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INDICTMENT IN

THE TRIAL OF THE COUNTER-

REVOLUTIONARY “INDUSTRIAL PARTY”

Accused: Ramsin, Kalnnikov,
chev, Charnovsky, Fyedotov, Kuprya-
nov, Otchkin and Sitnin.

Article 58, Items 3, 4 and 6 of the Code of
Penal Law of the R.S.F.S.R.

In the course of the last two years the
efforts of the State Political Administration
(GPU) have enabled, one sabotage organiza-
tion after another to be discovered in a
large number of branches of industry. The
exposure of the “Shakhty” group of sabot-
agers was followed by the discovery of a
sabotage organization in the People’s Com-
missariat for Ways and Communication.
This again was followed by the exposure of
sabotage organizations in the war industry,
in the textile industry, in the shipyards, in
the machine-building trade, in the chemical,
gold, oil, and other industries. The Soviet
Government has deemed it necessary to is-
sue official statements informing the broad
masses of the workers with regard to a
humber of sabotage organizations and the
means taken to combat them.

The authorities instituting the inquiry,
alter encountering sabotage again and again
in the most important and leading apparatus
of the national economy of the Soviet Union,
in the Supreme Econgmic Council, and in
in the most important planning organ, the
State Planning Commission,
atically to the conclusion that the evidence
furnished by almost the whole of the mater-
ial of these cases pointed to the existence
of a uniform organized, and leading centre
for the whole of the sabotage work. (The
results of the inquiry in the Shakhty case
also pointed to the conclusion.) The large
number of these organizations, the lengthy
duration of their existence, their degree of
inner organization and cohesion, and espe-
clally that close contact with the counter-
revolutionary organizations of the former
owners of the nationalized undertakings,
now refugees abroad, a contact which has
been ascertained by the inquiry in almost
every one of these affairs, the relations to
international capital, and finally, the parti-
cularly close connéctions with the espionage
activities of the military staffs of foreign
states,—all this has long since caused the
Soviet power to regard the sabotagers not
as an accidental group of counter-revolu-
tionary engineers, but to see In this sabotage
above all a definite method of class war on
the part of the bourgeoisie, acting as one
united class and penetrating in an organized
form into every sphere of our economic life:
and the Soviet power has long since ceased
to seek the leading centre and the levers
of the whole work of sabotagers merely in
this or that organization of international
capital, but in the immediate governmental
spheres of the greatest bourgeois States of
Europe, which have actually led the actions
¢’ the sabot.wc organizations, and have
1 ¥ thaes A iv pilitary and political
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| connections between
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2-vizations, as brought to light by these|
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successes of socialist construction have

»d it impossible for all these sabotage

' ;ations to realize their plans without
¢ de support, without the intervention of
tie mightier powers of organized world cap-
itsl in the form of its bourgeois govern-
ments, which depend on the resort to arms

and finallp in deafening clamor raised by
the bourgeois prgss every time the Soviet
power adopts repressive measures against
open sabotagers,—all this has led with in-
exorable logic to the same conclusions, and
indicates the existence of certain organic
the machinations of
the sabotagers and the anti-Soviet policy
of the bourgeois states. Hence the tracks
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left by the sabotage organizations were in-|

evitably bound to lead in this direction,
These, then,
by the authorities instituting the inquiry,

after consideration of the material yiclded§
by each individual case, with respect to the

organizational bases and tactical perspectives
of the sabotage owamzauons
But it was not unUl the facts brought to |

light by the OGPU, in the course of the in-
| cisely this aspect of these criminal activi-

ganization calling itself the

! party” or “Council of the Federation of En-

gineers’ Organizations” showed that this or-
ganization united aH the separate sabotage

organizations of the various branches of |

in the class struggle against the Soviet Union. : industry in one organization, acting not only

The hostile acivities of the bourgeois states |
against the Soviet Union, growing with every |

on the instructions of the international or-
ganizations of the former Russian and for-

were the conclusions drawné
| by their anti-state criminal activities have

eign capitalists, but at the same time in com- | The Origin and Personal Composition
bination with and accordance to the dll'cttl
instructions of the governmental circles and!

general staff of France with respect to the

preparations for armed intervention and for |
| stantinovitch Ramzin,

the overthrow by arms of the Soviet power,
that these conclusions were fully confiirmed.
The statements made by those called to ac-
count in this affair have brought adequate
proof of the existence of precisely this de-
seription of connection

General Secretary Communist Party of the Seviet Union

The public prosecution of the Republic
considers it extremely important to bring
to trial, without delay, those persons who

exposed the boadest masses of the Soviet
Union and Western Europe to the immediate
danger of a fresh future war against the
peoples of the Soviet Union, and submits
to the Supreme Court, in the following, and
recommends for special consideration, pre-

ties, setting aside for a moment those other
aspects of the case requiring further exa-
ination by the authorities pursuing the in-
quiry, The public prosecution of the Rep-
ublic accuses the persons called to account

in this affair in accordance with Article 58,
Items 3, 4 and 6 of the Code of Penal Law
of the RSFSR.

of the United Sahotage Centers.

The chief person in the centre of the coun=
ter-revolutionary organizations, Leonid Kone
professor at the Mos-
cow Technical College, in a statement write
ten with his own hand on September 21st,
1930, states:

I admit being guilty of taking part in the

| counter-revolutionary organization ‘Engineer-
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gineering Organizations’),

tin 1926.
{or

Centre’ (or ‘Council of the United Ene-
and now cease,
finally and irrevocably, all struggle against
the Soviet power; I lay down my arms once

and for all, and repent sincerely and openly

| of the crimes which I have committed.

“So far as I am able to judge from dise

! connected information, the origin of the ‘En-

gineering Centre’ may be taken to have been
I do not possess any more exacter

detailed knowledge on this question, as I

| did not begin to participate in the ‘Engincer=

{Ing

| tant
| gineering Centre’ is
| most

Rabinovitch

Centre’ until the beginning of 1927

“The originator,

organizer in

inspirer,
the

and most impore
creation of the ‘Ene
P. A. Paltchinsky, and his
collaborators have been L. G.
and I. I. Federovitch.” *)

active

The defendant Ramzin describes the most
important prer (I‘HSILP\ for the origin of the
“Engineering Centre” in its original fonv as
I()l]o WS
“One of the initial causes of the crea-
tion of the counter-revolutionary organiza-
tion was, above all, the political trends existe
ing among the old engineers, varying as a
rule from the convictions of the ‘constitu-
tional democrat’ to the convictions of the
extreme monarchist Right. Hence, the older
engineers did not, as a rule, turn politically
to the Soviet regime and adopt the prin-
ciples of the Communist Party.

b) “These political trends were further
strengthened by the difference in the work-
ing and living conditions of the engineers
before and after the October revolution; the
natural migirust felt by the Soviet power
towards the engineers, the politiaa’ end soe
cial control exercised over their werk de-
prived the engineers of that commanding
position held by many of them before the
revolution, and besides this the manner and
standard of living of the leading engineers
were greatly worsened after the revolution.

¢) “The influence of the former factory
owners upon the old engineers, who possessed
and at times maintained contact with these
former owners was again a constant stimulus
for the struggle against the Soviet regime,
a struggle aiming at the restoration of the
undertakings to their former owners or the
payment of compensation for their expropria=
tion.

d) “The commencement of the transition
from the New Economic Policy to the socialist
offensive was again an additional cause stime
ulating active measures against the Soviet
power, as the hopes of a gradual merging
and increased extension of the NEP were

a)

*) Palchinsky was sentenced by the come
mittee of the OGPU for participation in the
sabotage in the gold and platinum industry,
and shot. Federovitch was sentenced for
sabotage activities in the coal industry. Rabie
novitch was sentenced to six years imprisone
ment at the Shakhty trial, and to a further
ten years in connection with the gold and
platinum sabotage affair, These two last
have not been called to accourlt in the pres-
ent affair, since they have not taken part in
the work of the counter-revolutionary or~
ganization during the last two years, and the
worst crimes have been committed during
this period

s agas |
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destroyed little by little.

e) “The confliet arising in the CPSU,
aroused hopes that counter-revolutionary ef-
forts might be successful, in view of the pros-
pect of a Communist Party weakened by in-
ternal struggles.”

We read further:

1) “The enmity and hatred of the capital-
ist countries against the Soviet power fur-
nished the actual basis permitting active sup-
port from outside to be calculated upon—to
the extent of military intervention—and thus
gave reason for hoping in the complete pos-
sibility of realizing a counter-revolutionary
upheaval in the immediate future.

g) “The deterioration of the standards of
living already observable in 1927, the dissatis-
faction among the masses of the peasantry,
the ever clearer signs of crisis and economic
difficulties, and the prospect of continued
developments in this direction, created a soil
favorable for the counter-revolutionary up-
heaval within the country itself.,”

Ramzin fails to state the main cause—the
fact that almost all the important person-
ages in the “Cenire” had either been big in-
dustrialists and capitalists (Rabinovitch) be-
fore the revolution, or had occupied the high-
est paid commanding positions under the
leading captains eof industry whose right
hands they had been. With respect to the
“crises,” the following data gathered by the
inquiry show the role played by the imme-
diate work of precisely the defendants, and
of the counter-revolutionary organization
formed by them, in bringing about these
“crises.”

The personal composition of the central
sabotage organization is stated by Ramzin
te have been as follows:

e members of the ‘Engineering Centre’

= *-™ hinsky; the chief leader of
g e, in whose hands lay the
weec of the activities of the
organization, including military
LA Smukia]l questions, and the most im-
portant foreign connections.
“L. G. Rabinovitch; coal industry, small
hes of industry and general plan of
industry,

3. “Engineer Chrennikow *); smelting and
metal industry.

4. “Professor Charnovsky; metal industry
and smelting industry.

5. “Engineer Fyedotow; textile industry.

6. “Engineer Kuprianov; textile industry.

¥. “Engineer Laritchev; oil industry and
fuel supplies.

8 “Professor L. K. Ramzin; fuel supplies
and power service.”

Besides these, Ramzin includes in this
Centre P. 1. Krassovsky *), who " conducted
the sabotage in the traffic service, althotugh
he cannot decide, as he expressed it, “to
draw 2 final line of demarcation between the
members of the “Centre” itself and the mem-
bers of its groups in the separate branches
of industry.” The more so as neither the
“Oentre” itself nor its presidency were for-
mally elected. But the “Centre” had an ac-
tual presidium, consisting of-ghe following
persons: Engineer P. A. Paltchinsky, engineer
L. P. Rabinovitch, and engineer Chrennikov,
Rabinovitch being replaced after his arrest
as stated by Ramzin—in actual practice, by
Fyedotow (statement made 21st October).’
The accused Laritchev has made a somewhat
different¢statement on this last point with
regard to the leadership of the sabotage or-
ganization. On the whole he confirms Ram-
zin's statement on the composition of the
leading centre, but adds:

“The leading group actually played the role
of a central committee, and consisted of:
Chrennikow, Kalinnikov, Ramzin, me, Char-
novsky, Fyedotow. Although we did not se-
lect a president in any mww
comprehensive knowledge of sit-
uation, aided by tradition, gave him the lead-
ing role. Afier he was arvested the activity
of the organization Iell off greatly, and dur-
ing this latber period the leadership passed
nto Ramzin's han@s.” (Statement made 21st

up on the principle of isolated chain con-|

nections, in such manner that individual head
sub-organizations existed in the separate
branches of industry, and played the part
of corresponding ventres for these branches,
establishing contact with below, that is, with
the lower and peripheral nuclei

“Thanks to this system of organization, the
members of the various chain sub-organiza-
tions did not know each other, and even
the heads and the lower members of one
and the same chain sub-organization were
not in immediate contact with one another.

This system of chain connections guar-
anteed a minimum of exposure for the or-
ganization being discovered...

. ..Judging from my impressions, the gen-
eral extent of the Moscow organization, di-
rectly connected with the Centre, can be
estimated at forty to fifty men, and the total
number of the members of the organizations
directly connected with the Centre at four to
five hundred men. The total number of|
participants in this organization, including
the lower functionaries, was about 2000.”
(Statement made 21st September)

According to Ramzin’s statement, besides
the accused already mentioned, the follow-
ing persons held the leading positions in the
above-mentioned head sub-organizations of
this chain in the various branches of indus-
tty. -

“Coal mining—I. I. Fedorovitch, engineer
Skorutto, Nasimov, and A. D. Volkovitch.

“Oil industry—Professor 1. N. Strishov,
engineer Pokrovsky (State Planning Commis-
sion of the Soviet Union), and engineer N.
N. Smirnow (People’s Supreme Economic
Council of the SU.)

“Metal industry—Grzimailo, Byelonoshkin, |
Yulamov, Kaufmann, Neumeier, engineer P.
M. Kutsky, engineer R. J. Gartvan, List, Lip-
hardt, and Podlakonov.

“Textile industry—Kuprianov, Lebedyev,
Lopatin, Nolde.

“Chemical industry—Engineer W. P. Kra- |
vetz (Supreme Economic Council of SU), and
engineer W. N. Kamsolkin, r I 8.
Schwedov, Professor Shpitalsky, Lotavsky,
Lebedkin, Buglakov,

“Peat-cutting—W. N. Valyashinkov, Kir-
ritchnikov.

“Wood industry—W. P. Maier and Kviat-{
kovsky. s

Cement industry—M. M. Porossov and A.
1. Stavrosky.

Electric industry—W. I. Ugrimov.

“Economic -Group—Guryevitch, Byeloser-
kovsky, Sokolovsky (Supreme Econ. Council
of SU).

“Fuel Supplies—Proschvitch and Pokrov-
sky (Supreme Econ. Council SU), Zwanziger,
S. N. Ukrainzev-Zelibyel.

“General survey of the industrial plan as
a whole and of the smaller branches of in-
dustry—Profesgor 1. A. Kalinnikov.

“Power service—M. L. Kamenetzky, N. N.|
Vachkov, Professor A. A. Gorev, Engineer
Kukel-Krayevsky, N. I Osadchin, Suschkin.

“Leningrad group—Professor M. W. Kir-
pitschev, A, A. Fomin, W. N. Schregel.

“Moscow Power Works-— Kirpitchnikov,
Yapovitsky, Krylov, Savelyev, myself.

“Power service for the war indystry— E.
E. Yevreinov and Engincer W. N. Domon-
tovitch (heat technics institute).

Power service for transport—A. K. Besya-
dovsky and N. F. Lavrov.

“Commission for traffic service—Meck, 1.
N. Borisov, F. P. Krassovsky, P. S. Yanusch-
evsky, M. E. Pravosudovitch, A. F. Velitschko,
Chustov. >

“Trade Union of Engineers and Techmical
Workers—S, D. Schein.

“Association the Engineers of the S. U.
and the Polytechnical Society—N. N. Lvov,
A. A. Schadrin *), 4

;:
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i

{owners of the works and faciories.

i the. application of artificial methods of as-

“ | compensation of the former landowners was

| the energetic aid of the peasant masses, espe-
| eially during the carrying out of collectiviza-

power of the sabotage organization, as at-
tained by it in about 1928—at the beginning
of the Shakhty trial, at the time when the
first blow was dealt the organization by the
discovery of the Shakhty branch of sabotag-
ers in the coal mines.

The Political and Tactical Program
of the Sabotage Center.

At this time the political and economic
program of the sabotagers was as follows;
the accused Ramzin states:

“The form of leadership was conceived as
a bourgeois-demogratic republic. In this
question various proposals were submitted,
going as far as the restoration of the mo-
narchy. But in the course of the discussions
this standpoint was abandoned, as the old
dynasty is compietely discredited; the set-
ting up of a fresh dynasty would have in-
volved entering on a dangerous adventure,
and above all a monarchist restoration would
have encountered energetic protest on the
part of the broad masses, and would have
repelled these masses from the Centre,

“The legislative organ was planned in the
form of a parliament with universal suffrage,
but with the ald of an elgctoral system com-
plicated in such a manner that the desirable
composition of the parliament would have
been secured.

“Both of the above proposals were, however
only conceived for the period following the
final consolidation of the new regime; a mili-
tary dictatorship was held to be necessary

—

“Hence the program given above defended
the interests of" the industrial bourgeoisie
and of the strong individual peasant farms,
“The fulfilment of this program was to be
attained by the aecomplishment of the poli«
tical chief task consisting in the main of the
overthrow of the Soviet power with the aid
of armed counter-revolutionary forces, inter
vention from outside being calculated upon,
This program deserves being delt with in
detail. The phrase about the democratic repe
ublic cannot conceal the fundamental aim

ting up of a military dictatorship in the per-
iod immediately following the seizure of
power in order that the working class, and
of course the Commmnists, might be ruthless-
ly dealt with. Nor can the phrases about
universal suffrage and parliament conceal the
fact that the chief task is to obtain a parliae
ment appearing “desirable” to the inQustriale
ists. The essence of this program is the ree
storation of not only capitalism itself, but of
the former owners, or at least the giving of
compensation in some form or other to these
former owners, and in Ramzin’s own words
it defends “the industrial bourgeoisie and the
strong individual - peasant (read: kulak)

hfarms.” The content of this program is such

that it led objectively to the inevitability of
“calculating wmpon intervention from oute
side,” as Ramzin writes. Within their own
country the sabotagers could find no allies
among the broad masses of the working pop-
ulation willing to aid them in the fulfilment

for the prempinary period after the counter-
revolutionary upheaval.

ciple consisted of the return to their former |
Great |
difficulties were, however, to be reckoned |
with in the accompli nt of this inten- |
tion, since the majority of the former under- |
takings had undergone fundamental changes, |
a number of them had been completely liqui-

was impossible, whilst on the other hand |
other undertakings had become so greatly
enlarged, or had been subjected to such a|
radical recohstruction, that their value was|
frequently greatly increased. And finally, |
after the October revolution a large number |
of entirely new undertakings sprang into be- |

ing, and the total value and productive cap- |
acity of these greatly exceeded the fotal value !
of the former pre-revolutionary undertak-
ings. Therefore it was agreed with the lead-
ing circles of the industrial emigres that a
peculiar method should be adopted—the re-
organization and concentration of the new
and extensively recomstructed undertakings
in joint stock companies. By this methpd
these undertakings would be depersonified,
and the former owners of the liquidated or
radically altered undertakings were to be
compensated by the issue of a corresponding
number of shares. In consequence of the
censiderable increase of the total capital
value of the undertakings at the moment of
the counter-revolutionary upheaval, as com-
pared with the pre-revolutionary value, even

sessment would still have left the pessibility
that after the former owners had been com-
pensated a considerable number of free
shares and means would remain in the hands
of the State. These free means were to be
employed in part for the partial compensa-
tion of the former owners, and in part for
the general requirements of the state.

“In the sphere of agriculture the main line
of orientation was the strong individual farm
and the partial purchase of the land from
the former owners. Therefore the idea of
restoring the land to the former owners was
rejected, and the possession of the land by
the peasants, in the form of individual farms
with definite boundaries, was confirmed. The

planned im the form above described. This
orientation on the part of the Centre in the
sphere of agriculture was expected to ensure

tion by the Seviet power, which the Centre
resist-

“Se tar as 1 know the question of Jocal self-
tively, sinoe, a5 already stated it

& intend-
od thiat: the v » apheayal
should be followed by a period of military

sdministration was not dealt with exhaus- |

of this program.
The sabotagers state fairly candidly how

“In the sphere of industry the main prin- ?'it came about that precisely the members of

the counter-revolutionary organizations ree
garded it as indispensably necessary to re-
sort to an armed intervention from outside,
why they deemed it needful to adapt their
activities accordingly, to adjust themselves
to these circumstances, and to enter into re-
lations with the representatives of foreign

dated or reduced to a condition in which work | states:

Professor Ramzin states:

“During the first period of the existence
of the Engineers’ Centre, which ocoincided
with the conclusion of the restoration period
of Soviet nattonal economy, the line of tech-
nical orientation adopted by the Centre, in
so far as I am informed by the statements
of others, lay in pressrving as far as possible
those great i.ndustrial’ undertakings maintaine
ing contact with the Centre. Besides pree
serving these undertakings from destruction,
the Centre‘at this time aimed at having these
undertakings improved at the expense of the
state, so that the former industrialists would
not only receive their former capital value
back again after the counter-revolution, but
at the same time the greatest possible addi=
tion to this value.

“The successful period of the reconstruction
of the couniry, following the restoration
period, as also the rapid eonsolidation of the
economic situation of the country and of the
Soviet power, upset all of the calculetions on
a counter-revolutionary upheaval by means
of inner forces, of peasant or military ris-
ings, and at the same time diminished to &
great extent the chances of a favorable ree
sult of an intervention, since parallel with
the growth of the economy of theé Soviet
Union there had proceeded the growth of its
military pcwer and therefore of its powers
of resistance to an intervenmtion. Therefore,
the Centre altered its tactics and came to the
conclusion that it was necessary to accelerate
actively the accomplishment of counter-reve
olution by means of artificial damage to the
economic life of the Soviet Union. That is
to say, it adopted the tactics of sabotage.
The nature and methods of this sabotage
varied with the gemeral situation.” (State
ment made 2ist September.)

