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HAJDU : In 1941 I was called to the
I know death hat

doors
For men to take eir e ts.

Death—most of th ace ed in the
Prague trial mu ha ``e known—
waited for them. t fore they died
they had themse yes to open every
door . Reports of the proceedings have
necessarily been scrappy. Of the daily
flood of words broadcast over Prague
radio only a summary could be made
and the salient points picked out . A
study of the verbatim account cannot
yield the full reasons why this
ghastly travesty was held . But it does
throw some'light on the methods used
and on a few guiding themes . The
main theme, of course, is the duty of
the accused to rehearse their own
guilt . It was in their own interest (the
presiding judge said as soon as the
indictment had been read)

to follow the contents of the indictments
. one of the most important extenuating

circumstances . . , is a full and penitent
confession . For the rest, the accused
can naturally conduct their defence as
they think fit.

Another main theme is that guilt is
unlimited. The crimes of Slansky,
Clementis, and Geminder were made
to go back to 1924 and 1925 . All the
accused had to be guilty of every one
of the crimes imputed. Hence it
turned out that they had all told one
another, at various times and with
the greatest candour, that they were
Trotskyites, Titoites, Zionists, spies,
and so forth . One of Geminder's sins
—which Slansky had known about—
was that he had a brother in Chile
(just as one of M. Marty's sins in
France is that he has a non-Commu-
nist brother whom he occasionally
sees) . Crime was also retroactive.
Conversations held with - Yugoslav
officials before Marshal Tito's break
with the Cominforjn were proof of
guilt . So was the fact that " reaction-
aries" (that is, Socialists) had helped
to have Clementis released from a
French prison in 1939 (the French
Communists are now appealing for
support from other parties against
the intended arrest of M. Duclos).
Simone carried out the purposes of
the Mutual Security Act four years
before it was passed. And so on.

It is strange, indeed, that the Com-
munists do not try to make their
inquisitorial shows more credible . So
many fantastic things have happened
in recent years that if they took more
care they might be half-believed. But
what is one to think of the light shed
by the following testimony on the
supposed methods of British intelli- ,
gence and on the ways of the con-
stabulary in a small West-country
town?

police station in Wiveliscombe . . . . I

was led to the head of police . When he
knew that I had been in Slovakia in
1939 he asked me about some industrial
undertakings there. . . . I promised to
supply the British police with reports of
interest to them . . . (When Hajdu met
Sir Gladwyn Jebb in 1946) he told me
he knew that I had signed on with the
British police in Wiveliscombe and
suggested that I should therefore con-
tinue my espionage connections with
him.

Or consider Simone's account of his
alleged meeting with Mr Paul Willert,
the director of the New York office of
the Oxford University Press, and Mr
Noel Coward in April, 1939 . They
had asked him for information on
German propaganda in France, on
pro-Nazi groups, on the attitude of
the French people and army, of the
working classes, and of the Com-
munist party. Clementis's crime was
explicitly stated to be his opposition
to the Soviet-Nazi pact of August,
1939 ; Simone's must have been his
failure to realise in April that the pact
would be signed in August.

But this is only the farcical side of
a gruesome businéss . We have
become used to these displays in
which former despots grovel and
confess to impossible crimes . But
this one is yet another revelation of
the miseries in the life of a Com-
munist leader . The party, though
supposed to have been riddled with
spies, turns out to have itself had
spies everywhere, including the head-
quarters of the French Sûreté . The
word "file" in Slansky's hand on a
report complaining of slow deliveries

6f goods to Russia is brought up
against him. Suspicion and delation
are seen to have lurked everywhere.
Because the accused believed in and
used the sword of Communist ruth-
lessn9ss they are content to die by
the sword . When the Czech Socialist
deputy Mme Horakova was sentenced
to death in 1950 she declared that she
was proud of her " crimes." Here is
Simone :

I am a writer, supposedly an architect
of the soul. What sort of architect have
I been, I who have poisoned people's
souls ? Such an architect of the soul
belongs to the gallows.

And here is Slansky, explaining how,
during the, Slovak rising of 1944, he
" created conditions " for the death of
Sverma, hifellow-leader :

It happeged on November 10, 1944,
during a arch from the Chabenec
Mountain. . 1 . . Before the beginning of
the march I had not given Sverma,
whose constitution was weak, sufficient
cover . . . . At the beginning of the snow-
storm Sverma walked slowly and was
frequently forced to rest . This was also
due to the fact that his boots were too
small . . . He had lost his own pair. When
the snowstorm rose Sverma fell behind
and I did not arrange for assistance for
him . I feel, therefore, that I am respon-
sible for Sverma's death . . . .

Others have had to act mercilessly in
time of war. But only a Communist
could believe, as Slansky probably
did, that he acted rightly both in
abandoning his friend and in denounc-
ing himself for it eight years later . It
is a nice question which of the three—
Sverma, who died, Slansky, who is to
die, and President ,Gottwald, who is
still alive—is to be pitied most.
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