hevelations -
Archives




Revelations from the Russian Archives:
Documents in English Translation, a com-
pendium of translations of representative
documents from several once-closed Soviet/
Russian archives, sheds new light on the
structure and workings of the world’s
longest-lived totalitarian state, the character
and intentions of Viadimir Lenin, and the
difficult history of U.S.-Soviet relations from
the Revolution until the dissolution of the
Soviet Union. Based on the exhibition at the
Library of Congress in June and July 1992,
the book presents 343 documents on a broad
range of subjects, with commentary to make

their significance clear.

Diane P. Koenker has been a professor of his-
tory at the University of lllinois since 1988
and served as director of that university’s
highly regarded Russian and East European
Center from 1990 to 1996. In September
1996, Dr. Koenker became editor of Slavic
Review, the prestigious quarterly publication
‘of the American Association for the Ad-
vancement of Slavic Studies. She is the
author of Moscow Workers and the 1917
Revolution (Princeton University Press,
1981), coauthor of Strikes and Revolution in
Russia {with William G. Rosenberg) (Prince-
ton University Press, 1989), coeditor and
translator of Eduard Dune’s Notes of a Red
Guard (with S. A. Smith) (University of lllinois
Press, 1993), and a frequent contributor to
leading historical and Slavic studies jour-
nals, such as American Historical Review,
Slavic Review, Russian Review, and Journal

of Modern History. Dr. Koenker gained first-

{continued on back flap)



REVELATIONS FROM THE RUSSIAN ARCHIVES







REVELATIONS FROM THE RUSSIAN ARCHIVES

Documents in English Translation

edited by Diane P. Koenker and Ronald D. Bachman

Library of Congress » Washington, 1997



Opposite the title page is a photograph of Stalin’s daughter Svetlana
seated on Beria’s lap, taken in 1930, when Beria enjoyed Stalin’s pa-
tronage. From the Central Archive of Cinema and Photographic Doc-
uments. See p. 346. (Cropped.)

Library of Congress Cataloging-in-Publication Data
Revelations from the Russian archives : documents in English
translation / edited by Diane P. Koenker and Ronald D. Bachman.
p. cm.
Includes bibliographical references and index.
ISBN 0-8444-0891-3 [alk. paper)
Copy 3 2663.17 .R488 1996
1. Archives—Soviet Union—Exhibitions. 2. Soviet Union—
History—Sources—Exhibitions. 1. Koenker, Diane, 1947- .
1. Bachman, Ronald D., 1947- . 1. Library of Congress.
CDI7II.R488 1996
947.084—dc20

96-24752
CIp

() The paper used in this publication meets the minimum
requirements of the American National Standard for Information
Sciences—Permanence of Paper for Printed Library Materials, ANsI

239.48-1984.

For sale by the U.S. Government Printing Office
Superintendent of Documents

Washington, D.C. 20402-9328

ISBN 0-8444-0891-3



CONTENTS

PART I

Archival Abbreviations
Preface

Acknowledgments

A Note on the Translations
Introduction

Internal Workings of the Soviet System

The Apparatus of Repression and Terror

Secret Police: Origins and Operations / 4

Political Intelligence Reports and Public Opinion / 28
Party Purges from Kirov to the Doctors’ Plot / 57
Gulag Origins and Operations / 132

Censorship / 170

Anti-Nationality Policies / 200

Intellectuals and the State
Early Attacks on the Intellectuals / 226

The Industrial Party Affair and Related Attacks
on Intellectuals / 240

Zhdanovshchina [ 246
The Dissident Movement, 1954-91 / 263

The Communist Party Apparatus
From Party Leaders’ Personal Files / 311
Nomenclature Apparatus / 351

vii

xi

xiii

Xv

224

309



vi

Contents

PART 1II

I10.

II.

I2.

13.

14.

I5

Economic Development
Collectivization [ 373
Famine in Ukraine / 401
Industrialization [ 421

Religion
The State and Religion / 434
Antircligious Activities / 487

Chernobyl

Perestroika and Glasnost’

The Soviet Union and the United States

Economic Cooperation

Famine Relief / 540

American Capital Investments / 558
Fraternal Economic Assistance [ 578

Communist Party of the U.S.A.
Wartime Policies and Wartime Alliance
Prisoners of War

Cold War

The Cuban Missile Crisis

Peaceful Coexistence and Détente
Afghanistan

Abbreviations and Terms

Biographical Notes

Index

371

433

499

514

539

594
625
657
682
708
730
757
767

773
787



ARCHIVAL ABBREVIATIONS

APRF

AVP RF

KGB
RTSKhIDNI

TSGAKFD

TSGALI

TSGANKh

TSGAOR

TSGASA

TSGOA

TSKhSD

Arkhiv Prezidenta Rossiiskoi Federatsii (Archive of the
President of the Russian Federation)

Arkhiv vneshnei politiki Rossiiskoi Federatsii (Archive of
Foreign Relations of the Russian Federation)

Archives of the USSR Committee on State Security

Rossiiskii tsentr khraneniia i izucheniia dokumentov
noveishei istorii {Russian Center for the Storage and Study of
Documents of Recent History [former Central Party Archive))

TSentral’nyi gosudarstvennyi arkhiv kino-foto dokumentov
(Central State Archive of Cinema and Photographic
Documents)

TSentral’nyi gosudarstvennyi arkhiv literatury i iskusstva
{Central State Archive of Literature and Art)

TSentral’nyi gosudarstvennyi arkhiv narodnogo khoziaistva
(Central State Economic Archive)

TSentral’nyi gosudarstvennyi arkhiv Oktiabr’skoi revoliutsii
(Central State Archive of the October Revolution) [renamed
Gosudarstvennyi arkhiv Rossiiskoi Federatsii (State Archive
of the Russian Federation}]

TSentral’nyi gosudarstvennyi arkhiv Sovetskoi Armii
{Central State Archive of the Soviet Army]

TSentral’nyi gosudarstvennyi osobyi arkhiv {Central State
Special Archive)

TSentr khraneniia sovremennoi dokumentatsii {Center for
the Storage of Contemporary Documentation [former Central
Committee Archive))

vii






PREFACE

Some four years have passed since the Library of Congress staged “Revela-
tions from the Russian Archives,” one of the most important exhibits in the
history of this institution. Since the closing of the exhibit, researchers have
continued to enjoy electronic access via the Internet to many of the docu-
ments that so interested scholars and the general public in July 1992. The pre-
sent volume provides, for the first time, English translations of all the docu-
ments in the exhibit along with several dozen additional papers selected by
our curatorial team in Moscow. Some of these materials were hand-carried to
the Library—literally on the eve of the exhibit’s opening—by the then head of
the Russian State Archives, Rudol’f Pikhoia, and by the late Dmitrii Volko-
gonov, President Yeltsin’s close adviser on defense issues. These brave men
shared the conviction that the Russian people had a right to know their own
history. And they understood the Jeffersonian principle that democracy can-
not flourish where freedom of information is denied. Their efforts to preserve
the historical record and open to public view the darkest secrets of the Soviet
archives were nothing short of heroic. Thanks to their initiative, imagination,
and determination and to the hard work of our staff at the Library of Con-
gress, the exhibit “Revelations from the Russian Archives”—and, hence, this
volume—became reality.

Like the several documents that received considerable publicity during the
1992 exhibit—for example, letters revealing Lenin’s ruthless treatment of his
political enemies, Bukharin’s pathetic plea for his life, and the early report of



x Preface

construction flaws in the Chernobyl Nuclear Power Plant—the primary con-
tribution of the present publication is the opportunity it provides to glimpse
the inner workings of the world’s first and longest-lived totalitarian state. The
Soviet system was a ruthlessly effective, self-perpetuating political machine,
operated by apparatchiks taught not to think for themselves. Perusing the re-
ports of politburo meetings, NKVD orders, and sundry governmental decrees,
one almost grows numb to the horrible realities they describe because of the
detached, banal tone in which the documents were written. Document 30, for
example, giving detailed instructions on how to conduct a purge of the Rus-
sian Communist Party rank and file, employs a pseudoscientific matrix by
which each party member is to be evaluated. Were the consequences not so
tragic, one might even find the rating elements laughable. Similarly, one is
struck by the cold statistics of Documents 106 and 107, which inform Stalin
that there were “no incidents” during the forced resettlement of a quarter
million Tatars, Bulgarians, Greeks, and Armenians from Crimea.

The years since the exhibit at the Library have been a tumultuous period
in Russian history. The creation of democratic institutions, a market-based
economy, and a civil society may require more time than most Russians be-
lieved, and progress toward making Russia “a normal country” has been
painfully slow. Indeed, as I write, the strident voices of Russian authoritarian
nationalism on both the left and the right extremes of the political spectrum
are heard. Researchers report that access to the vast archives of the Commu-
nist Party, the KGB, the Foreign Ministry, and other repositories has become
more restricted in recent months, and the outlook for archival research at this
writing is not encouraging. [ hope that this volume may remind readers how
far Russia has come and how much the world stands to lose should Russia’s
experiment in democracy fail.

JAMES H. BILLINGTON
Washington
March 18, 1996
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A NOTE ON THE TRANSLATIONS

Most of the documents included in this volume have been translated in
their entirety. In some instances, however, it was necessary to omit lengthy
passages judged to be of marginal research value. Omitted sections are
marked by the ellipsis symbol within brackets, e.g., |. . .]. Ellipsis markings
that occurred in the original text are preserved. The phrase “break in the
text” identifies gaps and missing pages in the original documents themselves.

The Library of Congress system of Cyrillic transliteration—without liga-
tures, however, on the digraphs ts, iu, and ia—is used throughout the volume.
Although the editorial team rendered some of the most commonly known
names and terms in their conventional English spellings, the list of excep-
tions to Library of Congress transliteration is relatively short. While special-
ists may find adherence to this system occasionally disconcerting, it is also
true that specialists themselves disagree on both the composition of excep-
tions lists and the transliteration of such “household names” as Lavrentii
{Lavrenty, Lavrenti} Beria (Beriia). Abbreviations and acronyms are not recast
according to their English expansions, e.g., TSK KPSS rather than CC CPSU
(Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union). All Rus-
sian terms, abbreviations, and acronyms are italicized regardless of their fre-
quency of occurrence in the scholarly and popular literature, e.g., perestroika.
Russian loanwords whose standard English spelling is not consistent with the
Library of Congress transliteration system, however, are not italicized, e.g.,

politburo instead of politbiuro.



An attempt has been made to preserve the general appearance of the origi-
nal documents in the arrangement of headers, signature blocks, and text and
in the use of underscoring, capitalization, and through-striking. In addition,
stamps, annotations, and instructions appearing on the original documents
are translated and preceded by brief bracketed descriptors, e.g., [Stamp in up-
per left corner:] Archive of E Z. Dzerzhinsky. Finally, the translations at-
tempt—to the degree this is possible—to preserve the style and tone of the
original documents.

xiv Note on the Translations



INTRODUCTION

Shortly after the defeat of the attempted coup by Kremlin hard-liners in
August 1991, a group of democrats led by the chief archivist of Russia, Rudol’f
Pikhoia, took over the secret archives of the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party and began the process of gaining control over all of Russia’s
archives, attempting to organize them for study by independent researchers.
Dr. Pikhoia asked for the cooperation of the Librarian of Congress, James H.
Billington, a historian of Russian culture, in this endeavor, and their collabo-
ration led to an exhibit at the Library of Congress from June 17 to July 16,
1992, displaying in Russian and English over three hundred previously secret
Soviet documents. Tens of thousands of visitors passed through the exhibit
during the four weeks the documents were on display; another forty thousand
Americans accessed selections of the exhibit “on-line” via electronic net-
works across the country. In addition to the documents, the library displayed
a large number of photographs and selected films from the party archives: the
film excerpts came from newsreels and propaganda films never before seen
outside the USSR, including rare footage of the Winter Palace and the Krem-
lin weeks after the October 1917 coup; extended coverage of the Thirteenth
Party Congress, convened four months after Lenin’s death; churches and syn-
agogues razed by Soviet officials; forced collectivization; the building of the
White Sea Canal; and extraordinary sound footage from one of the very first
public show trials, held in 1930 to prosecute the so-called Industrial Party.

This publication constitutes the compendium of English translations of all

xv



xvi

Introduction

the documents used in the exhibit, plus photographs and other documents
that had to be excluded from the exhibit for reasons of space. These addition-
al documents were selected from the seventy million that were available from
the newly opened archives of the Communist Party, supplemented by former-
ly secret materials from other state archives. Knowing that it would be im-
possible to select materials comprehensively, the library’s curatorial team in-
stead decided to choose core samples of the types of documents that are now
accessible to researchers. The Library of Congress staff and Soviet archivists
worked together to compile a list of topics that would be most likely to yield
interesting new information and illustrations of some of the most critical pe-
riods of Soviet history. Hence, scholars looked for items that might shed light
on the origins of the Soviet system, in particular the system of state terror and
concentration camps and early trade relations between the U.S. and the
USSR. The curatorial team also looked for documents that would illustrate
specific U.S.-USSR relations, including those on the wartime alliance, prison-
ers of war, the Cold War, and the Communist Party of the U.S.A. The team
did not always find significant new documents on all subjects: nothing turned
up on Marshal Zhukov or on the fall of Stalin’s secret police chief, Lavrentii
Beria, for example, and the August 1991 coup also yielded little new in the
way of documentation.

These documents were delivered to the Library of Congress, some in their
original and some in photocopy, where they were evaluated by the profession-
al staff in the Library’s European Division. Those selected for the exhibit were
translated into English by a team of translators at the library. In many cases,
given the constraints of space and the time required to complete the transla-
tions, only portions of the original documents were displayed. All of the docu-
ments and photographs on view in the library exhibit have been included in
this volume, and many of them appear here for the first time in their com-
plete, unabridged form. From the additional documents that were not includ-
ed in the exhibit or arrived too late to be put on display, the editor chose to
add to this volume all of those that have not already been published or do not
duplicate sources or information available elsewhere. Photocopies of all of the
original documents, in their original language, can be examined by scholars at
the European Reference Desk in the Library of Congress Jefferson Building.

The exhibit, which received extensive press coverage in the United States
and abroad, marked the culmination of a remarkable period of growing Soviet
candor about its secrets, a period that had begun with the selection of Mikhail
S. Gorbachev as general secretary of the Communist Party in 1985. Gor-
bachev’s reform plans for the Soviet Union included glasnost’, or openness, as
the essential ingredient for improving the way the system worked by giving
individuals more incentives to help reform the system. “Broad, up-to-date,
and honest information is a sign of trust in people, respect for their intelli-
gence and feelings, and their ability to make sense of developments,” said
Gorbachev in 1984. Later he added, “The better people are informed, the more



consciously they act, the more actively they support the party, its plans and
programmatic objectives.”! Intellectuals jumped aboard the glasnost’ band-
wagon, starting with novelists and dramatists who dared to explore themes
that had once been forbidden, such as conflicts within the Communist Party
in the early days of the revolution or the treachery and personal duplicity of
individuals during Stalin’s purges. Soviet historians, ever sensitive to state
policies and state secrets, moved more cautiously into the new era of glas-
nost’ but began tentatively to extend the range of what was permissible to re-
search and write.? They were encouraged by Gorbachev’s pronouncement in
March 1987, “There should be no blank pages in history and literature. Other-
wise, it is not history or literature, but artificial constructions.”3 Journalists
and historians alike began to probe these “blank pages,” still wondering
whether and where limits would be drawn. Later that year Gorbachev an-
nounced that he planned to give a major address on the “blank spots” of Sovi-
et history, and intellectuals rejoiced. “Gorbachev’s speech will give us back
our past, both the good and the bad, so we may create our future.”* The dy-
namic new rector of the Moscow Historical Archival Institute (which has
since become the Russian State University for the Humanities), [Urii N.
Afanas’ev, also called for more investigation of “veiled periods” of Soviet his-
tory. Others who had built their careers around packaging history for the
regime’s consumption disagreed. The ninety-year-old dean of Soviet histori-
ans of the 1917 revolution, I. 1. Mints, declared at a roundtable discussion,
“Names ought to be mentioned, but we have to acquit only those who de-
serve it. We can’t forget Trotsky’s damage to our country.”® And Gorbachev’s
speech, nationally televised and lasting for two hours and forty-one minutes,
disappointed many hopeful citizens. The Soviet leader called for the rehabili-
tation of Nikolai Bukharin, long the darling of Soviet reformers, but also
warned against succumbing “to the pressure of the overly zealous and impa-
tient.” In other words, Leon Trotsky remained a non-person; the “crime of
collectivization” was not the policy to dispossess rich peasants, or kulaks,
but rather the incorrect labeling of too many middling peasants as kulaks.
Likewise, there was no mention of the millions of victims of Stalin’s purges
or of Stalin’s record in World War I1.6

Historians, however, were encouraged by the signals Gorbachev sent in his
November 2 speech and became emboldened to call for even more openness.
Leading Soviet historians just after the speech admitted at a news conference
that they had indeed been more conservative than novelists but that it was
time to respond to the calls for new approaches to the past. The representative

1. Quoted in Stephen White, Gorbachev in Power {Cambridge, 1990}, p. 58.

2. Robert W. Davies, Soviet History in the Gorbachev Revolution (Bloomington, Ind., 1¢89), pp.

167-79.
3. New York Times, March 15, 1987.
4. New York Times, October 26, 1987.
5. New York Times, October 26, 1987.
6. New York Times, November 3, 1987.
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of the Institute of Marxism-Leninism, the repository of Communist Party his-
tory and the legacy of Lenin, openly expressed his frustration with the contin-
uing policy of closed archives: party archives that had been opened in the
19508 and early 1960s, during the “thaw” of Soviet cultural life under
Khrushchev, had later been resealed. It was time to reverse this decision.’

Gorbachev himself did not insist that his November 2 speech had drawn a
line in the sand of historical revelation and soon signaled an even greater per-
missibility in the realm of historical writing.? In libraries forbidden books and
materials began to make their way out of the closed “special collections” and
into regular circulation, Closer cooperation between the U.S. and the USSR
had already been heralded earlier in 1987, when the American Council of
Learned Societies and the USSR Main Archival Administration agreed to co-
ordinate exchanges of official records between the Soviet state archives and
the U.S. National Archives.®

The central state began to lose its monopoly on the historical record. Indi-
viduals working in closed archives now began to write about their findings in
the public press. A journalist, Vasilii Seliunin, published an article in the
leading literary-political monthly Novyi Mir that publicly criticized Lenin for
the first time. Relying on early Soviet decrees and some of the writings of
Lenin that had never been published {some of which are included in this vol-
ume), Seliunin detailed Lenin’s call for the use of coercion and terror against
kulaks and other “enemies of the people.” The military historian Dmitrii A.
Volkogonov, who was a leading member of the Russian team that assembled
the documents in this volume, was amassing a large collection of formerly se-
cret documents for new biographies of Stalin and Trotsky. An independent or-
ganization, “Memorial,” began to collect individual archives and materials on
victims of Stalin’s repressions. Soliciting funds from the broad public, they
sponsored exhibits across Russia devoted to restoring to memory the victims
of the purges and to detailing their suffering. An exhibit in November 1988,
held at the House of Culture in a Moscow factory, drew thirty-five thousand
visitors in nine days.!? Local “Memorial” affiliates in libraries and universi-
ties began to mount their own exhibits—tributes to members of their profes-
sions who had fallen victim to the purges. On January 10, 1989, the Central
State Archive announced that it was opening five hundred thousand secret
files on such subjects as the White opposition to Bolshevik rule, the Russian
Orthodox Church, and numerous public organizations that existed in the
1920s and 1930s.!"' Not only the documents themselves, but the all-important
inventories and other finding aids were made available to the international
scholarly public. Finally, after the failure of the August 1991 coup to restore
centralized authoritarian rule in the USSR, the Communist Party was dis-
solved as a criminal organization, and its assets, including the vast treasures
of the party archives, fell under the control of the Russian Federation.

7. New York Times, November 5, 1987. 8. Davies, Soviet History, pp. 136—-37.

9. New York Times, February 16, 1987. 10. New York Times, November 28, 1988.
11. New York Times, January 10, 1989.
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The opening up of these riches to scholars to whom they had long been de-
nied, both inside and outside the USSR, also brought sober new realities. The
archives, like many other facets of Soviet cultural life, had been woefully un-
derfunded. The cooperative effort that led to this exhibit was one of a number
of ventures intended to provide greater access to the materials and material
support for the preservation and cataloging of those materials. In early 1992
the British firm Chadwyck-Healey reached an agreement with the Russian
government to microfilm the entire party archive, estimated at 70 to 100 mil-
lion documents. The first batch of materials was made available to scholars—
at gold-plated prices—in 1993. The Hoover Institution at Stanford University
announced in March 1992 that it had agreed to finance a $3 million preserva-
tion project in the party archives, which would include making microfilm
copies available worldwide.'”? Collaborative projects between Western and
Russian institutions and individuals, designed both to make new materials
available to the scholarly public and to subsidize the continuing operation of
the archival repositories, have been initiated in a number of areas. In Decem-
ber 1992 the Council of the American Historical Association, representing fif-
teen thousand professional historians in the United States, supported these
efforts in a resolution that called for the promotion of international coopera-
tive endeavors to defray the costs of preservation and maintenance, for the
generation of finding aids and printed guides, and for open access to the
archives for scholars of all countries.'?

Problems remain regarding access to these remarkable records of twenti-
eth-century world history. Scholars in many countries worry about the grow-
ing commercialization of the Russian archives and about the fact that large-
scale microfilming projects may require the withholding of materials from
general circulation for unacceptably long periods of time. Individual archives
establish independent and arbitrary fees for the use of their materials and for
photocopying. The appropriate rules for release of personal materials and for
more generalized access have yet to be developed in Russia: should there be a
ten-year limit on the opening of files? a forty-year limit? What other restric-
tions ought to be placed on materials that pertain to people still living? Mean-
while, as IUrii Afanas’ev pointed out in a recent interview, “While there is
not universal access, a significant number of historians are granted access to
documents still labeled secret. They photocopy them, collect data, prepare fu-
ture publications. . . . Why shouldn’t they deny access to those documents for
seventy years, when they have already worked with them and have photo-
copies of them?”!4 He goes on, “The archival resources constitute our nation-
al treasure, our society’s memory. Who has the right to arbitrarily manage a
national treasure? This should be decided openly and on the basis of legal
norms.”

Such controversy and debate over the disposition of “Russia’s memory”—

12. New York Times, March 11, 1992.

13. Reprinted in Slavic Review, 52, no. 1 (spring 1993): 105-6.
14. Slavic Review, 52, no. 2 {summer 1993): 339-41, interview with IU. N. Afanas’ev.
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Introduction

its archives—are a natural corollary to the colossal upheavals in structures
and mentalities that have accompanied the new Russian revolution since
1991. Against the background of these disputes and legitimate arguments
about the future of Russian archival policy, the June 1992 exhibit of newly re-
leased documents provided an important opportunity for taking stock of the
impact of the new archival revelations and their meaning for the writing of
Russian history. On June 18, 1992, a symposium of leading scholars and
archivists connected with the exhibit met to discuss the implications of the
documents on display. Representing the Russian archival commission were
Rudol’f Pikhoia, chairman of the Russian Federation Committee of Archival
Affairs, and Dmitrii Volkogonov, director of the Institute of Military History.
Moderated by James H. Billington, Librarian of Congress, the panel included
Robert Tucker, professor emeritus of politics at Princeton University; Paul
Nitze, former director of the U.S. State Department Policy Planning Staff and
a participant in some of the decisions reflected in the documents; and Adam
Ulam, professor of political science and director of the Russian Research Cen-
ter at Harvard University.