In another place (statement made 16th of
October) he expresses himsell even more
plainly:

“The chief aim of the activities of the In-
dustrial Party growing out of the wunited
sabotage organization of the engineers was
the overthrow of the Soviet power by means
of counter-revoltionary upheaval. From the
very beginning of its activities, the Industrial

{
open action. | Party calculated on an intervention against

the Seviet Union as a facter of paramount
importamce, for enly an intervention was re-
garded us a reliable and means for the
tion.”

of which the sabotagers dreamed-—the sete |

connected with the peri- “Therciore,” he -comtimues, “the Contre
PR S S o ictatorship, with Che setting up of gubernial | speadily went over from immediate technical
Sdea gelmed Svem the above! -naun-—-u-.u..nuism to ‘pilammed sabotage’ consisting of

'S suildicat extout the|tive messusss. 0 o R | methods of working out phans for the varic

77 e e ‘) “A comifined system of direct and indirect | branches of mational sdonemy which

‘pasoes mentioned o this list | taxation was planmed, but e far 26 1 know, | have artitichally reterded the tempo of
Aar sirsally becn sentenced by the | This systesn was 1ot adnguately wortied out. | sconomic development of the country, woid
eve Deen oalltd to acsount by i, “In the sjihere of forcign trnde—the abeli- | have inevitably crested dispropertions be-

‘tween The sevarete branches of national cosne
omy, and would have bronght aboul ecoe
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nomic crises affecting the whole national
economy of the country....

“The above-described influence possessed
by the Centre in the organs of planned eco-
nomics placed in its hands an almost un-
limited freedom of action in the sphere of
plam."

In this connection, in about 1928 the grow-
ing hope of a speedy realization of a counter-
revolutionary upheaval led to the employ-
ment of still another special method of
sabotage:

“The lying idle of capital for long periods
by means of investing money in buildings
whose erection took considerable periods, or
in undertakings which could only be utilized
in the distant future, when other necessary
factors had become obtainable....Such a
method as this for the lying idle of capital
and for its investment at slight profit would
have: (1) cut off this capital, and limited
the extent of profitable buildings and the
tempo of the economic development of the
country; (2) increased the legacy to be in-
herited by the new government, for these
new buildings, though bringing little profit
at the moment, were to be built at the ex-
pense of restrictions placed on current needs,
thereby accomplishing the additional task of
causing discontent among the broad masses
of the population.” (Statement made 21st
September.)

How firmly the sabotagers were convinced
that their final aims would be realized may
be seen from the following two characteristic
facts relating to the counter-revolutionary
organization now under examination: Its po-
litical development into @ party, taking place
in 1928, and the selection of the members of
the future government. Profoundly convinced
that the leading roles would fall to them
after the counter-revolution, the sabotagers
devoted no little time and squabbling to the
timely apportioning of seats in the cabinet,
and resolved to come forward openly as the
political party representing industrial cap-
ital.

Ramzin states:

“The steady growth of the influence gained
by the Centre over the different branches of
industry, and the simultaneous increase in
the number of members, forced the raising
of the question of the form of party to be
taken by the whole organization.

“This question cropped up at the end of
1927, and was brought forward by P. A. Pal-
tchinsky, I. G. Rabinovitch, and others.

. “The occasion for the discussion was given
by the consultation with Professor Chayanov,
who informed the Centre of the existence
and programmatic orientation of his organi-
gation. The further work of the Centre was
in the direction of the formation of a new

were at first proposed.
_ “The commonest designation of the newly
party was the ‘Industrial Party.'”

(Statement made 21st September.)

.
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The defendant Laritchev speaks.of this.in’

greater detall in his statement of 12th Octo-
ber, 1930, in which we read:

“...As the Engineering Technical Centre
is carrying on a definitely outlined fight for
the overthrow of the Soviet power, it is na-
tural that the engineering circles represent-
ing the interests of industrial capital at the
given time must in the event of a counter-
revolution come forward as a united political
power, and must take a clearly defined and
even leading role in the formation of the
future government....This conclusion wasy
further dictated by the consideration that in
the political struggle against the Soviet pow-
er other sections of the population too were
taking part in the form of the peasants’
party, and the question of the influences
exercised on the formation of the future gov-
ernment, and with this on its tactics and
policy, would be bound up with the inner
struggles of the anti-Soviet forces.”

“...These general considerations were so
important that the question of the formation
of a party became urgent, this party to rep-
resent the definite class group of engineering
and technical circles (these circles retaining
their class character). Since at the given
moment this group was a political force de-
fending the interests of industrial capital,
Rabinovitch and others proposed that it
should be named the ‘Industrial Party.’”

Charnovsky, referring to the formation of
the Industrial Party, its program and its
tactical perspectives, made a similar state-
ment on October 9th, 1930:

“From 1928 onward, when the organization
of the sabotage centre had been completed
in the different branches of industry and the
membership of these groups was growing,
contact with the sabotage groups of the econ-
omists had already been established by the
intermediation of Chayanov, Groman, Kon-
dratyev, and others. The sabotage centre
of the engineerssstrove to convert itself into
a party. Whilst this conversion had not yet
been carried out formally, the actual trans-
formation into a political party was essen-
tially effected at the beginning of 1929. The
party, embracing broad technical and econo-
mic circles belonging to many official centers,
was given the name of the Engineers In-
dustrial Party’ in accordance with the char-
acter of the force binding it together. This
name was abbreviated to the ‘Industrial
Party.’ The Engineers Centre, uniting a num-
ber of centres in various branches of in-
dustry, became the united centre for the
whole party.

“...The leading central committee heading
the organization and possessing the leading
functions, comprised the members of the En-
gineering Centre in the following branches of
economics: fuel industry, smelting industry,
machine-building: + to'which I: Charnhovsky
belonged....

“The leading role in the central commit-
tee was played by Chrennikov, after his ar-
rest by Ramzin, who had connections with

.the greatest numbes of official- eentres and

branches of industry.”

Charnovsky describes the party program
in approximately the same terms as Ramzin.

This same Ramzin presents most clearly
the agreement arrived at by the sabotagers
in the question of the composition of the
future government:

“The question of the composition of the
future government,” he states, “was dealt
with at different conferences in the period
1927-28. A final selection of the members of
the government was not made. At various
consultations the following candidates for the
ministerial posts were proposed:

“Prime minister: P. A. Paltchinsky.

“Ministers for war: P. A. Paltchinsky and
General Lukomsky.

Industry and trade: P. P. Ryabuschinsky
and L. G. Rabinovitch, engineer Chrennikov
and Professor Kalinnikov.

“Home affairs:; P. P. Ryabuschinsky, Prof.
Worms; the candidature of Professor N, F.
Charnovsky was cursorily considered.

“Finance: Vichnegradsky, Prof. I. Ch. Osye-
dov, Prof. Davidov, L. G. Rabinovitch.

“Transport: I. N. Borissov, P. I. Krassovsky,
Meck.

Agriculture: Candidates proposed by the
TKP—A. W. Chayanov, Vilimovitch.

“Foreign affairs: TUniversity professor
Tarle.

“P. A. Paltchinsky was proposed as dictator
for the period of military dictatorship.

This selection of candidates is extremely
characteristic, like the program of the in-
dustrial party of the sabotagers, The names
Ryabuschinsky, of the tsarist General Lu-
komsky, and finally of Palchinsky, the former
dictator of the bourgeoisie in Leningrad be-
fore the October revolution, speak for them-
selves. For the restoration of the power of
capital there were gathered together its cras-
sest representatives on the one hand, and on
the other the most revolting specimens of
tsarist generals and leaders of the “Black
Hundreds,” the leaders of the civil war,

The second list of candidates for the pro-
posed government is no less characteristic.
This list dates from the beginning of 1929.
It shows, first of all, that at this time the
sabotagers had not lost hope of a speedy
downfall of the Soviet power, and secondly,
that their class hankerings had only become
stronger in the intervening period. The new
list, according to the statement made by
Ramzin on November 3rd, 1930, proposed the
following candidates:

Prime minister: Ossadchi, Milyukov, or
Ramazin,

Minister for war: Lukomsky or Denikin,

Trade and Industry: Kalinnikov, Chrenni-
kov, Laritchev, Konovalov, Denniagov, Tre-

%:.h’w io m i % 3 ‘m;‘
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At the same time it already differed from
the former Engineering Technical Centre in
its sharper trend in the question of foreign”
military intervention,

The Attitude of the “Industrial
Party” Towards the Question of
Intervention.

The growing success of economic recone
struction in the Soviet Union, striding fore
ward in spite of the wide extent of the sab-
otage, caused the “Industrial Party” not only
to place the question of the armed interven-
tion of the imperialists in the foreground,
.and to stress it much more decisively than
the former Centre of counter-revolutionary
engineers, but to subordinate the whole of
their sabotage activities to this question.

Ramzin’s statements contain the following
reference to this question:

“The general adjustment to the intervene
tion, which was expected about 1930, naturale
ly made our chief aim the causing of a gene
eral crisis and a paralyzing of the economie
life of the country in preparation for the
moment of the intervention, by which this
could be considerably facilitated and its sue=
cess ensured with slight effort.” (Oct. 18.) -

Laritchev’s statement on this subject agrees
with Ramzin, but is more detailed:

“In spite of the sabotage carried on in
various places and in various branches of na=-
tional economy, the process of restoration
proceeded with considerable success and we
did not succeed in putting a stop to this
success, although the sabotage, in the form
of the Engineering Technical Centre, had al-
ready been given a certain leadership and
direction. In proportion as the restoration
of the separate branches of national econ-
omy was attained, the inner situation of the
country and the Soviet power became more
firmly consolidated. And in proportion the
hope dwindled more and more that there was
a possibility of the inner collapse of the Sove
iet power and of its abandoning its posi=
tions. At the same time the speculation on
an extensive participation of concéssion cap-
ital, in which the counter-revolutionary en-
gineers saw the possibility of a so-called
‘peaceful intervention,” proved unjustified.”

In this connection:

“...the Industrial Party, which united the
whole of the counter-revolutionary sabotage
organizations of the Centre of the engineers
and technicians, regarded—from the come
mencement of its activities—the intervention
as the greatest force which could lead to the
overthrow of the Soviet power. This view
was shared by both ideological leaders of the
‘Industrial Party’ and by the trade and in=
dustrial committee in Paris (the so-called

m' the association of the former
"ot 'tsatibt ‘Russia®) ' (Statement

made October 16, 1930.)

The same statements are contained in the
deposition made by the defendant Kalinnie
kov on October 16, 1930:

“When it became apparent, in 1026, that

®
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__the.mregram drawn up by the Seviet Unien}as it Jater became from 1927% onwards speeu- ysessed RO fixed: organizational or clearly ex-}tion, the Industrial Party (the sabotage cen=
& extensive participation of foreign cou~ [ilated chiefly on a military intervention as a {pressed political! clisvaeter’. ter of the engineers), as early as 1027, saw
dons could not be carried out, the de-{means towards the overthrow of the Soviet| myose elementy smong the emigrant in- the intervention the decisive and final
nds of the former foreigm factory ownersjpower,; it strove with. every means to- estab- dustrialists who were m anious Mnniormeovert}_tm-ofmesmcpow.
g impossible of acceptance, whilst at the lish elemxness in regard to tiie perspeetives e i | : 'ne acts of sabotage carried out by the
me time the national economy of the Sov- | in this direction and the time of preparation |influence work ju their undertakings sabotage. centre of the engineers in the vari
& Unlon was proceeding with the restora-|and realization, for this purpese making use[te their advantage; utilized their former con~fous branches of natxona.l economy and in-
jom of economics, especially in industry and|of its most capable members, nections to the utmost; for this purpose. The | dustry were to-serve ’tlus final aim: by means
iramsport at an unprecedented tempo, the| o pattchinsky and Rabinoviteh, through Shakhty trigl showed cha.rmdﬂzy of the mﬁon of dnspn;pg;ti;ns 1;; t.hﬁl c:;;-
ides of intervention began to take firm hold |, . -oeney of the members of the Bngineer- enough the manner, in which our undertak- | rying eut the reconstr n plan i e
abroad and in the centre of the counter- | . i . ings were controlled from abroad, By means [ branchies of economy dependent on one an=
mw OL Wilo G0N ing Centre and its actual leader, Chrennikoy, SR . Wettier this|other by the Eiom of the crises axiet
C engineers, and then il the In- | s 1) ouoh the agency of other members of of directions s{aﬁng deﬁmtgly w s [ other, by the aggrava 1op of it arlsing
dnstrial Party, for the rapid growth of the ::1 . or that technica} rationalization measure fout of these disproportions, including crises
) he Centre,, reported on the Hopes entertained A hat _ Liay fooa s les in the transport service, in
etonomic power of the Seviet Union and the |, o 110 former industitalists of & military in- should be introduced .lnm this or that un-} upplies, i po! 5
growth of the authority of the Cemmunist ty ention to be carried out by the military dertaking -or net, laying down the manner |fuel supplies, and in all the.of.her deoartmepts
Party and of the Soviet pewer among the fer\ce ¢ Poland, Rumania, and other border in which thig or that factory or mine was|of Seviet economy. Accprdmg to {nformauon
population of the Soviet Union, sprang up as :te: omm me‘ aid of Prance and Great ‘to be managed, etc. ¥ was not until the | received: from Chrennikov, the u?st,ructions
- threatening opponents barring the way to ;,.t, i’ e thi o Franee, witich woulc‘i beginning of the reconstruction period, when{of the foreign association of _the mdust:rial-
2 the realization of the future intervention.... h“,a:’ & 10 1¢ 3 P o riatyes mifit ary-technical the whole aspect of industry underwent al|ists, the Trade and Industrial Co@&tee,
“In this he id f the interven- a\c o ; i . 5 A . |striking change, and the former industrialists, | received by the sahotage centre of the éne
manner the idea of the interven- |assistance, was to' play a leading role. as Ramzin expresses it: “frequently found | gineers ¢Industrial Party) through the in-
tion originated and took shape, and from this| hic was the manner in which the former | their former undertakings to-be no longer termedintion: of its head, Chrennikov, as a
morment. onwards the governmental Circles| o grate branch organigations of the sabot-|among the living,” that the instructions is-{gencral line to Be observed in work from
and the circles of the Russlan emigres iN|goers developed inte one uniform leading|sued began to lose their definite character;|1927 onwards, were to the same effect These
FESE Bagan (o prepare il It was at| cantye and into @ political party represent-jand became for the most part a mere confir- instructions received through Chrennikov
PAbORS: Shis time tha; the political <conception ing big capital. Outpaced by the successes imation and approval of proposals on the|were Jater extensively supplemented by Pro-
SEgAR. f0 tgke forus in the rankslox Fhe eoun- | o¢ socialist construction, it set all its hopes | part of the Industrial Party. The more clear |fessor Ramzin, who subsequently took over
IR ESSUlonary sabOCHIE GUFRINERCEOY unit- | o the military interventiom of foreigh pow- | however became the tendencies and direc-|Chrennikev's office as leader of the sabotage
ed in the Centre of the counter-revolutionary ‘ers, and combined the whole of its practical | tives of a political character. The general|centre (lindustiial Party).”
engineers and they transformed themselves| iopotage work with the instigation and stir- |adjustment to the idea of an intervention| And finally, 2 definite statement from
JER SR Industrisl ?arty with its. cemtral ring up of this intervention. A closer exam- | now permeating the sabotage organizations|pyedetov: 3
committee. From this moment onward the L tion of the organizational possibilities|took definite form in a certain division of | .
CiRtzak Cemmittee of the lndu-strml P?‘rty possessed by this political party of industrial | laber between the Industrial Party and the i
buisgp mqre and more.tak‘t.m up with the idea capital, of its connections with the initiators | Trade and Industrial Committée in prepara-
B fomign: feterveriion: of the intended intervention, both on Soviet | tion of the intervention: both of these bodies
Pinally, we find the same repeated in the | territory and abroad, and finally of what has | (the sabotage organization and the Trade
statements made by Charnovsky (Oct. 16,|actually been done towards the preparation fand Industrial Committee) now began to see|; "o o tne Trade and Industrial Committee
D ¢ of this intervention both at home and in|in intervention the sole means of bringing|y.¢ working energetically in this matter,
“The sabotage centre of the counter-rev-|foreign countries, form the subject of what about the overthrow of the Soviel DOWEr. i, n in preparing public opinion and in es=
olutionary engineers, or the Industrial Party, I follows. and' the sole method of realizing the plan tablishing contact with the public govern-

Of} reztofring cs:p;t,ahsrp - t}]:e. .?gvieft ,F" ?,0“‘ ment cireles in France. In order to influence
The defendant Ramzin makes the following| .. opinion, a campaign of agitation

staf:menc on: this po}i;nt: against the Soviet government was being
i 3 : S | «The Industrial Party, whose activities |carried on: every cpportunity and every af-
. The Connections Maintained by the Sabotage |, ‘o (MU 0 e contact withr the 5s50- | air wes being exploited, and not only i the

Center in the Soviet Union With the Foreign Anti- ciation of the former industrialists, the Rus- | Russian emigre press, but in the French press

. I had an exhaustive conversation
with Krestovnikov in. London. He had been
commissioned by Konovalov to visit me at
my hotel . . . With respect to the interven-
tion, he informed me on this occasion that

. . . . sian Trade and Industrial Committee, which |45 well, which was swallowing up a great
v Soviet Org:.mlzatlons o'f t.he Former.Rnsman loo. was striving to bring about an interven- |qeal of money. T told me, among other
g and Foreign Industrialists and With the tion againet the Soviet Union, came o an | things, that the Trade and Industrial Com-
& understanding with the Trade and Industrial | mittee subsidized the newspaper “Posledriye
Advocates ()f Intervention Abl'ﬁad Commiftee on a division of work between | Novosti’
\ ‘

{itself and this committee in preparation for

& ¥ é 5 2 L 3 ¢ g “Wwith regard to relations between the
The Industrial and Trade Committee]| tee, named Hy the aceused men, illustrate an intervention as follows: The Trade and Trade and Industrial Committee and the n-

. . i Q thig point amply. Rémezin further states: TIndustrial Committee undertook the whole iy X
and its Relatlons.w t.h the Sabotage “The following connectiong with former | of the external preparations for the interven- A ¢ .ples oy Englar_xd, . o mk_l e Wb
Organizations s M d gy ¢ s connections were maintained with the Rus-
" Russian industrialists are known to me: lion, that is, all negotiations with foreign sian Creditors’ Committee in London, headed
Tn the Soviet Union the October Revolu-| “In the metal industry: with Metehersky governmernits, especially with France and by Urquhart, as also with Det‘erdl;)z, and,

tion swept away the power of capital, and| (former owner of the Sermove Works) England; it conducted the agitation and pro-
overthrew the political and economic rule of | through Paltchinsky, and I believe, Charnov- paganda carrled on abroad for an interven-
the bourgeoisie as a class. The notorious|sky, and with Demigov through Charnovsky tion: it had to find the means for financing
enemies of the people and hatersi of the|and Chrennikov. lt:hese tz;‘cﬁviﬁes,‘ang undfert;ok aitlime same
working class, the former industrialists who| « 3y 3 — . _|time the organization of the military part
e St QA 20t Tewever Toot 10pe of 5| qursy o, B B Gnicatuty am 4 | % WOk (NS P Ol 608 oF O foreign
restoration of thelr former power, and sef Up| 5 pyedotov, with Konovalov and Morosov, 'powers. ¢ Industrial Party, on the other
in a foreign country the Trade and Indus- | h  Bardygin through Laritchev and Fye- hend, undertook the inner preparations in
B s o i, | % et s cite
Sester 1self the 8K of pelitiess wovk by| I Whe off BAWEY: wifls NEREL AN hand supnioeting ccommile oriecs, dsd by giv- -G - U S et S0 SR
fighting against the Soviet power and for the chev, and Gusakov, through I N. Strichov. fing every pessible aid from within to the sibility of an intervention, by means of arouse
B eturion of thels former tnffertalings, The| I 00N mimng: With Dusomhanichik \ywervention. For this purposs the Contrad B TR0 G 4 R S
sabotage organizations in the Seviet Union through L. G. Rabinoviteh: Besided this, Pal- | committee of the Industrial Party, on the and of the peasantry by all available sieans:
Ctaiighed relsticns: Wil tils sustclition: [IONMEKY SENTGNG!, 56 & SomsuflRoR o (e | supgunien: of She Truds wmt Industring Cven- by the disorganization of industry, by fmeer<
Centre, the name Krestovnikov, fats industry; | mittee and on its own initiative, entered into [~ ’

“The Industrial Party,” statées Ramzin,| 2
wyas allled clogely in it€ activities With the fi::wn:z mmwm:‘“ec‘ communication with: the forelgn -General| *Krestovnikov and Konovalov are fermer

sgssoctation of the former ndustrialists, the| : Staffs.” (Statement made October 16.) ndustrialists, who fled abread
Rosten Trads ot Tndostist Otsmmities in| Summinilution il S Senmer Indus- | The new standpeint took & definite shape
Sarts. amony Whe menbery Wire? Dimisoy, [ PEEIS Was: Sintitiod By WIRVAY PRNUES [y the end of 5007, Sad & your Mier, &t the
Nobet, Gambov, Mastechey, Metchténity, [ 'SRING Jouniys sbroed. is particular, In|eng of 1028, it not only predominated, but
Rysbushinsky, Kachtanov, Tretyakov, Sta- 1927 ¥ was commissioned by Paltohinsky, and, | the old standpoint was subordinated to it,
Zinkevitely, and ofhere. The Trads and In- [°F I remember, Fyedotov, to_confer with P. | jnasmuch as now the whole of the activities
dustrisl Commitfes set itself the main task, |k RyabuchinT™y in Paris with' respect to the | of the sabotagers took the form of auxiliary |
Ssidies: thie protection of the mterests of the |SI0ve-descsibed systers of SMRONERE PO [4nid subsrdiniale wurk for the preparation of
White Guard industrialists, now refugees ticipation in the undertakings” (Statement|the intervention. The defendant Laritchev

abroad, the restoration to these of their for- madg September 31.) states:
mer und-—*-kings or payment to them of With respect to the contact between the| .

compensation. Tn ~der to attain this object, | SCPOTate groubs of the sabotagers in the

fhe Trade and Industrial Committee strove | Srious branchis of TAAvE e iiby|Waids the question of an intervention after
for an Intervention against the Soviet . | Ramzin’s return from abroad at the end of

" ¢ : (October 10) states: T ; :
Union.” (Statement made November ‘3.) “So far 4 T am informed, Paltchinsky was 11627, He had negotiated with the Trade and
Al these persons, Mantachevs and Deni- | communication with French and English Industrial Committee on this matfer. I know

sove, Meteherskys and Rysbushinskys, do-|caicuicts. Rabinoviteh maintained connec- | (ot Lie "eRerts: hat e THade and AR
privea essentially of thelr ccoenomic power, | i " ik Poland fhrough Dvorschantebik, | quar Comittee had Suchelel 19 BOTEE
formed however a political and economic | ohyennikov: with Glyas, sharehoder of the | (SAmE BE TR T8 D IRC g
: .tqrce of considerable power, inas_nmeh as the Stalin Factory, fermerly Yusso Works, and acrsamens Gty n:ren _onhznd mi
R Say B s s Vichiry Sy U S T R st St i Sttt 2 of
R T o Tty & b | Diptuet " - N iptomadis selutions By Englind was repasd-

- fhem possibility of playing & cértaln| g suthorities entrusted with the inquiry

by means of the intermediation of these, with
the English Conservative Party. He stated
that there was reason to hope for aid from
‘England in the intervention, if net- im the
form of active participation, then at Jeast
financial and diplomatic help. Krestovitkov®
further said that Konovalov had requested
‘that speclal attention should be devoted to
the neeessity of preparing the soil in Russia,

. We received mgpre or less definitc
news on the attibude of foreign circles to-

| politica) rols, The close connections WHIch |yiq aiready discovered fhe conmections be- | o o the Trade and Industrial Committee
R bt e e e oe. sabstagere 4 DGIAr, i o0 e e e &
© " tions of nternational eapital, in whose vari- @ 9 thE rio (65 (hé 4ne- ock, foved
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ruphlons in the food supplies for the popula- defendants when taking over the money:
tln. abe” 1

* ., .t the end of 1827, states Fyedotov,
“1 thad 2 conversation with Engineer Chren-
ikov on the same subject, and he pointed
out that the work of preparation was net
beimg carried on rapidly eneugh, that none
of ithe ‘expected symptoms of discontent were
observable, and that the Trade and Indus-
trigl Commiftee requested more energetic
work, since the intervention was pessible in
1931-82, or even -earlier, in 1930-31. The or-
ders of the Trade and Industrial Conmittee
were passed on te Ramzin, who at that time
had gjust returned from abroad.

