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THE STALIN ISSUE AND THE SOVIET LEAdERSHIP STRUGGLE 

T h i s  Annex s u p p l i e s  t h e  bu lk  of d e t a i l e d  in fo rma t ion  
and a n a l y s i s  upon which t h e  I n t e l l i g e n c e  Repor t  e n t i t l e d ,  
"The S t a l i n  Issue and t h e  S o v i e t  Leade r sh ip  S t r u g g l e , "  pub- 
l i s h e d  5 J u l y  1968, was based. I t  is b e i n g  c i r c u l a t e d  a s  
a r e f e r e n c e  fo r  t h e  b e n e f i t  of t h o s e  who follow S o v i e t  
i n t e r n a l  a f f a i r s  i n  d e t a i l .  

The Annex is d i v i d e d  i n t o  t h r e e  c h r o n o l o g i c a l  sec- 
t ions  w i t h  t h r e e  f u r t h e r  s u b - d i v i s i o n s  i n  each .  The f irst  
sub-d iv i s ion  d e a l s  w i t h  t h e  u s e  of t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  i n  t h e  
S o v i e t  l e a d e r s h i p  s t r u g g l e  . The second c o n s i d e r s  t h e  prac-  
t i c a l  effects  on  i n t e l l e c t u a l  freedom r e s u l t i n g  from a 
p o l i c y  of g rea t e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  and c e n t r a l  c o n t r o l s ,  The 
t h i r d  sub -d iv i s ion  traces t h e  t r e a t m e n t  of t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  
i n  S o v i e t  communications media. 

The Annex i s  n o t  a c o o r d i n a t e d  document. The r e s e a r c h  
a n a l y s t  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  p r e p a r i n g  t h e  s t u d y  is Carolyn  
Ekedahl. 

John Kerry King 
Oh&ef,  D D I  S p e c i a l  Research S t a f f  
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POINT COUNTERPOINT 

From Khrushchev's F a l l  t o  S h e l e p i n ' s  Set-Back 
(October  1964-December 1965) 

LEADERSHIP 

The S i d e s  A r e  Formed 

A f t e r  t h e  ous t e r  of Khrushchev, t h e  S o v i e t  l e a d e r s  
were p reoccup ied  w i t h  t h e  t a s k  of rewarding  t h o s e  who had 
coope ra t ed  i n  over throwing  Khrushchev and r e v e r s i n g  some 
of Khrushchev's more unpopular measures. The man who'  
seemed t o  b e n e f i t  t h e  m o s t  from t h e  e a r l y  appointments  
was Aleksandr S h e l e p i n ,  former Komsomol and KGB Ch ie f .  
H e  was promoted t o  f u l l  membership i n  t h e  CPSU Pres id ium 
i n  November and s e v e r a l  o f  h i s  a s s o c i a t e s  and*ero teges  
r e c e i v e d  promotions withindhe p a r t y  a p p a r a t u s .  S h e l e p i n  
a l s o  appeared  t o  b e n e f i t  from changes made i n  t h e  l e a d e r -  
s h i p  of t h e  p r e s s  and propaganda organs .  

* 

*** 
Podgornyy's p o s i t i o n  a l s o  seemed t o  be f a i r l y  s t r o n g  

a t  t h i s  t i m e .  Aleksey Rumyantsev, who had been s e c r e t a r y  
f o r  propaganda and a g i t a t i o n  i n  Khar'kov O b l a s t ' ,  p robab ly  
when Podgornyy was t h e r e ,  became c h i e f  e d i t o r  of Pravda .  

* A t  t h i s  t i m e  S h e l e p i n  w a s  a P a r t y  S e c r e t a r y ,  Deputy 
Chairman of t h e  Counci l  of M i n i s t e r s ,  and Chairman of t h e  
P a r t y  S t a t e  C o n t r o l  C o m m i t t e e .  

became a c a n d i d a t e  m e m b e r  of t h e  Pres id ium.  H e  is r e p o r t -  
e d l y  a good f r i e n d  of S h e l e p i n  and owes h i s  p o s i t i o n  t o  
h i m .  Vladimir  Semichastnyy,  KGB Chief and a S h e l e p i n  
p r o t e g e ,  was promoted from c a n d i d a t e  t o  f u l l  membership 
on t h e  c e n t r a l  committee. 

***Vladimir S tepakov,  who had come up i n  Moscow C i t y  
under  Demichev, became e d i t o r  of I z v e s t i y a  and Nikolay 
Mesyatsev, who had se rved  unde r  S h e l e p i n  i n  t h e  Komsomol, 
became Chairman of t h e  S t a t e  Committee f o r  Radio and Tele-  
v i s i o n .  Another s u b o r d i n a t e  of S h e l e p i n ' s  i n  t h e  Komsomol, 
Mikhai l  Khaldeyev, became Chief of t h e  RSFSR Propaganda and 
A g i t a t i o n  S e c t i o n  i n  Janua ry  1965. 

**Petr Demichev, a former  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  of Moscow C i t y ,  

- 1- 
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Podgornyy gave t h e  main report  a t  t h e  November p a r t y  
plenum, and a t  t h e  November a n n i v e r s a r y  c e l e b e a t i o n s ,  
t h e  t o a s t  t o  t h e  pa r ty  wasgiven by Podgornyy r a t h e r  t h a n  
Brezhnev, who fo l lowed w i t h  a t o a s t  t o  t h e  m i l i t a r y .  
More i m p o r t a n t l y ,  moderate t r e n d s  w i t h  which Podgornyy 
was s u b s e q u e n t l y  t o  a s s o c i a t e  h imsel f  seemed t o  p r e v a i l  
th roughout  t h i s  p e r i o d .  The 1965 budget i nc luded  a reduc-  
t i o n  i n  t h e  o v e r t  m i l i t a r y  budget and concess ions  t o  t h e  
consumer, .both of which Podgornyy f avored .  

Condemnation of Khrushchev began almost  immediately 
a f t e r  h'is o u s t e r ;  t h i s  was necessa ry  i f  t h e  new l e a d e r s  
w e r e  t o  j u s t i f y  t h e i r  own a c t i o n  in g e t t i n g  r i d  of h i m .  
However, t h e s e  a t t a c k s  w e r e  i k e q u e n t l y  accompanied by 
s u p p o r t  of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  and o c c a s i o n a l l y  accom- 
panied  by condemnation of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  a s  w e l l .  * 

The approach t o  t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  by members of t h e  
h i e r a r c h y  remained e s s e n t i a l l y  a s  be fo re .  On 6 November 
a n  a r t i c l e  by L a t v i a n  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Arvid Pelshe, who 
has  been a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  Sus lov ,  appeared  i n  Pravda;  i n  i t  
he d i s c u s s e d  t h e  c u l t :  

The ideo logy  and p r a c t i c e  of t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  
c u l t ,  a l i e n  t o  Marxism-Leninism, has  done 
c o n s i d e r a b l e  harm t o  ou r  p a r t y  and t h e  S o v i e t  
s t a t e .  The p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t  reduced t h e  r o l e  
of t h e  masses and of t h e  p a r t y ,  minimized 
c o l l e q t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  undermined i n t r a - p a r t y  
democracy, and suppres sed  t h e  a c t i v i t y ,  
i n i t i a t i v e ,  and independent  actCon of t h e  
p a r t y  m e m b e r s  . . . .  

TFor example, a November Kommunist B e l o r u s s i i  e d i t o r i a l  
s t a t e d  t h a t  w h e r e  t h e  c u l t  o-l-root, 
c o l l e c t i v i t y  of l e a d e r s h i p  is imposs ib l e .  And a Janua ry  
1965 a r t i c l e  i n  Kommunist Sovetskoye L a t v i i ,  p robably  con- 
t r o l l e d  by Pelsh-ed t h e  c u l t  of S t a l i n ' s  p e r s o n a l i t y  
i n  h a r s h  terms and s t a t e d  t h a t  i t  had done s e r i o u s  damage .  
t o  p a r t y  and s t a t e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  adding ,  however, t h a t  t h i s  
c o u l d  no t  and d i d  n o t  change t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  s o c i a l i s t  
system. 

, S ~ ~ E T  , 



. .. 
.I.. : ?: :.+. :: 
7:: -2::' 

. ' . . :_ 
, . . _.. . . . 

1. -. . . . . . . .*...... . . . . . .. . . .  

The 20 th  CPSU Congress p u t  an  end t o  t h i s .  
It  was t h u s  a t u r n i n g  p o i n t  i n  t h e  p a r t y ' s  
h i s t o r y  . . . The Congress recommended t o  
t h e  P a r t y  C e n t r a l  Committee ' n a t  t o  r e l a x  
t h e  s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t  t h e  remnants  of t h e  
p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t '  . . . . 

S i m i l a r l y ,  i n  December, F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  of Kazakhstan, 
Kunayev,* a Brezhnev p ro tege ,  spoke  a t  a commemorative 
meet ing for  Saken S e y f u l l i n ,  a w r i t e r  who had d i e d  i n  t h e  
purges .  On 6 December, a s t r o n g  a t t a c k  on S t a l i n  w a s  
c a r r i e d  i n  a Pravda art icle,  which a l so  s t r o n g l y  p r a i s e d  
t h e  20 th  and -arty Congresses .  

I n  February  1965 t h e  j o u r n a l  P a r t i y n a y a  Zhizn'  
(Pa r ty  L i f e ) ,  s c o f f e d  a t  t h e  s u g g e s t i o n  t h a t  c r m s m  of 
t-1-uld c e a s e  : 

Some peop le  abroad have begun t o  s p e c u l a t e  
and even  assert t h a t  a f t e r  t h e  October  plenum 
of t h e  C e n t r a l  Committee t h e  CPSU w i l l  g i v e  
up c r i t i c i z i n g  t h e  c u l t  of S t a l i n ' s  person- 
a l i t y  and r e v i s e  its g e n e r a l  l i n e ,  e l a b o r a t e d  
a t  t h e  20 th  and 22nd P a r t y  Congresses .  Vain 
hopes! . . . The p rocess  begun a t  t h e  20th 
P a r t y  Congress is an i r r e v e r s i b l e  p rocess .  
There is no r e t u r n  t o  t h e  o l d  ways, and there 
w i l l  be none. I t  is no t  a m a t t e r  m e r e l y  of 
somebody n o t  wanting t h i s  r e t u r n ,  b u t  of t h e  
o b j e c t i v e  c o n d i t i o n s  of l i f e  of S o v i e t  s o c i e t y  
and of t h e  Communist P a r t y  a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t a g e .  

That  some p a r t y  f i g u r e s  f e l t  t h e  need t o  r e a s s u r e  t h e  p a r t y  
and p u b l i c  t h a t  t h e r e  would be no 
w e l l  have r e f l e c t e d  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
being e x e r t e d  t o  do  j u s t  t h a t .  

r e t u r n  t o  t h e  p a s t  may 
there was indeed p r e s s u r e  

I 

D. A .  Kunavev was reaDDointed * F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  i n  
December 1964.- H e  had h e i d  t h i s  p o s t  from 1960 t o  1962 
and had then  been named Chairman of t h e  r e p u b l i c ' s  Counci l  
of M i n i s t e r s  . 
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She leDin ' s  D r i v e  Fo r  Power 

The e x p r e s s i o n  of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  v i e w s  t h a t  
S t a l i n  s h o u l d  n o t  be c r i t i c i z e d  and t h a t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  
s h o u l d  be made t o  conform began somewhat s p o r a d i c a l l y ,  b u t  
seemed c l e a r l y  t o  come from a She lep in -o r i en ted  group. The  
f i r s t ,  and f 0 r . a  number of months, t h e  only ,  f a v o r a b l e  r e f -  
e r e n c e  t o  S t a l i n  appeared  on 6 NQvember i n  Komsomolskaya 
Pravda,  t h e  organ  of t h e  Young Communist League (Komsomol); 
t h e m s o m o l  had been headed p r e v i o u s l y  ba S h e l e p i n - a n d  
Semichastnyy, and s i n c e  1959 its chairman had been t h e i r  
p r o t e g e ,  Sergey  Pavlov.  I n  t h i s  a r t i c l e  S t a l i n  was r e f e r r e d  
t o  a s  one of Len in ' s  "comrades-an-arms ." 

In Februa ry  Kommunisk pub l i shed  an a r t i c l e  by Moscow 
C i t y  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Nikolay Yegorychev,* who has been one 
of t h e  most v i o l e n t  spokesmen f o r  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s .  T h i s  
may w e l l  have been t b e  opening s a l v o  i n  S h e l e p i n ' s  a t t a c k  
on Brezhnev 's  p o s i t i o n .  Yegorychev advanced a number of 
t h e m e s  which were s u b s e q u e n t l y  t o  be stressed by t h e  neo- 
S t a l i n i s t s .  A f t e r  paying  l i p  service t o  t h e  impor tan t  
measures t a k e n  t o  r o o t  ou t  t h e  consequences of t h e  c u l t  
of Stalin's p e r s o n a l i t y ,  he concen t r a t ed  h i s  a t t a c k s  on 
t h e  s i n s  of t h e  Khrushchev e r a .  H e  s t a t e d  tha t .  " even t s  of 
r e c e n t  years"  had caused  doub t s  among i d e o l o g i c a l l y  u n s t a b l e  
youths ,  and he  c r i t i c ized  t h o s e  who t a k e  what he  c a l l e d  a 
one-sided v i e w  of t h e  p a s t  and stress only shor tcomings .  

Io c o n n e c t i o n  w i t h  t h i s ,  w e  m u s t  lodge a 
compla in t  a g a i n s t  t h o s e  of our  c r e a t i v e  i n t e l l i -  
g e n t s i a  who sometimes a r e  t o o  a t t r a c t e d  by 
d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  w i l l f u l n e s s  of t h e  p e r i o d  of 
t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  and t h e  moral expe r i -  
ence  and p h y s i c a l  d e p r i v a t i o n  of i nnocen t ly  
condemned peop le .  

H e  coupled  t h i s  c r i t i c i sm w i t h  a c a l l  f o r  more p a t r i o t i c  
and i d e o l o g i c a l  t r a i n i n g .  T h i s  r e p r e s e n t e d  p r e c i s e l y  t h e  
s o r t  of s t a t e m e n t  wh ich  P a r t i y n a y a  Zhizn ' ,  i n  t h e  same 
month, had i n d i c a t e d  was imposs ib l e .  

*Yegorychev r o s e  t o  h i s  p o s i t i o n  through t h e  Moscow 
Komsomol and p a r t y  a p p a r a t u s e s ;  h e  succeeded Demichev a s  
f i r s t  s e c r e t a r y  there. 
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Yegprychev continukid t o  p r e s s  h i s  p o i n t  a t  t h e  
Second Congress of RSFSR Writers e a r l y  i n  March. H e  
a t t a c k e d  a number of a r t i c l e s  which  had appeared i n  l i b -  
e r a l  j o u r n a l s ,  a s  w e l l  a s  S o l z h e n i t s y n ' s  One Day i n  t h e  
L i f e  of Ivan  Denisovich,  a s e n s a t i o n a l  novel  pub l i shed  
du r ing  t h e  Khrushchev p e r i o d  which g r a p h i c a l l y  d e s c r i b e d  
l i f e  i n  a S t a l i n  l a b o r  camp. H e  condemned those  who pe rmi t  
criticism of  shor tcomings  t o  degene ra t e  i n t o  b lackening  
t h e  " g l o r i o u s  h i s t o r y "  of p a r t y  and people .  H e  c a l l e d  on 
w r i t e r s  t o  i n s t i l l  i n  youth p r i d e  i n  t h e  g r e a t  achievements  
of t h e i r  h i s t o r y ,  and s a i d  t h a t  

The i n s t i l l i n g  of such  v i e w s  is ha rd ly  f a c i l i -  
t a t e d  by t h e  excessive en thus iasm of p a r t  of 
our  c r e a t i v e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  f o r  d e p i c t i n g  
t h e  c r u e l t i e s  and w i l l f u l n e s s  of t h e  p e r i o d  
of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  . . . . 

Komsomol C h i e f  Pavlov,  a S h e l e p i n  p r o t e g e  who a l s o  spoke 
a t  t h i s  congres s ,  s c o r e d  p e s s i m i s t i c  works w h i c h ,  he  s a i d ,  
a s  a r u l e  are "connected w i t h  t h e  c u l t  theme. The opening 
s t a t e m e n t  t o  t h e  c o n g r e s s  by P a r t y  S e c r e t a r y  and Pres id ium 
member Andrey Ki r i l enko*  had been somewhat less ha r sh  t h a n  
these speeches ;  w h i l e  he had s t r e s s e d  t h e  p a r t y ' s  demands 
on writers, he had n o t  c r i t i c i z e d  writers f o r  dwe l l ing  on 
t h e  c u l t  nor  had h e  condemned cr i t ic ism of shortcomings.  

From 94 th rough 26 March an a g r i c u l t u r a l  plenum of 
t h e  CPSU C e n t r a l  Committee was h e l d .  The main o r d e r  of 
bus iness  was t h e  a g r i c u l t u r h l  r e p o r t  de l ive red  by Brezhnev 
and t h e  adop t ion  of h i s  proposed f ive -yea r  program des igned  
t o  b o l s t e r  t h e  a g r i c u l t u r a l  s e c t o r  of theeconomy. A number 
of per sonne l  changes w e r e  a l s o  made a t  t h e  plenum, D e m i c h e v ,  
p robably  a S h e l e p i n  s u p p o r t e r ,  became p a r t y  s e c r e t a r y  re- 
s p o n s i b l e  f o r  i d e o l o g i c a l  m a t t e r s .  K i r i l l  Mazurov** was 
named a f u l l  member of t h e  Pres id ium and was succeeded a s  
Be lo russ i an  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  by P e t r  Masherov,*** who a l s o  

*Ki r i l enko  s e r v e d  i n  t h e  U k r a i n e  under Brezhnev, but  a t  
t i m e s  has  seemed c l o s e r  t o  Podgornyy i n  h i s  p o l i c y  v i e w s .  

**Mazurov was F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  of t h e  Be lo russ i an  Komsomol 
du r ing  t h e  l a t e  1940's--when S h e l e p i n  was a l l - u n i o n  Komsomol 
s e c r e t a r y  f o r  c a d r e s .  

