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CURRENT INTELLIGENCE STAFF STUDY 

The 'Soviet  His tory  of World War I1 

This  is a working paper,  t h e  second t o  be publ ished by 
t h e  Sino-Soviet S tud ie s  Group, a merger of t h e  CAESAR, POLO 
and ESAU p r o j e c t s .  The group would welcome e i t h e r  w r i t t e n  o r  
o r a l  comment on t h i s  paper,  addressed t o  Matthew Gallagher ,  
who wrote t h e  paper ,  or t o  W. P. Southard,  t h e  a c t i n g  coordi-  
n a t o r  of t h e  group. 
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THE SOVIET HISTORY OF WORLD WAR I1 

This paper seeks to answer questions posed by the recent 
increased attention to the history of the war in the Soviet 
Onion. 
on the war? What interpretations are being promoted? What 
are the political and military implications? 

This is essentially a fact-finding study. Despite the 
importance of the war in Soviet history, and the politically 
sensitive nature of this topic in the Soviet Union, Soviet 
writing on the war has not been systematically examined in 
the West, and in’general it has not been of such immediate 
political significance as to attract the continuing attention 
of intelligence. 
study. 

Why is the regime now encouraging historical writing 

This gap defines the scope of the present 

The paper identifies the issues which postwar propaganda 
created in this field and traces the evolution of Soviet views 

. on these issues from the immediate postwar period to the pres- 
ent. 
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SUblMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

U n t i l  r e c e n t  years ,  the  Sovie t  l eade r sh ip  w a s  c o n s i s t e n t  
i n  regard ing  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  war as an Instrument for  i n -  
f l uenc ing  s o c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  r a t h e r  
t r u t h f u l  eva lua t ion  in its own r igh t .  
t h e  Sovie t  off ic ia l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  war reflected t h e  cur -  
r e n t  p o l i c i e s  of t h e  regime. 

The S t a l i n i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the  war w a s  devised t o  con- 
ceal t h e  traces of t h e  w a r t i m e  d r i f t  of the  Sovie t  Union f r o m  
its h i s t o r i c a l  course of development, and t o  convince t h e  Sovie t  
people  t ha t  nothing had in te rqened  which would j u s t i f y . a  change 
i n  p a s t  p o l i c i e s .  Thus t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  became a paean 
t o  S t a l i n ' s  p o l i t i c a l  and m i l i t a r y  genius,  a tes tament  to t h e  
wisdom of p a r t y  p o l i c i e s ,  an indictment of t h e  p e r f i d y  of the  
c a p i t a l i s t  world, a proof of t h e  soundness of the  Sovie t  system. 
The S t a l i n i s t  ve r s ion  of the  w a r  d i s t o r t e d  the  h i s t o r i c a l  f a c t s  
in a t  least f o u r  major r e s p e c t s :  

It  presented  the  catastrophic defeats of the first 
year  of the  war as  a preplanned and s k i l l f u l l y  executed 
maneuver designed t o  set the  cond i t ions  for a s u c c e s s f u l  
counterof fens ive .  

than as a s u b j e c t  deserv ing  
Before and a f t e r  S ' ta l in ,  

.-..\ 

.-c . 

It magnified the  r o l e s  of S t a l i n  and t h e  p a r t y  i n  
t h e  achievement of v i c t o r y ,  and diminished t h e  r o l e s  of 
t h e  m i l i t a r y  l e a d e r s  and the  ord inary  people .  

It depreciated t h e  con t r ibu t ions  of the  A l l i e s ,  and 
sought t o  t ransform t h e i r  image i n  t h e  p u b l i c  mind from 
p a r t n e r s  i n  t h e  a n t i - H i t l e r  c o a l i t i o n  i n t o  crypto-enemies 
of t he  Sovie t  Union and v i r t u a l  a l l i e s  of H i t l e r .  

t h e  defeat of the  Kwantung army, r a t h e r  t han  American 
m i l i t a r y  successes ,  had played the  d e c i s i v e  r o l e  i n  br ing-  
ing  about t h e  d e f e a t  of Japan. 

It claimed tha t  t he  Soviet  d e c l a r a t i o n  of war and 

Varying degrees of r e s i s t a n c e  t o  t h e  imposi t ion of t h i s  
vers ion  of the warweremanifested by those  elements of t h e  So- 
v i e t  populat ion most d i r e c t l y  affected by i t-- the m i l i t a r y ,  
t h e  h i s t o r i a n s ,  and the w r i t e r s .  M i l i t a r y  o f f i c e r s  i n d i c a t e d  
d i s d a i n  f o r  t he  concepts  developed t o  i d e a l i z e  the m i l i t a r y  
even t s  of t h e  war. H i s t o r i a n s  demonstrated i n e r t i a l  r e s i s t a n c e -  
thepostwar propaganda a s s a u l t  on the  West and its a t t e n d a n t  dis-  
t o r t i o n s  of the A l l i e d  role i n  t h e  war, and before  succumbing 

,. . 
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t o  o f f i c i a l  p re s su re  i n d i c a t e d  t h e i r  distaste for t h e  po l i t i -  
c a l  cons ide ra t ions  which motivated i t .  The writers demon- 
s t r a t e d  outspoken oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  o f f i c i a l  l i n e .  

The r e a c t i o n s  of a l l  t h r e e  groups were based no t  on po- 
l i t i c a l  oppos i t ion  t o  the regime, but  on t h e  inhe ren t  c o n f l i c t  
between propaganda demands and t h e i r  own p r o f e s s i o n a l  s t and-  
ards. A marked tendency of t h e  p ro fes s iona l  m i l i t a r y  was a 
preference  f o r  facts over theory ,  an a t t i t u d e  which seemed t o  
r e f l e c t  a concern t h a t  t h e  excess ive  i d e a l i z a t i o n  of m i l i t a r y  
events  would prevent  a proper  eva lua t ion  and a p p l i c a t i o n  of 
the l e s s o n s  inhe ren t  i n  them. The h i s t o r i a n s  appeared t o  
f ee l  t h a t  h i s t o r i c a l  ques t ions  ought t o  be sett led by h i s t o r i -  
c a l  rather than p o l i t i c a l  c r i t e r i a ,  and by the h i s t o r i a n s  
themselves. Writers who remained t r u e  t o  t h e i r  a r t  were un- 
w i l l i n g ,  and i n  any case unable,  t o  present  what t h e y  con- 
ceived t o  be t h e  epic of t h e  war i n  the shal low terms of a 
p o l i t i c a l  t rac t .  

A f t e r  S t a l i n ' s  death,  t h e  o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the  
war underwent important  changes,  These changes reflected t h e  
Soviet  l e a d e r s '  apprehension t ha t  the Sovie t  people  and t h e  
Soviet  m i l i t a r y  es tabl ishment  were being poorly prepared, by 
t h e  u n r e a l i s t i c  p o r t r a y a l  of the las t  war, for  the k i n d  of w a r  
which t h e y  now foresaw a s  p o s s i b l e .  The S t a l i n i s t  l i n e ,  they  
f e l t ,  encouraged the dangerous i l l u s i o n  t h a t  war was easy,  and 
it condi t ioned m i l i t a r y  o f f i c e r s  to feel  t h a t  r e t r e a t s  and 
slow a t t r i t i o n a l  methods were normal means of conducting war. 
The main conten t  of the  new version of t h e  war which emerged 
from these consideraqions i n  1955 was t h a t  the ear ly  pe r iod  
of the war had been a defeat fo r  t h e  Soviet  army, rather than  
a prelude to v i c t o r y .  

As t h e  Twentieth Pa r ty  Congress approached, new tenden- 
cies toward a break wi th  t h e  p a s t  appeared, g iv ing  fresh im- 
petus t o  t h i s  r econs ide ra t ion  of t h e  h i s t o r y  of the  war. The 
c e n t r a l  f e a t u r e  of t he  new movement was t h e  break wi th  S t a l i n  
which was dramatized a t  the  Congress. 
speech, which por t rayed  S t a l i n  as ignorant  of m i l i t a r y  matters 
and a s  c r i m i n a l l y  r e spons ib l e  f o r  t h e  i n i t i a l  unpreparedness 
of t h e  Sovie t  Union, c l e a r e d  t h e  way f o r  removing the  many 
d i s t o r t i o n s  of h i s t o r y  which der ived  from exaggerat ion of 
S t a l i n ' s  r o l e  i n  the war. The e a r l y  d e f e a t s  of t h e  Sovie t  
army were i n t e r p r e t e d  now as due not  only t o  the s u r p r i s e  of 
t h e  German a t t a c k ,  a s  had been emphasized i n  1955, bu t  t o  t h e  
negl igence of S t a l i n  i n  f a i l i n g  t o  t a k e  t h e  p recau t iona ry  
measures which elementary prudence and ample i n t e l l i g e n c e  warn- 

Khrushchev's secret 

\, i n g s  had indicated were necessary .  A more generous a p p r a i s a l  ' 
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of t h e  r o l e  of t h e  A l l i e s  i n  t h e  war was also f o s t e r e d  a t  
t h i s  t i m e .  

Af t e r  t h e  Twentieth P a r t y  Congress, t h e  need t o  h a l t  
t h e  d e t e r i o r a t i o n  of p o l i t i c a l  a u t h o r i t y  r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  
a n t i - S t a l i n  campaign th rea t ened  t o  h a l t  also t h e  p r o g r e s s  
toward honest m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y .  In t h e  lat ter p a r t  of 1956 
and in 1 9 5 7 , ' t h e  p a r t y  faced t h e  choice  of c u r t a i l i n g  t h e  

, . .  . 
, .. .. . . .  , .  

r e v i s i o n a r y  h i s to r iog raphy  of t h e  war t o  p r o t e c t  its-imme- 
diate p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s ,  or of s u s t a i n i n g  t h i s  h i s t o r i o -  
graphy t o  encourage t h e  profess iona l i sm and realism of m i l i -  
t a r y  thought which i t  expressed and nourished. 

Over t h e  p a s t  yea r  or more, Sovie t  p o l i c y  in t h i s  sphe re  
has  been c a r e f u l l y  c a l c u l a t e d .  It has  sought t o  r e t a in  t h e  
g a i n s  i n  h i s t o r i c a l  o b j e c t i v i t y  achieved i n  1955 and 1956, 
bu t  not  a t  t h e  c o s t  of r e f l e c t i n g  unfavorably on t h e  p a r t y  
i t s e l f .  The formula has  been: t o  admit Soviet r e v e r s e s  i n  
t h e  e a r l y  days  of t h e  w a r ,  but t o  emphasize Sovie t  achieve-  
ments--and t h e  p a r t y ' s  l ead ing  ro le - - in  recover ing  from those  
r eve r ses .  The formula has  a l s o  minimized t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  
of t h e  USSR's a l l i e s  t o  t h e  v i c t o r y .  

The evolu t ion  of t h e  h i s to r iog raphy  of t h e  war toward a 
more accu ra t e  a p p r a i s a l  of m i l i t a r y  real i t ies  is of some 
importance, as i n  t h i s  area t h e  regime has gradua l ly  accepted 
the  concept of t h e  u t i l i t y  of t r u t h .  This  v i c t o r y . f o r  t h e  
t r u t h  is a l i m i t e d  one, a s  t h e  t r u t h  is surrounded by p o l i -  
t i c a l  propaganda with which t h e  p a r t y  j u s t i f i e s  i t s e l f  and 
its p o l i c i e s .  Nevertheless ,  t h i s  development I l l u s t r a t e s  a 
tendency which has  appeared in o t h e r  a r e a s  of Sovie t  a c t i v i t y  
as w e l l ,  and t h i s  tendency is l i k e l y  t o  grow. 

- . .  
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I. TliE HISTORICAL ISSUES AND THE POSTWAR INTERPRETATION 

. . .  

. . .. 

The I n i t i a l  Per iod of t h e  Sovie t  German War 

i n  t h e  Soviet  h i s tor iography 
of the .war  w a s  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  g r e a t  d e f e a t s  suf -  
f e r e d  by t h e  Sovie t  army du r ing  t h e  first period of t h e  w a r ; . ,  
The immense material losses and i n c a l c u l a b l e  human s u f f e r -  , 
i n g s  which t h e  c o l l a p s e  of Sovie t  defenses  e n t a i l e d  would , 
have been embarrassing for any government t o  exp la in ,  but  . 
for a regime which s t aked  its a u t h o r i t y  on its claim t o  
foresee t h e  f u t u r e  t h e y  were c a t a s t r o p h i c  i n  t h e i r  i m p l i -  
c a t i o n s .  
imp l i ca t ions  by denying that  any real defeats had taken  p lace .  

---- 

The most c r i t i ca l  i s s u e  

Sovie t  postwar propaganda sought t o  smother t h e s e  

The first problem for Sovie t  propaganda w a s  t o  e x p l a i n  1 

t h e  Sovie t  f a i l u r e  t o  a n t i c i p a t e  and prepare  fo r  t h e  i n i t i a l  
German a s s a u l t .  There is ample evidence t h a t  t h e  Sovie t  gov- 
ernment was f u l l y  informed of t h e  German i n t e n t i o n  t o  attack 
w e l l  before t h e  invas ion  took p lace .  Church i l l  has  descr ibed  
t h e  c a r e f u l  pe r sona l  e f f o r t s  he made to  bring t h e  s e r i o u s n e s s  
of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  t o  S t a l i n ' s  a t t e n t i o n .  He has  a lso to ld  of 
o t h e r  warnings conveyed t o  t h e  Sovie t  government by subordi-  
na t e  B r i t i s h  o f f i c i a l s  and t h e  American government. Inves t i -  
g a t i o n s  of Sovie t  spy networks i n  Aus t r i a  and Japan a f t e r  t h e  
w a r  revealed t h a t  Sovie t  i n t e l l i g e n c e  had also uncovered ad- 
vance information on t h e  German invas ion  p l ans .  F i n a l l y ,  
Khrushchev i n  h i s  sec'ret speech to  t h e  Twentieth Pa r ty  Con- 
gre6s c i ted  many a d d i t i o n a l  i n d i c a t i o n s  t h a t  had been made 
a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  Sovie t  government through its own d ip lomat ic  
and m i l i t a r y  sources .  

Sovie t  postwar propaganda made no acknowledgment of 
t h e s e  advance warnings of t h e  German i n t e n t i o n  t o  a t t a c k .  
In s t ead ,  it sought t o  t u r n  t o  advantage t h e  blunder which 
t h e  Sovie t  government had committed i n  d iscount ing  these 
warnings. I t  depic ted  t h e  Sovie t  Unidn as t h e  v i c t im  of 
German "per f idy ,"  it stressed t h e  "suddenness" of t he  German 
a t t a c k .  
t h e  n a t u r a l  disadvantage s u f f e r e d  by a peace-loving state i n  
t h e  face of a r u t h l e s s  aggres so r ,  A t  t h e  same t i m e ,  t h e  pre- 
war po l ic ies  of t h e  Sovie t  Union, its i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  pro- 
grams, and its dip lomat ic  and m i l i t a r y  encroachments i n  east- 
e r n  Europe, were presented  as c a l c u l a t e d  a g a i n s t  an  even tua l  
German a t t a c k ,  and thus  as r e spons ib l e  for  the  c o u n t r y ' s  
a b i l i t y  t o  withstand t h e  shock when t h e  attack came. 

The i n i t i a l  defeats were presented as flowing from 
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Secondly, Sov ie t  propaganda had t o  e x p l a i n  t h e  cont in-  
uous defeats of t h e  Sovie t  army d u r i n g  1941, and t h e  aban- 
donment of huge terri tories and much of t h e  popula t ion  of' 
the  Baltic r e p u b l i c s ,  Leningrad province ,  Byeloruss ia ,  and 
the  Ukraine. In t h e  l i g h t  of these results, it was obvious 
t ha t  t h e  Sov ie t  army had not  shown t o  advantage du r ing  t h e  
first months of the  war. The o p e r a t i o n a l  command, w h i c h '  
a t  t h a t  time w a s - i n  the  hands of the  poli t ical  marshals; 
Voroshi lov,  Timoshenko, and Budennyy, on t h e  Northwestern,  
Western, and Southwestern f r o n t s  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  showed l i t t l e  
capacity to  cope w i t h  the mobile c o n d i t i o n s  of warfare  cre- 
ated by deep German p e n e t r a t i o n s  of prepared defense  posi- 
t i o n s .  Deprived 'of  l a r g e  mobile r e s e r v e s  and a i r  suppor t ,  
and bound by t h e  'Supreme Command s t r a t e g y  of defending "each 
inch  of n a t i v e  6oi1J" the  army r e p e a t e d l y  permi t ted  large 
forces t o  be e n c i r c l e d  where a more f l e x i b l e  s t r a t e g y  might 
have saved them. To mention on ly  t h e  largest ope ra t ions ,  ap- 
proximately a ha l f -mi l l i on  men, acco rd ing  t o  German figures, 
were lost  i n  each of t h e  huge enc i r c l emen t s  around Kiev and 
Vyazma . 

I n  exp la in ing  these disasters,  Sov ie t  propaganda sought 
t o  have it both ways--to enhance the  dimensions of t h e  f i n a l  
Sov ie t  achievement in stopping t h e  German o f f e n s i v e ,  whi le  
minimizing t h e  mistakes which made great achievements neces- 
s a r y .  It w a s  acknowledged t h a t .  a " d i f f i c u l t  s i t u a t i o n "  had 
been created, t ha t ' a  "mortal danger  hung ove r  t he  Sov ie t  
country,"  and y e t  a p i c t u r e  w a s  p re sen ted  of t he  Sov ie t  Su- 
preme Command as being i n  m a s t e r l y  c o n t r o l  of  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  
a t  a l l  t i m e s ,  and as i n f luenc ing  the cour se  of e v e n t q t o w a r d  
its . f i n a l  s u c c e s s f u l  consummation. The s t r a t e g y  of t h e  
Supreme Command, it was s a i d ,  was t o  g i v e  space for t i m e ,  
and by "exhaust ing and b leeding  w h i t e  t h e  enemy," t o  prepare 
t h e  grounds for  a coun te ro f fens ive .  

. 

There were t w o  formulas  i n  S o v i e t  postwar propaganda 
which were very  important i n  t h e  o f f ic ia l  account  of t h i s  
period, and which express t h e  whole t e n o r  of this account .  
The first was t h e  so-ca l led  s t ra tegy  of " a c t i v e  defense,"  
which w a s  r ep resen ted  as a Supreme Command p l a n  embracing 
not  on ly  t h e  tact ical  methods of a g g r e s s i v e  coun te rac t ion  
in defense ,  but the whole strategic concept ion  of the  e a r l y  

- 2 -  



I .  

per iod  of Sovie t  operat ions.* The second and more important 
formula was the so-cal led s t r a t e g i c  "counteroffensive,"  
which a l s o  was s a i d  t o  embrace, as parts of a preconceived 
p lan ,  t h e  whole complex of defens ive  actions conducted by 
t h e  Sovie t  army p re l imina ry  t o  t h e  launching of the  a c t u a l  
counteroffensive.* The effect of both formulas,  of course ,  
w a s  t o  embellish the r e p u t a t i o n  of t he  Sovie t  l eade r sh ip 'by  
p resen t ing  t h e  e a r l y  defeats as necessary pre l iminary  s t a g e s  
t o  t h e  u l t i p a t e  v i c to ry .  

F ina l ly ,  Sovie t  propaganda had t o  i n t e r p r e t  the u l t i m a t e  
s topping  of t h e  German advance and t h e  saving of Moscow. The 
facts concerning these even t s  were as fol lows.  The German , 
armies on the  central f r o n t ,  after rapid i n i t i a l  progress, 
reached t h e  v i c i n i t y  of Smolensk by mid-July, 1941. H e r e  the 
advance on Moscow paused, not on ly  because of Russian resist- 
ance,  but because of cross purposes in the  German High Com- 
mand. H i t l e r  wished t o  d i v e r t  t h e  tank armies from the Moscow 

. 

* The t e r m  "ac t ive  defense" had two meanings. Its first 
meaning, which it gene ra l ly  carried in the  w r i t i n g s  of 
the wartime period,  expressed t h e  idea t h a t  the defea- 
sive a c t i o n s  of t h e  Soviet  t roops  were designed not  o n l y  
t o  stop the enemy, but to  keep up the morale of t h e  Sovie t  
t roops  themselves, t o  "temper t h e i r  regiments" f o r  a sub- 
sequent t r a n s i t i o n  t o  o f f e n s i v e  ac t ion .  This meaning de- 
r i v e d  from S t a l i n ' s  Order of the Day No. 308, of September 
18, 1941, which created t h e  first guards  u n i t s .  Its second 
meaning, which it assumed in postwar propaganda, expressed 
t h e  idea t h a t  the defens ive  a c t i o n s  of the Sovie t  t r o o p s  
were preplanned t o  hold back t h e  p rogres s  of t h e  enemy un- 
t i l  t h e  permanently ope ra t ing  factors of w a r  could be 
brought i n t o  play.  The direct sou rce  of t h e  postwar 
f l o u r i s h i n g  of t h i s  concept was S t a l i n ' s  e l e c t o r a l  speech 
of February 9, 1946. 

** The d o c t r i n e  of the  "counteroffensive" w a s  first publ i -  
cized i n  S t a l i n ' s  let ter t o  Colonel Razin of February,  
1947. S t a l i n  der ived the  ideas expressed in t h i s  l e t te r  
from a n  a r t ic le  e n t i t l e d  "The S t r a t e g i c  Counteroffensive,"  
by.Major General  N. Talenskiy,  which was published in 
M i l i t a r y  Thought, No. 6 ,  1946. -- 
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d i r e c t i o n  t o  assist i n  t h e  f l a n k  attacks on Leningrad and 
Kiev, while  t h e  German g e n e r a l s  wished to  con t inue  t h e  ad- 
vance on  t h e  c e n t r a l  f r o n t .  While the  g e n e r a l s  v a i n l y  tem- 
por i zed ,  and i n  t he  end acquiesced  t o  H i t l e r ' s  d e c i s i o n ,  
many weeks of t h e  b e s t  campaigning weather were allowed t o  
fr i t ter  away. F i n a l l y ,  on 2 October, t h e  advance on Moscow 
w a s  resumed, bu t  by the t i m e  t h e  f i r s t  s u c c e s s e s  around ' 

Vyazma had been conso l ida t ed  t h e  f a l l  s l u s h  had se t  i n .  
Slowed t o  a crawl by t h e  weather and t h e  s t i f f e n i n g  Russian 
r e s i s t a n c e ,  the  advance f i n a l l y  petered o u t  a f e w  m i l e s  from 
Moscow, and w a s  then  mauled back by t h e  Sov ie t  counteroffen-  
s i v e  which began on 6 December. 

The r easons  for the f a i l  e of t h e  German o f f e n s i v e  are 
many, and i n  large part of German o r i g i n .  A n  important  fac- 
tor has been mentioned, t h e  c o n f l i c t s  between H i t l e r  and t h e  
g e n e r a l s ,  which in t u r n  reflected the excess iveness  of t h e  
demands which H i t l e r  had imposed u p o n , h i s  f o r c e s .  By t h e  
t i m e  of t h e  f i n a l  German advance on Moscow, German forces 
were overextended,  both i n  terms of log i s t i c  communications 
and i n  the  ratio of o p e r a t i o n a l  r e s e r v e s  t o  committed forces. 
Men and machines were exhausted from t h e  long  summer cam- 
pa igns  and t h e  s h i f t i n g  of armies from one f r o n t  t o  ano the r  
ove r  a great te r r i to r ia l  expanse,  German d i v i s i o n s  had been 
th inned  o u t  before t h e  beginning of t h e  Russian campaign to  
spread t h e  a v a i l a b l e  manpower and armor among t h e  146 d iv i -  
s i o n s  which participated i n  t h e  invas ion .  While t h e y  may 
have enjoyed a brief r e l a t i v e  s u p e r i o r i t y  du r ing  t h e  e a r l y  
period of t h e  war after t h e  i n i t i a l  s u r r e n d e r s  of Sov ie t  
troops, t h i s  was c e r t a i n l y  lost  by t h e  end of the  year ,  
F i n a l l y ,  the  cold weather which came on e a r l y  and r a p i d l y  i n  
1941 caught  the  Germans unprepared, s i n c e  i n  a n t i c i p a t i o n  of 
a l i g h t n i n g  v i c t o r y  they  had not  provided win te r  c l o t h i n g  
fo r  the  troops. 

Sov ie t  postwar propaganda d iscounted  a l l  these acci- 
den ta l  factors as having played any e f f e c t i v e  role in t h e  
f i n a l  outcome, German log i s t i c  problems and leadership con- 
f l i c t s ,  wh i l e  mentioned o c c a s i o n a l l y  i n  g e n e r a l  disparage- 
m e n t s  of German s t r a t e g y  and m i l i t a r y  s c i e n c e ,  were never 
admitted as d e c i s i v e  f a c t o r s .  The weather was mentioned i n  
Sov ie t  accounts ,  but  on ly  as i n t e r f e r i n g  w i t h  Sov ie t  opera- 
t i o n s .  The manpower r e l a t i o n s h i p  was always claimed to  be 
i n  t h e  German favor ,  and t h e  number of 170 German and 38 
sa te l l i t e  d i v i s i o n s  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  German invas ion  force 
by the  Russians dur ing  t h e  war w a s  r e t a i n e d  i n  subsequent 
accounts .  I n  short ,  any factor which tended to  reduce t h e  
credi t  due t h e  Sov ie t  leadership and armed forces fo r  s topp ing  ' 

t h e  German invas ion  w a s  ignored i n  Sov ie t  postwar propaganda. 
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The broadest i s s u e  raised by the  Sovie t  h i s t o r i o g r a p h y  
of t h e  w a r  was the  exp lana t ion  of the f i n a l  v i c t o r y .  I n  its 
most important  aspect, t h i s  involved the  ques t ion  of which 
t h e  f o u r  p i l l a r s  of Sovie t  wartime society-- the army, the 
p a r t y ,  the people, o r  S t a l i n  alone--deserved the l a u r e l s ' o f  
v i c t o r y ,  and hence t h e  rewards and p r e r o g a t i v e s  which t h e y  
symbolized. It w i l l  be seen  t h a t  t h i s  ques t ion  c u t  across 
a l l  others, and became the  p r i n c i p a l  po l i t i ca l  i s s u e  of the 
Sov ie t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  w a r .  , 

advanced fo r  t h e ' s e v e r a l  a s p i r a n t s ,  and the  way i n  which t h e  
credits were i n  fac t  alloted, it w i l l  be logical t o  start 
w i t h  S t a l i n ,  s ince h i s  f i g u r e  loomed largest i n  Sov ie t  post- 

I n  cons ide r ing  t h e  merits of t h e  claims t h a t  could  be 

war accounts .  