“I informed the leading group of the tex-
tile iindustry: Kupriyanovy, Kirpetenke, Der-
shavin, and Nolde*¢ of this communication.”

In ‘this manner the reactionary forces of
the engineers, intent on sabotage, assumed
a-more and more concrete form, and consoli-
dated their contact with the organization
of the Russian bourgeois industrialists
abroad, in proportion as the work of secial-
dst-construction became increasingly success-
ful in the Soviet Unioen. The scattered and
isolated connections among the different
bramches of industry were replaced by the
organized united front of the former capital-
ists and technical experts of the industries
of .the Union. The final consolidation, shap-
ing, and detailed organization of this front
was ‘the object of the joint work in 1928 for
the preparation of the intervention.

Tite Final Consolidation of the Organiza-
tional Connections Between the Sabetagers
and the Trade and Industrial Committee
and the Regulation of the Joint Werk.

in October, 1928, two of the members of
the Central Committee of the Industrial
Party. Ramzin and Larichev, entered into
communication with P. P. Ryabuchinsky, and
o a joint conference with the lead-
ing centre of the Trade and Industrial Com-
mittee. “Those taking part in this conference,
whtich took place in Paris, were:

““The president of the Trade and Indus-
trial ‘Committee, Denisov, P. P. Ryabuchin-
sky, Nobel, Gusakov, Starinkeviteh, Metcher-
sky, Taritchev, and I. Ramzin” (Statement
magde by Ramzin on September 21, 1930.)

Without disclosing in his statements the
whele contents of this important conference,
Ramzin declared:

%, .. After Laritchev and I had given our
reports .on the general situatien, we dis-

cussed in detail the growing activities of the
Ingustrial Party, and its increased influence

over the masses of the engineers, but em-
phnbed at the same time the dangers of
the work, pow so ~~atly enhanced, as evid-

enced by the arrest of a number of mem-

bers .of the Industrial Party. Laritchev de-
scribed the situation in the oil industry in
somewhat greater detail. The represemtative

of the Trade and Industrial Committee ap-

proved in general the direction and tempo
of ¢he work of the Industrial Party and

pointed out that now our main efforts should’
Jbe dlirected towards maintaining the leading’

nucleus, the work being continued the while

as far as possible in accordance with the

earlier directives, the tactics te be altered
as required by the conditions of the moment.
At the same time the meinbers of the Trade
and Industrial Committee informed us that

they had already achieved considerable suc-|

cess with the French and English govern-

ments, that France would probably take

over the general leadership of the interven-
tion, that Peland and Rumania, with the
aid of the Baltic States, would take over
the ‘military operations, aud that we must
adjust ourselves to expecting the intervention
in 1880, or at latest in 1931

“Further, the financial questions were reg-'
ulated: ‘The sum of one million, in round
figures, yearly was agreed upon. This was to’
be tbrought by —— te Laritchev at his house.’
or in his absence to me/

“In the evening there was a meeting of an
unofficial character attendad by Laritchev,:
myseélf, and the members of the Trade and
Industrial Committee, in the private room:
of a restaurant on one of the large ‘boule-
vards:"”

In this manner the finel contact was es-
tablished between thes> two organizations,
and +the fipancing -ploced en a firm basis.
At the same time the channels of communi-{
cation weve finally seitled, and were then:
made use of by the sabeiagers These chan-
nels served later for oiflier work in cennec-
tion with the tasks of preparntion for .the
-intervention.

- Ramazin, in his statawont of September 21,4
,cleudy states the role alicied to each of the

. SKirpoteui s+ and la ave-ac-
cused of sabotpeoe in the toxbie industry
They are to be triad separaiely

4 —the intervention would have a magnifi- |

“Estimated distribution of the moneys in
the peried from the end of 1928 till the
spring of 1930: Oil industry, through Larit-}
chev, approximalely 100,080 roubles; coal
minipg through Laritchev, about 150,000
roubles; peat cutting, through Laritchev,
abeut 50,800 roubles; forestry, through Larit-
chev, about 50,000 roubles; metal industry,
through Hartmann and Charnovsky, about
300,000 roubles; textile industry, through Fye-
dotov and Kupriyanov, about 200,000 roubles;
miscellaneous, threugh Kalinnikev, about
300,000 roubles;; transport, through Larit-
chev, about 300,000 roubles; power supply
through WVaschkov and Kamenetzky, about
100,000 roubles; economic group, through La-
ritchev and Kalinnikov, abeut 50,000 roubles;
total: 1,600,000 roubles.”

Ramzin and Laritchev at once informed
their accomplices in Moscow as to the gen-
eral political adjustment, and also with re-
gard to the methods of future work and the
remittance of money.

Ramzin, in his statement of October 18,
1930, gives a detailed description of this
ineeiing in Paris, the date of which he gives
as between October 5 and 10, 1928. He gives
the same names—Denisov, Nobel, Gusakov,
Mecheirsky, Starinkevitch, and Ryabuchin-.
sky, adding that of Konovalov, and his state-
ment shews that ti% conference was more
definite in character than indicated in his
first statements.

With respect to the intervention cusstion,
Ramzin c=clares:

“ ... At this session Denisov infermed us
that the whole of the work for the interven-
tion must be divided inte two parts: pre-
parations abroad and prepargtions in the
Soviet Union. The first part of the work,
that is, the diplomatic negetiations withj
the governments, the “mancing ef the inter-]
wvention and the organization of its military )
forces, was taken over by the Trade aud
Induc~ial Cominittee, whu.. .. was the duty
of the Industrial Party to devote itself to
the inner preparation for the intervention
in the country itself, by means of bringing
about and aggravating ecenomic crises, and
aiding the intervention from within. The
Trade and Industrial Committee had already
secured the support of France and England
in this question. France was taking over the
chiet leadership of the intervention, and cal-
culated on the military forces of Poland,
Rumania and the Baltic States, whilst Eng-
land would aid the ‘intervemtion with its
fleet. The most favorable moment for the
intervention was still considered to ‘be the
summer of 1930 (Laritchev and I were
agreed on this), and 1931 as the very latest'
term. Thorefore, the whole of the work of'f
the engineering centre was to be concen-
trated on the full development of the crisic
in 1830.”

Strictly speaking, this was therefore a con-
ference on the time and means to be chosen
for the military intervention in the Soviet
Union. The conference was continued in the'
evening, at the wunofficial ineeting already’
mentioned as having taken place in a ves-
taurant in one of the boulevards.

Ramzin’s statement continues:

. At the subsequent meeting (attended
by Laritchev and myself) in the evening of:
the same day, in the private room of a res-
taurant in the district, of the great boule-
vards, there were present Denisov, Nobel,
Gukasov, Metchersky, Tretyakov and Kasch-
tanov. I conversed chiefly with Denisov.
Denisov said that they were quite convinced;
of the success of the intervention fer this |
time it was an intervention with a selid foun-
dation, both from the military side and from
the side of supplies, and farmer errors would |
not be repeated. T remember that Tretyakov
observed that if use were made of the ‘troops |
of Poland, Rumantia, the Baltic states, and the
| Wrangel army— numbering about 100,000 men |

cently equipped army at its disposal: that in’
the opinion of many former industrllllsts,'
given suppert from the sea side in the North
and the South, success could be ensured with
even a small army of 600,000 to 800000 men,
and thiat here a combined and simultaneous’
attack on Moscow was regarded as o!feﬁng
best prospect of success. Demaov gave no
clear veply to my question on the ﬂmncmg
‘of the interventior.: he said that this ques-
tion was of course not yet completely settled. |

I gatherad from what Denisov and Nobel said
that the meaps for the intervention werey
Lo be raised -in eil indusirial- etrcles, es-
pedially from ' Deterding,  from thé “French’
atd English governments, and mmnt Srom
Lie former Russian mdusmaluts

4 the information given by Ramzin

Laritchey
said:

. In September-Octeber, 1928 Ramazin
and I were seut to the World Power Con-’
Aderence in London. We ‘took opportunity to
visit Paris on the return jouwrney and to con-
sult with our head organization, the “T'rade
and Indusirial Committee. After arriving in
Paris on ‘the 8th of October, 1928, and after
Ramzin had negetiated over the telephone’
with the president of the former owners in
in the Trade and Industrial Committee,
Denisov invited us to his place for a con-
sultation. When we arrived, a conference’l
was held in his study, participated in, be-;
sides Denisov, by Rabuchinsky, Nobel, Guk-
asov, and Starinkevitch. Ramzin gave a re-
port on the work.in our organization and on
the general measures of the sabotage being
carrvied on in the Soviet Union, showing to
what extent these measures were in accord-
ance with the directions given by the Trade

tasks of the%repa.rathn dor the interven-
tion. Special attention was devoted to the
events disturbing the activities of the In-
dustrial Party: the discovery of the sabotage
in the Donetz district, the BShakhty affair,
and the discavery of the sabotage organiza-
tion in the fransport service. “These ques--
tions greatly interested the rwpresentatives
of the Trade and Industrial Committee
(Denisov, Rabuschinsky, and othersy, since
they threw difficulties in the way of our
future work and hampered the consistent
carrying out of the measures for the prep-
aration of a general crisis in the country.
Denisov particularly emphasized that we
must now devote special attention to the
metal industry, that .great disproportions
must be brought about in this industry, and
the effect of capital investment reduced.
Nobel and Gukasov put a number of ques-
tions to me on ‘the situation in the oil in-
dustry, on the strength of the sabotage
orsanization in this industry, and on the
carrying out of acts of sabotage for retarding
the erection of new plant and the develop-
ment of export. They pointed out that dur-
ing his stay in Paris they had given Strishev
general instructions awith regard to the work
to be done in the oil industry. With regard
to the general situation of the Trade and
Industrial Committee and our erganization,
Denisov pointed out to us that in spite of
the discovery of some individual sabotage

the Industrial Party. Denisov laid special

and firm support of the Prench and English
governments, and that the question of the
intervention, ‘theugh postponed owing to 2
number of considerations from 1928 to 1930.
had by ne means been dropped, that on the

| contrary the intervention was being pre-
pared for most energetically sbread, am:l1
that therefore the work of the Industrial

Party within the Union was of special im-
portance. . .
ber.)

This conference in Oct-he:, 1038 must be.
regarded as one of dectsive importance, from
the standpoint:

and Industrial Commiftee in every branch
of industry, whilst hitherto the connectibos,
‘between the Trade and Industrial Committee
and the industries had been parallel, and
isolated according to each hranch of industry.

2. Of the laying down of the exact future

1 forms .of this connection, and of the alloca-

tion of the inner roles for the preparation
of the intervention. At the same time the
hitherto equally scattered ways and means

1 of financing were finally settled.

3. Of the final and fundamental adjust-+
ment to the idea of the intervention, and the
coordination of the whole work of sabotage,
with stress placed upon the latter.

Although the “Trade and Industrial Com-
mittee had kept the Centre of ‘the Engineers’
infarmed, by means of the separate connec-'
tions maeintained by Chrennikov, Fyeydotov“
Paltchinsky, Ramzin and Konovalov, hefere
‘October, 1928, of their intentions and plans’
with regard to the intervemtion, and wice'
versa, the Engineering Centre, by means ot‘
these same media ‘of communication, had’

sent reports mmmmwmopm

wittee on the sabotage work which it car-n

‘Lrldd olrt, and_although--as -will be Seen below |

" —cmart was baTablisiid &t thie ﬂﬁrm
between the members of the Engineers

{ Centre and the representatives of the gen-"

Laritchev's %womgnt differs somevhnt
and degls more with the sabotoge than the

eral statfs in France and Bngland, for the |

, burpes2’ of preparation for the intervention,
‘iul'.-:-.'cnuon, Lut confirms in all esseniiale Fuoush the agency of this same Trade and

and Industrial .Committee and fulfilled the:

organizations, we must continue our work at’
all costs, and maintain the organization of

stress on the statement ‘that the Trade and’

Industrial Commi possessed !
oe the .certsin: pation in an intervention against the Soviet .

(Statement made 16th Octo-

1. Of the final laying down and coordina-
tion of the main lime of uniform work of
the sabotage organization and of the Trade:

Industrial Committec, this work did not ase
sume a -centralizged character, uniform fof
every branch of industry, until October, 1028,
Laritchev, for instance, makes the follows

1 ing statement with regard to the preliminary

individual connections (16th Octabar, 1930):

“, .. At the end of 1927, during the stay
in Paris of one of the active members of
the Centre of the Engineers and Technie
cians, Professor Ramzin, later president of
the Central Committes of the Industrial

*{ Party, received definite insiructions from the

Trade and Industrial Committee, and from
the French general staff, on the necessity

1 of forcing the measures beine carried on by

the sabetage organizations in preparation of
the imtervention, as also a general plan for
carrying out the intervention, with statee
ment of the possible time for its realization.
the first term being set originally for 1828.
At the same time Professor Ramzin got into
touch with . in Moscow, for the negotiae
tions and the maintenance of the connece
tions with foreign circles.”

Among the connections cof this nature we
must include the meeting belwesn Ramein
and Laritchev dn London, a few days befere
the session in Paris, at the house of the
engineer A. A. Simon (Director of Vickers
works), at which a certain Mr. Philip (mane
ager at Vickers works) was present, and the
meeting Laritchev and Ramzin had with the
English colonel Lawrence:

. Engineer A. A. Simon and Sir Philip
mformed us that at the moment France rep-
resented the centre of the interventionm
preparatioens, and had the intention of opere
ating ‘with the military forces of Poland,
Rumania, and the Baltic states; that Enge
land was joining with France in these prepe
arations by helping with money, egquipment,
etc.; that England had also the intention .ef
lending military assistance of the intervene
tion with its fleet; that Churchill was (he
chief prometer of the intervention; that
England was particularly interested in the
Russian oil affairs, and would like to intere
vene with its fleet in the Black Sea.” (Statee
ment made 16th of Oclober.)

“, . . During our stay in London, that is,
in September, 1928, Ramzin organized @
meeting with the well known Colonel Lawe
rence at the Savoy Hotel. I was present at
this meeting. The general attitude of Enge
lish military circles toward the interventien
was discussed. Colonel Lawrence supported
the idea in every way, and assured us that
English military circles too maintained &
pesitive attitude towards a general particie

Union, and that they were working out
definite measures; besides this, serious steps
were being taken to paralyze the propaganda
and influence of the Soviet Union in the
East and in China. He did not give us any
details regarding this work.”

At the above-mentioned conference in
Paris in October, 1928 a balance was drawn
of the work of the individua! connections as
maintained up to that time by the members
of the central committee of the Industrial
Party in its own sphere with the leaders .of
the Trade and Industrial Committee and
with the army staffs of France and England,
and a united Central was created for the
future.

At the same time, October, 1928 was the
‘time when the Trade and Industrial Come-

‘| mittee came finally to the conviction that

the intervention must be forced within the
shortest pessible time, The following statee
ments, made by Kalinnikov, are extremely
important in this regard:

According to Kalinikov's statements:

. . . Chrennikov and Fyedotov, returning

| from their journey abroad in 1927, brought

the Engineering Centre the news that the
government crisis in France and England
had caused the acceleration of the intervene
tion to 'be considered necessary; as to the
Russian White-Guard circles in France, these
were apparently not yet convinced of the
hecessity of hastening the intervention, since
the Russian emigres in the Trade and Ine
dusrtial Committee were not yet willing to
take over the industrial undertakings which
had formerly belonged to them-—they cone

vestored. Urged by the government circles
i1t France, the Trade and Industrial Come
mittee agreed about the end of 1927, to the
‘necessity of starting work im preparation of

‘was ‘informed of “this by Chrennikov ahd
Ramzin. . The information brought by
Ghroamkov Fyedotov and Ramzin was cons
veyed in the autumn of 1927 to the group
‘meeting of the Engineering Centre, cons
sisting of: Paltchinsky, Rabinovitch, Yanuye

sidered that after the intervention these '
‘Aundertgkings would not yet be sufficiéntly

‘the inbervention. “The Engineering 'Centre
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Bchevsky, Krassovsky, Chrennikov, Fyedotov,

Ramzin, Laritchev, Charnovsky and me,
‘j =~ Kalinnikov.” (Statement made 16th of Sep-
tember.)

This statement i& of special importance
In that it reveals the extremely active role
played, and actual Impetus given, by the
governing circles of France and England in
forcing the intervention and in making -use
of both the Trade and Industrial Committee
and of the Russian sabotage organizations in
the Soviet Union for this purpose. As may
be seen from the statements of Ramazin,
Laritchev and cthers, the leading role in the
preparations for the intervention was played
by the governing circles of France. This last
factor must be emphasized and the driving
force of France's role are further confirmed
by 2 number of other facts.

The French Government and its Role
in the Preparations for Intervention.

- Whilst the Trade and Industrial Commit-
tee, as an association of the former Russian
industrialists, set itself the main task of
regaining possession of its former property,
the government circles of France set them-
selves a more general task: the consolidation
of the position of world imperialism, after the
overthrow of the Soviet power with the aid
of military intervention. The Soviet Union
is a thorn in the flesh of the bourgeoisie of
France, The French bourgeoisie, personify-
ing the general political reaction in Westérn
Europe, set itself the task of destroying- the
Soviet Union by means of a military inter-
vention, actuated thereto by
political interests, entirely independent of
the like initiative in the Trade and Indus-
trial Committee and in the Russian sabotagé
organizations. And whilst the Trade and
Industrial Committee was anxious to obtain
the aid of the armed forces of the interna-
tional bourgeoisie, and especially of the
French, for its ends, on the other hand the
French bourgeoisie was equally anxious to
exploit for its aims both the Trade and In-
dustrial Committee and the sabotage organ-
izations in the Soviet Union.

Here the French governmental circles,
whilst pursuing their own independent policy,
fell in unconditionally with the aims of the
Trade and Industrial Committee, and the
visits paid to France by the two leaders of
the Central Committee of the Industrial
Party. Ramzin and Laritchev were made
full use of by precisely these circles, with
the intermediation of the Trade and Indus-
trial Committee for the furtherance of their
aims. Here the October conference played
a definite part.

For the rest, the extent to which the gov-
ernment circles of France were directly in-
terested in the idea of a speedy realization of
the intervention—directly interested in fhe
sense of impartial conquest enabling the
wealth of the Soviet Union to be exploited
by foreign capitalists—may be seen fairly
plainly in the statement made by Fyedotov
on 21st of October, 1930:

“Charnovsky informed me that a confi-
dential message had been received from
Ramzin, to the effect that during his stay
In Paris he had been obliged to agree, in the
name of the sabotage organizations, to the
granting of concessions to the intervention-
ists at the expense of Russia, these conces-
sions having been agreed to by the Trade
and Industrial Committee: The cession of
a part of Caucasia to England, especially the
oil industry region, and of Ukrainian ter-
ritory on the right bank of the Dniepr to
Poland and France.