***Masherov r o s e  through t h e  Be lo russ i an  Komsomol and P a r t y  
o r g a n i z a t i o n s  a f t e r  Mazurov. 
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became a. c a n d i d a t e  m e m b e r  of t h e  Presidium. Both Mazurov 
and Masherov had s e r v e d  i n  t h e  B e l o r u s s i a n  Komsomol and 
may w e l l  have become a l i g n e d  w i t h  She lep in .  Masherov's 
subsequent  s t a t e m e n t s  would i n d i c a t e  h i s  clear s u p p o r t  f o r  
S h e l e p i n ' s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s ;  Mazurov's views have no t  been 
made as clear. 

During 1965 t h e r e  were i n d i c a t i o n s  of i n c r e a s i n g  
d i s s e n s i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p .  Ev iden t ly ,  t h e  S t a l i n  
i s s u e  w a s  a major, i f  n o t  t h e  major,  s o u r c e  of c o n f l i c t .  
A number of r e p o r t s  were r e c e i v e d  i n  t h e  West i n  t h e  s p r i n g  
and summer, a l l  a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  was p lann ing  
t o  rehabi l i ta te  Stal in .*  v a r i e d ,  however, i n  

s ta ted  t h a t  Brezhnev f a v o r e d  it bu t  t h a t  Sus lov  
t h e i r  a n a l y s i s  of who w a s  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n .  

t o o  Committed t o  d e - S t a l i n i z a t i o n  t o  change. 
Another s a i d  t h a t  Mikoyan w a s  v i o l e n t l y  opposed t o  making 
any concess ions  t o  t h e  Chinese  and was suppor t ed  i n  t h i s  
by t e c h n o l o g i s t s  l i k e  Kosygin-;, bu t  t h a t  under  p r e s s u r e  
from ideologues  who b o k  back n o s t a l g i c a l l y  t o  t h e  days 
when Moscow was und i spu ted  leader of orthodoxy, they  might  
have t o  succumb t o  t h e  o i n t  of f i n d i n g  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  
S t a l i n ' s  a c t i o n s .  One /thI included  both  Brezhnev and 
Kosygin i n  a middle-of- e-road grouping be ing  pushed by 
a m i l i t a r y  h i e r a r c h y  composed of S t a l i n i s t s .  

Although none of these r e p o r t s  mentioned S h e l e p i n  a s  
a major proponent of r e - S t a l i n i z a t i o n ,  o t h e r  i n d i c a t o r s  
d i scussed  below, s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  he and h i s  f a c t i o n  were 
s t r o n g l y  backing t h e  d r i v e  t o  restore S t a l i n ' s  name. On 
16 A p r i l  a t  a meet ing of c e n t r a l  committee i d e o l o g i c a l  
s p e c i a l i s t s ,  Demichev, i n  h i s  new r o l e  a s  i d e o l o g i c a l  
spokesman, r e p o r t e d l y  proposed changes i n  p o l i c y  toward 
t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  and called f o r  "more balanced t r ea tmen t "  
of S t a l i n .  

I n  May Brezhnev became t h e  first member of t h e  new 
l e a d e r s h i p  t o  mention S t a l i n ' s  name i n  p u b l i c .  The occas ion  

*With t h e  e x c e p t i o n  of one R e u t e r s  r e p o r t  i n  May w h i c h  
i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  S o v i e t s  wanted t o  a b o l i s h  t h e  system 
under w h i c h  p o l i t i c a l  l o s e r s  became unpersons and t h a t  
S t a l i n  would be mentioned i n  an h i s t o r i c a l  context--but  
not r e h a b i l i t a t e d .  
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was t h e  20th  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t h e  v i c t o r y  of t h e  S o v i e t  
Union i n  World War 11. I n  h i s  speech  Brezhnev s ta ted  
t h a t  a s  w a s  w e l l  known t h e  war had begun under un faborab le  
c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  t h e  S o v i e t  Union and t h a t  g r e a t  e f f o r t s  had 
been made t o  s t r e n g t h e n  t h e  coun t ry :  

Y h l  . The S t a t e  Defense Committee was formed 
w i t h  t h e  S e c r e t a r y  Genera l  of t h e  C e n t r a l  
Committee of t h e  All-Union Communi$$ P a r t y ,  
J o s i f  V i s a r i o n o v i c h  S t a l i n ,  a t  its head t o  
e x e r c i s e  l e a d e r s h i p  o v e r  a l l  a c t i o n  i n  t h e  
matter of o r g a n i z i n g  t h e  r e p u l s e  of t h e  enemy. 

Brezhnev went on t o  pay t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  armed f o r c e s  and t h e  
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  f o r  t h e i r  w a r t i m e  performance, bu t  d i d  n o t  
mention either of S h e l e p i n ' s  o r g a n i z a t i o n s ,  t h e  KGB o r  t h e  
Komsomol. Thus, w h i l e  s u p p o r t i n g  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  p o s i t i o n  
on t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e ,  Brezhnev w a s  c lear ly  shying  away from 
any s u p p o r t ,  imp l i ed  o r  e x p l i c i t ,  of She lep in .  Brezhnev 
had t h u s  made clear h i s  s u p p o r t  f o r  a p o l i c y  of a t  l e a s t  
p a r t i a l  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n .  H i s  r ea sons  f o r  doing 
so probably  i n c l u d e  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  as p a r t y  f i r s t  secretary 
h e  had t h e  most t o  gain from s u c h  a r e h a b i l i t a t i o n .  If 
h e  cou ld  e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  much of S t a l i n ' s  power p o s i t i o n  
was both l e g i t i m a t e  and desirable,  he  could  hope t o  a c q u i r e  
a t  least  some of t h i s  power. 

Rumors conce rn ing  impending changes i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  
began i n  t h e  summer of 1965 and ended somewhat a b r u p t l y  i n  
September. The common thread of a l l  these r e p o r t s  was t h a t  
S h e l e p i n  would r e p l a c e  Brezhnev, who w a s  po r t r ayed  as a 
bumbling incompetent .  There  were a number of v a r i a t i o n s  
and s u b s i d i a r y  themes.  According t o  one s o u r c e ,  Sus lov  
w a s  t h e  most prominent m e m b e r  of t h e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  b u t  d i d  
no t  want t h e  t o p  p o s i t i o n .  S e v e r a l  r e p o r t s  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  
Mikoyan would re t i re ,  t h a t  Brezhnev would t a k e  h i s  p l a c e ,  
and t h a t  S h e l e p i n  would take Brezhnev's p o s i t i o n .  Some 
claimed t h a t  Kosygin would a l s o  be r e l i e v e d .  

One of t h e  i s s u e s  c a u s i n g  disagreement  among t h e  
leaders a t  t h i s  t i m e  was t h a t  of p o l i t i c s  versus  economics.  
Support  f o r  t h e  dogmatic p o s i t i o n  w h i c h  v i e w s  t h e  p a r t y  a s  
a p o l i t i c a l  and i d e o l o g i c a l  body was i n d i c a t e d  by S u s l o v ,  
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S h e l e s t ,  and, most s t r o n g l y ,  by Georgian F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  
Mzhavanadze, who, i n  June ,  invoked S t a l i n ' s  words t o  s u p p o r t  
h i s  p o s i t i o n .  A f t e r  e x p r e s s i n g  h i s  h o s t i l i t y  t o  t h e  i n f l u x  
i n t o  t h e  p a r t y  of a l a r g e  number of people  wi th  p roduc t ion  
e x p e r t  ise , h-b ' s t a t e d  : 

Proceeding  from t h e  L e n i n i s t  p r i n c i p l e  of 
b u i l d i n g  o u r  p a r t y ,  I.V. S t a l i n ,  a c u t e l y  
and f i g u r a t i v e l y ,  said a t  one t i m e ,  'Our 
p a r t y  is a f o r t r e s s  t h e  doors  of which 
open o n l y  t o  t h e  t e s t e d . '  

I n d i c a t i o n s  of c o n t r o v e r s y  w i t h i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  a l s o  
came i n  t h e  form of seberal s t r o n g  s t a t e m e n t s  on t h e  need 
f o r ' c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p .  
Pravda on 15 A p r i l  and an even s t r o n g e r  one appeared i n  t h e  
-paper Pravda Vostoka on 20 A p r i l .  The l a t t e r  a r t i c l e  
p r a i s e d  t h e  -arty Co'ngress, which had s t r o n g l y  con- 
demned t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y ,  and a t t a c k e d  t h e  c u l t  a s  
w e l l  a s  t h e  methods of p e r s o n a l  d i c t a t o r s h i p ,  s u g g e s t i n g  
t h a t  its t a r g e t  w a s  a n e o - S t a l i n i s t  i n d i v i d u a l  o r  f a c t i o n .  
Thus it would appea r  t h a t  t h e  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  i n  Uzbekis tan,  
Rashidov, w a s  a t  t h i s  t i m e  g i v i n g  some s u p p o r t  to a moderate 
f a c t i o n  w h i c h  f e l t  i t s e l f  l o s i n g  ground, probably  t o  Brezhnev. 

Such a d e f e n s e  appeared i n  

During t h e  s p r i n g  and summer Podgornyy seemed t o  be 
l o s i n g  s t r e n g t h ,  w h i l e  S h e l e p i n  w a s  acqur ing  i t .  I n  A p r i l  
p a r t y  s e c r e t a r y  T i t o v ,  a Podgornyy a s s o c i a t e ,  was s e n t  t o  
Kazakhstan a s  s econd  s e c r e t a r y ;  he  was removed from t h e  
s e c r e t a r i a t  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  September.  I n  May She lep in  sup- 
p o r t e r  Stepakov was promoted from c h i e f  e d i t o r  of I z v e s t i y a  
t o  head of t h e  c e n t r a l  commit tee 's  Propaganda and A g i t a t i o n  
Department.* Tha t  same month a l l  Moscow-resident Pres id ium 
members w i t h  t h e  e x c e p t i o n  of Podgornyy received medals 
f o r  t h e i r  wartime c o n t r i b u t i o n s .  And i n  May and June  a 
l a r g e  number of art icles e x t o l l i n g  t h e  v i r t u e s  of t h e  
KGB appeared i n  t h e  press. 

*The I z v e s t i y a  p o s t  w a s  t o  remain vacant  u n t i l  Oc tobe r ,  
an i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  l e a d e r s  could  no t  ag ree  on t h e  
appointment.  
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I n  J u l y  t h e  c e n t r a l  committee reprimanded Kharkov 
O b l a s t ,  w i t h  which Podgornyy had been a s s o c i a t e d ,  f o r  
s e r i o u s  shor tcomings  i n  t h e  work of p a r t y  admiss ions .  
An 11 August Pravda  e d i t o r i a l  r e p o r t e d  t h i s  and a l s o  c r i t -  
icized t h e  o b m o r  emphasizing numerical  over  q u a l i t a t i v e  
growth,  T h i s  marked t h e  cl imax of a campaign of c r i t i c i sm 
of Podgornyy's o b l a s t '  which had begun i n  February w i t h  an 
a r t i c l e  by Brezhnev p r o t e g e  S h c h e r b i t s k i y .  T h i s  sugges ts  
t h a t  Breehnev was p-g t h e  campaign, probably  w i t h  t h e  
concurrence  of n e o - S t a l i n i s t  and or thodox e lements .  

I n  August and September, on t h e  e v e  of t h e  economic 
plenum, f o r c e f u l  a r t ic les  appeared from both t h e  neo- 
S t a l i n i s t  and l ibera l  camps. On 29 August Pravda p u b l i s h e d  
an a r t i c l e  by Komsomol C h i e f  Pavlov, a S h e l m r o t e g e ,  
who a g a i n  a t t a c k e d  those who look a t  h i s t o r y  through t h e  
"prism of t h e  n e g a t i v e  r e s u l t s  of t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t . "  
H e  urged t h a t  t h e  g r e a t  achievements of t h e  1930's  be 
stressed. 

Pavlov ' s  theme w a s  picked up by a s e c r e t a r y  of t h e  
t r a d i t i o n a l l y  h a r d - l i n e  Leningrad c i t y  p a r t y  committee, 
Yu. Lavrikov,  in a 9 September speech. He too condemned 
a "one-sided" approach t o  t h e  complex i t i e s  of t h e  c u l t .  
And, on 15 September,  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  of Leningrad O b l a s t '  
V.  T o l s t i k o v  cam6 down s t r o n g l y  on t h e  s ide  of orthodoxy 
w i t h  an a r t i c l e  c r i t i c i z i n g  t h e  l a c k  of p o s i t i v e  he roes  
and ideology i n  l i t e r a t u r e  and a r t .  The  Azerbaydzhan 
f i r s t  s e c r e t a r y ,  V. Akhundov, a l s o  stressed a hard l i n e  
i n  h i s  speech i n  September t o  a plenum of t h e  r e p u b l i c ' s  
c r e a t i v e  unions .  I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  KGB C h i e f  Semichastnyy, 
a S h e l e p i n  p r o t e g e ,  had s e r v e d  b r i e f l y  a s  Second S e c r e t a r y  
unde r  Akhundov i n  t h e  lace 1950's ,  an i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  
Akhundov might be i n  l eague  w i t h  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s .  

On 9 September t h e  l i b e r a l s  launched a c o u n t e r a t t a c k  
w i t h  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of Rumyantsev's second l i b e r a l  d e f e n s e  
of t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  i n  Pravda.* I n  t h i s  a r t i c l e  h e  
c r i t i c ized  t h e  c a l l  f o r  p o s i t i v e  heroes  a s  t h e  s o l e  c r i -  
t e r i o n  of a work and s a i d  t h a t  shortcomings should  not  be 
ignored .  Sometime b e f o r e  21 September, when t h e  o f f i c i a l  

1 d i s c u s s i o n  of t h i s  a r t i c l e .  
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announcement w a s  made, Rumyahtsev was relieved a s  P ravda ' s  
e d i t o r  and succeeded by M. Zimyanin;** t h i s  was a real  
blow t o  t h e  moderates ,  and r e p r e s e n t e d  a major defeat f o r  
Podgornyy. Rumyantsev's i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  seieral  months 
la ter  i n  a f a i r l y  r e s p o n s i b l e  pos i t i on**  i n d i c a t e d ,  however, 
t h a t  Podgornyy s t i l l  r e t a i n e d  c o n s i d e r a b l e  s t r e n g t h .  

S h e l e p i n  may have made h i s  major push f o r  power i n  
September. About t h i s  t i m e  s e v e r a l  a r t i c l e s  were pub l i shed  
defending  t h e  P a r t y - S t a t e  C o n t r o l  Committee--which 4e headed-- 
s u g g e s t i n g  e i ther  t h a t  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  was under a t t a c k ,  
t h a t  S h e l e p i n  was t r y i n g  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  t h i s  o r g a n i z k t i o n ,  
o r  bo th .  T h i s  committee had been established i n  1962. Its 
f u n c t i o n  was t o  f i n d  and punish! p a r t y  and government o f f i -  
c i a l s  g u i l t y  of misconduct .  The e x i s t e n c e  of such  an 
e x t r a - p a r t y  o r g a n i z a t i o n  had been c o n t r o v e r s i a l  and S h e l e p i n ' s  
p o s i t i o n  a s  head of t h e  committee gave h i m  a f a i r l y  power- 
f u l  base  from which t o  o p e r a t e .  Sovetskaya Be lo russ iya ,  t h e  
Be lo russ i an  pape r ,  i n  a 13 August e d i t o r i a l ,  described 
p a r t y  s t a t e  c o n t r o l  a s  an " i n h e r e n t ,  i n t e g r a l  p a r t  of p a r t y  
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  work." T h i s  w a s  an i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  s u p p o r t  
being g i v e n  S h e l e p i n  by t h e  B e l o r u s s i a n  p a r t y  and its l e a d e r  
Masherov. 'Also, i n  mid-September t h e  writers Andrey Sinyav- 
skSy and Yuriy Danie l  were arrested by t h e  KGB f o r  p u b l i s h i n g  
works i n  t h e  West under  pseudonyms. The timdng of t h e s e  
a r r e s t s  may have r e p r e s e n t e d  an a t t e m p t  by t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  
t o  seize t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  on t h e  e v e  of t h e  September plenum. 
B u t  t h e  Pres id ium must have ag reed  t o  t h e  a c t i o n ,  i n d i c a t i n g  
t h a t  Brezhnev approved and had t a k e n  a number of key vo te s  
w i t h  h i m .  

According t o  a r e p o r t  oppos it i on 
b e f o r e  t h e  September plenum 1s L U  Cel t h e  
economic s t r u c t u r e  th rough d e - c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  and an emphasis 

*Zimyanin r o s e  t o  prominence t h r o u g h t t h e  Be lo russ i an  
Komsomol and P a r t y ;  he  a l s o  s e r v e d  a s  d e p u t y  m i n i s t e r  of 
f o r e i g n  a f f a i r s .  