J u s t  what S t a l i n ' s  role w a s  i n  t h e  s t ra tegic  d i r e c t i o n  
of t h e  Sov ie t  army is not  e n t i r e l y  clear, Khrushchev's ac- 
count i n  his secret speech of the te lephone ca l l s  he had 
made t o  Vas i levskiy  and Bdalenkov a t  the t i m e  of t h e  w a r k o v  
ba t t le  sugges t s  t h a t  S t a l i n  exercised a t  least  a g e n e r a l  
supe rv i s ion  o v e r  m i l i t a r y  ope ra t ions .  It  is probable tha t  
h i s  d i c t a t o r i a l  hab i t s  and a f f e c t a t i o n s  of m i l i t a r y  compe- 
t ence  l ed  h i m  t o  interfere more d i r e c t l y  i n  m i l i t a r y  m a t t e r s  
t han  t h e  other A l l i e d  leaders commonly permitted themselves 
t o  do. But i n  t h e  a c t u a l  concept ion and d i r e c t i o n  of m i l i -  
t a r y  o p e r a t i o n s  he w a s  probably c a u t i o u s  enough to l i m i t  
h i s  i n t e r f e r e n c e  t o  the. conf i rmat ion  or v e t o  of p l a n s  pre- 
sen ted  by General  Headquarters.  Even w i t h i n  these l i m i t s ,  
and judging by the  b i t s  of evidence a v a i l a b l e ,  h i s  record as 
a war leader was fa r  f r o m  c o n s i s t e n t l y  good. H i s  gross 
error i n  d i scoun t ing  t h e  numerous i n t e l l i g e n c e  i n d i c a t i o n s  
of the  German p r e p a r a t i o n s  fo r  attack has been mentioned 
above. H i s  s t r a t e g y  of "no retreat" dur ing  t h e  first p e r i o d  
of t h e  w a r  played i n t o  t h e  hands of t h e  German e n c i r c l e -  . . 
ment tactics, and h i s  s tubborn  i n s i s t e n c e  on con t inu ing  t h e  
Kharkov o f f e n s i v e  i n  1942 a f te r  t h e  Sov ie t  p o s i t i o n  had be- 
come hopeless  was, t o  s a y  t h e  least, m i l i t a r i l y  u n j u s t i f i e d .  
H i s  competence for command w a s  appa ren t ly  also nega t ive ly  
a f f e c t e d  by h i s  moodiness of character. Khrushchev charged 
that  S t a l i n  became pan ic - s t r i cken  i n  1941, and C h u r c h i l l ' s  
account  of S t a l i n ' s  desperate appeal for a B r i t i s h  expedi- 
t i o n a r y  corps a t  t h a t  t i m e  l e n d s  corroboration t o  t h i s  
charge  
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In postwar propaganda, however, S t a l i n  was t ransformed 
i n t o  t h e  " g r e a t e s t  commander of a l l  t he  ages." A l l  m i l i t a r y  
o p e r a t i o n s  were said t o  have been carried o u t  acco rd ing  to 
h i s  p l a n s  and under  h i s  immediate d i r e c t i o n .  H e  w a s  s a i d  to 
have "worked o u t  anew" and, for  t h e  first time in h i s t o r y ,  
a p p l i e d  w i t h  f u l l  e f f e c t  t h e  " s t r a t e g i c  coun te ro f fens ive , "  
which c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  greatest c o n t r i b u t i o n  in t h e  a n n a l s  of 

I ' m i l i t a r y  s c i e n c e .  ! *  

I 

i The army s u f f e r e d  most d i r e c t l y  from t h e  postwar i n f l a -  
t i o n  of t h e  S t a l i n  image, The record of t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
' m i l i t a r y  leaders du r ing  the  war was good. Whatever t h e i r  
merits when compared w i t h  t he i r  opposite numbers i n  t h e  West, 
and there are d i f f e r e n c e s  of op in ion  on t h i s  scoreJ they  were 
t h e  men who stood at  t h e  head of t h e  troops when v i c t o r y  was 
achieved.  Moreover. their  c o n t r i b u t i o n  was dramatic. It was 

l 
, 

........ . . . ........ : 

.. . .. . .. ... ..... 

after Zhukov took oGer from t h e  o l d  Bolshevik Timoshenko, as 
Commander-in-Chief of t h e  Western Front ,  t h a t  Moscow w a s  saved 
and the first Sov ie t  coun te ro f fens ive  s u c c e s s f u l l y  carried 
o u t .  It was also after Zhukov took over  as o v e r a l l  commander 
'of the sou the rn  f r o n t s ,  and after t h e  commissar system had 
been abolished in t h e  army, that  S t a l i n g r a d  w a s  saved, and 
t h e  series of o p e r a t i o n s  launched t h a t  led t o  u l t i m a t e  v i c -  
t o r y .  The f i g u r e  of Zhukov in these key e v e n t s  of the  w a r  
was symbol ic  of the  p r o f e s s i o n a l  m i l i t a r y ' s  role i n  r e s c u i n g  
t h e  regime from t h e  consequences of its own incompetence. 

the  background. Zhukov's f a l l  from honor has o f t e n  been 
noted. It w a s  so s w i f t  and complete t h a t  t he  Sov ie t  press 
observed the first ann ive r sa ry  of t h e  f a l l  of B e r l i n  without 
mentioning h i s  name. No other m i l i t a r y  figure was named i n  
Pravda on t h a t  day either,  nor  on t h e  other major anniver-  

of the  next  f e w  years .  The articles publ i shed  on t he  
occas ion  of S t a l i n ' s  s e v e n t i e t h  b i r thday ,  i n  1949, performed 
t h e  e q u a l l y  remarkable feat of reviewing t h e  whole cour se  of 
t h e  war without naming a s i n g l e  Sovie t  g e n e r a l  off icer .  

The p a r t y ' s  role i n  t h e  war is perhaps t h e  most d i f f i -  
c u l t  t o  e v a l u a t e  because it w a s  so c l o s e l y  woven i n t o  t he  
fabric o f  Sov ie t  s o c i e t y  that  it is hard now to  d i s t i n g u i s h ,  
through the smokescreen of propaganda raised on its behalf, 
where p a r t y  i n s p i r a t i o n  l e f t  o f f ,  and p u b l i c  i n i t i a t i v e  be- 
gan i n  t h e  great social  and m i l i t a r y  achievements of the  w a r .  
Unquestionably, the  p a r t y ' s  t r a d i t i o n a l  role as t h e  leader 
and coord ina to r  of n a t i o n a l  e n e r g i e s  was diminished d u r j n g  
t h e  war, as i n c r e a s i n g  r e l i a n c e  came to be placed on non- 
p a r t y  channels  of p u b l i c  c o n t r o l ,  and as e x t r a o r d i n a r y  

In  postwar propaganda, t h e  marshals  r a p i d l y  faded i n t o  
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governmental and m i l i t a r y  bodies  a rose  t o  t a k e  over  direc- 
t i o n  of t h e  war e f f o r t .  To name merely the  a c t i v i t y  which 
t h e  p a r t y  l a t e r  most v igo rous ly  claimed f o r  its own credit, 
t h e  a r t i s a n  movement, t h e  f a c t s  seem to be t h a t  t h e  p a r t y  
had f i t t l e  t o  do w i t h  o rgan iz ing  the  movement, and e s t a b l i s h e d  
c o n t r o l  l a t e r  on ly  pa r t i a l ly  and w i t h  d i f f i c u l t y .  In g e n e r a l ,  
t h e  conclusion seems s a f e  t h a t  among the  ins t ruments  ava3 lab le  
t o  the Sovie t  leadership f o r  conducting t h e  war effort  t h e  
p a r t y  appa ra tus  performed an a u x i l i a r y  func t ion .  

cided a f t e r  t he  war t o  r e t u r n  t o  the  course  of development 
t h a t  t h e  war had i n t e r r u p t e d ,  an important element i n  t h a t  
r e a c t i o n  was t h e  r e a s s e r t i o n  of the. par ty ' s ,  t r a d i t i o n a l  p l a c e  
In  Sovie t  l i fe .  T h i s  n e c e s s a r i l y  involved a r e c a s t i n g  of t he  
h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  t o  show the  p a r t y ' s  r o l e  i n  a more b e f i t -  
ting l i g h t .  A very important  f e a t u r e  of t h e  postwar h i s t o r y  
was t h e  c la im t h a t  the p a r t y  had "always and everywhere" in- 
sp i red  and led the  peop le ' s  r e s i s t a n c e  t o  the Germans. T h i s  
c la im was advanced p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  but by no means e x c l u s i v e l y ,  
w i t h  respect t o  t h e  c i v i l i a n  a s p e c t s  of t h e  wartime achieve-  
ments--the eyacuat ion  of i ndus t ry ,  to the  e a s t ,  the f e a t s  
of l abo r  heroism performed a t  t h e  r e a r ,  t h e  p a r t i s a n  war c a r -  
r ied on behind enemy l i n e s .  As Pravda put it, i n  c r i t i c i z i n g  
Fadeyev's The Young Cuard , in  1947: "The p a r t y  everywhere and 
always in t roduced  an o rgan iz ing  b a s i s .  Communists did not  f o r  
a minute l o s e  t h e  leadllng r o l e . "  

F i n a l l y ,  it is necessary  t o  mention t h e  r o l e  of the  peo- 
p l e  i n  the  war. The i r  c o n t r i b u t i o n  had been so massive, and 
so c l e a r l y  a f f i rmed by the  regime during the war, t h a t  i t  
s tood  i n  t h e  way of any other claimant  f o r  exc lus ive  honors .  
I f  t h i s  record  w e r e  al lowed t o  s t and ,  the  regime's own c la ims  
t o  i n d i s p e n s a b i l i t y ,  based on the  supposed p o l i t i c a l  imma- 
t u r i t y  of t he  masses, might w e l l  be open t o  ques t ion .  Thus, 
a f a c t  which would be taken  f o r  gran ted  under any other re- 
gime--that t h e - w a r  had been won by t h e  s a c r i f i c e s  and achieve-  
ments of t h e  people--in Sov ie t  cond i t ions  became Inadmiss ib l e .  
In Sovie t  postwar propaganda, t h e  record of t h e  peop le ' s  role 
i n  the  war was not  openly contested, it was s i m p l y  d i sp l aced .  

Thus it is understandable  why, when the  leadership de- 

The Role of t h e  A l l i e s  

The r o l e  of the  A l l i e s  i n  the  war posed a p a r t i c u l a r l y  
embarrassing problem f o r  Sov ie t  postwar propaganda, s i n c e  any 
acknowledgment of the  real contributions t h e  A l l i e s  had made 
would t e n d  t o  i n v a l i d a t e  t h e  image of a co r rup t  and h o s t i l e  
West which it was seeking  t o  c r e a t e .  The t.ask of Sov ie t  
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propaganda, t h u s ,  was t o  blot ou t  a s  fa r  a s  p o s s i b l e  t h e  
f r i e n d l y  memories of t h e  w a r t i m e  al l iance,  by besmirching 1 

the motives for  which t h e  all ied states fought,  and by dis-  
paraging t h e i r  achievements. 

The response of the  Western A l l i e s  t o  R u s s i a ' s  p l igh t  ' I 

i n  1941 w a s  prompt and generous,  and the  material and m i l i t a r y  
c o n t r i b u t i o n  which t h e  West made t o  the f i n a l  v i c t o r y  was very  
great. Al l ied  material a i d  w a s  extended a t  a t i m e ,  and un- 
der cond i t ions ,  which imposed a very r e a l  sacrifice on t he  
A l l i e s '  own war e f f o r t .  In add i t ion ,  as t h e  war progressed,  
t h e  A l l i e s  brought t o  bear a m i l i t a r y  pressure  on Germany 
which contributed m a t e r i a l l y  t o  speeding ;the c o l l a p s e  of t h e  
German w a r  machine. 

.According t o  American sources, the value of American 
Lend-Lease shipments t o  Russia  during the war t o t a l e d  over  . 
$11,000,000,000. B r i t i s h  shipments and American p r i v a t e  re- 
lief added cons iderably  t o  t h i s  t o t a l .  Walter Kerr, i n  h i s  
book The Russian Arm% p r e s e n t s  a d d i t i o n a l  f i g u r e s  which b r i n g  
ou t  i n  a graphic way the s i g n i f i c a n c e  of t h i s  a id  t o  t he  So- 
v i e t  army. During t h e  first year of d e l i v e r i e s  a lone ,  he says ,  
Washington and Iondon shipped t o  Russia 3,052 p lanes ,  4,084 
t anks ,  30,031 v e h i c l e s ,  and 831,000 tons  of miscel laneous sup- 
pl ies ,  of which the  major p a r t  go t  through. As K e r r  p o i n t s  
o u t ,  t h e  r e l a t i v e  va lue  of these figures can be grasped i f  
t h e y  are compared w i t h  the  numbers of 1,136 planes and 2,091 
tanks which, according t o  Russian claims, t h e  Germans lost  
du r ing  52 days of the h e a v i e s t  f i g h t i n g  i n  the  first yea r  of 
t h e  w a r .  There are many i n d i c a t i o n s  from Russian sources ,  t oo ,  
of the va lue  they  placed on t h i s  aid during t h e  war. 
anger a t  delays i n  t he  a r r i v a l  of American equipment was in-  
d i c a t i v e  i n  t h i s  connect ion.  The impress which A l l i e d  a id  
made on t h e  Sovie t  popula t ion ,  i n d i c a t i o n s  of which are scat- 
tered throughout Sov ie t  l i t e r a t u r e ,  is another  s i g n  of  its 
scope and s i g n i f i c a n c e .  Even t h e  language has recorded t h e  
dimensions of American w a r t i m e  a id  fn its t ransformat ion  of 
t h e  name "Willys** i n t o  a Russian household word. 

As f o r  t he  rest, t h e  A l l i e d  m i l i t a r y  ro l e  i n  t h e  w a r ,  t he  
s t o r y  is familiar enough t o  need no d e t a i l  here. Beginning in 
Africa, i n  1942, t h e  A l l i e s  began t o  bu i ld  up a s teadi ly  mount- 
i n g  p res su re  on Germany which engaged and wasted the dwindl- 
i n g  resources  which were desperately needed on the  e a s t e r n  . 
f r o n t .  Sovie t  propaganda made much of the claim l a t e r  t h a t  
no German u n i t s  were withdrawn from t h e  e a s t e r n  f r o n t  a s  a re- 
s u l t  of All ied ope ra t ions  ( i n  fact ,  a t  l e a s t  two SS d i v i s i o n s  
were withdrawn t o  m e e t  the  Normandy invas ion) ,  but t h i s  is 

S t a l i n ' s  
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beside t h e  p o i n t .  The real c o n t r i b u t i o n  of the  A l l i e s  w a s  
measured not  i n  t he  jugg l ing  of German d i v i s i o n s  which it 
produced, bu t  i n  the  German e n e r g i e s  absorbed by a series of 
Allied second f r o n t s ,  i n  Africa, S i c i l y ,  I t a l y ,  and Prance.  

Soviet  postwar propaganda was not  content  merely t o  
minimize t h e  A l l i e d  r o l e  i n  the w a r ,  bu t  sought a c t i v e l y ' t o  
t ransform tbe. image of t h e  A l l i e s  from p a r t n e r s  i n  the a n t i -  
H i t l e r  coa l ' i t i on  i n t o  crypto-enemies of t he  Sovie t  Union, 
and v i r t u a l  a l l i e s  of H i t l e r .  The p r i n c i p a l  device  used t o  
achieve t h i s  end was t o  hammer home t h e  accusa t ion  tha t  the 
r e a l  aim of Western p o l i c y  be fo re  the  war had been t o  i s o -  
l a te  t h e  USSR, and, i n  t h e  f i n a l  account, t o  embroil  it i n  
w a r  w i t h  Germany, 

.: .... 

In its broades t  a p p l i c a t i o n  t h i s  charge a f f e c t e d  t h e  
Sovie t  o f f ic ia l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the whole prewar period. 
Beginning w i t h  t h e  Paris Peace Conference, a t  which it w a s  
asserted the "Russian ques t ion"  occupied the  primary p l a c e ,  
almost every major event  of European diplomacy a f f e c t i n g  t h e  
USSR was made t o  fit  i n t o  t h i s  framework. The Dawes P lan  
which loosed a "golden r a i n  of American d o l l a r s "  i n t o  G e r -  
man war indus t ry ,  the Four Power Pact which s i g n i f i e d  Anglo- 
French wi l l i ngness  t o  come t o  terms w i t h  fascism, t h e  Pol ish-  
German nonaggression pact of 1934 which se t  a precedent  f o r  
r ep lac ing  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of c o l l e c t i v e  s e c u r i t y  by a s y s t e m  of 
b i l a t e r a l  pacts, t he  Anglo-German naval  agreement of 1935 
which proclaimed B r i t a i n ' s  disavowal of t he  p r i n c i p l e  of re- 
s t r i c t i n g  German remi l i ta r iza t ion- -were  a l l  seen in t h e  So- 
v i e t  account as stage's i n  t h e  c o n s i s t e n t  Western p o l i c y  of 
i s o l a t i n g  t h e  USSR and encouraging German aggression.  

The major event affected by t h i s  l i n e  of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
was, of course,  t he  Munich agreement. The facts surrounding 
t h i s  episode were such as  t o  l end  themselves t o  almost any 
indictment of t h e  s t r a t e g y  and mora l i t y  of Western p o l i c y  t h a t  
t h e  Soviet  Union would wish t o  make. The agreement was i n  
f a c t  s t ra teg ica l ly  d e f e c t i v e  i n  t h a t  it excluded the Sov ie t  
Union from the j o i n t  a c t i o n  of the  d i r e c t i n g  na t ions ,  and 
morally d e f e c t i v e  i n  t h a t  it l e g a l i z e d  v io lence .  B u t  these 
indictments ,  recognized as v a l i d  i n  Western l i t e r a t u r e ,  were 
not  broad enough f o r  t h e  purposes of Sovie t  postwar prop- 
aganda. Ins tead ,  S t a l i n ' s  phrase  oft 1939, t h a t  t h e  Munich 
agreement was t h e  "p r i ce  of an undertaking (by Germany) t o  
launch war on t h e  Soviet  Union" was r e s u r r e c t e d  as t h e  basis 
of t h e  Sovie t  h i s t o r i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  The Western lead-  
ers were por t rayed  as a c t i v e  p l o t t e r s  w i t h  H i t l e r  f o r  w a r .  I n  

._.. . .. .. 
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Sovie t  postwar h i s to r iog raphy  t h e  word '?deal1' (sgovor) be- 
came the  o f f i c i a l  cachet  of Munich, and h i s t o r i a n s  who had 
seen  i n  t he  Western behavior  a t  Munich simply a concession 
or c a p i t u l a t i o n  t o  Nazi threats  were made t o  see t h e i r  e r r o r .  

A second i s s u e  f o r  Sov ie t  postwar propaganda on t h e  
A l l i e d  r o l e  i n  t h e  war was t h e  matter of Allied material 'aid. 
For  Sovie t  postwar propaganda, any acknowledment of t h e  mag-> 
n i t u d e  and usefu lness  of t h i s  a id  could se rve  no p o l i t i c a l  
purpose, as  it would document t h e  indebtedness  of t he  Sovie t  
Union t o  a f o r e i g n  state, which t he  Soviet  Union would be 
l o a t h  t o  admit i n  any event ,  and least  of a l l  t o  the  "bul- 
w a r k  of world capitalism."' Moreover, it would d i m i n i s h  t o  
some degree the  luster of t h e  Sov ie t  Union's own i n d u s t r i a l  
achievements, which were claimed t o  rest on the  far-sighted 
i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  programs carried ou t  by t he  regime dur ing  
t h e  first f i v e  year  p l ans .  Thus, t h e  ma t t e r  of Allied sup- 
plies was mentioned very  s p a r i n g l y  in Sovie t  postwar accounts  
of the war, and where mentioned was always presented  as an 
exchange f o r  Sovie t  r a w  materials, or as a p a l t r y  recompense 
f o r  t h e  Russian c o n t r i b u t i o n s  of blood and t i m e .  

The most pub l i c i zed  of the  i s s u e s  a f f e c t i n g  the A l l i e d  
r o l e  i n  t h e  war was the ques t ion  of t h e  second f r o n t .  The 
Sovie t  a t t i t u d e  toward t h i s  ques t ion  assumed approximately 
its permanent form dur ing  1942, when it m u s t  have seemed t o  
t h e  Soviet  leaders t h a t  no th ing  but the crumbling defenses  
of S t a l i n g r a d  s tood  between them and f i n a l  d i s a s t e r .  I t  is 
understandable t h a t  i n  these despe ra t e  hours t h e y  w e r e  l i t t l e  
disposed t o  appreciate Al l i ed  l o g i s t i c  problems and were b i t -  
t e r  about t h e  f a i l u r e  of t he  needed m i l i t a r y  relief t o  ma- 
t e r i a l i z e .  But even af ter  the  pass ions  of the  moment cooled,  
t he  second f r o n t  i s s u e  appa ren t ly  appeared t o  the Sovie t  lead- 
ers as t o o  u s e f u l  a device  t o  abandon. During the  w a r  it con- 
t r i b u t e d  a c e r t a i n  psychologica l  leverage  t o  the Sovie t  Union 
in dea l ings  w i t h  t h e  A l l i e s ,  and probably went a long way 
toward cance l l i ng  out  whatever s ense  of indebtedness t h e  A l -  
l i e d  s u p p l i e s  may have c a r r i e d  w i t h  them. A f t e r  t he  war, it 
served  as a prop f o r  t he  claim tha t  t h e  Soviet  Union had 
borne the  brunt  of the s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t  H i t l e r .  

The basis of t h e  Sov ie t  postwar charge t h a t  the  A l l i e s  
had shown bad f a i t h  i n  t h i s  matter was the  j o i n t  communiqu6 
publ i shed  i n  London and Washington a f te r  t h e  Molotov v i s i t  i n  
t h e  sp r ing  of 1942. The communiqu6 s a i d  in p a r t  t h a t  "in t he  
course  of t h e  conversa t ions  f u l l  understanding was reached 
w i t h  regard  t o  the urgent  task of c r e a t i n g  a second f r o n t  i n  
Europe i n  1942." C h u r c h i l l  has expla ined  t h a t  t he  purpose of 

. .  
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t h e  communiqu6wasto make t h e  Germans apprehensive and hold 
as many of t h e i r  t roops  i n  t h e  w e s t  a s  p o s s i b l e .  So a s  not  
t o  mislead t h e  Russians, he took care t o  g i v e  Molotov an a i d e  
memoire, s t a t i n g  t h a t  he cou ld  "give no promise i n  t h e  mat- 
ter." In postwar comment on t h e  s u b j e c t ,  Sovie t  propaganda 
ignored the ,  aide memoire. In s t ead ,  it bent  every  e f f o r t  t o  
show t h a t  t h n l i e s  had gone back on t h e i r  word, and had 
done so, moreover, with t h e  d e l i b e r a t e  a i m  of dragging ou t  
t h e  war a n 4  exhaust ing t h e  Russians.  

. .. . 
. . . .  

.._,._ 

.. . 

A f o u r t h  i s s u e  was t h e  Normandy invas ion .  Sovie t  pos t -  

It w a s  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  A l l i e s  un- 

w a r  propaganda i n t e r p r e t e d  t h i s  event  i n  such a way as t o  
p lace  A l l i e d  p o l i t i c a l  motives and m i l i t a r y  c a p a b i l i t i e s  i n  
t h e  worst poss ib l e  l i g h t .  
der took t h e  Normandy invas ion  only t o  f o r e s t a l l  t h e  i n e v i t -  
able single-handed triumph of  t h e  Sovie t  Union. Moreover, 
it was charged t h a t  t h e  A l l i e s  deliberately delayed t h e i r  
breakout from t h e  Normandy.beachhead f o r  two and a h a l f  months, 
while watching developments on t h e  Soviet-German f r o n t ,  and 
p lay ing  with t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of a compromise peace. In a l l  
of t h i s ,  Soviet  postwar propaganda p laced  g r e a t  stress on t h e  
a l l e g e d  inconsequent ia l  r e s i s t a n c e  p u t  up by t h e  Germans t o  
t h e  All ied invasion.  It w a s  claimed t h a t  the  German d i v i s i o n s  
i n  Europe were not of first combat q u a l i t y .  During t h e  whole 
per iod  of t h e  Normandy invas ion ,  according t o  the Sovie t  post-  
war propaganda account, no t  a s i n g l e  German d i v i s i o n  was 
t r a n s f e r r e d  from t h e  Sovie t  f r o n t .  Consequently, no s i g n i f -  
i cance  could be a t t ached  t o  t h e  Normandy invas ion  as eas ing  
t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  any s u b s t a n t i a l  degree on the  e a s t e r n  f r o n t .  

A h ighly  derogatory a p p r a i s a l  of A l l i e d  m i l i t a r y  cap- 
ab i l i t i es  w a s  also given i n  connect ion wi th  t h e  Ardennes 
ba t t le  and the  f i n a l  advance through Germany. The former w a s  
p resented  as a major c o l l a p s e  of t h e  A l l i e d  m i l i t a r y  pos i -  
t i o n  which would have been f a t a l  had not  S t a l i n ,  i n  response 
t o  C h u r c h i l l ' s  urgent p l ea ,  advanced t h e  date of t h e  Sovie t  
win ter  o f f ens ive ,  and t h u s  f o r c e d  the  Germans t o  abandon 
t h e i r  a t t a c k  and withdraw t h e i r  f o r c e s  t o  t h e  e a s t e r n  f r o n t .  
The f i n a l  A l l i ed  advance through Germany w a s  a l s o  expla ined  
as t h e  r e s u l t  of the  German pol i t i ca l  dec i s ion  t o  concen- 
t r a t e  a l l  f o r c e s  aga ins t  the-Russ ians  and t o  leave  t h e  way 
open f o r  t h e  A l l i e s  t o  reach B e r l i n  f i r s t .  

m he P a c i f i c  War 

The p r i n c i p a l  i s s u e  raised by t h e  Sovie t  account of t h e  
P a c i f i c  War w a s  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  Japanese su r rende r .  
The Soviet  Union from t h e  beginning maintained tha t  it was t h e  ' 
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Sov ie t  d e c l a r a t i o n  of war and t h e  defeat of t h e  Kwantung 
army, r a t h e r  than  t h e  atomic bomb, which forced  t h e  Jap- 
anese  t o  c a p i t u l a t e ,  The Sov ie t  argument was based p r i n -  
c i p a l l y  on t h r e e  a s s e r t i o n s :  (1) t h a t  t h e  Allies had achieved 
no s i g n i f i c a n t  m i l i t a r y  successes  a g a i n s t  t h e  Japanese  du r ing  
t h e  course  of t h e  P a c i f i c  War, (2) t h a t  t h e  main m i l i t a r y  
s t r e n g t h  of Japan remained throughout t h e  war untouched i n  
Manchuria, and (3) t h a t  i n  1945 Japarl was still  capable of 
cont inuing  t h e  war f o r  ano the r  t w o  y e a r s  a t  l eas t .  T h i s  
l a t t e r  a s s e r t i o n  was based on American m i l i t a r y  estimates, 
made i n  1944, and 1945, of t h e  requirements  for  t h e  inva-  
s i o n  of t h e  Japanese home i s l a n d s .  