.“On this I pointed out to Charnovsky”—
continues Fyedotov—“that Karpov*) had on
the contrary assured us, on behalf of the
Trade and Industrial Committee, that in the
case of an intervention the. interests of the
State were not to be violated, and had re-
quested the engineers of the textile group to
be informed of this, and that I refused to
pass on this message from Ramzin to our
sabotage organization, and begged Charnov-
sky to inform Kupriyanov and Nolde per-
sonally.”

In another statement, made by Fyedotov
on 20th of October, 1930, he states that
Karpov, whom he met in Berlin in 1928, de-
plared to him that: .
~ “, . . Both France and Poland calculate on
the subsequent exploitation of the inner
wealth of Russia by means ot various con-
-tessions, whilst Poland h
time to find' fMarkefs in 3 but 'nfat* nét,
one of the membeérs of the ';‘rade and In-
dustrial Committee intends betraying the
interests ussia as a State, and that,
should such fears arise anywhere, they should

h:tf;_Gun[d emigre, textile industrialist.

its general |

be quieted.”
ber, 1930.)
Fyedotov's last statement, made on the
31st of October, 1930, is even more definite:
“. « . Charnovsky then informed me of an
extremely important confidential message
from Ramzin, to the effect that during his
stay in Paris he had been obliged, in the
course of negotiations with the French gen-
eral staff and the Trade and Industrial Com-
mittee, to accede in the name of the Centre
of the engineers’ organizations to the conces-
sions which had already been made by the
Trade and Industrial Committee at the ex-
pense of Russia. France demanded full
payment of the tsarist and war debts, and
at the same time comprehensive concassions
enabling it to exploit the ore and other min-
eral deposits of Russia. England demanded
the oil fields of Caucasia. Poland, Kiev and
a tract of Ukrainian territory on the right
bank of the Dniepr. I was astonished at
this information, and reminded Charnovsky
that Karpov had given me the special assur-
ance that nothing of this kind would occur,
that the Trade and Industrial Committee
would not betray the interests of Russia,
that no territorial concessions were to be
made, that a hundred per cent payment was
only to be made of private claims and of the
accounts of the undertakings which had
supplied machinery to Russia, whilst the

(Statement made 20th of Octo-

the preparations for the intervention, which
was envisaged by the Trade and Industrial
Committee, for 1930-31, so that the decay
of industry, the shortage of goods, and the
discontent of the population would have
reached a high point by this tim=. 2 stated
that the Trade and Industrial Committge
had been working with redoubled energy of
late and reckoned on success, although the
prospects of interference from England were
diminishing; on the other hand France'’s
interference was becoming more likely.”
According to Karpov: ¢ .

. the representatives of the Trade and
Industrial Committee waited on Poincare.
These representatives were Ryabuchinsky,
Tretyakov, end Lianosov. Poincare evinced
readiness to examine the question seriously
and to submit it to the general staff, with
which the Trade and Industrial Committee
maintained immediate relations through the
military emigres. There could be no doubt
that the general staff would give Poincare an
answer in favor of an intervention. The in-
tervention was planned to be actually car-
ried out with the forces of Poland, Rumania,
Esthonia, and Latvia, with some slight parti-
cipation on the part of French troops and
the French fleet, under the leadership of
the French staff and of French officers.

" “But Poincare besides promising that the
question of an intervention should be given

&
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payment of the tsarist and war debts was
to be made solely in the proportion of five
copecks to the rouble in order to maintain
the principle of debt obligations insisted
upon by France, and that he requested that
the engineers of the sabotage organizations
should be informed officially of this. I told
Charnovsky that either Karpov had deliber-
ately deceived us in order that we might
act in accordance with the instructions of
the Trade and Industrial Committee, or that
he himself was deceived, and that in either
case it was clear that the Trade and Indus-
trial Committee failed to grasp the effect
of such a message on the minds of the mem-
bers and on the composition of the engineers’
organizations. I expressed my surprise that
Professor Ramzin could have kept his agree-
ment secret for so long, and expressed the
opinion that the news would deprive a great
many persons of all desire to work in the
organization. I asked Charnovsky to speak
personally to Kupriyanov and Nolde on the
matter.” (Statement made 31st of October,
1930.)

There is therefore no doubt that the ac-
tions of the foreign interventionists were
prompted by the aim of imperialist con-
quest of this or that piece of territory in the
Soviet Union. Their aims met with the con-
sent of both the Trade and Industrial Com-
mittee and of the sabotage organizations of
the Soviet Union.

Poincare’s and Briand’s Personal
Negotiations with the Industrial and
Trade Committee.

The leaders of the Trade and Industrial
Committee, in their endeavor to ensure to
the utmost, the new military intervention,
set themselves the task of seizing the bull
by the horns, and securing a personal audi-
ence with Poincare and Briand, at that time
the leaders of French politics, one in his
capacity of Prime Minister, the other as
Minister for Foreign Affairs, and who were
the persons who! Indus- |,
thial Commit &d evena{bf%ore the |
conference in 1928.

According to Fyedotov's statement (20th
of Octobe

. « . the actual reason of his journey to

| Berlin was the necessity of a consultation on

. pov had told him. a
the meeting ‘rﬁ‘?z&ﬁ"ﬁm: BB

attention, pointed out with special emphasis
the necessity of lengthy preparations in Rus-
sia. Although symptoms of decay, especially
of shortage of goods, were observable in the
Union, the discontent which the emigres had
promised among the population was not
finding clear enough expression, Therefore
the sabotage work must be intensified by all
means.

“In this connection he requested the Trade
and Industrial Committee in particular to in-
tensify its efforts for the frustration of the
planning work and especially of the Five-
Year Plan of industrialization. The failure
to accomplish the Five-Year Plan would
throw discredit on the Soviet power, and
this was of especial importance for the suc-
cess of the intervention.” (Statement made
20th of October.)

This information, given by Fyedotov, was
repeated by Denisov at the conference be-
tween Ramzin and Laritchev and the Trade
and Industrial Committee as proof that the
Committee was fully convinced of the suc-
cess of the intervention.

The conference with the representatives of
the French government is referred to in simi-
lar terms by Charnovsky in his statement of
16th of October, 1930.

“The hopes of an intervention cherished
by these industrialists (Ryabuchinsky and
Konovalov) were founded on their personal
negotiations with the representative of the
French government, Briand and with the
French general staff.”

Finally, we find further confirmation in
the statements of the other leaders of the
sabotage organizations who had the oppor-
tunity of immediate contact with the heads
of the Trade and Industrial Committee. The
latter did not fail to inform their colleagues
as to the success of their efforts. Sitnin
states (18th of October, 1930), for instance,
that: “S. W. Kuprianow, asked me, before
I left for abroad, to visit his former chief,
I. A. Konovalov, whilst I was in Paris, and
to hear from him how maters stood ab
s{tnln vislbed Koriovalov, whé 'told nim ’Ki‘?

o2 Polncare ha.d recently sent for 'l‘rety-
akov and Ryabuchinsky, and granted them
an audience. . . . He proposed to Tretyakov
and Ryabuchinsky, as the representatives of
the Trade and Industrial Committee, that
they should send instructions to the engin-

eers’ orgarizations in the Soviet Union with
regard to preparing the soil for intervention,”
(Statememt made 18th of October, 1930.)

. . #hat Poincare promised full suppord
for the Bntervention, and was of the opinion
that it 1930-31 complete sus*—~ =~-Aght be
hoped #ar it.”

Thia same Sitnin confirms Fyedotov's
statement (based on information from Kare
pov), that Poincare, in the course of the
interview with the members of the presidium
of the Trade and Industrial Committee,
stated that the French general staff was

.commissioned to carry out the practical work

of preparation for the intervention.

Sitnin’s and Fyedotov’s account of the in- -
terview with Poincare is further confirmed
by another sabotager, Dershavin, who had
received the information in Moscow, after
Fyedotov's return. ARcording to Dershavin,
Poincare: “promised an active policy in the
direction of an intervention, but required
that preparations should first be made in
the Soviet Union for the disorganization of
the economic situation now finding its bale
ance, so that dissatisfaction with the governe
ment might be aroused in the country.”

These statements show clearly that the
Trade and Industrial Committee was acually
able to submit to the conference in October,
1928 some proof of its work towards pree
paring for the intervention.

In view of the above cited facts, there can
no longer be any doubt that the initiative
taken by the Trade and Industrial Commite
tee was mainly formal in character. In reality
it was the governing circles of France, rep=
resented by Poincare, which sought to exe
ploit for their ends the Trade and Industrial
Committee and the sabotage organizations.
It is not for nothing that the accused sabe
otagers state that Poincare insisted on the
necessity of intensifying the work of the
sabotage organizations in the Soviet Union.

The same conclusion must be drawn from
the second communication made by Denisov
at the conference in October, 1928, regarding
which Ramzin at first likewise kept silent:
Ramazin, in his statement of 315t of October,
writes:

“Denisov reported that the work of the
Trade and Industrial Committee in prepara-
tion of the intervention against the Soviet
Union had already brought concrete results,
for the French general staff had already
formed a special commission, under the
leadership of General Janin, for the prepara=
tion of an intervention against the Soviet
Union. Denisov stated further that one of
the active collaborators in the preparations
for the intervention was Colonel Joinville
of the French general staff, who would at
the same time maintain direct contact with
the proposed military leader of the intervene

tion, General Lukomsky.”

Poincare, who had promised, during the
interview, to submit to the general staff, the
question of preparing for an intervention,
had therefore actually fulfilled this promise
before October, 1928, and had laid down a
corresponding line of conduct for the Trade
and Industrial Committee, in the interests
of the success of the intervention. The statee
ment on the organization of the Janin come
mission is further confirmed by Kalinnikov
on 16th of October.

“Ramzin informed us that the French gene
eral staff had formed an international come
mission, under Janin's presidency, of the
representatives of France, England and
Poland, for the purpose of alloting the roles
in the leadership and carrying out of the
Russian intervention. This commission dee
clared itself agreed with France’s undere
taking the leadership in the carrying out of
the intervention, as also the providing and
fransport of war equipment and weapons
for the intervention armies. The operative
preparations and the role of vanguard were
undertaken by Poland. . . .’

On 16th of October, 1930 Kalinnikov made
another important statement:

“, . . after this decision had been arrived
at by the Janin commission, England adopted
a somewhat mere distant attitude towards
the intervention, for the reason that the
chief economic incentive, the possibility that
English industries might earn something by
supplying war material had disappeared. .

This was the work accomplished by the
Trade and Industrial Committee; at the
conference in October, 1928 the balance of
this work was drawn and communicated to
the members of the Central Committee ot
the Industrial Parfy., , - S oy
- The, facts communicated . regarding | thg
personal negotiations between the indum'la.l
ists and Poincare, regarding the promises
given by Poincare; and the formation. of a.. .
special Janin commission in the  French
general staff in preparation for the inter=
vention, form at the same time a compleia
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eonfirmation of the conclusions drawn above
piayed by the former head of the French
with regard to the independently active role
government, Poincare, in preparations for an
intervention. It is only in the light of these
facts that it is possible to comprehend the
extraordinary ease and rapidity with which,
on the day following the October conference,
the decisions arrived at could be realized in
& now direct contact between Ramzin and
Laritchev and the French general staff on
the guestions involved in the womking out
of the intervention plans.

The Coopefation of the Industrial and
Trade Committee and the Sabotagers
with the French General Staff.

“. . . Having heard"—states Ramzin in his

in the possibility of securing imside assist™
ance, in the Soviet Union, by means of diver-
sion work, etc. General Lukomsky, in reply
(to my question on the forces available and
the plans for the intervention, stated that the
negotiations were not yet concluded, that it
was therefore too early to count forces and
draw up plans, but that the plan which I
had repeated, which had been accepted by
the Trade and Industrial Committee, was
almost the only one in which there could
be no doubt of success, provided the army
was well supplied and equipped, and es-
pecially if it received active aid from the
Industrial Party and its military organiza-
tion, which would be given definite instruc-
tions and plans of action.

“At the close of the conference Denisov

deposition of 31st of October--“that the
French general staff was the military centrc
for the preparation ahd leadership of the
intervention, I proposed to Denisov that a
joint conference with General Lukomsky and
Colonel Joinville should be arranged before
I left Paris, in order that the question of
the eoordination of the work of the Indus-
trial Party with that of the French general
staff in the preparation of the intervention
might be discussed and for this pu se con-
tact established between the C. C. of the
Industrial Party anc French general
staff. ;
“DPenisov arranged
private rcoms of a Ru
first fortnighi of Oct«
rived in.a motor ¢
pointed time, and
apartment; where we
Colonl Joinville. = At
nent connection was c3“abl
C.C. of the Industria

in the
e during the
Denisoy ar-

it the ap-

ymsky and
a perma-
between the
the French

this meecting

army staff. . This. contact maintained,
on Denisov’s suggesti by ¢ rect connec-
tion with me in. Moscow thr h Mr. A,

whilst the connection with- the members of
~the €C. fo the Industrial Par 7, ‘engineer
W. A. Laritehev ‘and Professor Kalinnikov, |
was made through Mr. K. Later on the
connection petween the Fre 1 general staff
and engineer Laritehev and Professor Kalin-
nikov was k't-po-up with the intermediation

of Mr. K., and in some cases with me through
Mr. A"

Laritchev, in ‘his statement of 16th of
October, 1930, refers to this conference as
follows:

“, .. Next day Ramzin had an appointment
with the president of the Trade and Indus-
trial ‘Committee, Denisov, and with the
white guard general Lukomsky and the rep-
resentative of the French general staff Join-
ville (whose name Ramzin told me). At
this conference Ramzin received definite
orders, as also information as to the time at
which the projected intervention was to take
place (summer, 1930), the methods of pre-
paring for this intervention, and on the
formation of the expeditionary corps headed

- by General Lukomsky. In the evening of
this. day Ramzin expected Colonel Richard
of the French general staff at his apartment
for a censultation. Ramzin invited me to
take part in this conference, which was held
in his apartment. As the negotiations were
carried on in French, which I do not under-
stand, I can only repeat what Ramzin told
me—that the discussion referred to the prep-
aration of Poland and Rumania for the at-

- tack, and that the French general staff was
taking energetic ‘'steps in this direction.
Richrd on his part was interested both in
Richard on his part was interested in the
new buildings which might be of importance
for defense; he was also’ interested in the
situation in the war and chemical industries.”

The character of this conference is suffi-
ciently clear, It shows that both sides, on |
the one hand the representative of the
French general staff, ‘and on the other the
Trade Industrial Committee and the White
Guard - generals, exerted every effort to
realize the common aim. .

. In another statement, Ramzin speaks of a

~Qeeting with Joinville, and explains what
the ‘generals demanded from the Russian
sabotagers: :

“At my meeting with Denisoyv, Lukomsky
and Colonel Joinville, whieh took place in &
private house in Paris between 5th and 10th
of October, 1928, the chief matter discussed
was, as I have already stated, the practical
guestion of the creation of a military organi-
zation of the Industrial Party. Of this I shall
not speak here. The negotiations were car-
fed on in Russian, as I know very little
French. Prom time to time Denisov and

portarit ints French. Colonel Joinville was|
mMost imterested in the possibility of obtain-

her to the | general st
| of .October,

| ol_er place.

informed us that important negotiatior 5 were
joing 'on, in France with Briand, and in
England with Churchill, on the organization
of the intervention; that negotiations op the
organization of the intervention were ren-
dered difficult by the large appetites of the
participants—Poland, for instance of course
demanding the Ukrainian territory on the
right bank of the Dniepr.” (Statemeént made
16. 10.)

It was at thi

¢ 5 conference that the idea first
arose of the

founding of a special military

| commission of the Industrial Party in the

Soviet Union, for the preparation of acts of
betrayal by separate parts of the Red Army
and for this purpose suitable eontact was
shed and consolidated with the French
fi. Ramzin’s statement on 16th
1930 contains the following:

onsultation Lukomsky proposed
t 1 military - commission be
founded in connection with the C.C, of the
Industrial Party, this to be in communiea-
tion with the French general staff. After
a discussion, the chief tasks of the military
commission were laid down. I have made
a detailed statement on this subject in an-
Contact betweem the French
general staff and . . . in' Moscow was re-
solved upon and established. In accordance
with Denisov’s suggestion, direet c¢ommuni-
cation with me was to be maintained by Mr.
R, and direct communication with the
member of the C.C. of the Industrial Party,
engineer Laritchev, by Mr. K. Denisov in-
formed us that instructions to this effect
would be given in Moscow. Communication
with the French general staff was to be
maintained on normal lines and was later
actualized by  Laritchev and by Professor
Kalinnikov, the representative of the Indus-
trial Section of the State Planning Commis-
sion of the Soviet Union.”

ta1
al

The report on these orders from the
French general staff is further confirmed by
Kalininkov. Espionage work of this deserip-~
tion, in direct communication with the
French general staff, was to be extended.
According to Kalinnikov’s statements:

“Ramzin, according to his own declaration
in the C.C., was to establish direct commu-
nication wiht governmental circles in France
and England on his next journey abroad, and
to negotiate on military questions. I remem-
ber Ramzin’s speaking of wanting to utilize
Ryabuchinsky's connections with Loucheur,

Committee (Ryabuchinsky informed Ramzin
of this at their next meeting). Ramzin in-
tended entering into communication with
.General Lukomsky in order to receive direc-
tions for the military staff of the Indnstrial
Party.” (Statements made by Kalinnikov on
16th of. October, 1930.) ° - .

Fyedotov too was aware of the orders on
the organization of sabotage nuclei in the
army. He makes the following st'af,ement:

“The chief aim of the nuclt which were
formed was the giving of reports on the con-
ditions and trends of- feeling in the Red
Army and fleet; the organization 'of measures
reducing the - fighting capacity of the Red
Army, of measures for disorganizing the
army, of measures diminishing the defensive
capabilities of the country and leading to
actions of diversion; the laying idle of build-

ing military reports on the Red Army, and|

: * “rongyy . a1 (s
exodol it ]

% :

who supported the Trade and  Industrial

Connections with the English Army
‘ Staff. ;

.

Compared with the active rele played by
the governing eircle in France, the role of
Great Britain appears in a somewhat differ-
ent light. The government circles in France,
having both the Trade and Industrial Com-
mittee and the military centre of the Rus-
sian White Guard emigres close at hand,
| took over the entire leadership of the prep-
arations for the intervention against the
Soviet Union, whilst the role played by
Great Britain has naturally been secondary.

This outlines the activities abroad of the
Trade and Industrial Commitee, and of the
Industrial Party in preparing “the foreign
intervention.

Plans and Times Proposed for the
Intervention.

The survey of these activities can be com-
pleted by r. statement of the exact plan laid
down for the intervention of the times pro-
posed at which the intervention was to take
place, of the various amendments and of the
work to be accomplished by the sabotagers
in the Soviet Union in order to ensure the
success of the projected armed conflict.

On 21st of September Ramzin made the
following definite statement on the plan af
intervention which had been worked out:

“According to information recieved from
P. A. Paltchinsky, France was fo be the chief
leader of the mfervention, but its immediate
execution was to be achieved with the aid
of the military forces of Poland and
Rumania, with the assistance of the Baltic
States. According to Paltchinsky's state-
ments, hopes were also entertained, though
very doubtful ones, of inducing Czecho-
slovakia and Yugoslavia to take part, but
main reliance was placed';on Poland and
Rumania.”

The  negotiations carried on betwWeen
Mechtchersky and Ryabutchinsky on the
one hand, and Poincare and Briand on the
other, were—according to Ramzin—on these
lines.

“The main purport of the negotiations lay
in the idea that actual hopes existed of an
intervention, the probable time of this in-
tervention being calculated for 1930. Gen-~
eral Lukomsky was to be the head of the
military forces effectuating the intervention.
It was planned to enter,into communication
with Gessen and Kaminka, in order to pro-
mote propaganda abroad for the. interven-
tion.” (Newspaper “Rul.”)

This plan, and the time for pufting it into
execution, were the subject of the negotia~-
tions of the Trade and Industrial Committee
and the sabotagers in Paris, and before this
of the negotiations of the sabotage centre
in Moscow. Ramzin makes the same state-
ments in another place with respect to the

negotiation in Moscow in the first half of
1928:

“Paltchinsky informed us that he had re.
ceived news from abroad that an interven-

UnEaRTHED A,
Aurpee of

OUnTER - -
SNotuT1orls TS

brought about by that time. France would

hopes — discussed the composition of the
government. :

Ramsin states the motives fixing the inter-
vention for 1930 to have been the following:

“According to the information received
from White Russian emigre circies through
the intermediation of Paltchinsky and Fyedo-
tov, and direct from Ryabuchinsky threugh
Ramsin, as alse from the Trade and Indus-

sin and Laritchev, the negotiations between
the emigres and the French government, as
leader of the intervention, as also the nego-
tiations with the English government, jus-
tified the expectation of the possibility of
the actual preparation and carrying out
of the intervention by about 1930, This term
was therefore decided out of political and
military considerations.”

The motive, therefore, was the realization
that it would be impossible to have the arm-
ed forces of the intervention ready by an
earlier date.

