeals and complaints of the Georgian devia­
tionists, the Central Committee of the Party headed by Lenin 
.and Stalin, on April 5, 1922, once more passed a resolution on 
the Transcaucasian Federation. This decision stated: 

"The struggle to strengthen peace among nations and the 
fraternal solidarity of the toiling masses of Transcaucasia 
remains, as before, the major political task of the Communist 
Party. The Central Committee, in particular, reaffrrms its 
decision. on the Federation of the Transcaucasian Republics, 
charging the Communist Party of Transcaucasia to carry out 
this decision unconditionally_ and without reservation. • • ** 
Under the leadership of the Caucasian Bureau of the Central 

Committee of the R.C.P.(B.), the Transcaucasian Party organi­
zations popularized the idea of the Transcaucasian Federation 
.among the masses of the working population, through the Party, 
Young Communist League, and trade union organizations, mo­
bilizing them around the idea of a political amalgamation of the 
'Transcaucasian Republics. 

On March 12, 1922, a plenipotentiary conference of the Central 
Exec~tive Committees of Georgia, AzerbaiJan, and Armenia estab-

* Stenographic Report of the Twelfth Congress of the R.C.P.( B }, p. 184, 
1923 editwn. 

** Quoted from the pamphlet, Ten Years of the Transcau.casian 
Federatzon, pp. 14-15. 
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lished the Federative Union of Socialist Republics of Transcau­
casia. At this conference a federal treaty was adopted, by which 
a Union Council and a Supreme Economic Council attached to 
it were established on the following basis: 

"'I. Supreme power in the Union of Republics shall be 
vested in a Plenipotentiary Conference of Representatives, 
to be elected in equal numbers by the governments of Azerbai­
jan, Armenia and Georgia. 

"II. The executive organ of the Plenipotentiary Conference 
shall be a •Union Council,' the members of which shall be 
elected and subject to recall by the Conference. 

"IlL The 'Union Council' shall be in charge of military 
affairs, finance, foreign affairs, foreign trade, transport, rreans 
of communication, the struggle against counter-revolution, 
and the management of the economic policy on the territory 
of the contracting Repubhcs. . . . •' * 
The Transcaucasian Federation, which was acclaimed with 

enthusiasm by the toiling masses, met with furious opposition on 
the part of the bourgeois and aristocratic elements, the chauvinist 
bourgeois intelligentsia and the remnants of the defeated anti­
Sovret parties-the Mensheviks, Dashnaks and Mussavatists. 
Reflecting these national-chauvinist sentiments, the national­
deviationist opposition launched a fierce attack against the 
Transcaucasian Federation, and soon demanded that it be dissolved 
and that Georgia enter the Soviet Union directly. 

Let us cite two documents: 
On September 15, 1922, the Central Committee of Georgia, 

led by the deviationists, adopted a decision to "preserve the 
attnbutes of independence. • • It read as follows: 

• 'That amalgamation in the form of making the independent 
republics autonomous, as proposed in accordance with Comrade 
Stalin's theses, be deemed premature. 

''That concerted economic effort and a common policy 
be deemed necessary, but that all the attributes of independence 
be preserved.' '* * 
On October 21, 1922, the Central Committee of Georgia adopted 

a mendacious and contradictory decision to diSsolve the Federation, 

* Party l'hstory Archives, File No. 31, p. 12. 
** Cf. Archives of the C C. of the C.P.(B) of Georgia, .. :Mmutes 

of the Plenum of the C.C. of the C P.(B) of Georgia," No. 13, Sep­
teD1ber 15. 1922. 
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based on' Kote Tsintsadze 's report on the results of the visit of 
a special commission to Moscow. 

"1. To accept the report as a whole. 
"2. To accept and carry out in full the decision of the 

Plenum of the C.C. of the R.C.P. on the federation of the 
Soviet Republics . 

.. 3. To petition the C.C. of the R.C.P. that Georgia be 
admitted directly into the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics. 

"4. In the event that the C.C. of the R.C.P. should grant 
the petition of the C.C. of the Communist Party of Georgia 
for the direct admission of Georgia into the Union o:f Soviet 
Republics, to consider the existence of the Transcaucasian 
Union Council superfluous."* 
A small group in the Azerbaijan Communist Party also op­

posed the formation of the federation, claiming that the time was 
not ripe (R. Akhundov** and others). There were opponents 
of the federation in the ranks of the Azerbaijan Communist Party 
(Bolsheviks)-Kadirly and others-who came out more openly, 
demanding the dissolution of the Transcaucasian Socialist 
Federative Soviet Republic and the direct entry of Azerbaijan 
into the U.S.S.R. 

· The Azerbaijan Communist Party, hea&d by Comrade K'trov, 
qnwkly routed the natwnal deviatwnu;ts. 

The Baku proletariat, true to the international banner of 
Lenin and Stalin, took its place in the front ranks of those fighting 
for the formation of a strong Transcaueasian Federation. 

The Transcaucas'tan Party organizatwn, under the leadership 
of Comrade S. Orioniktdze, dealt a crushing blow to natwnal 
&mationism and brought about the establi.skment of a federatvve 
union of the republws of Transcaucasia. 

At the end of 1922 a further step towards the strengthening 
of the economic and political union between the republics of 
Transcaucasia was taken by transforming the Federative Union 
o:f Transcaucasian Republics into a single federative republic 
(Transcaucasian Socialist Federative Soviet Republic), each 
republic entering it retaining its independence. 

The T.S.F.S.R. became a powerful factor for peace among the 
nationalities, for the fraternal collaboration of the peoples of 
Transcaucasia, and an organ for unitmg their efforts 1n the cause 
of socialist construction. 

* Ibid .• No. 15, October 21, 1922. 
** In 1936 R. Ak.hundov was exposed as an enemy of the people. 
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Despite the decision of the Central Committee of the R.C.P.(B.) 
and Lenin's and Stalin's instructions, a group of Georgian 
deviatwmsts (headed by Budu MdiVani, Ph. Makharadze, Kote 
Tsintsadze, M. Okujava, and others), far from putting a stop to 
the anti-Party struggle, fought harder than ever against the 
Transcaucasian Federation. The Central Committee of the 
R.C.P.(B.) was therefore obliged to return once more to the 
question of the federation. Let us cite two documents: 

1. Comrade Stalin's telegram of October 16, 1922, to the 
Central Committee of the Georgian Communist Party (Bolsheviks). 

''The proposal of the Georgian C.C. concerning the prema~ 
tureness of amalgamation and the preservation of independence 
was unanimously rejected by the Plenum of the C.C. In view of 
such unanimity in the Plenum, the representative of the C.C, 
of Georgia, Mdlvani, was obliged to abandon the proposal of the 
Georgian C.C. The proposal of the members of the commission: 
Stalin, Orjonikidze, Myasnikov and Molotov, to preserve the 
Transcaucasian Federation, and incorporate it, together with 
the R.S.F.S.R., the Ukraine and Byelorussia, in the •Union of 
Socialist Soviet Republics' was adopted by the Plenum without 
anv amendment. The text of the resolutiOn follows with Com­
rade Orjonikidze. The C.C. of the R.C.P. has no doubt that its 
instructrons will be carried out With enthusiasm."* 
2. Lenin's telegram of October 21, 1922. 

''I am astonished at the unseemly tone of the wue signed 
by Tsintsadze and others, delivered to me by Comrade Bukharin 
and not by one of the secretaries of the C.C. ! was convinced 
that the disagreements had been settled by the decision of the 
Plenum of the C.C. with my indirect participation, and with 
the direct participation of Mdivani. 1 therefore emphatically 
condemn your VItuperation against Orjonikidze, and insist 
that you submit your conflict in a decent and loyal tone for 
settlement by the Secretariat of the C.C., to which I am 
wiring your message. Lenin."** . 
Georgian national deviationism arose in the period of the New 

Economic Policy (NEP), and constituted an openly Right oppor~ 
tnnist group which had lapsed into Menshevrk pos1tions both on 
the national question and on questions of general policy. Georgian 
national deviatiomsm arose not so much from the tendency to 

* Arch1ves of the C C of the C.P.(B) of Georg1a for 1922 
** Archives of the T1fhs Branch of the M E.L I. 
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struggle against Great-Russian nationalism as from the tendency 
of aggressive Georgian nationalism, directed against the non-Geor­
gian nationalities of Transcaucasia, and primarily against the 
Armenians. , 

National deviationism wanted to make use of Georgia's geo­
graphic and economic advantages, which were due to her posses­
sion of such important central points as T1fl1s and Batum. On this 
basis the national deviationists, in demanding withdrawal from 
the Federation, wanted to create and to develop priVIleges for the 
Georgians at the expense of Soviet Azerbaijan and Armenia, and 
still more at the expense of the national minorities-the Abkha­
zians, Ajarians, Ossetians, Armenians, and others. 