The r o l e  of t h e  atomic bomb was u s u a l l y  ignored,  or 
summarily dismissed,  i n  Soviet accounts  of t h e  Japanese s u r -  
render .  The most c i r c u m s t a n t i a l  Sov ie t  argument on t h i s  
p o i n t  was offered by V. Avarin i n  h i s  second book on t h e  
P a c i f i c  war, publ i shed  i n  1952. It  was based on t h e  data 
p resen ted  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  S t r a t e g i c  Bombing Survey re- 
gard ing  t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  i n  t h e  Japanese Government du r ing  
t h e  l a s t  days before  t h e  d e c i s i o n  t o  su r rende r  was t aken .  
Part  of Avarin 's  argument was based on t h e  t iming  of t h e s e  
e v e n t s ,  The atomic bomb, he observed,  was dropped on 6 
August, and r e s u l t e d  i n  no p a r t i c u l a r  r e a c t i o n  i n  Japanese 
o f f i c i a l  circles. The Spv ie t  d e c l a r a t i o n  of war reached  
Tokyo on t h e  morning of 9 August, and w a s  followed by a 
f r a n t i c  series of o f f i c i a l  meet ings,  concluding wi th  t h e  
Imper ia l  Conference in t h e  n i g h t  of 9-10 August. Part  of 
h i s  argument was based a l s o  on t h e  subs t ance  of t h e  d i scus -  
s i o n s .  The key elemeht here was t h e  s ta tement  of t h e  e m -  
p e r o r  announcing h i s  d e c i s i o n  t o  accept  su r rende r .  In it, 
he did n o t  mention t h e  a tomic bomb, b u t  sa id  i n  par t  (ac- 
cord ing  t o  Avarln 's  t r a n s l a t i o n ) :  "To con t inue  t h e  w a r  i n  
t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s i t u a t i o n  which has  a r i s e n ,  and g iven  t h e  
s i t u a t i o n  wi th in  Japan, would mean the  d e s t r u c t i o n  of the  
whole nation.I1* This ,  accord ing  t o  Avarin, proved t h a t  t h e  
p o i n t  a t  i s s u e  w a s  "not t he  atomic bomb or  strategic bomb- 
i n g ,  bu t  ' t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s i t u a t i o n  which had a r i s e n , '  
i . e . ,  t h e  en t r ance  of t h e  Sov ie t  Union i n t o  t h e  w a r  a g a i n s t  
Japan. . . . 11 

* The emperor 's  words as  g iven  i n  t h e  Strategic Bombing 
Survey a r e  a s  fo l lows:  "Thinking about t h e  world s i t u a -  
t i o n  and t h e  i n t e r n a l  Japanese s i t u a t i o n ,  t o  c o n t i n u e  t h e  
war means nothing but  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  whole n a t i o n ; "  
Avarin obviously shaded h i s  t r a n s l a t i o n  to  suppor t  h i s  ar- 
gument. 
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Unlike many of t h e  o t h e r  i s s u e s  d iscussed  i n  t h i s  chap- 
ter ,  there was very l i t t l e  development or change in t he  Sovie t  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the  Japanese su r rende r  dur ing  t h e  postwar 
per iod .  According t o  Max Beloff, i n  h i s  book Sov ie t  Po l i cy  i n  
t h e  F a r - E a s t ,  1944-1951, the  a t t r i b u t i o n  of the  Japanese col- 
l a p s e  exc lus ive ly  t o  Sovie t  v i c t o r i e s  i n  Manchuria remained 
a cons tan t  of Sovie t  comment on t h i s  s u b j e c t  from t h e  ena of 
t h e  war on. 
present  in t h e  e a r l i e s t  ana lyses  of t h i s  event  noted.  Colonel 
M. Tolchenov, a prominent m i l i t a r y  wi-iter, set ou t  t he  main 
l i n e s  of t h i s  argument in 1945, a l though i n  somewhat less 
c a t e g o r i c a l  terms than later became customary. 
A l l i e d  m i l i t a r y  estimates as proof t h a t  Japan was st i l l  cap- 
a b l e  of res i s tan 'ce  a t  t h e  end, and claimed t h a t  m o s t  f o r e i g n  
newspapers recognized t h a t  Sovie t  i n t e r v e n t i o n  was "one of 
t h e  d e c i s i v e  f a c t o r s "  compelling the  enemy t o  l a y  down h i s  
arms. 
t h e  atomic bomb, express ing  some c a u t i o u s  optimism as to its 
f u t u r e  peacetime impl i ca t ions ,  bu t  concluding t h a t  it was ir- 
re l evan t  t o  the  f i n a l  outcome of t h e  P a c i f i c  War and invoking 
t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of Generals  Arnold and Chennault in supporf, of 
t h i s  conclusion. 

A l l  t he  major elements of t h i s  account were 

He cited 
._ 

An accompanying ar t ic le  assessed the s i g n i f i c a n c e  of 
. .  
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11. INTERNAL RESISTANCE TO THE POSTWAR LINE ON THE WAR 

During its development in t h e  postwar per iod ,  t h e  s o v i e t  
o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  w a r  evoked varying degrees of 
resistance from elements-of  t h e  populat ion most d i r e c t l y  af- , 

fected-the p r o f e s s i o n a l  m i l i t a r y ,  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s ,  and t h e  
writers. 

The P r o f e s s i o n a l  M i l i t a r y  

Although m i l i t a r y  writers played a key role in develop- 
i n g  t h e  o f f i c i a l  version of t h e  w a r ,  they  d i d  not a b d i c a t e  
t h e i r  p r o f e s s i o n a l  i n t e g r i t y  e n t i r e l y  t o  propaganda cri teria,  
and,. . in t h e i r  w a r t i m e  w r i t i n g s  a t  least, provided s n a t c h e s  
of direct testimony on t h e  real n a t u r e  of w a r t i m e  even t s .  
Some f a i n t  s i g n s  of d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  with elements of t h e  of- 
f ic ia l  l i n e  a l s o  appeared among m i l i t a r y  writers dur ing  t h e  
postwar per iod .  This expressed i t s e l f  not  i n  any open Op- 
p o s i t i o n  t o  t h e  official  l i n e ,  bu t  in i n d i c a t i o n s  t h a t  the 
p ro fes s iona l  m i l i t a r y  o f f i c e r s  were experiencing t e n s i o n  
between t h e i r  direct exper ience  of t h e  m i l i t a r y  even t s  of 
t h e  w a r  and t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  formulas i n  which they  were re- 
qui red  t o  express  them. 

I n  t h e  summer of  1945, a s m a l l  unsigned art icle i n  M i l -  
i t a r y  Thought, t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  organ of t h e  Genera l  S t a f r  
?irst drew a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h i s  la t ter  phenomenon. It took  t o  
task  a number of s p e c i a l i z e d  m i l i t a r y  j o u r n a l s  f o r  exaggerat-  
ing t h e  r o l e s  of t h e i r  own s e r v i c e s  i n  t h e  w a r ,  and f o r  
neglec t ing  the  Sovie t  d o c t r i n e  on t h e  coord ina ted  a c t i o n  of 
a l l  a r m s .  These j o u r n a l s ,  s a i d  the  article, "raise t h e  
basic ques t ion  of t h e  m i l i t a r y  employment of t h e i r  own 
f o r c e s  in combined a r m s  bat t le  poorly or not  a t  a l l ,  and 
sometimes, in i n t e r p r e t i n g  t h e  experience of t h e  m i l i t a r y  
ope ra t ions  o f  t h e i r  f o r c e s ,  a t t r i b u t e  t o  them an Independent 
s ign i f i cance . "  The Air Forces j o u r n a l  came in for p a r t i c u l a r  
criticism in t h i s  regard .  

A more i n t e r e s t i n g  case was a c r u s t y  article by Major 
General A. Penchevskiy, "Concerning Operat ions f o r  Enci rc le -  
ment  and Opera t iona l  Terminology," in M i l i t a r y  Thought, No. 
6 / 7 ,  1945, which d isputed  the  concept of " i b t e r n a l  and ex- 
t e r n a l  f ron t s "  i n  an  encirclement  opera t ion .  This concept 

1 '. 
. \  
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was a l r e a d y  becoming p a r t  o f  t h e  legend of t h e  S t a l i n g r a d  op- 
e r a t i o n ,  where, it w a s  claimed, a n  " e x t e r n a l  f r o n t "  had been 
formed on t h e  e n c i r c l i n g  r i n g  t o  prevent  a b reak in  by Man- 
s t e i n ' s  r e l i e f  column, as w e l l  as an " i n t e r n a l  f r o n t "  t d  pre-  
ven t  a breakout  by von Paulus '  army. The use of t h i s  con- 
c e p t  t o  b u t t r e s s  t h e  claim t h a t  S t a l i n  always b e a t  t h e  enemy 
" fo r  su re , "  f o r e s e e i n g  on a l a r g e  scale a l l  t h e  countermeas- 
u r e s  t h a t  t h e  enemy might p o s s i b l y  undertake,  gave it a po- 
l i t i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  "In t h e  planning of an opera t ion , "  
said Penchevskiy,  " t h e  f o r c e s  and  means of an army and f r o n t  
( f r o n t s )  are never  under any circumstances d iv ided  between 
i n t e r n a l  and e x t e r n a l  f r o n t s  ( l i n e s ) .  They are divided ac- 
cord ing  t o  o p e r a t i o n a l  o b j e c t i v e s ,  and tasks are established 
by def ined  l i n e s . "  H e  concluded wi th  a b lun t  d i smisa l  o f .  

, t h e  theory .  "Our s t a f f s  never  used such concepts  as ' i n t e r -  
n a l  and e x t e r n a l  f r o n t s ' ;  t h e y  are useless s i n c e  t h e y  do n o t  
e x p l a i n  t h e  e s sence  of the  o p e r a t i o n a l  maneuver." 

A still more i n t e r e s t i n g  case was an article by Genera l  
o f  t h e  Army Eremenko, e n t i t l e d  "Counterblows i n  a Contempo- 
r a r y  Defensive Operat ion,"  which appeared in M i l i t a r y  Thought, 
No. 3,1949. This  was a n o t a b l e  a r t ic le  i f  f o r  no other r eason  
than  t ha t ,  a t  t h e  h e i g h t  o f  t h e  S t a l i n  apo theos i s ,  i t  men- 
t i o n e d  S t a l i n  o n l y  once,  i n  t h e  opening paragraph, and t h e  
a d j e c t i v e  " S t a l i n i s t "  once,  in t h e  las t .  Moreover, it dealt 
wi th  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  t h e  coun te ro f fens ive  in such  a way as 
to  obscure  t h e  role  of t h e  Supreme Commander in t h e  direc- 
t i o n  o f  t h i s  o p e r a t i o n  and t o  enhance t h e  role  of army and 
f r o n t  commanders. T h i s  r e s u l t e d  f r o m  t h e  fact  t h a t  Eremenko 
a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  counterblow ( i . e . ,  a n  ope ra t ion  of an  army 
or f r o n t ,  l a r g e r  t h a n  a c o u n t e r a t t a c k ,  bu t  smaller t h a n  a 
coun te ro f fens ive )  t h e  c r u c i a l  r o l e  in t r i g g e r i n g  t h e  coun te r -  
o f f e n s i v e ,  s p e c i f i c a l l y  w i t h  r e f e r e n c e  t o  Moscow and Kursk. 
H e  spoke of t h e  counterblows i n  these t w o . b a t t l e s  as " turn-  
ing i n t o "  c o u n t e r o f f e n s i v e s .  Th i s  phraseology was, in it- 
se l f ,  n o t  unorthodox, bu t  Eremenko made it appear t h a t  the  
army or f r o n t  commander who made t h e  dec is ion  for  a coun te r -  
blow was, i n  e f f e c t ,  t h e  agent  r e spons ib l e  for  t h e  counter -  
o f f e n s i v e .  T h i s ,  i n  t h e  atmosphere of 1949, was p e r i l o u s l y  
c l o s e  to lese majes ty .  

There is evidence tha t  t he  unorthodoxy of t h i s  ar t ic le  
w a s  t h e  r e s u l t  n o t  of careless w r i t i n g  but  of b l u n t  m i l i t a r y  
honesty.  Time and  aga in ,  Eremenko missed t h e  obvious op- 
p o r t u n i t i e s  t o  throw i n  a s o p  t o  S t a l i n ' s  van i ty .  Repea ted ly ,  
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he spoke of t h e  coun te ro f fens ive  as "growing o u t  o f , "  or 
"developing from, I' t h e  counterblows launched by "our troops, 
without  mentioning t h a t  i t  was "organized" by S t a l i n ,  as 
good propaganda practice requ i r ed .  In  one p l ace  he went 
even f u r t h e r ,  and i m p l i c i t l y  c r e d i t e d  Zhukov wi th  p repa r ing  
t h e  coun te ro f fens ive  under Moscow. 

The i d e o l o g i c a l  l a p s e s  of t h i s  a r t i c l e  were thrown i n t o  
s t r o n g e r  r e l i e f  by a v igorous ly  orthodox a r t ic le  on t h e  
counterof fens ive  which Eremenko publ ished two yea r s  l a te r .  
I t  provided a whole ca t a logue  of t h e  s t anda rd  formulas  
p r a i s i n g  S t a l i n  as t h e  gen ius  exponent of t h i s  s t r a t e g y .  
The s p i r i t  of t h i s  art icle c o n t r a s t e d  so s h a r p l y  w i t h  t h e  
earlier one t h a t  t h e  conclus ion  seems inescapable  t h a t  con- 
s i d e r a t i o n s  of p o l i t i c a l  d i s c r e t i o n  had propmted i t .  

The Hi s to r i ans  

The p ro fes s iona l  h i s t o r i a n s  were blocked o f f  f r o m  t h e  
m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y  of t h e  war by p o l i t i c a l  d e c i s i o n s  t aken  a t  
war's end, and thence fo r th  restricted themselves t o  the  
diplomatic  h i s t o r y  of t h e  wartime period.  In  t h i s  f i e l d ,  
a s i g n i f i c a n t  number of them displayed a r e l a t i v e l y  objec- 
t i v e  a t t i t u d e  toward t h e  West up through 1947, and some 
beyond t h a t  date. 

One work of cons ide rab le  i n t e r e s t  was t h e  first volume 
of a series, Works on Modern and Contemporary K i s t r o y ,  which 

volume was s e v e r e l y  cri t icized la ter  for many d e p a r t u r e s  
from i d e o l o g i c a l  orthodoxy. One art icle i n  i t ,  "The German- 
F a s c i s t  Drang nach Osten af ter  Munich," by F. I. Notovich, 
is i l l u s t r a t i v e  of t h e  gene ra l  s cho la r sh ips  and p o l i t i c a l  
detachment of t h e  volume. The main criticism later d i r e c t e d  
a g a i n s t  t h i s  art icle w a s  t h a t  it described t h e  Munich agree- 
ment as a " c a p i t u l a t i o n , "  rather than  as a "deal" or "bar- 
gain."  The very f i r s t  words of t h e  art icle were "The Munich 
c a p i t u l a t i o n , "  and t h i s  phrase  w a s  used r e g u l a r l y  throughout .  
It  was, moreover, devoid of t h e  usua l  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  Marxist 
a u t h o r i t i e s .  Although i t  carried a heavy s c h o l a r l y  appa ra tus ,  
i n  a c l o s e  t e x t  of  f i f t y  pages, on ly  two or t h r e e  p u r e l y  f ac -  
t u a l  r e fe rences  t o  Sovie t  sou rces  appeared. 

was brought o u t  by  t h e  Hi s to ry  I n s t i t u t e  i n  1948. Th is 
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Another example o f  p o s t w a r  unorthodoxy in S o v i e t  his -  
' tor ipgraphy was a book publ i shed  i n  1947, by P r o f e s s o r  G. 
Deborin, e n t i t l e d  " I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Re la t ions  and t h e  Fore ign  
P o l i c y  of t h e  USSR, 1917-1945," I V :  The Years o f  t h e  Great 
P a t r i o t i c  War. This  book was apparent ly  withdrawn from clr-  

'culat ion 'sometirne 'in 1949, and is no t  now a v a i l a b l e .  Accord- I 

_ >  

ing t o  t h e  Sov ie t  p r e s s ,  t h e  book w a s  publ i shed  by t h e  High- 
. er Diplomatic School as an informal  s tuden t  manual and en- 
' j oyed  c i r c u l a t i o n  i n  e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  in t h i s  c a p a c i t y .  
O f f i c i a l  a t t e n t i o n  was drawn t o  the  book, appa ren t ly ,  when 
t h e  contemporary h i s t o r y  sector of t h e  Hi s to ry  I n s t i t u t e  at- 
tempted to  r e p u b l i s h  i t  under t h e  seal of t h e  Academy of 
Sciences.  

The s u b s t a n t i v e  criticism of t h e  book was focused  on 
its a l l e g e d  pro-American bias .  It  was sa id  t h a t  t h e  book 
presented  US f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  dur ing  t h e  Second World War " j u s t  
as American i m p e r i a l i s t s  themselves a t tempt  t o  p o r t r a y  it." 
Thi s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  it w a s  said,  conveyed t h e  impress ion  
t h a t  t h e  US government w a s  opposed t o  the an t i -Sov ie t  pol-  
ic ies  of Church i l l  and t h e  American i m p e r i a l i s t s ,  t h a t  it 
w a s  a s taunch f r i e n d  of t h e  Sov ie t  Union throughout t h e  
s t r u g g l e .  Thus t h e  book concealed t h e  " s t r u g g l e  w i t h i n  t h e  
a n t i - H i t l e r  c o a l i t i o n "  du r ing  t h e  w a r ,  and ignored t h e  "funda- 
mental oppos i t i on  between t h e  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  of the  USSR, on 
t h e  one  hand, and of t h e  USA and G r e a t  B r i t a i n ,  on t h e  o th-  
er." On a more s p e c i f i c  i s s u e ,  t h e  second f r o n t ,  t h e  book 
also was sa id  t o  have g iven  a dis tor ted i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  The 
Western de l ay  i n  opening a second f r o n t  w a s  a t t r i b u t e d ' t o  
t h e  i n a b i l i t y  o f  US and B r i t i s h  leaders t o  e v a l u a t e  t h e  de- 
veloping s i t u a t i o n  in 1942 c o r r e c t l y ,  t o  t h e i r  o v e r e s t i m a t i o n  
of t h e  H i t l e r  forces. Thus, t h e  prolonged de lay  i n  opening 
t h e  second f r o n t  was ascribed t o  "shor t s ighted"  US and B r i t -  
i s h  leaders. F i n a l l y ,  t h e  o f f i c i a l  cri t ics h i n t e d  d a r k l y  a t  
improper motives i n  the p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  book. 

. .. .. . .. ,. . . . ... . . 

As t h e  c r i t i c s  were clear t o  p o i n t  out, h i s t o r i a n s  were 
held r e s p o n s i b l e  n o t  o n l y  f o r  what t hey  publ i shed ,  but a lso 
f o r  what they  said.  A s t a t emen t  made i n  a classroom l e c t u r e  
w i l l  s e r v e  as a last  i l l u s t r a t i o n  of t h e  laggardness  of t h e  
Sov ie t  h i s t o r i c a l  community in accept ing  t h e  postwar o f f i -  
c ia l  l i n e  on t h e  w a r .  The case i n  p o i n t  was t h a t  of P r o f e s s o r  
Zvavich, a s p e c i a l i s t  on B r i t i s h  h i s t o r y .  The m o s t  s t a r t l i n g  
of t h e  words h e  w a s  a l l e g e d  t o  have u t t e r e d  were descr ibed 
as fo l lows:  
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I n  t h e  l e c t u r e  cour se  g iven  at t h e  Higher Diplomatic 
School, Zvavich committed a direct  f a l s i f i c a t i o n  of 
h i s t o r y ,  a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  a t u r n i n g  p o i n t  in t h e  cour se  
of  t h e  war took  place as a r e s u l t  of t h e  landing of' 
t h e  Americans i n  I t a l y .  (Voprosy P s t o r i i  No. 2, 1949, 156) 

The f u l l  f u r y  of t h e  ideo1ogica l" reac t ion  f e l l  on t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l  community dur ing  t h e  yea r s  1948 and 1949, when, 
under t h e  goad of t h e  p a r t y  press, a series of meetings w a s  
h e l d  t o  place one h i s t o r i a n  a f t e r  another  on t h e  r a c k  of 
pub l i c  criticism for  t h e  e d i f i c a t i o n  of h i s  fellows. The 
c l i m a x  of t h i s  campaign came in t h e  s p r i n g  of 1949, when 
t h e  second i s s u e  of Questions of  H i s to ry  f o r  t h a t  year was 
he ld  up f o r  f i v e  months, wh i l e  a r eo rgan iza t ion  of t h e  
ed i tor ia l  board was e f f e c t e d .  The r e s i s t a n c e  which t h e  
h i s t o r i a n s  d isp layed  was evoked not  by c l a s h e s  over  par- 
,titular i s s u e s ,  but  by p r o f e s s i o n a l  d i s d a i n  for  t h e  p o l i t -  
ical  cr i ter ia  which de f ined  t h e  p a r t y ' s  demands. The most 
s t r i k i n g  f e a t u r e  of t h e i r  performance was t h e  i n d i s p u t a b l e  
evidence it provided t h a t  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s  understood t h e  na- 
t u r e  of t h e  c a p i t u l a t i o n s  t h e y  were forced t o  make. 

There were s i g n s ,  first of a l l ,  t h a t  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s  at-  
tempted t o  def lect ,  or b l u n t ,  or even t o  s h i e l d  each other 
from t h e  sharp  edge of p a r t y  criticism. The behavior  of  
t h e  ed i to r i a l  board of Ques t ions  of H i s t o r y  itself w a s  re- 
markable i n  t h i s  respect. I t  d isp layed  tact and forebear- 
ance i n  t h e  case of N. Rubinshteyn, for example, t h e  au thor  
of a book on Russian h i s to r iog raphy ,  and the first v i c t i m  
of t h e  ideo log ica l  r e a c t i o n ,  b y  a l lowing h i m  t o  i n i t i a t e  
t h e  d iscuss ion  of  h i s  cri t icized book, r a t h e r  than  s u b j e c t -  
i n g  him t o  immediate attack by others. Its a c t i o n  i n  t h e  
case of I. I. M i n t s ,  a s p e c i a l i s t  i n  t h e  e a r l y  Soviet peri- 
od, was even bolder .  A t  a t i m e  when Mints had become t h e  
main t a r g e t  of t h e  p a r t y  a t t a c k ,  the  ed i to r i a l  board allowed 
him t o  publ i sh  a lead ar t ic le ,  i n  t h e  f i r s t  i s s u e  of 1949, 
which in e f f e c t  c o n s t i t u t e d  an apologia f o r  t h e  his tor ical  
community. This article l i s t e d  a l l  the  names of t h e  lead- 
ing  Soviet  h i s t o r i a n s ,  proclaimed t h e i r  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  
Sovie t  h i s tor ica l  s c i e n c e ,  and (perhaps by a s l i p  of t h e  
pen, becuase h i s  ar t ic le  w a s  o t h e r w i s e  very d u t i f u l  i n  t h i s  
respect) a t t r i b u t e d  t o  h i s  own co l l eagues ,  rather than  to  
S t a l i n ,  t h e  c r ed i t  f o r  l a y i n g  t h e  "basis f o r  t h e  s t u d y  of 
t h e  Sovie t  per iod  of t h e  h i s t o r y  of our  country."  
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In a d d i t i o n  t o  Quest ions of H i s t o r y  i t s e l f ,  i n d i v i d u a l  
h i s t o r i a n s  also made e f f o r t s  t o  s t e m  t h e  cour se  of  p a r t y  
r e a c t i o n .  A t  t h e  beginning of t h e  cr i t ical  campaign, f o r  
example, t h e r e  was a t  least one h i s t o r i a n  (K. Vazi lev ich)  
who s t o o d  openly a g a i n s t  t h e  basic c h a u v i n i s t  tendency of 
t h e  o f f i c i a l  l i n e .  "We &e n o t  i n c l i n e d  t o  grovel b e f o r e  
t h e  West." he  s a i d ,  "We carry our  cu l tur ' e  w i th  d i g n i t y . ,  , . 

, . .  . 
, . .  . 

, .  .. .. . 
... . . . . . . . . 

But t o  tear o f f  t h e  h i s t o r y  03 Russ ia  from t h e  h i s t o r y  of 
o t h e r  coun t r i e s - - th i s  would mean t o  r e t u r n  t o  a p a s t  which 
has  been condemned, and it would ha rd ly  be r i g h t  to s ta r t  
o f f  on such a path."  In t h e  f i r s t  d i scuss ion  of Mints '  book 
on t h e  f i r s t  yea r s  of t h e  Sov ie t  regime, it was r e p o r t e d  
t h a t  one speaker  (A. I. Gukovskiy) attempted to impugn Mints '  
l o y a l t y .  The subsequent speake r s ,  it was noted ,  "unanimously 
rejected" t h i s  i n s i n u a t i o n .  Again, in the  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  
Works on Modern and Contemporary Hi s to ry  it w a s  r e p o r t e d :  

Attempts t o  s o f t e n  t h e  sha rpness  of t h e  criticism appeared,  
for example, i n  t h e  speech of A. 2. Manfred, who accompanied 
his adknowledgment of t h e  mistaken character o f  Egger t s '  ar- 
t i c le  w i t h  ambiguous compliments r ega rd ing  the a u t h o r ' s  
"g rea t  s k i l l , '  ' a b i l i t y  t o  master t h e  material,' etc." 

Ind iv idua l  au tho r s ,  not i n f r e q u e n t l y ,  showed cons ider -  
able s tubbornness  in r e f u s i n g  t o  bow meekly t o  o f f i c i a l  
criticism. I. M. Lemin, for example, t h e  au thor  02 The For- 
e ign  Po l i cy  of Great B r i t a i n  from Versailles t o  Locarno, W a s  
r epo r t ed  s t i c k i n g  t o - h i s  guns a t  t h e  end of t h e  cr i t ical  ses- 
s i o n  on h i s  book. 