**Rumyantsev's i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i n  November a s  Act ing 
Academician S e c r e t a r y  of t h e  Department of Economics i n d i -  
c a t e d  t h a t  h e  s t i l l  had s u p p o r t .  
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on p r o f i t s ,  came from S h e l e p i n  and Sus lov ,  who f e a r e d  t h e  
i n c r e a s e d  freedom f o r  p l a n t  managers would weaken c e n t r a l  
c o n t r o l  of t h e  economy. The reform adopted a t  t h e  Septem- 
be r  p a r t y  plenum r e p r e s e n t e d  a compromise w i t h  t h e  economic 
r e fo rmers ,  backed by Kos i n  ach iev ing  only  a p o r t i o n  of 
t h e i r  g o a l .  
was a s i g n i f i c a n  s s u e ,  e major p o l i t i c a l  issue b e f o r e  
t h e  plenum w a s  t h e  p r o p o s a l  t o  p a r t i a l l y  r e h a b i l i t a t e  S t a l i n .  
T h e r e  were t h o s e ,  he r e p o r t e d ,  who favored  p o l i t i c a l  a s  
w e l l  a s  h i s t o r i c a l  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n .  I t  was dec ided ,  however, 
t o  leave t h e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  a t  t h e  level of t h e  20 th  anni-  
ve r sa ry  of t h e  end of t h e  war--public r e f e r e n c e  t o  S t a l i n ' s  
e x i s t e n c e  a s  an h i s t o r i c a l  f i g u r e  when obvious ly  c a l l e d  f o r .  
Thus,  on both  issues-- the economy and Sta l in- -a  compromise 
p o s i t i o n  seem t o  have p r e v a i l e d .  A t  t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  
s e s s i o n  w h i c h  fo l lowed  the plenum, Brezhnev w a s  named a 
member of t h e  Supreme S o v i e t ' s  Presidium, a l a r g e l y  honor- 
i f i c  p o s t ,  bu t  still i n d i c a t i v e  of h i s  growing s t r e n g t h .  
Polyanskiy  w a s  named a first deputy  chairman of t h e  Counci l  
of M i n i s t e r s ,  t h e r e b y  becoming S h e l e p i n ' s  s e n i o r  i n  t h e  
government. N e i t h e r  Brezhnev nor  Kosygin mentioned 
S h e l e p i n ' s  P a r t y - S t a t e  C o n t r o l  Committee i n  h i s  speech ,  
a f a i r l y  obvious omission.  

r e p o r t e d  t h a t  w h i l e  reform - 
Brezhnev Undermines S h e l e p i n  

B r e z h n e v ' s  s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  p o s i t i o n  
both on r e - S t a l i n i z i n g  and c u l t u r a l  p o l i c y  was r evea led  
s h o r t l y  a f t e r  t h e  plenum. A p r o t e g e  of h i s ,  Sergey 
Trapeznikov who i n  June  had been appoin ted  C h i e f  of t h e  
c e n t r a l  :Committee's S e c t i o n  f o r  S c i e n t i f i c  and Educa t iona l  
I n s t i t u t i o n s ,  wro te  an a r t i c l e  which appeared i n  Pravda on 
8 October ,  i n  wh ich  he  s t r o n g l y  a s s e r t e d  t h e  supremacy of 
theo ry  over  p r a c t i c e .  Trapeznikov s a i d  t h a t  no p a r t y  is 
guaranteed  a g a i n s t  t a c t i c a l  e r r o r s ,  b u t  t h a t  t h e  main 
q u e s t i o n  is t h e  depth  of these mis takes  and t h e  t i m e l y  
c o r r e c t i o n  of them.  H e  condemned one-sided approaches t o  
i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  c o l l e c t  i v i z a t  i o n ,  and, of c o u r s e ,  t h e  
war. T h u s ,  s e v e r a l  s p e c i f i c  p o l i c i e s  were added t o  t h e  
s u b j e c t  of S t a l i n ' s  wart ime l e a d e r s h i p  a s  be ing  no l o n g e r  
s u i t a b l e  t o p i c s  f o r  cri t icism. The o f f i c i a l ,  and c l e a r l y  
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Brezhnev-supported,  l i n e  on t h e  c u l t  of t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  
was made clear: 

. . . C e r t a i n l y  t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  
brought  s i g n i f i c a n t  harm t o  t he  c a u s e  
of s o c i a l i s t  c o n s t r u c t i o n  i n  c e r t a i n  
s p h e r e s  of t h e  l i f e  of s o c i e t y .  How- 
ever, n e i t h e r  t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  
itself &or its consequences f lowed i n  
any way from t h e  s o c i a l i s t  sys tem and 
d id  no t  change and cou ld  n o t  change 
its c h a r a c t e r .  T h e r e f o r e ,  it cannot  
be recognized  a s  e i t h e r  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  
o r  f a c t u a l l y  c o r r e c t  when i n  some of 
o u r  s c i e n t i f i c  o r  a r t i s t i c  p u b l i -  
c a t i o n s  l i f e  is p o r t r a y e d  only  from 
t h e  v iewpoin t  of t h e  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  
of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  and t h e y  
t h e r e b y  c l o u d  t h e  h e r o i c  s t r u g g l e s  of 
t h e  S o v i e t  peop le  who are  b u i l d i n g  
s o c i a l i s m  . . . . 
T h i s  a r t ic le  by Trapeznikov was fo l lowed  on 2b October 

w i t h  an i n s t r u c t i o n a l  l e t te r ,  s e n t  o u t  by Trapeznikov 's  
department  t o  s c h o o l s ,  c a l l i n g  f o r  changes i n  t h e  t r ea tmen t  
of t h e  S t a l i n  and Khrushchev p e r i o d s  i n  h i s t o r y  courses .  
I t  c a l l e d  f o r  i nceeased  emphasis on t h e  r o l e  of t h e  c e n t r a l  
l e a d e r s h i p  i n  m o b i l i z i n g  economic resources f o r  defense 
d u r i n g  t h e  war and f o r  r e s t o r a t i o n  a f t e r  i t .  The l e t t e r  
a l s o  stressed t h e  need t o  r e v e a l  t h e  harm of s u b j e c t i v i s m .  
T h e s e  two Trapeznikov s t a t e m e n t s  c l e a r l y  demonstrated t h a t  
a p o l i c y  had been adopted ,  t h a t  Brezhnev had endorsed t h a t  
p o l i c y ,  and t h a t  t h e  l i n e  was or thodox.  

Thus, t h e  major p r o t a g o n i s t s  i n  t h e  s t r u g g l e  t ak ing  
p l a c e  w i t h i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  a t  t h i s  t i m e  both seemed t o  be 
s u p p o r t e r s  of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  l i n e .  That  She lep in ,  l e a d e r  
of a n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n ,  was involved  was c l e a r l y  re -  
vea led  i n  t h e  ongoing d i s p u t e  over  t h e  f u t u r e  of t h e  Pa r ty -  
S t a t e  C o n t r o l  Committee. On 8 ,and 12 October  r e s p e c t i v e l y  
I z v e s t i y a  and Pravda a s s e r t e d  t h a t  t h e  r o l e  of t h e  commit- 
tee would' r i s e  under t h e  new m i n i s t r y  s y s t e m  set  u p  a t  
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t h e  September plenum. On t h e  1 5 t h  Krasnaya Zvezda sup- 
p o r t e d  t h e  r o l e  of t h e  c o n t r o l  groups i n  t h e m  f o r c e s  
and demanded t h a t  p e r s e c u t i o n  of them s t o p .  However, 
P a r t i y n a y a  Zhizn fo l lowed t h e  l i n e  t aken  by Kosygin and 
Brezhnev a t x s e p t e m b e r  plenum, and comple te ly  ignored  
t h e  ro le  of p a r t y - s t a t e  c o n t r o l  organs ,  r e f e r r i n g  t o  p a r t y  
organs  as t h e  checking  bodies .  
c r i t i c i z e d  p a r t y - s t a t e  c o n t r o l  groups q u i t e  s t r o n g l y .  T h i s  

And S o v i e t  S t a t e - a n d  Law 

s h a r p  d ive rgence  ove r  an  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c l o s e l y  connec ted  w i t h  
a Pres id ium member, S h e l e p i n ,  c l e a r l y  r e v e a l e d  t h e  i n t e n s i t y  
of t h e  s t r u g g l e .  

S h e l e p i n ' s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  con t inued  t o  push t h e i r  
p o s i t i o n .  Demichev addres sed  members of t h e  RSFSR Wpiters  
Union in Moscow and r e p o r t e d l y  c a l l e d  f o r  an end t o  "camp" 
l i t e r a t u r e  (i.e.,  l i t e r a t u r e  concern ing  S t a l i n ' s  crimes) 
and f o r  an emphasis on t h e  "hero ic"  a s p e c t s  of S o v i e t  
h i s t o r y .  I n  e a r l y  September he had r e p o r t e d l y  apologized  
t o  t h e  writers f o r  excessive a t t a c k s  on them; now he  w a s  
pushing  t h e  a t t a c k  aga in .  On 28 November a Pravda a r t i c l e  
by RSFSR Agi tprop  C h i e f  Khaldeyev, a S h e l e p i n  a s s o c i a t e ,  
a l s o  emphasized a ha rd - l ine  approach. H e  cr i t ic ized a 
one-sided approach i n  l i t e r a t u r e  and c a l l e d  f o r  improvement 
i n  t h e  i d e o l o g i c a l  and p o l i t i c a l  i n d o c t r i n a t i o n  of youth.  
H e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  c a l l e d  upon t h e  Komsomol t o  do moze i n  t h i s  
a r e a .  Deputy Chief  of t h e  c e n t r a l  commit tee 's  c u l t u r a l  
s e c t i o n ,  G. Kuni t syn ,  i n  November's Kommunist, t h r e a t e n e d  
nonconformist  a r t i s t s  w i t h  expu l s ion  from c r e a t i v e  unions .  

A c e n t r a l  committee plenum w a s  h e l d  from 4 t o  6 
December and w a s  fo l lowed by a two-day s e s s i o n  of t h e  
Supreme S o v i e t .  A number of h igh- leve l  pe r sonne l  changes 
w e r e  made, t h u s  v i n d i c a t i n g  t o  some e x t e n t  t h e  f l o o d  of 
rumors of t h e  p rev ious  summer. Mikoyan, who had undoubtedly 
opposed any r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n  and would c o n t i n u e  t o  
push t h e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n ' s  v i c t i m s ,  " res igned"  a s  
Chairman of t h e  Pres id ium of t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  and was 
succeeded by Podgornyy. Podgornyy probably  s imul t aneous ly  
l e f t  h i s  p o s i t i o n  on t h e  CPSU S e c r e t a r i a t ,  a l t hough  t h i s  
cou ld  n o t  be announced u n t i l  t h e  next  c e n t r a l  committee 
meeting--the congres s  i n  March 1966. T h i s  a c t i o n  marked 
a r e a l  s e t -back  f o r  t h e  moderates .  However, i t  was matched 
by a blow t o  She lep in .  The Party-.State Cont ro l  Committee 
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was a b o l i s h e d  and S h e l e p i n  l o s t  h i s  p o s i t i o n  a s  Deputy 
Chairman of t h e  Counci l  of M i n i s t e r s .  I n  hcts speech  t o  
t h e  plenum Brezhnev s a i d  t h a t  there had been shortcomings 
i n  t h e  work of t h e  committee,  a c l e a r  s l a p  a t  She lep in .  
A p r o t e g e  of Brezhnev 's i  Vladimir  S h c h e r b i t s k i g ,  was- named 
a c a n d i d a t e  member of t he ,  Pres id ium.  Thus, Brezhnev seemed 
t o  have emerged t h e  v i c t o r  from t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s k i r m i s h .  
H e  had a d m i n i s t e r e d  a d e c i s i v e  r e b u f f  t o  t h e  moderates and 
had a l s o  managed t o  s t a v e  o f f  S h e l e p i n ' s  cha l l enge ,  d e a l i n g  
him a severe d e f e a t  i n  t h e  p rocess .  

:c :c :.:.: .. .., . . . .- - . . .. . . . . . . . . . .._._... . ...... .. ..,. . 
_.1 . . ._ . . . . .. .. . . . . . .  . . .  

INTELLXTUALS 

P r e s s  For  More Freedom 

The u n s e t t l e d  n a t u r e  of t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  and t h e  l a c k  
of an agreed  p o s i t i o n  d u r i n g  t h e  f i r s t  few months a f t e r  
Khrushchev's o u s t e r  was r e f l e c t e d  i n  r e l a t i v e l y  more freedom 
f o r  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  L ibe ra l  a r t i c l e s  were pub l i shed  
and a t t a c k s  on c o n s e r v a t i v e  v i e w s  w e r e  commonplace. L i t e r -  
a tu rnaya  G a z e t a ' s  12  November cri t icism of a c o n s e r v a m  
novel ,  f o r  example, r e c a l l e d  t h e  ha r sh  methods of t h e  S t a l i n  
y e a r s .  The book be ing  reviewed had c a l l e d  f o r  a m i l i t a n t  
s t r u g g l e  f o r  party-mindedness i n  a r t ;  t h e  r e v i e w  s t a t e d  
t h a t  t h e  s t r u g g l e  f o r  s o c i a l i s t  r e a l i s m  had been compli- 
c a t e d  by t h e ' k u b j e c t i v e  approach of S t a l i n "  and by a t t e m p t s  
a t  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  s o l u t i o n s  t o  compl ica ted  problems.* 

On 13 December 1964, A .  Bocharov i n  I z v e s t i y a  made 
a p l e a  f o r  a l i b e r a l  a r t i s t i c  p o l i c y ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  c r i t i c i s m  
should  persuade  and e d u c a t e ,  n o t  s u p p r e s s .  H i s  c l o s i n g  
s t a t emen t  was q u i t e  po in t ed :  

I n  o r d e r  t o  be a u t h o r i t a t i v e ,  a c r i t i c  m u s t  be 
guided by t h e  h i g h e s t  i n t e r e s t s  of t h e  people  
and no t  by group p r e d i l e c t i o n s ,  not  by t h e  
' l i t e r a r y  p o l i c y '  of t h e  moment, w h i c h  t o o  
o f t e n  resembles  l i t e r a r y  confus ion .  

*The a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e  t e r m  s u b j e c t i v e  t o  S t a l i n  is 
u n u s u a l ,  for a t  t h i s  time t h e  term was being a p p l i e d  
p r i m a r i l y  t o  Khrushchev .  
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An a r t i c l e  by  Noviy  Mir's c h i e f  e d i t o r ,  Aleksandr 
Tvardovskiy,  c o m m e m o r m  the j o u r n a l ' s  40 th  ann ive r sa ry  
appeared i n  t h e  Janua ry  i s s u e  of t h a t  j o u r n a l .  Tvardovskiy 
defended t h e  need t o  p r e s e n t  t h e  whole t r u t h ,  a rguing  t h a t  
there is no such  t h i n g  a s  t r u t h  of l i f e  ve r sus  t r u t h  of 
f ac t - tha t  t h e r e  is on ly  t r u t h . *  H e  cont inued  h i s  a t t a c k  
on or thodox c u l t u r a l  v iewpoin ts  by s t a t i n g  t h a t  each work 
cannot  p r e s e n t  t h e  whole p i c t u r e - - t h a t  on ly  l i t e r a t u r e  a s  
a whole can  do that-and t h a t  no h e r o  is a b l e  t o  r e p r e s e n t  
a l l  t h i n g s .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  a t  one t i m e  ( i .e . ,  under S t a l i n )  
t h e  e x a l t a t i o n  of t h e  he ro  had t aken  t h e  p l a c e  of r e a l i t y .  

Tvardovskiy was answered on 9 Janua ry  by a Pravda 
e d i t o r i a l  which argued t h a t  t h e  a r t i s t  must p r e s e n m  
i n  f u l l  h i s t o r i c a l  p e r s p e c t i v e  and c r i t i c ized  works w h i c h  
c o n c e n t r a t e  on t h e  n e g a t i v e  a s p e c t s  of l i f e .  These con- 
t r a d i c t o r y  views, a s  expres sed  by t h e  most l i b e r a l  j o u r n a l  
pub l i shed  i n  t h e  Soviet  Union and t h e  p a r t y  paper,  r e c u r  
r e p e a t e d l y  i n  t h e  d i a logue  between l i b e r a l  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  
and t h e  c o n s e r v a t i v e s .  

I n  Februa ry  Pravda pub l i shed  two c o n t r a s t i n g  a r t i c l e s  
on c u l t u r a l  p o l i c y .  The p a p e r ' s  e d i t o r  Rumyantsev, an 
apparent  Podgornyy s u p p o r t e r ,  was t h e  a u t h o r  of t h e  f irst ,  
which appearedl.on 21 February  and w a s  moderate.  Rumyantsev 
made t h e  necessary  bows toward t h e  need f o r  p a r t y  s p i r i t  i n  
a l l  forms of c r e a t i v e  work, bu t  he c o n c e n t r a t e d  h i s  ener-  
g i e s  on suppor t  f o r  t h e  "h ighes t  humanist  i d e a l , "  t h e  f r e e  
a l l -a round development of e v e r y  i n d i v i d u a l  i n  conformity 
w i t h  t h e  g e n e r a l  i n t e r e s t .  Rumyantsev then  connected a 
s t r o n g  defense  of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  w i t h  t h e  concept  
of t h e  freedom t o  c r e a t e ,  t h u s  r e f l e c t i n g  t h e  knowledge 

*This p a r t i c u l a r  i s s u e  b e a r s  a somewhat f r i g h t e n i n g  
resemblance t o  t h e  bas ic  q u e s t i o n  i n  t h e  purge t r i a l s  i n  
t h e  l a t e  1930's--did it m a t t e r  i n  f a c t  whe the r  o r  not  t h e  
accused  person had c o n s p i r e d  a g x n m t a l i n ;  or was i t  
enough t h a t  he  had t h e  p o t e n t i a l  t o  do so? The f a c t s  i n  
o t h e r  words a r e  i r r e l e v a n t .  The argument f o r  t h e  t r u t h  of 
l i f e  is t h a t  a n y  f a c t  which does no t  s u p p o r t  t h e  o f f i c i a l  
v i e w  is out  of t une  w i t h  t h e  t r u t h  of l i f e ,  is t h e r e f o r e  
wrong, and shou ld  not  be expres sed .  I t  is an  a t t empt  t o  
s u p p r e s s  by t h e  u s e  of . jargon any hones t  and o b j e c t i v e  
a t t e m p t  t o  d e s c r i b e  and assess history and  life. 
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and f e a r  of t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  t h a t  t h e  emergence t o  domi- 
nance of a s i n g l e  man, be he S t a l i n ,  Khrushhhev, o r  Brezhnev, 
g r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e s  t h e  chances  of a r b i t r a r y  i n t e r f e r e n c e .  

Ne i the r  t h e  r i g h t  of l e a d e r s h i p  i n  and of 
itself n o r  t h e  p o s t  occupied g i v e s  grounds 
f o r  i n t e r v e n i n g  i n  t h e  c o u r s e  of l i f e ;  on ly  
competence i n  one or ano the r  s p h e r e  of 
knowledge and p r a c t i c e  e n t a i l s  t h i s  r i g h t .  