The Georgian deviationists fought against granting autonomy 
to the national minorities of Georgia. The then existing Central 
Committee and the Revolutionary Committee of Georgia (B. Mdi­
vani, S. Kavtaradze, M. Okujava, K. Tsintsadze, and others) did 
~verything in their power to delay the granting of autonomy to 
Southern Ossetia, AJaristan and Abkhazia. Autonomy for these 
republics was granted and put into effect against the Will of the 
deviationist majority of the Central Committee and the Revolu­
tionary Committee of Georgia. It is well known that one of the lead­
ers of Georgian deviationism, B. Mdivani, voted against the de­
cision to include the town of Tskhinvali in the South Ossetmn Auton­
omous Region, and that another leader of the deviationists, S. Kav­
taradze, refused to send greetings to the Red Ajarian MeJbs in the 
name of the Central Committee and Revolutionary Committee of 
Georgia. The Georgian deviationists proposed as a centre for Ajar­
istan, not Batum, but Khulo or Kedy. {Laughter ~n the aud~ence.) 

Thus rejection of the Transcaucasian Federation and struggle 
against it, on the one hand, and, on the other hand, rejection of 
autonomy for the national minorities of Georgia and struggle 
against autonomy for Southern Ossetia, Ajaristan and Abkhazia 
constituted the nationalist theory and practice of Georgian devia­
tionism. 

National deviationism represented a fairly many-sided system 
of nationalist Menshevik views. It is known that the Georgian de­
''Viationists made an attempt to pass a decree "to disencumber" 
Tiflis, the effect of which would have been the expulsion of the 
non-Georgian nationalities, primarily of the Armemans. Another 
Wfll known fact is the cordon decree, termed "monstrous" by 

'Comrade Stalm, under which Georg~ a fenced itself off from the 
Soviet republics; also the decree on citizenship, according to which 
a Georgian woman who married a man of another nationahty 
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(a non-Georgian) was deprived of the rights of Georgian citizen­
ship. (Laughter in the audience.) 

Here are these documents: 

1) On March 31, 1922, the following telegram is sent, bear­
ing the signatures of Comrade Makharadze, Chairman of the 
Central Executive Committee of Georgia, _and OkuJava1 Vice­
Chairman of the Council of People's Commissars: 

"Rostov-on-Don, to the Executive Committee, copy to the 
Central Evacuation Board; Novorossiisk, to the Executive Com­
mittee, copy to the Chief of the Evacuation Board; Vladikavkaz, 
to the Chairman of the C.E.C. of the Gorsky Republic, copy to 
the Chairman of the Council of People's Commissars; Batum, 
to the Chairman of the Council of People's Commissars of Ajar­
istan, copies to the Chairman of the Executive Comm1ttee, the 
Chairman of the Transcaucasian Cheka, the People's Commissar­
iat for Internal Affairs of Georgia, the Chairman of the Cheka 
of Georgia, the Chief of Railways of the Transcaucasian Re­
public, the Chairman of the C.E.C. of Abkhazia, the People's 
Commissariat for Foreign Affairs of Georgia: 

"As from this date, the frontiers of the Georgian Republic 
are declared closed; hereafter admission of refugees to the ter­
ritory of the Soviet Socialist Republic of Georgia is discontin­
ued. We urgently request corresponding instructions to the 
respective organs, and confirmation of the receipt of this 
telegram ...... 

2) "§ 1. Persons receiving permission for their relatives 
to enter Georgian territory shaH pay 50,000 rubles for such per­
mits. fin Georgian notes: one milhon rubles was equal to ten 
gold rubles.] · 

"§ 2. Government institutions requesting the issuance 
of entry permits to persons who may be needed because of 
therr special knowledge shall pay 500,000 rubles .... 

"§ 5. Persons who arrived in Georgia after August 13, 
1917, and who wish to receive permission to reside in Georgia 
permanently, shall, if their request be granted, pay 1,000,000 
rubles for the issuance of such permits . 

.. § 6. Persons who on August 13, 1922, shall have resided 
in Georgia for fiVe years ... shall pay 1,000,000 rubles for 
the right of further residence in Georgia. . . . 

"§ 8. The following persons who arrived in Georgia after 
August 13, 1917, shall have the right to remain in the country: 

" . 3. All members of trade unions who shall have 
181 



been members for six months on the day of the issuance of 
this order. 

4. "Citizens who have business relations with Georgia. 
3) "Georgian citizenship shall be lost: by any Georgian 

female citizen who shall marry a foreigner."* 

Thus national deviationism represented openly exp,-essed, aggres­
sive Georgian chau·vinism, which might have transformed Transcau­
casia into an arena of 'tnter-national confhcts, whwh might have 
restored the situatwn that existed under Menshevik rule, when peo­
ple resorted to the firebrand and internecine slaughter in fits of chau­
vinistic fury. 

In his report on the national question at the Twelfth Party 
Congress, Comrade Stalin described Georgian national deviation­
ism as follows: 

~·But there is still a third factor hindering the amalgamation 
of the repu bhcs into a single union: it is the existence of nation­
alism in the individual republics. The New Economic Policy 
affects not only the Russian, but also the non-Russian popula­
tion. The New Economic Policy is fostering private trade and 
industry not only in the centre of Russia, but also in the indi­
vidual republics. And this New Economic Policy, and private 
capital, which is associated with it, nourish and foster Geor­
gian, Azerbaijan, Uzbek and other natiOnalism .... If this 
nationalism were only defensive, it might not be worth making 
a fuss about. We could concentrate our entrre action, our entire 
struggle, on Great-Russian chauvinism in the hope that if this 
powerful enemy were overcome, anti-Russian nationalism would 
be overcome with it; for, I repeat, this nationalism is in the 
long run a reaction to .Great-Russian nationalism, a reply to it, 
a definite form of defence. Yes, that would be so if anti-Russian 
nationalism in the localities were nothing more than a reaction 
to Russian nationalism .. But the trouble is that in some repub­
lics this defensive nationalism becomes converted into aggres­
sive nationalism. 

''Take Georgia. Over 30 per cent of its population are non­
Georgians. They include Armenians, Abkhazians, Ajarians, 
Ossetians and Tatars. The Georgians dominate. And among a 
certain section of the Georgian Communists the idea has sprung 
up and been developing that there is no particular need to reck-

* Stenographic Report of the Twelfth Congress of the R C P ( B ) 
pp. 159-61, 1923 editiOn. 
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<On with these small nationalities: they are less cultured, less 
developed, and there is therefore no need to reckon with them. 
This is chauvinism-a harmful and dangerous chauvinism; for 
It may turn, and has already turned, the small republic of 
Georgia into an arena of discord."*) . 

In a number of questions of the general policy of the Party 
the Georgian deviationists assumed an openly opportunist posi­
tion, lapsing into Menshevism. In the agrarian and peasant question 
the deviationists entered upon a Menshevik, kulak land policy. 
They stubbornly resisted the carrying out of the Bolshevik agrarian 
reform, ostensibly on the ground that there was no landlordism in 
Georgia~but actually out of solicitude for the Georgian princes and 
nobles. The C.C. and the Revolutionary Committee of Georgia, 
in whic the national deviationists predominated, hindered and 
delayed the carrying out of the land reform, and, although Soviet ' 
rule had existed for two years, the land remained in the hands of 
the landowners, princes and other noblemen? 