Pikhoia and Volkogonov discussed some of the levels of secrecy that the
exhibit now revealed. Volkogonov explained that all archives were placed un-
der the control of the secret police in 1924, and “Lenin himself established a
whole classification scheme, under which there were 15 degrees of secrecy—
ultra secret, top secret, secret, confidential, single copy for eyes only, to be re-
turned to sender, etc.”'® The panelists also discussed the significance of this
particular set of documents for understanding the Soviet period of Russian
history. Tucker warned against expecting too much from these new materials
or relying on them to the exclusion of other types of sources that have long
provided valuable documentary evidence themselves, such as the daily press.
Such documents as the press “are of incalculable importance because they did
not necessarily tell the truth at any one given point but, what they did tell
was the truth about what the regime, the dictatorial regime of Stalin, wanted
people and the world to think, and that in itself was a self-revelation of that
regime.”1¢ Nonetheless, he agreed that the new materials would be of enor-
mous benefit in clearing up certain matters of interpretation, for example the
extent of the famine in the early 1930s or the numbers of Gulag victims. The
archival revelations, he felt, were especially helpful in understanding how de-
cisions were reached at the highest echelons of Soviet power. He himself was
able to consult Stalin’s personal library, and seeing the marginal comments
and underlining that Stalin made has helped him to refine his interpretation
of Stalin’s thinking at the time. Other documents, such as the decisions made
in the Politburo about military intervention in Afghanistan, help to explain
specific decisions and specific events, but, as Tucker argued, the long-term

15. Revelations from the Russian Archives: A Report from the Library of Congress (Washington,

1993}, Pp. 39~42.
16. Revelations, p.46.



value of these revelations will “not turn on the specific bits of information, or
even the collective upshot of all those specific bits of information,” but on
the ways of thinking, the interpretations, that historians and scholars bring to
the information.

The symposium that marked the opening of the exhibit of Russian
archives at the Library of Congress, the exhibit itself, and this compendium of
the documents provided for the exhibit should all be taken as a single mo-
ment in the continuing unfolding of Russian history. The exhibit and this vol-
ume provide an occasion for reflecting on the terrible damage done to our col-
lective memories by the secrecy practiced by the Soviet regime, as well as a
reminder of certain key moments in the history of the Soviet Union in the
twentieth century. Neither the exhibit nor the volume claims to offer a com-
plete “documentary history of the USSR.” In fact, as Tucker suggested at the
exhibit symposium, scholars of the USSR have not been bereft of sources for
the study of that system. Even more to the point, much of the information
confirmed in these documents has long been assumed on the basis of other
types of sources, including publications based on Western sources, memoirs,
and dissident literature published by courageous intellectuals who had access
to some of this very material. The significance of this exhibit and volume lie
in the fact that these documents, once secret, strictly secret, and top secret,
have now been disclosed.

The curatorial team chose the documentary material to illustrate two
broad areas in Soviet history and current affairs: Soviet domestic affairs and
the relations between the United States and the Soviet Union. Within the two
sections, documents have been further grouped into subject categories. Each
category is introduced with a short essay setting the context of the material
and discussing some of the specific background to particular documents.
Some especially significant documents have been provided with their own
specific introductions.

The largest number of documents in the exhibit and the collection relate
to an area whose secrets had been the most closely guarded in the history of
the USSR: the nature and operation of the coercive apparatus of repression
and terror. More than one hundred documents in this section have been fur-
ther grouped into topical sections. Documents on the origins and operations
of the secret police relate to the creation of the Cheka, the first secret police
agency, and to comments on and criticisms of its operations. Included here
are a few of the four thousand letters written by Vladimir Lenin that had re-
mained unpublished in his collected works. A second section groups political
reports and sources of public opinion available to the regime. The secret po-
lice generated regular political summaries of activism and popular attitudes
that were forwarded to leading party, economic, and trade union organiza-
tions; such reports should provide scholars with a valuable new source for as-
sessing relationships between leaders and led. Also included in this category
are samples of letters written to Soviet leaders by ordinary citizens, many but
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not all of them critical of the regime’s policies and showing substantial politi-
cal engagement in the affairs of the day. The largest number of documents in
this group of materials on the repressive apparatus deal with the period in So-
viet history known as the “Great Terror,” or the “Great Purge.” Beginning
with the assassination of the second most important party leader, Sergei
Kirov, this wave of repression spread to the highest echelons of party, govern-
ment, and military organizations. Documents here include materials on the
Seventeenth Party Congress of 1934, which perhaps set the stage for the mur-
der of Kirov; a collation of several investigations of the Kirov murder, none of
which implicate Stalin in the crime; materials from the trials and sentencing
of Communist leaders Lev Kamenev, Grigorii Zinoviev, Nikolai Bukharin,
and Aleksei Rykov; and a set of materials on the “Doctors’ Plot,” which
raised new fears of a wholesale purge on the eve of Stalin’s death.

A set of documents illuminates the labor camp and concentration camp
system that the writer Alexander Solzhenitsyn described as the Gulag Archi-
pelago. The materials document the beginnings of this system, include com-
plaints from some of its inmates, and extend to the treatment of Polish pris-
oners in Soviet captivity, including the order for the execution of Polish army
officers at the prison camp in Katyn forest in 1940. Documents on censorship,
particularly relating to published works, constitute a separate section, and in-
clude lists of banned books, some with explanations of how their authors fell
afoul of Soviet norms. This section concludes with the first of the orders to
restore some of these works to public circulation. Finally, the state’s repres-
sive practices directed against specific national groups are documented, with
particular emphasis on the wholesale resettlement of Crimean Tatars, Ger-
mans, Greeks, and other groups during World War II. The government perse-
cution of Jews and Jewish culture after the war is also documented here.

The second major group of documents on the internal workings of the So-
viet system relates to the very important relationship between the state and
intellectuals. Early hostility of the regime to politically hostile or even neu-
tral intellectuals included arrests and deportations. The collection contains a
particularly spiteful letter from Lenin to the writer Gorky on the worthless-
ness of intellectuals. A small group of documents relates to the period at the
start of the first five-year plan and the beginning of the cultural revolution,
symbolized by attacks on engineers, economists, and other specialists ac-
cused of forming a hypothetical Industrial Party with links to Western espi-
onage agencies. The Communist Party returned to a policy of strict control
over the content and ideology of creative writings after World War 11, led by
Stalin’s chief lieutenant, Andrei Zhdanov. Some of the most important de-
crees of this period, with the originals in Zhdanov’s own handwriting, are in-
cluded. Finally, this section presents a number of documents relating to the
emergence and persecution of dissident writers and activists during the
Brezhnev era from 1964 until 1982, and after. These materials include peti-
tions on behalf of persecuted writers, internal Communist Party policy state-



ments on counterpropaganda, and materials on the writers Boris Pasternak,
Alexander Solzhenitsyn, and the physicist Andrei Sakharov, among others.

The inner workings of the Communist Party gave rise to a third group of
documents. In the culture of the Communist Party, personnel matters were
always considered to be confidential and highly secret: the very publication of
the party membership records of Soviet leaders from Dzerzhinsky to Gor-
bachev constituted an enormous break with tradition. Documents in this sec-
tion also illustrate the development of the Soviet nomenclatura system, by
which key appointments in every sphere of administration were monitored
and controlled according to the interests of the Communist Party apparatus.

Documents on the Soviet Union’s economic development relate primarily
to the agricultural sphere: materials include government reports and citizens’
complaints about the collectivization process that accompanied the first five-
year plan in 1929-30. Another set of documents reveals the extent of the ter-
rible famine that gripped Ukraine and other grain-growing areas in 1932 and
1933. Such documents represent only the tip of the iceberg of materials on
this episode in Soviet history, which was long denied outright by Soviet
scholars and whose historical interpretation invites further research into
these and many additional documents.

The relationship between the state and religion was another area in which
information was kept tightly controlled and highly restricted. One group of
documents here relates to the history of the state’s treatment of religion from
the violent seizure of church valuables in 1922 to the more cautious coexis-
tence and state control of the 1950s and 1960s. Materials on the persecution
of the Orthodox Church Patriarch Tikhon, political reports on religious atti-
tudes of the peasantry, and attempts to expropriate the Church’s cultural
symbols are among the many documents that trace the church-state relation-
ship in the USSR from 1918 to 1990. A second, smaller category of materials
relates more specifically to the antireligious activities of the state, most of
them dealing with the period of cultural revolution of 1929-32, which coin-
cided with the first five-year plan in the economy and the mass drive for col-
lectivization.

Another set of documents constitutes a category by itself: papers concern-
ing the accident at the Chernobyl nuclear electricity-generating plant in
Ukraine. These documents include an early 1979 warning about defects in the
plant, as well as papers on the regime’s immediate response to the tragedy in
1986. The final group of documents on the internal workings of the Soviet
system relates to the reforms begun by Gorbachev in 1985 and some of the
setbacks to those reforms. This was a period in which the lid was off much of
the secrecy of the Soviet system, and an increasingly open press provided
masses of information of the type that was formerly highly secret. Docu-
ments include the Central Committee’s response to the violent repression of
nationalist demonstrators in Thilisi, Georgia, in 1989 and Vilnius, Lithuania,
in 1991. Only two documents relating to the August 1991 coup attempt were
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provided for the exhibit, in some measure because the prosecution of the in-
stigators of the coup was still in process.

The second major group of documents—roughly one-third of the total—
concerns areas of conflict and cooperation between the Soviet Union and the
United States. The relationship between the U.S. and the USSR has always
been a special one, with shared experiences as frontier societies and as new re-
publics in their own time. Both countries became major world powers after
World War II, and their mutual antagonism and search for modes of coexis-
tence have driven much of the international history of the second half of the
twentieth century. Both rivalry and détente, in other words, have always been
on the agenda of U.S.-USSR relations.

The first group of documents in this second part of the volume relates to
economic cooperation and contacts between the two countries, a topic that
has once again become timely. A set of materials describes the involvement of
U.S. agencies, both governmental and voluntary, in assisting victims of the
Volga region famine in 1921. A second set of materials concerns efforts of U.S.
capitalists to find markets and establish joint ventures with the Soviet econo-
my. One of the earliest of the Americans to do business was Dr. Armand
Hammer, who first journeyed to Soviet Russia with supplies to aid famine
victims, developed a number of enterprises during the 1920s, and remained
active in U.S.-Soviet economic relations his entire life. Finally, joint ventures
initiated by American sympathizers with the Soviet regime are chronicled in
a brief set of documents.

Relations between the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the
Communist Party of the U.S.A. are illustrated in a set of materials taken from
the subset of the party archive devoted to the Communist International
(Comintern). The documents indicate sources of financial aid for early sup-
porters of the Comintern, and indicate some of the points of conflict and con-
troversy in the history of the U.S. party. Materials include both Soviet com-
mentaries on events and problems and documents generated by American
participants in the communist movement.

The next two groups of documents primarily concern U.S.-USSR interac-
tions during World War II, but also included are two very important docu-
ments on Soviet foreign policy. One is a 1934 discussion of plans for the de-
velopment of bacterial warfare; the other is the secret protocol of the Nazi-
Soviet Nonaggression Pact of 1939, of which Soviet authorities had either de-
nied the existence or which they claimed to be unable to find in their own
archives until shortly before the Library exhibit of 1992. Materials here also
include military documents on the disposition of troop strength just before
the Nazi invasion of the USSR in 1941, correspondence between Stalin and
U.S. leaders, and documents on treatment and repatriation of U.S. prisoners of
war liberated from German prison camps by the Soviet Army.

These documents are followed by two groups of materials that chronicle
the Cold War, the period of hostility between the two nations that began in



1947 and ended with the new foreign policy initiated under Mikhail Gor-
bachev and his successor, Boris Yeltsin. The documents here focus on dis-
agreements over control of Germany and Berlin after the war and on propa-
ganda initiatives adopted to counter American hostility in the 1970s and
1980s. No materials were provided about the Korean War or the Vietnam War.
A special set of documents discusses what many consider the defining mo-
ment of the Cold War, the crisis over the Soviet deployment in Cuba of ballis-
tic missiles in 1962.

Materials relating to the post-Stalin policy of peaceful coexistence, enunci-
ated in a 1955 letter from the Soviet leader Bulganin, also include Soviet intel-
ligence reports about U.S. leaders from Wendell Wilkie to John Foster Dulles
to William O. Douglas and conclude with a 1986 agreement on cooperation in
space exploration. The final section of documents deals with the Soviet in-
volvement in Afghanistan. The materials include minutes of a Central Com-
mittee decision to intervene in Afghan internal politics in 1979 and high-
level considerations of propaganda strategies to employ with respect to the
Soviet involvement in Afghanistan.

Illustrative material for the exhibit and this volume came both from the
Soviet archives and from the collections of the Library of Congress. Pho-
tographs include images of the campaign to collectivize agriculture, the as-
sault on the Orthodox Church, and the prison camp system, including a pho-
to dating from as early as 1919. Other photographs depict Soviet leaders or
memorialize key congresses and meetings. Posters from the Library of Con-
gress depict many of the key campaigns in Soviet history directed against reli-
gion, against fascism, or promoting industrialization and good work habits.

The documents are identified by number, consecutively. The archival loca-
tion of documents was provided by the Russian curators, and it is hoped that
this core sample of documents will indicate to serious researchers the nature
of available materials and their location, so that they can plan research efforts
accordingly. A number of documents arrived at the exhibit late and by differ-
ent channels, and it was not always possible to verify their location, although
little doubt exists about their authenticity. The Molotov-Ribbentrop secret
protocols, for example, were released from the Central Committee archive,
and it is assumed that most of the other unattributed documents can also be
found in that sprawling inner sanctum of the best kept secrets of the Soviet
regime. Finally, to help guide the reader through the complicated forest of per-
sonalities and institutions represented in this volume, the editors have ap-
pended a brief biographical appendix of some of the most significant individu-
als mentioned in the documents and a glossary of abbreviations and terms.
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chapter 1

THE APPARATUS OF REPRESSION AND TERROR

Two of the most interesting “blank spots” in Soviet history have been doc-
umentary evidence on the apparatus of repression used to support Soviet rule
and a unified theory to explain the regime’s {or Stalin’s} repression and terror.
Western readers have long had evidence of the police apparatus, instruments
of repression, labor camp system, censorship, and hostility toward national
minorities, but documentation on the internal workings of this system was
rigidly suppressed by the Communist regime. Some of the documents pre-
sented here illustrate and corroborate facts and conclusions drawn long
ago by skilled scholars using other kinds of sources such as the press and
memoirs by eyewitnesses. The Smolensk regional Communist Party archive
captured by Germans in World War II and acquired by the United States has
also indicated the extent of this system and allowed scholars to extrapolate
conclusions about the system more generally.

These documents offer a variety of glimpses of this system. They include
the minutes of high-level meetings in which basic institutions such as the la-
bor camp system were created; procedural instructions for the verification of
party documents, the instrument that accompanied the Great Purge of the
1930s; lists of dangerous books and internal debates on the nature of these
dangers in particular books; and orders and reports documenting in matter-of-
fact tones the expulsion of national minorities. Such documents provide im-
portant insight into the process and procedure of state control and state poli-



cies. Other documents chillingly illustrate moments that are well known to
students of Soviet history. The pleas for clemency by the purged party leaders
Zinoviev, Rykov, and Bukharin are particularly poignant.

Some issues cannot be so readily resolved by the evidence from these docu-
ments, and unanswered questions remain. Chief among these is a comprehen-
sive explanation of the Great Purge, the sweeping assault on party cadres and
intellectuals that began with the murder of Sergei Kirov in December 1934
and reached its climax with the show trials of 1937. Millions of people were
victims of this wave of repression, but the exact magnitude of the human
costs of this repression is still unknown. Much more extensive work in these
opened archives will be required to determine with greater certainty the final
toll.

Nor do the documents offered by the Russian state archives yield sufficient
evidence on motivation and cause. In particular, one of the key episodes in
the Great Terror, the murder of Kirov, remains unexplained. Many people saw
the hand of Stalin in this murder, and it has been widely believed that the in-
vestigations and evidence were tampered with in order to protect this secret.
An extensive review of the evidence carried out in 1990 at the behest of Gor-
bachev’s advisor Alexander Yakovlev does not implicate Stalin (Document
35); but Yakovlev remains unconvinced. Another explanation for Stalin’s as-
sault on party cadres was the rumor that the party faithful at the Seventeenth
Party Congress in 1934 had not voted overwhelmingly to elect Stalin to the
party’s central committee. The documents provided here show this not to be
the case, but these may be part of the cover-up. There are no smoking guns in
these documents, and there is no guarantee that the ultimate truth lies yet
undiscovered in Moscow. Historians must continue to search for answers to
these ambiguous questions by gathering multiple sources of evidence, exam-
ining context, and using their interpretive skills to devise plausible, if not de-
finitive, explanations.

On the other hand, the political context of this repressive state can now be
more clearly understood. The documents grouped here as political intelli-
gence reports indicate a government deeply suspicious of its citizens, and a
citizenry far more willing to criticize that government than has been previ-
ously understood. The letters from Lenin printed here and in the next section
help to dispel the theory that Stalin’s repressive policies were an aberration of
“Leninism.” Lenin’s order, dated August 1918 (Document 4), to set an exam-
ple by punishing rich peasants presages the class militance and the punitive
tone later used by Stalin.

Secret Police: Origins and Operations

The end of the tsarist regime in February 1917 also brought an end to the
tsarist secret police organization, the Okhrana, whose task was to monitor
political opposition and to enforce obedience to the regime. Less than two
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months after taking power—amid threats of counterrevolution, conspiracies,
political opposition from all points of the spectrum, armed bands of demobi-
lized soldiers and sailors roaming the towns, and a general lawlessness stem-
ming from weak political authority in the center—the Council of People's
Commissars voted to create an emergency commission to combat “sabotage”
and all counterrevolutionary politics. The Cheka, as the agency came to be
known, took its nickname from the first letters of the first two Russian words
of its long title, the Extraordinary Commission for Combatting Counterrevo-
lution and Sabotage. Later, the commission added “the struggle with specula-
tion” to its title and to its mandate. The founding chief of the Cheka was a
Polish revolutionary of aristocratic background, Felix Dzerzhinsky, a veteran
of tsarist prisons and the underground movement. Although the absolute
power invested in the Cheka would lead to corruption and abuses of power, as
pointed out, for example, in Lenin’s letter to Latsis of June 4, 1919 {Document
7}, Dzerzhinsky himself was a revolutionary ascetic, known to be morally in-
corruptible and dedicated absolutely to the revolutionary cause.

The Cheka was created at a moment of extreme political danger for the
regime, and it developed its apparatus and methods of operation during the
Russian Civil War, a period when the principle of the survival of the revolu-
tionary state dominated all other considerations of justice and equity. But the
military victory of the Red Army over the Whites by 1920 did not end politi-
cal opposition even within the Bolshevik Party (renamed the Communist Par-
ty in 1918}, and the Cheka would continue to play the leading role in report-
ing on and enforcing conformity to the rules of the regime. The Cheka was
dissolved on February 6, 1922, and its functions were transferred to a new
State Political Administration (GPU) under the People’s Commissariat of In-
ternal Affairs (NKVD). Dzerzhinsky remained the chairman of the GPU. The
following year, the GPU was removed from the NKVD and given the status of
an independent agency, named the Unified State Political Directorate
{OGPU). Upon Dzerzhinsky’s death in 1926, V.R. Menzhinskii, his former
deputy, assumed the leadership of the agency. In July 1934 the OGPU lost its
independent status and once again became a part of the NKVD. Under this ti-
tle, the agency would become responsible for executing the arrests and inves-
tigations of the period of the Great Purges. Several documents in this chapter
describe NKVD procedures, and extensive documentation on the purges
themselves will be found here as well. After World War 11, the NKVD was di-
vided into two agencies, the Ministry for Internal Affairs {MVD), responsible
for ordinary police and the labor camps, and the Ministry for State Security
(MGB), the security police. In 1954, after Stalin’s death, the MGB was demot-
ed in status to a Committee on State Security, the KGB, and continued under
this title until the breakup of the Soviet Union in 1991.
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DOCUMENT 1  Agenda of the December 20, 1917, meeting of the Council of People’s Commissars,

including Dzerzhinsky’s report on the creation of the Cheka, the secret police organization

Meeting of the Council of People’s Commissars, December 7, 1917

Chairman: VI. IlYich Lenin

Present: Trotsky, Kollontai, Stuchka, Dybenko, Petrovskii,
Menzhinskii, Raskol’nikov, Stalin, Glebov, Bogolepov,
Uritskii, Aksel’rod, Shotman, Elizarov, Shliapnikov,

Essen, Sverdlov, Bonch-Bruevich

Discussed:

Resolved:

Exchange of views on hiring Socialist
Revolutionaries [SRs] in government ministries.

After a general discussion it was decided that it
was acceptable to hire SRs in government
ministries by adjusting certain conditions
requested by them. Comrades TROTSKY and
STALIN are instructed to meet tomorrow at
10:30 A.M. with representatives of the SRs to
inform them of the viewpoint on this matter of
the Council of People’s Commissars.

The extra-agenda announcement of Comrade
STALIN about the visit of a delegation from the
Ukrainian Revolutionary Staff of the Petrograd
Regional Military Command, representing the
Central Ukrainian Rada, to conduct talks with the
Council of People’s Commissars.

Comrades TROTSKY and STALIN are assigned
to receive the delegation.

The petition from four People’s Commissars about
the new railroad wage scale adopted by the
Executive Committee [TSIK].

In view of the petition of the four People’s
Commissars on the new wage scale for railroad
employees authorized by the TSIK, the TSIK is
requested to review its decision if possible. The
People’s Commissars who introduced the
corresponding petition are charged with this.

The demands of the Central Committee of the
Trade Union of Postal and Telegraph Employees
about the possibility of a Russia-wide postal and
telegraph strike and about the possibility of a
Russia-wide general strike of all government
agency employees.

In view of the fact that the commission that was
appointed yesterday by the Council of People’s
Commissars to deal with this matter is still
deliberating, do not adjourn until the
commission delivers its decision to the Council
of People’s Commissars.

Sending a delegation abroad.

In principle, sending a delegation abroad is seen
as desirable; matter referred to TSIK.

Coordinating military and revolutionary activities.

A commission is to be established, consisting of
representatives of the Ministries of Military,
Naval, and Internal Affairs.

Immediate confirmation by telegram of signatures
of Samara Revolutionary Committee presidium
members—Comrades Kuibyshev, Gerasimov, and
Mitrofanov—to obtain allocations from local State
Bank branch.

Matter assigned to Comrade Petrovskii.
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The necessity of immediate aid to the revolutionary
committee of the city of Samara.

PETROVSKII is instructed to ascertain whether
the 200,000 [rubles] that were sent to them by
the Main Trecasury were received.

Present: Dzerzhinsky, Stalin, Petrovskii, Glebov, Menzhinskii, Aksel’rod, Shotman

9.

Dzerzhinsky’s report on the organization and staff
of a commission to combat sabotage.

Staff (incomplete):
1. Ksenofontov

. Zhedilev

. Averin

. Petersen

. Peters

. Evseev

. V. Trifonov

. Dzerzhinsky

Ao e TN N« L T N VS N ]

. Sergo?
. Vasil’evskii?

[
o]

Purpose of the commission:

1. Search for and liquidate all counterrevolutionary
and sabotage politics and activities throughout
Russia, attempting to see that none succeed.

2. Bring to trial before the Revolutionary Tribunal
all saboteurs and counterrevolutionaries and
develop means to combat them.

3. The commission carries out preparatory
investigations insofar as they are necessary for the
search.

4. The commission is divided into departments—
information, organizational department (for
organizing the struggle against counterrevolution
in all of Russia), and a sub-department, a
department for struggle. The commission structure
will be finalized tomorrow [illegible]. The
commission should pay chief attention to the press,
sabotage, and other rightist SR sabotage.
[remainder illegible]

9.

Name the commission the All-Russian
Extraordinary Commission under the Council of
People’s Commissars to Combat
Counterrevolution and Sabotage. The
commission is approved.