The second Pravda  a r t ic le  appeared on 26 February  and 
was w r i t t e n  by Yu .Barabash ,  who was not  f u r t h e r  i d e n t i f i e d .  
Barabash s t r o n g l y  defended s o c i a l i s t  r e a l i s m  and t h e  "posi-  
t i v e  hero." He p r e s e n t e d  t h e  b a s i c  arguments f o r  t h e  t r u t h  
of l i fe ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  good a r t i s t  even i f  he d e p i c t s  
u g l y  and a l i e n  phenomena does so i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  of an a f f i r -  
mat ion of what is wonderful .  Writers f a i l ,  h e  s t a t e d ,  when 
they  do n o t  r ise  above s u p e r f i c i a l ,  e m p i r i c a l  o b s e r v a t i o n s  
t o  t h e  g r e a t  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s .  Barabash ended h i s  a r t i c l e  
w i t h  a s t a t e m e n t  conce rn ing  t h e  world-wide s t r u g g l e  f o r  
t h e  minds of men, s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  q u e s t i o n  of t h e  g o a l s  
of a r t  conce rns  t h e  p l a c e  of t h e  a r t i s t  i n  t h e  s t r u g g l e  of 
ideologies .  T h i s  s o m e w h a t  vague linking of t h e  i s s u e s  of 
c r e a t i v e  freedom and a l i e n  ideology was t o  become a b a s i c  
t e n e t  of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  a t t a c k s ,  and is very r e m i n i s c e n t  
of S t a l i n ' s  a t t a c k s  on i n t e l l e c t u a l s ,  accus ing  them of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l i s m  and cosmopoli tanism.  The p u b l i c a t i o n  of 
these two, c o n f l i c t i n g  a r t i c l e s  i n  Pravda s u g g e s t s  t h a t  a t  
t h i s  p o i n t  t h e  o f f i c i a l  p o s i t i o n  o n m r e  was s t i l l  be ing  
s h a r p l y  d i s p u t e d ,  r e f l e c t i n g  t h e  u n s e t t l e d  n a t u r e  of t h e  
l e a d e r s h i p  s t r u g g l e .  Podgornyy may have backed t h e  first,  
moderate a r t i c l e ;  t h e  q u i c k  appearance of an or thodox 
a r t i c l e  r e v e a l e d  t h a t  t h e  backers  of a h a r d  l i n e  would no t  
be d e f e a t e d  e a s i l y .  

The N e o - S t a l i n i s t s  Push;  The Moderates Counter 

The p r e s s u r e  of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  
began t o  be reflected i n  c u l t u r a l  t r e n d s  i n  t h e  s p r i n g  of 
1965. On 27 A p r i l  an  a r t i c l e  appeared i n  L i t e r a t u r n a y a  
Gazeta w h i c h  c a l l e d  for t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  t o  r e s p e c t a b i l i t y  
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of t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  of t h e  S t a l i n  p e r i o d ,  andthe repudia-  
t i o n  of  s u b j e c t i v i s m  (i.e.,  Khrushchevianism) i n  t h e  s t u d y  
of  t h e  h i s t o r y  of Sov ie t  l i t e r a t u r e .  The a r t i c l e  s t a t e d  
t h a t  a l though  t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  had i n f l i c t e d  losses 
on t h e  development of S o v i e t  l i t e r a t u r e ,  i t  never  c u t  
s h o r t  its p r o g r e s s i v e  movement. An a r t i c l e  i n  t h a t  same 
paper  two days l a t e r  appea led  t o  writers t o  seek  h i s t o r i c a l  
t r u t h  " i n  a l l  its e n t i r e t y . "  

. . . . . . . ....., _... -.... .-  ....... ~ .a, .. 
. _.. .... -,. . . . .. . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . .. . ..-.... . .  

F o r  t h i s  i t  m u s t  be k e p t  i n  mind t h a t  genuine 
p e n e t r a t i o n  i n t o  t h e  t r u t h  of l i f e  of those 
y e a r s  is t h e  thorough i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of many 
object ive f a c t o r s  and n o t  merely t h e  depic- 
t i o n  of S t a l i n ' s  e r r o r s  and m i s c a l c u l a t i o n s .  

Arrests and demons t r a t ions  a p p a r e n t l y  began a t  l e a s t  
a s  e a r l y  a s  Apri l .  I n  t h a t  month t h e  two young i n t e l l e c -  
u a l s ,  A .  Amalrik and A .  Z v e r e v ,  were r e p o r t e d l y  a r r e s t e d ;  
one was sen tenced  t o  t w o  and a h a l f  y e a r s  i n  e x i l e  f o r  
pa ras i t i sm- - the  o the r  a p p a r e n t l y  was r e l e a s e d .  There  is 
a l s o  a r e p o r t  t h a t  i n  A p r i l  l e a d e r s  of t h e  c e n t r a l  e x e c u t i v e  
committee of SMOG* planned  a demonst ra t ion .  T h i s  was h e l d .  
on 14 A p r i l  and r e s u l t e d  i n  s e v e r a l  a r r e s t s  and s e v e r a l  
u n i v e r s i t y  e x p u l s i o n s .  

The h a r d - l i n e  view t a k e n  by  t h e  Leningrad organiza-  
t i o n , p a r t i c u l a r l y  its o b l a s t '  f i r s t  s e c r e t a r y ,  T o l s t i k o v ,  
w a s  reflected i n -  a 30 J u n e  Leningradskaya Pravda a r t i c l e  
w h i c h  r e p o r t e d  t h a t  a meet ing  of p a r t y  m e m m r o m  t h e  
Leningrad writers o r g a n i z a t i o n  had acknowledged t h a t  
" j u s t i f i a b l e  cri t icism" had been l e v e l e d  a t  Leningrad 
writers by a plenum of t h e  c i t y  p a r t y  committee. 

However, t h e  l i b e r a l  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  were f a r  from 
cowed. I n  J u l y  t h e  t h e a t r i c a l  j o u r n a l  T e a t r  pub l i shed  an  
a r t i c l e  by A .  An iks t ,  c r i t i c i z i n g  t h e  theater of t h e  S t a l i n  
e r a  and p r a i s i n g  t h e  t h e a t e r  of t h e  e a r l y  1960's. The 

its name from t h e  f i r s t  l e t t e r s  of t h e  Russian words f o r  
word, thought ,  form, and p r o f u n d i t y .  

*A l o o s e ,  i l l e g a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of young d i s s i d e n t s  t a k i n g  
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l i b e r a l  j o u r n a l  Yunost '  i n  J u l y  took a s i m i l a r  l i n e  on 
f i l m s  and defend- p o r t r a y a l  of d i v e r s i f i e d  t y p e s ' o f  
heroes .  And, on 1 August,  Pravda pub l i shed  an a r t i c l e  
by Tvardovskiy de fend ing  a g a i n s t  an a t t a c k  on h i s  poem 
"Terkin i n  t h e  Othe r  World" made i n  a 30 Ju ly  l e t te r  t o  
Pravda.  Tvardovskiy s t a t e d  t h a t  "anyone who r e a d s  t h e  
poem wi thou t  p r e j u d i c e "  would see t h a t  is p r e s e n t s  a s a t i r i -  
c a l  p i c t u r e  of t h o s e  a s p e c t s  of r e a l i t y - - s t a g n a t i o n ,  
bureaucracy ,  formalism-that  hamper S o v i e t  p rog res s .  

r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  l i b e r a l  p o i n t  of view.  Noviy M i r  pub l i shed  
an e d i t o r i a l  which a g a i n  d e n i e d  t h e  v a l i d m f x u n t e r -  
pos ing  s m a l l  and l a r g e  t r u t h ,  a rgu ing  t h a t  t r u t h  is t r u t h .  
And on 9 September Pravda c a r r i e d  t h e  p rev ious ly  mentioned 
l i b e r a l  e d i t o r i a l  by its c h i e f  e d i t o r  Rumyantsev, i n  w h i c h  
h e  made a l i b e r a l  d e f e n s e  of t h e  a r t s .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  
p o s i t i v e  heroes  are c e r t a i n l y  impor tan t  bu t  should  n o t  be 
t h e  only c r i t e r i o n  of t h e  a r t i s t i c  va lue  of a work. H e  
a rgued  t h a t  s o c i a l i s t  r e a l i s m  shou ld  not  be o v e r s i m p l i f i e d  
and t h a t  c r i t i c i z i n g  f a u l t s  is no t  a l i e n  t o  s o c i a l i s t  
r e a l i s m ;  on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  i g n o r i n g  shortcomings may l e a d  
t o  n i h i l i s m .  He a l s o  s u p p o r t e d  t h e  Noviy M i r  p o s i t i o n  
t h a t  no writer,  l e t  a l o n e  i n  one w o r n n x  t h a t  w h i c h  
is p o s s i b l e  on ly  t o  l i t e r a t u r e  a s  a whole. Rumyantsev 
c r i t i c i z e d  t h o s e  who t r y  t o  s e t  t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  a g a i n s t  
p a r t y  s p i r i t ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h i s  amounts t o  a demagogic 
a t t a c k  on c u l t u r e .  H e  suppor t ed  p a r t y  guidance of t h e  
a r t s ,  b u t  exp la ined  why some people  q u e s t i o n  t h i s  guidance:  

I n  September there were several impor tan t  a r t i c l e s  

One can see i n  s u c h  q u e s t i o n s  t h e  l e g i t i m a t e  
a larm caused by r e c o l l e c t i o n s  of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
no t  so l ong  ago words about p a r t y  guidance 
sometimes masked c r u d e  r u l e  by dec ree  i n  t h e  
s p h e r e  of a r t i s t i c  l i f e ,  and c a t e g o r i c a l ,  
d i l e t a n t i s t  judgments  about  c e r t a i n  a r t i s t s  
and t h e i r  works. 

Furthermore,  Rumyantsev's concept  of p a r t y  guidance d i f f e r e d  
somewhat from t h e  c o n s e r v a t i v e  v i e w ;  h e  emphasized t h a t  t h e  
p a r t y  should  defend t h e  a r t i s t ' s  r i g h t  t o  select h i s  own 
themerand s t y l e .  
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On 19 September Pravda ,  i n  ano the r  e d i t o r i a l ,  
p re sen ted  a c o n s e r v a t i v e  v e r s i o n  of Rumyantsev's a r t ic le ,  
sugges t ing  t h a t  t h e  d e c i s i o n  t o  f i r e  Rumyantsev had 
a l r e a d y  been made, and a n o t h e r  a r t i c l e  on t h e  24th was 
even more c o n s e r v a t i v e .  Radio Moscow, however,  con t inued  
t o  c a r r y  Rumyantsev's e d i t o r i a l  i n  b roadcas t s  f o r  two weeks. 
A c e r t a i n  i n a b i l i t y  t o  decide j u s t  what t h e  o f f i c a l  l i n e  
was a t  t h i s  t i m e  was d i s p l a y e d  by I z v e s t i y a  which p u b l i s h e d  
two c o n t r a d i c t o r y  a r t i c l e s  i n  a three-day pe r iod .  On 23 
September F. Kuznetsov made a p l e a  t h a t  works be judged  by 
t h e i r  a r t i s t i c  m e r i t ,  n o t  t h e i r  i d e o l o g i c a l  c o n t e n t .  Three  
days l a t e r  V. Shcherb ina  stated t h a t  these two concepts  a r e  
in sepa rab le .  

According t o  one r e p o r t ,  i n  October t h e  70 th  b i r t h d a y  
of t h e  poe t  Yesenin was marked and t h e  poe t  Yevtushenko 
r e a d  an unpubl i shed  poem " L e t t e r  t o  Yesenin" w h i c h  was 
c l e a r l y  an a t t a c k  on Komsomol c h i e f  Pavlov: 

When a rosy-cheeked Komsomol c h i e f  
Bangs h i s  fist a t  u s  p o e t s  
And wants  t o  knead ou r  s o u l s  l i k e  wax 
And wants t o  f a s h i o n  them i n  h i s  own image, 
H i s  words, Yesenin,  do no t  t e r r i f y  us ,  
Although i t  is ha rd  t o  be happy . . . 
You w e r e  more p a r t y - o r i e n t e d  than  a l l  t h e  s c o u n d r e l s  
Who t r i e d  t o  teach you t o  t h i n k  l i k e  t h e  p a r t y .  

I n  a November Kommunist a r t i c l e  a man named V .  Ivanov 
a t t a c k e d  t h e  "so-ca l led  t h e o r y  of dehe ro iza t ion , "  and re- 
f u t e d  t h e  Noviy M i r  e d i t o r i a l s  on " t h e  t r u t h  of l i f e  v e r s u s  
t h e  t r u t h  o f c t . "  H e  quo ted  Lenin t o  t h e  effect  t h a t  
f a c t s  i n  t o t a l i t y  a r e  d e f i n i t e l y  conc lus ive ,  b u t  t a k e n  o u t  
of c o n t e x t  and t o t a l i t y  are fragmentary and a r b i t r a r y .  

The a r r e s t s  of Dan ie l  and Sinyavskiy  i n  mid-September 
f r i g h t e n e d  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  community, and on 5 December-a 
demonst ra t ion  was h e l d  i n  Moscow t o  p r o t e s t  these  a r r e s t s ;  
a number of p e r s o n s  were arrested,  some of whom were sub-  
s equen t ly  t r i e d .  Also i n  December t h e  first of what was 
t o  be a series o f ,  w r i t t e n  p r o t e s t s  was s e n t  by S i n y a v s k i y ' s  
w i f e  t o  Brezhnev, t h e  USSR P r o c u r a t o r  Genera l ,  and v a r i o u s  
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S o v i e t  newspapers.  I n  it s h e  recalled t h e  t r i a l s  of 1937 
and termed h e r  husband's  a r res t  an example of l awles sness .  

Thus, th roughout  1965, w h i l e  t h e  l i be ra l s  and mod- 
e r a t e s  managed t o  s c o r e  o c c a s i o n a l  p o i n t s ,  t h e  c l e a r  t r e n d  
w a s  toward a n  i n c r e a s i n g l y  more or thodox l i n e .  By t h e  end 
of t h e  y e a r  Noviy Y i r  s t o o d  v i r t u a l l y  a l o n e  i n  its defense  
of t h e  l i b e r m s m o n .  I n  its November e d i t o r i a l  i t  
aga in  quoted  Lenin  t o  s u p p o r t  its view t h a t  i d e o l o g i c a l  
p e r s u a s i o n  is o n l y  e f f e c t i v e  when accep ted  v o l u n t a r i l y ,  
a plea t h a t  there be no clamp down on t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  

STALIN THEMES 

C r i t i c i s m  of S t a l i n  Cont inues  

The u n s e t t l e d  n a t u r e  of t h e  s t r u g g l e  f o r  power i n  
t h e  S o v i e t  Union opened t h e  way for  a push by t h e  i n t e l -  
l e c t u a l s  t o  a t t a i n  g r e a t e r  freedom. It a l s o  p e r m i t t e d  t h e  
c o n t i n u a t i o n  of h a r s h  c r i t i c i s m  of S t a l i n  a s  a l eader  and 
cont inued  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of t h o s e  who s u f f e r e d  and d i ed  i n  
t h e  purges .  

The l i b e r a l  j o u r n a l  Noviy M i r  pub l i shed  a number of 
a r t i c l e s  i n  t h e  months a f t e r  Khrushchev's f a l l  w h i c h  were 
h igh ly  c r i t i c a l  of S t a l i n ' s  hand l ing  of t h e  pre-war s i t u a -  
t i o n .  Ivan Mayskiy,* i n  m e m o i r s  pub l i shed  i n  t h a t  j o u r n a l  
i n  December, a t t a c k e d  S t a l i n  f o r  f a i l i n g  t o  heed warnings 
about an impending a t t a c k  and f o r  f a i l i n g  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  
de fenses .  The w r i t e r  I l y a  Erenburg,  i n  a January a r t i c l e ,  
a t t a c k e d  S t a l i n ' s  e x t e r m i n a t i o n  of army commanders be fo re  
t h e  war. These  have been t h e  main cr i t ic isms of S t a l i n ' s  
pre-war l e a d e r s h i p .  

-- 

Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS, t h e  organ of t h e  I n s t i t u t e  of 
Marxism-Leninism, p u b l i m  a number of a n t i - S t a l i n  a r t i c l e s  
du r ing  t h i s  pepiod;  i n  November it c a r r i e d  s e v e r a l  s u c h  
a r t i c l e s .  One depreca ted  S t a l i n ' s  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  t h e o r i e s  
and charged  t h a t  h e  had i n  f a c t  consp i r ed  w i t h  Kamenev and 
Zinovyev a g a i n s t  Lenin i n  1917 on t h e  q u e s t i o n  of w h e t h e r  

*Mayskiy was Ambassador t o  London b e f o r e  t h e  war. I n  
March 1966 h e  was t o  be one of t h e  s i g n e r s  of an appeal  t o  
Brezhnev  not  t o  r e h a b i 1 i t a t . e  S t a l i n .  
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t h e  t i m e  w a s  r i p e  f o r  armed r e v o l u t i o n .  Another c r i t i -  
c i z e d  S t a l i n ' s  t h e o r y  of d i s p r o p o r e o n a t e  r a t e s  of 
development,  c l a i m i n g  t h i s  had, i n  f a c t ,  caused a d e c l i n e  
i n  p roduc t ion .*  
i s s u i n g  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  d i r e c t i v e s ,  f o r  i ndu lg ing  i n  w i s h f u l  
p l ann ing ,  and f o r  making d e c i s i o n s  a lone .  I n  February 
Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS c a r r i e d  an a r t i c l e  a t t a c k i n g  t h e  c u l t  
of p e r s o n a l i t y ,  m i n g  t h a t  it had delayed t h e  modern iza t ion  
of S o v i e t  armed f o r c e s ;  t h e  a r t i c l e  charged t h a t  t h e  most 
dangerous consequence of t h e  c u l t  was t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  on 
t h e  e v e  of t h e  w a r  of many t a l e n t e d  m i l i t a r y  l e a d e r s .  

V a r i o u s  o t h e r  a n t i - S t a l i n  a r t i c l e s  were a l s o  pub- 
l i s h e d  i n  t h e  months f o l l o w i n g  t h e  coup. I n  December 
Kommunist c a r r i e d  an a r t ic le  concern ing  t h e  s i g n e r s  of a 
peace t r e a t y  w i t h  Germany i n  1917. Lenin favored  t h e  t r e a t y ,  
bu t  S t a l i n ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  a r t i c l e ,  v a c i l l a t e d  and com- 
m i t t e d  t h e  unpardonable  e r r o r  of s i d i n g  w i t h  T r o t s k i y  i n  
t h e  d i s p u t e .  A f t e r  Lenin  s h a r p l y  c r i t i c i z e d  S t a l i n ,  h e  
r e p o r t e d l y  a d m i t t e d  h i s  mi s t ake  and suppor ted  Lenin.  

i n  t h e  first months a f t e r  Khrushchev's f a l l ,  w i t h  Pravda 
c a r r y i n g  p a r t i c u l a r l y  s t rongly-worded a r t i c l e s .  I n  November 
an i n k l i n g  of t h i n g s  t o  come appeared,  however. The 75 th  
b i r t h d a y  of purged Ukra in i an  l e a d e r  S. Kosior  was marked 
by p r a i s e  from most p a p e r s .  However, Pravda Ukrainy poknted 
out  t h a t  Kosior had e r r e d  i n  j o i n i n g  t n f t  communists" 
on t h e  i s s u e  of s i g n i n g  t h e  Brest-Li tovsk Trea ty .  T h i s  
paper  would p rove  t o  be one of t h e  most outspoken of t h e  
n e o - S t a l i n i s t  o rgans ,  p robably  r e f l e c t i n g  t h e  p o s i t i o n  of 
Ukra in ian  p a r t y  leader S h e l e s t .  