I t  is necessary  to  no te ,  a t  t h e  same t i m e ,  t h e  un- 
s e r i o u s  and i r r e s p o n s i b l e  a t t i t u d e  which t h e  au tho r  
of t h e  book him;elf d i s p l a y e d  toward t h e  d i s c u s s i o n .  
Admitting, in g e n e r a l  terms, t h a t  c e r t a i n l y  " t h e r e  
are many shortcomings in t h e  book," t h a t  "there are 
c e r t a i n  bad sounding words," and t h a t  " the t o n e  is 
i n a p p r o p r i a t e  i n  a number of  cases," I .  M. Lemin a t  
t h e  same t i m e  a t tempted,  wi thout  any proof ,  t o  deny 
a l l  t h e  conc re t e  and argued complaints  and observa- 
t i o n s  about t h e  book made by the speakers .  As a 
r e s u l t  of t h e  false p o s i t i o n  taken  by him, I.  M. 
Lemin i n  f a c t  rejected t h e  cr i t ical  review o f  his 
book, i n  t h e  l i g h t  of t h e  criticism t o  which i t  was 
sub jec t ed  a t  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n ,  and h i s  concluding words 
fa i led  completely t o  s a t i s f y  those  p r e s e n t .  (Voprosy 
I s t o r i i ,  No. 6, 1948, 139) 

. .  
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The occas iona l  c y n i c a l  remarks which some h i s t o r i a n s  
made du r ing  t h e s e  c r i t i ca l  s e s s i o n s  r evea led ,  more e loquent -  
l y  than  any d i s q u i s t i o n ,  t h e i r  f u l l  awareness of t h e  p u r e l y  
p o l i t i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  which motivated t h e  o f f i c i a l  reac- 
t i o n .  P ro fes so r  Lutakiy,  f o r  example, i n  a t t empt ing  t o  ward 
o f f  attacks on h i s  sector o f  t h e  H i s t o r y  I n s t i t u t e ,  r e f e r r e d  
t o  t h e  opin ion  which, he sa id ,  was commonly he ld  i n  h i s t o r i c a l  
circles, " t h a t  t h e  h i s t o r y  of S o v i e t  s o c i e t y  is n o t  h i s t o r y ,  
bu t  c u r r e n t  p o l i t i c s . "  A s i m i l a r  theme i n  t h e  de fens ive  re- 
marks of  t h e  cri t icized h i s t o r i a n s  was t h e  complaint  t h a t  
t h e y  had been v ic t imized  by t h e  s w i f t  change In t h e  o f f i c i a l  
l i n e  a f t e r  t h e  war. 

F. I .  Notovich, for  example, t h e  au thor  of t h e  art icle 
on German post-Munich p o l i c y ,  cons ide red  above, used t h i s  
defense  . 

S t i l l  more u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  w a s  t h e  speech of  F. I. 
Notovich, who a t  f i r s t  r e f u s e d  t o  recognize  any 
s u b s t a n t i a l  mistakes at  a l l  i n  h i s  unders tanding  
or  eva lua t ion  of t h e  Munich p o l i c y  i n  his ar t ic le .  
Only i n  h i s  second speech,  which followed t h e  deci- 
s i v e  cri t icism of h i s  first, d i d  Comrade Notovich 
acknowledge t h a t  he had pe rmi t t ed  "false notes"  i n  
i t ,  and t h a t  h i s  ar t ic le  d id  no t  correspond t o  t h e  
demands of m i l i t a n t  p a r t y  his tor ical  sc i ence .  How- 
e v e r ,  even i n  h i s  second speech ,  F. l. Notovich i n -  
s i n u a t e d  fa lse  no te s .  H e  expla ined  t h e  errors o f  
h i s  art icle no t  as arising f r o m  a misunderstanding 
of t h e  essence  of t h e  Munich agreement, bu t  as a re- 
s u l t  of  t h e  fact t h a t  he  had " p r i n t e d  i n  1948 a n  ar- 
t i c l e  w r i t t e n  i n  1945.. . ." (Vopmsy Istorii, No. 12,1948,177.) 

Perhaps more s i g n i f i c a n t  t han  t h e s e  displays of  i n d i v i d -  
u a l  courage or s tubbornness  were t h e  s i g n s  ( n a t u r a l l y  h e a v i l y  
v e i l e d  i n  Sovie t  sources)  of something l i k e  an organized  re- 
s i s t a n c e  by t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  community t o  t he  p a r t y ' s  ideo- 
l o g i c a l  campaign. Th i s  appeared most c l e a r l y  i n  t h e  v i r t u a l  
boycot t  of  t h e  d i scuss ion  of Rubinshteyn 's  t e x t  book h e l d  
by t h e  Min i s t ry  of Higher Educat ion,  i n  March, 1948. Of 
t h e  speake r s  r epor t ed  h t  t h e  meet ing,  o n l y  t h r e e  appeared 
t o  be h i s t o r i a n s  of importance (S. A. Pokrovskiy,  A, L. 
Sidorov, and Y e .  N. Gorodetsk iy) ,  t h e  o t h e r s  being mainly 
docents ,  or p ro fes so r s  from o u t s i d e  Moscow. The a b s t e n t i o n  
Of t h e  f i r s t - r a t e  historical  f i g u r e s  from the  meet ing w a s  

. ...'.. ... .,.,..*.. 

. .  , :. .. 

- 20 - 
. .  , .  . . ' .  



a l l  t h e  more s t r i k i n g  in view of t h e  h igh  sponsor sh ip  of  t h e  
a f f a i r ;  and t h e  importance which t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  obv ious ly  
a t t a c h e d  t o  i t .  Both Sidorov and Gorodetskiy,  a t  t h e  meet- 
i n g ,  r e f e r r e d  to  t h e  absence of  t h e  major p r o f e s s o r s  i n ' t e r m s ,  
which suggested t h a t  a " f e a t  o f  s i l e n c e "  was being performed, 
Complaining t h a t  t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  f o r  t h e  criticism had come 
from o u t s i d e  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  community, 'Sidorov stated: "Even 
now, at t h i s  p r e s e n t  conference ,  t h e  m a j o r i t y  of t h e  members 
of  t h e  department (of Moscow S t a t e  Un ive r s i ty )  are absent . . . .  
A c e r t a i n  inwardness on t h e  p a r t  of  these i n s t i t u t i o n s  ( t h e  

. .  H i s t o r y  I n s t i t u t e ,  and t h e  Academy of  S o c i a l  Sc iences) ,  and 
t h e  absence of  prominent h i s t o r i a n s  at  t h e  p r e s e n t  meet ing,  
c h a r a c t e r i z e s ,  to  a s i g n i f i c a n t  degree, the g e n e r a l  p o s i t i o n  
on t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  f ron t . . . . "  Gorodetskiy r e f e r r e d  sarcastical- 
l y  t o  t h e  "absence of t h e  so -ca l l ed  p i l l a r s  of h i s t o r i c a l  
s c i e n c e  f r o m  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  ...." L a t e r ,  on s e v e r a l  occas ions ,  
i t  was implied t h a t  t h i s  a b s t e n t i o n  of t he  Moscow his tor ical  
community from t h e  meeting had been a deliberate act. 

. .. 

Later criticism r e v e a l e d  o t h e r  cases of  group o p p o s i t i o n  
t o  t h e  p a r t y ' s  i d e o l o g i c a l  campaign. A lead ar t ic le  in 
Ques t ions  o f  H i s to ry ,  at  t h e  end o f  1948, f o r  example, as- 
serted: "There were cases when the criticism of mistakes 
( r e c e n t l y  made i n  t h e  p r e s s ,  etc.)  were m e t  w i t h  h o s t i l i t y  
in t h e  I n s t i t u t e . "  Also: "The I n s t i t u t e  d i d  n o t  o r g a n i z e  
work on t h e  exposure o f  f o r e i g n  bourgeois  h i s t o r i o g r a p h y ,  
and d i d  no t  conduct 'an attack on f o r e i g n  fa ls i f iers  of h i s -  
t o r y .  This  work, u n t i l  r e c e n t l y , h a s  been cons idered  I n  t h e  
I n s t i t u t e  as ' o u t s i d e  and p l a n ' ,  and t h e  workers of  the 
I n s t i t u t e  shunned it." 

The Writers 
.. -.... 

The w p i t e r s '  community, as a whole, demonstrated a c d o n i c  
i n d i s c i p l i n e  a f t e r  t h e  w a r  which was unmatched by any o t h e r  
segment of Sovie t  s o c i e t y .  The s o u r c e s  of t h i s  I n d i s c i p l i n e  
were no doubt va r ious ,  bu t  t h e r e  were t w o  common fac to r s - -  
t h e  n a t u r e  of  l i t e r a t u r e  i t s e l f ,  and t h e  regime's imper fec t  
c o n t r o l  of i t .  

Writers had t o  deal w i t h  human be ings  and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n -  
s h i p s ,  in terms comprehensible t o  themselves and acceptable 
to t h e i r  readers. This  meant t h a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  of t he  writer's 
work w a s  man--man, no t  Sov ie t  man--and human va lues  which the 
sha l low p o l i t i c a l  phi losophy he was r e q u i r e d  to  s e r v e  fa i led  
t o  e x p l a i n  o r  even to.acknowledge. 
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Secondly, t h e  q u a l i f i e d  e d i t o r i a l  independence enjoyed 
by l i t e r a r y  j o u r n a l s  encouraged writers t o  probe f o r  t h e  
o u t e r  l i m i t s  of o f f i c i a l  t o l e r a n c e .  This  helped t o  keep 
a l i v e  t h e  sense  of  a sha red  problem, and c o n t r i b u t e d  t o ' a  
f e e l i n g  of group i d e n t i t y  among t h e  writers. 

The most dramatic ep i sode  in t h e  postwar c o l l i s i o n  be- 
tween propaganda po l i cy  on t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  war and 
t h e  testimony of t h e  writers w a s  t h e  art icle "Crocks and 
Potsherds ,"  which appeared i n  t h e  l i t e r a r y  j o u r n a l  Oktyabr, 
i n  1946, from t h e  pen of its e d i t o r ,  F. Panferov. This 
article was a p l a i n t i v e  denuncia t ion  of  t h e  l i t e r a r y  
bureaucracy (and inescapably ,  though impl ic i t ly ,  of t h e  po- 
l i t i ca l  powers which suppor ted  it) f o r  promoting a f a l s e ,  
p r e t t i f i e d  vers ion  of t h e  s u f f e r i n g s ,  terrors, and majestic 
achievements of t h e  w a r .  

I .  

The substance of Panferov ' s  art icle w a s  t h e  complaint 
t h a t  the  cri t ics opposed any p o r t r a y a l  of  t h e  w a r  which 
conveyed a t r u e  measure of t h e  enormous s a c r i f i c e s  i t  had 
c o s t .  I n  his ar t ic le  he described how he had quest ioned 
t h e  generals during t h e  l as t  days of t h e  w a r ,  and asked 
them t o  exp la in  t o  h i m  t h e  n a t u r e  of  t h e  v i c t o r y  t h a t  had 
been won. They could no t  answer, he s a i d .  Even they ,  t h e  
gene ra l s  who had won t h e  v i c t o r y ,  were fo rced  t o  admit t h a t  
they d id  not  f u l l y  understand t h e  moral f o r c e s  t h a t  had 
moved their  a r m i e s .  *They s tood  be fo re  a puzzle ,  t h e  sphynx 
of v i c t o r i e s .  Only t h e  critics, sneered Panferov, t h e  
"crocks and potsherds," as h e  called them, were able t o  un- 
ders tand  t h i s  g r e a t  imponderable. 

For t h e  "crocks and potsherds"  a l l  t h i s  is clear. 
"Retreat? There w a s  no retreat. This  was a planned 
withdrawal which exhausted t h e  enemy." 
"But," responds t h e  - w r i t e r ,  "what kind of a planned 
withdrawal was t h i s ,  when t h e  f a t e  of our  count ry  at  
one t i m e  hung by a h a i r .  Indeed, Comrade S t a l i n  and 
h i s  fe l low workers spoke t o  u s  about th i s . "  
"Forget it! I t  is necessary  t o  f o r g e t  t h i s , "  answer 
t h e  "crocks and po t she rds .  '' 
"How f o r g e t ?  
t h e  Germans were a t  S t a l i n g r a d ,  a t  Mozdok, at  Moscow? 
How is it  poss ib l e  to  f o r g e t  t h e  burdens which our  
people shouldered du r ing  t h e  w a r ?  Indeed, sometimes 
o u t  shoulders  cracked from these burdens. 

Perhaps i t  is p o s s i b l e  to  f o r g e t  t h a t  

, .  .. 
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Panferov then  r e c a l l e d  t h e  terrible hardships  s u f f e r e d  
by thedworking people  in s e t t i n g  up t h e  evacuated i n d u s t r i e s  
in t h e  rear, He  desc r ibed  t h e  ha rd  l i v i n g  c o n d i t i o n s ,  t h e  
r i g o r s  of  w in te r  work in t h e  Urals, t h e  c o l d  which f r o z e  t h e  
palms of t h e  workers' hands to t h e  steel .  
t h e  ' c rocks  and potsherds ' " ,  h e  wrote, "and i n s i s t e n t l y  
d e c l a r e :  'Nonsense, no th ing  l i k e  t h i s  happened in our 
count ry . '  The writer sp reads  h i s  hands in perp lex i ty . "  

Returning t o  t h e  m i l i t a r y  a s p e c t  o f  t h e  w a r ,  Panferov 

"But h e r e  come 

. ". 
' concluded his article wi th  a d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  of 
t h e  enemy, and of t h e  proper  way o f  po r t r ay ing  t h e  enemy 
i n  l i t e r a t u r e .  H e  d i spu ted  t h e  o f f i c i a l  tendency to  depreca te  
t h e  m i l i t a r y  q u a l i t i e s  of t h e  Germans. This ,  h e  argued,  
d i d  n o - c r e d i t  t o  t h e  Sov ie t  army, and in f a c t  minimized t h e .  
s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  of t h e  v i c t o r y  it had achieved. 
potsherds ,"  h e  said,  i n s i s t  t h a t  t h e  enemy should  be por t rayed  
as s t u p i d ,  cowardly, i gnoran t  of m i l i t a r y  matters--as a "woden 
head w i t h  eyes." 

..... 

The "crocks and 

,. .... 

But, i f  you w i l l ,  why minimize the s t r e n g t h  of t h e  
enemy, h i s  r e source fu lness ,  h i s  rapac iousness ,  his 
cunning, h i s  m i l i t a r y  skill, h i s  s t e a d i n e s s  in bat- 
t l e ,  h i s  a b i l i t y  t o  defend h imse l f ,  t o  a t t a c k ,  and 
f i n a l l y ,  t o  f i g h t ?  Indeed, in d e p i c t i n g  t h e  enemy 
as a wooden head w i t h  eyes, w e  minimize t h e  heroism 
of t h e  R e d  Army. 
bea ten  a wooden head w i t h  eyes? N o ,  t h e  enemy w a s  
s t r o n g ,  in h i s  own way, able, cunning, and s t e a d y  
in battle. Indeed, no wooden head w i t h  eyes  cou ld  
have seized, i f  on ly  temporar i ly ,  t h e  whole o f  Eur- 
ope, and moved i n t o  ou r  coun t ry  hundreds of  d i v i -  
sions armed from head t o  toe. No. And how e x p l a i n  
t he  power of t h e  enemy, h i s  psychology--why m i l l i o n s  
went  ove r  t o  the fascists, if o n l y  for a t i m e ?  To 
s o l v e  t h i s  is an e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y  complicated and 
necessary  matter.. . . 

What k ind  of  heroism is it to  have 

There can  be no doubt t h a t  Panferov p a s s i o n a t e l y  be- 
l i e v e d  i n t h e  p o s i t i o n  he defended. Moreover, he  seemd t o  
f e e l  t h a t  h i s  viewpoint might p r e v a i l  over  t h e  opposing 
view of  t h e  l i t e r a r y  cri t ics.  H e  reminded his r e a d e r s  of 
t h e  w a r t i m e  words of S t a l i n  and t h e  p a r t y  l e a d e r s ;  he  
invoked t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of  t h e  p a r t y  which "never concealed." 
A t  t he  t i m e  he  publ ished t h e  art icle,  Panferov seemed t o  
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regard t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  war as n o t  y e t  a comple te ly  
closed i s s u e .  The o b j e c t i v e  of  h i s  art icle,  appa ren t ly ,  was 
t6  b u l l y  t h e  critics, and i n f l u e n c e  t h e  political a u t h o r i t i e s  
behind them, i n t o  accep t ing  h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  role 

' and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of  l i t e r a t u r e  i n  po r t r ay ing  t h e  h i s t o r y  
of t h e  w a r .  N o  doubt ,  a c t i v e  debates on t h i s  s u b j e c t  had 
been s t i m u l a t e d  throughout  t h e  l i t e r a r y  community by S t a l i n ' s  
electoral speech earlier in t h e  year .  

The l a s t i n g  s i g n i f i a n c e  of  Panferov 's  art icle rests i n  
t h e  tes tament  it gave of Russ i a ' s  w a r t i m e  experience.  On t h e  
eve of t h e  p o s t w a r  campaign of f a l s i f i c a t i o n s  and h a l f - t r u t h s ,  
which t h e  regime hoped would blot o u t  t h e  unhappy memories of 
t h e  w a r ,  one clear v o i c e  bore  wi tnes s  t o  t h e  s u f f e r i n g s  and 
sacrifices it  had cost. I t  spoke n o t  on ly  f o r  Panferov b u t  
for  many of his c o l l e a g u e s  as w e l l ,  and indeed f o r  t h e  Russian 
people.  

Echoes of t h i s  tes t imony t o  t h e  t r u t h  about t h e  w a r  were 
I n  t h e  last two is- t o  be heard aga in  i n  t h e  postwar period. 

s u e s  of t h e  l i t e r a r y  j o u r n a l  Znamya, i n  1947, t h e r e  appeared 
a work e n t i t l e d  "Motherland and Foreignland: Pages from a 
Notebook," by A. Tvardovskiy,  in which t h e  poet at tempted 
t o  recreate impress ions  from a lost  w a r t i m e  d i a ry ,  It w a s  
a c o l l e c t i o n  of v i g n e t t e s  of his w a r t i m e  exper iences .  As 
t he  personal  record o f  a s e n s i t i v e  obse rve r ,  which w a s  in- 
tended o r i g i n a l l y  for  h i s  own u s e  rather than  for p u b l i c a t i o n ,  
i t  presented  a remarkably clear view of t h e  human f e a t u r e s  
of t h e  Sov ie t  people  in t h e  w a r .  

Tvardovskiy was p a r t i c u l a r l y  attracted by the  ha rd iness ,  
t h e  shee r  s u r v i v a l  a b i l i t y ,  of i n d i v i d u a l s  in w a r ,  and he  re- 
turned  t o  t h i s  theme r e p e a t e d l y .  
t o  deal w i t h  characters and mot iva t ions  which o f f ic ia l  prop- 

. .  aganda pretended no t  t o  see, and l a i d  him open to t h e  cha rge  
t h a t  he had gene ra l i zed  the  u n t y p i c a l  r a t h e r  than  t h e  t y p i c a l  
f e a t u r e s  of Sov ie t  r e a l i t y .  I n  a s t r i k i n g  passage,  he de- 
s c r i b e d  a scene  of r e fugee  disaster dur ing  t h e  e a r l y  days: 

This  n a t u r a l l y  caused him 

On the  first page of t h e  notebook, I remember, I wrote 
down a p i c t u r e  which s t r u c k  me a t  t h e  beginning of t h e  
w a r ,  i n  my f i r s t  encounter  w i t h  those on whom a heavy 
burden f e l l  in t h e  f i r s t  days.  The Moscow-Kiev t r a i n  
s topped  a t  a s t a t i o n ,  appa ren t ly  Khutor Mikhai lovskiy.  
Looking o u t  t h e  window, I s a w  something so s t r a n g e  and 
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fr . ightening t h a t ,  t o  t h i s  day, I cannot get  r i d  of 
t h e  impression. I s a w  a f i e ld ,  a huge f i e ld ,  bu t  
whether it was a meadow, a f a l l o w  f i e l d ,  a f i e ld  I 

sown t o  win te r  or s p r i n g  crops,  it was impossible  
t o  tel l :  t h e  f i e l d  w a s  covered with people,  l y i n g  
sitting, swarming, people  with bundles, knapsacks,  
s u i t c a s e s ,  hand carts, l i t t l e  ch i ld ren .  I never  
saw so many s u i t c a s e s ,  bundles, a l l  k inds  of v i l l a g e  
household goods, h u r r i e d l y  taken by people fo r  a 
journey. On t h i s  f i e l d  t h e r e  were perhaps f i v e ,  
perhaps t e n  thousand people.  . . . The f i e l d  buzzed. 
And i n  t h i s  drone one could hear  t h e  agi ta t ion,  t h e  
exci tementlcaused by t h e  r e c e n t  shock, and, a t  the 
same t i m e ,  t h e  deep, sad weariness,  t h e  numbness, 
t h e  ha l f - s leep ,  t h a t  one observes  in a crowded w a i t -  
i n g  room'at n i g h t  i n  a large ra i lway junc t ion .  The 
f i e l d  r o s e ,  began t o  stir, pushed toward t h e  r i g h t  
of t h e  way, t o  t h e  t r a i n ,  began t o  r a p  on t h e  win- 
dows and doors of the  cars, and, it seemed, had 
t h e  power t o  knock the cars from t h e  r a i l s .  The 
t r a i n  moved, We, people  i n  w a r ,  breaking t h e  

, s t r i c t  and necessary  order, pu l l ed  i n t o  t h e  car 
one woman, loaded down with bundles, holding i n  
h e r  hands h e r  t w o  c h i l d r e n ,  aged three and f i v e  
years. She w a s  from Minsk, t h e  w i f e  of a commander, 
and coming i n t o  t h e  car hastened t o  confirm t h i s  
with documents, She was s m a l l ,  haggard, n o t  a t  
a l l  b e a u t i f u l ,  except perhaps h e r  eyes ,  s h i n i n g  
with t h e  j o y  of unexpected success. She had t o  go 
somewhere i n  Belaya Tserkov, t o  t h e  family of her 
husband. She could hard ly  have go t t en  there- 
a f e w  days  later I saw t h a t  Belaya Tserkov w a s  
abandoned by us .  

Tvardovskiy's  honesty extended also t o  s e l f - a n a l y s i s ,  
and produced an unusual ly  p ic turesque  and u n f l a t t e r i n g  ac- 
count of t h e  f u n c t i o n  of the  writers i n  t h e  w a r .  Feeline; 
t h e  f a t i g u e  of h i s  long t o u r  of s e r v i c e ,  he asked himself  
why h i s  mind f a l t e r e d  a t  t h e  t a s k  of wr i t i ng  once aga in  
t h e  s t o r y  of seemingly end le s s  b a t t l e s ,  He compared him- 
self and h i s  fellow writers t o  a.man who helped ano the r  
t o  chop wood by g run t ing  f o r  each blow of t h e  axe.. " W e  
g runt ,  and t h e  people work. We have taken on o u r s e l v e s  
t h e  func t ion . . .o f  g iv ing  o u t  those  exclamations,  'ohs '  
and ' ahs ' ,  etc.,  which are those of t h e  man who f i g h t s . "  

. .  
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For t h e  s o l d i e r ,  each new b a t t l e  summons up h i s  m e n t a l  and 
phys ica l  f o r c e s  'w i th  o r i g i n a l  f reshness .  "But for us, 
g r u n t i n g , ,  all t h i s  is J u s t  more of t h e  same th ing;  we 
have grunted f o r  a thousand such occasions. ' '  Tvardovskiy 
concede'd, however, t h a t  it was necessary t o  go on w r i t i n g ,  
because of t h e  magnif icant  v i c t o r i e s  t h a t  t h e  s o l d i e r s  , 
were winning. 

The cr i t ical  r e a c t i o n  t o  Tvardovskiy's notebook was 
s w i f t  and c a u s t i c .  An ar t ic le  i n  L i t e r a r y  Gazette, i n  
December, presented  a b i t i n g  review of t h e  work, ''The 
attempt t o  p o e t i c i z e  t h a t  which is fo re ign  to t h e  l i f e  
of t h e  people,  and f o r e i g n  t o  poe t ry ,  has  led t o  a false 
and crude i d e o l o g i c a l  mistake." A week later,  an  e d i t o r i a l  
i n  t h e  same newspaper reiterated t h e  o f f i c i a l  anger:  "The 
whole work is impregnated with a f e e l i n g  of t i redness ,  
pacif ism,  a contemplat ive a t t i t u d e  toward life. " I n  Feb- 
ruary ,  1948, L i t e r a r y  Gazette carrbd a b r i e f  r e p o r t  of a 
d i s c u s s i o n  w h h h  had been he ld  on Tvardovskiy's  notebook, 
conta in ing  h i n t s  t h a t  oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  o f f i c i a l  criticism 
had manifested i t s e l f  among t h e  writers. The r e p o r t  
s t a t e d  t ha t  t h e  scheduled d i scuss ion  had been put  o f f  three 
t i m e s ,  and t h a t  on t h e  f o u r t h  occasion,  when t h e  d i scuss ion  
was f i n a l l y  he ld ,  t h e  e d i t o r i a l  board of Znamya had ab- 
sented i t s e l f  from t h e  meeting. I n  add i t ion ,  the'claim 
t h a t  t h e  o f f i c i a l  eva lua t ion  of t h e  work had been supported 
by the  meeting w a s  q u a l i f i e d :  "The opinion of t h e  
major i ty  of t h e  speakers  i n  l a r g e  p a r t  coincided with . . . . ( I ta l ics  added.) F i n a l l y ,  t h e  open oppos i t i on  
of one speaker ,  a s tuden t  from Moscow Universi ty ,  w a s  
acknowledged. Regarding t h e  l a t te r ,  t he  r e p o r t  s ta ted:  

General a g i t a t i o n  was called f o r t h  by t h e  speech 
of a graduate  s t u d e n t  of Moscow Universi ty ,  V. 
Arkhipov. In an o i l y  tone ,  he undertook t o  prove 
t h a t  t h e r e  were no mis takes  i n  "Motherland and 
Foreignland." Attempting by a l l  means t o  p r o t e c t  
A. Tvardovskiy from j u s t i f i e d  criticism, he ended 
up w i t h  openly r e a c t i o n a r y  d e c l a r a t i o n s  i n  defense 
of ku laks  and s p e c u l a t o r s ,  The harmful expres s ions  
of t h e  uninvi ted  advocate were given a w e l l  deserved 
r e p l y , .  . . 
While Tvardovskiy's  work was being d iscussed ,  another  

wartime memoir w a s  being publ ished which was t o  se t  o f f  
an even more dramat ic  demonstrat ion of oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  of- 
f i c i a l  l i n e  on t h e  w a r .  This w a s  the. d i a r y  of Olga Dzhi- 
gurda, a m i l i t a r y  d o c t o r ,  which appeared i n  t h e  f i r s t  two 
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i s s u e s  of Znamya i n  1948, under t h e  t i t l e  "The Motor- 
s h i p  'Kakh-. I n  t h e  ensuing d i scuss ion  of t h i s  
book, i n  which marked d i s c o n t e n t  with t h e  o f f i c i a l  cr i t -  
ical  eva lua t ion  was recorded,  t h e  famous p a r t i s a n  lead-  
er and au thor  of t h e  S t a l i n  prize winning book,Men With 
a. Clear Conscience, Pe t ro  Vershigora,  publ ished a s t r o n g  
attack on t h e  cr i t ics  f o r  encouraging a h y p o c r i t i c a l  
p o r t r a y a l  of t h e  war. In  t h e  v igo r  and d i r e c t n e s s  of 
i ts a t t a c k ,  Vershigora 's  ar t ic le  came c lose  t o  matching 
t h e  a rdor  of Panferov ' s  polemic of two years before .  