RTSKhIDNI, fond 19, opis 1, delo 21, listy 2, 2 ob.
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Cheka director F. E. Dzerzhinsky (center) with board members (left to right) S. G. Uralov, K. M. Volobuev, I. D. Chugurin, 1. K.
Ksenofontov, G. S. Moroz, and V. V. Fomin, 1918-19. TSGAKED. N 4-16290
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DOCUMENT 2 Warrant issued by Dzerzhinsky, head of the Cheka, May 23, 1918, to detain

Ernest Kal’nin and to seize his personal possessions

All-Russian Extraordinary Commission
under the Council of People’s Commissars
in the Struggle against Counterrevolution and
Official Crimes

Dept. No. 1524. Good for one day
Warrant

Comrade Ovchinnikov is commissioned to carry out a search, inspection, seizure of documents and books,

imposition of an arrest of the goods of Ernest Kal'nin.

Depending on the results of the search, detain this citizen at your discretion and requisition or confiscate his

goods and weapons.

Commission Chairman: F. Dzerzhinsky
Secretary: Il'in
May 23, 1918

RTSKhIDNI, fond 17, opis 4, delo 187, list 56

Execution of Nicholas II

The 300-year-old Romanov dynasty came to an end on March 2, 1917 {old
style), when Nicholas II abdicated his office in favor of his brother Michael,
and Michael declined to ascend to the throne. The Provisional Government
was unable to decide what should be done with the former tsar and his family,
who lived under house arrest in their country palace after the February Revo-
lution. Monarchists hoped to restore him to power, while others negotiated
on the Romanovs’ behalf for asylum in England. When these discussions
came to naught, and with the increasingly unstable political situation in Pet-
rograd, the prime minister, Alexander Kerensky, decided in August 1917 to
move the royal family secretly to a safer location in Tobol’sk, in Siberia. They
remained quietly there until April 1918, when Bolshevik authorities decided
that Tobol’sk was too vulnerable to monarchist forces, and they ordered the
Romanovs transferred to the more solidly revolutionary city of Ekaterinburg,
in the Urals.

In mid-May Nicholas, Alexandra, their five children, and some servants
were installed in a house that had belonged to the merchant family Ipatiev. By
July 1918, even Ekaterinburg was not safe, and there were fears that White
forces might liberate the Romanovs and use them to rally the anti-Bolshevik
forces. The Cheka increased its security around the Ipatiev home in the be-
ginning of July. Meanwhile, the Regional Soviet of the Urals had voted for the
Romanovs’ execution, but first they sent a representative to secure Moscow’s
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approval. The Bolshevik leadership decided to use the occasion for a public
trial of the Romanovs. But with the Whites advancing rapidly on Ekaterin-
burg, the Bolsheviks feared they had only two or three days in which to act, or
Nicholas would fall into the hands of the enemy. The Regional Soviet ordered
the execution to be carried out immediately. The family was shot in the base-
ment of the Ipaticv house early in the morning of July 17, and their bodies
were burned and buried in deserted mine shafts outside of the city.

Many of the facts of the execution were uncovered by investigators for Ad-
miral Kolchak when his White forces captured the city. In 1993 scientists
confirmed, using DNA matching, that the bones discovered in the mine shaft
were indeed the remains of the Romanovs. But there has always been contro-
versy about whether the execution was a decision taken at local initiative in
the heat and chaos of the Civil War, or whether the order to eliminate the tsar
and his family came from Moscow, from Lenin. Trotsky reported in 1935, for
example, that he was told Lenin had approved the execution. If indeed the
Council of People’s Commissars decided to authorize the execution on July 2,
as circumstantial evidence suggests, then Lenin’s July 16 telegram reassuring
the Danish press, “czar safe,” is utterly and deliberately misleading and false.

DOCUMENT 3 Telegram from National Tidende (Copenhagen), July 16, 1918, inquiring about the
Tsar, and Lenin’s reply

MOSCOW TELEGRAPH TELEGRAM
[illegible] LENIN: MEMBER OF TEM[?]
Form no. 99 GOVERNMENT: MSRT{?]

Received by [illegible]

FROM COPENHAGEN 354/4/26 T9 6 30

RUMOUR HERE GOING THAT THE OXSZAR HAS BEEN MURDERED KINDLY
WIRE FACTS I-NATIONALTIDENDE

{handwritten:| National Tidende Kjobenhavn

Rumour not true czar safe all rumours are only lie of capitalist

press Lenin

[stamped:] NOT FOR PUBLICATION

RTSKhIDNI, 1. 333.
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Bolshevik Terror

The use of terror had been an integral part of the revolutionary movement
in Russia well before the Bolsheviks came on the scene. Inspired by the sys-
tematic terror of the French Revolution, ninetcenth-century Russian Socialist
Revolutionaries had directed their terrorist actions against members of the
tsarist regime as a class, assassinating officials of high and low rank. Bolshe-
vik terror also had a class component as its base. Class conflict was the
essence of the revolution, and this justified the policy described by a Cheka
leader: “We are eliminating the bourgeoisie as a class.” In the face of resis-
tance by this class enemy, any and all repressive measures could be justified,
as long as they were used against those who belonged to the enemy class. In
January 1918 Lenin had said, “Until we use terror against speculators—shoot-
ing them on the spot—nothing will happen.” With the intensification of the
Civil War on the borderlands and increasing opposition in the center, the
Central Executive Committee of Soviets declared “the Socialist Fatherland in
Danger” and called for mass terror against the bourgeoisie.

Strong-arm Bolshevik attempts to requisition grain from the peasantry
combined with this rhetoric of terror produced violent opposition. In early
August 1918 peasants in Penza province rose up against the regime. The Bol-
sheviks claimed the “mutiny” was led by kulaks, the richest stratum of the
peasantry, who, they asserted, duped average and poor peasants into joining
the revolt. Besides the note included here (Document 4}, Lenin sent several
other telegrams to Penza Communist leaders. The same day he gave this or-
der to Penza, Lenin also wrote to officials in Nizhnii Novgorod to “organize
immediately mass terror, shoot and deport the hundreds of prostitutes who
are making drunkards of the soldiers, as well as former officers, etc. .. .”

The terror escalated in the beginning of September 1918. On August 30, as
Lenin was leaving a factory meeting where he had spoken, a Socialist Revolu-
tionary named Fania Kaplan shot and seriously wounded him. Kaplan’s as-
sault became the signal for the inauguration of an official policy of “Red Ter-
ror,” of revenge for the attack on the revolution’s leader. The leading Bolshe-
vik newspaper in Petrograd proclaimed, “For the blood of Lenin . . . let there
be floods of blood of the bourgeoisie—more blood, as much as possible.” Doc-
ument 5 from the Cheka’s weckly bulletin {a complete run of which is held at
the Hoover Institution at Stanford University) indicates the local Cheka re-
sponses to the call for terror: arrests of hostages and escalating apocalyptic

rhetoric.
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DOCUMENT 4 Letter from Lenin to Communist leaders in Penza, August 11, 1918, on dealing
with peasant revolts in the province

11-8-18

Send to Penza

To Comrades Kuraev,
Bosh, Minkin, and
other Penza
Communists

Comrades! The revolt by the five kulak volost’s must be suppressed without mercy. The interest of the entire rev-

olution demands this, because we have now before us our final decisive battle “with the kulaks.” We need to set
an cxample.

1} You need to hang (hang without fail, so that the public sees) at least 100 notorious kulaks, the rich,
and the bloodsuckers. )

2} Publish their names.

3} Take away all of their grain.

4) Execute the hostages—in accordance with yesterday’s telegram.

This needs to be accomplished in such a way that people for hundreds of miles around will see, tremble,
know, and scream out: let’s choke and strangle those blood-sucking kulaks.

Telegraph us acknowledging receipt and execution of this.
Yours, Lenin
P.S. Use your toughest people for this.

[not numbered|

RTSKhIDNIJ, fond 2, op. 1, d. 6898, 1. 1-10b.

DOCUMENT 3§ Excerpts from the Cheka Weekly of 1918 concerning the response of the Cheka to
an attempt on Lenin’s life and the murder of Uritskii

RED TERROR

In response to the attempt on Comrade Lenin’s life and the murder of Comrade Uritskii, the Extraordi-
nary Commissions [Chekas] in many cities have issucd warnings that if anyone makes the slightest attempt to en-
croach on the rulc of workers and peasants, the iron dictatorship of the proletariat will discard its generosity to its
enemies. Below we print one of these warnings, issued by the Torzhok Cheka.

DECLARATION

To all citizens of the city and uezd of Torzhok.

Hirelings of capitalism have targeted the leaders of the Russian proletariat. In Moscow, the chairman of
the Council of People’s Commissars, Vladimir Lenin, has been wounded, and in Petrograd, Comrade Uritskii has
been killed. The proletariat must not allow its leaders to die at the vile, filthy hands of counterrevolutionary mer-
cenaries and must answer terror with terror. For the head and life of one of our leaders, hundreds of heads must
roll from the bourgeoisic and all its accomplices. Putting the general citizenry of the city and uezd on notice, the
Novotorzhsk Cheka announces that it has arrested and imprisoned as hostages the following representatives of
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Surrender of grain by peasants in Kurgan oblast’, demanded by the surplus appropriation system, 1918. rscakin. » 1544

the bourgeoisie and their accomplices, the rightist SRs [Socialist Revolutionaries] and Mensheviks. These individ-
uals will be shot immediately by the Cheka if there is the slightest counterrevolutionary action directed against
the Soviets, or any attempt to assassinate the leaders of the working class.

List of hostages.
Grabinskii, Konstantin Vasil’evich—director of the “Koz'miny” factory. Golovnin, Vasilii Petrovich—director of
the Golovnin factory. Raevskii, Sergei Petrovich—priest of the Ascension church. Gorbylev, Ivan Ivanovich—mer-
chant. Arkhimandrit, Simon—prior of the men’s monastery. Golovnin, Aleksandr Ivanovich—owner of the Tan-
nery. Novoselov, Vasilii Efremovich—plant owner-engineer. Ganskii, Bruno Adol’fovich—officer, rightist SR.
Petrov, Semen Filippovich—officer, rightist SR. TSvylev, Mikhail Stepanovich—engineer, merchant. Shchukin,
Ivan Petrovich—retired artilleryman, captain, rightist. Pannichkin, Sergei Ivanovich—former agent of the Tsarist
secret police. Mel’nikov, Efrem Aleksandrovich—broker, rightist. Anitov, Nikolai Dmitrievich—rightist SR.
Anan’in, Andrei Trofimovich—rightist SR. Leshchov, Mikhail Stepanovich—rightist SR. Poliakov, Nikolai
Ivanovich—merchant, Black Hundreder. Grabinskii, Nikolai Vasil’evich—merchant, speculator. Garmonov, Il'ia
Aleksandrovich—rightist SR. Prokhorov, IAkov Egorovich—merchant.
Chairman, Novotorzhsk Extraordinary Commission
M. Kliuev.
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Members of the Commission: I. Shibaev.
TSvetkov.
Urgent Bulletin from the Extraordinary Commission on Combating Counterrcvolution in the City and Uezd of
Morshansk

Comrades . . . He who would fight for a better future must be merciless to his enemies. He who would
strive to defend the poor must temper his compassion and become cruel. Revolution is not a game and one must
not toy with it. If they strike us on one cheek, we will repay it a hundred times over to their entire body. You who
are oppressed, value yourselves . . . .

Do not believe the agents provocateurs . . . .

You know that a few days ago an attempt was made on the life of Comrade Lenin and Comrade Uritskii
was killed; this was organized by rightist parties and the bourgeoisie; i.e., they are inflicting wounds to our head. It
is obvious they are systematically eliminating the leaders of the revolution. Mcasures have been taken to forestall
this vile enterprise, and antidotes have been devised to stop the contagion, i.e., RED TERROR, massed against the
bourgeoisie, the former gendarmerie, the constables, sheriffs, and other police and officers guiding the counterrev-
olutionary element. All of Russia has been vaccinated, especially in the city of Morshansk, where in retaliation for
the murder of Comrade Uritskii and the wounding of Comrade Lenin, we have shot the former sheriff of Morshan-
sk uezd, Vasilii Zasukhin; the former Morshansk city police chief, Pavel Arkhipov; the former constable of section
3, Morshansk uezd, Mikhail Kurgaev; the former constable of sections 5 and 6, Viacheslav Lazov. If there is anoth-
er attempt to assassinate the leaders of our revolution or in general communists holding responsible posts, the
cruelty of the workers and the poor people of the countryside will be revealed in even harsher form for the bour-
geoisie, because they need to react against such vile actions as the implementation of “white terror.”

You, comrade workers and rural poor, do not be afraid. View the red terror as a necessity to force the
bourgeoisie and its lackeys to be quiet. Furthermore, be aware that the capitalist rulers in Ukraine, on the Don,
are shooting workers and peasants, the number of victims reaching 20,000. They are not standing on ceremony in
Finland cither, and the jails are full; they are packing our brothers in where there are already as many as 80,000 in-
carcerated. Remember that we will not move them with our softness and good will toward them, because they are
acting with a purpose, striving to extinguish and deny the rights of the workers and peasants. Thus we answer and
we must answer a blow with a blow tcn times stronger.

Comrade poor people . . . . Calm confidence and organization . . ..

6-1X. Mozhaisk. At the direction of the Cheka, 6 persons have been shot, including the doctor Sazykin for
hiding a wagon of weapons; the priest Tikhomirov for inciting the peasants to riot against the Soviets; Plokhovo,
the former police inspector of Mozhaisk uezd; Rusanov, the former constable and large landowner; and
Tikhomirov and Nikulin, agents provocateurs of the tsarist sccret police, former civil servants.

Published, in a bound volume, no. 1, pp. a,b, KGB Archive
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DOCUMENT 6 Council of People’s Commissars’ certificate, signed by Lenin, March 29, 1919,
confirming M. IA. Latsis as a member of the Cheka collegium

RUSSIAN
SOCIALIST
FEDERATED

SOVIET REPUBLIC

COUNCIL
OF PEOPLE’S COMMISSARS

NP S CERTIFICATION.
Moscow, the Kremlin.
—March 29, 1919
No. A 2354.
The bearer of this, Comrade MARTYN IANOVICh L AT S1S /SUDRABS/ is confirmed by the Council

of People’s Commissars on the 27th of March of this year as a Member of the Collegium of the All-Russian Extra-
ordinary Commission for Combatting Counterrevolution, Speculation and Official Crimes.

Chairman of the Council
of People’s Commissars  [signed] V. I Ulianov (Lenin)

Secretary of the Council
of the People’s Commissars  [signed] L. Fotieva

RTSKhIDNT, fond 2, opis 1, delo go37, list 1

DOCUMENT 7 Letter from Lenin to Latsis, June 4, 1919, concerning excesses conunitted in the
name of the Cheka

RUSSIAN
Federated
Soviet Republic

CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCIL
OF WORKERS’ AND PEASANTS’
DEFENSE

----0---- To Comrade LATSIS.
Moscow, Kremlin
June 4, 1919
Dear comrade! [ received your letter and the enclosure.

Kamenev says—and declares that some very prominent Extraordinary Commission for Combatting Sab-
otage and Counterrevolutjon [Cheka] operatives confirm it—that the Cheka has brought about a multitude of

evils in Ukraine, having been established there too early and having admitted into their ranks a mass of hangers-
on.
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The personnel [of Cheka] must be checked out very strictly. Dzerzhinsky, I hope, will assist you in this
matter from here. At all costs, the Cheka operatives must be taken firmly in hand and the hangers-on expelled.
At your convenience, report to me in more detail about the purge of Cheka personnel in Ukraine and about the re-
sults of this action.

Regards!
Yours, Lenin

Source:?

DOCUMENT 8 Undated letter from Latsis to Lenin, on excesses in the Ukrainian Cheka

Dear VLADIMIR ILICh!

In your letter, you press for a purge of the Ukrainian Extraordinary Commissions for Combatting Sabo-
tage and Counterrevolution [ChKs].

I have set myself to this work from the first first day of my work, since April 10.

All our misfortune comes from the fact that [we have] nothing with which to build.

Those officials whom we got rid of in Moscow as both of meager talents and poor reliability have gath-
ered in Ukraine.

The party committees can give us nobody. Compared to other agencies, we nevertheless have propor-
tionally three times more Communists than they.

Now, we have decided to accept only Communists {Bolsheviks) and Socialist Revolutionaries [SRs].

I'have made very great concessions to upgrade the composition of the ChK, and, to rid myself of the con-
stant censures and pogroms, I have abolished the uezd ChK and I have gotten rid of petty speculation.

Since the very first day I have forbidden the seizure of anything except material evidence during arrests.

But our Russian figures: “Don’t I really deserve those pants and boots that the bourgeoisie have been
wearing until now? That’s a reward for my work, right? So, I'll take what’s mine. And there’s no sin in that.”

This is where the constant petty attempts come from.

Even executions of officials don’t help. Death has already become an all-too-common occurrence,

Now, an inspection commission of six specialists in all branches has been sent throughout all the gu-
berniias.

As you see, we are doing what we can.

It must be said that the situation is improving, but not so much as to be insurcd against the attack of
Red troops.

With comradely greetings.

[signed] Latsis

Stamp [at bottom center): Archive of the Marx-Engels-Lenin-Stalin Institute, No. 4226, kl. 2, 1. 2

Source:?
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DOCUMENT 9 Letter from Deputy People’s Commissar of Foreign Affairs L. M. Karakhan to
Stalin and all members of the Politburo, May 6, 1922, regarding tendentious reports by United Press
representative Gullinger

TO THE POLITBURO

1. To Comrade Stalin.

For some time now, particularly during the period of the Genoa Conference, the Moscow representative
of the American Telegraph Agency “United Press,” Citizen Gullinger, has started sending abroad telegrams ten-
dentiously reflecting events in Russia. This has been particularly so in his telegrams on the removal of church
properties and in telegrams that have anticipated the “united front” of Germany and Russia at the Genoa Confer-
ence. We have repeatedly brought to his attention the distortion of the facts permitted by him in his telegrams.
We have not let pass several of his telegrams, while in others we have expunged the particularly tendentious pas-
sages that might serve as the basis for propagating false rumors about Russia abroad. In response to this, Citizen
Gaullinger has begun to slip into his telegrams phrases about the tightening of censorship in Moscow. On April 26,
he brought for transmission a telegram, a copy of which is enclosed with this letter. This telegram was not let
through; nevertheless, Gullinger sent it, apparently through some mission, as we learned from the response he re-
ceived to his suggestion.

I feel that it is intolerable to permit such crooks to live in Moscow and to continue to do such dirty
tricks. I suggest that he be deported immediately.

I have asked Genoa about this matter and received the response that they have no objection to deporting
Gullinger.

Since it is necessary to deport him immediately, I would request that the question be resolved by Thurs-
day by an arrangement over the telephone. (A copy of this letter has been circulated to all members of the Polit-
buro).

With Communist Grectings

{Stamp bottom right:] Secret Archive of the Central Committee
of the All-Union Communist Party (of Bolsheviks|

Inventory No 290; Convocation; F-GR;
Archive No.—

RTSKhIDN], fond 17, opis 86, dclo 146, listy 2,3
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Meeting of the board of the Cheka, Moscow, 1923, (left to right) A. IA. Belen‘kii, chief of protection for Lenin; F E. Dzerzhinsky, di-
rector; V. R. Menzhinskii, assistant director; and G. 1. Bokii. TSGAKFD. N2-100916

DOCUMENT 10 Letter from Nikolai Bukharin, editor of Pravda, to Felix Dzerzhinsky, December
1924, on the necessity for more liberal policies

Dear Feliks Edmundovich,

I was not at the last meeting of the executive group. I heard that you, by the way, said there that I and
Sokol’nikov are “against the GPU” etc. I was informed about the argument that took place the day before yester-
day. And so, dear Feliks Edmundovich, lest you have any doubt, I ask you to understand what I do think.

I believe that we should move more rapidly toward a more liberal form of rule: fewer acts of repression, more
rule by law, more discussion, self-government (under the direction of the party, naturally) and so on. In my article
in Bolshevik, which you approved, I laid out the theoretical underpinnings of this course. Therefore, I occasionally
come out against proposals that expand the powers of the GPU and so on. Understand, dear Feliks Edmundovich
{you know how fond I am of you) that you do not have the slightest reason to suspect me of any sort of ill will, ei-

ther toward you personally or toward the GPU as an institution. It's a question of principle—that is what is at is-
sue.
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Because you are a man deeply passionate about politics but at the same time [one who] can be impartial, you
will understand me.

I warmly embrace you, warmly press your hand, and wish you a speedy recovery.

Yours,
N. Bukharin

RTSKRIDNI, fond 76, opis 3, delo 345, listy 2, 20b

DOCUMENT II Letter from Dzerzhinsky, head of the GPU, to his deputy chief, V. R. Menzhin-
skii, December 24, 1924, on how to counteract the liberal attitudes expressed in Bukharin’s letter
calling for more open policies

To Comrade Menzhinskii For your eyes only
{copying forbidden}

Here attached is Bukharin’s letter to me which I would like you to return to me after reading.

We have to take into consideration that such attitudes exist among the Central Committee members,
and [we have] to think it over. It would be the greatest political blunder if the party yielded on the fundamental
question of the GPU and gave “new life” to the Philistines—as a line, as a policy, and as a declaration. It would
mean a concession to Nepmanism, Philistinism, and tending toward a rejection of bolshevism; it would mean a
victory for Trotskyism and a surrender of our positions. To counteract these attitudes we need to review our prac-
tices, our methods and eliminate everything that can feed such attitudes. That means that we (the GPU) must be-
come quicter, more modest. We should use searches and arrests more carefully, with better incriminating evi-
dence; some categories of arrests (Nepmanism, official misconduct) should be limited, and carried out under pres-
sure, or by mobilizing popular party support for us; we must better inform the Moscow committee about all mat-
ters, more closely involving the party organization in these affairs. We need to review our policy on granting per-
mission to go abroad and on visas. We must pay attention to the struggle for popularity among peasants, organiz-
ing help for them in the struggle against hooliganism and other crimes. And in general, we need to plan measures
to gain support among workers and peasants and mass party organizations.

In addition, once again, we need to pay attention to our information summaries so that they provide the
members of the Central Committee an accurate picture of our work in brief, very specific terms. Our information
summaries are presenting a one-sided picture, completely black, without the proper perspective and without de-
scribing our real role. We must compile accounts of our work.

December 24, 1924 F. Dzerzhinsky

[Stamp, upper left corner:] Archive of F. Z. Dzerzhinsky

RTSKhIDNY, fond 76, opis 3, delo 345, listy 1, 1 ob.
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DOCUMENT I2 Verdict of the Supreme Court of the RSFSR, November g, 1935, concerning the
formation by several “agitators” of an anti-Soviet group at the October Revolution dockyard in the
city of Ufa [supplement to a report to Stalin and Molotov on review of the activities of the Supreme
Court]

[stamp] Commission of Soviet Control under the Council of People’s Commissars of the
USSR [KSK pri SNK SSSR]
Secret
No. 1785¢C

COPY

Verdict of the
Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic [sic]

On March 25, 1935, the Water Transport Court of the Kama River Basin in the city of Ufa, composed of
Chairman Kalinin, the People’s Jurors Naumochin and Smykova, and secretary Volkov, reviewed, in closed ses-
sion, the accusation against:

1) Esin, Anatolii Alekseevich: 39 years old; from a working-class family in Sormovo; a lathe operator by
profession; married, supporting wife and daughter; has worked in water transport since 1924; literate; a
member of the VKP(b) from 1917 through 1923; left the party under the influence of the SR organiza-
tion; became a VKP(b) candidate member in 1932; expelled in 1935 for counterrevolutionary activities;
resides at the October Revolution dockyard.

2) Beliankin, Efim Mikhailovich: 44 years old; from a poor peasant family in the Chistopol’ region, Tatar
Republic; severed ties with the peasantry in 1902; a lathe operator by profession, has worked in water
transport since 1924; married, supporting wife and daughter; candidate member in the VKP(b) since
1932; expelled for counterrevolutionary activities; a red partisan; resides at the October Revolution
dockyard.

3) TSinarev, Nikolai Andreevich: 37 years old; from a working-class family in Blagoveshchensk, Bashkir
Republic; poorly educated; a metal worker since 1922; has worked in water transport since 1925; was a
member of the VKP(b) after 1925; expelled for counterrevolutionary activities; married, supporting 3 de-
pendents; a red partisan; resides at the October Revolution dockyard.