Volume 7 of t h e  S o v i e t  H i s t o r i c a l  Encyclopedia ,  
which was presumably a n m i a l  p u b l i c a t i o n ,  was s i g n e d  
t o  t h e  p r e s s  i n  March 1965, a l though it d i d  not  appear  

A t h i r d  a r t i c l e  a t t a c k e d  S t a l i n  f o r  

The r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  program con t inued  u n i n t e r r u p t e d  

*The q u e s t i o n  of d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e  r a t e s  of development 
between heavy and l i g h t  i n d u s t r y  con t inues  t o  be e x p l o s i v e .  
The  dogmat i s t s  t h i n k  heavy i n d u s t r y  should  develop a t  a 
f a s t e r  r a t e ;  t h e  l i b e r a l s  a rgue  t h a t  t h e  gap between t h e  
two r a t e s  s h o u l d  c l o s e .  
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u n t i l  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  October .  The t o n e  on a number of 
i s s u e s  w a s  c l e a r l y  a n t i - S t a l i n ,  i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  as of March 
t h e  o f f i c i a l  l i n e  on t h e  S t a l i n  q u e s t i o n  had not  been 
changed. An a r t i c l e  on c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  by V. Dani lov 
p r a i s e d  t h e  p o l i c y  i t s e l f ,  bu t  cri t icized S t a l i n ' s  r o l e :  

S t a r t i n g  i n  t h e  f a l l  of 1929 t h e  tendency 
toward e x c e s s i v e  f o r c i n g  of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n ,  
which reflected t h e  p o s i t i o n  of I.V. S t a l i n ,  
s h a r p l y  i n c r e a s e d .  T h i s  p o l i c y  was based on 
a s c o r n f u l  a t t i t u d e  toward t h e  op in ions  of 
t h e  p e a s a n t ,  i g n o r i n g  h i s  a t tachment  t o  h i s  
i n d i v i d u a l  farm, ignor ing  t h e  i n s t r u c t i o n s  of 
Engels  and Lenin,  t h e  p a r t y  d e c i s i o n s  on t h e  
i m p e r m i s s i b i l i t y  and harmfulness  of h a s t e  and 
f o r c e  i n  c o o p e r a t i z i n g  s m a l l  farms . . . . 
The t h e o r e t i c a l  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  of t he  f o r c i n g  of 
c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  was S t a l i n ' s  a r t i c l e  pub l i shed  
on 7 November 1929 i n  Pravda e n t i t l e d  'The Year 
of t h e  Grea t  B r e a k t h r o r w h i c h  asserted 
t h a t  t h e  basic masses of t h e  p e a s a n t r y  had 
already j o i n e d  t h e  kolkhozes and t h a t  ' t h e  
d e c i d i n g  v i c t o r y '  had a l r e a d y  been a t t a i n e d .  

Danilov s t a t e d  t h a t  i n  e a r l y  1930 d i r e c t i v e s  were i s s u e d  
f o r  a retreat ,  b u t t t h a t  S t a l i n ' s  ar t ic le  "Dizzy With S u c c e s s 9 "  
i n  blaming l o c a l  o f f i c i a l s  f o r  t h e  chaos ,  had caused even 
greater mistakes. 

The  volume a l s o  used very  s t r o n g  language i n  d i s -  
c u s s i n g  S t a l i n ' s  crimes: 

S t a l i n  began t o  misuse power and c r u d e l y  v i o l a t e  
t h e  P a r t y  S t a t u t e  and S o v i e t  laws . . . . The 
c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  engendered careerism and 
s e r v i l i t y ,  s u s p i c i o n  and d i s t r u s t ,  and i n  t h e  
f i e l d  of t h e o r y  it engendered dogmatism and 
a l i e n a t i o n  of t heo ry  from p r a c t i c e .  Having 
e s t ab l i shed  h i s  own p e r s o n a l  c o n t r o l  over organs  
of t h e  NKVD, S t a l i n  d e a l t  summarily w i t h  o f f i -  
c i a l s  whom h e  d i d  not  l i k e .  I n  1937 . . . 
S t a l i n  advanced t h e  ha rmfu l  and t h e o r e t i c a l l y  
mis taken  t h e s i s  t h a t  as s o c i a l i s m  becomes 
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s t r o n g e r  and t h e  S o v i e t  s t a t e  moves f u r t h e r  
ahead,the class s t r u g g l e  i n  t h e  c o u n t r y  w i l l  
become sharper and s h a r p e r .  Th i s  thesis 
served  as j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  mass i l l e g a l  
r e p r e s s i o n s  a g a i n s t  prominent  leaders of t h e  
p a r t y  and s t a t e ,  members and c a n d i d a t e  mem- 
b e r s  of t h e  c e n t r a l  committee, impor tan t  
m i l i t a r y  leaders, and many o t h e r  people  who 
were g u i l t y  of no th ing  . . . . The r e p r e s -  
s i o n s  began a t  first a g a i n s t  i d e o l o g i c a l  
opponents ,  t h e  m a j o r i t y  of which were 
r e p r e s e n t e d  as a g e n t s  of imper i a l i sm and 
f o r e i g n  i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  and t h e n  the  very 
same f a l s e  a c c u s a t i o n s  were made a g a i n s t  
o t h e r  Communists who had never  t a k e n  p a r t  
i n  any o p p o s i t i o n  . . . . 

The language used i n  t h i s  ar t ic le  is v e r y  r emin i scen t  of 
Khrushchev's secret speech d e n u n c i a t i o n  of S t a l i n .  A s  
stated above, t h e  fac t  t h a t  t h i s  w a s  s i g n e d  t o  t h e  p r e s s  
i n  March i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  no d e c i s i o n  t o  t o t a l l y  r e s t o r e  
S t a l i n  t o  a p o s i t i o n  of respec tab i l i ty  had y e t  been made. 

Drive t o  Res to re  S t a l i n ' s  Image Begins 

Meanwhile, t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  d r i v e  f o r  power w h i c h  
began i n  February  1965 was q u i c k l y  reflected i n  a r t i c l e s  
r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e .  A s h a r p  r e d u c t i o n  i n  
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  of S t a l i n ' s  v i c t i m s  began i n  February and 
t h e  first i n d i c a t i o n s  of an o rgan ized  e f f o r t  t o  r e s t o r e  
S t a l i n  t o  r e s p e c t a b i l i t y  appeared about  t h e  same t i m e ;  
t h i s  first concerted e f f o r t  w a s  c o n c e n t r a t e d  on S t a l i n ' s  
wartime image. 

S o v i e t  m i l i t a r y  f i g u r e s  have g e n e r a l l y  been i n  t h e  
f o r e f r o n t  of t h e  s h i f t i n g  l i n e s  on t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e ,  b u t  
always pushing  t h e  same p o i n t .  T h e i r  main i n t e r e s t  is 
i n c r e a s e d  c o n t r o l  of m i l i t a r y  matters by t h e  m i l i t a r y .  
When t h e  p a r t y  l i n e  w a s  a n t i - S t a l i n i s t ,  t h e  m i l i t a r y  argued 
t h a t  S t a l i n  had been an  incompetent  w a r t i m e  leader because 
he  had f a i l e d  t o  l i s t e n  t o  t h e  p r o f e s s . i o n a l s .  Now, w i t h  
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t h e  s t a r t  of r e - S t a l i n i x i n g ,  m i l i t a r y  f i g u r e s  were t o  
a rgue  t h a t  S t a l i n  had been an  e f f e c t i v e  wartime l e a d e r  
p r e c i s e l y  because he had l i s t e n e d  t o  h i s  m i l i t a r y  advi-  
s o r s .  A February  a r t i c l e  i n  Krasnaya Zvezda by Marshal 
Bagramyan c r e d i t e d  S t a l i n  w i t h  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  s u c c e s s f u l  
m i l i t a r y  p l ann ing- -a f t e r  he  had l i s t e n e d  t o  m i l i t a r y  a d v i c e  

I n  A p r i l  1965, acco rd ing  t o  a Reuters  r e p o r t ,  S o v i e t  
h i s t o r i a n s  were o rde red  t o  s t o p  p i c t u r i n g  S t a l i n  o n l y  a s  a 
"muddle-headed m i l i t a r y  f a % l u r e " d m i n g  t h e  war. I n  t h e  
f u t u r e ,  it s a i d ,  h i s t o r y  books would show him n e i t h e r  a s  a 
m i l i t a r y  g e n i u s  no r  as a complete  imbec i l e  i n  m a t t e r s  of 
s t r a t e g y .  T h i s  o r d e r  w a s  r e f l e c t e d  i n  a r e p o r t e d  i n t e r v i e w  
of several  S o v i e t  h i s t o r i a n s  w i t h  j o u r n a l i s t s  i n  A p r i l .  
The spokesman f o r  t h e  group s t a t e d  t h a t  S t a l i n  had made a 
mis t ake  i n  t h i n k i n g  tha t  H i t l e r  would n o t  a t t a c k  and i n  n o t  
t a k i n g  more p r e c a u t i o n s .  However, he warned t h a t  S t a l i n ' s  
m e r i t s  shou ld  n o t  be ignored  and quoted S t a l i n  himself  t o  
prove  t h a t  he had c o n s u l t e d  o t h e r s  and had admi t ted  h i s  
own mis t akes  . 

Articles commemorating t h e  20th  a n n i v e r s a r y  of 
v i c t o r y  over  t h e  Germans i n  World War I1 began appear ing  i n  
A p r i l ;  these ref lectedr t h e  new "balanced" approach t o  
S t a l i n  and t h e  war. A f i r s t  s t e p  was s imply  t o i d e n t i f y  
S t a l i n  i n  h i s  wat t ime p o s i t i o n s  wi thout  f u r t h e r  comment, 
a t echn ique  used  by Brezhnev i n  h i s  8 May speech.  A 
second approach w a s  t o  i g n o r e  t h e  d e p l o r a b l e  s t a t e  of Soviet 
defenses  a t  t h e  s t a r t  of t h e  war, d i s m i s s i n g  a l l  d i scuss io r .  
of m i s c a l c u l a t i o n s ,  pu rges ,  and d e f e a t s  a s  s u b j e c t i v e  and 
one-sided. S t i l l  a t h i r d  method was t o  b l a t a n t l y  l i e  abour, 
t h e  s t a t e  of S o v i e t  d e f e n s e s  on t h e  e v e  of the war. For 
example, a 30 A p r i l  Pravda  a r t i c l e  defended m i l i t a r y -  
i n d u s t r i a l  preparati-r t h e  war. The a u t h o r ,  V a s i l i y  
Ryabikov, t hen  F i r s t  Deputy Chairman of USSR Sovnarkhoz 
and l a t e r  F i r s t  Deputy Chairman of USSR Gosplan, had a 
s p e c i a l  axe t o  g r i n d  a s  h e  had become Deputy Peoples  
Commissar f o r  Armaments i n  1939; however, t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  
of t h e  a r t i c l e  i n  Pravda i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  h i s  argument had 
h igh - l eve l  s u p p o r t T t h i s  a r t i c l e  Ryabikov da ted  t h e  
d r i v e  t o  p r e p a r e  f o r  t h e  war from 1939, and claimed t h a t  
t h e  

powerful  i n d u s t r y  e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  t h e  Sov ie t  
Union be fo re  t h e  war e n s u r e d  t h e  S o v i e t  army's 
u n i n t e r r u p t e d  supp ly  of eve ry th ing  necessary  
f o r  t h e  r o u t  of t h e  enemy. 
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The v e h i c l e  used  most wide ly  t o  convey a f a v o r a b l e  
p o r t r a i t  of S t a l i n  was t h e  memoirs of m i l i t a r y  f i g u r e s  
who s imply r e p o r t e d  t h e i r  w a r t i m e  c o n t a c t s  w i t h  S t a l i n ,  
p r e s e n t i n g  him as a r e a s o n a b l e ,  i f  f a l l i b l e ,  l e a d e r .  
Marshal Konev, a former F i r s t  Deputy M i n i s t e r  of Defense,  
performed t h i s  f u n c t i o n  i n  a series of i n t e r v i e w s  and 
articles. pub l i shed  d u r i n g  t h e  s p r i n g  of 1965. I n  one 
a r t i c l e  Konev described h i s  s u c c e s s  i n  persuading  S t a l i n  
t o  change h i s  mind on a m i l i t a r y  p l a n ,  and i n  ano the r  he 
credited him w i t h  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  forming of p l a n s  t o  
c a p t u r e  B e r l i n .  I n  his memoirs i n  Noviy M i r  i n  May, h e  
s ta ted  t h a t  S t a l i n  w a s  a w i s e  l e a d e z  was " p a r t i c u l a r l y  
a l e r t  t o  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  and economic over tones  of h i s  
m i l i t a r y  dec i s ions . "  And i n  a p r e s s  conference  a t  t h e  
USSR M i n i s t r y  of Fore ign  Af fa i r s  on 28 A p r i l ,  Konev ex- 
p re s sed  t h e  new "balanced" fo rmula t ion  of S t a l i n ' s  
w a r t i m e  r o l e :  

S t a l i n  p layed  a c e r t a i n  p o s i t i v e  r o l e  i n  t h e  
c a u s e  of i n s u r i n g  v i c t o r y  osier t h e  enemy, but  
i n  t h e  first p e r i o d  of t h e  war and be fo re  its 
beginning ,  there w e r e  m i s c a l c u l a t i o n s  and 
shor tcomings  i n  S t a l i n ' s  a c t . i v i t i e s  and these 
have a l r e a d y  been mentioned. 

A s i m i l a r  approach was t aken  by Marshal Bagramyan 
i n  a 17 A p r i l  a r t i c i e  i n  L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Gazeta ,  a s -we l l  a s  
by Marshal Sokolovskiy  i n  a May i n t e r v i e w  w i t h  a L'Unita 
co r re sponden t .  
m i l i t a r y  f i g u r e s  on t h e  e v e  of t h e  war and s t a t e d  t h a t  
there had been s t r a t e g i c  m i s c a l c u l a t i o n s  b e f o r e  t h e  war. 
However, he  s t a t ed  t h a t  measures had been taken  t o  p repa re  
t h e  coun t ry .  Sokolovskiy  went f u r t h e r  t han  t h i s ,  s t a t i n g  
t h a t  t h e  "main" r e a s o n  f o r  e a r l y  d e f e a t s  was t h a t  t h e  
young S o v i e t  s t a t e  had n o t  had t i m e  t o  b u i l d  t h e  necessary  
m i l i t a r y - t e c h n i c a l  base ,  and t h a t  f o r  t h i s  reason  S t a l i n  
had t r i ed  t o  d e l a y . t h e  war.  

Bagramyan d i d  c r i t i c i ze  t h e  purge  of 

On 8 and 9 May v a r i o u s  c e l e b r a t i o n s  were h e l d  i n  
honor of t h e  2 0 t h  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t h e  v i c t o r y  i n  World War 
11, and numerous speeches  were g iven .  The  most important  
of these was one by Brezhnev, i n  which h e  i d e n t i f i e d  ' 
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S t a l i n  i n  h i s  wart ime r o l e ;  he  a l s o  g l o s s e d  over t h e  
e r r o r s  made i n  t h e  e a r l y  s t a g e s  of t h e  w a r :  

I t  is w e l l  known t h a t  t h e  f i r s t  s t a g e  of t h e  
war took  p l a c e  i n  c o n d i t i o n s  t h a t  were unfav- 
o r a b l e  t o  us ,  and advantageous t o  t h e  enemy. 
On t h e  s i d e  of t h e  f a s c i s t s  who committed t h i s  
i n s i d i o u s  and t r e a c h e r o u s  a t t a c k  was t h e  f a c t o r  
of s u r p r i s e  . . . . 

H e  thus  ignored  t h e  numerous warnings of impen'ding a t t a c k ,  
and made no r e f e r e n c e  t o  f a i l u r e  t o  p r e p a r e  defenses .  