The d i a r y  of Dzhigurda, which p r e c i p i t a t e d  the  d i s -  
pute ,  was i t s e l f  a p a t e n t l y  honest p ro t r aya l  of t h e  
thoughts,  f e e l i n g s ,  and behavior of people exposed t o  
war. I t  recorded t h e  a u t h o r ' s  experiences as a m i l i t a r y  
doc tor  on a supply-hospi ta l  s h i p ,  i n  1941-42, s e r v i n g  
t h e  besieged c i t y  of Sevastopol  and o t h e r  m i l i t a r y  bases .  
I n  simple,  s t r a igh t fo rward  language, t h e  author  described 
the  people around her, n e i t h e r  embel l ishing t h e i r  v i r t u e s  
nor conceal ing t h e i r  f a u l t s .  A t  t h e  very beginning, s h e  
described the  r e luc t ance  w i t h  which s h e  and her companions 
approached t h e i r  assignment t o  t h e  sh ip .  "In va in ,  
Belokon and Vetrova entreated t h e  du ty  o f f i c e r  t o  send  u s  
t o  some l a n d  u n i t ,  i n  va in  Vetrova t r ied t o  f r i g h t e n  
t h e  du ty  o f f i c e r  w i t h  b i g  names from t h e  A i r  Forces,  in 
vain I compaained of m y  seasickness... .  

Dzhigurda's r e p o r t o r i a l  accuracy led  he r  t o  record  
events  which were h igh ly  "untypical"  by Soviet  o f f i c i a l  
standards. The c a p t a i n  of t h e  sh ip ,  f o r  example, s u f -  
f e red  a nervous breakdown and committed su i c ide .  Two. 
s o l d i e r s  evacuated from Sevastopol turned o u t  t o  be 
malingerers .  "What w i l l  become of them?" asked Dzhigurda 
as t h e y  w e r e  being led away. ... s e n t  t o  a penal  ba t t a l ion . . . "  s h e  was t o l d .  Once 
he r  roommate's sobbing woke he r  i n  t h e  n igh t .  

-a. 

1 9  

"They w i l l  be sho t . .  . ( o r )  

"What's t h e  matter? What's t h e  matter w i t h  you?" 
I asked anxiously.  
"I cannot be alone!  It 's boring t o  be alone!" Vetrova 
wailed through he r  tears. 
I w a s  upse t  
" L i s t e n ,  Marya Afanas'yevna, a r e n ' t  you ashamed? J u s t  
a few days before  t h e  t r i p ,  a n d . a l 1  you t h i n k  about  is 
foo l i shness .  W e  have t o  f i g h t  w i t h  pure thoughts  
and a pure s p i r i t ,  and a l l  you t h i n k  about is men:" 
"I 'm pregnant ,  '' suddenly groaned Vetrova, and f e l l  
on t h e  p i l l ow and cried. 
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These "untypical"  f e a t u r e s  of t h e  book, needless t o  
say ,  scandal ized  o f f i c i a l  op in ion .  Dzhigurda w a s  accused 
of having failed t o  b r ing  out t h e  real s p i r i t  of the So- 
v i e t  people,  and of having l o s t  her way i n  detai ls .  "It 
is no t ' necessa ry  t o  minimize the personal  shortcomings 
of our  people," s a i d  E. Knipovich, w r i t i n g  i n  L i t e r a r y  , 
Gazette. "But if one is to  see t h e  main,  s o c i a l i s t :  
t h i n g  above a l l ,  t h e n  t h e  p e t t y , .  personal  shortcomings 
are no t  bilown up d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  ...." 
The animation of the  proceedings,  t he  e n t h u s i a s t i c  sup- 
p o r t  for Dzhigurda which they  demonstrated,  came through 
even in t h e  c r y p t i c  r e p o r t  of t h e  a f f a i r  which was pub- 
l i s h e d  i n  L i t e r a r y  Gazette. A remarkable f e a t u r e  of the  
m e e t i n g  was t h a t  i t  appeared t o  be organized by, and 
c e r t a i n l y  provided a forum f o r ,  "people of expe r i ence , "  
t h a t  is, those  who l i k e  Dzhigurda herself had a c t u a l l y  
participated i n  t h e  w a r .  The number of m i l i t a r y  f i g u r e s  
present ,  and speaking on Dzhugurda's behalf, w a s  perhaps 
t h e  most no tab le  feature of the  meeting. 

A d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  book was held e a r l y  in May, 1948, 

In  t h e  fo l lowing  month, Vershigora publ i shed  his for- 
m a l  attack on t h e  critics. He described the i r  r e c e p t i o n  
of Dzhigurda's work as f lowing  from t h e  c o n s i s t e n t l y  
nega t ive  a t t i t u d e  t h e y  had always shown toward eye- 
w i tnes s  accounts  of t h e  w a r .  The o b j e c t  of h i s  attack 
was t o  r e f u t e  no t  s imply  t h e  a f f ic ia l  eva lua t ion  of one 
work, but  t h e  whole system of off ic ia l  a t t i t u d e s  which 
had determined t h i s ' e v a l u a t i o n .  H i s  ind ic tment  exposed 
t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  campaign t h e  critics had waged t o  sub- 
s t i t u t e  p l a t i t u d i n o u s  formulas  fo r  hones t  accounts  of 
t h e  w a r .  

.. . . . . ,.. , .,. 
. .  
.. . , .. .i 

Pseudo-classical  concept ions  regard ing  Sov ie t  
people  a t  war, t h e  mot ives  fortheir a c t i o n s  and en- 
coun te r s ,  have apparently nur tured  sanct imonious 
ideals i n  t h e  cr i t ics  themselves.  And t h e  cri t ics 
(according t o  t h e  laws of a c e r t a i n  r e v e r s e  d i f fu -  
sion, perhaps) react sha rp ly  to any d e p a r t u r e  from 
these lacquered norms. Pharisaical c r i t i c s  g i v e  
bat t le  s u r r e p t i o u s l y ,  wi thout  undue no i se ,  t o  the 
genre of "experience": t h e y  avoid r a i s i n g  t h e  ques- 
t i o n  t o  t h e  l e v e l  of p r i n c i p l e ,  so t o  speak, ignore  
t h e  early diaries of f r o n t - l i n e  people ,  or  n o t e  
s u p e r f i c i a l l y  t h e i r  weaknesses, and, above a l l ,  d i s -  
parage t h e i r  s ignif icance.  
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Vershigora c i t e d  t h e  poverty of l i t e r a t u r e  on t h e  
s i e g e  of Leningrad as an  example of t h e  dead ly  in f  uence 
which had been exe rc i sed  by t h e  critics. H e  s a i d  t h a t  
since 1944 an honest  p o r t r a y a l  of t h i s  great event  had 
been ihposs ib l e .  H e  spoke of one "highly p laced  confer-  
ence" devoted t o  l i t e r a t u r e  on t h e  war, a t  which one 
writer j u s t i f i a b l y  complained t h a t  he had not  been a b l e  
t o  write the t r u t h  about  t h e  feat of Leningradr"since 
t h e  l i t e r a r y  ard cr i t ical  channels  had f i l l e d  up w i t h  
people who never had a taste of blockade." 

Every at tempt  t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e  b l o c k a d e i s  taken by 
them as s l a n d e r  a g i n s t  t h e  Leningrad people .  
The almost complete absence of g r e a t  l i t e r a t u r e  on 
t h e  worthy and necessary  theme of t h e  h e r o i c  de- 
f e n s e  of Leningrad convinces m e  t h a t  t h e  aforemen- 
t ioned  comrade is r i g h t .  Crude f a c t s  (and t h e y  are 
always crude, p a r t i c u z a r i y  f o r  those  who have not 
had a whiff of them) cannot be w r i t t e n ,  and people 
are apparent ly  s t i l l  ashamed t o  w r i t e  t h e  p r e t t i f i e d  
" l i t t le  t r u t h s "  which are always worse than open 
lies. And t h e  r e s u l t ?  The needed book about t h e  
g r e a t  f e a t  of Leningrad has  not ,  and does no t ,  
come : 
F i n a l l y ,  Vershigora asserted t h e  bold c l a i m  t h a t  

"defenders of t h e  Fatherland" had t h e  moral r i g h t  t o  sha re  
t h e i r  exper iences  of t h e  w a r  w i t h  t h e i r  contemporaries.  
He p red ic ted ,  moreover, t h a t  such f i r s t - h a n d  accounts  
would not be f o r g o t t e n  when t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  w a s  
f i n a l l y  w r i t t e n .  

.. . 

.:e.:- 

.. ... .. .. . .,. .. 

Our contemporaries,  who s h o u l d e r ' t o  shoulder  have 
forged t h e  v i c t o r y ,  as w e l l  as f u t u r e  gene ra t ions  
s tudying the p a s t ,  w i l l  look i n t o  them. They w i l l  
have t o  look i n t o  them: Surely,  t h e  many novels ,  
s t o r i e s  and poems, and books, which are less f i n i s h e d  
i n  l i t e ra ry  s t y l e ,  but more convincing, no t  on ly  
by v i r t u e  of t h e  facts  t h e y  con ta in ,  bu t  a l s o  by 
the i r  f a i t h f u l n e s s  t o  t h e  human feel ings t h e y  portray,  
w i l l  not  be thrown i n t o  t h e  backyard of h i s t o r y ,  
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111. THE POST-STALIN REAPPRAISAL OF TRE HIBTORY OF THE WAR 

The f l u r r y  of oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  o f f i c i a l  h i s t o r y  of t h e  
w a r  w a s  snuf fed  ou t  by 19a9, and f o r  several y e a r s  t h e r e a f t e r  

. a  deep f r e e z e  of S t a l i n i s t  orthodoxy se t$ l ed  over t h i s  i s sue .  
Occasional criticisms of i n d i v i d u a l  au tho r s  du r ing  t h i s  per iod 
were i n d i c a t i v e  more of t h e  i n s a t i a b i l i t y  of cr i t ical  a p p e t i t e s  
t han  of any real i n d i s c i p l i n e  on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  ind iv idua l s  
concerned. The inc reas ing  a t t e n t i o n  devoted t o  t h e  h i s t o r y  of 
t h e  w a r  by t h e  p r e s s  and publ i sh ing  houses registered t h e  prop- 
a g a n d i s t s ?  convic t ion  t h a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  had become stable and 
safe. But h i s t o r y  i n  t h e  Sovie t  Union was no more s t a b l e  than  
t h e  p o l i t i c a l  f o r c e s  which p ro jec t ed  it, and with S t a l i n ' s  dea th  
t h e  image of h i s  power r e f l e c t e d  i n  h i s t o r y  began t o  fade.  

The Impact of S t a l i n ' s  Death 

The n a t u r a l  tendency of t h e  S t a l i n i s t  historical myths t o  
d i s i n t e g r a d e  w a s  accelerated by t h e  problems which t h e  new gov- 
ernment faced. F i r s t ,  there w a s  t h e  success ion  i t s e l f :  t h e  
new sys t em of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  had t o  be legitimized; t h e  
state admin i s t r a t ion ,  pu lver ized  by S t a l i n ,  had t o  be recon- 
s t i t u t e d ;  long suppressed consumer demands had t o  be satisfied; 
a way ou t  of t h e  f o r e i g n  po l i cy  impasse had t o  be found. 
Secondly, there were problems a r i s i n g  from t h e  m i l i t a r y -  
s t r a t e g i c  s i t u a t i o n  created by t h e  maturing of nuc lear  de- 
velopments wi th in  t h e  Sovie t  Union, and t h e  cont inuing  improve- 
ment of d e l i v e r y  c a p a b i l i t i e s  i n  both world power blocs .  Both 
sets of problems r equ i r ed  a break w i t h  S t a l i n i s t  t r a d i t i o n .  

The effects of t h e  new po l i cy  toward t h e  first set  of 
problems were apparent  almost immediately. In propaganda, 
t h e  "cu l t  of pe r sona l i ty*g  w a s  disp.araged, And t h e  " c r e a t i v i t y  
of t h e  massesgg w a s  e x t o l l e d .  To be s u r e ,  the  e f f e c t  w a s  less 
marked, and less c o n s i s t e n t ,  i n  h i s t o r i c a l  w r i t i n g  on t h e  
w a r ,  but  there were unmistakable s h i f t s  i n  emphasis. S t a l i n ' s  
name appeared less f r e q u e n t l y  i n  t h e  p l aces  where one had be- 
come accustomed t o  expect  it, and t h e  p a r t y  w a s  pu t  forward 
as t h e  supreme architect of v i c t o r y .  The r o l e  of t h e  people 
i n  t h e  w a r  was a l s o  accorded a r ecogn i t ion  which  bef i t ted 
t h e i r  newly acknowledged s t a t u s  as t h e  " c r e a t o r s  of his tory.11 

. .. . \  
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More important ,  and longer  l a s t i n g ,  imp l i ca t ions  f o r  
t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  war emerged from t h e  second set of prob- 
l e m s  mentioned above, t h e  reassessment of Sovie t  m i l i t a r y -  
strategic p o l i c i e s .  As men who had been close t o  t h e  sum- 
m i t  of Sovie t  p o w e r  fo r  many years ,  t h e  new leaders were 
c e r t a i n l y  not  unacquainted w i t h  t h e  strat'egic problems 
posed by t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  d e s t r u c t i v e n e s s  of world armaments. 
But t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  of supreme a u t h o r i t y ,  t h e  removal 
of S t a l i n ' s  i n h i b i t i n g  in f luence ,  and t h e  new evidence which 
p i l e d  up dur ing  1953, as a r e s u l t  of t h e  Sovie t  Union's first 
hydrogen bomb explosion,  and a lso,  probably, t h e  beginning 
of t h e  s tudy  of tact ics  f o r  a nuc lea r  war i n  t h e  m i l i t a r y  
maneuvers of t h a t  year ,  cast t h e s e  problems i n  a new l i g h t .  
In  any even t ,  clear s i g n s  of a more realist ic a t t i t u d e  toward 
t h e  m i l i t a r y  imp l i ca t ions  of the nuc lea r  age were manifested.  
The seven year ban on t h e  d i scuss ion  of nuc lea r  weapons w a s  
broken, i n  1954, when Red S t a r  began a series of articles 
on t h e  tact ical  uses  o l T h e w  weapons, and defense  a g a i n s t  
them. During t h e  same period, a broad d i s c u s s i o n  of m i l i t a r y  
s c i ence ,  r e f l e c t i n g  s t r o n g  tendencies  toward a re juvenat ion  
of m i l i t a r y  thought ,  was carried on i n  t h e  General S t a f f  
j o u r n a l ,  M i l i t a r y  Thought. 

s i t u a t i o n  w a s  reflected i n  Malenkov's e f f o r t s  t o  damp down 
t h e  spa rks  which might set off a n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  conf lagra-  
tion--which, i n  his 'words of 1954, would mean t h e  "destruc- 
t i o n  of world c i v i l i z a t i o n . "  The circumstances surrounding 
t h i s  d e c l a r a t i o n  s t r o n g l y  suggest t h a t  Malenkov meant it as 
a powerful argument i n  defense  of h i s ' p o l i c i e s .  It  w a s  made 
j u s t  fou r  days af ter  t h e  first open oppos i t i on  t o  h i s  regime 
had been s i g n a l i z e d  in t h e  Sovie t  p r e s s . *  It w a s  a c a r e f u l l y  
c a l c u l a t e d  s ta tement ,  s i n c e  it r e v i s e d  a long  he ld ,  and o f t e n  
repeated Sovie t  d o c t r i n e ,  which Malenkov himself had helped 
to formulate,  t h a t  a new w a r  would mean t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  of 
world capitalism alone.  The i n d i c a t i o n s  are s t r o n g  t h a t  it 
expressed not  on ly  h i s  own b e l i e f  i n  t h e  u n a c c e p t i b i l i t y  of 
nuc lea r  w a r ,  b u t  h i s  hope t h a t  others w i t h i n  t h e  Sovie t  

On t h e  p o l i t i c a l  l e v e l ,  t h e  impact of t h e  new s t r a t e g i c  

* 'l'rud, March 8 ,  1954. A commerative a r t ic le  on S t a l i n  
c o n t a i n e m e  first of t h e  r e v i s e d  "war records," of which t h e r e  
would be va r ious  o t h e r s  i n  t h e  next  two years, l i s t i n g  only  Khru- 
shchev and Bulganin, of t h e  then  c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s ,  as among 
t h e  p a r t y  l e a d e r s  s e n t  t o  t h e  f r o n t  d u r i n g  t h e  w a r .  
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Union, t h e  lesser pa r ty  l e a d e r s  and i n t e l l e c t u a l s ,  would be . 
persuaded t o  accep t  h i s  view. 

Malenkov * s specific p r e s c r i p t i o n  f o r  Sov ie t  p o l i c y  i n  
t h e  nuc lea r  age w a s  repudia ted  when he r e s igned  i n  February 
1955, bu t  t h e  m i l i t a r y - s t r a t e g i c  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  which had 
g iven  rise t o  it cont inued t o  preoccupy h i s  s u c c e s s o r s .  More- 
over ,  t h e  power s t r u g g l e  by which t h e  Bulganin-Khrushchev 
success ion  w a s  engineered,  by p l a c i n g  t h e  m i l i t a r y  i n  a t e m -  I 

p o r a r i l y  more independent p o s i t i o n ,  had t h e  e f f e c t  of s t i m u l a t -  
i n g  t h e  t endenc ie s  toward a fresh look a t  m i l i t a r y  reali t ies 
which t h e  Malenkov regime had i n i t i a t e d .  The r e t u r n  of  ex- 
per ienced  m i l i t a r y  o f f i c e r s  t o  high a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  p o s t s  i n  
t h e  defense  e s t ab l i shmen t ,  which had been going on s i n c e  t h e  
last  year of S t a l i n ' s  l i f e ,  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  appointment 
of Marshal Zhukov as Min i s t e r  of Defense in February 1955, f u r -  
t h e r  accelerated these tendencies .  During t h e  nex t  f e w  months, 
t h e  enhanced profess iona l i sm and realism which t h e s e  develop- 
ments brought t o  t h e  sphe re  of m i l i t a r y  thought ,  r e s u l t e d  i n  
important  r e v i s i o n s  i n  m i l i t a r y  d o c t r i n e  and m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y .  

The harb inger  of t h e  new era in m i l i t a r y  thought  w a s  an  
art icle by Marshal of Tank Troops Rotmistrov, which appeared i n  
t h e  February i s s u e  of M i l i t a r y  Thought, r e v i s i n g  the  r e i g n i n g  
Sovie t  d o c t r i n e  on t h e  s l g n l r i c m t h e  s u p r i s e  factor i n  
w a r .  Ever s i n c e  t h e  e a r l y  days of t h e  w a r ,  when S t a l i n  pro- 
pounded h i s  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  permanently o p e r a t i n g  f a c t o r s  
which determine t h e  outcome of w a r ,  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of t h e  
s u r p r i s e  factor had been depreca ted  i n  Sovie t  m i l i t a r y  theory .  
In w a r t i m e  propaganda and subsequent ly ,  t h e  e a r l y  s u c c e s s e s  of 
of Germans were ascribed t o  the  l%emporaryll factor of s u r p r i s e ,  
which had no s i g n i f i c a n c e  f o r  t h e  f i n a l  outcome of t h e  w a r ,  
once t h e  permanently o p e r a t i n g  factors ( the  s t a b i l i t y  of 
t h e  rear, t h e  morale of t h e  army, t h e  q u a n t i t y  and q u a l i t y  
of d i v i s i o n s ,  t h e  armament of t h e  army,  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  
ab i l i t i es  of t h e  commanding s t a f f )  came i n t o  p lay .  In 
Rotmistrov 's  ar t ic le ,  f o r  t h e  first t i m e ,  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
between t h e  permanently o p e r a t i n g  f u c t o r s  and t h e  temporary 
f a c t o r s  (of which s u r p r i s e  w a s  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  one)  w a s  c l e a r l y  
s h i f t e d  t o  he ighten  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of t h e  la t ter .  
first t i m e ,  t h e  f a c t o r  of  s u p r i s e  w a s  accorded a s i g n i f i c a n c e  
which  an  age  of nuc lea r  weapons and t r a n s c o n t i n e n t a l  bomb- 
ers made prudent  and necessary.  The reasons  fo r  t h i s  s h i f t  of 
d o c t r i n e  were expla ined  some y e a r s  later by  a m i l i t a r y  a u t h o r  
w r i t i n g  in R e d  Star. "The appearance of n u c l e a r  weapons," 

For  t h e  

-- 
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he said,  "and t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e i r  mass employment 
against  t r o o p s  and targets i n  t h e  rear, produced d i f f e r e n t  
op in ions  on t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of t h e  s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k  i n , a  
f u t u r e  war, and on measures f o r  opposing such  a n  a t t a c k .  
This  prompted some m i l i t a r y  writers t o  engage in an i nves t iga -  
t i o n  of t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of t h e  factor of s u r p r i s e  in modern 
w a r . "  Marshal Rotmistrov, it seems, w a s  t h e  first t o  have 
t h e  courage t o  voice  t h e  opin ions  which t h e s e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  
produced in him. Subsequent developments showed tha t  he 
was not a l o n e  in his views. 

The Revisionary Movement of 1955 

in 1955 w a s  a direct r e s u l t  of  t h e  m i l i t a r y - s t r a t e g i c  revalu-  
t i o n s  which w e  have been examining. It  r e f l e c t e d  t h e  Sovie t  
leaders' apprehension t h a t  t h e  Sovie t  people,  and t h e  Sovie t  
m i l i t a r y  es tab l i shment ,  #re be ing  poorly prepared fo r  t h e  
kind of war which  t h e y  now foresaw as  a p o s s i b i l i t y  by 
t he  u n r e a l i s t i c  p o r t r a y a l  of t h e  las t  year .  This propaganda, 
they  f e l t ,  encouraged t h e  dangerous i l l u s i o n  t h a t  w a r  was 
e a s y ,  and condi t ioned  m i l i t a r y  officers t o  feel t h a t  retreats, 
and s l o w  a t t r i t i o n a l  methods, were normal means of coeduct ing  
w a r .  I n  a word, t h e  o f f i c i a l  h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  compounded 
t h e  errors which Sovie t  m i l i t a r y  d o c t r i n e  had committed. As 
M i l i t a r y  Thought put  it a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  and as it would be re- 
Iterated i n  other w r i t i n g s  d u r i n g  t h e  year, t h e  o f f ic ia l  
h i s t o r y  had l e d  "not on ly  t o  d i s t o r t i n g  t h e  a c t u a l  m i l i t a r y  
even t s  of 1941, bu t  t o  t h e  i d e a l i z a t i o n  of t h i s  f o r m  of com- 
bat ,  and i n c o r r e c t l y  o r i e n t s  o u r  m i l i t a r y  cadres t o  t h e  pos- 
s ib i l i t i e s  of r e p e a t i n g  it i n  a f u t u r e  war." 

T h e . f i r s t  f u l l  s ta tement  of t h e  new ve r s ion  of t h e  w a r  
which these cons ide ra t ions  produced appeared i n  a lead edi tor ia l  
of M i l i t a r y  Thought, i n  March, 1955. The main thesis presented  
w a s  t h a t  f r e s h  and o r i g i n a l  thought w a s  needed t o  keep t h e  
Soviet  m i l i t a r y  es tab l i shment  respons ive  t o  t h e  demands of 
contemporary m i l i t a r y  realities. It condemned t h e  s l a v i s h  
a t t i t u d e  toward S t a l i n ,  which, it said, obta ined  among m i l i -  
t a r y  w r i t e r s .  It asked s c o r n f u l l y  why S t a l i n ' s  t h e s i s  on t h e  
permanently o p e r a t i n g  factors should have been cons idered  a 
new c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  m i l i t a r y  sc ience .  

'The r e v i s i o n  of t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  which unfoldeP 

'Thy w a s  t h i s  permitted?" 
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it asked. "For no o t h e r  reason than t h a t  our  m i l i t a r y -  
s c i e n t i f i c  workers, academicians,  m i l i t a r y  e d i t o r s ,  ou r  
m i l i t a r y  p r e s s ,  are a f r a i d  t o  ca l l  th ings  by t h e i r  r i g h t  
names, and s a y  anyth ing  new." The e d i t o r s  of M i l i t a r y  

' guilt. They had he ld  back t h e  publ ica t ion  of Rotmistrov 's  
' a r t ic le  on s u r p r i s e  because of t h e i r  f e a r  of posing new 
ques t ions .  

art icle de f ined ,  and later articles e l abora t ed ,  w a s  t h a t  t h e  
early period of t h e  w a r  w a s  a d e f e a t  for t h e  Sov ie t  army, 
r a t h e r  than  a pre lude  t o  v i c t o r y .  C r i t i c i s m  focussed on 
t h e  d o c t r i n e  of l 'act ive defense ,"  on t h e  old of f ic ia l  
claim t h a t  t h e  o p e r a t i o n s  of t h e  first period of t h e  w a r  
had been conceived ahead of t i m e ,  and s k i l l f u l l y  a p p l i e d  
to b r i n g  about t h e  d e f e a t  of t h e  enemy. In f a c t ,  there 
never w a s  such a p lan ,  it w a s  now admi$ted. "What t h e  
case w a s  i n  fact w e  a l l  w e l l  remember. Our e x p e r i e n c e s ' i n  
t h a t  per iod ,  so desperate f o r  our  country,  are s u f f i c i e n t l y  
f r e s h  i n  our  memories." The d o c t r i n e  of a c t i v e  defense ,  it 
was stated,  concealed t h e  mistakes which had been committed 
dur ing  t h a t  per iod ,  and t h e  d e f e a t s  t h a t  had been s u f f e r e d .  
It  a l s o  denied due credit  t o  t h e  s o l d i e r s  and people  f o r  t h e i r  
pa t r io t i sm,  courage,  and s taunchness ,  and t o  t h e  command- 
personnel for t h e i r . s k i l 1 .  "It is necessary  t o  put  an end t o  
t h i s  mistaken concept of t he  i n i t i a l  per iod of t h e  w a r  as 
quick ly  as p o s s i b l e ,  s i n c e  i n  f a c t  t h e  ope ra t ions  of t h a t  
per iod,  i n  the main, had t h e  c h a r a c t e r  of withdrawal  opera- 
t ions.  *I  

Thought themselves,  t h e  e d i t o r i a l  admit ted,  shared  thl S 

The main con ten t  of t h e  new vers ion  of t h e  w a r  which t h i s  

...... 

.... . 