On January 25, 1923, Comrade Orjonikidze, in summing up 
;the results of the kulak land policy of the deviationists, wrote: 

!."In its two years' existence the People's Commissariat of· 
Agriculture has had no clear idea of what is going on in our 
countryside. Otherwise, how is it that the biggest landholdings 
in the counties are still untouched and that the former princes 
and noblemen are still sitting tight . . . the landlords are 
living on their old estates, the estates of their grandfathers, 
wrule the peasants are completely dependent economically on 
their good old overlords and princes, as of old. • . . According 
to the report of Comrade Shabanov, Chairman of the Executive 
Committee of Borchalin County, matters are no better there. 
'The old tsarist generals, the former Abkhazian princes, the 
'Tumanovs, the Counts Kuchenbakh are still in possessiOn of 
their estates and do not even allow. the peasants to make roads 
through 'their' property. To our shame, nearly every one of 
these gentlemen has a special certificate, given him by some 
Soviet official in the People's Commissariat for Agriculture,, 
guaranteeing him immunity and undisturbed possession .•.. 
An equally depressing picture is presented by Signakhi and 
Dushet Counties, where the most illustrious princes of Abkha­
zia, the Mukhranskys, Andronikovs and Cholokayevs are liv-

* Stalin, Marxism and the National and Colonial Question, .. Re­
port on National Factors in Party and State Development, .. pp. 156-57. 
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ing in clover in their fine mansions, jeering at the peasants anct 
the Soviet power. ' ':) 

The Georgian deviationists openly advocated a Right opportun­
ist position on questions of foreign trade also. It is a known fact 
that the deviationists demanded that the Batum oil installations 
be denationalized and leased as a concession to the imperialist 
Standard Oil Company. _ 

It is also known that the national deviationists looked to the 
West in economic matters, with an eye to cheap goods from Con­
stantinople. 

The national deviationists strongly urged that a private bank 
be opened in Tiflis or Batum, as was proposed by the capitalist 
adventurer Khoshtaria. This bank was to be a branch of the Ot­
toman Bank, in actual fact a subsidiary of Anglo-French capital. 

If this orientation towards the capitarst West had been ef­
fected, it would have made Transcaucasia, and Georgia in parti­
cular, an appendage of foreign capital. 

The Georgian deviationists adopted an openly liberal-concil­
iatory attitude towards the Georgian Mensheviks. 

As is known, at the beginning of the Sovietization of Georgia 
an amnesty was declared for the Mensheviks, who promptly took 
advantage of it in order to organize an underground and senu­
underground struggle against Soviet rule. 

The Caucasian Bureau of the C.C. of lhe R.C.P.(B.), headed 
by Comrade Sergo Orionikidze, set the a~m of ruthlessly combat"bnfT 
the Menshemks, both by intens~fying ideolog'teal and political work 
against Menshemk influence, and by taking repressive measures 
against the Menshe'lxtk counter-revol.utwnarws. 

The deviationist group strongly opposed the tactics of uncom­
promising struggle against the Mensheviks, and substituted the 
policy of smashing the Mensheviks by a policy of "peacefully over­
coming and re-educating'' the Menshevik counter-revolutionaries 

In order to gauge rightly the depths to which the Georgian de­
viationists had fallen with their liberal-conciliatory attitude to­
wards the Mensheviks, it is sufficient merely to recall what bellig­
erent Georgran Menshevism meant throughout its entire history. 

From its very inception, Georgian Menshevism, headed by 
Jordania, falsified Marxism and adapted it to bourgeois national­
ism and bourgeois democracy. 

* S. Orjonikidze, "We Must Drastically Put an End to the Out­
rages in the Countryside," Zarya Vostoka (Dawn oj the East), No. 182, 
January 25, 1923. 
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During the years of the first Russian Revolution (1905-07) 
the ffilorgian Mensheviks, in alliance with the liberal bourgeoisie. 
fought against the victory of the bourgeois-democratic revolution, 
against the revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the workers 
and peasants. 

During the years of reaction the Georgian Mensheviks constitut­
ed the extreme Right wing of the Liquidators. Jordania and the 
Georgian MensheVIks repudiated the demand for a democratic re­
public, in order to preserve their alliance with the bourgeoisie. 
The Georgian Mensheviks were the most active • 'builders'' of the-
Stolypin "Labour Party." , 

During the imperialist war the Georgian Mensheviks were th~ 
most blatant defenders and armour-bearers of tsarism and the Rus­
sian bourgeoisie; they helped t~ tsarist satraps to smash the Bolshe­
vik illegal organizations. 

After the February Revolution the Georgian Mensheviks came 
out on the war question in favour of "a light to a victorious fin­
ish,'' and opposed the granting of independence to Finland and 
the Ukraine, advocatmg a single, indivisible bourgeois Russia. 

The Georgian Mensheviks were the vilest traitors and betrayers. 
of the Georgian people. After the victory of the October SocialiSt 
Revolution they severed Georgia from revolutionary Russia, en­
tered into an alliance first with German and then with Anglo-Fnmch 
imperialiSm, and together with the Dashnaks and Mussavatists 
ma.de Transcaucasia into a place d'armes for foreign intervention 
and bourgeois, Whiteguard counter-revolutiOn against Soviet Rus­
sia (tbe alliance of the Mensheviks with Denikin, Alexeyev and 
other Wh1teguard generals to fight Soviet power). 

The Georgian Mensheviks were the basest traitors to the interests 
of the Georgian peasantry. They saved the Georgian princes and 
noblemen from the revolutionary wrath of the peasants; they crush­
ed the revolutionary uprisings of the peasants in Mingrelia, Guria, 
Lechkhum, Kakhetia, Southern Ossetia, Dushet and other coun­
ties; they were the executors of the Stolypin agrarian policy. 

The Mensheviks were the inspirers and organizers of all the for­
ces of reaction-the noblemen, the princes, the clergy and the bour­
gemsie-against the revolutionary movement of the workers and 
peasants of ffilorgia. Menshevik "democracy'' was the last anchor 
of the bourgeois and aristocratic order. 

The Mensheviks were organizers of the policy of bestial national_ 
chauvinism and set the nations of Transcaucasia against each other_ 
It was they, the ffilorgian Purishkeviches, who organized a bloody 
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eampaign against the national minorities of Georgia-the Osse­
tians, Abkhazians ·and Ajarians. 

It was they, who, together with the Dashnaks, organized the 
bloody fatricidal Georgian-Armenian war. It was the Georgian 
MensheVIks, together with the Mussavatists and the Dashnaks, 
who were the organizers of the Shamkhor pogrom against the revo­
lutionary soldiers. 

After the victory of the socialist revolution in Transcaucasia 
and Georgia the remnants of defeated Georgian Menshevism did not 
eease to struggle against the proletarian ,dictatorship and commun­
ism for a single day. The Georgian Mensheviks, headed by Jar­
dania and Ramishvili, took a path of bloody adventurism in their 
-struggle against Soviet rule. 

Relying on the Georgian princes, noblemen, tradesmen, clergy 
and their like, and supported financially and otherwise by the 
Anglo-French imperialists and their general staffs, in August 1924 
the Georgian Mensheviks organized a comic opera insurrection 
against the Soviet government in Georgia. 

This is what Comrade Stalin said about the Menshevik adven­
ture of 1924: 

''Our newspapers write about the comic opera events in 
Georgia. This Is correct, for, on the whole, the insurrection in 
Georgia was staged, and not a popular insurrection. • '* 

The dregs of the fascist counter-revolutionary Menshevik party, 
beaded by N. J ordania, sold themselves outright to the imperial­
ists and interventionists, placing all their hopes on counter-rev­
{)]utionary war and intervention by the imperialist powers against 
the Soviet Union. They became common spies and scouts of the 
general staffs and intelligence services of the imperialist states, 
direct agents of fascism and imperialism. 

And it is with these monsters, that the Georgian deviationists 
attempted to establish friendly relations! 

Despite the resistance of the Georgian national deviationists, 
the Communist Party of Georgia achieved the final defeat of coun­
ter-revolutionary Menshevism, and won from the Mensheviks those 
groups of misguided workers and peasants who had followed them 
in the past. 

The victory of socialism in our country, the victory of socialist 
industrialization and the collective farm system, the tremendous 
rise in industry, agriculture and culture-national in form and 

* Pra~da, October 23, 1924. 
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socialist in content-have put an end to Menshevism in Georgia. 
All this, of course, does not mean that in the present conditiOns 

of acute class struggle and the abolition of classes, some of the 
relics of Menshevism cannot revive and become active in individ­
ual sectors of our construction. 

The Georgian deviationist opposition met with full sympathy and 
support on the part of aggressive Georgian Menshevism and the 
natiOnal chauvimst intellectuals. 

The Georgian Mensheviks repeatedly called on the national 
deviationists to fight against the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

In the period of 1927-35 national deviationism, merging with 
counter-revolutionary Trotskyism, became the hired agency of 
fascism, an unprincipled and depraved gang of spies, wreckers, 
diversionists, secret agents and murderers, a rabid gang of sworn 
enemies of the working class. 