The s t a - r t  of t e - S t a l i n i z i n g  was reflected i n  v a r i o u s  
a r t i c l e s  on o t h e r  S t a l i n - r e l a t e d  i s s u e s ,  a l though there was 
no t  t h e  same u n i f o r m i t y  as i n  t h e  a r t i c l e s  r e l a t i n g  t o  
h i s  wartime r o l e .  An A p r i l  a r t i c l e  i n  a Turkmen j o u r n a l  
d i s c u s s e d  t h e  rise of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  and t h e  20th  
congress  i n  a "balanced" manner. The a r t i c l e  s t a t e d  t h a t  
t h e  c u l t  had been t h e  r e s u l t  of e x c e p t i o n a l  c o n d i t i o n s ,  
and t h a t  v a r i o u s  f a c t o r s ,  i n c l u d i n g  i m p e r i a l i s t  e n c i r c l e -  
ment, had demanded strict c e n t r a l i z e d  l e a d e r s h i p  and 
c e r t a i n  l i m i t a t i o n s  on democracy. The a r t i c l e  went on t o  
s t a t e  t h a t  S t a l i n ' s  p e s s o n a l  shortcomings had, however,  
caused t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  t o  emerge. While t h e  a r t i c l e  
s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  20th  congres s  had c r i t i c ized  t h e  c u l t ,  i t  
emphasized t h a t  t h e  June  1956 c e n t r a l  committee decree on 
t h e  c u l t  had ana lyzed  t h e  c u l t  p rofoundly  and had r e b u f f e d  
a t t empt s  t o  u s e  cri t icism of t h e  c u l t  t o  undermine t h e  
s o c i a l i s t  s y s t e m .  The c a l l  t o  u se  t h e  June  1956 decree 
a s  a g u i d e l i n e  f o r  s t a t e m e n t s  on t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  would 
be made w i t h  i n c r e a s i n g  f requency  i n  t h e  months ahead. 
T h i s  decree had marked a s h a r p  m o d i f i c a t i o n  of Khrushchev's 
February 1956 d e n u n c i a t i o n  of S t a l h n .  The decree had 
p r a i s e d  S t a l i n  as  a Marx i s t -Len in i s t  and l e a d e r ,  bu t  s a i d  
t h a t  he had had c e r t a i n  n e g a t i v e  c h a r a c t e r  t r a i t s  which 
had l e n t  t h e m s e l v e s  t o  t h e  development of t h e  c u l t .  The 
decree's s h a r p e s t  cri t icism was r e se rved  f o r  enemies who 
t r i e d  t o  u s e  t h e  i s s u e  t o  sow confus ion  and undermine 
s o c i a l i s m .  Thus ,  t h e  a t t e m p t s  t o  r e s t o r e  t h i s  decree a s  
t h e  b a s i c  g u i d e l i n e  on t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  was a c lear  s t e p  
toward r e - S t a l i n i z i n g .  
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During t h e  summer and e a r l y  f a l l  of 1965 there 
were a number of i n s t a n c e s  i n  which S t a l i n  was mentioned 
wi thou t  comment. A J u l y  Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS a r t i c l e  
inc luded  S t a l i n  i n  a list of Pe r sons  who hadDlaYed  an 
impor tan t  r o l e  i n  t h e  s t r u g g l ;  a g a i n s t  t h e  T r b t s k i y i t e s .  
The f i l m  The Aurora S a l v o  which was released i n  October  
1965 c o n t m e - s w o f  Stalin--smoking a p i p e  and 
v o t i n g  i n  f a v o r  of Len in ' s  c a l l  f o r  armed a c t i o n .  On 1 2  
September Pravda carried an  excerpt from a book on t h e  
B r e s t - L i t o m e a t y ,  i n  which  S t a l i n  is s imply  inc luded  
i n  a list of t h o s e  who vo ted  " c o r r e c t l y "  ( i .e. ,  f o r  t h e  
t r e a t y . )  

Whereas Volume 7 of t h e  S o v i e t  H i s t o r i c a l  Encyclo- 
p e d i a ,  s i g n e d  t o  t h e  p r e s s  i n  M-935, had d e a l t  h a r s h l y  
w i t h  S t a l i n  on t h e  s u b j e c t  of t h e  r e p r e s s i o n s ,  volume 8, 
s i g n e d  t o  t h e  p r e s s  i n  October  1965, r e p r e s e n t e d  a more 
"balanced" approach,  s imilar  t o  t he  l i n e  of t h e  June  1956 
decree. T h i s  volume emphasized t h a t  i r o n  d i s c i p l i n e  and 
some r e s t r i c t i o n s  on democracy had been necessary  under 
t h e  complex c o n d i t i o n s  o f t k h e  t i m e s ,  b u t  t ha t  these had 
always been c o n s i d e r e d  temporary.  The a r t i c l e  praised 
S t a l i n  f o r  f i g h t i n g  d e v i a t i o n ,  o rgan iz ing  t h e  b u i l d i n g  of 
s o c i a l i s m ,  and p r o t e c t i n g  Len in ' s  a t t i t u d e s  on t h e  p o s s i -  
b i l i t y  of b u i l d i n g  s o c i a l i s m  i n  one coun t ry .  I t  t h e n  went  
on t o  cri t icize t h e  c u l t  and t h e  u s e  of a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
methods. The a r t i c l e  c l o s e d  by s t a t i n g  t h a t  the  p a r t y  
had l i q u i d a t e d  t h e  v i o l a t i o n s  of s o c i a l i s t  l e g a l i t y .  

A n t i - S t a l i n i s t s  Cont inue t o  R e s i s t  

During t h i s  p e r i o d  a r t i c l e s  a t t a c k i n g  S t a l i n i s t  
p o s i t i o n s  con t inued  t o  appea r ,  i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  t h o s e  who 
wished  t o  p reven t  a r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n  had not  been 
subdued.  On 15 A p r i l  Kommunist Ukrainy p u b l i s h e d  an a r t i -  
c l e  on t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  of t h e  Ukra in ians  t o  t h e  d e f e a t  
of t h e  Germans, and inc luded  Khrushchev  i n  a list of t hose  
who had h e l d  r e s p o n s i b l e  p o s t s .  The moderate p o s i t i o n  
t aken  by t h i s  pape r  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  i t  was under t h e  i n f l u -  
ence of Podgornyy, r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e  more or thodox S h e l e s t .  
T h e  j o u r n a l  Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS, w h i l e  acceding  t o  t h e  

. .  

. ~~ . .  
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apparent d i r e c t i v e  t o  i d e n t i f y  S t a l i n  i n  h i s  wartime 
p o s i t i o n s ,  a l s o  blamed e a r l y  m i l i t a r y  r e v e r s e s  on v a r i o u s  
f a c t o r s ,  t r a c i n g  many of t h e s e  t o  v i o l a t i o n s  of c o l l e c t i v i t y  
under S t a l i n ' s  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y .  

From Februa ry  th rough  Apr i l  1965, t h e  j o u r n a l  Noviy 
M i r  pub l i shed  t h e  memoirs of S o v i e t  w r i t e r  I l ' y a  E r e n E  
E n b u r g  was h i g h l y  c r i t i c a l  of S t a l i n  and t h e  c u l t ;  he 
a t t a c k e d  S t a l i n  a s  a m i l i t a r y  l e a d e r .  

. . . . . . . . . _. . .. . .. 
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. . . L i t v i n o v  and Hayskiy t o l d  m e  t h a t  t h e  
pact w i t h  Hit ler  had been necessary- -Sta l in  
had succeeded  t h e r e b y  f r u s t r a t i n g  t h e  

, p lans  of t h e  Western a k l i e s  . . . But S t a l i n  
d i d  n o t  u s e  t h e  two-year respite t o  s t r e n g t h e n  
de fenses - -mi l i t a ry  men and d ip lomats  a l i k e  
have  t o l d  m e  t h i s .  I have w r i t t e n  t h a t  S t a l i n  
was e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y  s u s p i c i o u s  and saw i n  h i s  
c l o s e s t  c o l l a b o r a t o r s  p o t e n t i a l  "enemies of 
t h e  peop le , "  b u t  f o r  some reason  h e  t r n s t e d  
R ibben t rop ' s  s i g n a t u r e .  The Hit ler i tes '  
a t t a c k  caugh t  us  by  s u r p r i s e .  A t  f i r s t  S t a l i n  
l o s t  h i s ' h e a d .  He d i d  n o t  d a r e  t o  announce 
t h e  a t t a c k  h i m s e l f ;  he  charged  Molotov w i t h  
do ing  s o  . . . . 

Erenburg a l s o  denounced a t  some l e n g t h  t h e  purges.  H e  
d i s c u s s e d  t h e  " d e i f i c a t i o n  of S t a l i n  and S t a l i n ' s  r e s p o n s i -  
b i l i t y  f o r  a l l  t h a t  occu r red ,  r i d i c u l i n g  t h e  a t t empt  t o  
s h i f t  blame elsewhere. 

A group of writers was i n v i t e d  t o  t h e  c e n t r a l  
committee w h e r e  one of t h e  s e c r e t a r i e s  ex- 
p l a i n e d  t o  u s  t h e  r e a s o n s  f o r  B e r i a ' s  a r r e s t  . . . . The comrade who spoke w i t h  us  s a i d :  
' U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  i n  t h e  l a s t  y e a r s  of h i s  l i f e  
Comrade S t a l i n  w a s  s t r o n g l y  in f luenced  by 
B e r i a . '  When I l a t e r  thought  about these 
words, I r e c a l l e d  t h e  y e a r  1937. Would 
someone t h e n  s a y  t h a t  a t  t h a t  t i m e  Yezhov had 
i n f l u e n c e d  S t a l i n ?  I t  was obvious t o  everyone 
t h a t  s u c h  i n s i g n i f i c a n t  peop le  cou ld  no t  have 
prompted S t a l i n ' s  p o l i t i c a l  cour se .  
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Another v o i c e  of modera t ion  came from t h e  j o u r n a l  
S o v i e t  S t a t e  and Law i n  an a r t ic le  by Deputy P r o c u r a t o r  
General-ica-cking Vyshinskiy and S t a l i n .  Zhogin 
charged t h a t  Vzshinskiy  had coope ra t ed  w i t h  t h e  NKVD, had 
suppressed  a t t e m p t s  t o  e n f o r c e  l e g a l i t y  a t  t h e  purge t r i a l s ,  
and had eng inee red  t h e  pu rges  of t h o s e  who p r o t e s t e d .  H e  
s a i d  t h a t  a l l  of t h i s  w a s  t h e  f r u i t  of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i -  
t y  and t h a t  Vyshinskiy  had carried ou t  S t a l i n ' s  o r d e r s .  
Vyshinskiy ' s  words had s e r v e d  a s  " t h e o r e t i c a l  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  
of ty ranny and c o e r c i o n  and of t h e  mass p e r s e c u t i o n  of 
e n t i r e l y  Qnnocent people ."  Zhogin called f o r  t h e  exposure  
of these d i s t o r t i o n s  i n  o r d e r  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  s o c i a l i s t  
l e g a l i t p y .  

I n  May there was a sudden upsurge of r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  
i n  t h e  p r e s s  which l a s t e d  through June.  Voprosy I s t o r i i  
KPSS resumed its p u b l i c a t i o n  of r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  i t e m s  w i t h  
no apparent  change i n  f o r m u l a t i o n .  I z v e s t i y a  and Sovetskaya 
Rossiya carried r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  items a s r a s n a v a  Zvezda. 
Kommunist E s t o n i i  p u b l i s h e d  a' s t r o n g l y  worded a r t i c l e  on 
t h e  s u f f e r i n g  of t h e  E s t o n i a n  p a r t y  i n  t h e  purges.  

N o v i y  M i r  persisted i n  its r e s i s t a n c e  t o  r e - S t a l i n i z i n g  
t r e n d s . 7 S a e m b e r  i t  pub l i shed  an a r t i c l e  by V. Kaverin 
i n  which  he  d i s c u s s e d  a number of writers who had had d i f f i -  
c u l t i e s  i n  t h e  1930's. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  20th p a r t y  
congress  had p u t  an  end t o  a r b i t r a r i n e s s ,  and, i n  d i s c u s s i n g  
t h e  t r i a l s  of t h e  1930's, s a i d  t h a t  it had tu rned  ou t  t h a t  
t hose  c o n v i c t e d  had been r i g h t  and t h e  accuse r s  had been 
devoid of any moral v a l u e s .  And i n  October ,  Noviy M i r  
p u b l i s h e d  an a r t i c l e  rev iewing  t h e  book The L-wneeks 
by A .  Rozen.* The a u t h o r  of t h e  r e v i e w ,  A .  K o n d r z v i c h ,  
s h a r p l y  cr i t ic ized a TASS s t a t e m e n t  which had been i s s u e d  
a week before t h e  ou tb reak  of World War 11, denying t h e  
p o s s i b i l i t y  of war. H e  s a i d  t h a t  i t  would have been one 
t h i n g  if it had come from a man who was e x c e s s i v e l y  t r u s t -  
f u l ,  " b u t  w e  a l l  know t h a t  S t a l i n  was d i s t i n g u i s h e d  by 
completely d i f f e r e n t  q u a l i t i e s . "  H e  t h e n  a t t a c k e d  those  
who argue  f o r  t h e  " t r u t h  of l i fe"  a s  opposed t o  t h e  
" t r u t h  of f ac t : ' '  

t h e  handl ing  of t h e  two weeks b e f o r e  t h e  war. 

- 

* T h i s  book was p u b l i s h e d  i n  F e b r u a r y  1965 and c r i t i c i z e d  
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Sometimes t h e  a t t e m p t  is made t o  k ink  t h e  
1941 d e f e a t s  t o  a p e t t y  " t r u t h  of f a c t "  
which it is sa id  is a f a r  c r y  from what 
" t r u l y  occur red ;  t h o s e  writers who ex- 
amined t h a t  t h r e a t e n i n g  summer of 1941 
i n  an  a t t e m p t  t o  unde r s t and  how it hap- 
pened, have been called "narrow-minded 
writers." Bu t  i n  t h o s e  months w e  l o s t  
hundreds of thousands ,  i f  no t  m i l l i o n s  
of people ,  and w e  s u r r e n d e r e d  t o  t h e  
enemy, eveh  i f  o n l y  f o r  a t i m e ,  a huge 
t e r r i t o r y ,  and t o  c a l l  t h i s  p e t t y ,  non- 
e s s e n t i a l  " t r u t h  of f a c t "  is r e a l l y  a 
blasphemy. To "d issuade"  writers from 
t h e  "1941" theme means a t  t he  ve ry  l e a s t  
t o  show a lack of i n t e r e s t  i n  h i s t o r i c a l  
t r u t h  . . .  Much of what A. Rozen writes 
about  l ooks  u n b e l i e v a b l e .  During t h e  
r e a d i n g  one o f t e n  asks t he  q u e s t i o n  how 
cou ld  s u c h  t h i n g s  happen? But  even t h i s  
as tonishment  is a b l e s s i n g ;  t h a t  means w e  
have come a long way from t h o s e  times . . . .  

Re-S ta l in i z ing  Dominates 

The s t r e n g t h  of t h e  c o n s e r v a t i v e  p o s t t i o n  w a s  
reflected i n  t h e  f a l l  of 1965 i n  t h e  r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  * number of r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  appea r ing  i n  t h e  c e n t r a l  p r e s s ,  
and t h e  m o d i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  language used  i n  t h o s e  t h a t  
d id  appear .  For  example, on 3 September Pravda c a r r i e d  

*The p r o v i n c i a l  p a p e r s  con t inued  t o  p u b l i s h  some 
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  La tv i an ,  L i thuan ian ,  
and Armenian p a p e r s .  
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an a r t i c & e  about  V. Knosin,  former Comintern S e c r e t a r y ,  
bu t  f a i l e d  t o  mention h i s  d e a t h  i n  t h e  purges ,  s imply  
g i v i n g  1937 a s  t h e  l a s t  date i n  h i s  c a r e e r .  I n  g e n e r a l ,  
t h i s  was t h e  new format  t o  be fo l lowed i n  t h e  months 
ahead. * 

I n  October  there w a s  a r e p o r t  t h a t  a number of 
m i l i t a r y  l e a d e r s  w e r e  beginning  t o  speak f a v o r a b l y  about  
S t a l i n  i n  p r i v a t e .  Marshal  Chuykov w a s  r e p o r t e d l y  one of 
these a s  was one of Marshal Rotmis t rov ' s  d e p u t i e s .  They 
argued t h a t  S t a l i n  had made mistakes du r ing  t h e  war, a s  
had C h u r c h i l l  and Roosevel t ,  but t h a t  he had led  t h e  n a t i o n  
t o  v i c t o r y .  Although he was g u i l t y  of excesses  b e f o r e  and 
a f t e r  t h e  war, t h e s e  had been n e c e s s i t a t e d  t o  an e x t e n t  
by t h e  need f o r  h a r s h  measures t o  i n s u r e  t h e  bui ld-up of 
t h e  armed f o r c e s .  

I n  September,  October ,  and November, t h e  memoirs of 
Admiral N. Kuznetsov w e r e  pub l i shed ;  theee c a r r i e d  on t h e  
p rocess  of p r e s e n t i n g  a "balanced" v i e w  of S t a l i n .  Whi l e  
somewhat c r i t i c a l  of S t a l i n ' s  behavior  on t h e  e v e  of t h e  
war, Kuznetsov's emphasis was on S t a l i n ' s  p o s i t i v e  achieve-  
ments .  He i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  S t a l i n  had been a competent and 
r easonab le  l e a d e r  and he  denied  t h e  "malicious"  s t o r y  t h a t  
S t a l i n  had planned s t r a t e g y  on a g lobe  (Khrushchev's s t o r y )  
and s a i d  t h a t  he  c o u l d  vouch f o r  numerous cases where  
S t a l i n  was engrossed  i n  p i n p o i n t  d e t a i l  and "knew e v e r y -  
t h i n g  r i g h t  up t o  t h e  p o s i t i o n  of each reg iment . "  H e  
s t a t e d  t h a t  more and more du r ing  t h e  war S t a l i n  had l i s t e n e d  
t o  h i s  f r o n t  commanders, and he  added t h a t  e v e r y  man made 
mis takes  and t h a t  w a r t i m e  e r r o r s  should  no t  always be blamed 
on an " i n c o r r e c t  e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  by S t a l i n . "  

In  December a f a i r l y  c l e a r  s t e p  toward r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
of S t a l i n  a s  a r e v o l u t i o n a r y  was t aken  i n  t h e  pages of 
Pravda Ukrainy. The a r t i c l e  concerned t h e  1917 S i x t h  P a r t y  
Congress and t h e  q u e s t i o n  of whe the r  o r  no t  Lenin s h o u l d  

t h e  76 th  b i r t h d a y  of Kosior,  Radio Moscow s t a t e d  t h a t  " i n  
1938 Kosior  was defamed and a r r e s t e d .  S.V. Kosior  p e r i s h e d  
. . . .  a s  a v i c t i m  of a r b i k r a r i n e s s . "  

* T h e r e  were of c o u r s e  excep t ions  t o  t h i s .  On 17 November,  
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appea r  b e f o r e  t h e  c o u r t  of t h e  P r o v i s i o n a l  Government. 
T h i s  ar t ic le  g l i d e d  g e n t l y  o v e r  S t a l i n ' s  p o s i t i o n ,  
s t a t i n g  t h a t  
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i n  t h e  p a s t  f e w  y e a r s  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  d a t a  
have been p r e s e n t e d  on t h e  p o s i t i o n  of 
i n d i v i d u a l  delegates concern ing  t h e  problem 
of V.I. Len in ' s  appearance  b e f o r e  t h e  c o u r t  . . .  Some d e l e g a t e s  c o n s i d e r e d  it p o s s i b l e  
f o r  t h e  leader of t h e  p a r t y  t o  appear  be fo re  
t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  under  c e r t a i n  c o n d i t i o n s .  
I,V, S t a l i n  made t h e  s o l u t i o n  of t h i s  
problem c o n t i n g e n t  upon gua ran tees  f o r  
Lenin ' s  s a f e t y .  S i n c e  t h e r e  were no 
g u a r a n t e e s  he was against an appearance 
b e f o r e  t h e  c o u r t  a t  t h e  g i v e n  momentn. . . .  

The appearance of t h i s  p o s i t i v e  a p p r a i s a l  of S t a l i n ' s  
r e v o l u t i o n a r y  r o l e  i n  t h e  Ukra in i an  paper  s u g g e s t s  once 
a g a i n  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  p o s i t i o n  of Ukra in ian  l e a d e r  
S h e l e s t .  