The crime is covered by article §8, paragraph 10 of the Criminal Code.

After hearing the testimony of the defendants and witnesses, the court in a preliminary inquest estab-
lished the presence of an anti-Soviet group at the October Revolution dockyard consisting of Esin, Beliankin, and
TSinarev.

The accused group of like-minded workers, being unhappy with the policies of the party and govern-
ment and hiding behind their party membership cards, spread openly hostile views against the party and govern-
ment among the workers of the dockyard, exploiting certain shortcomings in the operation of the dockyard organi-
zation for their purposes, interpreting everything in a counterrevolutionary spirit, and in this way stirring discon-
tent among the workers. For example, Esin would say, “Wage rates are low, earnings are small, one must leave the
water transport business, all the newspapers tell lies. They claim that there is a lot of bread available, and yet we
ourselves are hungry.”

Beliankin and TSinarev agreed fully with the above; i.e., they backed Esin at all times, and Beliankin
would say, “The trade unions do not defend the workers and side with the bosses. A dog does not eat another
dog.”
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When it became known at the dockyard that Sergei Mironovich Kirov, a member of the Presidium of the
TSIK of the USSR and the Politburo of the TSK VKP(b), had been murdered by the treacherous hand of an agent
sent by a Trotskyite-Zinovievite counterrevolutionary organization, the working class bowed its heads and drew
even more closely together around the Communist Party and its leader, Comrade Stalin. At a December 3 memor-
ial meeting to honor Sergei Mironovich Kirov, Esin, Beliankin, and TSinarev were in attendance and openly ex-
pressed among the workers their solidarity with the traitors of the working class. At the same time, they conduct-
ed counterrevolutionary agitation, focusing their cynicism on Kirov and Stalin.

The court considers it a proven fact that Esin, the main instigator of counterrevolutionary opinions, at
the December 3 meeting openly told the workers, “The dog Kirov has been killed; there remains one more dog,
Stalin.” Leaving the meeting, he looked at the portrait of Stalin at the club and said, “He should be hung along
with Lenin from the antenna; let him swing.” Earlier Esin also said, “Nowadays the unions do not protcct the
workers and wages are too low.” These remarks in themselves were sufficient to stir up discontent among the
workers and to subvert measures undertaken by the Soviet authorities and the party.

Beliankin agreed with all the counterrevolutionary views of Esin, and he remarked, on December 2
when Esin told him that Kirov had been murdered, “To a dog, a dog’s death.” Up to the moment of arrest Be-
liankin told the workers that it was hopeless to petition for increased salaries through the trade unions, that the
unions work hand in hand with the bosses, and that “a dog will not eat another dog.”

TSinarev also sympathized with and shared the counterrevolutionary views of Esin and Beliankin and,
in connection with the villainous assassination of Kirov, said, “Kirov was killed because he was scum.” He did not
report the counterrevolutionary activities of Esin and Beliankin even though he was a member of the party.

Esin, Beliankin, and TSinarev admitted their partial guilt; however, as a result of TSinarcv’s complete
testimony and admission, Esin’s and Beliankin’s counterrevolutionary activities were unmasked.

Governed by articles 319-320 of the Criminal Procedure Code and article 58, paragraph 10 of the Crimi-
nal Code of the Russian Republic, the following sentence is declared:

1} Esin, Anatolii Alekseevich, in accordance with article 58, paragraph 10, has been declared guilty and
is sentenced to be deprived of his freedom for 7 years.

2} Beliankin, Efim Mikhailovich, in accordance with article 58, paragraph 10, has been declared guilty
and is sentenced to be deprived of his freedom for 5 years.

3) TSinarev, Nikolai Andreevich, in accordance with article 58, paragraph 10, has been declared guilty
and is sentenced to be deprived of his freedom for 3 years.

1} No material evidence relevant to the case.
2) Hold Beliankin, Esin, and TSinarev under armed guard at Bash. Central [illegible]
3) Verdict is final but can be contested in an appeal to the Supreme Court of the RSFSR within 72 hours from re-

ceipt of a copy of the verdict.

Original signed by: Chairman Kalinin, members Naumochkin, Smykova
True copy of the original: Court Secretary, Bel’sk section—signature
(M.P)

RTSKhIDNI, fond 17, opis 120, delo 171, listy 38, 39, 46.
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DOCUMENT I3 Resolution by the USSR Council of People’s Commissars and the Party’s Central
Comimittee, June 17, 1935, on the procedure for executing arrests

SUPPLEMENT to point 157,
Politburo Minutes No.27.

ON THE PROCEDURE FOR EXECUTING ARRESTS.

Resolution of the Council of People’s Commissars of the USSR and the Central Committee of the All-Union Com-
munist Party {of Bolsheviks) [VKP(b)] .

The Council of People’s Commissars of the USSR and the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist
Party (of Bolsheviks) resolve:

1. As a change to the instructions of May 8, 1933, NKVD arrests on all matters without exception henceforth
can be executed only with the consent of the appropriate procurator.

2. If it is necessary to carry out an arrest at the scene of a crime, responsible NKVD personnel, legally so autho-
rized, are obliged to report the arrest immediately to the appropriate procurator to obtain confirmation.

3. Permission for arrests of members of the USSR Central Executive Committee [TSIK] and the union republic
TSIKs is granted only after organs of the Procuracy and NKVD have obtained the consent of the USSR TSIK chair-
person or the union republic TSIK chairpersons as appropriate.

Permission for arrests of supervisory personnel of people’s commissariats [narkomat] of the USSR and union
republics and equivalent central institutions (chiefs of directorates and department heads, industrial association
heads and their deputies, directors and deputy directors of industrial enterprises, sovkhozes, etc.), as well as engi-
neers, agronomists, professors, physicians, and directors of academic and scientific research institutions is granted
with the consent of the appropriate People’s Commissars.

4. Permission for arrests of VKP(b) members and candidates is granted with the consent of the secretaries of
raion, krai, oblast’ VKP(b) committees, the central committees of national communist parties, as appropriate. As
regards communists holding administrative positions in the Union People’s Commissariats [narkomats] and in
equivalent central institutions, permission is granted after obtaining the concurrence of the Party Control Com-

mission chairperson.

5. Permission for arrests of military personnel of the higher, senior, and intermediate command staff of the
Workers’ and Peasants’ Red Army is granted with the consent of the People’s Commissar of Defense.

6. Permission for arrests in a raion is granted by the raion procurator, in autonomous republics by the procura-
tor of these republics, in the krais (oblast’s) by the krai {oblast’) procurators.

On matters involving crimes in railroad and water transport, permission for arrests is granted by section procu-
rators, route procurators, and navigation basin procurators as appropriate; on matters under the jurisdiction of mil-
itary tribunals, permission is granted by the military district procurators.

Permission for arrests executed directly by the People’s Commissariats of Internal Affairs of the Union Re-
publics is granted by the procurators of these republics.

Permission for arrests cxecuted directly by the People’s Commissariat of Internal Affairs of the USSR is granted
by the Union Procurator.

CHAIRMAN OF THE SOVIET OF SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL
PEOPLE’S COMMISSARS OF THE USSR COMMITTEE OF VKP(b)
V. MOLOTOV. J. STALIN.

June 17, 1935

RTSKKIDNI, fond 17, opis 3, delo 965, list 75
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DOCUMENT 14  Resolution by the USSR Council of People’s Commissars and the Party’s Central
Committee, November 17, 1938, on improving NKVD arrest procedures

TOP SECRET
v kh. no. 94 dk
copy no. 6229

To the People’s Commissars of Internal Affairs in the union and autonomous republics, the krai and
oblast’ chiefs of the NKVD Administration, and the chiefs of okrug, municipal, and raion branches of the
NKVD.

To procurators in the union and autonomous republics, krais, and oblast’s, and procurators in the
okrugs, cities, and raions.

To central committee secretaries of the national communist parties and the krai, oblast’, okrug, mu-
nicipal, and raion committees of the All-Union Communist Party (of Bolsheviks) [VKP(b)].

ON ARRESTS, PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS, AND CONDUCT OF INVESTIGATIONS

Resolution of the USSR Council of People’s Commissars [SNK SSSR] and the Central Committee [TSK] of the
All-Union Communist Party (of Bolsheviks)

The Council of People’s Commissars and the Central Committee of the Communist Party observe that
during 1937-38, under the party’s guidance, NKVD agencies accomplished a great deal in the effort to crush the
enemies of the people and to purge the USSR of countless spies, terrorists, diversionary agents, and saboteurs, in-
cluding Trotskyites, Bukharinists, Socialist Revolutionaries, Mensheviks, bourgeois nationalists, White Guards,
fugitive kulaks and criminals that provided serious support to foreign intelligence services operating in the USSR,
particularly those of Japan, Germany, Poland, England, and France.

At the same time, NKVD agencies also have accomplished a great deal toward crushing espionage and di-
versionary activities by agents from foreign intelligence services that have infiltrated the USSR in great numbers
from beyond the cordon disguised as so-called political refugees and deserters, including Poles, Romanians, Finns,
Germans, Latvians, Estonians, Harbin residents, and others. Purging the country of diversionary, insurgent, and
espionage agents has played a positive role in ensuring the future successes of socialist construction.

But we must not think that the business of purging the USSR of spies, saboteurs, terrorists, and diver-
sionary agents is over and done with.

Now the task at hand in continuing the merciless battlc against all enemies of the USSR is to organize
the battle using more effective and reliable methods.

This is all the more necessary as the mass operations to crush and root out hostile elements carried out
by NKVD agencies in 1937-38 employing simplified investigation and prosecution could not but result in a num-
ber of gross inadequacies and distortions in the aperations of the NKVD agencies and the Procuracy. More impor-
tantly, enemies of the people and spies from foreign intelligence services who have infiltrated NKVD agencies
(both central and local), continuing to carry on their subversive activity, have tried in all conceivable ways to con-
found investigative and undercover activities, have knowingly violated Soviet laws, have carried out unfounded
mass arrests, while protecting their collaborators, particularly those planted in NKVD agencies.

Below are described the most significant shortcomings recently uncovered in the operations of agencies
of the NKVD and Procuracy.

First of all, NKVD employees have completely abandoned undercover work, preferring to work in an
oversimplified manner using mass arrests, paying no attention to the thoroughness and quality of the investiga-
tion.

NKVD employees have grown so unaccustomed to painstaking, systematic undercover work and have
taken such a liking to the oversimplified modus operandi that until very recently they have objected to placing
limits on their execution of mass arrests.

This has resulted in further deterioration of already poor undercover work, and worst of all, many NKVD
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agents have lost their taste for undercover measures that play an exceptionally important role in Cheka opera-
tions.

Naturally, as a result of all this, the investigation as a rule has not succeeded in totally unmasking ar-
rested spies and diversionary agents from foreign intelligence services and has not completely revealed all their
criminal connections because the requisite undercover work has been absent.

This lack of appreciation of the importance of undercover work and the unacceptably lax attitude about
arrests are all the more intolerable in view of the fact that the SNK SSSR and the TSK VKP(b) on May 8, 1933,
June 17, 1935, and finally March 3, 1937, categorically pointed out the necessity of properly organizing undercover
work, restricting arrests, and improving investigation.

Second, a very gross inadequacy in the operation of NKVD agencies is the deeply rooted, oversimplified
procedure of investigation, whereby, as a rule, the examining magistrate limits himself to obtaining a confession
of guilt from the accused and completely ignores substantiating this confession with the necessary documentary
evidence (testimony of witnesses, expert depositions, statements, material evidence, etc.).

Frequently the arrested person is not interrogated for a month after arrest, sometimes for even a longer
time. Standard interrogation procedures are not always observed. Frequently there are cases when the arrested per-
son’s testimony is written down in the form of rough notes, and after a prolonged interlude (ten days, a month,
even longer) a complete transcript is compiled that totally violates the requirement of article 138 of the Code of
Criminal Procedures on a verbatim (to the extent possible) rendering of the arrested person’s testimony. Very of-
ten, the interrogation transcript is not compiled until the arrested person confesses the crimes he has committed.
There are many instances when the transcript totally omits the defendant’s testimony refuting this or that charge.

Investigative papers are executed sloppily and contain rough-draft, illegibly corrected and overwritten
pencil notations of testimony, as well as testimony transcripts not signed by the interrogated person nor certified
by the examining magistrate. Sometimes unsigned, unconfirmed indictments are included.

For its part, the Procuracy does not take the necessary steps to eliminate these deficiencies, generally )
limiting its role in the investigation to simple registration/stamping of investigative documents. Procuracy agen-
cies not only do not eliminate violations of revolutionary legality, they actually legitimize these violations.

Enemies of the people, having infiltrated NKVD and Procuracy agencies (both central and local), often
have skillfully exploited this irresponsible attitude toward investigative work and this gross violation of estab-
lished legal procedures. They have knowingly twisted Soviet law, committed forgery, falsified investigative docu-
ments, indicted and arrested on trumped-up charges and even without any grounds whatever, brought charges (for
provocation) against innocent persons, while doing everything possible to conceal and protect their collaborators
in criminal anti-Soviet activity. These kinds of things went on in both the central and local bureaucracy of the
NKVD.

All these intolerable failings in the work of NKVD and Procuracy agencies were possible only because
the enemies of the people, having infiltrated the NKVD and Procuracy agencies, made every conceivable attempt
to sever the work of NKVD and Procuracy agencies from party organs, to escape party control and supervision, and
thus make it easier for themselves and their collaborators to continue their anti-Soviet, subversive activity.

In order to eliminate the above-described failings and properly organize the investigative work of NKVD
and Procuracy agencies, the SNK SSSR and the TSK VKP(b) resolve:

1. To prohibit NKVD and Procuracy agencies from carrying out any kind of mass arrests or evictions.

In accordance with art. 127 of the Constitution of the USSR, arrests are to be conducted only with a
court order or with a procurator’s approval.

Eviction from the border region is to be permitted on a case-by-case basis with the approval of the SNK
SSSR and TSK VKP(b) only with a special presentation from the appropriate oblast’ or krai party committee or the
Central Committee of a republic Communist Party coordinated with the NKVD SSSR.

2. To eliminate judicial troikas established by special decrees from the NKVD SSSR as well as troikas in
the oblast’, krai, and republic Administrations of Workers’ and Peasants’ Militia.

Henceforth all cases are to be submitted for review by the courts or a Special Conference of the NKVD
SSSR in strict accordance with existing jurisdictional laws.

3. In making arrests, NKVD and Procuracy agencies are to abide by the following requirements:
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a) execute the arrests in strict adherence to the SNK SSSR and TSK VKP(b) resolution of June 17, 1935;

b) when a procurator’s approval is required for an arrest, NKVD agencies are obliged to present a state-
ment of justification and all materials substantiating the need for the arrest;

c) Procuracy agencies are obliged to carefully and substantively validate the arrest statements of the
NKVD agencies and if necessary demand supplementary investigative actions or submission of supplementary in-
vestigative materials;

d) Procuracy agencies are obliged not to allow execution of arrests without adequate justification. The
procurator approving an arrest is to bear responsibility for any improper arrest along with the NKVD personnel ex-
ecuting it.

4. Require NKVD agencies to observe all provisions of the Code of Criminal Procedures in conducting in-
vestigations, particularly:

a) to complete the investigation within the legally specified timeframe;

b] to interrogate the arrested persons within 24 hours of their arrest; to immediately compile a transcript
after each interrogation in accordance with article 138 of the Code of Criminal Procedures, precisely indicating
when the interrogation began and ended.

In reviewing their interrogation, the procurator is required to write on the transcript that he has reviewed
it, indicating the time, day, month, and year;

¢) Documents, correspondence, and other objects removed during a search are to be sealed immediately
at the search site in accordance with article 184 of the Code of Criminal Procedures, and a detailed inventory of
everything sealed is to be compiled.

5. Require Procuracy agencies to observe precisely the provisions of the Code of Criminal Procedures for
executing procuratorial oversight of investigations conducted by NKVD agencies.

In accordance with this, require Procuracy agencies to systematically monitor the investigative agencies’
observance of all legally established rules for conducting investigations and to promptly eliminate violations of
these regulations; take measures to guarantee the accused person the procedural rights afforded him by the law,
ete.

6. In connection with the growing role of procuratorial oversight and the increased responsibility placed
on Procuracy agencies for arrests and investigations conducted by NKVD agencies, it must be viewed as essential
to:

a) establish that all procurators overseeing an investigation conducted by NKVD agencies are confirmed
by the TSK VKP(b) based on inputs from the appropriate oblast’ and krai party committecs, the republic commu-
nist parties’ central committees, and the Procurator of the USSR;

b} require the oblast’ and krai party committees and the central committee of the republic communist
parties to validate and present for confirmation to the TSK VKP(b) all candidacies of all procurators overseeing in-
vestigations by NKVD agencices;

¢} require the Procurator of the USSR, Comrade Vyshinsky, to identify politically trustworthy, qualified
procurators in the central administration to oversee investigations conducted by the central NKVD bureaucracy
and within twenty days present them for confirmation to the TSK VKP(b).

7. Approve NKVD measures presented in the October 23, 1938, order to regulate the conduct of investi-
gations by NKVD agencies. In particular, approve the NKVD decision concerning the organization of special inves-
tigation units in the operations divisions.

Stressing the importance of properly organized investigative work by NKVD agencies, require the NKVD
to ensure that the best, most politically trustworthy and most qualified members of the party (based on perfor-
mance] are designated to be investigators in the center and in the ficld.

Establish that all investigators in central and local NKVD agencies are designated solely by order of the
NKVD.

8. Require the NKVD and Procurator of the USSR to give their local agencies instructions to fulfill the

present resolution precisely.

The SNK SSSR and the TSK VKP(b) direct the attention of all NKVD and Procuracy staff to the necessity
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of resolutely eliminating the above-described failings in the operations of NKVD and Procuracy agencies and to
the extreme importance of reorganizing all investigative and procuratorial work.

The SNK SSSR and the TSK VKP(b) warn all NKVD and Procuracy staff that for the slightest infraction
of Soviet laws or party or government directives, cach NKVD and Procuracy employee, whoever it may be, will be
held strictly accountable before a court of law.

Chairman of the Council of People’s Secretary of the Central

Commissars of the USSR V. MOLOTOV. Committee of the VKP(b)
J. STALIN.

November 17, 1938

No. P 4387

Source?

DOCUMENT I§ Letter from members of the Procuracy of the USSR, October 28, 1939, appeal-
ing to A. A. Zhdanov for changes in the Procuracy and calling for a halt to the criminal behavior of
the NKVD

Dear Comrade Zhdanov!

We, the employees of the Procuracy of the USSR ask that you attentively read this letter, which was written by
us after long reflection and with a single purpose—to inform the Central Committee of the party about shocking
occurrences in the operation of the Procuracy and the NKVD,

The party’s Central Committee decision of November 17, 1938, identified the grossest distortions of Soviet
laws by NKVD organs and obligated those organs and the Procuracy not only to stop these crimes but also to cor-
rect the gross violations of law that have resulted in mass sentencing of totally innocent, honest Soviet persons to
various sorts of punishment, often even execution. These persons—not a few, but tens and hundreds of thou-
sands—sit in camps and jails and wait for a just decision; they are perplexed about why and for what they were ar-
rested and by what right the bastards from Ezhov's band persecuted them, using medieval torture.

It would seem that the party’s Central Committee decision of November 17,1938, should have mobilized all
attention on immediately rectifying the criminal policy of the bastard Ezhov and his criminal clique, which has
literally terrorized Soviet persons, upright, dedicated citizens, old party members, and entire party organizations.

In reality, something else is happening.

Comrade Pankrat’ev, who has replaced Comrade Vyshinsky, cannot guarantee implementation of this critical
decision of the party Central Committee because of his lack of authority in the Procuracy and particularly in the
eyes of NKVD personnel.

It is strange to say, but it is a fact that Comrade Beria not only is not burning with desire to free totally inno-
cent people, but to the contrary is conducting a definite policy to hinder this effort and is using his authority to
maintain the “honor of the uniform.”

Therefore, the decision to charge a special conference of the NKVD with reviewing its own decisions executed
by Ezhov’s band is a big mistake.

Here, at a special conference, the decisive role and final word belong not to the representative of supervision—
the Procurator—but to Comrade Beria and his entourage, who, with all the means and resources at their disposal,
are violating the requirements of the Procuracy to stop these actions.
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Comrade Pankrat’ev, who attends these meetings, bows his head to Politburo candidate member Comrade Be-
ria and silently goes along with obviously wrong decisions.

Thus, at these special conferences the absolutely correct and lawful protests of the Procuracy of the USSR are
crushed with the direct connivance of the Procurator of the USSR, Comrade Pankrat’ev.

One only needs to review what took place at the last special conference sessions and speak with the procura-
tors who directly prepared these matters and it becomes apparent that the line followed by Comrade Beria has
nothing in common with party directives.

Such practices have disoriented the staff of the Procuracy of the USSR, those honest procurators who directly
monitor these scandalous cases and spend slecpless nights and grieve for guiltless Sovict persons condemned by
Ezhov’s band.

We earnestly beseech you, Comrade Zhdanov, to take up this matter of utmost importance, and if there is no
chance of changing the criminal practices pursued within the walls of the NKVD, to change the system, to entrust
the Procuracy with reviewing matters incorrectly handled by Ezhov’s band—excluding from these matters the au-
thority of Comrade Beria, who intentionally or unintentionally is cultivating a defense of the “honor of the uni-
form” of NKVD personnel at all costs.

Just consider that hundreds of thousands of people guilty of nothing continue to sit in jails and camps, and
nearly a year has passed since the party’s Central Committee took its decision.

Can it really be this does not worry anyone?

Speak with the procurators of the special procuracies (railroad, navigation] and they will tell you facts that will
make your hair stand on end, and they will show you these “cases,” this disgrace to Soviet power.

At the same time, we ask you to correct the very grave error of Comrade Pankrat’ev’s appointment. Give us a
director with a high degree of authority who can take on even Beria.

We senior employees have always been puzzled by the relationship of the party leadership and government to
the staff of the Procuracy, the sharpest tool of the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Can it really be so hard to understand that the procuracies, by virtue of the special obligations entrusted to

them, must be properly compensated?

A procurator on the staff of the Procuracy of the USSR who has worked honestly for 1o-15 years and who per-
forms the most serious work earns 650-7 50 rubles, whereas a newly hired NKVD staff member, a semiliterate
youth, earns more than 1200-1500 rubles, enjoys all the benefits, receives a bonus, a uniform allowance, etc.

Where is the logic? For what is this wrongheaded policy followed?
Procurators cannot be kept in a state of semistarvation for decades!

We ask you to think about this. We are completely convinced that all that has been described here is being con-
cealed from the party’s Central Committee—obviously it is more advantageous that way for someone.

The procurators of the Procuracy of the USSR.

October 28, 1939

RTSKhIDNI, fond 77, opis 1, delo 1944, listy 4, 4 ob, 5 0b
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Political Intelligence Reports and Public Opinion

One of the important contributions of glasnost’, the new policy of open-
ness introduced during the leadership of Mikhail Gorbachev, was to make
“public opinion” available to the public, and since 1985 the publication of
opinion polls has become an important part of Soviet and Russian life. Assess-
ing public attitudes, moods, and reactions to policies and events was always
much more difficult under the old system. These documents reveal, however,
the extent to which the regime had access to detailed and regular reports on
local opinions and local activism. Each province-level Cheka organization re-
ported regularly on all kinds of cases of unrest, protest, illness, and crime,
economic dislocations, and also the absence of protest. These reports were
forwarded to central organs in the form of “Information summaries” (Info-
svodka) and distributed to leading party, €conomic, and trade union organiza-
tions. In this way the Cheka carried on the tradition of political reporting de-
veloped by the tsarist Okhrana, and these reports, as they become available to
scholars, will provide a rich new source of information on public life during
the Soviet regime.

One must be careful in assessing the reliability of these documents: reports
from the field were only as good as the agents who provided them. Moreover,
as Dzerzhinsky noted in Document 11, “Our information summatries are pre-
senting a one-sided picture, completely black . . . ” Security agencies often ex-
aggerate the dangers they report in order to enhance their own institutional
importance.