“In  1928” states Larichey NG I
ceived notice from the Trade-and Industrial
Committee that the intervention was post-
poned, probably until 1930. At the time when
I visited Paris with Ramsin and conferred
with the Trade and Industrial Committee,
I learned that the complications of the pe=
litical situation abroad, above all, the doubss
policy pursued by Germany, which was face
ing both ways at once, and the a de
adopted towards Poland by Lithuania made
open action against the Soviet Union in-
opportune at this juncture, Nevertheless, the
representative of the French general staff,
Joinv#l, as also Denisov, assured Ramsin in
a personal int iew that the attitude of the
French govern 1t remained unchanged with
respect to the support to be lent the inter-
véntion, and that the French general staff
was energetically continuing the work of
strengthening the military forces of Poland
and Rumania. An expeditionary corps of
White Guard emigre forces was being formed
and prepared. The leadership of these ac-
tivities'was again in the hands of the French
general staff (the commission conducted by
Janin), and suitable material and financial
means, supplied chiefly by the French minis-
try of war, were available, General Lukom-
sky was to be the leader of the expedition-
ary corps.” (Statement made the 16th of
October.)

The sabotagers too, were inclined to be in

reasons. - Ramsin continues:

“Under the natural conditions imposed by
the development of national economy and
the realization of -the Five-Year Plan, the
year of operation 1929-1930, as the middle of
the Five-Year Plan, will be the most diffie
cult, for in this year it will be necessary to
put a great strain om national economic
means for fresh investments in building work
whilst at the same time the profits from
these investments cannot yet be great enough
to have any effect. The difficulties of the
situation in 1930 would be further enhanced
by the inevitable difficulties of the advance
of the collectivization of agriculture, so that
the Industrial Party cherished the hope that
the food supply irregularities, combined with
the extreme discontent of broad masses of
the peasantry and the growing dissatisface
tion of wide strata of the population, would
accomplish the rest.

“Hence,  the Industrial Party considered
1930 to tbe the most favorable for a counter=
revoluionary upheaval: (a) on aceount of the
military-political considerations with respect
to the intervention; (b) for .the reason that
the Soviet national economy would be passe

-1 ing through a period-of great difficulty; (c)

because broad masses of. the population
would be plunged into discontent by the eco=
nomic difficulties.” (Ramzin, October 31.)

The sabotagers worked to bring in 1930
2 crisis in the fundamental branches of the

the supplies of power, fuel, afd metals, in
the mechanization of ag'rtcu.lcm'g. and strove

to increase the disproportion existing between
various branches of national economy,

trial Committee through the agency of Ram~ -

favor of this postponed term, but for other-
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of the Soviet Union would be slighter in ally of Rumania, to operations from the sea

1930 than in later years. ...”

The same idea is repeated by Ramzin in
his.statement of October 31: ...
The Concrete Plan of the Intervention

“ .. It was Intended to begin the inter-
vention in the following manner: Rumania
was to seize upon some pretext, for instance,
a frontier conflict, this to be followed by a
formal declaration of war from Poland and
the intervention of the Baltic States. The
Wrangel troops were to take part in the in-
tervention, and to march through Rumania.
England was to aid the intervention with its
fleet: 1. in the Black Sea, where it would
cut off the oil fields of Caucasia; 2. in the
Gulf of Finland, where it would take part in
the operations against Leningrad. It was
also planned to land Krasnov Cossacks on
the coast of the Black Sea, that these might
reinforce and strengthen the rising on the
Don, Great hopes ‘were set on a rising in
the Ukraine, and on a consequent cutting
off of communications between Moscow and
the Donetz Basin.

“The whole plan consisted of a combined
action: The main attack was to be upon
Moscow; this attack to be backed up by a
second one against Leningrad, whilst at the
same time the South army was to advance
from a base on the right bank of the Dniepr.
In the interior of the country the operations
of the intervention troops were to be sup-
ported, not only by mass insurrections, but
by the activities of the Industrial Party in
aggravating and worsening the crises by the
means of diversion action in the war indus-
tries, in the power works, etc.” (Statement
made October 16, 1930.)

The same statements have been made by
the other accused. Kalinnikov, for instance,
observes:

“. . . the governments of France and Eng-
land, and the Russian white guard emigres
in the Trade and Industrial Col ittee, view-
ed the middle of 1930 as the next suitable mo-
ment for the intervention. This information
was brought from , ., , to Ramsin by Mr.
K in the second half of 1928. At the same
time he was informed of the plan which I
have enclosed, laying down the scheme of
the intervention.”

(Statement made October 16, 1930.)

- Laritchev’s statement of October 16 is to
the same effect:

“The leading role in the organization of
the intervention was played by France, who
realized its plans of preparation with the
active aid of the English government, where-
by the cooperation of the latter envisaged
certain measures prescribed by the Deterding
group (occupation of Baku and Grosny).”
(Laritchv, October 16, 1930.)

Laritchev, too, confirms the motives caus-
ing the sabotagers to decide in favor of
1930:

“1930 was expected to be the year of
the greatest crisis, in consequence of the
disproportion in the development of the va-
rious branches of economy, especially in the
metal industry, and of the costs of the great
Jarge-scale plant in course of construction.
We received directions to this effect on the
preparations for the intervention in 1930
from various members of the Industrial
Party, and this formed the main factor of
the political struggle in connection with the
laying down of the Five-Year Plan.” (State-
ment made October 16, 1920.)

Among the various statements, a very char-
acteristic one is the following one made by
Laritchev on the Tole played by the French
general staff in provoking the conflict on
the Chinese Eastern Railway:

“The conflict on the Chinese Eastern Rail-
way in the summer of 1929, was, as I learned
from Ramzin and Kalinnikov, a diversion
instigated by the French and English staffs;
A test was to be made of our mobilization
capacity and of the fighting powers of the
Red Army on the one hand, and on the other,
of the attitude of the broad masses of the
population towards the possibility of war, of
extent of the consolidation of the Soviet
power and of its influence over the masses
of the wor;pn and peasants at a time of
inner and outer difficulties.” (Ibid.)

The first plans, and the first times pro-
posed for the intervention, are confirmed by
Charnoysky, He states that as early as the
autumn of 1927 Ramsin had informd the

- sabotage center of his conference with Rya-

dbuchinsky, at which:
- “. ¢ « the industrialists and efficers meet-
ing at R n

and on the coast, to landing operations
against Leningrad with the aid of the air
fleet, etc. The directions formerly received
by Chrennikov were therefore considerably
extended and supplemented to correspond to
the development of the program of the mili-
tary offensive, and were adapted to the fur-
therance of the intervention by means of
suitable measures of military significance.”
(Statement made on October 16, 1930.)

Further Postponement of the
Intervention.

But the hopes set on 1930 too were doomed
to disappointment, and a fresh delay, this
time of brief duration, until 1931, took place.
Referring to this fresh postponement, Ram-
zin states October 16, 1930:

“By the second half of 1929 news arrived
from abroad that it would be impossible to
that it was postponed till the following year.

“The chief causes of this postponement
were: 1. The increased revolutionary activity
of the working masses; 2. complications in
the military situation of France in conse-
quence of strained relations with Italy; 3
Germany’s uncertain attitude, and the con-
flicting interests of Germany and Poland;
4. The failure of the adventure in the Far
East, which proved the difficulties of a fight
against the Red Army; 5. The absence of
agreements between the chief participants
in the intervention.

“The somewhat altered plan for 1931 now
began to take shape in accordance with the
changed general situation. This plan al-
ready recognized the small probability of
great risings in the interior of the country,
especially in the Ukraine, since the counter-
revolutionary organizations, for instance, the
“League for the Liberation o. Ukraine” had
been destroyed; it also ~ecognized the effect
of the general improvment of economic con-
ditions in th coming year. Therefore, the
new plan put much more serious demands
on the inside help to be rendered by the
Industrial Party, and stress was laid on di-
version maneuvers, on espionage, and on
open treachery. In order to vp aken the So-
viet Union as far as possible beforehand and
to compensate in part for -the stronger eco-
nomic and military position of the Union
as compared with 1930, the new plan included
the economic blockade of the Soviet Union.

“The new plan increased essentially the
role played by the northern forces, which
were to deal the blow against Leningrad, for
now Finland’s participation was secured; the
armament and equipment of the intervention
army and air forces. The southern group
of the Polish, Rumanian, and Wrangel sol-
diers was to occupy the Ukrainian territory
on the right bank of the Dnieper, and then
to advance in as straight a line as possible
on Moscow. It remained uncertain whether
Germany would take part in this operation
(although there was a possibility of mobiliz-
ing considerable numbers among the mem-
bers of the “Stahlhelm” for instance), for
Poland was naturally afraid to let German
troops march through East Prussia.” (State-
ment made October 16.)

This statement deserves special attention.
It describes the persistency shown by the
governing strata of certain foreign powers
in the organization of the military inter-
vention against the Soviet Union,
Kalinnikov ‘states:

“. + . After returning from the London
World Power Conference, via Paris, to the
Soviet Union, Ramzin and Laritchev estab-
lished connection with the Trade and In-
dustrial Committee through the agency of
Ryabutchinsky, who maintained contact with
the French government via Loucheur, They
learned that — in view of the delays in the
armament and equipment of the intervention
army and the absence of mutual agreements
among the Baltic States in the matter of
the carrying out of the intervention, and in
view of the faet that the Soviet Union would
not take the initiative in war; as the success-
ful fulfilment of the Five-Year Plan would
be thereby thrown out of gear—the infer-
vention would probably have to be postponed
f0F a year or a year and a half. The Trade
and Industrial Committee further substan-
tiated the necessity of postponing the inter-
vention for a year by pointing out that, to
Judge by the figures yielded by many years
of statistical calculations, there would be a
disastrous failure of crops in the Soviet Un-
ion in 131" . (Statement made October 16.)
- Laritchev cites .the.falure ‘of - the -Chinese

figain to the question of the time to be fixed
for the intervention, and to postpone the
term proposed in 1930 for at least one year.
. . . Without the certainty of support from
sections of the Red Army troops, in the form
of counter-revolutionary organizations, and
without directing the activities of such sec-
tions, our work in preparation of the inter-
ventions was obviously inadequate, This
question was raised by him* in the Central

.| Committee of the Industrial Party as the

most urgent and important work in prepa-
ration of the intervention. So far as I was
informed before my arrest, the term of the
intervention was postponed to 1931.

“The total plan of operations was, how-
ever, left unchanged. The French staff con-
tinued to insist that Poland and Rumania
should take the initiative. It was pointed out
that the opportunity for such an initiative
would be given by open occupation by Poland
of Lithuania, which is continuing its Soviet
orientation, this would bring about an inter-
national conflict into which the Soviet Un-
ion would be bound to be drawn, and which
would lead to an armed collision between the
Union and both Poland anu Rumania, which

“|is kound by a military alliance with Poland.” |

(Statement made October 16.)

Charnovsky's statement with reference to
the causes of the postponement' tallies with
this:

“. . . The experience gained on the Chin-
ese Eastern Railway proved the contrary,
that is, that the fighting powers of the Red
Army had increased. The intervention had
to be postponed to a later time. This post-

Ramzin stated, by the course of foreign po-
litical combinations in the relations between
France and Germany, in connection with

* Ramazin is referred to.

Prepare an Intervention

.The work of the sabotagers’ organization
to carry out the instructions which it received
from abroad, from the Trade and Industrial
Committee and from the French govern-
mental and military organizers of the inter-
vention, was continued until recently, in
fact, up to the arrest of the sabotagers. It
is important that the character of this work
before and after the year 1928 should be com-
pared.

According to the statements of Ramsin the
following sessions of the central leadership
took place before it was reorganized and made
into the Industrial Party.

The Character of the Anti-State
Work of the Central Committee of
the Industrial Party up to 1929.
First Half of 1927
1. A session took place at the beginning
of 1927 in the building of the Plan Economic
Commission in Laritchev’s office. The fol-
lowing were present: Laritchev, Paltchinsky,
Rabinovitch and Ramsin. Paltchinsky and
Rabinovitch informed the others of the exist-
ence of the Central Committee, and a pro-
gram of work was agreed to based on the
assumption of the inevitability of an eco-
nomic crisis and a counter-revolutionary coup
d'etat. The question of the necessity of
timely preparations for the taking over of
power and for the leadership of the economic
system were discussed, in so far as, accord-
ing to the opinion of the reporters, the lead-
ing role in the administration of economic

life should fall to the engineers.

2. A discussion in the spring of the same |

year took place in the building of the Plan
Economic Commission, The same persons
were present. It was pointed out that the
intervention was a completely practical pos-
sibility, oo :

3. A session,of the Central Committee in
the spring of the same year took place. The
following were present: Paltchinsky, Rabino-
vitch, Chrennikov, Laritchev, Ramsin, Jchar-
novsky and Fyedotov. The session listened
to a report by Paltchinsky and on the instruc-
tions from emigrant circles concerning the
work to lower the tempo of the development
of industry and to create crises by causing
disproportion to develop between the funda-
mental sections of the economic system. A
discussion took place on the desirability of
immediate sabotage. - It was decided to con-

The delegates disagreed on. the question- of

Bastern Rallway. conflict as the main cause | democratic republic. ~Howeyer, all persons,
of -the: postponement, of -the intervention: - | present .were “in. agréemént corieerning the
_ “The  resultant situation. arowsed - evey | necensity of ftng up a military dictator-
| &reater bitterness.than . before. against, the j ship. the. fisst-perviod following a counter-

ponement was rendered further necessary. as |

sider the question .according to industries.

France's attempt to induce Germany to dise
solve the existing agreement with the Soviet
Union, and with the attempt to liquidate
Lithuania as a state by its annexation to
Poland. The failure of these plans, which bee
came evident in the summer of 1930, again
tended to delay and ponstpone the interven-
tion, and Ramzin was informed of thin on
the occasion of his journey to the Interna«
tional Congress in Berlin in July this year,
.. . As a result of this information the mili«
tary intervention was postponed for a year,
| till the summer of 1931. This year appeared
| to be favorable in two respects: 1. The prophe
tecies of some agronomists led to the expecta
?tion of a failure of crops in the Soviet Union
iin precisely this year; 2. It appeared likely,
| according to the assumptions based by the
| Trade and Industrial Committee on supple«
- mentary data supplied by Ramzin on the
| course of the reconstruction work, that maxi«
| mum difficulties would arise, culminating in
11931 in consequence of many delayed orders,
;Besides this, the political situation in Gere
[many and England might be expected to
| vield in 1931 a better political constellation
;in Europe for the champions of intervention,
(Statement made October 16.)

With respect to the rest of the sabotagers,
| who were initiated to a less degree in the
exact plans of the Cent al Committee of the
Industrial Party, it may be seen from their
statement that they we.e informed that the
| time chosen for the intervention was close
{at hand, that 1930, or at latest 1931, was to
| see the intervention, and that they adapted
| their work accordingly, ,
| We can now pass from the work accome
plished abroad by the ssbotlagers in prepa=
jration of the intervention ta those activities
! within the Soviet Unicn itself which were
directly bound up with the preparations for
the intervention. ’

III. The Criminal Activity of the Industrial Party to

Against the feviet Union

the Engineers’ Association of the Soviet Une
;ion. The following were present: Paltchine
| sky, Rabinovitch, Chrennikov, Laritchev, Fyee
Edotov, Tcharnovsky, Ramsin and Tchayanov,
| The quéstion of a bloc with the counter-revo=
| lutionary Kondratyev-Tchavanov group was
discussed.

| 5. A session took piace in the building of
 the Supreme Economic Council. The followe
| ing were present: Rabinovitch, Chrennikov,
| Tcharnovsky, Paltchinsky, Laritchev, Ram-
I sin and Strichov. The c=ssion discussed the
concrete line of work with regard to the fuel
| supply industry and the metallurgical induse
{ try. The minimal variants of the Five-Year
{ Plan and of the annual plans were discussed,
| with a view to: delaying the development
| of local fuel supplies, in particular, peat and
j the coal in the Moscow area and the Kusnetz
Basin; and causing deterioration in the Supe
ply of fuel for the metallurgical industry,
With regard to the metallurgical industry, it
was decided to seek to delay the production
of cast-iron and rolled iron so that it should
not be more than from six to eight million
tons by the end of the Five-Year Plan. Fure
ther, it was decided to work for the creation
of disproportion between the production and
the demand of metal goous, and to delay the
building of new metallurgical works and the
mines. On the political field the land quese
tion and the question of repaying the czare
ist debts, above all to France, were discussed,

| 6. A discussion took place in the building
~of the Zekubu (the central organization of
| the, Learned Professions). The following
were present: Paltchinsky, Rabinovitch,
Chrennikov, Ramsin, Fyedotov, Tcharnovsky
and Tchayanov. The cuestions arising out
of two tactical variants werc discussed.

Firstly, the slow and giadual cxciu..on of
the individual responsible communist cola
leagues by the influence of the engineeringe
technical Central Committee, and secondly,
a violent counter-revoiutionary coup d'etat
with armed insurrection. The second tactic
was declared preferable because, as Ramsin
pointed out, the Central Committee was cone
fident of an approaching overthrow of thé
government by an intervention. In the opine
ion of ‘those present the time and the necese
sary forces for the intervention could be
greatly reduced if parallel with the interven=
tion an armed insurrection took place.

© 1. A session in the building of the Plan
Economic Commission. The following were
present: Rabinoviteh, Laritchev, Ramsin, Fyes
dotov,

e .?.IPP'WW_ 'Sky, Ch y',a,pd.:l‘chay,
he} anov, | .Iﬁmmidﬁ;mu;& the casté '

.

isolation of the Centrdl Committee and th
lack of supporting massés, the only hepe was
{for_an intervention. It was hoped fo-obiain
1 Jpioving. Uirougin,the
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Techayanov group and this was also an argu-
ment in favor of a bloc with this group.

8. A session of the Central Committee in
the spring of 1927 in the building of the
Supreme Economic Council. The following
were present: Paltchinsky, Chrennikov, Ra-
binovitch, Fyedotov, Laritchev, Krassovski
and Tcharnovsky. Questions of the work in
the textile industry were discussed. It was
decided to work to hamper the development
of the textile industry, to hinder the build-
ing of new factories, to cause an insufficient
utilization of existing capital investments, to
hamper the' introduction of new textiles and
to create a disproportion between the half-
manufactured goods. Krassovsky sketched
the main lines of the work with regard to
the People’s Commissariat for Transport: to
cause an insufficient utilization of the rolling
stock and in particular, of the locomotives,
and further, to slow down the development
of the carrying capacity of the main lines to
hamper the development of water transport
.and the fleet working on oil fuel. Paltchin-
sky reported on the desirability of establish-
ing connections with the “R U L” group
abroad, and Rabinovitch reported the exist-
ence of connections with Vorshantchik and
the Polish government.

9. A session of the Central Committee in .

the bmldmg of the Plan Economic Commis-
sion. The following were present: Tcharnov-
sky and Ramsin. The session listened to
Tcharnovsky, Ramsin. The session listened to
Reabinovitch’s report on the mining industry
which sketched the plannec hampering of
investments, the hampering of housing, the
hindering of scientific research work and of
the electrical work in the Dcnetz Basin. In
a report delivered by Strichov the plans
were sketched for the work in the petroleum
industry; the impeding of production, the
delaying of the experimental boring opera-
tions, and individual delays with regard to
the cracking plant with a view to reducing
the export of benzine. In accordance with
a report of Ramsin on the power industry,
plans were adopted for the causing of crises

~in the supply of electricity at the most im-

b,
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portant points: the Donetz Basin, Leningrad,
Moscow, Kisel, and the Kusnitz Basin: the
non-rational planning of electrical power

works, a demand for foreign machinery and '
delays in the dates fixed in the building of |

power stations.

This was the work of the sabotagers’ or-
ga:: vation in the year 1927.

An analysis of these sessions proves that in
the whole of 1927 up to the final crystaliza-
tion of the Industrial Party, the questions of
sabotage work, which occupied the most im-
portant place in the work of the Central
Committee, were chiefly concerned with re-
tarding the constructive work., The inter-
vention was regarded without any correspond-
inz concretization and working out of the
pianc.

n  August, 1927 the first meeting took
place between Ramsin and Riabushinsky and
the first establishment of connections with
the French general staff. This meeting in-
creased and consolidated the connections
with the Trade and Industrial Committee and
the working methods and aims.

The Character of the Work of the
Central Commitiee of the Industrial
Zarly in the Years 1928-29.

T <liuation altered in 1928 in accordance
witia the general alterations of the political
¢i < umstances spoken of above,

-1 the first half of 1928 the sabotage ac-
tiv..y of the Central Committee was of an
eleinentary character. The session of the
Central Committee in winter took place in
the building of the Supreme Economic Coun-
cil, and the following took part: Paltchinsky.
Chrennikov, Tcharnovsky, Kalinnikov, Larit-
cinev and Ramsin. Paltchinsky and Ramsin
resorted on the instructions they had re-
celved from abroad and informed the session
tho. e earlier tactic had been approved.

