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he individual sacred we must destroy  lized against a class, doomed to destruction,

al order which crucifies him. And this which does not wish to perish. If the White

can only be solved by blood and Tertor? cati only retard the historical rise of the

o proletariat, the Red Terror hastens the destruc-

e bourgeoisie to-day is a falling class. ~ tion of the bourgeoisie. This hastening—a

ly no-longer plays an essential partin  pure question of acceleration—is at certain

uction, but by its imperialist methods of periods of decisive importance. Without the

riation . is destroying the economic  Red Terror, the Russian bourgeoisie, together

structuge of the world and human culture gen- ~ with the world bourgeoisie, would throttle us

ally. N vertheless, the historical persistence long before the coming of the revolution in

the bourgeoisie is colossal. It holds to power, . Burope. One must be blind not to see this, ora
oes ‘not wish to abandon it. Thereby it swindler to deny it.

atens to drag after it into the abyss the
le of society. We are .forced to tear it off, to 2Terror and.countetterror were common during the civil
t away. The Red Tertor is a weapon uti-  warin both White and Red armies. ’

BVIEW QUESTIONS

How, according to the Kronstadt rebels, had the Communists betrayed the ideas
of socialism? , '

W here, according to Karl Kautsky, had the Bolsheviks strayed from the true spitit
of socialism? R o : : ‘
How did Leon Trotsky answer Kautsky's critique of terror? .

Do you think that Trotsky answered Kautsky’s arguments effectively?

Which of the three statements has the best grasp of the problems confronting,
Russia in those years? R e o

"Modernize or Perish
+ Joseph Stalin (1879-1953) was the Communist leader who made the Soviet
Union into a superpower. He was born osif Vissarionovich Dzhugashvili in
Trans-Caucasus Georgia. A rebel from childhood, he was one of Lenin’s fa- -
~yored professional revolutionaries, trained in the tough schools of under-
- ground agitation, tsarist prisons, and Siberian exile. Unscrupulous, energetic,
~and endowed with a keen nose for the realities of power within the party and
the country as a whole, Stalin surpassed his political rivals in strength of will
‘and organizational astuteness.-After he was appointed secretary-general of the
‘Communist party (then considered 2 minor post) in 1922, he concentrated on
building, amid the disorganization caused by war, revolution, and civil war,an’ -
effective party organization adapted to the temper of the Russian people. With :
- - this structure’s help, he established himself as Lenin’s successor. Stalin, more
powerful and more ruthless than Lenin, was determined to force his country to -
.overcome thé economic and political weakness that had led to defeat and ruin
in.1917. After Lenin’s death, Stalin preached the “Leninist -style of - work,”
which combined “Russian revolutionary sweep” with “American efficiency.”
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Joseph Stalin
THE HARD LINE

Firmly entrenched in power by 1929, Stalin started a second revolution (called
the Stalin revolution), mobilizing at top speed the potential of the country,
however limited the human and material resources available, whatever the
obstacles, and whatever the human price. The alternative, he was sure, was
foreign domination that would totally destroy his country’s independence. In
this spirit, he addressed a gathering of industrial managers in 1931, talking
~to them not in Marxist-Leninist jargon, but in terms of hard-line Russian

nationalism.

J

‘Tt is sometimes asked whether it is not possible
to slow down the tempo a bit, to put a check
on the movement. No, comrades, it is not pos-
sible! The tempo must not be reduced! On the
contrary, we must inctease it as much as is
within our powers and possibilities. This is
dictated to us by our obligations to the work-
ers and peasants of the U.S.S.R. This is dic-

tated to us by our obligations to the working

class of the whole world. )