A second valuable source of popular opinion are letters written to party of-
ficials, institutions, and newspapers. Letters such as the one to Trotsky (Doc-
ument 19} and to Stalin {Document 20) indicate a surprising depth of public
political consciousness and criticism of the regime. Letters could be positive
as well, as with the postcard to Stalin from the grateful Armenian collective
farm worker in 1937 {Document 27). Many documents reporting on political
dissidence are included in the section of this volume on the dissident move-
ment, but Document 29, a KGB report on sources of criticism of the Soviet
government in 1988, continues the tradition of comprehensive reporting on
opposition to the system.
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DOCUMENT 16 Summary report on political groups, June 2, 1920, by the Information Section of
the Secret Division of the Cheka

POLITICAL GROUPS
No. 75

Summary Report of the Information Section of the Secret Department of the All-Union Extraordinary Commis-
sion for Combating Counterrevolution and Sabotage [VChK].

TVER’ GUBERNIIA. There are parties of left Socialist Revolutionaries [SRs] and anarchists in Bezhetskii uezd.
The anarchists have their own federation and club. They do not hold meetings, only conferences concerning their
program. {Report of the Guberniia Extraordinary Commission |[GubChK], April 15-May 1, 1920)

IVANO-VOZNESENSK [sic] GUBERNIIA. Operating legally is a “committee of revolutionary communists” and
an SR minority group, whose members are former right SRs. Their relationship to Soviet power is somewhat dubi-
ous. (Report of the GubChK, April 30, 1920}

UKRAINE. The majority of members of the Petliurist counterrevolutionary organization TSupok are SRs, chiefly
Lozanovskii, Petrenko, Shadilo. {The Kiev organization Ukrainian Socialist Revolutionarics [USR] claims to repre-
sent the trend of the entire party. A few are involved in the Petliurist movement and the Ukrainian Social Demo-
crats [USD)], left SRs, and the Ukrainian Communist Party {UKP] (Borotbists). (From a report of the Plenipoten-
tiary of the SOOGCHK, April 19}

TSARITSYN GUBERNIIA. There are organizations of SRs and anarchists. These organizations have yet to show
any signs of activity (Report of GChK for January 16-April 1)

TOMSK GUBERNIIA. Menshevik and SR sympathizers have been discovered among the white collar workers of
the Omsk Railroad. (Report No. 4 of Omsk Raion Transportation ChK for Mar. 15-Apr. 1)

TOMSK GUBERNIIA. Counterrevolutionary attitudes among workers of the Tomsk Water Transportation Au-
thority (5000 employees). Large numbers of SRs, Mensheviks, and monarchists. {Report No. 4 of Omsk Raion
Transportation ChK, Mar. 15-Apr. 1 1920}

ANARCHISTS

VOLOGDA. Agitational activity by anarchists has taken on a more malicious, intensified character. (Report of
VGChK, May 1-15}

VOLOGDA GUBERNIIA. Recently, anarchists have become more active not only in the city, but in the uezds and
at the military garrison [Sixth Regiment stationed in the suburbs of Vologda). Activists were arrested early in the
morning on May 1 for the purpose of preventing any further propaganda. (From the report of the Sccret Depart-
ment of the GChK of May 4, 1920)

VLADIMIR. Anarchism has been developing in the Aleksandrov, Pereiaslavl’, and IUrev uezds. (Report of VGChK
for Apr. 15-May 1}

EKATERINBURG. Anarchists have been gradually becoming more active. (Report of Ekaterinburg KGChK Apr.
15-30)

ASTRAKhAN GUBERNIIA. There was an incident where anarchist leaflets in opposition to Soviet power were
distributed. (Report of GubChK of March 20, 1920}

UKRAINIAN COMMUNIST PARTY

UKRAINIAN COMMUNIST PARTY ABROAD. In Vienna a Ukrainian Communist Party has formed around Vin-
nichenko, Golubovich and others and has contacts with the Communist Party (Bolshevik] of Ukraine and the So-
viet government. This foreign UKP has been formed by leftist groupings of the Ukrainian Social Democrats [USD]
{Chekhovskii) and the Ukrainian Socialist Revolutionaries [USR] (A. Stapnenko) who oppose the government of
the Ukrainian Revolutionary Party [UPR]. All adherents of this tendency sent to Ukraine were instructed to join
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the UKP of Borotbists. Together with the truly dissenting Petliurists, agents of Petliura went to Ukraine to con-
duct underground activity. (Report of the plenipotentiary of the SOOKChHK, April 19, 1920}

MAXIMALISTS

VLADIMIR. The maximalists are inciting the population against Soviet power, especially in Suzdal’ uezd. {Report
of the Vladimir GChK, April 15-May 1}

VIATKA GUBERNIIA. At the Izhevsk Works 5 Maximalists [Social Revolutionary faction] were arrested after they
had gone out to villages and called on the peasants to rise up. These individuals had been making preparations for
an armed uprising in Izhevsk raion (GChHK report of Apr. 16-Apr. 30, 1920)

REVOLUTIONARY COMMUNISTS

IAROSLAVSKAIA. A purge of undesirable elements is being conducted in the party of Revolutionary Commu-
nists. (Information Section of the Iaroslavl’ GChK, April 20, 1920)

VOLGA GERMAN OBLAST". There is a small but influential organization of Revolutionary Communists. (From
report of Secret Department of ObChK for Feb. 1-Apr. 15, 1920)

SOCIALIST REVOLUTIONARY INTERNATIONALISTS

DONETSK. S. R. Internationalists work openly. There are committees of the party in Mariupol’ and other cities.
{Report of the Donetsk GChK, April 15-30)

LEFT SOCIAL REVOLUTIONARIES

VORONEZh. In Novokhopersk Left SRs have organized a “Russian allied terrorist fighting squad,” whose aim is
to terrorize officials of the Russian Communist Party [RKP]. [Report of the GChK, April 1-15, 1920)

KOSTROMA. In Kologrievsk uezd an organization of leftist SRs was discovered, the majority of whose members
are former officers of the old army. {Report of the Kostroma GChK, April 15-30)

DONETSK. The Left SRs have an organization in the province which is engaged in underground agitation and has
been active in Lugansk, IUzovka, Mariupol’, and Grishin uezds {Report of Donetsk GChK of Apr. 15~30)

KhERSON. Thanks to intense agitation, a Left SR organization has gained the sympathy of the peasants, especial-
ly in Elizavetgrad and Kherson uezds {Report of Kherson GChK}

MINORITY GROUP OF THE SOCIALIST REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

DONETSK. There is a committee of SRs (minority} in Lugansk. It works mostly clandestinely and in institutions
hopes to conduct business in its own way. (Report of the Donetsk GChK, April 15-30}

KhERSON. The Menshevik Party is stronger than the Right SR faction. It does not behave actively but tries to get
elected to the Soviets {Report of Kherson GChK, Feb. 12-Apr. 15)

EKATERINBURG. The Mensheviks have emerged on the political scene, but they have not been operating out in
the open. They have been holding discussions of political topics for agitation purposes, especially among the rail-
road workers (Report of KGChK of Apr. 15-30, 1920}

MONARCHISTS

KhERSON. A definite organization of monarchists has not been established, only agitation by individuals has been
observed. {Report of the Kherson GChK, February 12-April 15)

[signed] Director of the Secret Division of the VChK: Latsis
[signed] Director of the Section: D. Kats

June 2, 1920

RTSKhIDNJ, fond s, op. 1, d. 2617, 11 1,2,4
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DOCUMENT 17 Report on military action against bandits, March 31, 1921

SECRET
Moscow, March 31, 1921
SITUATION REPORT FOR MARCH 30, 1921
Map Scale: 10 versts per inch

Ukraine, Lozovaia Station area. A band of 120 men {(whose gang’s name is unknown and who were also

spotted on March 28 attacking Zhemchuzhnoe Station} captured Raduevo Station on March 29 and, after destroy-
ing the telegraph apparatus, proceeded to Nadezhdino, where they were driven off and scattered by fire from our
armored train.

Orel Military District, Tambov guberniia, Chakino Station area. On March 29 our cavalry units fought
and drove off a band of up to 100 horsemen from Bakharevka (12 versts northwest of Chakino Station). The band
retreated to Ponzar (15§ versts west of Chakino}, from which they were driven off again and scattered in different
directions. Otkhozhaia Station area. On March 29 our units launched an attack on Semenovka (7 versts northeast
of Otkhozhaia Station), which had been occupied by a band of 1,000 men with 2 machine guns, in two columns
from the south and the west. The band was unable to withstand our assault and retreated to Nikol’skoc-Rzhaksa
(3 versts east of Semenovka). Our cavalry detachment charged, slashing into NikoVskoe on the heels of the ban-
dits, and took the south side of the village but was forced back to its starting point by heavy enemy machine gun
fire. Nothing particularly noteworthy happened elsewhere.

Trans-Volga Military District, Petrov raion. Popov’s bands, who advanced on Sapolga on March 28 {25
versts northwest of Petrovska) and from there to the village of Serdoba, took Serdoba and have been moving on
Aleksandrovka (15 versts north of Serdoba) since March 29. The bands are under pursuit by our units.

Caucasus Front, Delizhan raion. In the Karakli Sector our offensive is underway. We have occupied
Pamb-arm, Mandzhukhli, Pamb-kurd, and Chaban-Karakmaz {all of these points are 10 to 12 versts southwest and
southeast of Amaml'}.

Siberia, Tobol’sk raion. Our units are engaged in fierce fighting with rebels on the line running from the
village of Kularevskoe to the village of Bagaiskoe {50 versts south of Tobol’sk). Ishim raion. Bordakov’s band of 300
men, with two cannon and three machine guns, is in retreat and under pursuit by our units east of the village of
Kokhanskoe towards the main line of the Ishim-Omsk Railroad. Petropavlovsk raion. 7o versts north of Petukho-
va our men overtook and routed Bukhvalov’s band. The chief of staff of the Siberian Front and the chief of staff of
the People’s Rebel Army were taken prisoner, while Bukhvalov shot himself. No. 1898/op.

Chief of Operations for the Republic War Commissar
[illegible signature] [illegiblc signature]

RTSKhIDNI, fond 17, op. 86, 4. 144, ll.5
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DOCUMENT 18 Digest of reports from the Information Section of the Cheka, January 9, 1922,
concerning the political and economic situation in various provinces

Top Secret
Moscow, January 9, 1922 1820 hour
Lenin Archive copy no. 1
Entry no. 26
Item no.[illegible] To Comrade Lenin

G O SINFSVOD K A [State Information Summary]
OF THE INFORMATION SECTION OF THE
All-Russian Extraordinary Commission for Combating
Counterrevolution, Sabotage, and Speculation [VChK]:

For January 6, 7, and 8, No. 6/244/.

CENTRAL GUBERNIIAS

MOSCOW GUBERNIIA/State information summary of the MChK [Moscow Extraordinary Commission] No. 4, 5,
pages 5 and 6 {1.)

1. Veteran workers were dismissed at the 2nd Model Print Shop. Hiring of new workers is progressing slowly. The
print shop has stopped. Not having received their pay for the month of December, the workers at the Tekhnika i
Meditsina plant stopped work on January 5. The Mars uniforms factory has been stopped for two weeks. The tex-
tile factory of Petrov and Galakteev is not operating due to a shortage of fuel.

{Abstract sent to Comrade Bogdanov)

10. Workers of the Briansk Railroad Depot, as a result of the absence of wages for the month of December, began a
slowdown on January 4.

BRIANSK GUBERNIIA/State information summary No. 2 5(1.}

2. The mood of the population is satisfactory. {Abstract sent to Comrade Zalutskii)
4. The work of the union cells within enterprises is weak.

8. Epidemics are developing especially virulently among the children. Medical supplies are lacking. (Abstract sent
to Comrade Semashko)

VLADIMIR GUBERNIIA/State information summary No. 60696 5{1.}

1. As a result of a rise in market prices, the mood of the workers and employees is unsatisfactory. {Abstract sent to
Comrade Zalutskii and Comrade Khinchuk])

3. Trade is developing poorly as a result of a shortage of goods and a lack of high quality. {A copy of this abstract
sent to Comrade Khinchuk.)

IVANO-VOZNESENSK GUBERNIIA {Political information summary No. 2, January 1}

2. The mood of the peasants is satisfactory. One exception is IUr’evets uezd, where the peasants are dissatisfied
with the levies for schools and hospitals. {Copies sent to Comrades Zalutskii and Khalatov)

KALUGA GUBERNIIA (Political information summary No. 2, January 5}

2. The two-week food procurement drive has been extended to January 20. Party organizations and trade unions
have organized 447 individuals to procure foodstuffs. The food has been slow in coming in. To this point only 5§8%
of the quota has been met. {Copies sent to Comrades Khalatov and Zalutskii)
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KURSK GUBERNIIA {Political information summary No. 5, January s)

3. Market prices have risen. (Copy sent to Comrade Khinchuk}

NORTHERN KRAI

VOLOGDA GUBERNIIA (Political information summary No. 5, January s}

1. The mood of the general public is satisfactory. As of December 31, 91% of the quota for the tax-in-kind on food
had been collected. 80.2% of the quota for seed loans has been met. Peasants are heavily involved in the produc-
tion of moonshine. {Copies sent to Comrades Khalatov, Zalutskii, and Doletskii)

6. The military units are in satisfactory condition. (Copy sent to Comrade Zalutskii)

8. The blue- and white-collar workers of Vologda have resolved to contribute 5% of their food rations to the
famine victims and adopt 73 refugee children. The last guberniia famine relief drive collected 7,756,935 rubles and
523 poods of flour. (Copies to All-Union Famine Relief Central Executive Committee and Comrade Doletskii)

NORTHWEST KRAI

PSKOV GUBERNIIA (Political information summary No. 289, January 5}

6. The mobilization of the public for the Karelian Front was successful. {Copy to Comrade Zalutskii}

MURMANSK GUBERNIIA {Political information summary No. 50, January 4.

3. A Norwegian steamship carrying 2,257 tons of coal arrived in Murmansk from Great Britain. A Russian steamer
carrying 1,600 tons of colonial goods arrived on January 4.

(Copy to Comrade Khinchuk])

PETROGRAD GUBERNIIA (Political information summary No. 6, January 5)

1. The workers of Caravan No. 2 went back to work after receiving their pay on January 4. {Copy sent to Comrade
Bogdanov)

KARELIAN LABOR COMMUNE (Bandit report No. 7945, December 31 and January 5-6)

7. The rebels are getting skis at Finnish border villages. On the central sector of the front the bandits are recruiting

new members from the local population.

FOREIGN INFORMATION (Bandit report No. 5, January 6)

1. Estonia. A Russian organization is headquartered in the city of Pechora and is recruiting volunteers for Karelia.
They have succeeded in recruiting many unemployed individuals from the northwest. The volunteers are paid
three months in advance. As of December 26, 145 veterans of the Kronstadt uprising had been sent from Vyborg to

Karelia.

WESTERN KRAI
SMOLENSK GUBERNIIA (Political information summary No. 139, January §)

2. The peasants are dissatisfied with the efforts to inventory secluded farmland. As of January 1, 96% of the quota
for the tax-in-kind on food had been collected. In terms of rye, 3,830,967 poods have been collected. The procure-
ment of firewood has been going well. From July 1 through December 1, 54,504 cords {51,206 cubic sazhens) had
been collected, amounting to 94% of the quota. 27,269 cubic sazhens have been transported to the center. {Copies

sent to Comrades Khalatov, Danishevskii, and Doletskii}

3. Market prices are rising. On the eve of the New Year a pood of grain cost 140,000 rubles. The rise in prices can
be attributed to the influx of refugees from the Volga. (Copy sent to Comrade Khinchuk)

5. The Executive Committee of IArtsevo Uezd is in the process of disbandment. There is a shortage of paper cur-
rency in the guberniia. Government workers are disgruntled because they have not been paid. {Copies sent to
Comrades Vladimirskii and Alskii)
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9. The introduction of the new supply system has led rural schoolteachers to engage in counterrevolutionary agita-
tion among the peasants. {Copies sent to Comrades Pokrovskii and Zalutskii)

UKRAINE AND CRIMEA

No reports received.

URAL GUBERNIIA [Bandit report No. 4, January s)

7. According to a report dated December 31, Serov’s band consisting of 8oo cavalrymen with 3 machine guns occu-
pied the village of Topolinskii on December 28. The local kulaks are joining bands in Gur'evo.

BUKEEVSKAIA GUBERNIIA (Bandit report No. 79, December 31)

7. According to a report dated December 29, negotiations to effect a voluntary surrender of Tugiz-Baev’s band to
the Soviet authoritics are underway.

KIRGHIZ KRAI

No reports received.
URALS

BASHKIR REPUBLIC (Political information summary No. 56, January 5}

1. The workers arc in a bad mood because of the famine. {Copy sent to Comrade Zalutskii)

2. The drive to collect the tax-in-kind on food is going well. The peasants in the Duvkush cantons are in a bad
mood because of the famine. {Copies sent to Comrades Zalutskii and Khalatov)

4. Political agitation and propaganda efforts have been ineffectual. {Copy sent to Comrade Zalutskii)

7. Petty banditry has broken out in the republic. Efforts to suppress the bandits have been hindered by the indul-
gence of the local population.

9. The care of children is extremely poor at the orphanages. Staff members have been beating the children. {Copy
sent to Comrade Pokrovskii)

SIBERIA
FOREIGN INFORMATION (Bandit report No. 5, January 6}

11. According to a report dated December 15, 2 regiments consisting of Tatars and Tunguses mutinied against Ba-
kich in Urunichi raion.

TURKESTAN

No reports received.

HEAD OF THE INFORMATION DEPARTMENT OF THE ChEKA: BORTNOVSKII
HEAD OF THE STATE INFORMATION DEPARTMENT OF THE ChEKA KhUDIAKOV.

33 copies of this report were typed and distributed:

Copy No. 1 Comrades Lenin
" No. 2 Stalin
" No. 3 Trotsky and Sklianskii
" No. 4 Meletov and Mikhailov
" No. 5 Dzerzhinsky and Emshanov
" No. 6 Unshlikht
" No. 7 Menzhinskii and IAgoda
" No. 8 Medved’ and Avanesov
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* No

" No.
" No.
.28
" No.
" No.
* No.
* No.
" No.

{True copy of original)

.9
" No.
" No.
" No.
" No.
" No.
" No.
" No.
" No.
" No.
" No.

10
11
12
13
14
1§
16
17
18
19

. 20

.21

.22

.23

.24

.25

26
27

29
30
31
32
33

Samsonov and Blagonravov

Redens and Mogilevskii

Artuzov

Chicherin and Litvinov

Andreev and Shmidt

Steklov

Meshcheriakov and Sol’ts

Zelenskii

Radek

Khalatov

Mantsev {to be passed on and read to Central Committce of the
Communist Party of Ukraine}

Pavlunovskii {to be passed on and read to Siberian Bureau of
Russian Communist Party)

Trushin {to be passed on and read to Southern Information Bureau of
Russian Communist Party}

Pankratov (to be passed on and read to Central Bureau of the
Communist Party of Belorussia)

Peters (to be passed on and read to the Turkestan Bureau of the
Russian Communist Party)

Moroz {to be passed on and read to the Oblast’ Committee of the Russian
Communist Party)

Voroshilov {to be passed on and read to the Rostov Committee of the
North Caucasus Military District)

Ivanov {to be passed on and read to the Volga Region Cheka)
Messing {to be passed on to Comrade Zinoviev)

Katsnel’'son

Gus'ev

El'tsin

Kratt

file (Information Department of Cheka)

" " "

(for monthly summary}

Secretary of Information Department of Cheka: [signed] Falakin [?]

RTSKhIDNI, fond s, op. 1, d. 2627, 1l. 31,32,35,350b.
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DOCUMENT 19  Declaration by three factory workers on behalf of Trotsky, December 29, 1924,
expressing disagreement with state policies and the difficult material situation

[handwritten, upper left corner:] Comrade Kalinin, January 23, 1925

COPY
ALL-RUSSIAN CENTRAL COMMITTEE
SOVIET OF WORKERS’, PEASANTS’, AND RED ARMY SOLDIERS’ DEPUTIES

Workers of the Krasnyi Kashevar
{Red Cook] and Serp i molot
[Hammer and Sickle] Factories

DECLARATION

The contrived “permanent revolution” split between the Bolshevik Communist Party and Trotsky,
whom the entire Soviet and the press have so fiercely attacked without ailowing him to respond and with no in-
tention of allowing him to respond, is designed to get him out of the way and keep anyone from interfering with
the shady characters as they do their dirty work in the country. You accuse Trotsky, calling him a Menshevik and
an SR, but you defend Lenin. One man can’t make a revolution, the revolution makes people. We are all well
aware that Lenin was an emigre and ncver lived in Russia, but lived abroad and had absolutely no idea of the needs
of the Russian people. On the other hand, who created the Red Army and who was its leader {Order No. 14; Trot-
sky}? Who wiped out the Dutov, Kaledin, Kornilov, Merkulov, Wrangel, Semenov, Kolchak, IUdenich, Petliura,
Makhno, Bolo-Molokhovich, Marusia, Antonov, and Kozlovskii gangs? Who put down the Kronstadt uprising? Zi-
noviev fled from Petrograd to Moscow with his briefcase, while Trotsky and the officer-trainees went to Kronstadt,
routed the gang, and restored order. Who nipped the priestly provocation in the bud? Trotsky. Who organized the
Air Force and the Red Navy, and who created the Voluntary Association to Assist the Development of the Chemi-
cal Industry (Dobrokhim)? Trotsky did it all.

All we get from you is talk, but no action. You've been saying and are now writing that Russia is a free
country, but in reality it’s quite the opposite. In reality we have tyranny, repression, serfdom, tax after tax. Every
day we have seizures and auctions of peasant property, arrests, imprisonment, eviction, and exile to distant gu-
berniias. Just think of all the taxes now, how high they are, and who has to pay them. 6oo million rubles worth of
agricultural taxes, 1,000 million rubles from the unemployed, and 1,000 million more rubles in the form of pro-
ceeds from their property sold at auction and fines. Every day in Moscow alone 1,000 million rubles worth of prop-
erty confiscated from needy persons unable to pay their taxes is sold in the markets, while only 300 million rubles
are collected from the “haves.” And what about the proceeds from the sale of forests, meadows, coal, anthracite,
and animals, and the income from factories, mills, and sales of wine, kerosene, gasoline, matches, tobacco prod-
ucts, railroads, streetcar lines, electricity, water, cooperatives, trusts, syndicates, and the Moscow Agricultural
Commodity Processing Consortium? And what about the sale of territory, as Trotsky reminded us? Bessarabia has
been sold, Wrangel Island has been sold, Turkestan has been sold, Mocldavia has been sold, and Krasin has even be-
gun to sell Georgia to France, which means that soon the Caucasus will be sold, and Karelia might already have
been sold, in the same way that the fisheries and the Chinese Eastern Railroad were sold. And if we added it all up,
not only are the peaceful Russian people being robbed, everyone will have to give up everything we’ve worked for
in the last seven years for a few pennies. It would have been easier to get all the factories and plants working at
full speed, and then we wouldn't have any unemployment. But of course, then there wouldn’t be anyone to rob,
the prisons would be completely useless, and the Yids would have to go to work instead of sitting around thinking
up taxes and ways to rob us. We have seen all of this and have been waiting and hoping that someone who's a little
smarter and doesn’t have a heart of stone would come around to lead the Russian people to liberation. But we
don’t have anybody like this. The people in power are brutal careerists who want to turn Russia into a mass grave-
yard by systematic starvation. All of us go to bed worried and believing that the morrow will bring a new tax,
higher rent, or a property or income tax from our wallets or who knows what kind of one-time government or
property assessment. Once again we get confiscations and auctions, and more people get thrown out in the cold,
more people get exiled, more people get thrown in prison, more wives and children are crying, and if people try to
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do anything about it they get shot. All these commissars, inspectors, agents, tax collector executioners, and cops
are under orders from the TSK, but we don’t have a TSK. We ought to elect a new one, but the people in the TSK
now don’t want to stand for reelection and don’t want to look at the kind of tyranny, brutality, and robbery that’s
going on here. They should leave Moscow for a day and go for example to Zatsepskii market undercover and see
how the mounted and foot police wave their sabres and pistols around and threaten everybody, how they trample
women and children with their horses, how they haul innocent people to the committee, and how sometimes they
beat them almost to death and don’t hesitate one bit to rob them worse than the Oprichniki, just like the Roman
Emperors Nero and Trajan used to do to the martyrs. All the workers are getting sick of this comedy. It’s not right
for a free country. The entire Russian people is waiting for the right time, and then a lot of people will be crying.
We see who you're protecting and who you're ruining and how you’re protecting the stall owners and the store
owners and how you're robbing the unemployed poor people. We see how you've shut down the factories. We've
seen all your taxes and your assessments, and we know all your ranks, categories, and grades. We've scen how
many people you've driven to an early grave, but you can’t kill everyone. Your time is coming, and you will pay
with your blood for everything. Then the hour of liberation will come, and we'll make Trotsky our leader or king
or maybe Kerensky because he liberated us from tsarist oppression. Down with tyranny, down with repression,
and long live the freedom of the workers.