~L must be pointed out that the arrest of
the Schachty group which took place in the
first months of 1928 did not restrain the
sabotagers in their wark. On the contrary,
just at that time the question of turning the
Central Committee into a political party
Wwas considered. According to Ramsin, the
arrest of a number of members of the Cen-
trai Committee “had no influence on the
activity of the latter.” In ‘connection wlth
the arrest of Rabinovitch it was pow

m'pctm ;a:e mmirur was
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Chrennikov, Ramsin, Fyedotov and Tchar-
novsky attending; the second in the spring
in the building of the State Plan Economic
Commission, - Chrennikov, Kalinnikoy, Larit-
chev, Fyedotov, Ramsin-and Paltchinsky at-
tending, and the third also in the building
of the State Plan Economic Commission,
Chrennikov, Paltchinsky, Ramsin, Laritchev,
Fyedotov and Kalinnikov, dealt just with
this question, &

These three later conferences also dealt
with the following questions: the report of
Paltchinsky that, according to his informa-
tion from abroad they might reckon on an
intervention within two years, in 1930, and
that it would be necessary for them to carry
on their work in such a fashion that a gen-
eral crisis could be brought about to coin-
cide with the intervention. It was reported
that France would be the leader of the in-
tervention, that Russian industrialists had
conferred with Briand and Poincare, and

would be General Lukomsky. At the same
time the candidates for the various minis-
terial posts after the counter-revolutionary
coup detat were discussed. At the next ses-
sion the question of these candidates was
again discussed. The new methods of sab-
otage were discussed. These consisted in
making capital sterile by placing it in long-
term and expensive building operations. And
finally, at the fifth session of this period,
the bloc with - the Kondratyev-Tchayanov

group was discussed as the main question.

The questions of the intervention began
; to mix themselves with the questions of sab-
otage in this period. In fact, the latter ques-
tions were even subordinated to the former
without, however, the former questions as-
suming overwhelming importance.

In the second half of 1928 a decisive change
took place in the work of the Central Com-
mittee. The arrest of Paltchinsky, Chrenni-
kov, Krasovsky, and Strichov, following on
the arrest of Rabinovitch, robbed the first
Central Committee of the Industrial Party of
its leaders and caused a temporary interrup-
tion of its work. In consequence it was the
end of 1928 before another session was held.
Laritchev, Fyedotov, Tcharnovsky and Ram-
sin took part and it was decided to continue
the work and to organize a new Central
Committee. The above mentioned journeys
abroad of Ramsin and Laritchev took place
at this period, and the negotiations .with the
Trade and Industrial Committee and with
French military circles. From this moment
on the questions of intervention were placed
definitely into the foreground and the whole
work took its alignment from them. Ramsin
declares that in the spring of 1929 a session
of the new Central Committee took place,
Fyedotov, Ramsin, Tcharnovsky, Laritchey,
and Kalinnikov attending. The following de-
cision was arrived at:

“Our chief task is now to maintain our-
selves until the beginning of the interven-
tion; our main tactic must therefore be di-
rected to preserving the head of the Indus-

" | trialist Party and its cadres, even if this

is purchased at the price of a weakening of
the leadership of the various branches of
the organization and its lower groups. This
is all the mbre the case because the crisis
has already begun and will inevitably deepen
of its own accord. Therefore, the work must
be carried on with a maximum amount of
care. With this end in view the former tac-
tics of the minimal plans shall be abandoned

absolutely, because they are impossible of
accomplishment and obviously dangerous, and
in this connection, to review our plans if
this be possible without risk. The work of

that the military leader of the intervention|

donment of the work of the Central Com-
mittee, owing to other reasons. Thie state-
ments of Ramsin on the 16th of October con-
tain the following:

“A second and not less powerful spur was
the assurance conveyed by Laritchev and
Ramsin at the end of 1928 from the Trade
and Industrial Committee tQat there was
firm hope of an intervention in 1930, i. e.,
in a short space of time. The fractional
struggle which flared up in the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, the development
of great difficulties in the collectivization,
the progressive economic crisis, the growing
discontent of the broad masses, the speedy
growth of the hold of the T. K. P. (Kondra-
tyev’s group) on the masses and the financ-
ing of the Industrial Party by the Russian
emigrants, all these facts formed the basis
of the calculations for the success of a coun-
ter-revolutionary coup d'etat which was the
next task of the Industrial Party.

“Under such circumstances the activity of
the Industrial Party was, of course, continued,
but noticeably reduced. The chief task here
was the preservation and careful increase of
the cadre of the Industrial Party, the con-
solidation of the tactical relations with the
T. K. P. and the efforts to maintain the
organization until the time of the interven-
tion.” (Stafement of 16th of October, 1930.)

Kalinnikov goes on:

“, . . Laritchev postponed the informatiop
of K ... until the next session of the Cene
tral Committee of the Industrial Party a$
the beginning of January, 1930, at which
Ramsin, Laritchev, Tcharnovsky and I were
present.”

“At this session the C. C. of the Industrial
Party adopted the resolution on the inter=
vention. This was done at the proposal of
Ramsin. It was decided to begin with the
work of organizing military groups of memse
bers of the Industrial Pariy in the institue
tions of the Red Army.”

Fyedatov declares on the 30th of Oclober,
1930:

“At the end of 1929 I met Tcharnovsky at
his request in the Scientific-Technical Ine
stitute and had a long talk with him. &

“Above all, he informed me that the S.1.0,
(Union of Engineer Organizations) continued
to exist despite the arrests, and was transe
forming itseif into an Industrial Party of
which Ramsin was chairman, whilst the meme

were Tcharnovsky, Laritchev, Kalinnikov and
Fyedotov. I expressed astonishment at the
fact that I had been elected a member of
the Central Committee without my agree-

The new destruction of the Central Com-
mittee took place in the spring of 1930 with i
the arrest of Fyedotov and Laritchey, But

_ CO-OPRATIVE
FARMING

CorisPiRATOR.

this also' did not lead to the’ stopping of
the activity of the Industrial Party as Ram-

21st of September:

“I cannot remember any further session
|of the Central Committee Industrial Party
| throughout the following period, Up to the
last destruction of the organization by the
arrest of Fyedotov and Laritchev, I came into
touch only with individual members of the
Central Committee or with small groups.”

The Criminal Activity of the Central
Committee of the Industrial Party
in the Year 1930.

a series of statements made by others of the
accused, concerning plenary sessions in the
years 1929-1930. For instance, Kalinnikov
declares (on the 31st of October, 1930):

“The Central Committee of the Industrial
Party organized two conferences on its own
initiative: one to receive the report of Gintz-
burg on the economics of industry in 1930.
(Sokolovsky, Byelozerkovsky, Schein.*) Tchar-
novsky, Laritschev and myself were present.
The session took place under the chairman-
ship of Schein and in his room in the Scien-
tific-Technical Institute of the Supreme Eco-
nomic Council. The second conference was
held in the building of the State Plan Eco-
nomic Commission in Laritchey’s room, in
order to hear the report of Gromann on
the general economic trend of 1930. I did
not attend this second conference and can- '
not say who was there.

“With regard to the estimation of the eco-
nomic situation to be expected for 1930 these
conferences came to very similar conclusions,
namely that production and investments in
building would experience great difficulty
with regard to the supply of fundamental
raw materials and building material, and
4 chiefly with regard to finances and the sup-
ply of food. This analysis of the economic
trends of 1930 was not unexpected, for the
Central Committee of the Industrial Party
as its members were already aware of these
circumstances at ‘the ‘time the Five-Year

the most prominent members of the organi- | Plan was- drawn up. Btﬂlmter economic
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sin seeks to prove in his statement of the'

This contention of Ramsin is refuted by |

ment, but he calmed me by declaring that
the Bureau of the Central Committee had
‘never_gnce met and that now, in view of &e
necessity for greater care, would not meet.
it had therefore been decided that the Bue
au should do nothing.”

The investigation material gives exact ine
“rmation concerning another side of the ace
ty of the accused, namely concerning an
‘zordinary session of the C, C, of the In-
.ial Party in May, 1930. This session was
{ particularly secret and this was the
on why Ramsin, Kalinnikov, Tcharnove
, Fyedotov and Laritchev, who were ale
cody arrested at that time, said nothing
icut it in their first statements (March,
April, 1930).

Under the influence of these statements
Ramsin had to admit that he had not told
the whole truth on the 21st of September.
vhe motives for his attitude are quite under-
standable. It is sufficient to look at the
‘agenda Lof the session in this period.

Finally, on the 3rd of November, Ramsin
‘eclared the following. After all, he supple-
mented his statements concerning the year
1928 with a series of conferentes in which
the new members of the C, C, took part, end
which dealt chiefly with the reports of Rame
sin and Laritchev concerning their journey
to Paris in the autumn of 1928 and with the
carrying out of the instructions which the
two had received in conferences with co-op-
erators of the French general staff after
personal relations had been established with
agents of the French secret service in Mose
: cow.

As far as the year 1929 is concerned, the
following was decided upon in the five
conferences which Ramsin now admits:

itchev reported on the intervention on the
basis of information which they had received
from French agents in Moscow. It was
stressed that the intervention would take
place in 1930 and that it was necessary to
have caused an economic crisis by that time,
-A discussion took place on the methods of
joint action with the counter-revolutionary
Kondratyev-Tchayanov group, the methods
necessary to aggravate the food crisis in the
summer of 1930, and the methods for the
organization of peasant uprisings,

At the second conference Ramsin reported
on the persistent demands of the agents of
the French secret service and of the French
general staff that the work for the formae
tion of military groups in the Red Army
should be accelerated. The Industrial Party
was instructed to make the necessary ine
quiries.

The third conference discussed the Gues=
tion of the formation of an organization for
carrying out diversions, In accordance with
the special instructions of the French gene
eral staff the members of the Central Come
mittee were acquainted with the tasks they
were expected to perform with regard to the
powr industry, the war industries, the raile
way system, ete.

At the fourth session it was reported that
the date of the intervention hld been poste
poned until 1931, g
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ration of the intervention and the activity, siderable delay with regard to boring experi- | ably hx;ve increased greatly by 1930. The kilowatt hour produced by our stations was
of the sabotagers became feverish. ments so that the tempo of development is| erisis in the fuel supply plus the unprepared- | about 350 roubles and even rose to 400 and
And finally for the year 1920 Ramsin men- | lowered and the number of useless pits in-| ness of the railways for a large-scale utiliza- | 450 roubles as against a possible cost of 250

tions two sessions. One of these sessions
dealt with new tendemcies in the Industrial
Party aiming at an armed insurrection and
the seizure of power with internal forces.
This idea, however, was rejected. Instead,
the question of organizing systematic “terror-
ist acts against Communists in the villages
was considered, whereby the discontent of
the kulaks was to be exploited. It was de-
cided to discuss this question again in the
spring with the Kondratyev-Tchayanov group
by which time the general situation would
have become clearer.

And then in May, 1930 a
similar character took place.

To sum” up: speculation on an interven-
tion; espionage; diversions; military work
and sabotage activity with a view to sup-
porting a foreign military intervention—that
was the essence of the last peirod of the
activity of the. Industrial Party. Sabotage
gave way to new and sterner methods be-
cause, as Ramzin said, “the crisis had already
begun.”

session of a

The Criminal Aectivity of the C..C. of
the Industrial Party to Cause an
Economic Crisis in 1920.

It is now
played by the work of the ac
influence on the develop f the crisis.

Ramzin gives the following infermation
concerning the general w which had pre-
ceded the setting up of the special task of
causing a crisis in 1930:

“The fundamental and
branches of industry was above all to limit
the tempo of their development. Further,
the following measur were decided upon
at th sessions of the Central Committee and
at meetings of individual groups of the or-
ganization:

“1, Metallurgical Industry (a)- to reduce
the tempo of development. This is made
particulaerly clear by a compsarison of the old
Five-Year Plan which was set up under the
influence of the Central Committee and
stipulated the figure at 7 million tons of
gast iron, with the last Five-Year Plan with
1 million tons, i.-e. the old Fivé-Year Plan
was two and a half times smaller; (b) a lack
of agrcement between the assortment of
metals and the demand; (¢) a disproportion
between the production and the demand for
certain metal commodities; (d) the holding
up of building work and work for the ex-
tension of the factories and the coking
plants.

“2. Textile Industriz. (a) a slow tempo
& development; (b) the building of new
factories without a proper supply of raw
materials; (¢) a disproportion between the
supplies of and the demand for certain war
materials; (d) delays in the introduction of
new textiles.

“3. People’s Commissariat for Ways and
Communications. (a) incorrect and irrational
usage of the rolling stock and the locomo-
tives; (b) the rendering of effective locomo-
tives useless; (c¢) the holding up of the de-
welopment of the carrying capacity of the

necessary to consider the role
used and ifs

ral aim for all

of the wea.kest pomts in the pil 'supply.. y

also the inevitably increasing
of empiy ﬂmm: (¢} ‘incorrect utili-
‘(d) slow tempo of

ment and as a result a yield of inferior as-

| industrial area and in the North-West dis-
.| trict, and this would then immediately de-
| velop into a  catastrophe with the military

creased; (c¢) considerable delay with regard
to the investment work and the building of
houses which is one of the chief hindrances
to the development of coalmining; (d) a
crisis in the power supply in the Don Basin,
the Kusnetz Basin and in Kisel, so that the
development and the level of mechanization
are limited: (e) slowing down” of the
mechanization of coal production thus ag-
gravating the labor and housing problems

“6. The Power Industry. (a) slowing
down of the tempo of electrification; (b) the
causing of crisis in the power supply at the
most important points, the Don Basin, Len-
ingrad, Moscow; (c) the slowing down of the
building of power stations and the extension
of the building perieds double and triple so
that capital is tied up, includihg consider-
able quantities of monetary capital, whereby
temporary crisis in the supply of electrical

power are caused; (d) non-coincidence of
the dates at which individual sections of
the power stations are completed and the
dates at which individual sections of the
equipment arrive, thus also causing capital
to lie unmused; (e) expensive productive
costs for the building of power stations as a
result of irrational planning; (f) delay in
the_building of heating plants.

“7. The Tuel Supply. (a) considerable
reduction of the tempo of the fuel supply
(b) reduction of the production of
local fuel, particularly peat and coal in the
Moscow area; (c) limitation of the tempo
of development in the Kusnetz Basin: (d)
delay in the measures for the improvement
of the quality of the coal for smglting pur-
poses, and as a resull a worsening of the
quality- of coke and metal.” " (Statement on
the 21st of September, 1930.)

The sabotage work in this direction was
begun by -the. old engineering Central Com-
mittee. The new Central Committee which
began to work in the second Half of 1928,
strengthened the work for the ‘eausing of a
disproportion in connection with the new
aim of producing a.crisis in the year 1930,
particularly as the carrying out of'the old
tactic especially in the plan work was made
practically impossible, as Ramzin \gays, “as
a result of the energetic carrying out of the
general policy of the Communut Party of
the Soviet Union.”

industry;

Sokpe fundamental measures in industry,”
declared Ramzin, “had to be dirécted towards
aggravating the already inevitable economic
difficulties. , .

Continuing, Ramzin declared that as far
as he was aware there had been no definite
concrete plan for the causing of an economic
crisis at the moment of the intervention
“The chief task of the Industrial Party con-
sisted in a systematic work and the direction
of the economic system so that by carrying
out the above mentioned measures the econ-
omic difficulties would be acutely aggravated
and in this way a favorable basis for the
intervention created.” (Statement on the
21st of October, 1930.)

In general the sabotagers saw the 1930
crisis in the following form:

“A particularly acute crisis was to occur
with regard to the fuel supply in the central

interruption of communications with the Don
Basin and as a result of the weak and ob-
viously insufficient development of the pro-
duetion of local fuel such as the peat and
codl in the Moscow area, and the unpre-
paredriess of the consumers for its broad and
rational utilization. A- similarly acute crisis
was to develop in the metallurgical lndustry
and particularly in the war industiies, as a
result of the retarding of the development
of the metallurgical industry. Here also the
military interruption of connections with the
met.auurgical south would cause an immedi-
( The cuiting oif of the Don

tion of the local fuel supplies; would then
have created a transport catastrophe.

“In this way the system of measures ad-
opted by the Industrial Party were to have
led about the year 1930 to a general economic
crisis and to have formed the basis for con-
siderable discontent on thewpart of broad
masses of the population with the résult that
insurrections and strikes would finally para-
lyze the economic life of the country. The
separation of the industrial south from the
centre of the country was to play the main
role in the ~final accomplishment of the
crisis.” (Statement on the 31ist of October,
1930).

Ramzin also points out what the sabotagers
succeeded in accomplishing in each of these
branches of industry. Ramzin administered
the power industry. He says:

“The creation of crisis in electrical indus-
try. The general direction of the work of
the Industrial Party was directed here also
above all towards reducing the tempo of the
power stations. It is sufficient to point out
that in the Five-Year Plan of the®State
Planning Commission the production of dis-
trict power stations was given at from 10 to
14 milliard kilowatt hours, whilst their pro-
duction is now. given at 20 milliard kilowatt
hours. The Industrial Party however, paid
particular attention to the produection of
crisis- in the electrical supply in fhe most
important districts, i. e. in the Don Basin,
in Moscow, Leningrad, the Urals and the
Kusnetz Basin:

“(a) Thanks to the systematic delay in
the building of the power stations Shterov
and Suvevo the Don Basin is still experienc-
ing a power supply crisis and is now feeling
this erisis narticularly sharply. The build-
ing of the latter. power station was delayed
by the State Planning ~“ommission of the
Soviet Union,. chiefly .through Professor A.
A. Agorev, under the pretext of.the possi-
bility of meeting the demand for power by
fetching it from Dnieprostroi. The building
of the Shterov power station was greatly
delayed for a number of years owing to the
ordering of irrational equipment (insuffi-
ciently strong turbines, a clumsy and extreme-
ly complicated system of firing, the use of
irrational furnaces of a French type instead
of the reliable American types, etc.) The
dates of delivery did not coincide with the
dates for.the fitling of the individual parts
of the equipment, unsystematic ordermg of
equipment abroad, etc.

“The Don Basin iz therefore not equipped
with a power station and this delays the
mechanization of production, increases -the
labor and housing difficulties and represents
a retarding factor for the development of the
Basin as a whole.

“(b) For a number of years Leningrad has
been experiencing a permanent crisis with
regard to power supply as a result of the
insufficient strength of the power station,
the wear and tear of the equipment and its
unreliability, particularly with regard to the
turbo-generators of the old stations, The
exclusion of individual machines from use
{frequently caused the necessity of cutting off
consumers. -‘The reason for this crisis is the
delay in the extension of the existing stations

“(c) The Moscow city power stations (M.
O. G. E. 'S) are in a similar situation be-
cause -the strength’ of the stations is not ca-
pable.of satisfying the demand. The result is
that new consumers cannot be taken on and
large and irrational expenditure must be per-
mitted for the building of small stations. This
situation came about as the result of the de-
lay in extending and modernizing the works
in Kashira and the delay in building the
works in Bobrikov. For the works in Kashia
“Resolutor” dynamos were ordered which
could not operate on the flinty coal of the
Moscow Basin and which demand a pause
for repairs.about every 150 to 200 working
hours. = Further, irrational fumaces were
built here.

“Tht result-is that the boilers of the Ka-
shira works have a low capacity. and a very
low level of efficiency even after an ex-
pensive and protracted refitting.

" “d) Similar crises of power supply are
‘present ln the Urals and in the Kuzneu
Basin.

= l"brcmc up Pawer Station Costs. The

costs of building power stations were forced
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and in the building of the Leningrad station. |

Don Basin, to ‘the delaying of

roubles. In this way the working costs of
the stations were about 40 per cent higher
than necessary, whereby a considerable part
of this extra cost was in monetary capital.

“3. Hampering the Heat-producing Ine

dustry. The heat-producing industry is one
of the most rational and effective methods
on the field of power supply because it rep=
resents a great saving of fuel and investe
ments. Without opposing the indisputable
advantages of the heat-producing industry,
the Industrial Party succeeded in causing in
the beginning an absurdly dilletante attitude
towards this question. For instance, for
Moscow it calculated the possible strength of
heat-supply at from 40,000 to 50,000 kilowatt
hours instead of the thoroughly possible
300,000 to 400,000 kilowatt hours. Exactly
in this fashion the ‘Electrostrom’ gave a fig=
ure of approximately 40,000 kilowatts instead
of a possible 150,000.
“ Chiefly based on the MOGES and the
‘Electrostrom’ the Industrial Party suceeded
in causing a delay in the heatproducing in=
dustry of at least two years....

“...The carrying out of the fundamental
plans of the Industrial Party with regard to
the power supply was guaranteed by the fact
that the chief hodies which completely con=-
trolled the solution of the various questionhs
were fully in the hands of the Industrial
Party.... : R

.The general leadership of the work of
thé Industrial Party with regard to the power
supply was carried out, by me.” (Statement
on the 3rd November, 1930.)

With regard to the fuel supply Ramazin
points in his Statement of the 3rd November
to the following mi:zimai plans of the Cen<
tral Committee of the sabotagers which were
adobted by the State Planning Commission
but afterwards altered and extended by the
operative State organs:

“The main ahn with regard to the fuel
supply was above all the slowing down of
the tempo of production and of the prepe
aratory investment and investigation work
connected with it. In order to characteyize
the successes of the Industrial Party in this
connection it is sufficient to compare the
figures for fuel supply contained in the Five
Year Plan of the State Planning Commission
pushied through by the Industrial Party for
the year 1932-33 with the latest calculations
for the same year:

State Planning Comm.
. proposal in millions Latest
»of tons Stipulations Increase

The Doti Basin 50 5 1.5 fold
Kusnetz Basin 6 19 3.1 fold
Moscow Coal Basin 4 10 2.5 fold
Ural Coal District 6 11 1.8 fold
Peat 15 33 2.2 fold
0il 20 42 - 2.1 fold
Total production

calculated on

the fuel index 100 180 1.8 fold

“These "figures show- that the tempo of
fuel production was set almost 50 per cent
below the possible level ” (Statement on the
8th November 1930.)