The impetus t o  r e v i s i o n  which t h i s  art icle set in motion 
c a r r i e d  somewhat beyond t h e  program it def ined .  Two months 
la ter ,  t h e  second per iod  of t h e  w a r  w a s  being s u b j e c t e d  t o  cr i t -  
ical review as w e l l .  Colonel General F, Kurochkin, w r i t i n g  
i n  t h e  May i s s u e  of M i l i t a r y  Thought, found g l o s s i n g  and over- 
s i m p l i f i c a t i o n  i n  t h e  way t h e  " ten S t a l i n i s t  c rush ing  blows" 
had been presented  i n  o f f i c i a l  h i s t o r i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e .  Only 
a f e w  of t h e s e  o p e r a t i o n s ,  he said,  were carried o u t  accord ing  
t o  plan.  Some took longer  than  expected, o t h e r s  developed i n t o  
opera t ions  l a r g e r  t han  had been foreseen .  Kurochkin presented  t h e  
S ta l ing rad  ba t t le  i n  an unusual  way, a l s o ,  i n  t h a t  he gave no 
i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  German s t r a t e g y  had aimed a t  t h e  envelopment 
of Moscow. 
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The role of S t a l i n  i n  t h e  war was n a t u r a l l y  a f f e c t e d  by 
t h i s  r e v i s i o n a r y  movement, a l though t h e  d e p r e c i a t i o n  of h i s  
s e r v i c e s  did n o t  proceed as f a r  as c e r t a i n  s t a t e m e n t s  i n  t h e  
o r i g i n a l  M i l i t a r y  Thought edi tor ia l  had seemed to  imply: 
He cont inued t o  be accorded honor as t h e  head of t h e  coun t ry  
and t h e  leader of t h e  A r m e d  Forces ,  a l though t h e  a d u l a t o r y  
phrases  which had surrounded h i s  name i n  p a s t  propaganda were 
toned down or removed. Kurochkin provided a p r e c i s e  formula 
showing how t h e  new h i s t o r y  a l l o c a t e d  t h e  credits fo r  v i c t o r y  
among t h e  major p o l i t i c a l  e lements  of Soviet  s o c i e t y :  

The Communist P a r t y  of t h e  Sovie t  Union w a s  
t h e  l ead ing  and d i r e c t i n g  f o r c e  i n  t h e  h e r o i c  s t r u g -  
g l e  of t h e  Sov ie t  people  aga ins t  t h e  German fascist  
aggres so r s ,  and raised ou t s t and ing  commanders, who, 
headed by J. 1. S t a l i n ,  demonstrated s t r a t e g i c  and 
o p e r a t i o n a l  l e a d e r s h i p  .... The fundamental creator of 
t h e  v i c t o r y  ove r  f a s c i s t  Germany...was t h e  Sov ie t  
people.  ... 
F i n a l l y , t h e  role  of t he  A l l i e s  i n  t h e  war w a s  broached 

i n d i r e c t l y  i n  t h e  new h i s t o r y .  This  reflected, however, no 
concern f o r  fa i rness  o r  honesty,  but t h e  p r a c t i c a l  desirabi l -  
i t y  of knowing t h e  s t r e n g t h s  and weaknesses of a p o s s i b l e  
f u t u r e  enemy. The o r i g i n a l  M i l i t a r y  Thought e d i t o r i a l  con- 
demned t h e  i d e o l o g i c a l  i n h i b i t i o n s  which had cond i t ioned  So- 
vied m i l i t a r y  writers t o  look upon non-Marxist l i t e r a t u r e  as 
benea th  t h e i r  a t tent ion.  "It is necessary d e c i s i v c l y  t o  con- 
demn s u c h  P view. This is noth ing  b u t  p r i d e  and a r rogance ."  
Behind t h e  ed i to r i a l ' s  concern i n  t h i s  matter, i t  w a s  clear, 
were t h e  same prat ical  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  which had prompted its 
attack on t h e  o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the  war. " I t  should  
be s u f f i c i e n t l y  clear t o  everyone t h a t  it is imposs ib le  t o  
develop n a t i o n a l  m i l i t a r y  science without  knowing w e l l  t h e  
m i l i t a r y - t h e o r e t i c a l  .v iews of t h e  adversary.  " 

circle of m i l i t a r y  s p e c i a l i s t s ,  a somewhat b lu r r ed  image of 
t h e  new h i s t o r y  was being p resen ted  t o  t h e  Sov ie t  people .  
p u b l i c  p r e s e n t a t i o n  of t h e  r e v i s e d  h i s t o r y  was complicated 
by t h e  recent p o l i t i c a l  upheaval .  
i s m  w i t h i n  t h e  upper r eaches  of t h e  Soviet  h i e r a r c h y  which 
had accompanied t h e  change of government, and t h e  temporary 
s lackening  of p o l i t i c a l  c o n t r o l  which had fol lowed i t , _ p o s e d  
a n  i n v i t a t i o n  t o  p o l i t i c a l l y - i n c l i n e d  m i l i t a r y  leaders t o  

While t h e s e  developments were t ak ing  place i n  the  closed 

The 

The s t i m u l u s  t o  f a c t i o n a l -  
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maneuver fo r  p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e  new regime, The h i s t o r i c a l  i n -  
t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  war provided one platform on which t h i s  
maneuvering could  t a k e  place, s i n c e  a l l e g i a n c e  t o  one o r  an- 
o t h e r  p o l i t i c a l  leader could  be ind ica t ed  by the  way in 'which  
the. war w a s  treated. The fact t h a t  t h e  Khrushchev f a c t i o n ,  
fo r  tactical  r easons  i n  its s t r u g g l e  w i t h  Malenkov, had as- 
sociated i ts  program w i t h  S t a l i n i s t  symbols l e f t  an opening f o r  
those  who wished to declare their l o y a l t y  t o  Khrushchev t'o do 
so by r e s i s t i n g  any r e v i s i o n  of t h e  war which had a n t i - S t a l i n i s t  
impl ica t ions .  
t a r y  leaders, p a r t i c u l a r l y  Marshal Konev, i n  h i s  speech at  t h e  
Bolshoi t h e a t e r  on t h e  Tenth Anniversary of v i c to ry ,  made 
l i t t l e  or no concess ion  t h e  the  new i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  
war. On t h e  whole, however, t h e  ma jo r i ty  of ar t ic les  which 
appeared a t  t h i s  time showed some impress of the r e v i s i o n a r y  
movement . 

T h i s  w a s  presumably t h e  reason why some m i l i -  
. 

A clearer i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  import of t h e  new movement 
w a s  given t o  the  t w o  groups which, a p a r t  from the  m i l i t a r y ,  
were most a f f e c t e d  by t h e  h i s t o r y  of the  w a r ,  the writers 
and t h e  h i s t o r i a n s .  A t  t h e  end of May, 1955, a meeting of 
writers was he ld  t o  e x p l a i n  t h e  contemporary role of 
the  m i l i t a r y ,  and t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  of l i t e r a t u r e  i n  pre- 
s e n t i n g  t h a t  role and i n  c u l t i v a t i n g  t h e  s o l d i e r l y  and c i v i c  
v i r t u e s  which supported it. An e s s e n t i a l  e l e m e n t  of t h i s  
explana t ion  w a s  t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  of t h e  rev ised  view of t h e  
w a r  which these p r a c t i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  had produced among 
t h e  m i l i t a r y  t h e o r i s t s  themselves.  The meeting was sponsored 
by t h e  Union of  Writers, bu t  i t  w a s  obviously i n i t i a t e d  by 
t h e  Main Political Adminis t ra t ion  of t h e  Minis t ry  of Defense. 
The keynote w a s  sounded by t h e  deputy ch ie f  of t h e  Main P o l i t -  
ical  Adminis t ra t ion ,  Lieutenant  General Sha t i lov ,  i n  an ar- 
t i c l e  which appeared i n  L i t e r a r y  Gazette on t h e  eve of t he  
meeting . 

Sha t i lov  placed g r e a t  emphasis throughout on  t h e  danger  
of attack by t h e  West, and the  g rea t ly  increased  p e r i l ' w h i c h  
t h i s  posed fo r  t h e  Sovie t  Union i n  view of t h e  new c o n d i t i o n s  
of warfare created by muclear  weapons and improved d e l i v e r y  
systems. T h i s ,  he said,  gave new s i g n i f i c a n c e  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n  
of s u r p r i s e  i n  w a r ,  and r equ i r ed  a more c a r e f u l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  
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of t h e  r o l e  which s u r p r i s e  had played in t h e  p a s t .  In p a r t i c u -  
lar, he s a i d ,  it w a s  necessary  t o  show how t h e  f a c t o r  of su r -  
p r i s e  had dominated t h e  first period of t h e  l as t  w a r ,  , s i n c e  a 
false p o r t r a y a l  of t h i S  per iod  might encourage false no t ions  
about t h e  na tu re  of a f u t u r e  w a r .  

In connect ion wi th  t h i s ,  it is necessary t o  
point  ou t  t h a t  in our  l i t e r a t u r e  devoted t o  t h e  Great 
P a t r i o t i c  War, t h e  first per iod  of m i l i t a r y  o p e r a t i o n s  
is o f t e n * i d e a l i z e d ,  por t rayed  as a per iod of opera- 
t i o n s  conceived i n  classic forms as a so-ca l led  "ac- 
t i v e  defense ,"  and au tho r s ,  c o n t r a d i c t i n g  real f a c t s ,  
at tempt t o  d e p i c t  t h e  matter as thougb t h i s  "ac t ive  
defense" had been planned ahead of t i m e  and had en- 
tered i n t o  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  of our  command... . A 
pr imi t ive  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  i n i t i a l  per iod of 
t h e  war, which d i s t o r t s  l i v i n g  r e a l i t y ,  wherever i t  
t akes  p lace  -- i n  s c i e n t i f i c  works o r  i n  a r t i s t i c  
works -- cannot  be t o l e r a t e d ,  s i n c e  it d i s t o r t s  
h i s t o r i c a l  t r u t h ,  and i n c o r r e c t l y  o r i e n t s  our  peo- 
p l e ,  c r e a t i n g  t h e  impression t h a t  such precedents  
might, and even should ,  be repea ted  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  

The published r e p o r t s  of t h e  main speakers, and t h e  r e p o r t s  
of t h e  s e s s i o n s ,  p resented  r e i t e r a t i o n s  of t h i s  theme, and a l s o  
a h i n t  or  t w o  of r e a c t i o n s  s t i m u l a t e d  i n  t h e  writer's comrliunity 
by the  new atmosphere. In  t h e  main t h e  s e s s i o n s  bore an o f f i -  
c i a l  stamp (an i m p z s s i o n  enhanced by t h e  absence of t h e  p r in -  
c i p a l  w a r t i m e  wri ters ,  s u c h  as Simonov, Grossman, Leonov), and 
the meeting w a s  c h i e f l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  a s  a sounding-board f o r  
the new o f f i c i a l  l i n e .  

The h i s t o r i a n s  r ece ived  t h e i r  b r i e f i n g  on t h e  new i n t e r -  
p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  w a r  i n  t h e  l ead  e d i t o r i a l  of Quest ions  of 
History i n  June, This w a s  t h e  f i r s t  formal publ ic  d i r e c t i v e  
'for a thorough r e v i e w  of t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r ,  and i n  some 
respects it went beyond t h e  program of r e v i s i o n  o u t l i n e d  
i n  t h e  m i l i t a r y  p re s s .  Besides r epea t ing  t h e  by now s t a n d a r d  
ca l l  f o r  a r e v i s i o n  of t h e  f irst  period of t h e  w a r ,  i t  a l s o  
demanded a more balanced a p p r a i s a l  of t h e  Moscow and S t a l i n g r a d  
b a t t l e s  ( s ince  d e s c r i b i n g  them as tu rn ing-poin ts  of t h e  w a r  
tended t o  d iminish  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of t h e  Kursk and subse- 
quent b a t t l e s ) ,  and urged a f u l l e r  account of t h e  role of t h e  
Allies. The la t ter  po in t  w a s  q u a l i f i e d ,  however, by t h e  l i n k e d  
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argument t h a t  t h i s  would h e l p  d i spe l  t h e  " reac t ionary  fa l s i f i -  
cations of h i s to ry"  promoted by t h e  imperialist press. Final-  
ly, i t  spelled o u t  t h e  r easons  for  t h i s  call for  r e v i s i o n .  

Study and popu la r i za t ion  of t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  
G r e a t  Patr iot ic  War w i l l  h e l p  s t r eng then  t h e  Sovie t  
people ' s  m i l i t a r y  preparedness  t o  c rush  any i m p e r i a l i s t  
aggressor ,  and w i l l  h e l p  f u r t h e r  t o  t r a i n  t h e  Sovie t  
people i n  unshakable fa i ' th  i n  t h e  v i c t o r y  of their  j u s t  
cause ,  and i n  a r d e n t  Sovie t  p a t r i o t i s m  and p r o l e t a r i a n  
in t e rna t iona l i sm.  

This article w a s  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  manifesto of t h e  rev is ion-  
a r y  movement i n  1955. 
were f e w  s i g n s  t h a t  t h e  r e v i s i o n  w a s  being pursued vigorously,  
a l though another  art icle by Rotmistrov, i n  November, showed 
t h a t  t h e  theoretical  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  factor of 
s u r p r i s e ,  which had provoked t h e  historical  r e v i s i o n  in t h e  
first place, cont inued t o  prevail  i n  m i l i t a r y  circles. The 
Essays on t h e  History of t h e  Great Patriotic War, t h e  f i r s t  
' ful l - length h i s to ry  of t h  e war by pro fes s iona l  h i s t o r i a n s  t o  
be published in t h e  Sovie t  Union, which came o u t  later i n  
t h e  year, showed very l i t t l e  effects of t h e  1955 rev i s iona ry  

During t h e  remainder of t h e  year  there 

movement. This, together w i t h  t h e  gene ra l  disappearance of 
t h e  i s s u e  from t h e  Sovie t  press, sugges t s  t h a t  cau t iona ry  
po l i tPca1  inf luenceS,as  w e l l  as i r r e s o l u t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  col- 
l e c t i v e  l eade r sh ip  as  t o  S t a l i n ' s  role i n  h i s t o r y ,  had r e s u l t e d  
in slowing down t h e  t i n k e r i n g  w i t h  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r .  This 
was, however, on ly  a temporary pause, as even t s  of t h e  fol lowing 
year  were t o  show. As t h e  Twentieth Pa r ty  Congress approached, 
new tendenc'ies toward a break wi th  t h e  past appeared which  re- 
s u l t e d  in g i v i n g  fresh impetus t o  a r econs ide ra t ion  of t h e  
h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r .  

The Revisionary Movement of 1956 

The rev i s iona ry  movement of  1956 followed t h e  channels  
t h a t  had been c u t  by t h e  m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r i a n s  of 1955, but it 
was sponsored and s u s t a i n e d  by new forces ,and  it se rved  goals 
t h a t  were broader than t h e  military-strategic c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  
t h a t  had def ined  t h e  earLier i n i t i a t i v e .  Moreover, i t  generated 
a momentum t h a t  carried it beyond t h e  l i m i t s  envis ioned  by 
t h e  o f f i c i a l  r e v i s i o n  of 1955, and indeed beyond t h e  des igns  , 

of t h e  o f f i c i a l  sponsors  of 1956. 
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The central t h r u s t  of  the.new movement was t h e  genera l  
break w i t h  S t a l i n  which w a s  dramatized by t h e  Twentieth Par ty  
Congress. As w e  have seen, a gradual  withdrawal from S t a l i n i s t  
t r a d i t i o n s  and S t a l i n i s t  methods of l e a d e r s h i p  had been t a k i n g  
p lace  s i n c e  1953, and al though c a u t i o u s  downgradings of S t a l i n ' s  
h i s t o r i c a l  role had accompanied t h i s  p rocess ,  no clear and 
d e f i n i t i v e  disavowal of S t a l i n  had been at tempted,  

S t rong  tendencies  toward t h e  r eva lua t ion  of t h e  S t a l i n i s t  
h i s t o r i c a l  legacy appeared even before  t h e  Twentieth P a r t y  Con- 
g r e s s  opened, and assumed a programmatic c h a r a c t e r  at t h e  con- 
fe rence  of t h e  r e a d e r s  of Questions of His tory ,  which w a s  held 
a t  t h e  end of January, 1956. Accurately a n t i c i p a t i n g  t h e  mood 
of t h e  Congress which was t o  convene two w e e k s  later, t h e  con- 
fe rence  o u t l i n e d  a r e v i s i o n a r y  program touching a broad range 
of e s t a b l i s h e d  Soviet  h i s t o r i c a l  a t t i t u d e s .  S t a l i n ' s  name 
appears no t  t o  have been mentioned i n  t h e  l ead ing  speeches;  
Lenin was repea ted ly  e x t o l l e d  as t h e  sou rce  of Sovie t  h i s t o r i -  
cal t r a d i t i o n s ;  i m p l i c i t  criticism of S t a l i n ' s  textbook on 
t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  p a r t y  ( the  "Short Course") w a s  advanced; 
t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  i n  h i s t o r y  w a s  condemned. Even sacre- 
s a n c t  Soviet  h i s t o r i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  -- toward t h e  bourgeois ie ,  
and toward t h e  i n t r a - p a r t y  s t r u g g l e s  of t h e  pre-revolut ionary 
and revolu t ionary  pe r iods  -- were a f f e c t e d  by t h e  r ev i s iona ry  

, impulse.  The r e p o r t s  of t h e  conference made clear t h a t  a 
co re  of l i b e r a l i z i n g  h i s t o r i a n s ,  l e d  by E. N. Burdzhalov, 
t h e  deputy e d i t o r  02 Questions of His tory ,  w a s  p repar ing  t o  
dismantle  a large p a r t  of th e h i s t o r i c a l  s c a f f o l d i n g  which 
had been e r e c t e d  around S t a l i n ' s  image. 

The h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  w a s  one p a r t  of t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  
legacy t h a t  w a s  brought up f o r  review, a l though it w a s  no t  

. .  a major preoccupation of t h e  conference.  Burdzhalov touched 
. ,,. t h e  s u b j e c t  b r i e f l y  i n  h i s  broad ranging  c r i t i q u e  of pas t  

h i s t o r i c a l  a t t i t u d e s ,  and complained t h a t  " the  d i f f  i c u l t i e s  
of t h e  first period" had no t  been revea led  in s t a n d i n g  works 
on t h e  w a r .  More r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  main t h r u s t  of h i s  argument, 
a n d ' a l s o  c a r r y i n g  impl i ca t ions  f o r  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  war, 
w a s  h i s  ca l l  f o r  a f r e s h  approach t o  t h e  s tudy  of t h e  West, 
**The USA has progress ive  t r a d i t i o n s ,  as w e l l  as r eac t iona ry ,  * ?  

he noted. Others  i n d i c a t e d  t h e i r  f avorab le  a t t i t u d e  toward 
a new h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  by p r a i s i n g  t h e  r e v i s i o n a r y  e d i t o r i a l  
which had appeared i n  Questions of His tory  i n  1955. S t i l l  
o t h e r s  complained of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  had p reva i l ed  in t h e  
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p a s t :  t h e  c l o s i n g  down of t h e  m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r i c a l  s e c t i o n  of  t h e  
His tory  I n s t i t u t e ,  t h e  i n a c c e s s a b i l i t y  of a r c h i v e  documents, 
t h e  "schematization, v u l g a r i z a t i o n ,  depa r tu re  from h i s t p r i c a l  
t r u t h ,  t h e  i d e a l i z a t i o n  of p a s t  m i l i t a r y  f i g u r e s ,  t h e  pe r sona l i -  
t y  c u l t , "  which had characterized m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y .  

The Twentieth Pa r ty  Congress encouraged t h i s  movement not  
only by g iv ing  it of f ic ia l  auspices, bu t  by supply ing  t h e  sub- 
s t a n t i v e  criticism of S t a l i n  which served  as t h e  so lven t  of 
t r a d i t i o n a l  h i s t o r i c a l  a t t i t u d e s .  Khrushchev's secret speech, 
which por t rayed  S t a l i n  as ignorant  of m i l i t a r y  matters, and 
as c r i m i n a l l y  r e spons ib l e  f o r  t h e  initial unpreparedness of t h e  
Soviet  Union and f o r  subsequent d e f e a t s ,  w a s  qu ick ly  made known 
t o  p a r t y  members, and, i n d i r e c t l y ,  t o  t h e  p o l i t i c a l l y  l i terate 
elements of t h e  Sovie t  populat ion.  Beginning a few weeks 
a f te r  t h e  adjournment of t h e  Congress and con t inu ing  f o r  
s e v e r a l  months t h e r e a f t e r ,  t h e  Sovie t  p r e s s  gave numerous 
sims of the shock immct which t h e s e  r e v e l a t i o n s  had had 

. .. . .  . 

thGoughout t h e  Soviet-  Union. 
which began t o  appear  on 19  March, and a rash of e d i t o r i a l s w u c h  
blossomed on t h e  themes of "par ty  uni ty"  and "Lenin is t  p r i n c i p l e s ,  " 
were l i b e r a l l y  s p r i n k l e d  w i t h  angry charges a g a i n s t  " r o t t e n  
elements ,  '' "demagogues, qlleft ists ,  etc., w h o  w e r e  a l l e g e d l y  
us ing  t h e  r e v e l a t i o n s  as p r e t e x t s  f o r  attacks a g a i n s t  t h e  p a r t y .  

Reports of lower p a r t y  meetings,  

One charge deserves  s p e c i a l  mention he re  because of its 
relevance t o  t h e  h i s to r iog raphy  of t h e  w a r .  
charge t h a t  p a r t y  m e m b e r s  had used t h e  d e n i g r a t i o n  of  S t a l i n  
as  a veh ic l e  f o r  t h e  disparagement of a u t h o r i t y  in gene ra l ,  
and i n  p a r t i c u l a r  i n  its Soviet  form of one-man command. Re- 
peatedly,  from early Apr i l  u n t i l  as l a t e  as August, t he  p a r t y  
p re s s  fulminated a g a i n s t  t hose  who denied "a l l  a u t h o r i t y , "  
who sought t o  undermine "par ty  d i s c i p l i n e , 1 1  who expressed a 
"petty-bourgeois d e n i a l  of t h e  role of leaders i n  state, p a r t y ,  
and economic work,** who denied t h e  * * p r i n c i p l e  of one-man leader- 
s h i p ,  " who at tempted " t o  minimize t h e  r o l e  of au tho r i ty . "  

A dramatic i n c i d e n t  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t he  w a r  took  
p lace  a t  t h i s  ' t i m e .  This w a s  t h e  open d i s p u t e  between t w o  
major m i l i t a r y  organs r ega rd ing  t h e  way i n  which t h e  new data 
a f f e c t i n g  S t a l i n ' s  r o l e  i n  h i s t o r y ,  and t h e  gene ra l  r e v i s i o n a r y  
s p i r i t  being sponsored by t h e  pa r ty ,  should  be a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  w a r .  In Apr i l ,  M i l i t a r y  Herald publ i shed  
an e d i t o r i a l  which presented  a fa r - reaching  r e v i s i o n  of t h e  
h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r ,  bo lder  than  anyth ing  t h a t  had been seen  i n  

This  w a s  t h e  
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publ ic  before.  Its main po in t  w a s  t h a t  t h e  e a r l y  d e f e a t s  of' 
t h e  Soviet  army were due not  t o  t h e  s u r p r i s e  of t h e  German 
a t t a c k ,  but  t o  t h e  negl igence of t h e  Sovie t  government ,in 
f a i l i n g  t o  t a k e  t h e  precaut ionary  measures which elementary 
prudence, and ample i n t e l l i g e n c e  warnings, i n d i c a t e d  were 
necessary.  Included In t h i s  indictment  was t h e  charge ,  f i r s t  
made by Khrushchev i n  h i s  secret speech, t h a t  t h e p r e w a r ' i n -  
d u s t r i a l  planning of t h e  Soviet  Union had no t  been p rope r ly  
geared t o  defense needs. Secondary p o i n t s  of t h e  ar t ic le  
ran a broad gamut- of c r i t i c i s m  t ending  t o  dbprecate,-.or even 
t o  debunk, t h e  p a s t  o f f i c i a l  h i s tor iography of the  w a r .  Among 
these p o i n t s  w a s  a n  unprecedented cri t icism of t h e  concept 
of t h e  counterof fens ive ,  as i t  had been a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  i n t e r -  
p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  S t a l i n g r a d  bat t le .  From t h e  accoun t s  of t h i s  
b a t t l e  sponsored by off ic ia l  propaganda, M i l i t a r y  Herald scorn-  
f u l l y  observed, t h e  conclus ion  seemed j u s € i x i e a  th at "it w a s  
f i t t i n g  and even proper  t h a t  Soviet  t roops  should  have re- 
treated t o  S ta l ing rad ,  s i n c e  t h i s  caused t h e  enemy to 'expose' 
h i s  f lanks ."  F i n a l l y ,  in a n  egregious  understatement ,  which 
must have touched exposed p o l i t i c a l  nerves ,  t h e  e d i t o r i a l  
noted t h a t  there had been "a l a c k  of proper  a t t e n t i o n  t o  so 
important a ques t ion  as t h e  c a s u a l t i e s  and l o s s e s  of material i n  va r ious  bat t les  and opera t ions . . . .  lt  

Shor t ly  t h e r e a f t e r ,  on t h e  anniversary  of Victory  Day, -- Red Star, t h e  o f f i c i a l  organ of the  Minis t ry  of Defense, came 
out  wi th  a sha rp  r e b u t t a l  of t h e s e  charges,  and a direct crit- 
i c i s m  of M i l i t a r y  Herald. It .was " su rp r i sed  and g r i eved , "  i t  
s a i d ,  by t h e  i n c o r r e c t  and harmful opinions conta ined  i n  the  
M i l i t a r y  Herald e d i t o r i a l .  It described as " s t r ange  and un- 
convincing" the  a s s e r t i o n s  of M i l i t a r y  Herald t h a t  t h e  de- 
f e a t s  of t h e  e a r l y  pe r iod  of t h e  war w e r e  caused by t h e  un- 
preparedness  of t h e  Sovie t  armed forces. Moreover, it said, 
t h e  ques t ion  of t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  preparedness  of t h e  country,  
a s  presented  i n  M i l i t a r  Herald, was ' 'grossly" d i s t o r t e d .  The 

f i r s t  p l ace ,  it reflected t h e  wounded v a n i t y  of t h e  m i l i t a r y  
c h i e f s ,  who had shared  some r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  s ta te  of 
t h e  n a t i o n ' s  defenses  on t h e  eve of t h e  w a r  and who w e r e  now 
f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  beginning t o  feel  t h e  b i te  of t h e  c r i t i ca l  
s p i r i t  they  had helped t o  loose .  Secondly, i t  r e f l e c t e d  a 
concern,  q u i t e  n a t u r a l  t o  the  conserva t ive  m i l i t a r y  e s t a b l i s h -  
ment in t h e  stormy atmosphere of t h e  post-Twentieth Pa r ty  
Congress per iod ,  t h a t  t h e  den ig ra t ion  of S t a l i n  w a s  being 
c a r r i e d  t o  the po in t  where t h e  moral basis  of a u t h o r i t y  i n  
t h e  armed f o r c e s  w a s  being shaken. R e d  Star made t h i s  con- 
ce rn  e x p l i c i t l y  clear. 

reasons f o r  -- R e d  + a r t s  r e a c t i o n  were not hard  t o  f i n d .  In  t h e  
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While t h i s  drama was being played, Quest ions of H i s t o r  
was impart ing i ts  own vigorous  t h r u s t  t o  t h e  r e v i s i o n a r y  mo5e- 
ment. . I n  its Apr i l  i s s u e ,  it publ ished a d i r e c t i v e  ar t ic le  
c a l l i n g  f o r  a broad review of v i r t u a l l y  t h e  whole h i s t o r i c a l  
legacy of t h e  S t a l i n  era, inc luding  t h e  h i s t o r y  of  t he 'war ,  
In May, it publ i shed  a more d e t a i l e d  a t t a c k  on t h e  p a s t  o f f i -  
c ia l  h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r ,  i n  t h e  form of a c r i t i q u e ,  by Col- 
onel E. A. Bo l t in ,  of t h e  Essays on t h e  Hi s to ry  of t h e  Great 
P a t r i o t i c  War. Th i s  ar t ic ' lebsupported and e l a b o r a t e d  t h  e 
main t e n e t s  of t h e  M i l i t a r y  Herald e d i t o r i a l ,  and a lso i n -  
troduced a n  e n t i r e l y  new element i n t o  t h e  r e v i s i o n a r y  move- 
ment--a c a l l  f o r  a more a p p r e c i a t i v e  eva lua t ion  of t h e  con- 
t r i b u t i o n s  of t h e  A l l i e s  i n  t h e  war. The scope of r e v i s i o n  
proposed i n  t h i s  ma t t e r  was conveyed by s p e c i f i c  criticisms 
which t h e  au thor  made of t h e  Essays. The Essays  had f a i l ed  
t o  show: t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  Great  P a t r i o t i c  War and 
t h e  Second World War; the  " l i b e r a t i o n a l ,  a n t i f a s c i s t  charac-  
ter" of t h e  Second Norld War even before  t h e  USSR e n t e r e d  
it; t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  made by t h e  a n t i - H i t l e r  c o a l i t i o n  t o  t h e  
USSR; t h e  " p o s i t i v e  r e s u l t s "  of t h e  North Afr ican  ope ra t ions ;  
a l l  t h e  " m i l i t a r y  and p o l i t i c a l  importance" of t h e  A l l i e d  i n -  
vasion of Europe; t h e  a c t i o n s  of "our p a r t n e r s  i n  t h e  a n t i -  
H i t l e r  coa l i t i on1 '  i n  the P a c i f i c  War. The au thor  could  w e l l  
say,  i n  ldne with t h e  s p i r i t  expressed i n  t h e s e  criticisms, 
t h a t  there was "the g r e a t e s t  h i s t o r i c  importance i n  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  t h e  Sovie t  s o c i a l i s t  s t a t e .  . .gained a l l i e s  among the  
major i ty  of t h e s e  LEapitalist-7 s t a t e s  i n  t he  w a r  a g a i n s t  world 
fascism.  

remained unresolved for  two months, w a s  f i n a l l y  set t led.  In  
Ju ly ,  a f t e r  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  central  committee docu- 
ment on overcoming t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y ,  which i n d i c a t e d  
t h a t  t h e  p a r t y  in tended  t o  push on with t h e  a n t i - S t a l i n  cam- 
paign, t he  p a r t y ' s  theoretical organ, Kommunist, i n t e rvened  
t o  rebuke Red S t a r  f o r  its s a l l y  a g a i n s t  M i l i t a r y  Herald.  
Kommunist went down t h e  l i n e  i n  suppor t ing  t h e  main t h e s e s  
of t h e  M i l i t a r y  Herald e d i t o r i a l ,  inc luding  t h e  delicate is- 
sue  of t h e  prewar i n d u s t r i a l  preparedness  of t h e  count ry .  
The sho r t ages  of equipment which developed i n  t h e  e a r l y  pe- 
r i o d  of t h e  war were t h e  r e s u l t ,  it admitted, of ''a s e r i o u s  
omission i n  t h e  planned development of m i l i t a r y  i n d u s t r y  i n  
t h e  prewar years . "  It a l s o  endorsed, i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  i n  some- 
what less e n t h u s i a s t i c  language, t h e  more generous a p p r a i s a l  
of t h e  r o l e  of t h e  A l l i e s  in t h e  war given by Ques t ions  Of 
His tory .  