In 1936 a Trotskyite spying and wrecking terrorist centre was 
unearthed, which included B. Mdivani, M. Okujava, S. Kavtaradze, 
M:. Toroshelidze, S. Chikhladze, N. Kiknadze, and others. 

The Georgian Trotskyite centre worked under the leadership 
and on the instructions of the united Trotskyite-Zinovievite centre 
of which it was a branch. 

The membership of the now exposed Georgian Trotskyite centre 
~onsisted exclusively of national deviationists. Some of them had 
been exiled for their counter-revolutionary activities and on their 
return had wormed their way into the Party under false pretenses. 
The others consisted of secret Trotskyites who had previously es­
caped detection and exposure. 

As we know, the former national deviationists stubbornly de­
nied their past connection with Trotsky. Now it has been proved 
black on white that the treacherous work of the national deVIation­
ists against the Central Comnnttee of the C.P.S.U.(B.), against Com­
rade Stalm, against the national policy of Lenin and Stalin was 
guided drrectly by that arch-bandit Judas Trotsky ever since 1923. 

Cornered by the evidence brought out by the investigation, the 
members of the Georgian counter-revolutionary fascist-Trotskylte 
centre and other arrested active Trotskyites adnntted to theu crimes 
against the Party, the Soviet government and the Georgian 
people. 

In their confessions they unfolded a monstrous picture of their 
Tile, treacherous, destructive work of espionage and wrecking. 

The chief aim of the Georgian Trotskyite centre, like that of 
the united Trotskyite-ZinovieV1te terrorist centre, was to overthrow 
Soviet power and restore the capitalist system. 
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Counting on the defeat of the Soviet Union in the forthcoming 
war with the capitalist powers, the Trotskyites did all in their 
power to weaken the might of our socialist country by espionage, 
diversions and wrecking. Their intention was to sever Transcau­
casia and Georgia in particular from the Soviet Union, and with 
the help o:f all anti-Soviet forces to form an .. independent" Geor­
gian state as a protectorate of one of the capitalist powers. 

For this purpose the Georgian Trotskyites in the person of Budu 
Mdivani made a bloc with the representatives of the defeated rem­
nants of the anti-Soviet parties of the Georgian Mensheviks and 
their like, and, abroad, with the contemptible traitor and mortal 
enemy of the Georgian people, and hireling of the imperialists, , 
Noah J ordania. 

The Georgian Trotskyites stooped to the basest and most crim­
inal means of struggle against the Party, Soviet power and the­
people. They carried on systematic wrecking, diversion and espion­
age in various spheres of Georgia's socialist construction. 

These vile traitors and murderers, the Georgian Trotskyite 
counter-revolutionaries, tried to sell out the Georgian people whole­
sale and retail,_ mtent on surrendering Georgia to the European 
imperrahst sharks to be plundered and rent, intent on making 
Georgia and Transcaucasia a colony of impenalism and casting 
the bloody yoke of fascism upon the free and happy Georgian 
nation. • 

And this foul riff-raff, this rabid gang of spies, bandits and 
wreckers, who have lost all traces o:f humanity, tried to pose as: 
spokesmen of the Georgian nation! 

Our Party and our Soviet government destroyed this snakes~ 
nest of fascist hirelings with an iron hand-in true Stal njst style. 

The Transcaucas'an Bolsheviks went through a thorough school­
ing in the struggle against national deviationism and, after defeat­
ing the national sts and national deviationists, formed a strong 
Transcaucasian Federation-a sovereign instrument of peace be­
tween the nationalities, of joint socialist construction and the eco­
nomic and cultural renaissance of the nations of Transcaucasia 

In 1936, with the adoption of the Stahn Constitution of the 
U.S.S.R., the Transcaucasian Federation was dissolved, and the 
republics of Transcaucasia-Georgia, Azerbaijan and Armenia­
entered the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics directly, as Union 
republics with sovereign rights. . 

The abolition of the Transcaucasian Federation was a Q.rrect 
result of the achievements and victories of the general line, and in. 
particular of the national policy of our Party, achievements and 
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victories won in the years of the revolution in the process of social­
"ist construction in the republics of Transcaucasia. 

The Transcaucasian Federation had performed a historical role, 
-completely solving the tasks set before it. The Republics of Trans-
-caucasia have become industrial-agrarian republics. The collective 
farm system prevails in the agriculture of Transcaucasia. Enor­
mous progress has been made in developing national culture. The 
Republics of Transcaucasia have produced Bolshevik national 
-cadres that are wholly devoted to the Party of Lenin and Stalin. 

Having broadened the economic and cultural ties of Georgia, 
Azerbaijan and Armenia with the other Republics, Territories and 
Regions of the Soviet Union, the victories of socialist construction 
-prepared the conditions for the abolition of the Transcaucas1an 
Federation and the direct entrance of the Transcaucas.tan Republics 
into the Soviet Union. 

The new Constitution of the U.S.S.R. ensures the further 
strengthening of thP friendship between the nations of Transcaucasia 
.and the whole Soviet Union, it ensures great new achievements 
.on the part of the national policy of Lenin and Stalin. 

Thus: 
1) Natwnal deviationism in the ranks of the Bolshemk, Com­

munwt Party of Georg~a represented a Rtght-opportunwt trend, 
whwh reflected the pressure of bourgeois-nat'tonalwt Menshemk 
elements upon certa~n sectwns of our Party organ~zation. 

Hamng entered upon the path of struggle aga~nst the Party, the 
-natwnal-dematwnwt oppos~tion lapsed into the poS'ttwn of Geor­
gwn Menshemsm. 

2) Natwnal demationwm represented aggressive chauvinism, 
reflectmg the Great-Power bourgeow natwnalism of the Georgian 
Jl.lenshemks and natwnal-democrats. 

Hamng entered upon the path of struggle against the national 
pohcy of Lenin and Staltn, the national dematwnwts fought 
funously aga~nst the Transcaucasian Federatwn ond the auton­
mny of Abkhaz~a. Ajarwtan and South Ossetw, for the perpet­
uatwn of the oppression of the natwnal m~nonties in Georgw. 

3) In the agrarian and peasant question the natwnal de­
viatwnwts reflected the 'I-nterests a'Jl,d demands of the Georgtan 
«JuJblemen and kulaks. 

In defend~ng the kulak agranan polwy, -nah"onal det,iahonism 
acted as the mouthpwce and champwn of the ca~talwt path 
<Jf development for our countrys~. 

4) The natwnal devwtwn~sts adopted an openly hberal, con­
.ciltatory pos~twn on the questwns of the struggle aga~nst counter-
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revolutionary Menshevism. They substituted a policy of "peaceful 
re-education" and collaboration with the Menshemks, the bitteres'l 
enemies of the workers and peasants of Georg~a, for the rulhless 
struggle of the Party and the Soviet government aga~nst the Men~ 
shemk counter-revolutionaries-the d~rect agents and accomplices 
of international imperiahsm. 

5) The danger of national dev1.ationism lay in the fact Qw.t 
~f it had been victorious it would have sfJrengthened the survi~als 
of serfdom in the countryside, would have re1.n!orced the posititm 
of the kulaks, would have made Georg~a and Transcaucas-,a an 
arena of frwtion and bloody conflicts among its nationalities, 
would have underm~ned the united inter-national front of the 
Soviet Repubhcs against 1.mperialism, would have unleashed the 
reactionary forces of the Mensheviks and bourgeois nahonalists, 
and in th~ way would have paved the way to imperialist inter­
vention and the restoration of capitalism. 

6) The national deviationists lapsed into a Trotsky'/,te-Men­
shemk position at the very start, ftghting tooth and nail under 
the baNtner of Trotskyism against the Party of Lenin and Stalin 
and degenerating 1.n the ranks of counter-revolutionary Trotskyism 
tnto h1.red agents of fascism, a rab~d gang of spws, wreckers, 
dwerswntsts, murderers, vile betrayers and enemies of the people. 

7) Armed ttmth the national program of Lemn and Stal-in, 
the Bolshemks of Transcaucasia and the Communist Party of 
Georgia (Bolshemks) defeated and crushed the national devia­
tion~ts, raised the 1.ndestruct1.ble ed1.fice of the fraternal collabor­
atwn of the peoples of Transcaucasia, estabhshed and consolidated 
the Transcaucasian Federation, a "model of peace among the 
national1.ties unprecedented under the bourgeoisie and 'tmposs't"ble 
under the bourgeois system." (Lenin.) 