Laritchey who carried out the sabotage
work in the fuel supply industry, declared:

“I was entrusted with tha working out of

all questions connected with the fuel supply,
and with the workine out of measures to lead
to a fuel supply crisis, In general these
measures were as follows: the drawing up of

the daily and future plans for the fuel supply .

was carried out in such a fashion that the
fuel situatioh remained constantly strained

and the fuel supplies. in the country were .

held at an extremely low level. Such a situa«
tion would in case of the least transport
stoppage inevitably have led to the collapse

of the fuel supply and the paralyzing of the .
factories. .

“The chief measure of the sabotage acti=
vities‘in this direction was the reducing of
the plans for the development of the fuel
supply in disproportlon with the general
growth of demand, and above all the develop-
ment plans of the basic fuel supply districts
of the Soviet Union the Don Basin and the
Kuznetz Basin. ‘The Bon Basin occupies the
most important position in the fuel supply
of the Soviet Union.

“The sabotage activity was directed to re-
ducing the plan for the- development of the.
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elopment the Don Basin could therefore not
rely upon this group of pits, and the number
of pits deepened yearly did not increase
between 1925 and 1929, on the contrary, it
decreased.. ..

“With such a plan of development of the
Don Basin and its actual carrying out, a
great crisis in the fuel supply industry must
have occured in 1930 in accordance with the
general directives of the Industrial Party
concerning the preparation for intervention
in this year.

“The Kuznetz Basin with its tremendous
possibilities of a speedy development is of
especial importance as a powerful mobiliza-
tion basis. As a basis for the fuel supply
in the heart of the country, free from the
danger of invasion and destruction at a time
of military action, the Kusnetz Basin should
have been vrepared at any time for a pro-
duction considerably exceeding the local de-
mand and should have been considered as a
district of importance to the whole Soviet
Union and in particular for mobilization.
This role ot the Kusnetz Basin was delib-
erately disregarded by me and by the whole
sabotage organization of the State Planning
Commission in accordance with tfie instruc-
tion of the Industrial Party when working
out the Plan for the development of the dis-
trict. Obviously reduced tempo were given
when the Five-Year Plan was drawn up and
in particular in relation to the tasks of the
years 1930-31. Apart from the development
of the basic fuel supply district, the Don
Basin and the Kusnetz Basin, the develop-
ment of local fuel supply is of tremendous
importance for the whole fuel supply plan
and in particular in relation to the defense
of the country (the local coal fields, peat,
etc.). In particular this is important with
regard to districts which are greatly depen-
dent on fuel supplies brought from great dis-
tances, for instance, the Leningrad district,
the central industrial district and the Ural
district....

“...The weakness of the existing transport
facilities of these fundamental fuel supply
districts, increased by the general disorgan-
izing work of the Industrial Party, would
have quickly led to the complete paralyzing
of the fuel supply in a period of crisis or
military action and would nave made it im-
possible to utilize ¢ district like the Kusnetz
Basin of such impcrtance for mobilization....

“...The impending of the development of
oil transport and the creation of an obvious
disproportion between the production of oil
and the existing transport means; waters and
railways, belong to the sabotage measures
directed towards the destruction of the fuel
supply.” (Statement of 3rd November 1930.)

Referring to the metallurgical industry
Ramzin declares:

“The minimal rates of development carried
out by the Industrial Party in the metal-
lurgical industry can be seen by a comparison
of the figures of cast iron production accord-
ing to the Five-Yéar Plan of the State Plan-
ning Commission Teight to ten million tons)
with the latest figure of seventeen million
tons or almost twice as much. This slowing
down of the rate of development in the
metallurgical industry whilst simultaneously
increasing the extent of the investment works
led inevitably in 1930 to an acute shortage
of metal and to a crisis in the metal supply:
It is sufficient to point out that the deficit
of sheet iron increased from year to year and
in 1929-30 had reached 37 per cent.

“The metal shortage is made still more
acute by the fact that the assortment of
metals do not fit the demand and that also
a disproportion exists between the production
and the demand for individual metallurgical
commodities. The metal shortage was ag-
gravated by irrational usage.”

Tcharnovsky, who has directed the sabo-
tage work in the metalurgical industry, de-
clared:

“With regard to the supply of the metal
working industries with metals, our main aim
was to create a deficit of suply in all forms
of metal and half manufactured goods to
meet the needs of the People’s Commissariat
for Ways and Communication and other offi-
cial institutions. This was done above all by
slowing down the tempo of development of
the smelting industry: a.) the so-called great
metalurgical industry, that is the production
of the metal works in the Don Basin and the
Urals, and b.) the small metalurgical indus-
try which is¢the mechanical.and engineering
work of the central industrial district antl the
north west district. .

““The deficit in the metal supply created an
imediate threat to the development of. all
branches of industry and transport, a most
important factor in the defense of the coun-
&y ab & moment of intervention when not

industry, and thus created apart from the
crisis and congestion in production, a dan-
gerous situation for the defense of the coun-
try at a momoent of intervention when not
only arms and ammunition but every loco-
motive and every waggon is of importance
as a means of defense.

“In particular the delay with regard to re-
pairs and the reconstruction of workshops
for the productior »f wheels and axels for
locomotives and wagons in the works of the
great metalurgical industry during the course
of the last three or four years was a consid-
erable hindrance to the repairing of rolling
stock units as the production of these parts
which continued in the factories of the small
metalurgical industry met with dificulties
owing to the poor quality of the metal and
was unable to meet the growing demands of
the People’s Commisariat of Ways and Com-
munications and the waggon factories which
are considerably increasing their production.
The same is true of the other individual
parts of the rolling stock, the springs, the
couplings, etec., whilst a timely solution of this
task by the setting up of special workshops
for the centralized production of axels by rol-
ling and forking, of the bandless wheels by
rolling (or by casting the wheels of steel by
the Grifin system) and also for the central-
P_ized production of springs, couplings, etc.
would have made possible the complete de-
velopment of the means of transport, would
have guaranteed the develpoment of waggon
buliding and in part of locomotive puilding
and thanks to the timely centralized methods
of production would have made possible con-
siderable economies in material.

“The delay in the solution of the tasks
mentioned will bring our railway transport
into a chronic state of shortage with regard
to these parts and abolish at an acute
moment o°f intervention the possibility of
speedily overcoming this dificulty as a result
of the inevitable increase of demand for these
parts.

“The slowing down of the tempo of devel-
opment in waggon building, Jocomotive build-
ing and in the building of river steamers is
also of considerable negative importance in
the case of an intervention.. ... @

“....Similarly, the development of many
engineering works for the supply of the
chemical industry was held up to thé damage
of .our defensive capacities in case of war or
intervention. The production of chemical
apparatuses is made dificult by the unpre-
paredness of our metalurgical industry to
produce special sorts of steel, acid resisting
steel, non-rusting steel, steel which is capable
of standing high pressure and high tempera-
tures under the effect of acids. The slowing
down of these forms of production creates
extremely unfavorable conditions for a ser-
ies of forms of production of explosives....

“....Not less behindhand is the develop-
ment of the production of lathes, of essential
importance not only for general production,
but also for defense; for instance for the
manufacture of arms and ammunition, ete. of
which we were able to convince ourselves by
the experience of the world war. Tool mak-
ing is of similar importance in this respect
and its development is also very backward.
These two branches of industry which are
of essential importance in case of war or in-
tervention, demand the greatest attention,
but in fact they have only received stimula-
tion in their development quite recently. For
instance the plans of four factories, for the
production of lathes were put forward for
confirmation only in 1930. This delay was
due to the sabotage work with regard to the
setting up of plans for the various branches
of industry.

“A general conclusion may be drawn that
with the close corection of all branches of
the metalurgical industry and in particular
the engineering industry, there is no single
branch which has not suffered as a result of
the incorrect organization of the engineer-
ing industry and in case of an intervention
the branches supplying military equipment
wil sufer directly as also will work and con-
nections in the hinterland. (Statement of
the 3rd of November, 1930.)

Finally Fvedotov decalred in the textile
question:

“The work for the preparation of crises in
industry, leading to the closing down of the
factories, to commodity shortage-and there-
fore to dissatisfaction amongst the popula-
tion sbecame the main work of the sabotage
organization in vecent years. Individual acts
of sabotage were considered as too dangerous
and not in acordance with the aim. On the
other hand, however, the destruction of the
systematic preliminary conditions led to sor-
ious difficulties.

- “In order to peepare the way for the in-

tervention it was necessary to accelerate the
crisis and bring it about in 1930. In the tex-
tile organization the work in this direction
began as early as 1927 and was continued in
1928 in accordance with the instructions and
demands from abroad and the guidance of
the Union of Engineer Organizations.’
(Statement of the 2nd of October, 1930.)

This work was supplemented by other par-
allel work which took on & greater and
greater significance and became the chief
work of the Industrial Party in 1929-1930.
The analysis of this work gives conclusively
the possibility of determining what the In-
dustrial Party became finally as the result
of its close connection with the organizers
of the intervention.

According to the statement of the sabo-
tagers themselves the work was determined
upon them as follows:

“The tasks and instructions received from
abroad, declares Ramzin,” can be divided
into htree categories:

“l. Informational taks aiming at obtaining
information concerning the political, eco-
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nomic and military situation in the Soviet
Union;

“2. Organizational tasks in special organ-
izational questions;

“3. Operative tasks and tasks with regard
to the plan economy: and

“4. Diversions.” (Statement of the 31st
of October.)

The concentration on espionage and treas-
on in the work of the Industrial Party in this
period is clearly seen from the mere enum-
eration of these tasks.

In order to carry out this whole work and
to co-ordinate it with leading circles abroad
it was necessary to have, 1.) money; and 2.) a
correctly built up organizational apparatus
for connections., And these two questions
received great attention from the leadrs of
the C. O: of the Industrial Party. This work
was continued down until quite recently.

The information on the questions of the
organizational connections with the foreign
organizers of the intervention for espionage
and treason gives the following picture ac-
cording to the evidence produced.

The Connections of the Industrial
Party with the French Agency
in Moscow.. ;

As early'as the first meeting between Ram-
zin and Riabushinsky in Paris in August 1927
the C.C. of the Industrial Party. This work
was latter mentioned a certain Mr. K. who
lived in Moscow, a person through whom it
would be possible to maintain connections
with the Trade and Industrial Committee.
Ramzin then took up this connection. In
Moscow in the middle of 1928 he made this
Mr. K. acquainted with the accused Kalinni-
kov and Laritchev. Mr. K. is a French citi-
zen, and according to his own statement he
holds a certain position in the hierarchy of
the French government service in the Soviet
Union. o

A second conection existed through the
meditation of a French ecitizen Mr. R. who
lived in Moscow and was organized with the
assistance of the chairman of the Trade and
Industrial Committee, Dennissov in October
1928 in Paris. According to the statements of
Ramzin this Mr. R. is an official of the
French government in the Soviet Union.

These two persons were the chief medita-
tors between the C. C. of the Industrial Party
and the Trade and Industrial Committee and
the French General Staff,

In 9, @according to the, statements .o
Rhnhn) 2ah: T dectbiet 1 bng meta %
rather high official of the French govern-
ment to Ramzin at one of these meetings,
that the-¥Fremeh Ganeral staff was-dissatis-
fied with the existing means of communica-
tion, because they went a roundabout way
over official personalities. The French Gen-

in L€ name of a|

A
eral Staff therefore considered it necessary
to organize a direct conncction with the mile
itary members of the Industrial Party, and
proposed for this purpos> a Colone, Richard,
a member of the Frenc Geoneral Staff, whom
Ramzin met in Octcher 1023 after a confeps
ence with Colonel Joinville.

The connection with Mr. K. to Palchinsky
in the ZEK.UBU. After that, declares
Ramzin met Mr. K. (wice in 1928 in his
(Ramzin's) own roois where he introduced
Mr. K. to Kalinnikov. At the end of 1928
they met in the rooms of Laritchev where
Mr. R. was also present. The latter was to
visit Ramzin in Moscow in accordance with
the agreement with Denissov in Paris. 'This

meeting was to take p’-~e in the rooms of
the Thermal Technical Iustitute under the
pretext om Mr. R. wishing to view the ine
stitute. Mr. R. was to hand Ramzin a letter

from a certain official French institution.
This actually took place in November 1928.
This letter, which was written in Russian,
contained the request to permit French ene
gineers to visit the Institute and to grant
facilities to the bearer ¢i the letter,

After this Ramzin, acording to his own
statements had three meetings with Mr, R.
in the second half of November 1928. In the

rooms of Kalinnikov he introduced Mr. R. to

Otchkin. That was jn the spring of 1929, At
the first meeting with Mr. R. the ways to
establish a correspondence with the Frensh

General Staff through a certain French im= °
stitution in Moscow were decided upon. Apart

from personal meetings a connection through

third persons was established in this case
through Otchkin and the engineer of the
Elektro-import, Gordon. Mr. R. also under-

took to put forward the correspondence of
the sabotagers to the Trade and Industrial
Committee (Statement of Ramzin on the 31st
October 1930). Finally Ramzin received, se-

cording to his own statement of the 25th -
October, the last news from Mr, R. in Febe

ruary. or March 1930. This news referred
to his temporary absence from Moscow
abroad. Thus correspondence between Rame
zin and Mr. R. lasted until quite recently
(March 1930).

The persons mentioned in these statements
of Ramzin and implicated in the whole affair,
Kalinnikov, Laritchev, and Otchkin ¢ome
pletely confirm Ramzin's statements. In his
detailed statement of the 31st October, Kaln-
nikov declares that the connection with the
French governmental circles and the Russian
white guardist emigrants of the Trade and
Industrial Commiitez was maintained in
the begining by Chrennikov and Fyedotov
and in part by him, Kalnnikov.

The conection, he declares, was maintained
in Moscow through....over Mr., K. and Mr.
R. and Ramzin. And further also through s
highly placed person....” (31st October 1930).

Concering his personal meetings with the
persons mentioned, Kalnnikov declares that
his meeting with Mr. K. in the autoumn of
1928 took place in the foyer of the Chamber
Theatre during a first night of “Natalia
Tarpova.” Why he met Mr. K. in the Chame=
ber Theatre he explains rather peculiarly:

“On the occasion of the meeting with Mr.
K. in Ramzin's rooms I learned that the
personnel of the....were very much inter
ested in the performances of the Chamber
Theatre and nver missed a first night., I
therefore went to the first night of “Natalia
Tarpova” in the hope of seeing Mr, K, there,
And in fact I met Mr. K. there in the foyer
during the first pause. Mr. K. was accom=
panied by two ladies and a gentleman whom
Mr, K, introduced to me as Mr. R,

“During the next pause Mr. K. informed
me that he had met Ramzin and Laritchev
a little before and that he had made state-
ments to them concerning the date of the in=
tervention and the plans for its carrying out.
Mr. K. repeated in detail the information
given by Ramzin to the C. C. of the Indus-
trial Party and which I have given above,

“The news item which I learned from Mr.
K. was his wish to know the opinion of the
C. C. of the Industrial Party concerning the
date fixed for the intervention, and also to
know what econimic state was to be expected
in the Soviet Union for the midle of 1930.”
(Statement on the 31st October 1930.)

The control of the foreign connections, ac-
cording to Laritchev on the 31st of Qctober
1930, that is to say the connections with the
Trade and Industrizl Committee and with

gq French General: Staff, avas concentrated :

the hands ef Ramzin.»ii¢i 1! ol

“All the negotia‘ions concerning the pre=-
parations for an in{ervention were conducted
by Ramzin througy a certain Mr. R. Apart
from Ramzin, Kolinnikov also maintained
conection with this Mr. R., and I once saw
Mr, R, in Kalnikov's rooms (o autowsn
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1928, ‘Threugh Mr. R. Kalinnikov received
reports and imstrucilons concering the pre-
paration of an econom!ic blockade against the
Sovtet Union. Heve also, France was the
initiator.”

“In the spring of 1928 Ramazin introduced;
me to the second French agent, Mr. X. ‘The
meeting took place in Ramzin's eoffice at
about 11 o'clock at night. At Ramzin's sug-,
gestion I was to maintain connections with!
Mr. K. in order to receive documents and
meney from the Trade and Industrial Com-
mittes, and to send on our part the reports
and answers of the Industrial Party to in-
dividual guestions. .. ."The meney and the let-
ters came from Mr. X. to me or {9 Ram-!
zin &t our reoms, usually at abeut 11 o'clock;
at night. In order to increase the circle of
people through whom news could ‘be sent and
in order to prevent attracting attention by
freguent wvisits of the same persons mentioned,
in the evidence of Ramuzin. Otchkin alse
makes & statement:

*“Professor Ramziu told me himself that on
one of his journeys to Paris he had received,
instructlons from French government circles
to make the acguaintance of a Mr. K. in
Moscow with a view of establishing connec-
tions between the Industrial Party and

“At the end of 1929 Ramuzin them intro-|
duced me to Mr. K. in the office of Ramzin|
in the Thermal-Technical Institute. He,
called me through his secretary Sporova, I
believe, and introduced me to a stranger who
he said was Mr. K. a collaborater of the....
In the presence of Mr. K. who spoke Russian |
fairly well, Ramzin informed me that I would
have to give Mr. K. written reperts from
him, Ramzin. He did not inform :me that
the character of these reports would be that:
of espionage in the interests of France, but|
I understood from the tene of eur shert con-
versation with Mr. K. that Ramain had given.
me a task of a purely espionage character.

“I must add that he made his propesal that
I should maintain conections with Mr. K.
very definitely in the tone of a superior, in
a tone which brooked of no contradiction.’
At this interview I learned nothing concern=i
ing the practical side of his relations with
Mr. X,

“About a menth later Ramzin called me)
into his effice and handed me a large closed
packet without any inscription. Ramsin de-
clared that I was to hand this packet over
to Mr. XK., Ramzin answered that Mr. K.
would ving me up.”

“And in fact on the same day, about h:l!
an hour later, I was called te the telephone
by Ramzin's secretary Sporova. A person
whose voice I .did not recognize informed me
that the speaker was the person whom I had
been introduced a month ago in Ramzin's
office, and that I had a packet to hand over}
to him, the speaker, that I had just received:
from Ramzin. ‘The speaker proposed that I,
should be st the Gzneral Post Office at 6‘
o'clock sharp where he would be walting for
me,

“I was at the Post Office in the Miaanite- |
kaya Street punctually at 6 o'clock and I met
Mr. K. there who demanded the packet Ram-~
zin had given me. I gave him the packet’
end then we parted. going in different dh'-
ections.”

“Two months later Ramzin handed me a
second packet in his office for Mr. K. xf
K. sgain called me to the telephane through |
Ramgin's secretary Sporova. We disoussed
an appointment and he propesed that I
should meet him at 5§ eo'clock chuponﬁe
corner of the Hotel Metropole on the Sverd-,
lovsk Square. I met him as arranged ;au'
gave him the second packet from Ramsin.’
After these two meetings I didmtneﬂr:
K. again”

“I hecame acquainted with Mr. R. the enl-'
laborater of....in the second half of No-!
vember 1928 under the following circum-
stances: Ramzin called me to him in his
rooms ene evening. I found a stranger there

| confirmed the existence of this conection be-!

and Ramein introduced me to him as Mr. R.

hmh\imtmctednetoonnnheadﬂt
to the Thermal-Techanical Institute fer ;
party of French -engineers. Two or three
days-after 1 ‘met Mr. R., I organized this
visit together with the engineer ‘on duty at
the institute. I canot remember whether or
notmu..mmumhemmm
yisited thie Institute.

“I met Mr. R. again about a year late, ie.|
Bt the end of 1929. Bither in November or
Dembur(leanotmmqnmemowmnm
was) “Ramzin callediae to him -inHis'reemrs!
one evening -and askeq ae if he .could ceme
with Mr. R. to ay .reems to disouss a busi-

ot

iy

" “As at that time there was uo one in my

quarter or half an hour later Ramzin arrived
in his motor car with Mr. R.

“In erder not Lo disturb them I went into!
the next room and left them together.

“Ramazin’'s talk with Mr. R. lasted abeut
half an hour, afer which hey both left in
Ramegin's moter car. I must add that dur-
ing the second meeting between Ramgin and
Mr. R. the latter recieved a packet from
Romgin whilst T was present. I do not know’
what was in this packet.

“Ramzin requested me to say nothing to
anyone obut his meeting with Mr. R. I never
saw Mr. R. again.”

(Statement of the 31st of October 1930.)

{ espionage activity of the Industrial Party.

dustrial Party provided +f Trade and In-
dustrial Committee at Mr. K's. yequest with,
memoranda cencerning the individual bran-
ches of the economic system. These memo-
randa, the method of their elaboration and
their contents, as far as they were known
to me, are put down in my statements of the
15th to the 27th October of this year on “The

’

(Statement of the 31st October 1930.)
The information given to the French
agents and forwarded by them, however, dif:l
not limit dtself by any mmeans to “economic
reports.” Inhis statement of the 1st October.
Ramzin declares:
“In the spring of 1929 Mr. AX) approached’

The other members of the C. C. of the In-

T

tween Ramzin and the French agents men-
tioned.