. 

In t h e  meantime, t h e  i s s u e  raised by R e d  S t a r ,  which had 
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This  w a s  t h e  highpoint  of the 1956 r e v i s i o n a r y  move- 
ment. In t h e  fo l lowing  months it r a p i d l y  l o s t  momentum. 
The nucleus of conse rva t ive  oppos i t ion  i n  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  
community, which had pu t  up a s tubborn r e s i s t a n c e  t o  t h e  
r e v i s i o n a r y  movement f r o m  t h e  beginning, began t o  g a i n ' t h e  
upper hand in t h e  f a l l .  
b a t t l e  concerned mainly i n t e r n a l  p a r t y  h i s t o r y ,  t h s  g radua l  
ascendancy of t h e  conse rva t ive  po in t  of view on t h e s e  i s s u e s  
had t h e  e f f e c t  of p l a c i n g  t h e  whole r e v i s i o n i s t  movement on 
t h e  de fens ive .  More important  f o r  the f o r t u n e s  of t h e  re- 
v i s i o n i s t  movement were t h e  changes i n  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  cl i-  
mate which took p l a c e  in t h e  l a t t e r  ha l f  of 1956. The ad- 
v e r s e  p o l i t i c a l  repercuss ions  of t h e  a n t i - S t a l i n  campaign 
throughout t h e  world undoubtedly exerted a depress ing  in-  
f l uence  on t h e  a n t i - S t a l i n i s t  a rdo r  of t h e  Sovie t  l eade r -  
s h i p .  Af t e r  t h e  Hungarian r e v o l t ,  t h e  a n t i - S t a l i n  campaign, 
with i ts a t t e n d a n t  r e v i s i o n a r y  impulses, was s h a r p l y  curbed. 
The rea f t e r ,  l i t t l e  more was heard about t h e  r e v i s i o n  of t h e  
h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  in the  Sovie t  Union, u n t i l  t h e  s u b j e c t  was 
reopened, under more c o n t r o l l e d  condi t ions ,  toward t h e  end 
of 1957. 

While t h e  i s s u e s  i n  t h i s  running 

... . . ._ . 
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IV. THE CONSOLIDATION OF THE POST-STALIN REVISIONS 

The need for a readjus tment  of t h e  ene rg iz ing  impulses 
of t4e l b e n t i e t h  P a r t y  Congress to  t h e  more permanent g o a l s  
and requirements  of t h e  S o v i e t  system of power was e v i d e n t  
t o  t h e  Sov ie t  ' leadership' a f t e r  1956, In  t h e  f i e l d  of 
m i l i t a r y  thought ,  t h e  regime d i d  no t  wish to renounce t h e  
progress  made i n  t h e  r e v i s i o n a r y  movements of 1955 and  1956, 
but i t  could  n o t  to lerate  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  b r u s h f i r e s  which had 
accompanied, a'nd had i n  p a r t  been f e d  by, t h i s  process .  

The S h i f t i n g  Propaganda Line 

I n  1957, Sov ie t  w r i t i n g  on World War I1 showed c l e a r  
s i g n s  of t h e  u n c e r t a i n t y  and tendency toward retrenchment  
which a f f e c t e d  S o v i e t  p o l i c y  g e n e r a l l y  a f t e r  t h e  e v e n t s  of 
t h e  f a l l  of  1956. The A r m e d  Forces  Day a r t i c l e s  i n  February,  
f o r  example, appeared t o  be c u t  from d i f f e r e n t  p a t t e r n s ,  and 
r e g i s t e r e d  a number of p a r t i a l  r e t r e a t s  from t h e  advanced re- 
v i s iona ry  p o s i t i o n s  of 1956. 

Marshal Malinovskiy,  i n  t h e  major a r t i c l e  o f - t h e  day ,  
while  acknowledging t h e  m a s s i v e  d e f e a t s  of t h e  S o v i e t  Army 
during t h e  e a r l y  days ,  took  pa ins  t o  exonera te  t h e  S o v i e t  
m i l i t a r y  command from r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  for t h e s e  f a i l u r e s .  
Turning t h e  M i l i t a r y  Herald s t a t emen t  of 1956 ( t h a t  t h e  war 
"could have come a s  no s u r p r i s e "  to  t h e  Sov ie t  l e a d e r s h i p )  
i n t o  a defense  of t h e  m i l i t a r y  l e a d e r s h i p  r a t h e r  t h a n  an ac- 
cusa t ion ,  he wrote: "It m u s t  be s a i d  d i r e c t l y  t h a t  t h i s  ( t h e  
German a t t a c k )  w a s  no t  a s u r p r i s e  t o  t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  M i l i -  
t a r y  Command; many measures aimed a t  he ighten ing  t h e  m i l i t a r y  
preparedness  and  f i g h t i n g  c a p a c i t y  of t h e  Sov ie t  Armed Forces, 
a t  reorganiz ing  them, were i n  the  s t a g e  of being carried o u t  
and conducted a t  t h e  t i m e  when f a s c i s t  Germany a t t a c k e d  ...," 
Marshal Meretskov depa r t ed  even f u r t h e r  from t h e  s p i r i t  of 
1956, s loughing  o v e r  t h e  ea r ly  d e f e a t s ,  and focuss ing  a t t e n -  
t i o n  on t r a d i t i o n a l  i n s p i r i t i o n a l  themes. He  even sugges t ed  
a p a r t i a l  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n &  S t a l i n .  "This h i s t o r i c  v i c t o r y  w a s  
achieved under t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  Communist P a r t y  and its 
Cen t ra l  C o m m i t t e e ,  led by J. V. S t a l i n . "  Marshal Moskalenko, 
w r i t i n g  i n  Red S t a r ,  b a r e l y  mentioned t h e  Second World War, 
and s a i d  n o w n o f  t h e  e a r l y  d e f e a t s .  
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I n  gene ra l ,  t h e r e  was very  l i t t l e  p r e s s  a t t e n t i o n  t o  
t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  war i n  1957, perhaps  less than  d u r i n g  any 
comparable per iod  s i n c e  t h e  end of t h e  war. Ceremonial oc- 
c a s i o n s  which i n  t h e  p a s t  had u s u a l l y  drawn a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h i s  
s u b j e c t  were passed by i n  1957 wi th  f e w  reminiscences of t h i s  
k i n d .  Even t h e  Victory Day observances were muted, and Zhu- 
kov 's  Order of t h e  Day on t h a t  occas ion ,  and  t h e  accompanying 
e d i t o r i a l s ,  drew a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  f u t u r e  r a t h e r  t han  t o  t h e  
p a s t .  The l i t t l e  t h a t  w a s  w r i t t e n ,  moreover, was s t r o n g l y  de- 
f e n s i v e  i n  tone. The Victory Day i s s u e  of Red S t a r  was f a i r l y  
typdca l  of t h e  Sov ie t  p r e s s  d u r i n g  t h e  year- 
The o n l y  art icle on t h e  war which it presented  w a s  a c r i t i q u e  
of Western t t f a l s i f i c a t i o n s "  of h i s t o r y ,  and t h e  o n l y  a l l u s i o n  
to  the  f a i l u r e s  of t h e  first pe r iod  it conta ined  was t h e  equi -  
voca l  s ta tement  t h a t  " the  s o c i a l i s t  regime permitted o u r  peo- 
ple ... t o  overcome s u c c e s s f u l l y  t h e  shortcomings i n  prepara- 
t i o n s  for  r e p e l l i n g  t h e  attack of t h e  aggres so r s  ..." 

r e s p e c t .  

While t h e  passage of t i m e  had undoubtedly reduced t h e  po- 
l i t i c a l  importance of t h e  w a r  f o r  Sov ie t  propaganda, t h e  char -  
acter of p r e s s  commentary on t h i s  s u b j e c t  i s . d i f f i c u l t  t o  ex- 
p l a i n  except  as t h e  r e s u l t  of leadership u n c e r t a i n t y  as t o  t h e  
proper  l i n e  t o  pursue.  The whole matter of t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
of t h e  war w a s ,  as w e  have s e e n , c l o s e l y  connected w i t h  t h e  
ques t ion  of S t a l i n ' s  r o l e  i n  h i s t o r y ,  and t h e  sobe r  second 
thoughts  which had a r i s e n  on t h i s  s u b j e c t  could not  but affect  
t h e  w i l l i n g n e s s  of t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  t o  con t inue  w i t h  t h e  r e v i -  
s i o n a r y  i n i t i a t i v e s  of 1956. In  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  d i s t u r b i n g  
impact which t h e  d e n i g r a t i o n  of S t a l i n  had had w i t h i n  the So- 
v i e t  Union, i t  had g iven  ammunition t o  those in t h e  s ,atell i tes 
who quest ioned t h e  n e c e s s i t y  and competence of t h e  Sovie t  
Union's l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  world Communist movement. To t h e  
Sovie t  l e a d e r s ,  i n  t h i s  c i rcumstance,  it mush have seemed d i f -  
f i c u l t  enough t o  p re se rve  t h e i r  own r e p u t a t i o n s  u n s u l l i e d  w i t h -  
outadrawing a t t e n t i o n  t o  a dramatic example of  Sov ie t  leader- 
s h i p  incompetence in t h e  p a s t .  By t h e  end of 1957, however, 
t h e  o u t l i n e s  of a firmer p o s i t i o n  on t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  war be- 
gan t o  appear.  Beginning a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  the volume of p r e s s  
material on t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  w a r  began t o  increase, and i t  
showed c o n s i s t e n t  and well-defined t endenc ie s .  

The most prominent f e a t u r e  of t h e  new material was t h e  
blend of candor and c a u t i o n  i t  d i s p l a y e d  i n  d e a l i n g  wi th  t h e  
i n i t i a l  pe r iod  of the war. Acknowledgements of t h e  f a i l u r e s  
of t h e  f i r s t  per iod  were aga in  made, bu t  t h e y  were c l o s e l y  
l i nked  wi th  arguments c a l c u l a t e d  to draw a t t e n t i o n  to theachievements  
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of t h e  p a r t y  and people i n  overcoming them. The quick  s h l f t -  
i n g  of f o c u s  from defeats t o  v i c t o r i e s  i n  t h e s e  r e f e r e n c e s  
became almost formular ized .  Marshal Grechko, w r i t i n g  i n  Red 
Star on Vic tory  Day, 1958, expressed  i t  i n  t h e  fo l lowing  e; 
-particularly b i t t e r  exper ience  f e l l  to t h e  l o t  of t h e  So- 
v i e t  people i n  t h e  i n i t i a l  pe r iod  of t h e  war, when t h e  S o v i e t  
A r m e d  Forces were forced to  conduct d i f f i c u l t  de fens ive  bat- 
t l es .  However t h e s e  f a i l u r e s  d id  no t  break t h e  m i l i t a n t  
s p i r i t  of t h e  Sov ie t  Army and Navy, d i d  n o t  shake t h e  s taunch-  
nes s  of our  people and t h e i r  un l imi t ed  f a i t h  i n  t h e  v i c t o r y  
of our  j u s t  cause." Marshal Malinovsky spoke more f u l l y  of 
t h e  f i rs t  per iod  in h i s  Armed Forces Day speech,  o f  t h e  same 
year ,  bu t  he a lso emphasized t h e  p o s i t i v e  a s p e c t  of t h e  coun- 
t r y ' s  qu ick  recovery  from t h e s e  f a i l u r e s .  "The a t tack  of t h e  
German fascists on t h e  Sov ie t  Union was effected a t  a time 
when our  A r m e d  Forces weres t i l l  i n  t h e  process  of reorganiza-  
t i o n  and t e c h n i c a l  rearmament.... Courageously b a t t l i n g  w i t h  
t he  overwhelming f o r c e s  of the  adve r sa ry  i n  t h e  ex t remely  un- 
favorable  c i rcumstances which arose i n  the  i n i t i a l  pe r iod  of 
war due t o  a whole number of causes  and mistakes, t h e y ' s u f f e r e d  
heavy losses i n  personnel  and f i g h t i n g  equipment, and were 
forced r e l u c t a n t l y  to  re t rea t  i n t o  t h e  i n t e r i o r  of t h e  count ry .  
I n  t h e  face of t h e  mortal  danger hanging over  o u r  coun t ry ,  t h e  
Communist p a r t y  aroused t h e  whole Sov ie t  people to  a j u s t  de- 
f e n s i v e  w a r  a g a i n s t  the f a sc i s t  aggressors . "  

.....- 

While t e c h n i c a l l y  f a i t h f u l  t o  t h e  c o n t e n t s  of t h e  1956 re- 
v i s i o n a r y  h i s to r iog raphy ,  these r e f e r e n c e s ,  it w i l l  be s e e n ,  
were defens ive  i n  tone ,  and more concerned w i t h  making c lear  
t h e  Sovie t  Union's wartime achievements t h a n  w i t h  c r i t i c i z i n g  
past  h i s t o r i c a l  exaggera t ions  of it. T h i s  same purpose w a s  
manifest  i n  t h e  many a r t i c l e s  which appeared a f t e r  1957 c r i t i -  
c i z i n g  a l l e g e d  bourgeois  f a l s i f i c a t i o n s  of h i s t o r y .  The main 
complaint i n  a l l  of these a r t i c l e s  w a s  t h a t  t h e  exaggera t ion  
of secondary ba t t l e s  and t h e a t e r s  in which A l l i e d  forces had 
p a r t i c i p a t e d  r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  minimizat ion of the  S o v i e t  Union's 
role i n  t h e  w a r .  T h i s  complaint  was o f t e n  l i nked  w i t h  a more 
aggres s ive  disparagement of t h e  A l l i e d  Cont r ibu t iQn t o  t h e  v i c -  
t o r y .  An a r t i c l e  of t h i s  kind,  i n  Vestnik Vozdushnogo Flota ,  
No. 6, 3959, fo r  example, d i spu ted  the va lue  of t h  e A l l i  ed sup- 
p l y  of a i r c r a f t  t o  t h e  USSR dur ing  t h e  war', It emphasized t h e  
poor q u a l i t y  of "Hurricanes" and "Tomahawks", claimed t h a t  " A i r -  
ocobras" were t h e  most accident-prone of a l l  *wartime f i e h t e r s  , 
and implied t h a t  p lanes  coming t o  Russia were i n t e n t i o n a l l y  
damaged i n  t r a n s i t .  
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This  f l o o d  of criticisms o f ' b o u r g e o i s  f a l s i f i c a t i o n s  of 
h i s t o r p a l s o  i l l u s t r a t e d  ano the r  a s p e c t  of t h e  Sov ie t  a t t i t u d e  
toward t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  war. Most, i f  no t  a l l ,  of t h e s e  
criticisms were directed a t  works which had been t r a n s l a t e d '  
and publ ished i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union, and t h e  criticisms t h u s  
were t a c i t l y  d i r e c t e d  a t  t h e  l i b e r a l  p u b l i c a t i o n  p o l i c y  which 
had permi t ted  those books t o  appea r ,  A naval  c a p t a i n ,  w r i t i n g  
i n  I z v e s t i a  on 25 June 1958, for example, deplored  t h e  "in- 
comprehensibly indulgent  and careless a t t i t u d e  of ou r  publfsh-  
ing  houses to  such specimens of f a l s i f i c a t i o n  of h i s t o r y . "  Of 
t h e  t w o  publ i sh ing  houses p r i n c i p a l l y  engaged i n  t h i s - a c t i v i t y ,  
t h e . M i l i t a r y  Publ i sh ing  House and t h e  Publ i sh ing  House of For- 
e i g n  L i t e r a t u r e ,  t h e  l a t t e r  came i n  for t h e  s h a r p e s t  barbs  i n  
t h i s  r e spec t .  It  must be stressed, however, t h a t  no direct  
criticism of t h e  p o l i c y  of pub l i sh ing  t r a n s l a t i o n s  of f o r e i g n  
l i t e r a t u r e  was expressed ,  bu t  o n l y  of t h e  f a i l u r e  of editors 
and publ i sh ing  houses to  supp ly  adequate c r i t i c a l  forewords 
and foo tno te s .  

The above examples b r ing  o u t  c l e a r l y  enough t h e  main tend- 
e n c i e s  of t h e  new Sov ie t  l i n e .  It  w a s  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  c h i e f l y  by 
a conserva t ive  concern t o  bolster t h e  p a r t y ' s  h i s t o r i c a l  repu- 
t a t i o n ,  and t o  preserve  i n t a c t  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  image of Sov ie t  
wartime achievements. A t  t h e  same time, it sought  t o  r e t a i n  
t h e  g a i n s  i n  h i s t o r i c a l  o b j e c t i v i t y  achieved i n  1955 and 1956. 
I n  o t h e r  words, it encouraged a t e c h n i c a l l y  a c c u r a t e  account  
of t h e  m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y  of  t h e  war,  i n  a framework of .pol i t ical  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  which removed t h e  unfavorable  r e f l e c t i o n s  on 
t h e  p a r t y  i t s e l f .  

Publ i sh ing  A c t i v i t y  on the'War 

There is s i m i l a r  evidence of t h e  development, of S o v i e t  a t -  
t i t u d e s  i n  book publ i sh ing  a c t i v i t y ,  which i n  1957 began t o  a s -  
sume a bulk and Character  which gave it independent s i g n i f i c a n c e  
a s  an  expres s ion  of o f f i c i a l  po l i cy .  

Important '  changes i n  pub l i sh ing  a c t i v i t y  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  
war were s e t  i n  motion by t h e  1955 and 1956 r e v i k i o n a r y  move- 
ments .  One f a c t o r  i n  t h e s e  changes may have been a more l i b e r a l  
m i l i t a r y  c l a s s f f i c a t i o n  p o l i c y  which permi t ted  material  t o  ap- 
pear which former ly  would have been l imi ted  t o  res t r ic ted  pub l i -  
c a t i o n s .  In  a n y  even t ,  d e t a i l e d  s tud ' ies  of  wartime m i l i t a r y  ex- 
pe r i ences ,  of t h e  kind which mce might have borne t h e  legend * 

I- 
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**For h n e r a l s ,  Admirals, and o f f i c e r s  of t h e  S o v i e t  Armed Forces  
o n l y ,  *' began t o  come o u t  i n  s i g n i f i c a n t  numbers a f t e r  1956, Most 
of  t h e s e  books were publ ished by t h e  Min i s t ry  of Defense,  and 
some of them were sponsored by t h e  Frunze' and Voroshi lov,  acade- 
mies. They i nc luded  ana lyses  of  small  u n i t  a c t i o n s  i n  d i f f e r e n t  
t y p e s  of o p e r a t i o n s ,  s t u d i e s  of s p e c i f i c  t ac t ica l  problems,and 
u n i t  and campaign h i s t o r i e s .  

The p r o f e s s i o n a l  purposes under ly ing  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of 
t h i s  l i t e r a t u r e  were expressed  i n  t h e  foreward to  a ' t y p i c a l  ex- 
ample brought o u t  i n  1958. Major General  V. 'D.  Vas i l evsk iy ,  
t h e  editor of a book e n t i t l e d  Battle Opera t ions  of a n  I n f a n t r y  
Regiment, expla ined  t h e  aims o'f the  p u b l i c a t i o n  i n  t h e  fo l lowing  
way: 

. . .  

It is impermissible t o  unde r ra t e  t h e  r ich exper ience  
gained i n  t h e  waging of ba t t l e s ,  much less  t o  f o r g e t  
i t ,  Despi te  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a new weapon has  appeared 
a t  t h e  p re sen t  time which, a long  w i t h  o t h e r  f a C t 6 r s ,  
has had a g r e a t  i n f luence  on o u r  views r ega rd ing  t h e  
conduct of b a t t l e  ope ra t ions  i n  contemporary condi-  
t i o n s ,  t h e  exper ience  of t h e  Grea t  P a t r i o t i c  War h a s  
not  l o s t  its s i g n i f i c a n c e .  The Grea t  Patriotic War 
provided much t h a t  is i n s t r u c t i v e  which s o u l d  be 
learned  and r e f l e c t e d  i n  o rgan iza t ion  and t r a i n i n g ,  
and i n  t h e  conduct of.contemporaPy bat t les .  

The con ten t  of t h e  book was a lso t y p i c a l  of t h e  bulk  of 
t h i s  l i t e r a t u r e .  I t  presented  a c o l l e c t i o n  of s t u d i e s  of i n d i -  
v i d u a l  i n f a n t r y  a c t i o n s ,  p rovid ing  e x a c t  data on t h e  numbers of 
men and weapons involved.  Each s t u d y  w a s  concluded by a b r i e f  
c r i t i q u e  i d e n t i f y i n g  t h e  shortcomings and f a i l u r e s  d i sp l ayed  i n  
t h e  conduct of t h e  a c t i o n .  The c r i t i q u e s  were u s u a l l y  s p e c i f i c  
and t e c h n i c a l ,  but  included o c c a s i o n a l  obse rva t ions  which per-  
haps had more g e n e r a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  These s t u d i e s  provided no 
informat ion  on t h e  -numbers of Sov ie t  c a s u a l t i e s  s u f f e r e d ,  which 
sugges ted  t h a t  t h i s  s e n s i t i v e  s u b j e c t  was still under s t r i c t  
p o l i t i c a l  censorsh ip .  

Another ca t egory  of l i t e r a t u r e  which began t o  appear  i n  
' increasing q u a n t i t i e s  as  a r e s u l t  of t h e  r e v i s i o n a r y  movements 
of  1955 and 1956 w a s  the t r a n s l a t i o n s  of f o r e i g n  works o n  t h e  
war. The a u t h o r s  chosen f o r  t r a n s l a t i o n  included German gen- 
e ra l s  who had ?ought aga ins t  t h e  Sov ie t  Union, Western m i l i t a r y  
e x p e r t s  who d e a l t  i n  an  i n t e r p r e t i v e  way wi th  t h e  Second World 
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War a s  a whole, a n d  Western s p e c i a l i s t s  who d e a l t  w i th  p a r t i c u -  
l a r  a s p q c t s  of the w a r  remote from S o v i e t  exper ience .  Important 
documentary c o l l e c t i o n s ,  such a s  t h e  wartime correspondence of 
Roosevel t ,  C h u r c h i l l ,  and S t a l i n ,  and the  records-of  t h e  Nurem- 
burg t r i a l s ,  a l so  came o u t  a t  t h i s  t ime.  

As w e  have noted above, some criticism of t h i s  l i b e r a l  
p u b l i c a t i o n  p o l i c y  began t o  be expressed  i n  1958 i n  connect ion 
w i t h  t h e  g e n e r a l  conse rva t ive  tendency of Sov ie t  po l i t i ca l  a t -  . 
t i t u d e s  a t  t h a t  time, However, t h e s e  criticisms, which were 
d i r e c t e d  a t  t h e  manner i n  which t h i s  m a t e r i a l  w a s  p re sen ted ,  
were accompanied by e x p l i c i t  approvals  of t h e  g e n e r a l  p o l i c y  
of t r a n s l a t i n g  and pub l i sh ing  f o r e i g n  works on t h e  war. 