To slacken the tempo would mean falling
behind. And those who fall behind get beaten.
But we do not want to be beaten. No, we refuse
to be beaten! One feature of the history of old
Russia was the continual beatings she suffered
for falling behind, for her backwardness. She
was beaten by the Mongol Khans. She was
beaten by the Turkish beys. She was beaten by
the Swedish feudal lords. She was beaten by
the Polish and Lithuanian gentry. She was
beaten by the British and French capitalists.
She was beaten by the Japanese barons. All
beat her—for her backwardness: for military
backwardness, for cultural backwardness, for
political backwardness, for industrial back-
wardness; for agricultural backwardness. She
was beaten because to do so was profitable and
could be done with impunity. Do you remem-
ber the wotds of the pre-revolutionary poet
[Nikolai Nekrassov}: “You are poor and abun-
dant, mighty and impotent, Mother Russia.”
These words of the old poet were well learned

by those gentlemen. They beat her, saying:
“You are abundant,” so one can enrich oneself
at your expense. They beat her, saying: “You
are poor and impotent,” so you can be beaten
and plundered with impunity. Such is the law
of the exploiters—to beat the backward and
the weak. It is the jungle law of capitalism.
You are backward, you are weak—therefore
you are wrong; hence, you can be beaten and
enslaved. You are mighty—therefore you are
right; hence, we must be wary of you.

That is why we must no longer lag behind.

In the past we had no fatherland, nor could
we have one. But now that we have overthrown
capitalism and power is in the hands of the
working class, we have a fatherland, and we
will defend its independence. Do you want our
socialist fatherland to be beaten and 'to lose its
independence? If you do not want this you
must put an end to its backwardness.in the
shortest possible time and develop genuine
Bolshevik tempo in building up its socialist
system of economy. There is no other way. That
is why Lenin said during the October Revolu-
tion: “Either perish, or overtake and outstrip
the advanced capitalist countries.” -

We are fifty or a hundred years behind the
advanced countries. We must make good this
distance in ten years. Either we do it; or they
crush us. '

This is what our obligations to the workers
and peasants of the U.S.S.R. dictate to us.
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_hy__rdi_d: _Jo'seph Stalin argue that the tempo of industrialization could not be
lowed down? '
{ow important is the idea of “fatherland” to Stalin?

% Forced Collectivization
The. forced collectivization of agriculture from 1929 to 1933 was an integral
“part of the Stalin revolution. His argument in favor of it was simple: an econ-
omy divided against itself cannot stand—planned industrial mobilization was
..incompatible with small-scale private agriculture in the traditional manner.
Collectivization meant combining many small peasant holdings into a single
. large unit run in theory by the peasants (now called collective farmers),
" but in practice by the collective farm chairman guided by the government’s
Five-Year Plan. N '

~ Joseph Stalin

LIQUIDATION OF THE KULAKS

Collectivization, not surprisingly,' met with’ fieEce"rcsistahéev;r especmllyfrom '
‘the more successful peasants called kulaks, who were averse to surrendering
their private plots and their freedom in running their households. Their resis-
tance therefore had to be broken, and the Communist patty"meentéd a rural
class-struggle, seeking help from the poorer peasants. Sometimes, vhovv’s?e’\?er',
_even the poorest peasants sided with the local kulaks. Under these conditions,
Stalin did not shrink from unleashing violence in the countryside aifn:éd at'the
~“liquidation of the kulaks as a class.” For Stalin the cOllectivi_zat_ion drix'fe 'meémt
an all-out war on what was for him the citadel of backwardness: ‘the peasant
“tradition and rebelliousness so. prominent ‘under the tsars. The following read-
_ing—Stalin’s address to the Conference of Marxist Students of the ?Agﬁ‘afia’n
_Question, December 1929—conveys his intentions. It isa go'g)d eﬁtaihplé of Sta-
lin’s rhethoric; he drives home his point by continually restating his argument.