8) After form1.ng a strong Transcaucasian Federation, under 
the leadership of the Party of Lenin and Stalin, the Bolshemks 
of Transcaucasia succeeded in attaining enormous achievements 
1.n socialist construction and great victorws for the soc-,alist system 
1.n the Republics of Transcaucasia, thereby making condttions 
ripe for the abolition of the Transcaucas1.an Federatwn and the 
'tncorporation of the republics of Georgia, Azerba1.jan and Armema 
into the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in accordance with 
the great Stalin Constitutwn. 
(Loud and prolonged applause. All rise. The hall resounds with 

shouts of "Long Live the Great Stalin!" "Hurrah for Comrade 
Stalin!" "Long Live the Central Committee of the Bolshevik 
P~rty!") 
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APPENDIX 



ON THE QUESTION OF THE PRAGUE CONFERENCE 

A Reply to Various Comrades 

In my report "On the History of the Bolshevik Organizations 
in Transcaucasia," I said: 

"The Prague Conference of the Bolsheviks marks a turning 
point in the history of Bolshevism, for it made the split with 
Menshevism official, expelled the Liquidator-Mensheviks from 
the Party and laid the foundation for the existence of the 
Bolshevik Party. • • 

Several comrades-G. Demchenko (Moscow), J. Yunover (Len­
ingrad), Sakharov (Baku), Likhachov (Kirovabad), Mshvenieradze 
(T1flis), Akopov (Ijevan), and others-have requested me to explain 
this passage in my report. 

Some of these comrades (Comrades Yunover, Demchenko and 
others) write that this passage is not clear to them, and is open to 
doubt. Thus, for instance, Comrade Yunover writes: 

• •Dear Comrade Beria, 
"While staying at the •Fourth of March" Sanatorium No. 4 

at Sukhum, I read, your brilllant and profound report. I am 
writing because I was somewhat puzzled by one passage in the 
report. In the third chapter of the report 'On the HistorY' of 
the Bolshevik Organizations in Transcaucasia' the following 
passage occurs: . 

.. 'The Prague Conference of the Bolsheviks marks a turning 
point in the history of Bolshevism, for it made the split with 
Menshevism official, expelled the Liquidator-MensheVIks from 
the Party and laid the foundation for the existence of the Bol­
sheVIk Party. • 

"In my work as propagandist I have been giving a different 
explanation of the quintessence of the Prague Conference. Can 
it be asserted that 'it made the split with Menshevism offi­
Cial'? But the part that puzzles me most is where it says that 
it 'laid the foundation for the existence of the Bolshevik Party.' 
Do you not consider it possible to word this passage more ,_ 
precisPly, especially since the text books on Party history do 
not always give a clear analysis of the significance of the Prague 
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Conference? Your explanations will be of great assistance to 
me in my future work.'' · 
Other comrades (Comrades Sakharov, L1khachov and Akopov) 

consider the statement I made incorrect, and find that the formu­
lation in question contradicts Lenin's well-known dictum that 
• 'Bolshevism, as a trend of political thought and as a political 
party, exists since 1903. "* Thus, for instance, Com. Sakharov 
writes· 

''In speaking of the Prague Conference of the Bolsheviks, 
you conclude that it 'laid the foundation for the existence 
of the Bolshevik Party.' This, I think, is not accurate. It 
is qmte correct that the Prague Conference was a turning point 
1n the history of Bolshevism, that in 1912 an end was put to 
the formal alliance between the Bolsheviks and the Mensheviks. 
which had been in effect since the Fourth (Unity) Congress 
of the R.S.D.L.P. But it is iikewise generally known that 
Bolshevism had its origin, as an ideological trend, as early 
as the 'nineties, in Lenin's struggle against the legal Marxism 
of P. Struve, against Narodism, Economism, that it established 
itself in the period of the old Iskra; Bolshevism has been in 
existence as a political party since the Second Congress of 
the R.S.D.L.P .... 

"The phrase that the Prague Conference 'laid the foundation 
for the existence of the Bolshevik Party' obviously was simply 
an inaccurate expression, or possibly a slip of the pen; at any 
rate this is indisputably proven by the report itself. This 
phrase ought therefore to be corrected.'' 

Bolshevism as a trend of political thought and as a political 
party has been in existence since the Second Congress of the Party. 
In the struggle against the Mensheviks for Lenin's program, 
tactics and organizational principles, the Bolsheviks pursued the 
line of a split, of a break with the Menshevik-opportunists since 
1903, when the Bolshevik faction was formed. This policy was 
confirmed both in the struggle for the convocation of the Third 
Congress and at the Third Party Congress itself, at which resolutions. 
were adopted "On the Split-off Section of the Party," "On 
Preparing the Conditions for a Fusion with the Mensheviks " 
and "On the Dissolution of Committees Which· Shall Refuse t(} 
Accept the Decisions of the Third Congress." 

* Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. X, "'Left-Wing• Communism, An 
Infantile D1sorder,., p. 61. 
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These resolutions stated: 
1) "On the Split-off Sectwn of the Party": 

''The Congress declares that since the time of its fight 
against Economism, certain trends have been retained in the 
R.S.D.L.P. which, in various degrees and in various respects, 
are shadings akin to Economism, characterized by a common 
tendency to belittle the importance of the elements of 
consciousness in the proletarian struggle and to subordinate 
it to the elements of spontaneity. On questions of organization, 
the representatives of these shadings put forward, in theory, 
the prmciple of organization as a process, whrch is at variance 
with the planned character of Party work, while in practice 
they systematically deviate from Party d1scipline in very 
many cases, and in other cases preach the broad application 
of the elective principle to the least enlightened section of the 
Party, without taking into consideration the objective conditions 
of Russian life, and so strive to undermine the only possible 
basis for Party ties at the present time. In tactical questions 
they manifest themselves by their endeavour to circumscribe 
the scope of Party work, taking a stand against completely 
independent Party tactics towards the liberal bourgeois parties, 
against the possibility and desirability of our Party assuming 
the role of organizer in the people's uprising, against the 
participation of the Party in a provisional democratic-revolu­
tionary government under any conditions whatsoever. 

"The Congress charges all Party members to wage an energetw 
uleological struggle e1.-erywhere agatnst suck parttal deviatwns 
from the princ'iples of revolutwnary Social-Democracy; at the 
same t'ime 1-t 'iS of the op'inion tkat persons who share such mews 
'in some measure or other may partwipate 'in Party organwahons 
provtded they recogn'ize Party congresses and the Party rules 
and wholly subm1-t to Party d'iSctpl'ine.'' (My italics.-L.B.) 
2) "On Prepanng the Cond'itwns for a Fuswn W'i.th the Menshe-

'1/l.ks": 
"The Third Congress of the R.S.D.L.P. commissions the 

C.C. to take all measures for preparing and drawing up the 
conditions for fusiOn with the section of the R.S.D.L.P. that 
has split off, these conditions to be submitted to a new Party 
congress for final approval.'' 
3) "On the Dtssolutwn of Comm'i.ttees Whtch Shall Refuse 

to Accept the Dec'iSwns of the Th'i.rd Congress": 
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"In view of the posstbility that some Menshevik organiza­
tions may refuse to accept the decisions of the Third Congress, 
the Congress instructs the C.C. to dissolve such organizations, 
and to sanction as committees parallel organizations which 
shall submit to the Congress, but only after it shall have been 
fully established by careful investigation that the Menshev'Lk 
organ1-zatwns and commtttees are unwill-tng to submit to Party 
d1,Scipl1-ne. '' * (My italics.-L.B.) 
All this bears out the fact that although at the Third Congress 

t.he Bolshevik faction was still more consolidated and the policy 
of splitting with the Mensheviks was confirmed, the Bolsheviks 
had at that time not yet brought the split to the point of the com­
plete and final abolition of formal unity with the Mensheviks, 
which took place later, at the Prague Conference in 1912. 

It is lrkewiSe a known fact that while fighting "in most deter­
mined fashron against confusing the two sections of the Party" 
(Lemn), the Bolsheviks adopted a resolution at the Tammerfors 
Party Conference (1905) to merge the Party centres. This resolu­
tion stated: 

"1) For the purpose of practical amalgamation and as 
a provisional measure until the Unity Congress, the Conference 
proposes the immediate and simultaneous fusion of the practi­
cal {centres) and central press organs on an equal footing, 
members of the editorial board being allowed to be members 
of the practical centre. 

''The editorial board is to be guided by the instructions 
of the common centre. Whenever one-third of the editors want 
the editorial board to print their individual opinion, the board 
must do so with a corresponding editorial reservation. 