Afianskoi K., Gorbunov, IUshkin. December 29, 1924

True Copy: Correspondence Secretary of the
Chairman of the All-Union
Central Executive Committee

RTSKhIDNI, fond 78, op. 1, d. 142, 11. 10-11.

DOCUMENT 20 Letter from a Urals peasant to Stalin, undated, on inequalities in the country-
side

COPY
Comrade STALIN

Having read Krest'ianskaia gazeta |Peasant Newspaper] published in Ural oblast’, I have found an entire
page of interesting articles under the heading: “Has the Party Lost Its Way?, an article was written by peasants and
contains a bitter truth. It may be that you live far from peasants and will not believe this, but it is true. For the
most part, bureaucrats, bribe-takers, and toadies sit in our district and regional administrative agencies, which
deeply infuriates the peasants. I, myself, went to the oblast’ center and saw how the city lives in luxury and satis-
faction and never thinks of the poor circumstances of the villages, it lives care-free (like the old nobility}, but in
the villages it is the opposite, the needs of the peasants burn them from behind and from in front and he thinks
about the city because it depends on him, but his own needs can’t be met. I appeal to you as a high-standing per-
son in the party. Let the villages breathe easier, give them satisfaction and privileges like the cities. Have we not
spilt our blood together for the revolution, but it turns out that the revolution was only for the office workers and
factory workers, we feel wronged somehow. Read the newspaper which I am sending you and reply in the newspa-
per of the Ural peasants, if necessary, I will write again. I await your reply.

Ural. Troitskii okrug, Step. P/o Streletskii pos. NEVEROV, ALEKS
True copy:

[Punctuation errors and poor style of original retained.]

Source: ?
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DOCUMENT 21  Partial letter of a peasant from Riazan’ guberniia to Stalin, September 3, 1926,
criticizing the Soviet leadership for the difficult conditions in the country

... from today, Sept. 3, 1926, you, generally speaking the leaders of Soviet society, bear the blame for all
those comrades, i.e. members of society, who languish in jails, poverty, and back-breaking labor. You impede the
march of life towards communism. You don’t allow discussions of the concerns of the working masses with you
by their representatives, who come to the capital to see the leaders.

If you have not yet totally forgotten the basic goal of the life of Mankind, send the address of where you
are staying to me, who has come to the capital on the issue “Communist science.” My address: House of Soviets
Hostel, no. 3, room 15, Velichko, Petr Iv. Please, without delay. And if not, then know that you will have to an-
swer for the obstacles which will be created as a result of your negligent attitude toward the cause of labor.

I am waiting. September 3, 1926
Velichko P. 1. 1:15 p.m.

[The beginning of the letter is missing. The poor style of the original is retained.]

RTSKhIDNI, fond 17, op. 85, d. 494, |. 143 (in annot.}, 142 (in checklist)

DOCUMENT 22 Letter from a peasant, A. Shaburov, to M. 1. Kalinin, June 20, 1926, protesting
state tax policies
cory

TO COMRADE KALININ

T would definitely appreciate an answer from you, however brief, to my main question and a number of
other questions and contradictions which follow from it.

Is it true that the Central Executive Committee [TSIK] of the USSR has approved a law which would re-
quire peasant migrant workers to pay a tax of 15 to 25% on their gross annual wages at any factory?

You might say, Comrade Kalinin, what nonsense! And it’s the kind of nonsense rarely seen in human
history.

At a plenum of its Central Committee [TSK], the Communist Party, which is the leader of the Nation
and has proven itself to be the benefactor and savior of the toiling masses from capitalist oppression and exploita-
tion, approved the draft of an agricultural tax law, which was followed by approval of the law by the TSIK, which
gives the republic’s tax agencies unlimited power to tax hardworking peasant migrant workers 25% of their gross
annual earnings at a time when these workers are unable to feed themselves on their tiny plots of land and have
been forced to go earn a living by working somewhere else.

Everyone smiled and laughed when they first heard the news of this tax, thinking that it was just a joke
and that the person who told them the news was just joking. And in fact, could any worker in the Soviet republic
possibly imagine that such a horrible tax, which would have been unimaginable in the capitalist era, would be col-
lected from him, who is already being exploited by the state at the plant where he works (which has already been
acknowledged, especially after the 14th Party Congress). Could even one worker imagine that after making 400
rubles from May 1, 1925, to May 1926 the state, a revolutionary state at that, would tell him, “You've made a ton
of money, so give me 100 rubles, and 300 will be enough for you.” It would be hard enough for a draft horse ex-
ploited two times over to imagine this, let alone a worker and a human being.

But in the Soviet Republic it has become a reality, as the I1Aroslavl’ Uezd Executive Committee and the
Gavrilo-IAmskii Volost’ Executive Committee officially stated in their reports.
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After obtaining and reading the agricultural tax law, I understood that nonagricultural wages would be
taxed, but that the law set no definite limits for the taxes, leaving everything up to the discretion of the volost’ ex-
ecutive committee, which is to say to the will of Allah. The law goes into detail on taxes for basic and specialized
agricultural sectors, but is too vague when it comes to nonagricultural earnings, and I simply don’t understand it.
The example of 300 rubles earned in six months given in the comments for Article 22 says very little. First of all,
it only covers the temporary (winter) earnings of peasants and says absolutely nothing about the earnings of mi-
grants who work in town year round. Secondly, the examplc isn’t very complete and reeks of arbitrariness. Be-
tween the lines of this example you can read the words “Do whatever you want, volost’ Executive Committee.”
Guberniia Executive Committee Order No. 45, which was issued for the purpose of elaborating this law, provides
satisfactory limits for the income of craftsmen, carpenters, and so forth, but doesn’t say a word about pcasants
who are permanently employed at factories and other enterprises or how their earnings are supposed to be counted
as part of their agricultural income.

So where can we find the standard? After all, theoretically, a law is a standard. So where is it? Has the
Soviet Government passed it down to the lower echelons?

In order to untangle the confusion in my head after reading the law, I went to the volost’ Executive Com-
mittee. They told me the following: my wages of 33 rubles 20 kopecks a month, or 396 rubles per year would be
taxed in full with deductions for union dues {minus 8 rubles), for rent at the communal apartment rates of so
kopecks per month (minus 6 rubles)—396 minus 8 minus 6 = 382; the farm: land 3.45 desiatinas x 35 rubles = 120
rubles; meadow: 1 desiatina = 20 rubles; one horse and two cows at 25 rubles cach = 75 rubles; for a total of 600
rubles per year for six mouths = 100 rubles per mouth, for a total tax of 76 rubles and 20 kapecks.

While I only have to pay 6 rubles and 15 kopecks on the farm, I have to pay 70 rubles from my wages of
33 rubles per month, which means that I have to turn over 20% of my gross income to the state, or 20 kopecks out
of every ruble I earn. This means that if I didn’t eat or drink and slept under a bush, because there aren’t any apart-
ments at communal rates, I would have to work a little over two months just to pay the tax. But if I eat and drink
and live in an apartment, I'd have to work five months, which is terrible! After all, I pay 3 rubles a month for a
place to live, not 5o kopecks, which means I have to spend half my pay without giving it to the farm, but the uezd
and volost’ executive committees have ordered me to put all my pay into the farm.

I told the members of the volost’ committee that this was robbery of a kind rarely seen in human history
and asked them where was the justice our leaders spend so much time talking about. I told them that I thought
they didn’t understand the law and that probably the Central Executive Committee had absolutely no intention of
taking 20% of the incotne away from workers in the form of a direct tax, but they told me they didn't make this
up by themselves and were just doing what their superiors told them to do. And we continue to believe that the
only thing that’s holding back the imminent prosperity of the Russian people is the “lower levels,” i.c. the lower-
level government administrators and managers on the periphery, and that the top people in Russia who run the
country are so smart, farsighted, and pure-hearted that they could never cause an economic crisis or their pro-
grams could not result in any excesses, and that all the problems are the fault of the lower levels and their incom-

petent execution of the programs, which is also the explanation the higher-ups prefer.

Now government officials are travelling around the countryside explaining the agricultural tax and find-
ing out what the peasants think about it. Of course, the results aren’t worth mentioning, because anyone could
guess what they would be ahead of time. If an official goes up to Ivan Petrov and says: “Your tax would be 5o
rubles, but Petr Ivanov will pay 45 rubles of it for you, and youw'll only have to pay 5 rubles. So is the tax OK or
what?” Ivan Petrov would say, “It’s good, it's good,” and “that’s the only kind of tax that would be fair.”

And after all, I did hear an official of the Uezd Exccutive Committee say that 14% of the taxpayers
would pay 53% of the total tax.

Comrade KALININ, the law is basically good, and with respect to agriculture it is very good, but with re-
spect to nonagricultural wages it is extremely bad and verges on robbery and is causing such nonsocialist and arch-
capitalist contradictions in the Soviet Republic, which is only dreaming of becoming the socialist country it now
calls itself, that it’s even shamcful for me as a citizen of the Republic to talk about it.

Intelligence Reports and Public Opinion 39



Any citizen of Russia or any country in the world who sees the Soviet government committing such
nonsocialist excesses with these kinds of programs is quite justified in saying that he is witnessing the historical
collapse and bankruptcy of socialist ideas.

The contradictions are as follows: there is a law which says that a person who earns 75 rubles per month
has to pay a tax of 9 rubles per year, or 1 %, which is an income tax. At the same time there is another law which
says that a person who earns 33 rubles per month has to pay 7o rubles, or 20%, which is an agricultural tax, and
there is also a law which says that people who earn salaries of up to 75 rubles per month don’t have to pay any
taxes at all. And all of these laws have been passed in the name of the toilers, not the bourgeois exploiters, but the
pure-hearted toilers and citizens of the same republic. These are gaping contradictions which not even a capitalist
country could permit.

The new law has given rise to scenarios such as the following ones:

Let’s say there are two looms, with one worker standing beside each of them. One of the workers comes
from the workers’ housing development, while the other is a peasant migrant worker. One of the workers can
spend his pay as he sees fit, while the other, and it hurts me to say this, has to turn over one-fifth to the govern-
ment!!! That’s what you call complete and total equality! The dictatorship of the proletariat 1000%!

Under Soviet power we've started to get favorite sons and stepchildren.

And what sort of needs do the first and second weavers have? What sort of advantages does each of them
have? And which one of them lives better?

The first weaver can hire a nanny—because his wife also works—for 5 to 8 rubles a month and pays
about 10 rubles a month for rent {and if he is a homeowner, it will only make him money). This would amount to
15 rubles a month, while their combined wages are 60 to 100 rubles a month. They work 88 hours a month, and
the rest of the time they can relax, recreate, and so forth.

The second weaver lives away from his family, sleeps wherever he can, either eats dry crusts of bread or
spends 2/3 of his pay on food for himself, and has to forego any of the happiness he would get from being with his
family. If he works s to 10 versts away from home, in the summer he’ll rush home almost every day to work on
the farm with his wife. After 8 hours of work at the factory, he spends four hours a day working at home.

His wife has to stay in the country alone with the children, work in the house and in the field, and wor-
ry endlessly. She doesn’t have a single bright or happy moment in her life. If something goes wrong her work in the
field will go for naught. The family grows enough to last six months, her husband earns 45 rubles a month, and
where can they go? Any problem with the farm is a nightmare: if the barn rots she has to fix it, if the plow breaks
she has to fix it or buy a new one. The wife wears out the horse because she doesn’t know how to handle it and
has to buy another one, and so on and so forth. One need after another, nothing but need, need, need, at every step.

And the government says the petty bourgeoisie elements who are making 45 rubles a month have to pay
100 rubles in taxes.

Perhaps if the government says we have to choose between the machine or the wooden plow, maybe we
could do so, but the most important point is that we should not be forced to do so by beating us over the head
with a club or robbing us. We should be persuaded like human beings, in the language of socialist justice, some-
thing like “Comrades, etc.,” but not like the way they did when they announce a law in June and say they will
only consider land partition and transfer deeds that were signed before May 1. That kind of law isn’t a socialist
law, it’s a bandit law.

Let’s look at the following scenarios which the new law has created:

Until the new law was passed, the peasant migrant worker was practically the only MESSENGER be-
tween the city and the countryside, the only bringer of light, and the only supporter of Soviet power in the country
and at peasant meetings and in discussions with peasants. Only the migrant worker put up any resistance to all
the lame anti-Soviet arguments of the kulak elements by holding forth in endless debates and even fights. Now
the kulak has triumphed. He is holding his sides and is laughing at the whole village, saying “Well, Petr Ivanov,
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what do you think about Soviet power now?” and “Loock at how Soviet power has robbed its supporters, ha, ha,
ha!!!” And the migrant worker walks away in silence with an aching heart and doesn’t know what to say.

I won't spend a lot of time talking about how the tax will affect the farms of the migrant workers, be-
cause it wouldn’t be hard to imagine. But as a typical example I can quote one migrant worker: “I only wanted to
buy a winnower for the farm, but I got hit with a 100 ruble tax, and now I'm thinking about selling our last plow.”

With respect to collecting the tax, the authorities will be able to collect all of the tax from the settled
peasants (from the Ivan Petrovs), but all I've been hearing from the migrant workers is: “I won't pay the tax”, “I'll
quit work and won't leave anything for them to take from my house,” “I'll go to prison if I have to,” “I'll do what-
ever it takes, but I won't pay that much tax.” And one migrant worker, who was awarded the Order of the Red
Banner for his courage at Kronstadt, said, “I'll go and tell them to take my medal for the tax, but I just can’t pay
100 rubles out of a salary of 35 rubles 2 month.”

I would recommend the following amendments to the law {in order to add the necessary details it is now
lacking). Granted, the principle behind the tax is good, and no one would deny it. It's true that our state is still in
the building process and that construction requires money, and this might be a compelling reason for deviating
from socialist principles, but any deviations should be moderate, not extreme. And every migrant worker realizes
this and would be willing to pay more than his neighbor the peasant and more than the worker at the next ma-
chine. He is willing to pay twice or three times as much taxes as his neighbor, but you can’t ask him to pay twen-
ty times more than his neighbor. This is nothing more than robbery, and it can’t stand the slightest scrutiny.

So let the government set a maximum tax for nonagricultural wages at 2% or, at most, 3% of gross carn-
ings and tell the volost’ executive committees they can’t collect any more than that, or as an alternative, provide a
minimum subsistence deduction of 18 to 25 rubles a month.

In 1918, when it took over the leadership of Russia, the Communist Party stopped standing on firm
ground, became detached from reality, and has been floating in the clouds of communist daydrcams so long that it
has been unable to put its feet back on the ground long enough to build a state there. As everyone knows, all indi-
vidual and social life is based on an economic foundation, but the pillars on which Russia rests are so shaky and so
poorly built that they have to be replaced quite frequently with new ones. But the fact of the matter is that the
process of changing pillars is expensive, and, moreover, every time the pillars are changed the entire edifice shakes
a little more and crashes down on the heads of one, and then another, segment of the Russian population. Peasant
heads are aching the worst of all from the economic crises and all the changes in the pillars. Now, the new law has
shifted the brunt of the blow from the majority of peasants to a minority {14%), i.e., the hardest toiling semi-prole-
tarian segment of the peasantry, whose meager farms have forced them to work for wages. The blow has bypassed
the kulaks, who don’t have to go to factories and mills to eat the dust and can earn just as much money (which is
easy for them to hide from the tax collector) by speculation and other chicanery.

Some people might say that I am too deeply submerged in materialistic and egotistical concerns, that I
am looking at life and judging everything from the standpoint of my own personal advantage, and that I have for-
gotten about ideological principles and socialist ideals. To this I can only respond with the following: what sort of
principles have our Communist ideologues such as the STALINs and KALININs based their personal lives on with
their huge salaries? What about the Russian progressive intelligentsia? Did Comrade KAMENEYV, Comrade
KALININ, or any of the educated cultured people say that they were sacrificing themselves for the construction of
a socialist state and would be content with salaries of so rubles a month? None of them said this or did this. And
what about Comrade KAMENEYV, who gives us all his apostolic preaching about communism while his belly con-
tinues to grow? He’s not exactly living a communist life, especially in the situation the republic finds itself in

now.

So what's the point in asking unsophisticated country folk who barely get by from one crust of bread to
another, from kopeck to kopeck, about the ideological principles of life? If you were Ivan Petrov, wouldn't you be
happy if Petr Ivanov were paying your tax for you!?

So, Comrade Kalinin, I am asking you, as the chairman of the TSIK and a member of the Political Bureau
of the country’s ruling party, to explain why the TSIK approved a law giving the authorities the right to take 20%

of a worker’s wages in the form of taxes.
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1 would definitely appreciate it if you would answer my question with a brief reply in the newspaper
Bednota [For the Poor] and rid me of the oppressive and dreary thoughts which Uve sct forth in this letter and
which the volost” and uezd executive committees planted in my head because, as I believe, of their misinterpreta-
tion of the new law,

Aleksei ShABUROYV, a peasant from the village of Kurdumovo, Gavrilo-IAmskii volost’, IAroslav]l’ uezd and gu-
berniia.

June 20, 1926
True Copy:

(17-2)

Source: ?

DOCUMENT 23 Letter from a peasant of Riazan’ guberniia to Stalin, March 22, 1926, discussing
the socialist state and suggesting needed changes in the system

To: J. V. Stalin
From a nonparty peasant [date stamp] Mar. 22, 1926

Respected Comrade!

No one, it seems, questions that the dictatorship of the proletariat is a distinguishing feature of the en-
tire period of the revolution. This is an axiom well known to every young pioneer. According to this fine theory,
the toiling classes arc granted broad civic rights. But in fact it didn’t happen that way at all: These classes, even if
they did get citizenship, it was limited; and up to now they have not enjoyed freedom, in the full meaning of that
word. This assertion is based upon universally recognized facts, which I don’t need to expand upon, considering
certain social conditions.

Of course one can object, pointing to our newspapers, magazines, unions, committees, etc.: Isn’t all this
proof of genuine, democratic freedom? Surely these institutions work freely and express everything they need to.
This is true in part but there are also phenomena that appear quite definitely to be headed in a negative direction.
Just as no army limits itself to only a certain type of force, e.g., infantry, no matter how advanced it may be, no
state should hinder those social trends that fail to march in step with the country’s predominant political views.
The society that is based on only its own opinions, that does not permit opposing views, is a one-dimensional so-
ciety.

How goes it at the present time in the first socialist country? Alas, not totally as might have been ex-
pected. One cannot question its progressive beginnings and all the other virtues of Soviet power, but major sources
of regressive qualities stand out so starkly in our public life that it’s impossible not to notice them. For example,
who does not know that most of the publications from our periodical literature suffer from a lack of substance and
boldness and are monotonously run. Who does not know that our newspapers and journals often get carried away
with boasting; no matter what issue you pick up, you see embellishment and boasting everywhere: “our side has

" a
1

won,” “we are accomplishing our goal,” “we are victorious.” All we need are fine-sounding patriotic slogans and
any task becomes a piece of cake. But what are all the practicing and accomplished Demostheneses yammering
about? The same thing as the belles lettres. The only difference is that the blabbermouths shamelessly copy their
world vicws and phrases from the newspaper columns, then they release them into their gramophone’s ear horn.
But belles lettres possess a certain originality. Once again, I qualify this and say there are a few positive excep-
tions. As a result of this kind of activity, the view is being established that they want to put out something dubi-

ous as “authentic,” that they want to be absolutely convincing.
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Of course no one denies the successes and achievements of the socialist state, but our public figures
make so much of them that I'm unconsciously reminded of the merchant who overpraises his goods in an effort to
“con” a buyer. The one-sidedness of our social life also is reflected in the fact that the state enjoys a press monop-
oly. Therc is no disagrecement that in the past this measure was necessitated by the struggle for power, but at this
time, it seems, the need for this prop has passed.

The dictatorship of the proletariat is, according to socialist teaching, a transitional stage that must in
time fade into the realm of legend; consequently, during its existence, it should, year by year as it were, lose its
rough edges and take on more and more gentle forms, in conjunction with which corresponding changes should
take place in the public life of the state. In our [Soviet] union, although these changes have taken place in part,
much remains the same. In this regard, much is being done with great delay and with errors.

At this time, it seems to me that among the essential changes that the government must implement in
our society in the near future undoubtedly are: abolishing the monopoly of the press; abolishing the monopoly of
the party, i.e., legalizing democratic political parties; and other things in this vein. Why don’t we bring this to real-
ity?

Some people will say that it’s too early to grant legal existence and publishing rights to all democratic
political parties and that it will harm the dictatorship of the proletariat. On the contrary, it’s time, and there’s
nothing dangerous in it. Of course, monarchist and bourgeois parties should not be included on the list of legal
ones, but as for democratic ones, if they work toward a state revolution, they can be repressed with the help of the
GPU.

Before, Soviet power couldn’t do that; but now it wouldn’t damage its interests, and this measure would
be very beneficial. It’s time at last to replace one phonograph record with another one that’s more appropriate. To
be sure, there are differences in records, and another one might give you a headache.

If the ruling circles of the USSR were to find it possible to make such changes in our public life, then
that egregious, self-aggrandizing one-sidedness and some other things would tone down and take on a more attrac-
tive face. Most of the newspapers, magazines, and loudmouths would be pressured in their respective spheres of
activity to behave more modestly, preach less vainly, be more businesslike. People with vigor and innovative
ideas, ideas that are now impossible to conceive, will appear.

Answer me please, Comrade Stalin, what is the obstacle?
N. Zharikov
Village Neznanovo, Karab. volost’, Ryzhskogo uezd, Riazan’ guberniia. Postal address: p.o. Chemodanovka, Ri-

azan’ guberniia, village Neznanovo

RTSKhIDN], fond 17, op. 85, d. 495, 11. 284, 2840b, 285, 2850b
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First tractor in the village, 1926. TSGAKFD. N 207146
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DOCUMENT 24 Review of the USSR political situation, February 1927

Secret Archives of the
Central Committee of the
All-Russian Communist Party {Bolshevik]

INV. NO.

Session Volume-Group [?] Archive No.

Copy No. 120
TOP SECRET
Archive as Encrypted

USSR
UNIFIED STATE POLITICAL DIRECTORATE [OGPU|
Information Department
April 1927
Moscow

The attached report provides an overview of the political situation in the USSR in February 1927. This
summary was written on the basis of classified information supplied by the Information Department of the OGPU
supplemented with material from the Secret (Clergy} and Counterintelligence {Banditry} Departments of the
OGPU.

In view of the top secret nature of this survey, it should be archived in the same manner as encrypted
material. Copying or excerpting from this survey is absolutely prohibited.

The authorized representatives of the OGPU and the heads of the guberniia and oblast’ branches of the
OGPU may make this survey available to the secretaries of oblast’ committees, guberniia committees, and krai
committees and bureaus of the Central Committee of the All-Russian Communist Party (Bolshevik) for reading.