‘he characteristic feature of our work during What does this ‘mean?‘Itmeans that we have

yast yeat is: (a) that we, the party and passed from the policy of restricsing the exploit-

oviet government, have developed an of- ing proclivities of the kulaks to ‘the policy of

ve on the whole front against the capital-  eliminating the kulaks as a class. This means

lements in the countryside; and (b) that that we have made, and are still making, one of
offénsive, as you know, has brought about the most decisive turns in our:wholeipolicy.

ringing about very palpable, positive ... Could we have undertaken such an of-

S : fensive against the kulaks five ‘'years: ot three
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years ago? Could we then have counted on suc-
cess in such an offensive? No, we could not.
That would have been the most dangerous ad-
venturism! That would have been playing a
very dangerous game at offensive. We would
cettainly have come to grief and, once we had
come to grief, we would have strengthened the
position of the kulaks. Why? Because we did
not yet have strongholds in the rural districts
in the shape of a wide network of state farms
and collective farms upon which to rely in a
determined offensive against the kulaks. Be-
cause at that time we were not yet able to su4-
stitute for the capitalist production of the
kulaks socialist production in the shape of the
collective farms and state farms. . . .

But today? What is the position? Today, we
have an adequate material base which enables
us to strike at the kulaks, to break their resis-
tance, to eliminate them as a class, and to swb-
stitute for their output the output of the
collective farms and state farms. . . .

Now, as you see, we have the material base
which enables us to substitute for kulak output

the output of the collective farms and state

farms. That is why our offensive against the

kulaks is now meeting with undeniable suc-
cess. That is how the offensive against the ku-
laks must be carried on, if we mean a real
offensive and not futile declamations against
the kulaks.

That is why we have recently passed from
the policy of restricting the exploiting proclivi-
ties of the kulaks to the policy of e/iminating the
kulaks as a class. . . . Now we ate able to carty
on a determined offensive against the kulaks,
to break their resistance, to eliminate them as a
class and substitute for their output the output
of the collective farms and state farms. Now,
the kulaks are being expropriated by the
masses of poor and middle peasants them-
selves, by the masses who are putting solid
‘collectivization into practice. Now the expro-
priation of the kulaks in the regions of solid
collectivization is no longer just an adminis-
trative measure. Now, the expropriation of the
kulaks is an integral part of the formation and
development of the collective farms. . . .

... [Should} the kulak ... be permitted to
join the collective farms{?} Of course not, for
he is a sworn enemy of the collective farm
movement. Clear, one would think.

Lev Kopelev
TERROR IN THE COUNTRYSIDE

The liquidation of the kulaks began in late 1929, extending through the length
and breadth of the country during the winter. The confiscation of Kulak prop-
erty, the deportations, and the killing rose to a brutal climax in the following
spring and continued for another two years, by which time the bulk of the
private farms had been eliminated. By some estimates, almost five million peo-
ple were liquidated. Some were driven from their huts, deprived of all posses-
sions, and left destitute in the dead of winter; the men were sent to forced labor
and their families left abandoned. Others killed themselves or were killed out-
right, sometimes in pitched battles involving a whole village—men, women,
and children.

The upheaval destroyed agricultural production in these years; farm animals
died or were killed in huge numbers; fields lay barren. In 1932 and 1933, famine
stalked the south and southeast, killing additional millions; it was especially se-
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vere in the Ukraine. The vast tragedy caused by collectivization did not deter
Stalin from pursuing his goals: the establishment of state farms run like factories

“‘and the subordination of the rebellious and willful peasantry to staté -authority.’

“: Here a militant participant in the collectivization drive, LevKopelev, i'e'g:allé :
some of his experiences. Kopelev, born in 1912 and raised in a Ukr’air_l_i'dh;-,- :
‘middle-class Jewish family, evolved from a youthful Stalinist into a tolerant,

" gentle person in later years; he was chastened after World War II bya termina’

‘ 1abor camp resetved for scientists. Subsequently out_of favor because of his lit-

. eraty protests against the inhumanities of the Soviet system, he was exiled ﬁjo'm- S

the Soviet Union to West Germany in 1980. S et

e grain front! Stalin said the struggle for
fain was the struggle for socialism. I was con-
ced that we were warriors on an invisible
in which was needed by the countty, by
five-year plan. -Above all, for the grain,
also for the.souls of these peasants who
“mired in unconscientiousness, in igno-
e, who succumbed to enemy  agitation,
o did not understand the great truth, of