''2) The Conference is in favour of the immediate fusion 
of the local parallel organizations. 

"3) On the convocatwn of a unity congress. The united 
Central Committees and Organizational Committees, or the 
joint council of the C.C. and the O.C., if there shall have been 
no fusion, shall immediately announce the summoning of a 
unity congress of the R.S.D.L.P. with a view to convening the 
congress as soon as possible. Representation at the unity 
congress is to be elective and proportional. All members of 
Party organizat,ions may take part in the election of the del­
egates, which shall be by direct and secret vote.'' * * 
* The C P.S U (B.) in Resolutions and Decisions of Congresses, Con­

ferences and Central Commlttee Plenums, Part I, pp. 48, 54, Russ. ed. 
* Ibid., pp. 58-9. 
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The Fourth Party Congress (1906) has gone down in the hlstory 
of our Party as the Unity Congress. The C.C. elected by this Con­
gress consisted of seven Mensheviks and three Bolsheviks. The 
Fifth (London) Congress was also a united congress; the C.C. of 
the R.S.D.L.P. which was elected at this Congress consisted of 
five BolsheVIks, four Mensheviks, two members from the S.-D.P. 
of Poland and Lithuania and one member from the Social-Demo­
crats of Latvia. 

In thls connection one should a1so recall the decisions of the 
Conference of the Enlarged Editorial Board of Proletary in 1909, 
referring to the question of the methods and tactics of our Party 
in the struggle against the Mensheviks prior to the Prague Con­
ference. (It is a known fact that the Enlarged Editorial Board 
of Proletary was actually the BolsheVIk centre elected at a meeting 
of the faction held at the close of the London Congress of the 
R.S.D.L.P.) 

The resolution of thls Conference, "The Tasks of the Bolsheviks 
in the Party,'' stated: 

"At the present time, in laying down the fundamental 
tasks of the Bolsheviks, the Enlarged Editorial Board of Pro­
letary declares: 

"1) That in the further struggle for the Party and the Party 
spirit, the task of the Bolshevik faction, which must remain 
the foremost champion of the Party spirit and of the revolution­
ary Social-Democratic lme in the Party, is actively to support 

· the Central Committee and the central organ of the Party in 
every way. In the present period of the regrouping of Party 
forces, only the central institutions of the entire Party can 
serve as the authoritative and strong representative of the 
Party line around which all the genuine Party and Social­
Democratic elements can be rallied; 

"2) That in the Menshevik camp of the Party, with the 
official organ of the faction, the Golos Sotsial-Demokrata 
[Voice of the Socwl-Democrat], completely captive to the Men­
sheVIk Liqui<iators, the minority of the faction, haVIng ex­
plored the path of Liquidationism to the very end, is already 
raising its voice in protest against this path and is again seek­
ing a Party basis for its activities (the letter of the 'Vyborg' 
MensheVIks in St. Petersburg, the spht among the MensheVIks 
in Moscow, the split in the Editonal Board of Golos SotswJ­
Demokrata, the corresponding diVIsion jn the Bund, etc.); 

"3) That under such drcumstances, the task of the Bol-
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sheviks, who will remain the solid vanguard of the Party, is 
not only to contmue the struggle against Liquidationism and 
all the varieties of revisionism, but also to establish closer 
contact with the Marxian and Party elements of the other 
factions, in accordance with the dictates of the common aims 
in the struggle for the preservation and consolidation of the 
R.S.D.L P." * 
The same idea also pervades the resolution of the Conference 

"On Agitation for a Bolshevik Congress or a BolsheVIk Confer­
ence Apart From the Party,'' which stated the following: 

"In view of the fact: 
"That ever smce Party unity was restored the Bolshevik 

faction has always put forth and rallied the adherents of its 
political hne on questions which have already become the 
subject of general Party discussion, and has always done so 
by means of an ideological struggle on the general-Party arena 
for its decision on these questions-parallel platforms and dis­
cussions 1n the Party nuclei, and at general Party congresses; 

"That this is the only way to guarantee both the solidarity 
of those who are really of one mind and the draWing in of all 
elements essentially akin to it into the faction; 

"That for the realization of our pr1,nC'/,pal aim, fot· the exer­
tion of influence on the Party in the interests of the final vi.Gtory 
in it of the revolutionary Social-Democratw hne, the Bolshmnks 
should stand forth only on the general Party arena, this being 
the only correct and the only expedient way (my italics.-L. B.); 

•·That any other way-such as the calling of separate 
Bolshevik conferences and congresses-would inevitably lead 
to a split in the Party from top to bottom, and would cause 
irreparable damage to the faction that would assume the ini­
tiative in such a final split of the R.S.D.L.P.; 

' ••In view of all this, the Enlarged Editorial Board of Pro­
letary resolves: 

"1) To warn all its followers against agit?-tion for a special 
Bolshevik congress, this being agitation which objectively 
leads to a split in the Party1 and which is capable of causing 
decided damage to the position which revolutionary Social­
Democracy has already gained in the Party. 

"2) To hold the next conference of the Bolsheviks at the 
same time as the next regular Party conference, wh1le the 

* Ibid., p. 151. 
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meeting of the faction's adherents at tne next Party congress 
is to be the supreme body of the faction as a whole. 

"3) In view of the important questions on the agenda 
agitating the Party and the faction, the Bolsheviks in the C.C. 
are instructed to insist on the earliest possible convocation of 
a general Party conference (a time limit of two-three months) 
and after that on the speedy summons of a Party Congress.''* 
Prior to the Prague Conference, Bolshevism, which had existed 

as a trend of political thought and as a political party since 1903, 
fought Menshevism Within the framework of a formally common 
party, a party united with the Mensheviks, making use of the 
general-Party arena to expose the Mensheviks, to wrest from them 
the workers deceived by them, to defeat Menshevism. 

At all stages of this struggle the Bolsheviks maintained and 
preserved the actual independence of therr Party organization, 
without becoming confounded with the MensheVIks; but formally 
the Bolsheviks were in a joint party until 1912. 

At the Prague Conference, which marked the official split 
with the Mensheviks, the Bolsheviks left forever the organizational 
framework of the united Party with the common Central Committee 
at its head. The Gonference thereby marked the official separation 
of the Bolsheviks into a separate Social-Democratic Party headed 
·by its own Central Committee. 

The :Mensheviks did everything in their power to split the 
working class of Russia, weaken it and make it a pliant tool in 
the hands of the liberal-monarchist bourgeoisie. In opposition 
to this policy of splitting the labour movement, the Bolsheviks 
set up their lme of splitting with the Mensheviks, of exposing the 
treachery of the Mensheviks and rallying the working class to the 
banner of revolutionary Social-Democracy-the banner of the 
Leninist Party. 

At the Prague Conference the Bolsheviks finally expelled the 
Liquidator-MensheVIks from the Party and forever put an end 
to all remnants of officw,l unity w~th the Menshemks. Therefore, 
begmning w~th the Prague Conference, Bolshemsm became an 'l.n­
dependent party offictally. Th~s is the gist of the matter. 

Th ·s independence of the Bolshevik Party not only in essence 
but also in form, achieved by breaking every orgamzat1.onal tie 
With the Mensheviks, is of paramount importance for an understand­
ing of the methods and tactics of our Party which assured the de­
feat of l.Ienshevism. 

* Ibid., pp. 152-53. 
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Thus, in speaking of the forms and methods of combating the 
Mensheviks before and after the final split, Lenin said: 

"A split means the rupture of all organizational ties, the 
shifting of the struggle of ideas from the ground of influencing 
the organization from within to that of influencing it from 
Without, from the ground of correcting and persuading com­
rades to that of destroying their orgamzation, to the ground 
of inciting the masses of the workers (and the masses of the 
people generally) against the seceded organization. . . . 

''If anyone were to apply the measure of the permissible 
internal Party struggle to the struggle based on a split, a 
struggle directed against the Party from without or (in the 
case of a local split) against the given Party; organization, 
such a person would have to be regarded either as being child­
ishly naive, or as a hypocrite. From the organizational point 
of view, a split signifies a rupture of all organizational ties,. 
1...e., the transition from a struggle to convince comrades within 
the organization to a struggle to destroy the hostile organiza­
tion, to destroy its influence over the masses of the proletariat. 
From the psychological standpoint it is perfectly obvious that 
the severance of all organizational ties between comrades 
already signifies an extreme degree of mutual bitterness and 
hostility, which has grown into hatred."* ' 

This is how Lenin put the question in connection with the 
split in the St. Petersburg organization of the R.S.D.L.P. 