SUMMARY 

For t h e  first s e v e r a l  months a f t e r  Khrushchev ' s  
o u s t e r ,  t h e  new leaders w e r e  busy undoing some of 
Khrushchev's p o l i c i e s  and making pe r sonne l  appointments.  
She lep in ,  l e a d e r  of a n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n ,  emerged w i t h  
c o n s i d e r a b l e  s t r e n g t h  a f te r  t h e  November plenum, and suc -  
c e s s f u l l y  i n s t a l l e d  many of h i s  p r o t e g e s  i n  t h e  p a r t y  and 
s t a t e  a p p a r a t u s e s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  c u l t u r a l  and informa- 
t i o n  media. H e  a l s o  main ta ined  h i s  p rev ious  s t r e n g t h  i n  
t h e  KGB and Komsomol. 

Podgornyy, a moderate,  a l s o  appeared t o  have ga ined  
some s t r e n g t h  a f t e r  t h e  o u s t e r ,  and f o r  s e v e r a l  months 
a moderate p o l i c y  p r e v a i l e d ,  more i n  k e e p i n g  w i t h  P,odgor- 
nyy 's  v i e w s  t h a n  S h e l e p i n ' s .  T h i s  l i n e  was r e f l e c t e d  i n  
UE p u b l i c a t i o n  of numerous l i b e r a l  a r t i c l e s  on c u l t u r a l  
m a t t e r s  and by t h e  con t inued  cri t icism of S t a l i n  and 
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of h9s v i c t i m s .  If any th ing ,  more freedom 
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t o  w r i t e  e x i s t e d  i n  t h e  f i r s t  few monthsa f t e r  t h e  coup 
than  had p r e v i o u s l y  been t h e  c a s e ,  p o s s i b l y  r e f l e c t i n g  
t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  s i t u a t i o n  was i n  a s t a t e  of 
f l u x  and t h a t  no ag reed  upon p o s i t i o n  e x i s t e d .  

I n  February  1965 t h e  paper  P a r t i y n a y a  Zhizn'  
( P a r t y  L i f e )  p u b l i s h e d  a n  a r t ic le  s t a t i n g  tha-re woold 
b x r n  t o  t h e  pre-1956 v i e w  of S t a l i n .  While t h i s  
a r t i c l e  was r e a s s u r i n g  on the  s u r f a c e ,  it i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  
there were t h o s e  who f e a r e d  s u c h  a r e v i v a l  and t h e r e f o r e  
probably  a l s o  t h o s e  who suppor t ed  it .  Support  f o r  re- 
S t a l i n i z i n g  was r e v e a l e d  almost immediately.  Kommunist, 
i n  February ,  pub l i shed  a n  ar t ic le  by Moscow c i t y  c h i e f  
Yegorychev which r a 4 s e d  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  a number of 
n e o - S t a l i n i s t  themes--including t h e  idea  t h a t  many people  
had:gone overboard i n  c r i t i c i z i n g  e v e n t s  of t h e  p e r i o d  of 
t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y .  T h i s  l i n e  was p icked  up by 
v a r i o u s  i n d i v i d u a l s  and j o u r n a l s  q u i t e  q u i c k l y ;  i n  February 
Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS, w h i c h  had been p u b l i s h i n g  a number 
of a n t i - S t a l i n  a-les, suddenly s topped  its pr0graih;b.f 
r e h q b i l i t a t i n g  S t a l i n ' s  v i c t ims .  

A p a r t y  d e c i s i o n  must have been m a d e  e a r l y  i n  1965 
on the, q u e s t i o n  of ment ioning S t a l i n  i n  h i s  wartime pos i -  
t i o n s .  The  uniform n a t u r e  of t h e  campaign and t h e  p u b l i c  
approval  g iven  it  by Brezhnev i n  May, as w e l l  a s  t h e  
importance of t h e  i s s u e ,  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h i s  d e c i s i o n  had 
been made a t  t h e  h i g h e s t  l e v e l .  Given t h e  s p l i t  between 
moderates and h a r d - l i n e r s  e x i s t i n g  i n  t h e  pres id ium a t  
t h i s  t i m e ,  i t  seems c l e a r  t h a t  Brezhnev m u s t  have suppor t ed  
t h e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n ,  a l o n g  wi th  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  and 
or thodox members of t h e  presidium. R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of 
S t a l i n  as a wartime l e a d e r  was t h e  most l o g i c a l  p l a c e  t o  
s t a r t  a t o t a l  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n ;  f o r  t h e  i s s u e  was a war from 
w h i c h  t h e  S o v i e t  Union emerged v i c t o r i o u s  and i n  w h i c h  
S t a l i n ,  a t  l e a s t  a s  a u n i f y i n g  symbol, p layed  an impor tan t  
p a r t .  

However, Brezhnev must  have been aware t h a t  a t o t a l  
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n  would be a r e a l  shock and h e  w a s  
p repa red  only  t o  move g r a d u a l l y .  T h i s  was i n d i c a t e d  by 
s e v e r a l  equ ivoca l  s t a t e m e n t s  made by h im a s  w e l l  a s  by 
t h e  f a c t  t h a t  pe r sons  c l o s e l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  h im,  such 
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a s  t h e  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  of Kazahkstan Kunayev, were no t  
pushing t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  l i n e .  Thus, w h i l e  t h e  d e c i s i o n  
t o  r e s t o r e  S t a l i n ' s  wart ime image was be ing  c a r r i e d  out  
f a k r l y  c o n s i s t e n t l y  d u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d ,  uniform rehabi1.- 
i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n  i n  o t h e r  areas d i d  no t  occur .  Both 
p r a i s e  and criticism of h i s  g e n e r a l  r o l e  con t inued  t o  be 
expressed .  

The n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  used v a r i o u s  o t h e r  i s s u e s  i n  
t h e i r  a s s a u l t  on t h e  l iberals i n  t h e  s p r i n g  of 1965. I n  
A p r i l  ar t ic les  were pub l i shed  u r g i n g  t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  of 
S t a l i n - e r a  l i t e r a t u r e  t o  r e s p e c t a b i l i t y  and s t r o n g l y  a s s e r t -  
i n g  t h e  argument s u p p o r t i n g  " t r u t h  of l i f e , "  Also i n  
A p r i l  arrests of d i s s i d e n t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  began, a l though  
on a r e l a t i v e l y  smal l  scale compared w i t h  what would come 
l a t e r .  I n  June  t h e  Leningrad newspaper indicated t h a t  t h e  
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  i n  t h a t  a r e a  had been cri t icized by t h e  c i t y  
p a r t y  committee,  r e v e a l i n g  t h e  ha rd - l ine  p o s t u r e  be ing  
t a k e n  by t h a t  p a r t y  o r g a n i z a t i o n .  I n  t h e  s p r i n g  t h e  reha- 
b i l  a t i o n  ofo&&ailin's vicBimS, *as ; a l s o  halted for  s e v e r a l  
moniks . 
not  unchal lenged  r e su rgence  as  reflected i n  t h e  resumpt ion  
of t h e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  program and t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of variosls 
l i b e r a l  a r t ic les ;  these a r t i c l e s  w e r e  s u b j e c t e d  t o  s h a r p  
cri t icism, however. I n  September t h e  l i b e r a l s  a p p a r e n t l y  
a t t empted  t o  de fend  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  w i t h  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  
of a very  bo ld  a r t ic le  by Pravda e d i t o r  Rumpantsev, who 
may w e l l  have been Speakin-Podgornyy. T h i s  l i b e r a l  
p u s h  was q u i c k l y  r e p u l s e d .  Rumyantsev was  f i r e d  and a t  
a lmost  t h e  same t i m e  Danie l  and S inyavsk iy  were a r r e s t e d ,  
marking a r e a l  clamp-down on t h e  l i b e r a l  i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  

During t h e  summer t h e  l ibera l s  enjoyed a brief b d t  

S i g n s  t h a t  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  w e r e  pushing hard  a t  
t h i s  t i m e  c o u l d  be s e e n  i n  t h e  v a r i o u s  defecses made of 
S h e l e p i n ' s  P a r t y - S t a t e  C o n t r o l  Committee. Defense of t h e  
committee came from t h e  B e l o r u s s i a n  paper ,  s u g g e s t i n g  
t h a t  S h e l e p i n  had t h e  s u p p o r t  of t h a t  repilblic 's  organiza-  
t i o n  headed by Mazurov and Masherov. T h e  new Pravda 
e d i t o r  Zimyanin, who had r e p l a c e d  Rumyantsev, had r i s e n  
i n  B e l o r u s s i a ,  and Pravda from now on would suppor t  a f a i r l y  
c o n s i s t e n t  h a r d - l i n e ,  ano the r  i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  B e l o r u s s i a n  
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o r i e n t a t i o n .  Pravda expressed  its s u p p o r t  f o r  pa r ty -  
s t a t e  c o n t r o l  'm Shelep in )  i n  December--after t h a t  
committee had been abo l i shed .  

S h e l e p i n  r e c e i v e d  a r ebuf f  a t  t h e  September c e n t r a l  
committee plenum; n e i t h e r  Kosygin no r  Brezhnev mentioned 
p a r t y - s t a t e  c o n t r o l ,  an  obvious omission.  Polyanskiy  was 
named a f i r s t  deputy  chairman of t h e  Counci l  of M i n i s t e r s ,  
t he reby  becoming s e n i o r  t o  S h e l e p i n  i n  t h a t  o r g a n i z a t i o n .  
And a compromise economic reform program, r e p o r t e d l y  
opposed by She lep in ,  was passed.  

The appearance i n  t h e  beginning of October  of a 
dogmatic a r t ic le  by Sergey Trapeznikov,  Brezhnev's p r o t e g e  
who had been appoin ted  chairman of t h e  department of 
S c i e n t i f i c  and Educa t iona l  I n s t i t u t i o n s  t h e  p rev ious  J u n e ,  
r e v e a l e d  Brezhnev's suppor t  f o r  t h e  h a r d - l i n e ,  r e - S t a l i n i z i n g  
p o t i c y .  T h i s  a r t i c l e  exempted from criticism v a r i o u s  new 
a s p e c t s  of S t a l i n ' s  p o l i c i e s - - c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n ,  primacy of 
heavy i n d u s t r y ,  p o l i t i c s  over  economics; i n  a d d i t i o n ,  
Trapeznikov c r i t i c ized  "some" r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s .  Brezhnev's 
pre-emption of a major p o r t i o n  of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  p l a t -  
f o r m  s e r v e d  t o  weaken Shelepin's b a s i s  for arguing that 
h e  (Shelep in)  d e s e r v e d  t o  be t h e  p a r t y ' s  l e a d e r .  

A t  t h e  D e c e m b e r  p a r t y  plenum, t h e  Pa r ty -S ta t e  Con t ro l  
Committee-was a b o l i s h e d  and S h e l e p i n  was removed from h i s  
p o s i t i o n  a s  d e p u t y  chairman of t h e  c o u n c i l  of m i n i s t e r s .  
A t  t h e  same t i m e  t h e  moderates were weakened by Podgornyy's 
appointment a s  chairman of t h e  Pres id ium of t h e  Supreme 
S o v i e t ,  w h i c h  a l s o  meant t h a t  h e  had l o s t  h i s  more powerful 
p o s i t i o n  on t h e  p a r t y  s e c r e t a r i a t .  Furthermore,  h e  r ep laced  
Mikoyan, s u g g e s t i n g  t h a t  t h i s  moderate was f i n i s h e d  a s  a 
p o l i t i c a l  f o r c e .  
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NOVEMBER 1964 

CPSU -PRESIDIUM 

F u l l  M e m b e r s  

BRFZHNEV 
KIRILENKO 
KOSYGIN 
PODGORNYY 
POLYANSKIY 
M IKOYAN 
S H E L E P I N  
SHELEST 
SHVERNIK 
susmv 
VORONOV 

C a n d i d a t e  M e m b e r s  

DEMICHEV 
G R I S H I N  
MAZUROV 
MZHAVANADZE 
RASHIDOV 
YEFREMOV 

CPSU SECRETARIAT 

ANDROPOV 
BfLEZHNEX 
DEMICHEV 

PODGORNW 
PONOMA REV 
RUDAKOV 
S H E L E P I  N 
SUSLOV 
T I T O V  

IL' I C H E V ~  

MARCH 1965 

CPSU PRESIDIUM 

F u l l  M e m b e r s  

BREZHNEV 
KIRILENKO 
KOSYG I N 

MIKOYAN 
PODGORNYY 
POLYANSK I Y  
SHELEPIN 
SHELEST 
SHVERNIK 
SUSLOV 
VORONOV 

MAZUROV~ 

C a n d i d a t e  M e m b e r s  

DEM ICHEV 
G R I S H I N  
MZHAVANADZE 
RASHIDOV 

YEFREMOV 
UST I N O V ~  

CPSU SECRETARIAT 

ANDROPOV 
BREZHNEV 
DEM ICHEV 
PODGORNW 
PONOMAREV 
RUDAKOV 
SHELEPIN 

TITOV 
SUSLO!J 

U S T I N O V ~  

1. D r o p p e d  i n  March 1965. 
2. E l e c t e d  in March 1965. 
3. D r o p p e d  i n  September 1965. 
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The p a r t y  has  a c a u t i o u s  a d c a r e f u l  r ega rd  
f o r  t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a ,  t r u s t i n g  i t ,  being 
concerned f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  of t a l e n t ,  and t h e  
d i r e c t i n g  of it s o  t h a t  i S  is s o c i a l l y  
u s e f u l ,  and about  t h e  h e a l t h y ,  normal 
development of i t .  'Ta len t  is a r a r e  
t h i n g , '  s a i d  Lenin,  ' it must be methodi- 
c a l l y  and c a u t i o u s l y  encouraged . . . . '  
I n  January  1966 r e p o r t s  t h a t  two volumes of S t a l i n ' s  

works were t o  be pub l i shed  appeared .  The  f irst  s e c r e t a r y  
a t  t h e  I t a l i a n  Embassy i n  Moscow expressed  s u r p r i s e  a t  
t h i s  because  a n o t h e r  r e p o r t  wh ich  had come i n t o  t h e  embassy 
i n  December i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  S h e l e p i n  had s u f f e r e d  a s e t b a c k  
when t h e  m a j o r i t y  i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  blocked d i s t r i b u t i o n  
of two works of S t a l i n  which  had a l r e a d y  been p r i n t e d .  
The  s o u r c e  of t h i s  r e p o r t  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  
was being used a s  t h e  t ouchs tone  of t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e  
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CREEPING CONSERVATISM 

The 23rd Congress--Before and A f t e r  
December 1965-November 1966 

LEADERSHIP 

Build-Up To The Congress  

Fol lowing the D e c e m b e r  plenum an or thodox,  h a r d - l i n e  
approach t o  c u l t u r a l  m a t t e r s  a s  w e l l  a s  t o  t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  
seemed t o  p r e v a i l  i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p .  A t  t h e  same t i m e ,  
however, t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  members of t h e  She lep in  f a c t i o n  
expres sed  less extreme views t h a n  had p r e v i o u s l y  been t h e  
c a s e ,  s u g g e s t i n g  t h a t  t h e y  w e r e  r e a c t i n g  c a u t i o u s l y  t o  
S h e l e p i n ' s  s e t -back  i n  December. For  example, i n  a 
25 December speech  Demichev r e t r e a t e d  somewhat; a l though 
h e  c a l l e d  f o r  approva l  of a l l  t h a t  is new and t r u l y  commu- 
n i s t i c  and c r i t i c i z e d  l a c k  of p r i n c i p l e s  and i d e a l s ,  he 
c l o s e d  by s t a t i n g  



h i e r a r c h y  and t h a t  f a v o r a b l e  e v a l u a t i o n  of c e r t a i n  
a s p e c t s  of S t a l i n ' s  works was m e r e l y  a r e f l e c t i o n  of 
p o l i t i c a l  s t r u g g l e .  

The f a c t  t h a t  S h e l e p i n ' s  set-back i n  December had 
not  meant a cor responding  se t -back  f o r  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  v i e w s  
was q u i c k l y  demonstrated,  however. On 30 January  Pravda 
publ i shed  an a r t i c l e  by three h i s t o r i a n s  which u r g m t  
t h e  u s e  of t h e  t e r m  "per iod  of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y "  be 
d i s c o n t i n u e d ,  and c a l l e d  f o r  more p o s i t i v e  p o r t r a y a l s  of 
t h e  S t a l i n  e r a .  They argued t h a t  emphasis should  be p u t  
on t h e  enormous successes of t h e  p e r i o d  and t h a t  t h e  c o s t  
i n  human s u f f e r i n g  shou ld  be minimized. They a t t a c k e d  t h o s e  
who pay t r i b u t e  t o  "unprinciplt?d opportunism," a p p a r e n t l y  
a reference t o  Khrushchev's u s e  of d e - S t a l i n i z a t i o n .  Also 
i n  January  t h e  Moldavian pape r  Sovetskaya MoldaviJla pub- 
l i s h e d  an  a r t i c l e  bv a m e m b e r  03 t h  e c o u n c i l  of t h e  House 
of P o l i t i c a l  Educa t ion  of t h e  Moldavian C e n t r a l  Committee, 
ana lyz ing  t h e  c u l t  and its exposure.  The a r t i c l e  i n s t r u c t e d  
p ropagand i s t s  t o  r e f e r  t o  t h e  June  1956 decree ;  i t  a t t a c k e d  
those  who t u r n  criticism of t h e  c u l t  i n t o  a campaign and 
t o l d  p ropagand i s t s  t o  emphasize t h a t  t h e  p a r t y  had d e a l t  
w i t h  a l l  t h a t  had c o n f l i c t e d  w i t h  t h e  l i n e s  of t h e  2 0 t h  
Congress.  Both of these a r t i c l e s  reflect  t h e  c a r r y i n g  ou t  
of t h e  i n s t r u c t i o n s  i s e u e d  by Trapeznikov i n  October 1965 
and mark a f u r t h e r  s t e p  i n  t h e  road t o  r e - S t a l i n i z a t i o n .  

The c l e a r e s t  e x p r e s s i o n  of t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  orthodox 
approach was t h e  t r i a l  i n  February of t h e  writers Daniel  
and Sinyavskiy ,  an a c t i o n  which must  have been approved by 
t h e  Presidium. According t o  t h e  wri ter  Va len t in  Katayev, 
Kosygin had opposed t h e  t r i a l  and " t h e  whole damned th ing"  
b u t  had been ou tvo ted .  I t  seems l i k e l y  t h a t  Mikoyan would 
have opposed i t  and p robab le  t h a t  Podgornyy, t oo ,  would not  
have suppor t ed  i t .  I t  seems c l e a r  t h a t  Brezhnev, i n  l eague  
w i t h  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  and o t h e r  orthodox members of t h e  
h i e ra rchy ,  suppor t ed  t h e  a c t i o n . .  The two men received 
f i v e  and seven y e a r s  r e s p e c t i v e l y  f o r  t h e i r  "crime" of 
pub l i sh ing  s o - c a l l e d  a n t i - S o v i e t  works under pseudonyms 
i n  t h e  West. 