The highest measure of coercion on the hard--

ré holdouts was “undisputed confiscation.”
A ‘team consisting of several young kol-
ozniks [collective farmers} and membets of
illage soviet ... would search the hut,
n; yard, and take away all the stores of seed,

d away the cow, the horse, the pigs.
ni some cases they would be merciful and
ave some potatoes, peas, corn for feeding the
mily. But the stricter ones would make a
can” sweep. They would take not only the
ood-and livestock, but also “all valuables and
surpluses of clothing,” including icons in their
rames; samovars, painted carpets and even
étal kitchen utensils which might be silver.
nd-any money they found stashed away. Spe-
al instructions ordered the removal of gold,

lver and currency. . .. -

Sevéral times Volodya and I wete present at

such plundering raids. We even took part: we

were entrusted to draw up inventories of the
onfiscated goods. ... The women howled
hystetically, clinging to the bags.

nt, fighting against kulak sabotage for the -

“Qy, that's the last thing we have! That was
for the childfen’s kasha [cereal}! Honest to
God, the children will starve!™

They wailed, falling on their trunks:

“Qy, that’s a keepsake from my dead mama!
People, come to. my aid, this is my" trousseau,
never ¢’en put on!” :

I heard the children echoing them with
screams, choking, coughing with screams. And
I saw the looks of the men: frightened, plead-
ing, -hateful, ‘dully impassive, extinguished
with despair ot flaring up with half-mad, dar-
ing ferocity. -~ T _

“Take it. ‘Take it away. Take everything
away. There’s still a pot of borscht on the stove:
It’s plain, got _ri'o meat. But still it’s got beets,
tatets 'n’ cabbage. And it’s salted! Better ‘take
it, comrade citizens! Here, hang on, I'll take
off my shoes. They’re patched and re-patched,
but maybe they’ll have some use for the prole-
cariat, for our dear Soviet power.” L

"It was exctuciating to see and hear all this.
And even worse to take part in it.... And I
persiaded  myself, explained to myself. T -
mustn’t give in to debilitating pity. We. were
realizing historical necessity. We_ were. pei-
forming our revolutionary duty. We. were ob-
taining grain for the socialist fatherland. For
the five-year plan, . . .- N

I have always remembered the winter of the
last grain collections, the weeks of the. great
famine: And I have always told about it. But I
did not begin to write it down until many
years later. . .- PR
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How could all this have happened?

Who was guilty of the famine which de-
stroyed millions of lives?

How could I have participated in it? . . .

We were raised as the fanatical [believers] of
a new creed, the only true religion of scientific
socialism. The party became our church mili-
tant, bequeathing to all mankind eternal salva-
tion, eternal peace and the bliss of an earthly
paradise. It victoriously surmounted all other
churches, schisms and heresies. The works of
Marx, Engels and Lenin were accepted as holy
writ, and Stalin was the infallible high priest.

... Stalin was the most perspicacious, the
most wise (at that time they hadn't yet started
calling him “great” and “brilliant”). He said:
“The struggle for grain is the struggle for so-
cialism.” And we believed him uncondition-
ally. And later we believed that unconditional
collectivization was unavoidable if we were to
overcome the capriciousness and uncertainty
of the market and the backwardness of individ-
ual farming, to guarantee 4 steady supply of
grain, milk and meat to the cities. And also
if we were to reeducate millions of peasants,
those petty landowners and hence potential
boutgeoisie, potential kulaks, to transform
them into laborers with a social conscience,
to liberate them from “the idiocy of country
life,” from ignorance and prejudice, and to ac-
custom them to culture, to all the boons of
socialism. . . . '

In the following passage Kopelev reflects,
even more searchingly, on his own motiva-
tion and state of mind as a participant in
Stalin’s collectivization drive.

With the rest of my generation I firmly be-
lieved that the ends justified the means. Our
great goal was the universal triumph of Com-
munism, and for the sake of that goal every-
thing was permissible~—to lie, to steal, to
destroy hundreds of thousands and even mil-
lions of people, all those who were hindering

our work or could hinder it, everyone who
stood in the way. And to hesitate or doubt
about all this was to give in to “intellectual
squeamishness” and “stupid liberalism,” the
attributes of people who “could not see the for-
est for the trees.”