There is no need to prove that this manner o:f posing the ques­
tion applies so much the more to the struggle of our Party 
against Menshevism in the period of the Prague Conference, which 
consummated the split with the Mensheviks and consequently 
supplied the formal organizational basis for the separate, inde­
pendent existence of the Bolshevik Party. 

This is why the Prague Conference was a turning point in the 
history of Bolshevism. 

This is why the Prague Conference laid the foundation for the 
independent existence of the Bolshevik Party. 

Pravda, October 26, 1935 

* Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. III, "Speech for the Defence (or 
for the Prosecution of the Menshevik Section of the Central Comnnttee) 
Delivered at the Party Trial," pp. 490, 492, Co-operative Publishing 
Society, Moscow, 1934. 
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CHRONOLOGY OF COMRADE STALIN'S ARRESTS. EXILES AND 
ESC.APES 

1902-April 5 . Comrade Stalin is arrested in Batum (first 
arrest). 

'1903-April 19 ... Comrade Stalin is transferred to the -Kutais 
ProVincial prison. 

1903-November ... Comrade Stalin is eXIled for three years to the 
ProVince of Irkutsk. East S1bena, Via Batum and 
Novorossiisk (f1rst exile). 

1904-.January 5 ..• Comrade Stalin escapes from exile (from Ba­
lagansk. Irkutsk ProVince) and goes first to Batum 
and later to TUhs (f1rst escape). 

1908-March 25 ... Comrade Stahn is arrested in Baku under the 

1908-September 20 

1909-June 24 . 

191Q-March 23 

name of Gaioza Nizharadze. Comrade Stalin is 
sent to the Bailov prison (second arrest). 
Comrade Stalin is exiled for two years to 
the city of Solvychegodsk in the Vologda Province 
(second exile). 
Comrade Stahn escapes from the Vologda Prov­
ince (second escape). 
Comrade Stalin is arrested in Baku (third ar­
rest). 

191Q-August 27 . . By order of the Vice-Regent of the Caucasus. 

. 1910-September 23 

1911-July 6 . . 
1911-September 9 

1911-December 14 

Comrade Stalin is forbidden to reside Within the 
limits of the Caucasian region for a period of 
five years . 
ComraQ.e Stalin is exiled to the city of Sol­
vychegodsk in the Vologda ProVInce (thnd ex1le). 

Comrade Stalin escapes from eXIle (third escape). 
Comrade Stalin is arrested in St. Petersburg 
(fourth arrest). 

Comrade Stalin is exiled to the City of Sol­
vychegodsk in the Vologda ProVince (fourth 
eXIle). 

1912-February 29 Comrade Stahn escapes from exile (fourth 
escape). 

1912-April 22 ... Comrade Stahn is arrested in St. Petersburg 
(f1fth arrest). 

1912-beginning of Comrade Stalin is ex1led for four years to the 
summer Narym Territory (fifth exile). 
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1912-Summer ••• Comrade Stalin escapes from exile (from Nary:m) 
and returns to St. Petersburg (f1fth escape). 

1913-March-Apnl Comrade Stalin is arrested in St. Petersburg 
(sixth arrest). 

1913-June .•.. 

1913-June 
to 

1917-February 

Comrade Stalin is eXIled for four years under po­
llee surveillance to the Turukhan Temtory (sixth 
exile). 

Comrade Stalin in eXJ.le in the Turukhan Ter­
ntory. 
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NOTES 

1 G. Tsereteli (1842-1900), together with N. Nikoladze and S, Meskhi, 
headed the "Meon Dassy" (Second Group}--a bourgeois-progressive 
trend. 

The "Meori Dassy" published the newspaper Droyeba (1866-86) and 
the Journals Mnatobz (1869-72) and Krebulz (1871-73) in the Georgian 
language, and Obzor (1878-81) in the Russian language. 

In the1r publicatiOns the Tsereteh-Nikoladze group acquainted the 
Georgian public With the theones of the West European utopian social­
Ists (Founer, Owen, Saint-Simon, Louis Blanc, Babeuf) and preached 
a bourgeois nationalism and republicanism. 

Of this group G. Tsereteli himself wrote: 
••In the development of the social system this group (dassy) re­

pudiated the nob1hty as well as repudiating the individual eXIstence 
of the common people. It advanced the idea of a genuine natiOn into 
which all estates entered on an equal footing, thereby recognizing 
that such a nation corresponded to a democratiC social order where 
there are no separate estates." (G. Tsereteh, Kvalz, No 46, 1897.) 
This group of bourgeois intellectuals stood for the development of 

industnal banks, credi.t for town and country, trade, railways and in­
dustry. In their eyes the development of trade and industry was a means 
that would make for the national renascence of the country. It called 
for bnsk promotiOn of education and SCience and pointed to capitalist 
progress as the road to be followed. 

In the nineties of the nineteenth century this group committed itself 
to service of the b1g bourgeoisie and support of Russian tsarism. (Page 
11.) 

2 Ilya Chavchavadze (1837-1907), a Georgian writer and publicist, 
was the ideological leader of the .. Ptrveh Dassy" (First Group }--a feud­
al-progressiVe trend. 

The Georgian Journal Sakartvetos-Moambeh began publication in 
1863 under hts leadership, and in 1877 the newspaper Ibena. Under hu; 
leadership this group carried on a struggle against the ideologists of the 
old nob1hty, who were still defending the patnarchal-feudal order. 

In a number of splendid hterary works, I. Chavchavadze pm.nted a 
masterly picture of the slavish toil of the Georg1an peasants and 
demanded the destructiOn of serfdom. 

In lbena the group made a resolute stand in defence of the Georgian 
language, Georgian letters and Georgian schools, combating the tsar's 
pohcy of Russlfying Georg1.a. 

The "Puveh Dassy'' sought to adapt the economy of the landed gen­
try to capttahsm, and through their efforts towards this end a railway 
was built .tn Kakhetra and a noblemen's bank was opened. 

The group propagated the idea of a national renascence through 
peaceful collaboration between the estates. . 

In his programmatic article "L1fe and Law" (1877), Chavchavadze 
advanced the slogan of collaboratiOn between the estates and exhorted 
the hberal nobles to head the capitalist development of Georg1a. (Page 12.) 

• The Shendrzkov Orgamzatton, the so-called .. Orgamzatzon of 
203 



Balakhan and Bi bi-E1 bat Workers,., was formed in Baku by the Shendrik­
ov brothers (Ilya, Leo and Gleb) in the summer of 1904. This was a non­
party organizatiOn, but 1ts leaders openly preached Menshev1sm from 
the outset. 

The MensheVIk leadership of the R.S.D .L.P. through the Party Coun­
ci1 officxally recognized the Shendnkov organization as a Party or­
ganization. In 1904 the Party Council and the MensheVIk Iskra tried 
to set off the Shendnkovites against the Baku BolsheVik orgamzatwn. 

Relying on the ,support of the labour anstocracy, the Shendnkov 
group denounced politiCal struggle and preached outright Econorrusm. 
They had all the markings of a Zubatov or Gapon orgamzatwn. They 
d1srupted political campaigns and disorganized stnkes. During the Decem­
ber, stnke of 1904 the Shendnkov organizatiOn was busy extortmg 
money from c,apitalists. , 

In the perwd of the revolution of 1905-07 the Shendrikov group 
formed -a bloc With the capitalists, show1ng themse~ves agents of the 
tsanst authonties-. , 

Under the leadership of Comrade Stalin, the All-Caucasian and the 
Baku Committees of the R.S.D L.P. (BolsheVIks) declared ruthless war 
on the Shendnkov group from the .very outset. By the summer of 1904 the 
Shendnkov brothers had been expelled from the Party by the Baku 
Committee. , , · . , , 
. When the editors of Iskra tried to representthe Shendrikovorganiz­

_ation as a legitimate organization, the All-Caucasian Committee of the 
R S.D.L.P. (BolsheViks) .issued. the fopowmg statement in reply, 1n 
November 1904: , · 

"The edrtors of ·Iskra, have been too hasty 'with praise for the 
'group' calhng 1tself the 'enhghtened workers of Balakhan distnct' 

• or the 'workers of Balakhan and B1b1-Eibat,~ because closer acquaint­
ance with Its Views, publications and al11ts actiVity in general would 
undoubtedly make the editors of Iskra see eye to eye w1th the Baku 
C [omnnttee] and the All·Caucas1an C [ommitteel wh1~h correctly 
considers the said 'group• non-party and its actiVity disruptive and 
permcwus." (Cf. Vperyod, No. 3, 1905.) 
The Shendrikov organization fell to pieces in 1908 after Comrade 

Stalin moved to Baku. (Page 43.) . 
· • Dashnaks ("Dashnaktsutvun'')-an Armenian nationalist party 
whlch arose in the early 'nineties. Its program (socialization of the land. 
state federatwn. and terrorism) closely resembled that of the Russian 
Socialist-Revolutionaries. , 

Its main slogan was for the emanciJ>ation of the Armenian natwn from 
the tyranny of Impenal Turkey and the formatiOn from Turkish Arme­
nia and the Armeman regwns of Transcaucasia of a "Great Armema" 
under the protection of tsarist Russia. 
' In the beginning of 1900, under the influence of the movement for 

national emanci patwn, the Dashnaks went Left for a time and came out 
in oppositiOn to tsansm. 

