Red Symphony
Part ||

G.—I again repeat to you that all this, which you have set out in
such a literate form, has a name which we have already repeated to
excess in this endless conversation: the natural contradictions of Capital-
ism and if, as you claim, there is yet someone else’s will and activity
apart from the proletariat, then I want you to indicate to me concretely
a personal case.

R.—You require only one? Well, then listen to a small story:
“They” isolated the Tsar diplomatically for the Russo-Japanese War,
and the United States financed Japan; speaking precisely, this was done
by Jacob Schiff, the head of the bank of Kuhn, Loeb & Co., which is
the successor of the House of Rothschild, whence Schiff originated.
He had such power that he achieved that States which had colonial
possessions in Asia supported the creation of the Japanese Empire,
which was inclined towards xenophobia; and Europe already feels the
effects of this xenophobia. From the prisoner-of-war camps there came
to Petrograd the best fighters, trained as revolutionary agents; they
were sent there from America with the permission of Japan, obtained
through the persons who had financed it: The Russo-Japanese War,
thanks to the organized defeat of the Tsar’s army, called forth the
revolution of 1905, which, though it was premature, but was very nearly
successful; even if it did not win, it still created the required political
conditions for the victory of 1917. I shall say even more. Have you
read the biography of Trotzky? Recall its first revolutionary period. He
is still quite a young man; after his flight from Siberia he lived some
time among the emigres in London, Paris, and Switzerland; Lenin,
Plekhanov, Martov and other chiefs look on him only as a promising
newcomer. But he already dares during the first split to behave inde-
pendently, trying to become the arbiter of the reunion. In 1905 he is
25 years old and he returns to Russia alone, without a party and without
his own organization. Read the reports of the revolution of 1905 which
have not been “pruned” by Stalin; for example that of Lunatcharsky,
who was not a Trotzkyite. Trotzky is the chief figure during the
revolution in Petrograd. This is how it really was. Only he emerges
from it with increased popularity and influence. Neither Lenin, nor
Martov, nor Plekhanov acquire popularity. They only keep it and even
lose a little. How and why there rises the unknown Trotzky, gaining
power by one move greater than that which the oldest and most in-
fluential revolutionaries had? Very simple: he marries. Together with
him there arrives in Russia his wife—Sedova. Do you know who she is?
She is associated with Zhivotovsky, linked with the bankers Warburg,
partners and relatives of Jacob Schiff, i.e. of that financial group which,
as I had said, had also financed the revolution of 1905. Here is the
reason why TrotzKy, in one move, moves to the top of the revolutionary
list. And here, too, you have the key to his real personality. Let us
jump to 1914. Behind the back of the people who made the attempt
on the Archduke there stands Trotzky, and that attempt provoked the
European War. Do you really believe that the murder and the war—
are simple coincidences? . . ., as had been said at one of the Zionist
congresses by Lord Melchett. Analyze in the light of “non-coincidence”
the development of the military actions in Russia. ‘‘Defeatism™ is an
exemplary word. The help of the Allies for the Tsar was regulated
and controlled with such skill that it gave the Allied ambassadors the
right to make an argument of this and to get from Nicholas. thanks to
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his stupidity, suicidal advances, one after another. The mass of the
Russian cannon fodder was immense, but not inexhaustible. A series
of organized defeats led to the revolution. When the threat came from
all sides, then a cure was found in the form of the establishment of a
democratic republic—an ‘“‘ambassadorial republic’’ as Lenin called it,
i.e. this meant the elimination of any threat to the revolutionaries. But
that is not yet all. Kerensky was to provoke the future advance at the
cost of a very great deal of blood. He brings it about so that the
democratic revolution should spread beyond its bounds. And even still
more: Kerensky was to surrender the State fully to Communism, and
he does it. Trotzky has the chance in an “‘unnoticed manner” to occupy
the whole State apparatus. What a strange blindness! Well that is
the reality of the much praised October revolution. The Bolsheviks took
that which “They”’ gave them.

G.—You dare to say that Kerensky was a collaborator of Lenin?

R.—Of Lenin—no. Of Trotzky—yes; it is more correct to say—
a collaborator of “Them.”

G.—An absurdity!

R.—You cannot understand . . . precisely you? It surprises me.
If you were to be a spy and, while hiding your identity, you were to
attain the position of commander of the enemy fortress, then would you
not open the gates to the attacking forces in whose service you actually
were? You would not have become a prisoner who had experienced
defeat? Would you not have been in danger of death during the attack
on the fortress if one of the attackers, not knowing that your uniform is
only a mask, would have taken you for an enemy? Believe me: despite
the statues and mausoleum—Communism is indebted to Kerensky much
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enquiring capabilities, which you know how to apply to things much less
important and less obvious, then when you study informations in their
totality, and also study separate details right up to anecdotal happenings,
you will meet with a whole series of ‘“‘amazing chances.”

G.—Alright, let us accept the hypothesis that not everything was
simply a matter of luck. What deductions to you make here for
practical results?

R.—Let me finish this little story, and then we shall both arrive at
conclusions. From the time of his arrival in Petrograd Trotzky was
openly received by Lenin. As you know sufficiently well, during the
interval between the two revolutions there had been deep differences
between them. All is forgotten and Trotzky emerges as the master of
his trade in the matter of the triumph of the revolution, whether Stalin
wants this or not. Why? This secret is known to the wife of Lenin—
Krupskaya. She knows who Trotzky is in fact; it is she who persuaded
Lenin to receive Trotzky. If he had not received him, then Lenin would
have remained blocked up in Switzerland; this alone had been for him
a serious reason, and in addition he knew that Trotzky provided money
and helped to get a colossal international assistance; a proof of this was
the sealed train. Furthermore it was the result of Trotzky’s work, and
not of the iron determination of Lenin that there was the unification
round the insignificant party of the Bolsheviks of the whole Left-wing
revolutionary camp, the social-revolutionaries and the anarchists. It
was not for nothing that the real party of the “non-party” Trotzky was
the ancient “Bund” of the Jewish proletariat, from which emerged all
the Moscow revolutionary branches, and to whom it gave 909 of its
leaders; not the official and well-known Bund, but the secret Bund,













