General  h i s t o r i e s  of t h e  war d i d  not  immediately emerge 
i n  any q u a n t i t i e s  from t h e  r e v i s i o n a r y  movements of 1955 and 
1956, a l though some i n i t i a l  s t e p s  i n  t h i s ' d i r e c t i o n  were taken .  
Both t h e  Frunze and Voroshilov m i l i t a r y  academied brought o u t  
i n d i v i d u a l  c o l l e c t i o n s  of m a t e r i a l s  a t  t h i s  time which were 
designed a s  a b a s i s  fo r  such  a h i s t o r y .  These p u b l i c a t i o n s ,  
which w e r e  r e s t r i c t e d  i n  c i r c u l a t i o n  (and bore approximately 
t h e  same t i t l e - - A  C o l l e c t i o n  of Mate r i a l s  on t h e  Hi s to ry  of 
Sov ie t  M i l i t a r y  A r t  i n  the G r e a t  Pat r i o t i c  war) presented  
s e l e c t i o n s  of prev ious ly  publ ished a r t i c l e s  from such s o u r c e s  
as M i l i t a r y  Thought, add t h e  Large Sov ie t  Encyclopedia,  con- 
v e n i e n t l y  a r ranged  t o  provide the  best a v a i l a b l e  informat ion  
on va r ious  phases  and t o p i c s  of t h e  w a r .  A more ambit ious 
work, by a c o l l e c t i v e  of a u t h o r s  headed by P. A. Z h i l i n ,  was 
brought o u t  by t h e  Min i s t ry  of  Defense under t h e  t i t l e  The 
Most Important Opera t ions  of t h e  Grea t .Pa t r io t ic  War. 
book, which w a s  g iven  t o  t h e  p r i n t e r  i n  J u l y  1935 , and s igned  
for  t h e  p r e s s  i n  January  1956, r e f l e c t e d  and documented t h e  
candid a p p r a i s a l  of t h e  f i rs t  pe r iod  of t he  war which became 
orthodox i n  1955. T h e r e a f t e r ,  t h e  c a u t i o n a r y  i n f l u e n c e s ,  
which we have noted  above i n  o t h e r  connec t ions ,  a p p a r e n t l y  in-  
te rvened  t o  hold  up any s imi la r  h i s t o r i c a l  documentation of 
t h e  broader r e v i s i o n a r y  movement of  1956. 

h i s to r iog raphy  of  t h e  war was a d e c i s i o n  of t h e  C e n t r a l  Comm€ttee 
i n  the  f a l l  of 1957 a u t h o r i z i n g  t h e  Marxism-Leninism I n s t i t u t e  to 
prepare  a five-volume h i s t o r y  of the war. P. N .  Pospelov, a can- 
d i d a t e  member of t h e  p a r t y  presidium, w i t h  g e n e r a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  
i n  i d e o l o g i c a l  and propaganda matters, was named a s  t h e  s u p e r v i s o r  
of t h e  p r o j e c t ,  A new s e c t o r  of t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  G r e a t  Patr iot ic  
War was s e t  up i n  t h e  Marxism-Leninism I n s t i t u t e  w i t h  a group of 
a u t h o r s  headed by Major General  E .  A.  B o l t i n .  Pe r iod ic  r e p o r t s  on 

The key even t  i n  s t i m u l a t i n g  a f u r t h e r  development of t h e  
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t h e  p rogres s  of  t h e  work i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  scope of t h e  h i s t o r y  
h a s  been expanded t o  inc lude  a s i x t h  volume,mainly devoted t o  a 
c r i t i q u e  of Western h i s t o r i o g r a p h y  of t h e  war. The work is 
scheduled t o  be completed dur ing  t h e  pe r iod  1960-1962. ' 

The C e n t r a l  Commit tee  decree of autumn 1957, i n  a d d i t i o n  
to  a u t h o r i z i n g  a tex tbook had t h e  e f f e c t  of focuss ing  t h e  a t -  
t e n t i o n  and e f f o r t s  of t h e  whole m i l i t a r y - h i s t o r i c a l  community 
on t h e  s u b j e c t  of t h e  h i s t o r y  of t he  war, and of s t a r l t i n g  some- 
t h i n g  l i k e  a race to  e x p l o i t  t h e  newly opened market. The first 
r e s u l t s  of t h e  compet i t ion  have been r e g i s t e r e d .  Two of t h e  new 
books, G. A. Deborin 's ,  The Second World War, and,B, S. Tel'puk- 
hovskiy ' s  The Great Patr'iotic War of t h  e S o v i e t  Union, 1941-1945, 
deal  l a r g e l y  w i t h  t h  e P O l i t i  c a l  aspects of t h  e war, and r e g i s t e r  
t h e  g e n e r a l l y  conse rva t ive  t r e n d s  which have become e v i d e n t  In 
t h i s  area s i n c e  1957. A t h i r d  book, S. P. Pla tonov ' s  The Second 
World War, deals  more d i r e c t l y  wi th  t h e  m i l i t a r y  a s p e c t s  of t h e  
w a r ,  and r e f l e c t s ' t h e  r e l a t i v e  o b j e c t i v i t y  which con t inues  t o  
p r e v a i l  i n  t h i s  a s p e c t  of t h e  h i s to r iog raphy  of t h e  war. 

. I  

The Most Recent HistorioaraDhY 

. .  , .  

Pla tonov ' s  The Second World War, publ i shed  i n  1958, is a 
l a r g e  book, cover ing  almost  1,OUO pages of t e x t ,  and inc lud ing  
a s e p a r a t e  volume 'of unusual ly  we l l -p r in t ed  maps, c r o s s - r e f e r -  
enced to  t h e  r e l e v a n t  s e c t i o n s  of t h e  n a r r a t i v e .  It cove r s  no t  
on ly  t h e  e v e n t s  on t h e  e a s t e r n  f r o n t ,  bu t  i nc ludes  s e c t i o n s  on 
t h e  b a t t l e  of the A t l a n t i c ,  t h e  North Af r i can  o p e r a t i o n s ,  t h e  
Normandy invas ion ,  etc.  P a r t s  of t h e  n a r r a t i v e  d e a l i n g  w i t h  
t h e  Soviet-German w a r  are based on documents and materials of 
t h e  Hi s to ry  Adminis t ra t ion  of t he  General  S t a f f ,  which, fo r  
t h e  first t i m e  I n  S o v i e t  publ i shed  l i t e r a t u r e ,  a r e  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  b ib l iography of t h i s  volume. The a u t h o r ' s  
foreword t e l l s  u s  t h a t  t h e  book is in tended  for g e n e r a l s ,  ad- 
mirals, and o f f i c e r s  of t h e  Sov ie t  armed f o r c e s .  

P la tonov ' s  account  of t h e  i n i t i a l  p e r i o d  of t h e  w a r  adhe res  
c losely t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  l i n e  which  emerged from the  r ev i sona ry  
movements of 1955 and 1956. It  inc ludes  t h e  admission t h a t  So- 
v i e t  i n d u s t r y  on t h e  eve of t he  war was improperly geared  t o  
defense  needs,  t h a t  t h e  Sov ie t  army was unprepared fo r  t h e  G e r -  
man a t t a c k ,  knd t h a t  t h e  r e t r e a t s  of t h e  f i r s t  pe r iod  were forced 
upon the  Sov ie t  army by its unpreparedness and inadequacy. 
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The d e l i c a t e  q u e s t i o n  of t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  preparedness  of 
t h e  coun t ry  on t h e  eve of the w a r  is treated approximately as  
it w a s  in 1956. It I s  claimed t h a t  t h e  s t a t u s  of i n d u s t r y ,  
as a whole, was good, bu t  t h a t  t h e  product ion  of m i l i t a r y  equip-  
ment was o b s t r u c t e d  by planning mistakes.  According t o  Platnov:  
"The t r a n s i t i o n  of i n d u s t r y  t o  a broad product ion of new m i l i -  
t a r y  equipment and armaments was c a r r i e d  o u t  w i t h  g r e a t  d e l a y ,  
and t h e  tempo of its r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  was s l o w  and i n c o n s i s t e n t  
w i t h  t h e  grow-ing danger of a n  armed a t t a c k  by H i t l e r i t e  Germany 
on the USSR." (p. 163). 

w i t h  e q u a l  candor.  It is s ta ted  t h a t  t h e  Sov ie t  border u n i t s  
were undermanned, t h a t  t h e y  were l a r g e l y  composed of new re- 
c r u l t s ,  and t h a t  t h e y  were not  deployed i n  a s s igned  de fens ive  
l i n e s .  They were also psychologica l ly  unprepared fo r  war, it 
is s a i d ,  due t o  t h e  f a i l u r e  of t h e  government t o  warn t h e  s t a f f s  
of  t h e  border districts t h a t  a danger of w a r  e x i s t e d .  F i n a l l y ,  
it is admitted t h a t  t h e  armament of t he  S o v i e t  t r o o p s ,  though 
s u p e r i o r  to  t h e  Germans i n  q u a n t i t y ,  was f a r  i n f e r i o r  i n  q u a l i t y .  
The w e a l t h  of d e t a i l  which Platonov provides  on  t h i s  ques t ion  
p r e s e n t s  a p i c t u r e  of s t u p i d i t y  and complacency on t h e  Sov ie t  
side which is more damning than  anything p rev ious ly  publ i shed  
i n  t h e  Sov ie t  Union and perhaps e v e n  o u t s i d e  t h e  USSR, 

Platonov s p a r e s  l i t t l e  i n  h i s  account  of t h e  e a r l y  d e f e a t s .  
He g i v e s  exac t  f i g u r e s  o n  t he  e x t e n t  and tempo of t h e  German ad- 
vance which b r i n g  o u t  i n  a g raph ic  way t h e  scale of t h e  i n i t i a l  
c a t a s t r o p h e .  He  a l so  p o r t r a y s  the  i n e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of t h e  S o v i e t  
m i l i t a r y  r e s i s t a n c e .  "Thus ,(' he s a y s ,  " n e i t h e r  i n  t h e  border 
a r e a ,  nor on t h e  l i n e  of t h e  western Dvina, nor a t  t h e  Pskov 
and Ost rovskiy  f o r t i f i e d  r eg ions ,  could  t h e  t r o o p s  of  t h e  North- 
western Front  hold back t h e  adversary."  

The m i l i t a r y  unpreparedness of t h e  count ry  is descrlbed 

The f r e s h n e s s  of Pla tonov ' s  account is r evea led  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
by h i s  t rea tment  of i s s u e s  on which no pub l i c  l e a d e r s h i p  s t a t e -  
ment e x i s t s .  The ba t t l e  of Smolensk provides  a c a s e  i n  p o i n t .  
Sov ie t  h i s t o r i a n s  had always sought  t o  p o r t r a y  the long German 
d e l a y  a t  Smolensk.as t h e  r e s u l t  of s tubborn  Sov ie t  resistance 
when, i n  f a c t ,  it stemmed also from a German d e c i s i o n  t o  s h i f t  
t h e  directions of its advance t o  other s e c t o r s  of t h e  f r o n t .  
Platonov mentions S o v i e t  r e s i s t a n c e  a s  a f a c t o r  i n  s topp ing  
t h e  Germans, b u t  he makes i t  clear t h a t  th'e pause on t h e  c e n t r a 1  
f r o n t  i n  J u l y  and August was t h e  r e s u l t  of a vo lun ta ry  German 
d e c i s i o n ,  and he c i t e s  t h e  German m i l i t a r y  o r d e r s  bear ing  upon ' 

t h i s  dec i s ion .  

.1 . 
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The r e l a t i v e  o b j e c t i v i t y  of P la tonov ' s  account ,  i l l u s t r a t -  
ed by t hese  examples, affected no t  on ly  h i s  d e s c r i p t i o n  of  t he  
e x t e r n a l  cour se  of e v e n t s ,  but  a lso h i s  a n a l y s i s  of t h e  f a c t o r s  
which in f luenced  these developments. Past Sov ie t  a C C O U h t S ,  f o r  
example, had always l a i d  g r e a t  stress o n  t h e  a l l e g e d  numerical  
s u p e r i o r i t y  of t h e  Germans dur ing  t h e  e a r l y  p a r t  of t h e  war as 
a reason  fo r  Sov ie t  f a i l u r e s .  Platonov goes a long way toward 
c o r r e c t i n g  t h i s  d i s t o r t i o n .  While he d i s p u t e s  German c l a ims  
of a dramatic s h i f t  i n  t h e  manpower r a t io  dur ing  t h e  f irst  cam- 
paign (Tippelsk i rch  claimed tha t  t h e  Russians enjoyed a twenty- 
f o l d  s u p e r i o r i t y  a t  Moscow) he does admit t h a t  a s l i g h t  s h i f t  
t o  the  advantage of t h e  S o v i e t  s ide  had taken  p l ace ,  a t  t h e  
jumping-off p o i n t s  of t h e  Moscow coun te ro f fens ive ,  by t h e  end 
of November. H e  a l s o  a s s i g n s  due weight t o  t h e  v a r i e t y  of ac- 
c i d e n t a l  factors which t o l d  i n  t h e  f i n a l  German f a i l u r e  t o  t ake  
Moscow. Unlike p rev ious  accounts  which had reserved  a l l  credit 
i n  t h i s  event  for Sov ie t  s taunchness  and m i l i t a r y  s k i l l ,  he 
speaks  f r e e l y  of German mistakes and d i f f i c u l t i e s .  He p o i n t s  
o u t ,  f o r  example, t h a t  t h e  q u a l i t y  of t h e  German army had de- 
teriorated badly by t h e  t i m e  of t h e  Moscow b a t t l e ,  w i t h  its 
i n f a n t r y  d i v i s i o n s  reduced t o  h a l f  s t r e n g t h  and its t a n k  f o r c e s  
badly dep le t ed .  Moreover, i n  a s t a r t l i n g  admission fo r  a So- 
v i e t  au tho r ,  he s ta tes  c o r r e c t l y  t h a t  t he  Germans "did n o t  have 
win ter  uniforms, and t h a t  t h e  equipment and a p a r t  of t h e  i n -  
f a n t r y  and a r t i l l e r y  weapons were not  adapted f o r  use i n  win te r  
cond i t ions . "  (p .  248) 

I 

Th is  h i s t o r y  is, of c o u r s e ,  f a r  from a t r u l y  objective ac- 
count  by Western s t a n d a r d s .  I n  g e n e r a l ,  i t  is l e a s t  satisfact-  
o r y  where t h e  n a r r a t i v e  of m i l i t a r y  even t s  becomes en tang led  
wi th  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  l i n e  on t h e  West. This  is i l l u s t r a t e d  by 
P la tonov ' s  t r ea tmen t  of t h e  forewarning of t he  Soviet  government 
of t he  German invas ion  p l a n s ,  He speaks  of t h e  "misca lcu la t ions  
of J. V. S t a l i n  i n  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  s i t u a t i o n , "  and com- 
p l a i n s  t h a t  t h e  "ca tas t rophe"  of t h e  f i r s t  days "could have been 
avoided i f  t h e  t roops  of t h e  border d i s t r ic t s  had been forewarned 
i n  good t ime,"  bu t  t h i s  is t h e  c l o s e s t  he comes t o  acknowledging 
t h a t  t h e  Sov ie t  government had been g iven  advance informat ion  by 
Church i l l  of t h e  German i n t e n t i o n  to a t t a c k .  D i s t o r t i o n s  de- 
r i v i n g  f r o m  p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  become m r e  g l a r i n g  a s  Platonov 
moves away from t h e  s t r i c t l y  m i l i t a r y  a s p e c t s  of t h e  n a r r a t i v e .  

The basic tendency of S t a l i n i s t  h i s to r iog raphy ,  as  we have 
seen ,  w a s  t o  dep reca te  t h e  wartime roles of t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
m i l i t a r y  and  t h e  people ,  a n d  t o  magnify the r o l e s  of S t a l i n  and  . 
t h e  p a r t y  a t  t h e i r  expense.  A f t e r  S t a l i n ' s  dea th ,  t h e  other 
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elements  of S o v i e t  wartime s o c i e t y  moved forward i n t o  t h e  
h ' i s t o r i c a l  l i m e l i g h t ,  w i t h  t h e  p a r t y  t ak ing  t h e  c e n t e r  of 
t h e  s t a g e ,  Th i s  arrangement of roles is b a s i c a l l y  r e t a i n e d  
i n  t h e  p re sen t  accoun t ,  but  P la tonov ' s  concen t r a t ion  o n ' t h e  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  m i l i t a r y  a s p e c t s  of t h e  war has  t h e  effect  of 
focuss ing  a t t e n t i o n  on t h e  role of t h e  m i l i t a r y  i n  S o v i e t  
wartime achievements.  

I n  t h i s  sphe re  he in t rdduces  d e t a i l s  and re f inements  
which c o n s t i t u t e  an  innovat ion  i n  t h e  Soviet  h i s t o r y  of  t h e  
war. The q u e s t i o n  of t h e  basic command r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  
t h e  major m i l i t a r y  d e c i s i 6 n s  of t h e  war, f o r  example, h a s  
always been a s u b j e c t  of imprec is ion  i n  Sov ie t  w r i t i n g  on 
t h e  war. During S t a l i n ' s  l i f e ,  t h e  "Supreme Commander" w a s  
i d e n t i f i e d  a s  t h e  a u t h o r  of a l l  m i l i t a r y  dec i s ions .  After 
.h i s  dea th ,  t h e  more impersonal "Supreme Command", o r  "General 
Headquarters" were o f t e n  des igna ted  a s  t h e  a g e n c h s  of m i l i -  
t a r y  i n i t i a t i v e ,  With rare except ions  ( inc luding  no tab ly ,  
General  Eremenko's a r t i c l e  i n  M i l i t a r y  Thought, No. 3, 1949) 
m i l i t a r y  decisions were a l w a y s  presented a s  f lowing from t h e  
t o p  down, w i t h  f r o n t  and army commanders playing no role i n  
t h e  formula t ion  of these dec is ions .  This  obviously s u p e r f i -  
c i a l  p i c t u r e  of t h e  complex processes of m i l i t a r y  dec i s ion -  
making began t o  be corrected i n  va r ious  accounts  which came 
o u t  from about  1955 o n ,  and is completely d iscarded  i n  P l a t -  
onov's h i s t o r y .  I n  p l ace  of i t ,  he p re sen t s  a f a i r l y  de ta i led  
d i scuss ion  of how m i l i t a r y  p l ans  were i n  fac t  formula ted .  

Regarding the  p l a n s  for the  Moscow coun te ro f fens ive ,  f o r  
example, he ascribes t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  t o  Zhukov (without  naming 
h im) ,  and t h e  f i n a l  product  t o  t h e  coopera t ive  e f f o r t s  of va r -  
i ous  t o p  eche lon  commanders and s t a f f s .  " In  accordance w i t h  
t h e  s i t u a t i o n  which had a r i s e n , " . h e  w r i t e s ,  "the m i l i t a r y  Coun- 
c i l  of t he  Western F ron t  presented  a p lan  for a coun te ro f fens ive  
of t h e  f r o n t  t o  General  Headquarters o n  Novembe'r 30." Platonov 
then  no te s  t h e  a d d i t i o n s  t o  t h e  p lan  introduced over t h e  nex t  
few days,  and concluded: "Thus, t h e  p lan  f o r  t he  counterof fen-  
s i v e  under Moscow w a s  t h e  r e s u l t  of t h e  g r e a t  c r e a t i v e  a o t i v i t y  
of t he  f r o n t  commands, t h e  General  S t a f f ,  and  t h e  Headquarters  
of t h e  Supreme Command." H i s  account of t h e  S t a l i n g r a d  planning 
is approximately t h e  same. 

Platonov d i s c u s s e s  t h e  w a r t i m e  command processes  i n  a more gen- 
e r a l  way: 

I n  a g e n e r a l  a p p r a i s a l  of t h e  l e s sons  of t he  war a t  t h e  e n d ,  
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General Headquarters  e f f e c t e d  its l e a d e r s h i p  
through its r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s , s t a f f s  of d i r e c t i o n s ,  
t h e  w n e r a l  B t a f f ,  t h e  commanders and s t a f f s  of 
s p e c i a l i z e d  forces and t r o o p s ,  t h e  c e n t r a l  admin- ' 
i s t r a t i o n s  of t h e  Commissariat of Defense, t h e  
commanders of f r o n t s  and f l ee t s . . . .  The s t r a t e g i c  
l e a d e r s h i p  was not  t h e  same dur ing  t h e  whole cour se  
of  the w a r .  In t h e  beginning of t h e  war, t h e  gu- 
preme Commands of d i r e c t i o n s  occupied a prominent 

From 1942, r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  of Headquarters of t h e  
Supreme Command played a n  important  role i n  t h e  
l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  armed s t r u g g l e  in a r e a s  of m l l i -  
t a r y  o p e r a t i o n s  and s t r a t e g i c  d i r e c t i o n s .  In t h e  
concluding campaigns of t h e  Sov ie t  t roops  i n  Europe 
t h e  Headquarters  of t h e  Supreme Command i t s e l f  d i -  
rected a l l  t h e  f r o n t s ,  wi thout  sending its represen-  
t a t i v e s  t o  the p l ace .  

P la tonov ' s  h i s t o r y  h a s  its p o l i t i c a l  padding which con- 
t a i n s ,  among other t h i n g s ,  d u t i f u l  p r a i s e  of t h e  p a r t y ' s  w a r -  
t i m e  l e a d e r s h i p  and of its mobi l i za t ion  of popular e n e r g i e s .  
Like a l l  pos t -S ta l in  accoun t s ,  t o o ,  i t  ref lects  the mozaic of 
po l i t i ca l  forces i n  t h e  c u r r e n t  l eade r sh ip .  Khrushchev, f o r  
example, is mentioned much more f r e q u e n t l y  than  any other lead- 
e r ,  and Zhukov is named o n l y  where h i s t o r i c a l  decency r e q u i r e s .  
But t h i s  padding i s ' c l e a r l y  d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e  from t h e  core of  
t h e  n a r r a t i v e ,  wh i l e  d e p i c t s  Sov ie t  w a r t i m e  s o c i e t y  a s  a m i l i -  
t a r y  machine i n  a c t i o n ,  under t he  l e a d e r s h i p  a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  
such an o r g a n i z a t i o n .  

l i t i c a l  aspects of t h e  war, which we have noted above, is dem- 
o n s t r a t e d  most c l e a r l y  by P la tonov ' s  t rea tment  of t h e  r o l e  o f  
the A l l i e s .  In g e n e r a l  t h e  account  is colored by-deep  h o s t i l -  
i t y ,  bu t  where m i l i t a r y  d e t a i l s  are concerned, or, more par- 
t i c u l a r l y ,  where m i l i t a r y  l e s s o n s  a r e  t o  be.drawn from t h e  
h i s t o r y  of A l l i e d  o p e r a t i o n s ,  Platonov does no t  h e s i t a t e  to  
f a c e  t h e  f a c t s .  

"he s t o r y  of a l l e g e d  A l l i e d  d u p l i c i t y  before  and du r ing  
t h e  war is recounted by Platonov much as  it has always.been.told- 
i n  the Soviet MOP. The A l l i e s  are dep ic t ed  a s  having sought  t o  
buy t h e i r  own s e c u r i t y  before t h e  war by encouraging Germany 
t o  a t t a c k  t h e  Sov ie t  Union. "The f i n a l e  of t h i s  t r e a c h e r y , "  

- place  in t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  of the armed s t r u g g l e .  

The d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  of  approach to t he  m i l i t a r y  and po- 
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writes Platonov,  "was t h e  shameful Munich deal  (sgovor) of  t h e  
Engl i sh  and French governments w i t h  Hi t le r ,  which gave Czecho- 
s l o v a k i a  t o  fasc is t  Germany. It is completely obvious t h a t  
t h i s  w a s  a recompense to  H i t l e r  for h i s  under tak ing  t o  begin  
war a g a i n s t  t h e  .Soviet  Union." I n  similar v e i n ,  A l l i e d  p o l i c y  
dur ing  t h e  war is i n t e r p r e t e d  a s  having been directed a t  t h e  
exhaus t ion  of t h e  USSR and Germany and t h e  e x t r a c t i o n  of max- 
imum p r o f i t s  from t h e  w a r .  

The ques t ion  of a l l i e d  s u p p l i e s  to  Russia du r ing  t h e  war 
is mentioned ve ry  s p a r i n g l y  by Platonov. The f i g u r e s  ci ted by 
him are somewhat lower t h a n  those  announced by t h e  American 
government, and Platonov does not e x p l a i n  t h e  basis of h i s  cal-  
c u l a t i o n s .  

The expend i tu re s  of  t he  USA on Lend-Lease sup- 
p l i e s  comprised 46.04 b i l l i o n  d o l l a r s ,  or 14% of t h e  
t o t a l  m i l i t a r y  expend i tu re s  of t h e  USA. Of t h i s  sum, 
t h e  c o u n t r i e s  of  t h e  B r i t i s h  Empire r ece ived  goods 
from t h e  USA t o t a l i n g  30.3 b i l l i o n  dollars (of which 
England received 21.5 b i l l i o n  d o l l a r s ) ,  and t h e  USSR 
received t h e  va lue  of 10.8 b i l l i o n  d o l l a r s .  

Thus, t h e  S o v i e t  Union which car r ied ' the  
burden of t h e  w a r  on its s h o u l d e r s ,  and played t h e  
decisive role i n  t h e  v i c t o r y  of t h e  a n t i - H f t l e r i t e  
c o a l i t i o n ,  r ece ived  half  as much under Lend-Lease as 
England. 

major 

This  u n f a i r n e s s  a f fec ts  a l s o  many aspects of P la tonov ' s  ac-  
count  of A l l i e d - m i l i t a r y  o p e r a t i o n s .  He i n t e r p r e t s  A l l i ed  opera-  
t i o n s . l n  I t a l y ,  for example, a s  aimed a t  t h e  s e i z u r e  of e a s t e r n  
Europe, and he g i v e s  a ve ry  grudging a p p r a i s a l  of t h e  Normandy- 

. .  invas ion .  Where A l l i e d  and S o v i e t  o p e r a t i o n s  overlapped,  a s  i n  
t h e , p r o t e c t i o n  of t h e  Murmansk sea r o u t e ,  he g r o s s l y  exagge ra t e s  
t h e  Sov ie t  r o l e .  

On t h e  o t h e r  hand, where he f i n d s  i t  u s e f u l  t o  do so, P l a t -  
onov p r e s e n t s  d a t a  and o b s e r v a t i o n s  which tend  t o  c o n t r a d i c t  
these p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t b o n s .  For example, i n  a s e c t i o n  com- 
par ing  t h e  m i l i t a r y  p o t e n t i a l s  of t h e  f a s c i s t  and democratic 
s t a t e s  before  t h e  w a r ,  Platonov c i tes  many f a c t s  t e s t i f y i n g  t o  
t h e  s t r enuous  p r e p a r a t i o n s  of t h e  democrat ic  s t a t e s  f o r  war i n  
t h e  l a t e  1930ts, f a c t s  which t end  t o  belie t h e  S o v i e t  claim t h a t  
t h e s e  s t a t e s  w e r e  banking on a d e t e n t e  w i t h  H i t l e r  and a Sov ie t -  
German war. In ano the r  p l ace ,  where he d i spa rages  t h e  s i g n i f i -  
cance of A l l i e d  o p e r a t i o n s  in Europe, he adds: 
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