In· the period of the ftrst Russian Revolution, the Dashnaks made 
open cause with the Interests of the Armenian bourgeoisie and fought 
against the revolutionary movement of the workers and peasants. At the 
behest of the t~anst authorities they organized an Armeman-Tyurkic 
massacre in Baku, Tiflis, Elizabethpol (Kirovabad) and other parts of 
Transcaucasza. 
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In a letter to Stolypin, VIce-Regent of the Caucasus Vorontsov-Dash­
kov characterized the activity of the "Dashnaktsutyun" as follows: 

"In this penod the 'Dashnaktsutyun' organization acquired a 
special, leading influence in Baku after the Armenian-Tatar disor­
ders and the turbulent period of 1905-06. This i.s due to the fact that at 
that time in the eyes of the influential and wealthy part of the Armen­
ian population this organization was an armed bodyguard against 
the Mu<;aulmen and the anarchistiC orgamzations engendered by the 
revolutwn, and they generously supported the Dashnaktsakans finan­
cially, wh1chexplainswhy the latter were so well armea; besides using 
them as a bodyguard, the wealthier Armenians used the Dashnak­
tsakans to guard the1r property and property interests, so that it 
would happen that in the ml fields the Dashnaktsakans would break 
stnkes by means of intimidatiOn and, on contrary occasions, when 
they bad it 1n for some industrialist who had turned down their 
demands for money, they made the workers on his Site go on 
strike." (Krassny Arkh1v, Vol. 34, p. 206.) 

During the years of reaction and in the first imperialist war the Dash­
naks served as the militant vanguard of the Armenian bourgeoisie, 
<>pen defenders and servants of tsansm. During the war the Dashnaks 
(the Armeman National Bureau, headed by Dashnaks) publicly peti­
tiOned Nicholas II to seize the Dardanelles. They formed volunteer com­
pames and sent them to the Russo-Turkish front. 

After the victory of the Great Sociahst Revolution in Russia the 
Dashnaks joined the Georgtan MensheVIks and Mussavatists in a coun­
ter-revolutwnary bloc and severed Transcaucasia from Soviet Russia. 

In 1918-20 the Dashnaks headed the bourgeois Repubhc of Armenia 
which had been set up by the Turkish General Staff, ttnd made Armenia 
a place d'armes for the Anglo-French interventionists and Russian 
Wh1teguards in their war &gatnst the SoVIet government. 
- The Dashnaks together with the Mensheviks and Mussavatists trans­

formed Transcaucasia into an arena of bloody strife between the nation­
alities; With the Georgian MensheVIks and Mussavatists they organized 
the Armeman-Georg1an and Armeman-Tyurkic wars, and engineered 
raids and pogroms on the Tyurkic population of Armenia. 

After Soviet rule was estabhshed in Armema, the Dashnak Party 
was broken up. On the instructions of the intelligence serVIces of the im­
penalist states, the sum ving Dashnak scum continued to carry on a 
rabid struggle against the Soviet government through espionage and 
wrecking. (Page 48.) 

6 Soctal-Federalists--a Georgian nationahst party consisting of in­
tellectuals from the bourgeoiste and nobihty. It was formed at a confer­
ence in Geneva in 1904. Among the founders of the party Wt>re A. Jor­
Jadze, K Abashidze, G Laskhishvili and G. ZdanoVIch-Mayashvili. 

The main demand 1n the Social-Federahst program was for the na­
tlOnal autonomy of Georg1a Within a Russian bourgeois and land­
owner state. 

In the years of the first Russian Revolution the Federalists preached 
national autonomy, supported the hberal bourgeoisie and fought rabid­
ly against the Bolsheviks. 

In the years of ~eaction they completely gave up the struggle against 
tsansm, and dunng the impenahst war occupied a defencist position. 
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After the victory of the Great Proletarian RevolutiOn in Russia the 
Federalists JOined the Georgian Mensheviks Dashnaks and Mussavatists 
in a counter-revolutiOnary bloc, which, wrth the support of the Ger­
mano-Turkish interventionists and, later on, of the Anglo-French inter· 
ventwmsts, cut off Transcaucasia and Georgia from SoVIet Russia. 

After SoVIet rule was established in Georgia, the Social-Federalist 
Party fell to pieces. 

The sorry survivors fought viciously against Soviet rule and took an 
active part in the Menshevik putsch of 1924. 

The leaders, who are in em1gratwn, are in the intelligence services 
of foreign states together with MensheVIk and Whiteguardcounter-revol­
utionanes. (Page 48). 

6 Mussavatlsts ("Mussavat"}--a nationalist Tyurkic bourgeois­
"democratic" party. It was established in 1912 and was called the 
"l\Iussulman Democratic Party"-"Mussavat/' (which means equalc­
ty). The founders of the Party were representatives of the Tyurklc 
bourgeoisie and the bourgeois intelligentsia: ME. Rassul-Zadeh. 
G R. Sharif-Zadeh, A.K. Kyazim-Zadeh and K.V _ Mikailov The 
program of the "Mussavat" was permeated with both Pan-Islarmsm­
the ideology of Turkish, Tatar and the like khans, landowners and 
Mussulman mullahs, who sought to unite all the peoples professing the 
Mussulman religion,-and Pan-Tyurklsm, which sought to umte all 
the Tyurk1c Mussulman natiOnalities under the rule of the Ottoman 
government. 

Dunng the imperialist war the Mussavatists were ardent supporters of 
tsansm. One of the leaders of the Mussavatists, M E. Rassul-Zadeh. wrote: 

"Touch1ng upon the fate of our common native land, Russia. 
we too, together w1th all other citizens, Wish pnmarily for Russ1a's 
success and V'lctory. . . 

"During this war the nationalities inhabiting Russia have been 
cleared of all doubt, and by their sincere attitude have shown that 
they have honest aims and feelings of ardent patnotism." (Newspa­
per Achyg-Soyuz (A Clear Word]). 
After the second Russian Revolution, in 1917, the "Mussavat" merged 

with the Tyurkic Federalist Party of the Bek landowners and adopt­
ed the name of the Tyurklc Federahst Party, "Mussavat," demanding 
autonomy for AzerbaiJan, and the formation of a Russian democratiC 
republic on federative pnnciples. 

Dunng 1918-20 the "Mussavat" constituted the main counter-rev­
olutiOnary force In AzerbaiJan, fighting against SoVIet rule and the 
Bolshevik Party. 

In May 1918, the Mussavat1sts orgamzed a so-called "Independent"" 
bourgeois-landlord government with its centre in Gyandzheh, and waged 
a savage fight aga1nst the Baku Commune, enlist1ng the a1d of the Turks 
and later of the Bnt1sh. 

In 1920, on the instructiOns of British imperiahsm, the Mussavat­
Ists gave duect armed assistance to Denikin's retreating Whlteguard 
bands and fought against the Red Army. 

In 1920 the Mussavatists and Dashnaks orgamzed a Tyurkic-Armenian 
war. 

When Soviet rule was established in Azerbaijan, the «Mussavat" 
Party was smashed and lost all influence. The l>m1gre leaders of the 
Party are acting as spies for foreign states. (Page 169) 

206 



Pub. No. 94; Order 344; Index III; Ready to set Apnl 22, 1938; 
for Press March 22, 1939; 13 Signatures; 43.500 characters per sig; 

131/s MS. hsts; 62x941/u paper sheets; Glavht A-7441. 

Printed by "Iskra Revolutsii .. Pnntshop, Moscow. 