That was how I had reasoned, and everyone
like me, even when I did have my doubts,
when I saw what “total collectivization”
meant—how . . . mercilessly they stripped the
peasants in the winter of 1932-33. I took part
in this myself, scouring the countryside,
searching for hidden grain, testing the earth
with an iron rod for loose spots that might lead
to buried grain. With the others, I emptied out
the old folks’ storage chests, stopping my ears
to the children’s crying and the women’s wails.
For I was convinced that I was accomplishing
the great and necessary transformation of the
countryside; that in the days to come the peo-
ple who lived there would be better off for it;
that their distress and suffering were a result of
their own ignorance or the machinations of the
class enemy; that those who sent me—and I
myself—knew better than the peasants how
they should live, what they should sow and
when they should plow.

In the terrible spring of 1933 I saw people
dying from hunger. I saw women and children
with distended bellies, turning blue, still
breathing but with vacant, lifeless eyes. And
corpses—corpses in ragged sheepskin coats
and cheap felt boots; corpses in peasant huts, in
the melting snow of old Vologda, under the
bridges of Khatkov. . .. I saw all this and did
not go out of my mind or commit suicide. Not
did I curse those who had sent me to take away
the peasants’ grain in the winter, and in the
spring to persuade the barely walking, skeleton-
thin or sickly-swollen people to go into the
fields in order to “fulfill the Bolshevik sowing
plan in shock-worker style.”

Nor did I lose my faith. As before, I believed
because I wanted to believe. Thus from time
immemorial men have believed when pos-
sessed by a desire to setve powers and values
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nd ‘beyond humanity: gods, emperors,
“ideals of virtue, freedom, nation, race;
pai:ty. D .
_nyvsing'le-minded attempt to realize these
{deidls-exacts its toll of human sactifice. In the

oy the living. They become unprinci-

jats and unrelenting executioners, all the

ile seeing themselves as virtuous and honor-
ilitants—convinced that if: they ate
into villainy, it is for the sake of future

EW QUESTIONS

- good, and that if they have td_{li‘é, llslﬂthe k

name of eternal truths. g Rt

... That was how we thought and acted—
we, the fanatical disciples of the all-saving
ideals of Communism. When we saw the base
and cruel acts that were commitpedi in the
name of our exalted notions of good, and when
we ourselves took part in those actions, what
we feared most was to lose our heads, fall into
doubt or heresy and forfeit our unbounded
faith. . .. The concepts of conscience, honof,
humaneness we dismissed as idealistic preju-
dices, “intellectual” or “boutgeois,” and hence,
perverse. ’

Thy were the kulaks selected as special targets in the drive for

olleéctivization?

ow would you characterize the motivation of the young Lev Kopelev
is associates in catrying out the collectivization of agriculture?

(Tl

, in retrospect, did Kopelev explain his role in the collectivization

# Soviet Indoctrination

ressed by the necessity to transform their country into a modern state, the

communist leaders used every opportunity to force the population to adopt
the attitudes and motivation necessary to effect such a transformation. Edu-
ation, from nursery school to university, provided special opportunities to
mold ‘attitudes. The Soviet regime made impressive gains in promoting edu-
| among its diverse people; it also used education to foster dedication
hard work, discipline in social cooperation, and pride in the nation. For
ckward country that, as Lenin had said, must “either perish or overtake
d outstrip the advanced capitalist countries,” such changes were considered
ntial. , ' ' o
During the Stalin era, artists and writers were compelled to promote the
éals of the Stalin revolution. In the style of “socialist realism,” their heroes
re factory workers and farmers who labored tirelessly and enthusiastically to
ild a new society. Even romance served a political purpose. Novelists wrote.
ve stories following limited, prosaic themes. For example, a young girl might
se her heart to a co-worker who is a leader in the communist youth organiza-
n:and who outproduces his comrades at his job; as the newly married couple
ded at the factory, they choose to forgo a honeymoon. - '