The survey includes 5 appendices and 1 table.

DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF THE OGPU [signed] IAgoda
HEAD OF THE INFORMATION

DEPARTMENT OF THE OGPU [signed] Alekseev

WORKERS

The political attitudes of the workers were revealed in the course of the election campaigns for the Sovi-
ets.

The workers were much more active than other segments of the urban population. Statements at work-
ers’ meetings have demonstrated both the political and cultural growth of the working masses.

We must point out the apathetic attitudes of the unemployed toward the ¢lection campaigns and a num-
ber of anti-Soviet comments at meetings of the unemployed.

Strikes became somewhat more frequent in February and primarily revealed the dissatisfaction of certain
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groups of workers with the new collective bargaining agreements. The dissatisfaction spread to certain categories
of skilled metalworkers (wage cuts) and textile workers {dissatisfaction with wage leveling in the new agree-
ments). Of the 67 strikes involving a total of 5,594 strikers (as opposed to 58 strikes with 4,263 strikers in Febru-
ary [sicl]), 41 {with 3,114 strikers) occurred in the metal and textile industries.

Metalworkers

(Strikes] There was an increase in the number of strikes among metalworkers in February (12 strikes
with 1,514 strikers as opposed to 6 with 1,208 strikers in January). The strikes primarily occurred in response to
wage cuts.

At the Lenin Shipyard 400 workers went on strike in response to pay cuts of 30 rubles per month (the
pay cuts were attributed to the transfer of the shipyard to the machinery trust where piece rates are lower than in
the shipbuilding trust) and the failure of the factory committee and party cell to give the necessary explanations
for the forthcoming cuts. A few party members joined in the strike.

At the Kiev Arsenal 230 workers went on strike. It is typical that piece rates for several jobs at the arse-
nal are much lower than the prewar rates.

The smiths at the Petrovskii Locomotive Works {Kherson okrug) went on strike in response to a 50% cut
in piece rates.

{Wage Cuts) Wage cuts (not only for certain categories of skilled workers but for entire departments)
went into effect at 32 metal works in Leningrad, Ukraine, and Moscow (as opposed to 23 plants in January). The
cuts brought about a number of ficrce disputes and strikes at the plants. The dissatisfaction was especially high
among the workers at the large Leningrad plants (15).

In most cases the managers of the plants implemented the wage cuts to circumvent the new rate agree-
ments (at the same time, as the wage floor was raised, bonuses were cut, pay increments were cut 1 5% to 30% or
at times by as much as 50%, and new formulas for calculating wages were introduced). This led the workers at
several plants to threaten to “beat up the directors and wheel them out in a barrow.” Labor-management relations
became particularly bad at a number of shops at the Putilov Works. In the boiler department two groups of stokers
(more than 100 individuals) conducted a sitdown strike in response to a 30% cut in bonuses and threatened to beat
up the supervisor of the shop and wheel the labor protection supervisor out in a barrow.

At the electrical shop the shop supervisor decided that January’s wages should not be higher than De-
cember’s wages and cancelled the wage hike established by the new agreement. At the yard the workers got only
one ruble instead of the 10 rubles they were promised, and after calling in the yard supervisor they declared:
“Where's the justice in all this? Moscow raised our pay, and all we get is a few pennies. Only the parasite bosses
will see any of the kopecks we’ve earned with our toiling blood.” Disputes also broke out at a large number of
shops (the brass foundry, the boiler works, the tractor works, and the new forge shop). A 30% cut in piece rates at
the Kalinin Pipe Factory caused the workers to mutter that “they would have to stuff the rate-setter in a sack,
paint him red, and wheel him to the river.”

There were also blatant violations of collective bargaining agreements. One of the articles (22) of the new
collective bargaining agreement for the Evdokimov Precision Instruments Factory contains a clause stipulating
that the management cannot cut piece rates. But the director of the Optical Instruments Trust ordered a rate cut
anyway. A general assembly of the workers resolved to ask the union to implement immediately Article 22 of the
new collective bargaining agreement.

(Layoffs) In February large groups of workers (100 to 200) were laid off at a number of metal works in
Ukraine and the Volga basin. Most of the layoffs were due to a shortage of raw materials and orders. Major layoffs
occurred at the Izhevsk Works {[more than 8oo workers). The management and factory committee decided to “lay
off the old and the infirm first.” The individuals affected are being examined by a medical commission.

The dissatisfaction has been compounded by the fact that workers with absolutely no wherewithal are
being laid off (workers recently discharged from the military and so forth).

46 The Apparatus of Repression and Terror



Workers are also dissatisfied with the surreptitious layoffs underway at a number of plants in Ukraine
{the transfer of skilled workers to outdoor work]).

At the Red Star plant in Zinov’evsk okrug, the wages of skilled workers reassigned to unskilled labor
have fallen from 200 to 40 rubles.

At most of the plants the workers, whilc protesting the layoffs, would not object to a shorter work week
to prevent layoffs.

(Late Wage Payments) Cases of late wage payments in the metal industry were fewer in February than in
January (16 as opposed to 30). There was alsc a 50% reduction in the number of lengthy delays (8 as opposed to 15
in January). Wage payment delays continue to be a problem at Urals plants {6}. Workers at the Koliushchenko
UralseI’'mash [Urals Agricultural Machinery] Plant have indicated that many workers “panhandle” on their way
to work in the morning because their pay is late. At the Ust’-Katav Plant of the Southern Urals Trust, where
wages for the second half of December were paid on January 17 {and then only 50%), the workers at the forge shop
on their own initiative called a meeting at which there were caustic comments such as the following: “they dole
out our wages in small picces, they harass us like we're dogs, the party doesn’t pay any attention to us, they just
try to pacify us with all kinds of promises.” The workers {1000} of the Bytoshevskii Plant in Briansk are still agi-
tated because of long wage payment delays [they went on strike in November and December of 1926 and in Janu-
ary and February of this year}. The strike in February lasted s days (I, 1-16).

Textile Workers

(Strikes) Strikes among the textile workers are still taking place with great frequency (29 strikes with
1600 strikers as opposed to 20 with 1497 strikers in January). The strikes are still encompassing mainly the work-
ers in the main shops and have taken place in response to wage cuts due to rate-setting crrors and the adverse im-
pact of the wage levelling included in the new collective bargaining agrcement on certain categories of workers.
Strikes have been particularly common among the weaver apprentices {factories in the city of Ivanovo-Voznesen-
sk).

(Dissatisfaction with Rate System) Rate-setters at most factories have failed to properly take into ac-
count the quality of the raw materials, changes in working conditions, and the condition of the machinery, which
has resulted in wild swings in wages. At the First Republican Factory (Kostroma), at Bol’shaia Dmitrovskaia, and
at Nizhne-Seredskaia (Ivanovo-Voznesensk guberniia), strikes broke out in response to a wage cut, in connection
with the worsening quality of raw materials; the wages of warpers at the First Republican Factory fell by 30%. At
the Glukhov Mill 2 shifts of weavers working on three machines went on strike in response to a s-10 ruble wage
cut caused by a switch to new yarn (zephyr). The poor quality of rate-setting is exemplified by an incident which
took place at the cotton print department of the Proletarian Mill (Tver’ guberniia), where rates were reset 3 times
after the conclusion of a collective bargaining agreement, evoking extreme dissatisfaction among the workers. A
decline in the quality of the raw material at the plant caused the weavers to demand higher wages and threaten a
strike. They became even more dissatisfied when the rate-setter, whom they’d asked to explain why their wages
were cut, replied that “payroll calculations are privileged information.” The assistant director of the plant refused
to carry out an order from a board of arbitration which directed that the weavers be paid the average wage, and
this order was carried out only after a directive from the director of the Trust.

At the canvas department of the First Republican Factory 100 workers went on strike after the manage-
ment of the plant set arbitrary piece rates (without notifying the rates and conflict commission [RKK]), reducing
the workers’ pay. The management stubbornly refused to pay the workers the average wage, even though a provi-
sion to this effect was included in the collective bargaining agreement.

{Strike movement among apprentices) In early February, in conjunction with the signing of new collec-
tive bargaining agreements, there was an organized demonstration by apprentices from 6 factories in the city of
Ivanovo-Voznesensk (the NIVM, the BIVM, the Rabkrai, the Zariad'e, [italicized acronyms unclear| the Bol’shaia
Dmitrovskaia, and the Staro-Dmitrovskaia Mills), who were primarily striking for much higher wages. Strike
fever also spread to apprentices at a number of factories in different districts of Ivanovo-Voznesensk guberniia. A
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strike also broke out at the Vagzhanov Factory in Tver’ guberniia. Individual members of the Communist Party
took part in the strikes. The strike of the apprentices did not receive widespread support among most of the work-
ers, and the apprentices went back to work on the old terms. [break in the text|

THE ELECTION CAMPAIGN

A Rise in Attendance at Election Meetings

The aforementioned factors resulted in a certain realignment of the forces contesting the elections. It in-
cluded much greater activity by the poor peasants in these elections over the previous elections, which was at
times offset by a decline in the activity of the middle-income peasants. The elections have also been accompanied
by greater attendance at election meetings in most areas of the country over last year. For example, in Moscow gu-
berniia attendance at election meetings has averaged 58% as opposed to 53.2% last year; in 5 uezds of the Kare-
lian Republic attendance ranged from 45 to 60%; in 5 uezds of Cherepovets guberniia it ranged from 53 to 67%; in
Novgorod guberniia {859 rural soviets) it ranged from 45 to 56%, in Smolensk guberniia {8 uezds) it ranged from
44 to 72%, and so on. In Ukraine {659 rural sovicts, 34 okrugs), average attendance at election meetings was
§6.5% and in some cases, was as high as 70 to 90%. In the North Caucasus {400 rural soviets), attendance at elec-
tion meetings was 45.4%. In Siberia {11 okrugs, 1361 rural soviets), attendance was 50.3%, while in certain okrugs
it was much higher {53.8% in Kuznetsk okrug, 61.5% in Oirat oblast’, 60.4% in Khakass okrug, 53% in Novosi-
birsk okrug, and so on). Attendance was lowest in Minusinsk okrug {40%).

There was a decline in electoral participation from last year in Tver’ guberniia (48.6% as opposed to
51.6%}, in Vologda guberniia {in 11 volost’s in Kargopol uezd, attendance at election meetings varied from 14 to
32%, while in certain cases it was as low as 8%].

The attitudes of different segments of the rural population at the elections may be described as follows:

Poor Pcasants and Elections

[Poor peasants more active) While the middle-income peasants played the leading role in the coalition of
middle and poor peasants in the last campaign, in a number of regions (Ukraine, North Caucasus, Siberia) the lead-
ing role passed to the organized poor peasants. The greater activity of the poor peasants was primarily evident in
their interest in the poor peasants’ meetings, which were attended by 50 to 60% of the poor peasants, while in
some places attendance was 80 to go% or higher. The attendance of poor peasants at pre-election and election
meetings was much higher than last year’s, and in places the poor peasants attended in higher numbers than other
groups of voters. For example, in Samara guberniia, in the Bogdanov volost’, practically none of the poor peasants
used to attend the meetings, while now all of them go. In some okrugs in the Urals (Shadrino, Chelyabinsk] the
poor peasants accounted for 50 to 60% of all attendance at the election meetings. In Biisk okrug of Siberia an aver-
age of 44% of the voters at each clectoral district attended the elections to the Srostinskii Rural Soviet, while
100% of the poor peasants showed up. In Minusinsk okrug (200 rural soviets}, 356 pre-election meetings were at-
tended by a total of 38,560 voters, including 19,617 poor peasants, 15,440 middle peasants, and 1,475 wealthy
peasants, 456 party members, 468 komsomol members, and 1,104 others {office workers, members of the intelli-
gentsia).

In most cases, the activity of the poor peasants was quite healthy and was aimed at isolating the kulaks
and their supporters in the elections. In certain cases, when attempts were made to convene separate poor peasant
meetings, poor peasants spoke out against these meetings, fearing that they might result in a worsening of rela-
tions with the middle peasants and stating that “the organization of separate meetings for the poor peasants would
stir up hostility between the poor peasants and the middle peasants” {Voronezh guberniia), “the middle peasants
should be invited to our meeting, for otherwise the organization of separate meetings for poor peasants might lead
to the same situation as during the revolution, when the poor and middle peasants were at odds” (Komi-Zyrian re-
gion) {IlI, 37-40).

(Attitudes of Committees of Poor Peasants [Kombedy]) At the same time, the greater activity of the poor
peasants, especially in Ukraine, has resulted in a rebirth of “committee of the poor” attitudes, which were evi-
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denced in a tendency to ignore the middle peasants in the clections. These were especially manifest in the tenden-
cy to elect exclusively “poor peasant” soviets. At the elections the poor peasants often said that “we don’t need
the middle peasants because they will defend their own interests,” “we only need a soviet which will defend the
interests of the poor,” and so forth. In Glukhov okrug, in the village of Pogrebka, the poor peasants stated that “as
long as poor peasants are on the rural soviet, then everything is OK, and for the sake of appearances we might in-
clude a couple of middle peasants. In the Moldavian Republic at the elections to the Vzdoturkovskii Rural Soviet,
the poor peasants stated that “last year, when there was a majority of middle peasants on the rural soviet, the
members of the Committee of Poor Peasants [KNS] had to meet in back alleys, and all the goodies were handed
out by soviet power to the middle-income and wealthy peasants, and we poor pecasants were kept down. This year
we aren’t going to be stupid and will prove that power in the countryside should belong to us.” In Nikolaev okrug
at the Kalinin Rural Soviet the poor peasants who worked hard in preparation for the elections said that “we’ve
gotten another chance to take power into our own hands and we must take advantage of it.” Similar attitudes pre-
vailed in certain places, especially in Ukraine, and were supported by some low-level government workers. A typi-
cal comment came from a member of the Tomakovskii Executive Committee in Zaporozh’e okrug at a meeting of
the peasants of the Ilyin Rural Soviet: “Last year the authorities gave us broad democracy, which resulted in the
middle peasants and kulaks coming to power and the poor peasants losing power and moving to the end of the
line. So this year we are faced with the task of bringing the poor peasants back into positions of power and letting
the wealthy and middle peasants stay in the rear.”

This tendency towards the removal of middle peasants was clearly evident in the nomination of candi-
dates for rural soviets at poor peasant and pre-election meetings, when the majority of the nominees were poor
peasants {Samara guberniia, Ukraine, Siberia). In Priluki okrug several rural party cells and KNSs appointed 75%
poor peasants, 5% middle peasants, and 20% women to the new soviets. In Samara guberniia, in six villages of the
Berevo-Luka volost” and in Pugachev uezd, poor peasants’ meetings nominated 154 candidates to the rural soviets,
62% of whom were poor peasants and 38% of whom were middle peasants. In Novosibirsk okrug 65 to 70% of the
candidates nominated to the rural sovicts at poor peasants’ meetings were poor peasants, while the rest were mid-
dle peasants (111, 41-47).

Apathy among the poor peasantry in the current campaign has been less frequent and can be mainly at-
tributed to deficiencies in the work of rural party cells and public organizations in the villages or the financial de-
pendence of the poor peasants on wealthy peasants and kulaks (which was observed to some extent in Briansk and
Orenburg guberniias, the Urals, and other places).

Quite often the apathy of the poor peasants is manifest in their unwillingness to work for the soviets
due to the low salaries paid to soviet employees and their unwillingness to “neglect their farms” {III, 48-52}.

The Attitudes of Middle Peasants at the Flections

|Middle peasant-poor peasant coalition) In most parts of the country the vast majority of the middle
peasants entered into a coalition with the poor peasants in the elections, which was largely made possible by ex-
tensive organizational work by the poor peasants. At the same time, the greater activity of the poor peasants
changed the role of the middle pcasants from the last campaign. While the middle peasants played a dominant role
in the last elections and led the poor peasants after them, this year the poor peasants largely took the lead and
controlled the middle peasant-poor peasant coalition. This was clearly evident in the lists of candidates, which
were nominated at poor peasants’ meetings and in most cases received the organized support of the middle peas-
ants, and in the vocal opposition to the candidates put forth by the kulaks and wealthy peasants. The realignment
of forces was most pronounced in areas with the sharpest rural social divisions (Ukraine, North Caucasus, and
Siberia, and several other areas), where the campaign unleashed the energy of the poor peasants in opposition to
the rich peasant and kulak segments of the rural population. In a large number of other areas, especially the cen-
tral region, the middle peasants were just as active and sometimes more active than the poor peasants {11, 53-56}.

{Independent activities on the part of the middle-income peasants) Although they did not evoke sharp
opposition among the middle peasants, in places the excessive steps of depriving some middle peasants of their
voting rights in the period preceding the elections and the removal of middle peasants from the new soviets did re-
sult in a certain amount of alienation of the middle peasants from the poor peasants. At the election meetings ex-
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pressions of opposition by middle peasants to the lists of candidates prepared jointly by the party cells and the

poor peasants were especially sharp in places where only token numbers of middle peasants were nominated or no

middle peasants at all were included. In Ukraine there were incidents where middle peasants, as a kind of protest

against the pressure of the poor peasants, acted independently in the elections, either rejecting the poor peasants’

lists or {which was much less common] . . . [narrative ends here]
TABLE
STRIKES IN JANUARY AND FEBRUARY OF 1927

Dissatisfaction Dissatisfaction with Dissatisfaction with Late or incomplcte pay and

Reason for strike with wages picce rates and additional pay| output norms irregularitics in payments
January February January February January February January February

Mctalworkers 3 1 _ 8 —_— —_ 1 2
Textile workers 6 17 3 7 — —_— 1 2
Miners 5 —_— _— _ —_— 2 —_— 1
Transportation workers 3 1 3 —_ _ —_ 1 1
Local transportation 1 S —_— 2 e e —_— e
workers
Chemical workers —_— 1 —_ —_ — —_— — R
Seasonal workers 1 3 —_— — —_— e 1 2
Others 2 2 —_ —_ — —_— 2 1
Total 21 30 6 17 —_ 2 6 9

TABLE (CONTINUED)
STRIKES IN JANUARY AND FEBRUARY OF 1927

Dissatisfaction with

management of plant
Reason for strike and working conditions | Other reasons Total strikes Total strikers Total worker-days lost

January February January February January February January February January February
Metalworkers — e 2 1 6 12 1208 1514 1133 3612
Textile workers 1 2 9 I 20 29 1497 1600 1072 692
Miners 2 B e 1 7 4 393 134 376 184
Transportation workers —_— e 3 —_— 10 2 509 45 641 72
Local transportation — — _ —_ 1 7 125 702 25 886
workers
Chemical workers — — 1 1 1 2 70 65 70 23
Seasonal workers e e _ X 2 [ 163 1348 152 1993
Others —_— — 7 2 11 5 298 186 278 128
Total 3 2 22 7 58 67 4263 5594 3747 7590
Secretary of the Information Department of the OGPU  [signed] (Kucherov)

RTSKhIDNI, fond 17, op. 87, d. 201, 11 44, 45, 450b, 49, 84.
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DOCUMENT 25§ Postcard to M.1. Kalinin from a worker at the Lenin plant in Voronezh, Febru-
ary 14, ca. 1930, describing the miserable life of the workers

Voronezh February 14
[Back of postcard]
Dear comrade Mikhail Ivanovich!

The life of a worker is very hard Our wives cannot manage to feed us They leave at five o’clock in the morning to
buy bread, meat, potatoes and return home around four o’clock [in the afternoon] and even at that they don’t bring
back enough There is nothing to eat I am always hungry and the children are barefoot and starving Every day
things go from bad to worse The peasant-farmer does not bring anything to the marketplace, what are we to do
You are our hope.

Respectfully yours

A worker of the Lenin Plant

[On the side] Help us

|Front of postcard, upper left corner] Coat of arms, over which is written “Inquiry to Oblast’ Executive Political
Committee.”

|Front of postcard, upper right corner] Postmark of the city of Voronezh, date unclear except for 14th of a month.

Post Card
Posta Karto

Address: Voronezh-local

Addressee: Mikhail Ivanovich Kalinin

Father of the Working People

RTSKhIDNI, fond 78, op. 1, d. 378, L. 46, 460b

DOCUMENT 26  Report on anti-regime political attitudes and low morale of working-class and
professional employees in the transportation industry, June 1933

[Handwritten:] To Comrade Andrceev
TOP SECRET

[Stamp illegible except for:|
JUNE 1933

REPORT

ON THE POLITICAL ATTITUDES AND MORALE OF
THE TRANSPORTATION WORKERS

Negative attitudes have become widespread among all categories of transportation workers.

These attitudes are primarily in response to inadequate supplies, the pressure which has been applied in
the grain procurement drive and its resultant problems, and delays in wage payments.

Some typical negative attitudes are reflected in the quotes provided below.
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WORKERS

“IT’S DISGUSTING. THEY AREN’T GIVING US OUR PAY. WE NEED ANOTHER REVOLUTION
TO WIPE OUT EVERY LAST ONE OF THEM (THE COMMUNISTS}.”
{MALAPURA, a machinist at the Artemovsk Depot]}

“SOVIET POWER IS DRIVING THE WORKERS INTO THE GRAVE. NO MATTER WHAT WE DO,
IT’S NOT ENOUGH, AND DON’T EVEN ASK ABOUT EATING. IN THE OLD DAYS THE GEN-
TRY MADE US WORK, BUT AT LEAST THEY LET US EAT.”

{BALABAS, a coppersmith at the Izium Steam Locomotive Repair Works)

“IN THE COUNTRY THEY'RE TAKING AWAY THE PEASANTS’ LAST BIT OF GRAIN. IT'S OUT-
RIGHT ROBBERY.”
(MATKOVSKII, a worker at the Komarovtsy Station in Gaivoron raion)

“DID WE REALLY FIGHT SO THAT THE WORKERS AND THE PEASANTS COULD LIVE THE
WAY THEY'RE LIVING TODAY? THERE’S NOTHING BUT BUREAUCRACY AND RED TAPE.
THE PEASANTS HAVE BEEN DRIVEN OFF AND ROBBED OF EVERYTHING. IF I GET MY
CHANCE, I'LL PICK UP A RIFLE AGAIN AND KILL THE HIGH-RANKING BASTARDS WHO RE-
DUCED THE COUNTRY TO THIS CONDITION.”

(KALAShNIKQYV, a metalworker at the Nizhne-Dneprovsk Rail Car Repair Works and a former Red
partisan)

“LET’S STOP KIDDING AROUND. THE PEOPLE ARE STARVING. THE WORKING CLASS SEES
EVERYTHING QUITE CLEARLY AND WON'T FOLLOW YOU ANY MORE.”

(A comment by MARKIN, a metalworker at Krinichnaia Station in Debaltsevskii raion, at a workers’
meeting). '

“EVERYBODY TALKS ABOUT HOW THE WORKERS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES ARE SUFFER-
ING, BUT DOESN'T SAY ANYTHING ABOUT WHAT’'S GOING ON OVER HERE. OVER THERE
THEY'RE DESTROYING FOOD BECAUSE OF SURPLUSES, AND WE'RE TOLD THERE'S A CRI-
SIS OVER THERE. WE NOT ONLY HAVE A CRISIS, WE HAVE NOTHING AT ALL.”
{OVChARENKO, a smith at the Dnepropetrovsk Depot).

WHITE-COLLAR
WORKERS

“THIS ISN'T A GOVERNMENT, IT'S A GANG. THEY'VE REDUCED THE PEASANTS TO A
CONDITION WHERE THEY HAVE NOTHING TO LIVE ON. THEY'VE TAKEN THEIR LAST BIT
OF GRAIN, THEY'VE TAKEN ALL THE POTATOES, AND THEY'VE LEFT THE PEASANTS TO
THE MERCY OF FATE.”

(BUBYREYV, an assistant station master at Zolotnitskaia Station, Belgorod raion)

“ALL OF US SHOULD STOP WORK IMMEDIATELY, AND THEN QUR SITUATION WOULD IM-
PROVE.”
{GRIGORUIK, a clerk at Krasilov Station, Gaivoron raion)

“THE PEOPLE IN POWER ARE A BUNCH OF SABOTEURS WHO DON'T KNOW HOW TO PLAN.
THEY'RE EXPORTING EVERYTHING TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES, WHICH MEANS THINGS
WON'T GET ANY BETTER OVER HERE.”