The Espionage Activity of the Cen-

tral Committee of the Industrial

Pa.rty. 4 |

As far as the espionage activity of the In-
|| dustrial Party is concerned Ramazin's state-'
anents contain infermation about such. He!
declares:

“Informational tasks. 1. In accordanee with
{| the instructions given by the Trade and In-|
dustrial Committee in October 1928 l{l Paris,’
the Industrial Party sent quarterly reports:
from about the end of 1928 to this com-
| mittee concerning the ecomomic situation of'
the ‘Soviet Union. These reports were put’
together chiefly by the specialists in the
State Hoonomic Commission under the in-
structions of Professor P. S. Osadtchy, Larit-.
.chevand Kalinnikov. “They contained a gen-
eral survey of economic trends and the most
important features for the most important,
industries: fuel supply, metals, ' textiles, |
chemicals, food, forestry, building; decmﬂ-
‘cation, the general situation of transport, ag- '
wpiculbure, etc. ‘They also cantained Tiguves
concerning - the wvolume of production,’ the|
nuntber' of wrokers, ‘the price index etc. The'
econewtic ‘reports cotisisted chiefly-of tabiés
‘awith ‘short explanatory-text, ‘cohehssions and'
prespects. Apart ‘froem-these reports, publi-
cations cencerning ‘ statistics and ecopemic|
‘trends-in c' systein of ‘the Soviet'

chy -edited ‘these economic reports whilst W,

A. Laritchey forwarded them to the “Trade|:

and Industria] Committee through Mr. K. 1
“2. Apart fromn these periodical economic,

10018, not even my wife, I agreed. At about

reports, the Central Committee of the In-

dustrial Pariy. Fyedotov and ‘Tcharnovsky me with the request to provide him with a :

| Further the sucesses achieved with the con-

peoncerning the. war industnies. ' (E. “Th. Yev:
Anioty Were sent. 'A¥ avfule; Professor Osadt-"|Teinov* > gave-Kalinnikov-at my. request spie-

memorandum on the state of the Seviet air
service, even if the material referred only
to the technical level of the air service. At
my request Professor B. S. Stechkin drew up
such a memorandum which 1 handed to Mr.
A. towards the end of 1929. This meme-.
randum contained in a cencise form a re-
view of the various types of aeroplane used’
in the Soviet Union together with informa-
tion concerning their carrying capacity,
speed, rising capacity motor strength, etc '

struction of all-metal aeroplanes and a num-
ber of special questions concerning flying
theory and technics dealth with.”

Still earlier:

“....In the midle of 1928 'during a meet-
ing at the home of Mr. K, Kalinnikov ap-.
proached me with a reguest for infarmation
concering ‘the situation and the prospects of
the war industries in the Soviet Union. As
a vesult of eur promise and a decision of the;
Central Committee of the Industrial Party
and at -my -instance, such imaterial was col-.
lected and collated wunder the instructions et
Kalinnikov and Tcharnovsky. According to
statements made by ﬂme two, Kalinniko,

handed svich material on three er four, pega- !
sions-to Mr. XK. Katinnikov. and. Tahamwuw{
will be able to give details concerring ths
material. Apart fram genera! infarmatiop

cial reports on the power su wply of a nuw-

*) Acording to Remazin, Mr. A. is a psou-
donym Tor Mr. R.
*) Yevreinov is indieted in ano her allair,

(o for cavrying out divarsions. In the

per .of war undertakings. As far as J am
aware from the statements made by Pale
chinsky, Michailov formerky gave such infor-
mation concerning the war industries {0 the
French General Staff.

..At the end of 1929 Mr. A. requesied
me at a weeting with him to work out the
guestion of the building of aeroplane bases
in the Leningrad district. I hamnded over the

|-carrying out of this task to Professor Stach-

kin® who dealt with the question and
handed the material to Kalinnikov who fore
warded it to the French General Staff.

. “The French General Staff made sev
eral requests through Mr. K. to Kalinnkov
and Laritchev, and ‘through Mr. A. 1o e
that we should organize the collection of
material of a purely military <character,
General Lukomsky and Colonel Joinville ape
proached me with the same request in Paris,
Mr. Patrick and Colonel Lawrence ap-
proached Laritchev in London with the same
request in the name of the British General
Staff. In order to make possible the sending
of such information to the French General
Staff the Trade and Industrial Committee
passed for the formation of a military coma
mission."”

{Statement on the 3lst October 1930.)

“This espionage activity which is completely
canfirmed by the other accused falis under
Article 58, paragraph 6 of the Penal .Code of
the R. S. FSR. At the same time the Induse
trial Party received tasks of a militarye
organizational character through the same
persons from the French General Staff. The
Industrial Party received instructions es to
how it should build up its organization in
order to be of service to the intervention and
t0 inake the neeessary preparations for the
intervention cerrectly.

During the last two years of its existence
the Industrial Party therefor2 lost completely
the character it had in the beginning of a
counter-revolutionary (sabotage) organizae
tion composed exclusively of Russian cifizens,
and became not only a typical espionage ore
ganization, ‘but a typical military agency of
the ruling circles o: a foreign power. Still
further, even ¢he Trade and Industrial Come
mittee hes receded into the background. The
foreign leaders of intervention now detere
mine the activity of the Industrial Party.
“They give instructions and demand that thye
be carried out.

“The Russian counter-revolutionaries have
degenernted iftto spies and agents of a fore
eign power. At the direct instructions of
the French General Staff the Industrial
Party formed through the persons mentioned.
1. a military organization, and 2. an organe
ization for the carrying out of diversions.

The Activity of the Central Commit®
tee of the Industrial Party for the
Crealion of Diversiens.

On the 31st October 1930, Ramzin declared:

“The task of forming an crganization for
the purpose of creating diversions, was given
ta the Industrial Party as early as the end
of 1928 by the Trade and Inducirial Come

mittee. The instruections concerning the nee
cessity for the formation of such an organis
uation became particularly urgent towards
the middle of 1929 after it had transpired
that an intervention in 1930 would not be
possible.

..In accondance with jhese insgructions
the Industrial Party took up ithe prablem of
creating such an .ovganigation in the power
supply industry about the migdle of 1929
Kalinnikot and Toharnovsky were given the
task of forming a similar qrganization in
industry whilst Laritchev and Kogan-Bein-
stein were to do the same for transport. The
details of the organizational side of this .-
versiol activity of ‘the Industrial Party are
contained in my special statements

-...The third great or;amzat.om' tasi
was the creation of a ilitary organizatiou
of the Industrial Party. #s far as I remem-
ber, this task was put to us for the Lirsi

1itime afterwards the end of 1923 by General

Lukemsgy during a conference I mad with
him in Paris. It was also put to us by
‘Colonel Lawrence during a .conierence I and
Laritchev’ had -with him i Londoh in Oc-
tober 193¢, Towards the middie of 1929 i
Trade and Industeial ‘Commiitee and the
TFirench generdl' stati bagan to press for i
acodldration of the wook® & tae Torma’ o
of a wdlitary erganigaiion and an oropn. -
spring af 1929 the Judnugida’ Perir bevi

. N . e
" ausin is invoived in 2aoiwel W
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with the werk for form"xngammmom&-
izatioty, by setting up & speeial military dom-~
mission in its Cenfral Committee. The
Jeadership of the military group, of the mili-
tary organizdation and of the werk for re-
- eriiting new members was handed over in the

peginning  of 1980 to.... Details are con-

tained in my spécial statement.”

Thege two confessions are absolutely suffi-
cient to justify an indictment under Article
58 Paragraph 6 of the Penal Code of the
R.S.F S R.

In the same statement Ramzin gives a
geneéral survey of the work accomplished:

“The question of the ereation of diver-
sions during an intervention was discussed
several times by the Tndustrial PaMty and
treated chiefly in three divisions: 1. the
war industries; 2. the power stations; and 3.
the railways.”

From thé spring of 1929 these gquestions
were discussed zealously both in the Imdus-
trial Party and with the representatives of
the foreign General Staffs:

“The main principle of the acts of diver-
sion, about which an agreement was come to

. between the Trade and Industrial Committee

and the Industrial Party, was that of pro-
ducing protracted hold-ups in industry with
a minumum of destruction of fixed capital.
This principle aimed at maintaining an in-
dustry capable of work for the future gov-
ernment and having it in €uch a state that
could be brought into order with a minumum
of financial costs .and expenditure of time.
‘With this end in view it was planned to de-
termine the objects of the diversions in ad-
vance and then to hold spare parts in readi-
ness abroad in order to make the necessary
repairs ete., without loss of time after the
conclusion of the intervention.

“War industries. In accordance with these
directions, Kalinnikov and Tcharnovsky drew
up a list of military undertakings in order in
which the diversions were tc be carried out.
This list was drawn up after agreement with
the French General Staff through Mr. K. At
our meeting with Mr. A in the spring of 1929,
Kalinnikov informed him of this. At the
same time I gave the instructions... to work
out the diversions«in fhe power stations....
technically in accordanc~ with Kalinnikov’s
list, to carry out the work in agreement with
Kalinnikov. This was then done.

(Statement on the 31st October 1930.)

And finally:

“With regard to transport, the diversion
tasks consisted in the destruction of the rail-
way conections between the most important
districts. It was planned to cut connections
by creating artificial congestions with various
means and in extreme cases by the destruc-
tion of railway works....At the same ®ime
Laritchev received instructions to deal with
the question of diversions in the heat-pro-
ducing industry.....”

(Statement of the 31st October 1930.)

With regard to the miltary counter revo-
lutionary work, the indictment limits itself,
for the considerations menticned previously,
to pointing out that instructions were given
from abroad and that, according to the con-
fessions of the accused, these instructions
were accepted by them for execution. For
instance Tcharnovsky declares on the 16th
of October 1930:

The Treasonable Work of the Central‘

Committee of the Industrial Party
in the Red Army.

“On’ the basis of the instructions received
by Ramzin from”the Trade and Industrial
Committee and through its mediation from
French military experts instructions which
were later supplemented; Ramzin presented
the members of the Central Committee of
the Industrial Party in autumn 1929 with a
provisional plan for a military organization
of the Industrial Party. Later he presented
a plan worked out by him in detail. ‘I was
able to learn of Ramzin only the outlines of
this -plan during a discussion which took
place in Kalinnikov's office before the arrest
of Chrennikov in the spring of 1929 or at the
beginning of 1930, This military organization

.was to_serve diversional purpeses at the mo-

.8

ment of an intervention, to support insurrec-
tions and to occupy important transport
‘ points, etc,”

‘In his sthtéinent of the autometom 1930

“Laritchév declated, referring to the same
- matber:

“Towards the énd of 1926 Ramsin informed
u® that:...our work fot the internal teéchni=
Prepuration of G ivlerrention wae in:
and proposed to extend the work i
'motﬂumm.dhmu

35

& military nucleus in the Industrial Party.
The task of this nucleus m consist of
’dnwmg up detailed reports on the polmon
in the various units of the Red Army, these
(reports to be forwarded to the forelgn Gen-
‘éral Staffs; and chiefly to win mililasy ex-
perts for the preparation of the intervention
by workinig to hindeér the teehnical and po-
litical training of the army and to further
its demoralization.”

The' ingtructions of Mr. K. concerning the
support of the prepartion far &n intervention
from a milifary point of view were presented,
according to a statement of Kalinnikov, by
Laritchev, “4t the next session of the Central
Commiftee of the Industrial Party at the be-
ginning of January 1930 in the presence of
Ramzin, Tcharnévsky and myself (Kalin-
nikov).”

“At this session the Central Committee
of the Industrial Party adopted its last de-
cision in conection with the intervention. At
fhe proposal of Ramzin it was decided to
begin the work for the organization of mili-
tary groups of members of the Indusirial
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 cided to forward the mermey in instalments

Poae Thirfeen

Planning Commission. A member of the
ilegal Industrial Party at Ivis own confession.

4. Teharnovsky, Nicoiai Mranzevitel, bors
1868, & citizen of the Soviet Union, Proféssor
of varieus Technical Academies and Chalre
‘man of the Selentific and 'Fechmical Couneldl
of the Supréeme Economiec Council. A mems
ber of the illegal Indusirial Party.

 trial Party by the Trade and Industrial Com-
‘mittee; The financing of the Industrial Party
was to cost about & million a year. In order|
these fto avoid' distovery and because the connee-
tiow witli Moscow was very risky, it was de-

of from 100,000 to 200,600 roubles; chiefly in
Soviet eurreney, but partly in foreign money

over....in Mescow. In order that the In-

dustrial Party shouwld net be dependent each 5. Fyedotow_', ‘M?‘."‘ & “ }ex?n.drovmm.
time on sceifental and unreliable connec- | 0T 1364, citizen of th> Seviet Uniew, Pro-
tions it was decided- that after receiving the ) coo0r Of various Tecieal Academies,

a(’Th:{ix‘v‘nnn of the Collenium of the Imstitute
for seentific investivation for the Textfle
Tndustry. A membér of the itlegal Industrial
Party at his ewn con

money. . ..shquld pay them out through a
person indieated by him as a general rule in
the rooms of Laritchev and in the latger's
absence eor in accordanee with the latter's
mstructions at the last payment to
my rooms. Mr. K. was informed about these
operations. After the return of ILaritchey | hical Director ef the Te
and mysel from abread, financial cnnect‘.mwi of the Supreme I Council of the
existed for about 18 months. The money | Soviet Union, engi . A member of the
arrived in instalments of from 100,000 to:illegal Industrial Farty at his own confeg=
200,000 roublés and in accordance with Lln‘;kio‘l )
instructions from abroad it was naid out m‘ The following chorgcs are
the rooms$ of Laritchev and only very sel- | the above named:

€581 0N,

V.cworoviteh, bom

vi=t Union, Tech-
iiile  Organization

me in 6. Kuprianov, Serg
1871, a citizen of the £

made against

Party in the institutions of the Rcd Army.”

(Statement ofr the 16th October 1930.)

The finaneing of the sabetage group was
carried out through the same connections.
Ramzin declares:

....Thanks {6 my personal intervention
and that of Laritchev with the leaders of
the Trade and Industrial Committee in Paris
in 1928, we succeeded in establishing a work-

The criminal activity of the C. C. of the
Industrial Party &against the State found
its expression during the last two vears in:

a.) In the continuatioh and the strength-
ening of the géneral sabolaging work to dis-
organize economic life—work which had been
begun by the Engineering and Technical

of the Industrial Party;

b.) In the special sabeotage work to destroy
the systematic eonstructional work by caus-
ing crises in the fuel supply, the metal sup-
ply, the power, the textile and other indus-
tries, with a view to effécting a genéral eco-
nomic crisis in 1930—the year fixed for a
foreign military intervention—in order to
facilitate and suport this intervention;

¢.) In the special spionage work at the
instructions of the French General Staff and
of the Trade and Industrial Committee which
has its venue in France—this work consisted
in giving information comcerning the eco-
: nomie situatoin of our country, and in glvmg
L special secret .mmury infermation conce
i ing our defense syem with & view to! -
tating a military intervention on the part of
foreign powers;

d.) in military work which Was directed
te deinoralizing the Red Arpiy and prépating
-trensonable Gct on the purd 6f indvidust
units ahd their comhanders—elso with a
view io Mlmmm a foreign mrnmkn.

ing channel for the finaneing of the Indus-

Conclusions

Committee before the formation of the C. C.:

‘State Planning Commission, and Proteuotr

| camdrman of ‘the Tuel Section of the Staws

That they, after having joined at varle
ous times the sabotage organizations in the
various branches of industry and set theme
selves the aim of damaging economic cone
struction in the Soviet Union through various
forms of sabotage, of undermining the Soe

This is also confirmed by Laritchev. The | viet power and creating the preliminary cone
money came &s can be seen, not only from | ditions for the restoration of the power of
the Trade and Industrial Committee, but also | the bourgeoisie, did conduct such activity
from official Frénch circies. for years and join together for this purpose
on the initiative of one, Palchinski since
executed for participating in counter-reve
olutionary organization and for conducting
sabotage, and of one, Rabinovich, convicted
directed in particular ‘to the destruction of | ! and sentenced in the Shakhty trial for saboe
the productive forces of Soviet industry an(l‘ tage, in a central organization which they
to disorganization of the hinterland of the { termed “The Engineering and Technical Cen=-
Red Army at the moment of actual inter- Itral Committee” -and which had as its aim
véntian, 'thﬁ organization of sabotage in all branches

The charagter of the criminal activity jus- , °f 1ndustry.
tifies exhausively the filing of an indictmem| 2.
under Article 58, Paragraph 3, 4 and 6 of the
Penal Code of the R. S. F. B. R.

On the basis of the facts set out above
the folowing are handed over to the juris-
diction of the Special Senats of the Suapreme
Court of the Union of Soelalist Soviet
Republics:

aom in my rooms. I
“During the last 18 menths, i. e. in the
period of the activity of the new Central
Commiittee, thé Industrial Party received
about 1.5 million roubles from abroad.”
(Statement on the 21st September 1930.)

e.) in work for the creation of diversions,

That they, after had convinced
themselves in view of the increasing success
of the socialist constructive work, of the fruit
lessness of their attempts to prevent the said
constructive -work, and restore the economic

they

of sabotage alone, and after they had come
I to the conclusion that armed force was nee
1. Ramzin, Leonid Konstantinovitch, born | €esSary for the overthrow of the Soviet: power
1887, citizen of the Soviet Union, Professor and the restoration of the capitalist order of
of the Moscow Technical High School and | Society, did reorganize themselves with this
Director of the Thermal-Technical Institute. [ €4 in view in a political party which they
A member of the illegal Industrial Party at | te¥med, “The Industrial Party”; that they
his own eonfession. extended the activity of their organization
2. Kalinnikov, Ivan Andreyevitch, born by taking up connections with other organie
1974, 0“4!3! of the Soviet Un Vice- | 2ations which were formed at that time, and
.| Chelmman of the Industrial Sectioh of the [ MY partichlar With the counter-revolutionary
Kondratyev—Tchayanov group;; that they
of the Military Air Academy and.of other
Aecademies. A member of the illegal Indus-
trial Party ot his own contéssien, -
‘% liaritehev, Victer Alentyevitch, -born
1887, & ‘citisen of the Soviet Union, engineer,

Party and became members of its Central
5. Nat they, sfter having convineed
thmhuo{thel'{msslmm of organizg
an araeed lmume

€Y s L 98015
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and political power of the bourgeoisie by acts

‘took over theé leadership of the Industriad
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Union, and of the impossibility of over-
throwing the Soviet power and restoring
vapitalism without eutside assistance, took
up connections with the central organiza-
tion of the emigrant ememies of the people
the former owners of the nationalized un-
dertakings who have organized themselves
in the so-called Trade and Industrial Com=-
mdttee; that even earlier they maintained
eonnections with individual members of this
prganization, and carried on their sabotaging
activities in agreement with these W#sons

with a view to creating favorable conditions |
that with this |
end in view they accepted financial support |

for an armed intervention;

from the Trade and Industrial Committee
and from foreign states.

4, That they also took up criminal con-
nections through the Trade and Industrial
Committee with French governing circles
In the persons of the former head of the
French government, Poincare, the present
French Foreign Minister, Briand, and the
officers of the French General Staff, Join=-
yille, Janin and Richard, who were working
out the plan for an armed intervention
against the Soviet Union, thereby commit-
ting high treason.

8. That in the course of their treacherous

activity for the destruction of the economic |
life of the country, they directed their sab-
otage to a) the creation of a crisis in the
most imbortant branches of industry for the
year 1930 i. e. for the time set by the French
General Staff for a military intervention
against the Soviet Union; b) That in agree-
ment with the French General Staff they
took up personal connections through the
mediation of members of the French secret
service specially appointed for this purpose,
and who were designated as K. and R. re-
spectively; ;that they accepted espionage
tasks from the French General Staff and at-
tempted to carry out these tasks, whereby
they obtained at French instructions the
necessary secret information concerning the
armed forces and the defense system of the
Soviet Union; e¢) That at the instructions !
of this general staff they organized a special
military group which had the task of demor-
alizing the Red Army and preparing indivi- |
dual acts of treason on the part of indivi- |
dual units of the Red Army and their com-
manders during the intervention; d) That |
at the instructions of the French general|
staff they formed a special group in their'[

organization for the creation of diversions
with a view to supporting the military in-
tervention by blowing up public buildings
railways, ammunition factorles, power sta-
tions, ete.

All these charges fall under Article 58,
Paragraphs 3, 4 and 6 of the Penal Code of
the RS.FSR,

b 7

Otchkin, Viadimir Ivanovitch, born 1891
a citizen of the Soviet Union. Scientific
Secretary of the Thermal-Technical Insti-
tute, Manager of the Scientific Investiga-
tion Department of the Supreme Economic
souncil of the Soviet Union. A member
of the illegal Industrial Party at his own
confession. Otchkin is charged with join-

| ing the Industrial Party with a full know-

ledge of the aims and activity of this party
and with having carried out the instructions

of this party;; with having taken up treason-
able connections with Mr. K. and Mr. R.
officials of the French Secret Service with
a view to espionage activity; that he pro-
vided these persons with the necessary sec-
ret information; and that he accepted and
carried out the instructions of these persons,

| all offences which fall under Article 58,
Paragraph 8 and 6 of the Penal Code of
the R.S.F.SR. ;

11T,

Sitnin, Xenophon Vassilievitch, born 1878,
a citizen of the Soviet Union, Engineer of
the Textile Syndicate of the Soviet Union,
Sitnin is charged with joining the sama
counter-revolutionary sabotage organization
with a full knowledge of its aims and actie
vity, and with having carried out the ine
structions of this organization with regard
to sabotage; and further with having taken
up during his stay abroad personal relations
| with leading members of the Trade and Ine
| dustrial Committee, in particular with Konoe
| valov, all offences which fall under Article
lds, Paragraph 3 and 4 of the Penal Code
{ of the R.S.F.S.R.

Ed » *

The above indictment has been confirmed
in agreement with the Public Prosecutor of
the Supreme Court of the Soviet Union by

KRYLENKO,
Public Prosecutor of the Russian Socialist

Federated Soviet Republics.
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