(POGORELOQY, a conductor in the Dnepropetrovsk Reserve)

“NOBODY FEELS LIKE DOING ANYTHING ON AN EMPTY STOMACH. IF WE GOT OUR SUP-
PLIES AND OUR FOOD QUICKER, THEN WE MIGHT BE ABLE TO FULFILL THE FIVE-YEAR
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PLANS. IT’S FINE FOR STALIN WITH HIS FULL STOMACH TO SIT IN MOSCOW AND THINK
UP THINGS. LET HIM TRY TO LIVE ON OUR RATIONS.”
(TSVETKOVSKI], a telegraph operator at Ovruch Station)

PROFESSIONALS
AND TECHNICIANS

Source: ?

“THE SOVIETS HAVE MISMANAGED US TO THE BRINK OF DISASTER. THE INTELLIGENTSIA
IS SUFFERING. AN ENGINEER OR A DOCTOR CAN'T LIVE WITHOUT WORKING TWO JOBS.
PEOPLE ARE WALKING AROUND LIKE GHOSTS. OUR GOVERNMENT DOESN’'T CARE IF WE
GET ANY FOOD OR NOT. THE ONLY THING I CAN CALL IT IS SABOTAGE.”

(ShAPOVALOV, a doctor at the Railroad Clinic in Dnepropetrovsk)

“WE CAN'T EXPECT ANYTHING GOOD FROM THE IDIOTS IN POWER NOW. THE ONLY
THING WE HAVE TO LOOK FORWARD TO IS HORRORS WHICH MANKIND HAS NEVER SEEN
BEFORE.”

{GROShEYV, an engineer at Ilovaisk Station)

“THE CLASSLESS SOCIETY MEANS THE PRIVILEGED CASTE OF COMMUNISTS, BECAUSE
EVERYONE ELSE CAN'T EXPECT ANYTHING BUT A STEEL YOKE.”
(TKAChENKO, an engineer in Ilovaisk raion).

“THE NEWSPAPERS SAY THAT THE CRISIS HASN'T REACHED US. BUT I SAY THAT THE CRI-
SIS HAS HIT US HARDER THAN IT HAS THE CAPITALIST COUNTRIES. WE AREN'T GETTING
ANY SUPPLIES OR ANY NEW CONSTRUCTION. ALL THE CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS, EVEN
THE MILITARY ONES, ARE BEING MOTHBALLED. MAJOR LAYOFFS ARE ON THE HORIZON.
AREN'T THESE THE SYMPTOMS OF A CRISIS?”

{SLOPOVRONSKI], a doctor at the Railroad Clinic in Dnepropetrovsk).

"I WOULD BE GLAD TO GO TO A FOREIGN COUNTRY WHERE THE NEWSPAPERS SAY
THERE'S HUNGER AND CRISIS. ALL A WORKER HERE HAS TO DO TO BECOME COLD AND
HUNGRY IS SKIP ONE DAY OF WORK.”

{SIKIRSKII, an agronomist in Hovaisk raion)
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DOCUMENT 27 Letter from Armenian collective farm worker A. N. Tolmosova to M. I. Kalinin,
December 13, 1937, expressing gratitude to the Soviet government and to party leaders

Moscow, The Kremlin
To Chairman of the Central Executive Committee of the USSR
Mikhail Ivanovich Kalinin.

From collective farm worker Agaf’ia
Nikolaevna Tolmosova. Armenian SSR
Dilizhan raion, Krasnoe village.

Dear Mikhail Ivanovich!

I am a woman collective farm worker at the Voroshilov Collective Farm in Krasnoe, Dilizhan raion of the
Armenian SSR. [I], Tolmosova, A. N., in the name of my entire family, consisting of my fourteen children who live
with me, would like to express my Great gratitude to Our Soviet Government and to our leader, the Communist
Party . ..

[The document is incomplete. Handwritten across the right side is the number 140 and the underlined name T.
Markov.]

RTSKhIDNI, fond 78, op. 1, d. 593, Il. 139-140

DOCUMENT 28 Letter from party member Alekseev to Stalin, February 17, 1939, asking for a re-
duction in penalties for reinstated party members

Proletarians of all Countries, Unite!
SECRET

All-Union Communist Party (Bolshevik) (VKP(b))
CENTRAL COMMITTEE (TSK)

SPECIAL SECTOR

No. 5/125 February 17, 1939

to the TSK VKP(b} SECRETARY
to Comrade ZhDANOV

The letter of Comrade A. Alekseev is directed to your consideration.
HEAD OF THE SPECIAL SECTOR TSK VKP(b)

[signed| A. Poskrebyshev

Comrade Stalin!
Before the Congress, I beg to make one suggestion which only you can understand and authorize.
My suggestion is the following:

In 1936-1937 many, many people were expelled from the party who were undeserving of this, although
some of whom were indeed guilty, but often out of necessity. The majority of them were cut off from their own
party for not less than a year before the January TSK Plenum.
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During the period of their expulsion these people suffered and endured much. After the wise decision of
the January TSK Plenum they were all reinstated, having been given one penalty or another.

These penalties were accepted by these people, at the time even joyfully, because what is a penalty in
comparison with being cut off from the party in which you have stayed for dozens of years and to which you have
devoted all your energies.

The penalties received hang over these people right up to the present time. They weigh on them mental-
ly, and they force them to feel themselves VKP(b) members without full rights, to whom this or that public work
{reports, propaganda, etc.) cannot be entrusted.

However, the overwhelming majority of them have already redeemed their faults three-fold, both by
their work and by these sufferings which they have gone through in the period of their expulsion. Indeed, by the
very fact of their expulsion they have been punished severely and for their entire life. Therefore, the penalty hang-
ing over them is already an unnecessary weight, which is not educational in its results.

Hence, it would be very good if the TSK VKP(b) passed a resolution or introduced a draft resolution at
the Party Congress, approximately thus: “The Congress resolves to propose to all party organizations for a specific
period (1-2 months} to remove the party penalties from all VKP(b) members who had been expelled during the pe-

riod of 1936-1937 and who have shown their worth through public work after reinstatement.”

Thousands and thousands of people would greet this resolution with such joy and enormous gratitude

toward you—the wise party leader. It would be in keeping with the entire spirit of the approaching 18th Party

Congress.
A. Alekseev.
VKP(b) member, party card no. |illegible]

February 7, 1939

Moscow, Leningrad Highway
Building 36, Apt. 24, instructor at an automotive school.
tel. D-2-35-61.

P.S. I urgently request that Secretariat workers bring my suggestion to the attention of Comrade Stalin.

True copy: [signed] Kriapkina

Received at the Special Sector TSK VKP(b) February 9, 1939

Source: ?
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DOCUMENT 29 KGB report, March 21, 1988, on sources of criticism of the Soviet government

Top Secret
Special Folder
Committee of State Security [KGB] of the USSR
March 21, 1988 No. 458-Ch
Moscow TO THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE of the KPSS

On results of the work of the KGB in
investigating authors of anonymous
materials of a hostile nature.

In 1987 the measures implemented in the country for economic perestroika and the broadening of de-
mocratization and glasnost’ resulted in a 29.5% reduction in the distribution of anonymous materials of an anti-
Soviet, nationalistic, and politically injurious content as compared with the previous year. However, the number
of persons who took part in their preparation and distribution {1,663} increased by 9.4% because of some growth of
cliquish, negative occurrences among the youth of the Kazakh SSR and Latvian SSR.

The number of instances of distributed materials criticizing internationalist assistance to Afghanistan
by the USSR declined by 77%, and the number of profascist slogans and symbols fell by 24%.

During the year 44 instances of distribution of anonymous materials containing terrorist statements
against leaders of the KPSS and the Soviet government, 108 threats of physical violence against representatives of
the local party, soviet activists, and functionaries, 309 nationalist, basically anti-Russian fabrications, and 46 in-
stances of disagreement with the measures for restructuring Soviet society were recorded.

A significant number of anonymous incidents occurred in Ukraine, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Lithuania,
Moscow, and Leningrad.

In 1987, 1,312 authors of pamphlets, letters, and graffiti were identified. Of this number, 33 persons ad-
mitted to statements of a terrorist nature about the leaders of the party and the government, and 67 to threats of
physical violence against local party and soviet activists and functionaries.

Of the total number of authors investigated, 37.2% are university students, high school students, and
students in vocational schools, 18.6% are workers, 16.8% are office workers, 9.5% are retired persons, 17.9% are
other categories of citizens, including persons serving time in correctional-labor facilities.

Among the authors who were identified are 59 members and candidate members of the Communist Par-
ty and 361 members of the Young Communist League.

Reasons for preparing and distributing anonymous materials are: nationalist sentiments (248 persons};
dissatisfaction with measures taken to strengthen discipline and fight drunkenness and alcoholism {187 persons);
inadequacies in the food supply to the population and also high prices for certain manufactured goods {43 persons);
difficulties with housing and household needs {41 persons); hooliganism (238 persons); mercenary motives (86 per-
sons); mental illness {86 persons); illegal actions by some local leaders manifested in coarse treatment of subordi-
nates, officious treatment of citizens’ petitions, viclations of ethical behavior, etc. (23 persons).

The reasons for the preparation and distribution of anonymous materials by the remaining 276 authors
are now being investigated.

After appropriate review, the majority of the authors under investigation {55.6%) were dealt with
through measures of a preventive nature; 66 persons were tried pursuant to articles of the general Criminal Code
of the RSFSR and the criminal codes of other union republics.
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The KGB is implementing measures to prevent and suppress in a timely fashion negative incidents con-

nected with the distribution of anonymous materials of hostile content and to increase the effectiveness of the cf-

fort to identify the authors and distributors of these materials.

For your information.
Committee Chairman [signed] V. Chebrikov

Source?

Party Purges from Kirov to the Doctors’ Plot

The party purge, or cleansing, emerged as an important ritual of Commu-
nist political culture in the critical months of the Civil War. Aware that party
growth had been fueled not just by zealous activists but also by careerists and
free-riders seeking merely to enjoy the perquisites of party membership, party
organizations in 1919 launched a systematic review of their membership,
weeding out or purging those individuals who did not measure up to the high
standards expected of Communists. Such purges were repeated in 1921, 1924,
1925, 1928, and 1929: grounds for expulsion included being a member of the
wrong class, corruption, passivity, religious belief, and immorality. In 1921,
faced with severe political opposition within and outside its ranks, the party’s
Tenth Congress also adopted a policy that organized opposition to party poli-
cy be punished by expulsion from the party. This policy was used to expell
dozens of important party figures, oppositionists who attempted to displace
Stalin at the Fifteenth Party Congress in 1927. Trotsky, Bukharin, Zinoviev,
Kamenev, and other future victims of the purges of the 1930s were formally
expelled by the Fifteenth Congress. Most of them were subsequently readmit-
ted to the party, after apologies and new professions of loyalty, only to become
victims once again in the Great Purge that culminated in 1937-38.

The next, more bloody round of purges began with the mysterious murder
of the Leningrad party leader, Sergei Kirov, in December 1934. The investiga-
tion implicated high party officials, and hundreds of party members were
questioned, arrested, and forced to incriminate ever widening circles in soci-
ety. “Enemies of the people” were found everywhere. A so-called conspiracy
among military commanders was tried in secret and revealed only after their
execution. The public prosecution of these enemies culminated in three
grand show trials in Moscow. In August 1936 sixteen defendants went on trial
including Zi-

n

as members of the “Trotskyite-Zinovievite Terrorist Center,
noviev and Kamenev. {Trotsky, after his expulsion from the party in 1927, was
subsequently exiled to Central Asia and then expelled from the country. The
archvillain behind all of these accusations, he was assassinated in Mexico by
a Soviet agent in 1940.) Seventeen members of the “Anti-Soviet Trotskyite
Center,” including Karl Radek and IUrii Piatakov, faced trial in January 1937.
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The final trial, of the “Anti-Soviet Bloc of Rights and Trotskyites” in March
1938, included Nikolai Bukharin and Aleksei Rykov. Firsthand accounts of
many survivors of this nightmarish period in Soviet history have provided
many facts and details of the process; the documents included here offer
poignant insights into the tragic personal side of this era.

Scholars disagree on how many victims perished as a result of these purges
and of Stalin’s other policies. The documents revealed here provide no quick
resolution to this disagreement, nor is an answer likely to be easily or conclu-
sively found. Likewise, the question of motive remains unresolved. Why did
Stalin launch these purges? Some have argued that he faced opposition within
the party after the collectivization travails and that the Seventeenth Party
Congress in 1934 was prepared to replace him with Kirov. Others have sug-
gested that the purges were an elaborate cover-up of Stalin’s secret past as a
tsarist police agent. Roy Medvedev argued that one factor was the contradic-
tion between Stalin’s limitless ambition and his limited abilities, causing him
to believe that all his associates, past, present, or future, had to be seen as po-
tential enemies. The linkage between Stalin and the purges was critical: just
before Stalin died in 1953 a new round of purges was signaled with the arrest
of a group of Kremlin doctors who were charged with assassinating high offi-
cials. Stalin’s death in March 1953 and the arrest of his police chief Beria put
an end to these accusations, and although arrest and repression continued as
part of the repertoire of Soviet politics, nothing on the scale of Stalin’s purges

ever recurred.

DOCUMENT 30

Instructions for carrying out verification of party documents and purging the

party membership, June 1§, 1921

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE ORGANIZATIONAL
SUBCOMMISSION TO REVIEW AND PURGE

THE MEMBERSHIP OF THE

RUSSIAN COMMUNIST PARTY

June 15 of this year [1921]

Persons in attendance: Comrades Zalutskii, Krinitskii, Mikhailov, Unshlikht, Kuchmenko, and Laida

SUBJECT: DECISIONS:

1) Draft of an investigative procedure and guidelines 1) Initiate a purge of the party from the top down re-
for reviewing and purging the membership of the Russ- gardless of position.

ian Communist Party submitted by Comrade Zalut- 2} Eliminate the passive element from Soviet govern-
skii. ment agencies.

3} Rid the factories and plants of nonproletarian ele-
ments.

4) Purge the kulaks in the countryside.

Organize a subcommission consisting of Comrades
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Zalutskii, Krinitskii, and Unshlikht to draft detailed
guidelines for these processes.

Form a subcommission consisting of Comrades Gusev
and Laida to develop proposals for purging military or-
ganizations.

The subcommissions have three days to complete
their work.

GENERAL GUIDELINES FOR REVIEWING, VERIFYING,
AND PURGING PARTY MEMBERS

The Elements That Should Be Eliminated from the Party

The primary objectives of the process of reviewing, verifying, and purging the party’s membership are: 1}
remove from the party non-Communist, antiproletarian elements who are indifferent to the interests of the work-
ing class; and 2] remove elements that are not amenable to Communist reeducation and reform, including mem-
bers of the old bourgeoisie, officials of the old regime, and various specialists and petty-bourgeois intelligentsia
who are almost completely alien to the proletariat and party but who joined the party in recent years.

The very fact that the party contains these elements, including elements that are alien to the party and
the working class, can be attributed to a large number of factors and circumstances in the era of the dictatorship of
the proletariat, an era in which the Communist Party is the ruling party and has been in power for several years as
the ruler of a gigantic country; this is one of the main factors attracting undesirable non-Communist and even
anti-proletarian elements into the party. We must thoroughly rid ourselves of these elements by checking each
member individually and by interviewing his coworkers who know him with regard to his performance, actions,
and day-to-day attitudes towards the proletarian revolution and Soviet power and who could provide an objective,
impartial evaluation of the individual.

Even during the war, when the outcome of the fighting at the fronts was very uncertain and when it was
difficult to tell which side would win, alien and hostile elements were able to infiltrate the party for different mo-
tives and reasons. Many philistine, petit bourgeois elements in Soviet government agencies were nominated for
membership and joined the party for reasons quite different from their ideals and revolutionary motives and aspi-
rations. They wanted to take advantage of their party membership to get promoted to more responsible positions
and jobs and thus get better living conditions, better rations, and so forth. Hence in reviewing, verifying, and purg-
ing the membership, we must focus special attention on and thoroughly review, verify, and purge the membership
in government office cells. But if hostile and at best apolitical philistine elements more concerned with their per-
sonal well-being than the interests of proletarian struggle and revolution were able to infiltrate the party, albeit in
small numbers, even during the war, even when the outcome was unclear, one might expect an even greater influx
of antiproletarian elements into the party once the victory of Soviet power was certain and once party membership
did not entail even the slightest risk of retaliation for party membership, which was the fate hanging over every
member during the war against Kolchak, Denikin, IUdenich, and the others if the wrong side had won. These dan-
gers and risks obviously required a more sincere and conscientious attitude and willingness to sacrifice on the part
of the individuals joining the party. The barriers and safeguards which protected the party from non-Communist
elements were lowered as the fighting died down and the counterrevolutionary hopes of crushing Soviet Russia
with military force were dashed. This period was marked by the admission of small groups and entire factions
from other parties who had previously wavered or opposed the Communist Party and Soviet power. The truce
with Poland and Wrangel’s defeat were followed by a period in the history of Soviet Russia similar to the one we
are experiencing today, in which there are no external fronts and a quasi-peaceful balance prevails. The interna-
tional bourgeoisie and the Russian counterrevolutionaries were forced to change their tactics, abandon their hope
of strangling Soviet Russia by force, and engage in a more prolonged conflict using different tactics. The same peri-
od has been characterized by a rather slow and gradual change in the economic policy of the capitalist countries
towards Soviet Russia, i.e., the gradual abandonment of the embargo and the beginning of trade agreements be-
tween individual capitalist countries and major capitalist corporations with Sovict Russia.
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It goes without saying that the lack of any clear and obvious risk of deprivation and persecution for party
membership and, conversely, the possibility of taking advantage of party membership for personal goals and privi-
leges has drawn alien and even hostile bourgeois and petit bourgeois elements into the party, because the party,
through the government and its officials, is beginning to rebuild the country’s economy on the basis of the money
economy of the transitional cra, is organizing wholesale and rctail trade in the country, is concluding trade agree-
ments and business deals with other countries, is taking steps to secure supplies and food for the country, and is
the owner of the remnants of large-scale industry and transportation. All of these activities have tempted both un-
proletarian and anti-proletarian elements to join the party. Hence we should subject individuals who have joined
the party recently, especially former members of other parties such as the Mensheviks, Socialist Revolutionaries,
and so forth, to the same type of thorough, meticulous, and comprehensive investigation and review.

Because the RKP is the country’s ruling party, outright enemies of the proletariat and hired agents and
provocateurs of the Western Europecan bourgeois countries and counterrevolutionary Russian organizations have
made every conceivable effort to infiltrate our party, in the same way that our illegal party was infiltrated by
agents and provocateurs of the tsarist secret police for provocation purposes and to destroy our party from within.
Hencec in reviewing and purging the membership of the party, we should concentrate on eliminating individuals
who are undermining party discipline, spreading provocative rumors, and slandering the party, party institutions,
and Soviet power. The same kind of alertness and thoroughness should be exercised in purging criminal, quasi-
gangster, and shady and corrupt elements in various important positions. Finally, we must exercise extreme cau-
tion, alertness, and thoroughness in purging, reviewing, and investigating peasant cells in the countryside and vil-
lages, which in all probability might be infiltrated by kulak bourgeois elements, as well as peasants who do not ex-
ploit the labor of others, especially if we consider that proletarian power in Russia, with its current semibourgeois,
transitional economic base, its very weak nationalized socialist industry, and its encirclement by capitalist coun-
tries, has had to do everything it can to assist the growth of proletarian revolution in the Western European and
Transatlantic countries and, at the same time, take all possible steps to preserve its alliance with the millions and
millions of peasants by protecting them from the gentry and the moneylenders and assisting them in improving
their farming operations, which in turn has attracted the more sincere and conscientious elements of the working
peasantry to the party, along with hostile kulak elements who are not amenable to party reform.

Last MAMIE. . . . . L . i e e e e e e e e e e
First name and patronymiC . . . . . . . . .. . L e e e e

City of assignment. . . . ... ... .. Agencyfoffice. . . . . . ...
Job title . . . . e e e
Category Item 5 4 3 2 1

1. Stability, and Stable and Stable Maturing Unpredictable Vacillating
steadfastness of | steadfast party party member party member party member and wavering
party convictions] member party member
political training

2. Ulterior motives | Dedication to Job satisfaction Vanity Minor personal Personal
for joining ideology and benefits well-being
movement working class
{Communist
Party)

3. Tact, flexibility | Liked by Diplomatic and | Sometimes Troublemaker Intriguer
of behavior, everyone easy to get hostile
thinking, along with
attitude towards
others

4. Interest in Profound and Extensive Superficial Fragmentary Not
Marxism, comprehensive knowledge of knowledge knowledge interested
Marxist training | knowledge certain subjects based on hearsay

s. Discipline, Eager Conscientious Procrastinator Faker Disobedient
attitude towards
party and
government
directives
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Category Item 5 4 3 2 1
6. Character, Persistent Firm Gives up easily | Weak character, | Shameless
courage of unprincipled compromiser
convictions
7. Tact, Polite, restrained | Even-tempered Hot-tempered Easily upset Irritable
temperament
8. Mental agility Quick and Resourceful Somewhat Slow Dull and
inventive clumsy unresponsive

9. Objectivity and | Self-critical Admits mistakes |Doesn’t admit Stubborn and Combative and
self-criticism mistakes, argumentative easily offended

but corrects them

10. Receptivity to Doesn’t know Knows that he Knows that he Doesn’t know Doesn’t want to
knowledge, that he knows knows doesn’t that he doesn’t know that he
sophistication, {modest} (wants to know) | know [ignorant} | doesn’t know
capacity for self-
improvement

11. Lifestyle Satisfied with Reasonable needs | Desire for Bon vivant Love of
{financial status) | what he has comfort luxury

12, Ability to handle | A leader. Good leader Poor leader {Helpless) Other people
work and people | People find it Easily control him

easy to follow influenced by
him others

13, Initiative, Great initiative | Average initiative | Quite Does what he’s | Sticks to the
originality of progressive- told. same old routine
thinking, minded
willingness to try
new methods

14. Teamwork. Close contact Works well with | Narrow specialist | Finds it difficult | Obstructionist
Awareness and {aware) others {bureaucratic} to work with
understanding of others
common goals.

15. Ability toplan, | Aware of andin | Good when Takes up the Spins his wheels | Disorganized
organize, and control of every | everything is slack for his {dull)
systematize work | detail going well co-workers

16. Ability to inspire | Interesting and | Impressive Average Boring and Kills any
interest and inspiring person listless enthusiasm
enthusiasm in
his colleagues

17. Approach to the | Breadth and Gets a feel for Absorbed in Can't see the Just doesn’t get
task, ability to vision the job and petty details, forest for the the point
scparate the thinks doesn’t see the trees
important from big picture
the unimportant,
ability to set the
tone and the pace

RTSKhIDNI, fond 17, op. 86, d. 8,11. 2
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The Seventeenth Party Congress, 1934

The Communist Party’s Seventeenth Congress assembled in January 1934,
the first party congress to be held since the breakneck days of rapid industrial-
ization and collectivization in the period from 1929 to 1931. This was to be
the “Congress of Victors” and of reconciliation. The worst travails of the col-
lectivization process were over, opposition within the party had been defeat-
ed, and the themes of this congress were to be victory over economic back-
wardness, reconciliation between state and society, and a return to normalcy.
This yearning was accompanied, in some party circles, by an anti-Stalin back-
lash. The cult of Stalin continued to be fostered by those around the General
Secretary, but he had antagonized many comrades with his handling of oppo-
sition within the party in 1932 and 1933. Perhaps it was time for a new type
of leader to take the reins of power. To this end, certain party oligarchs gath-
ered conspiratorially on the eve of the Seventeenth Congress to plot a change
in the leadership: many saw the dynamic leader of the Leningrad party organi-
zation, S<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>