I n  Janua ry  1966 a le t ter  was r e p o r t e d l y  c i r c u l a t e d  
i n  p a r t y  meet ings on t h e  s u b j e c t  of t h e  upcoming p a r t y  
congress .  A s i m i l a r ,  perhaps i d e n t i c a l ,  l e t te r  w h i c h  w a s  
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s e n t  t o  t h e  S o v i e t  Embassy i n  Athens, s t a t e d  t h a t  S t a l i n i s m  
had no t  been bad excep t  f o r  t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  and 
t h a t  many S t a l i n i s t s  would be r e h a b i l i t a t e d  d u r i n g  t h e  
congress .  I t  was e x p l a i n e d  t o  
t h a t  t h e  change on t h e  i s s u e  o 0I.aAAllLb-LL-a ize  
t h e  Chinese i d e o l o g i c a l  grounds f o r  a t t a c k i n g  t h e  S o v i e t  
Union. 

Numerous r e p o r t s  c i r c u l a t e d  du r ing  t h e  months be fo re  
t he  congres s  t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  S t a l i n  would be r e h a b i l i t a t e d ,  
and E a s t e r n  European c o u n t r i e s  a p p a r e n t l y  r ece ived  some 
warning. Fo r  example, i n  midoJanuary t h e  S o v i e t s  r e p o r t e d l y  
t o l d  a Czech d e l e g a t i o n  l ed  by Novotny t h a t  S t a l i n  would be  
p a r t i a l l y  r e h a b i l i t a t e d  a t  t h e  congress .  These r e p o r t s  
caused some a n x i e t y  i n  these c o u n t r i e s .  On 1 5  February  t h e  
P o l i s h  p a r t y  organ Trybuna Ludu pub l i shed  a s t r o n g l y  worded 
e d i t o r i a l  i n  commemoration -he 1 0 t h  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t h e  
20th CPSU Congress .  T h i s  e d i t o r i a l  could  be r e a d  a s  a 
warning t o  t h e  S o v i e t  Union, l i n k i n g  as i t  d i d  t h e  coming 
23rd Congress w i t h  t h e  h e r i t a g e  of t h e  20th ,  which i t  s a i d  
had become "a common g a i n  f o r  t h e  e n t i r e  Communist movement." 
I n  c o n t r a s t ,  t h e  a n n i v e r s a r y  received only  muted a t t e n t i o n  
i n  t h e  S o v i e t  press. 

On t h e  e v e  of t h e  28rd congres s ,  a number of r e p u b l i c  
and r e g i o n a l  p a r t y  meet ings were h e l d ,  a t  w h i c h  p a r t y  lead-  
ers expres sed  f o r  t h e  most p a r t  ha rd - l ine  s e n t i m e n t s .  The 
most s t r i d e n t  v o i c e  came, no t  s u r p r i s i n g l y ,  from Mzhavanadze's 
b a i l i w i c k ,  Georgia ,  where  p a r t y  s e c r e t a r y  S tu rua  spoke of t h e  

"costs" of d e - S t a l i n i z i n g ,  s a y i n g  it  had  brought n i h i l i s m  and 
cosmopoli tanism (an  o l d  S t a l i n i s t  term w i t h  an t i -Semi t i c  
c o n n o t a t i o n s ) ,  a s  w e l l  a s  a t t e m p t s  by some a u t h o r s  t o  b r i n g  
back Tro t sk iy i sm and o t h e r  d e v i a t i o n s .  H e  condemned t h e  
t e r m  p e r i o d  of t h e  c u l t  of p e c s o n a l i t y ,  c l a iming  t h a t  i t  
b e l i t t l e d  a p e r i o d  of h e r o i c  v i c t o r i e s  and enormous s u c -  
cesses. And, f i n a l l y ,  he  a t t a c k e d  those  who undervalue 
i d e o l o g i c a l  work and w r i t e  about  shortcomings.  H e  s t a t e d  
t h a t  t h i s  does no t  h e l p  t h e  b u i l d i n g  of communism. And 
he  c l o s e d  w i t h  a c a l l  for party c o o r d i n a t i o n  of i d e o l o g i c a l  
work. * 

*The I t a l i a n s  r e a c t e d  q u i c k l y  t o  S t u r u a ' s  speech.  On 
27 March Unita  warned t h a t  if t h e  23rd congress  r e - e v a l u a t e d  
S t a l i n  anZTiTEimized t h e  n e g a t i v e  judgment of t h e  2 0 t h  
c o n g r e s s ,  " w e  cannot a c c e p t  i t .  * *  
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A t  t h e  B e l o r u s s i a n  congres s  first s e c r e t a r y  Masherov 
stated t h a t  d e - S t a l i n i z a t i o n  had brought i n t o  d i s r e p u t e  
"an e n t i r e  h i s t o r i c a l  era'' i n  t h e  c o u n t r y ' s  l i f e .  H e  a l s o  
cri t icized t h o s e  who d i s t o r t  c e r t a i n  even t s  of t h e  war 
and emascula te  t h e  c lass  c o n t e n t  of h i s t o r y .  F i r s t  Secre-  
t a r y  Bodyul, i n  Moldavia, imp l i ed  t h a t  t h e  uncrowning 
of S t a l i n  had l ed  t o  a d i s t o r t i o n  of t h e  h i s t o r i c  achieve-  
ments of t h e  p a r t y  i n  its s t r u g g l e  f o r  s o c i a l i s m .  I n  L a t v i a  
Pelshe emphasized t h e  importance of p a r t y  educa t ion  and 
cri t icized those writers and artists who a r e  d isposed  t o  
f a u l t  f i n d i n g  and e x a g g e r a t i n g  e x i s t i n g  shortcomings and 
d i f f i c u l t i e s .  In t h e  Ukraine S h e l e s t  used Sholokhov's 
fo rmula t ion  t h a t  when t h e  h e a r t  of each  a r t i s t  belonged t o  
t h e  p a r t y ,  he would be f r e e  t o  w r i t e  a s  hfs heart d i c t a t e s .  
And, a t  t h e  Leningrad O b l a s t '  P a r t y  confe rence ,  T o l s t i k o v  
p r e s e n t e d  h i s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  problem of 
non-conforming i n t e l l e c t u a l s :  

Under p r e s e n t  c o n d i t i o n s ,  w e  a r e  f aced  w i t h  
having t o  s t r e n g t h e n  t h e  p a r t y ' s  i n f l u e n c e  
on t h e  c r e a t i v e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a ,  and t o  he lp  
i t ,  by its c r e a t i v e  works t o  s t r e n g t h e n  
Communist i d e a l s .  

A t  tWesld of March s e v e r a l  warnings were sounded 
about t h e  proposed r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n .  One came 
from t h e  j o u r n a l  Voprosy F i l o s o f  ii (Ques t ions  of Phi losophy)  
w h i c h  warned t h a t  r e v e r s i o n  t o  one-man r u l e  w a F s t i l l  a 
poss i b i l i  t y : 

I n  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  of t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of 
s o c i a l i s m  there e x i s t s  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  
w h i l e  t a k i n g  p a r t  i n  c o l l e c t i v e  work, d e f i n i t e  
p e r s o n a l i t i e s  may pur sue  aims w h i c h  a r e  t h e i r  
own o r  w h i c h  a r e  aims of a f a c t i o n .  Moved by 
ambi t ion ,  t h e y  have p e r s o n a l  aims and c a u s e  harm 
t o  t h e  common c a u s e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  t hose  per- 
s o n a l i t i e s  have l e a d i n g  p o s i t i o n s .  

T h e  a r t i c l e  t h e n  proposed t h a t  reforms be adopted t o  
"prevent  t h e  r e p e t i t i o n  of p a s t  mistakes."  
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The second,  and most s p e c t a c u l a r ,  warning came from 
25 S o v i e t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  These i n d i v i d u a l s  s e n t  an u rgen t  
appea l  and warning a g a i n s t  t h e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  t o  Brezhnev.* 
The let ter s t a t ed  t h a t  t h e  a u t h o r s  saw no th ing  t o  i n d i c a t e  
t h a t  condemnation of t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t  had been mistaken-- 
on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  t h e y  s a i d ,  many h o r r i f y i n g  f a c t s  remained 
t o  be r e v e a l e d .  They sa id  t h a t  any a t t empt  a t  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
would c a u s e  g r e a t  d i s s e n s i o n  w i t h i n  S o v i e t  soc&ety ,  and 
would be i n t e r p r e t e d  by t h e  world a s  c a p i t u l a t i o n  t o  t h e  
Chinese.  

The  Coaaress  Opens 

The 23rd Congress opened on 29 March and proved t o  
be much less i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a n  t h e  build-up t o  i t .  The 
r e p o r t e d  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n  amounted only  t o  t h e  
r e s t o r a t  i on  of t h e  terms "Po l i tbu ro"  and "General Secre-  
t a r y ; "  these were perhaps  t h e  symbolic  v e s t i g e s  of an 
abandoned p l a n .  Whether t h e  proposed r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  was 
abandoned because of o p p o s i t i o n  i n  E a s t e r n  Europe, i n t e r n a l  
p r o t e s t ,  o r  power s h i f t s  i n  t h e  Pres id ium is not  c l e a r ;  it 
seems most l i k e l y  t h a t  t h e  leaders were s t a r t l e d  by t h e  
vehemence of t h e  r e a c t i o n ,  both a t  home and abroad, and 
decided t h a t  i t  would be w i s e  t o  move c a u t i o u s l y .  

I n  h i s  speech  t o  t h e  congres s ,  Brezhnev mentioned 
n e i t h e r  S t a l i n  n o r  Khrushchev by name, b u t  he  d i d  refer t o  
t h e  m i s c a l c u l a t i o n s ,  undue h a s t e ,  and s u b j e c t i v i s m  of recent 
y e a r s  (a c l e a r  s l a p  a t  Khrushchev).  H e  c a l l e d  f o r  pa r ty -  
mindedness and a c l a s s  approach,  a l though he rejected 
a r b i t r a r y  i v f l u e n c e  (an  appa ren t  r e j e c t i o n  of t h e  more 
n e o - S t a l i n i s t  recommendations of T o l s t i k o v )  . Brezhnev's 
speech was less extreme i n  t o n e  t h a n  many of t h e  pre- 
congress  speeches had been, perhaps  a r e f l e c t i o n  of t h e  
l e a d e r s h i p ' s  d e c i s i o n  t o  p u l l  back; n o n e t h e l e s s ,  t h e  t one  
of h i s  speech  was or thodox:  

The  p a r t y  w i l l  always s u p p o r t  a r t  and 
l i t e r a t u r e  w h i c h  conf i rm be l ie fs  in our  
i d e a l s  and w i l l  wage an uncompromising 
s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t ' a l l  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  of 
ideology w h i c h  is a l i e n  t o  u s .  

*See Appendix I t e m  A and page 49 for f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n .  
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S o c i a l i s t  a r t  is deep ly  o p t i m i s t i c  and 
c h e e r f u l  . . . . This, of c o u r s e ,  does no t  
mean t h a t  one must w r i t e  on ly  about  what 
is good. As everyone knows, w e  have many 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  and shor tcomings  and t h e  
t r u t h f u l  cri t icism of them i n  works of 
a r t  is u s e f u l  and necessa ry ;  it h e l p s  
t h e  S o v i e t  peop le  t o  e l i m i n a t e  t h e  s h o r t -  
comings. Unfo r tuna te ly ,  one a l s o  encoun te r s  
t h o s e  hacks i n  a r t  who, i n s t e a d  of a s s i s t a n c e  
t o  t h e  people ,  choose  as t h e i r  s p e c i a l t y  t h e  
b lackening  of o u r  sys tem and t h e  s l a n d e r  of 
ou r  h e r o i c  people .  Of c o u r s e ,  w e  have only  
a few such  peop le .  They do n o t  t o  any e x t e n t  
reflect  t h e  f e e l i n g s  and mind of ou r  c r e a t i v e  
i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  who are l inked i n s e p a r a b l y  
w i t h  t h e  people  and w i t h  t h e  p a r t y  . . . . 
A f t e r  Brezhnev spoke ,  a number of s p e e c h e s =  were 

g i v e n  which  were more h a r d - l i n e  t h a n  h i s .  Yepishev, C h i e f  
of t h e  Main P o l i t i c a l  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  of t h e  S o v i e t  Army 
and Navy, warned a g a i n s t  r e l a x i n g  i d e o l o g i c a l  work, and 
s t a t e d  t h a t  s o m e  "bearers of p e t t y  bourgeois l i cen t iousness"  
under t h e  p r e t e n c e  of s t r u g g l i n g  a g a i n s t  t h e  consequences 
of t h e  c u l t  o f p e r s o n a l i t y  and o t h e r s  under  t h e  g u i s e  of 
advoca t ing  h i s t o r i c a l  t r u t h ,  run  down t h e  h e r o i c  h i s t o r y  
and s t r u g g l e  of p a r t y  and peop le ,  and t r y  t o  blacken S o v i e t  
r e a l i t y  and minimize t h e  grandeur  of ou r  t r iumphs over 
f a sc i sm.  

The series of n e o - S t a l i n i s t  r e p o r t s  was begun by 
Yegorychev, t h a t  s t a l w a r t  s u p p o r t e r  of t h e  S o v i e t  Union's 
h e r o i c  p a s t ,  who s t a r t e d  by r e a s s u r i n g  t h o s e  who had been 
f r i g h t e n e d  by t h e  s p e c t r e  of S t a l i n i s m :  

The p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t ,  t h e  v i o l a t i o n  of 
L e n i n i s t  norms and p r i n c i p l e s  of p a r t y  
l i f e  and s o c i a l i s t  l e g a l i t y - - a l l  t h a t  
has  h indered  our  movement forward--has 
been d e c i s i v e l y  rejected by our  p a r t y ,  
and there w i l l  never  be a r e t u r n  t o  t h i s  
p a s t  I 
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H e  t hen  proceeded,  however, t o  a t t a c k  once a g a i n  t h o s e  
who write o f f  t h e  h e r o i c  h i s t o r y  of t h e  S o v i e t  peop le ,  
and t o  condemn i n s u f f i c i e n t l y  party-minded approaches t o  
h i s t o r y  and i n d i v i d u a l s .  H e  c l o s e d  by s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  
s e n s a t i o n a l  i n s t a n c e s  when direct i d e o l o g i c a l  s a b o t e u r s  
p e n e t r a t e  t h e  r a n k s  of t he  workers of a r t  can  be e x p l a i n e d  
only  by p o l i t i c a l  c a r e l e s s n e s s .  Yegorychev's a t t a c k  seemed 
t o  i n c l u d e  a l a r g e  p o r t i o n  of t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  i n  its 
scope.  The l i be ra l s  had demonstrated t h e i r  apprehens ion  
about  t h i s  s o r t  of approach i n  a January  Noviy M i r  a r t i c le  
which cri t icized S t a l i n ' s  s t a t e m e n t  a t  t h m h x r t y  c o n g r e s s  
t h a t  t h e  main bu lk  of t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  had opposed t h e  
r e v o l u t i o n ,  and t h e r e f o r e  had t o  be broken and d i s p e r s e d .  

Moldavian F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Bodyul, a Brezhnev man, 
c a l l e d  f o r  s t r ic te r  l i t e r a r y  c o n t r o l s .  H e  u rged  t h a t  a 
d e c i s i v e  r e b u f f  be g iven  t o  t h e  f a l s i f i e r s  of h i s t o r y  and 
t o  t h o s e  who s l a n d e r  t h e  S o v i e t , p e o p l e .  H e  described t h e  
n a t u r e  of freedom i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union, s t a t i n g  t h a t  a r t i s t s  
a r e  free t o  c r e a t e  b u t  

i n  t h e  same degree  t h e  p a r t y  and s t a t e  organs  
en joy  t h e  r i g h t  of free choice of w h a t  t o  
p r i n t  . . . . I n  our  op in ion ,  t h e  weak s i d e  
of l e a d e r s h i p  of t h i s  s e c t o r  of i deo log ica l  
work is i n s u f f i c i e n t  p a r t y  demandingness toward 
s e l e c t i o n  and p u b l i c a t i o n  of works of l i t e r a t u r e ,  
a r t ,  and cinema. 

Moscow O b l a s t '  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Konotop w a s  more e x p l i c i t  
and more ha r sh  i n  h i s  recommendation thah  Bodyul had been: 

Each p e r s o n  is free t o  w r i t e  and t o  speak 
e v e r y t h i n g  which p l e a s e s  h i m ,  wi thout  t h e  
s l i g h t e s t  r e s t r i c t i o n s .  But e v e r y  free 

. union ( i n c l u d i n g  t h e  p a r t y )  is a l s o  free 
t o  d i s m i s s  t h w e  members who use t h e  p a r t y  
f o r  p reach ing  a n t i - p a r t y  opin ions .  

T h u s  t h e  t h r e a t  had been r a i s e d  of expu l s ion  from p a r t y  
and c r e a t i v e  un ions ;  expu l s ion  from t h e  l a t t e r  would mean 
t h e  end of t h e  r i g h t  t o  pub l i sh .  O t h e r  ha rd - l ine  speeches 
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were g i v e n  on t h i s  occas ion  by.Masherov, Mzhavanadze, 
P e l s h e ,  and Rostov p a r t y  ch ief ,  M. Solomentsev. 

On t h e  o t h e r  side of t h e  f e n c e ,  t h e  more moderate 
Podgornyy stated t h a t  t h e  p a r t y  had done much t o  s t r e n g t h e n  
law and o r d e r  and t o  e l i m i n a t e  harmful  e lements  connec ted  
w i t h  t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y .  H e  s a i d  t h a t  economic and 
c u l t u r a l  i s s u e s  p r e s e n t  new q u e s t i o n s ,  r e q u i r i n g  l e g i s l a t i o n .  
In h i s  speech  Podgornyy a l s o  appea led  f o r  g r e a t e r  democracy 
i n  t h e  p a r t y .  I n  g e n e r a l  t h o s e  leaders who s u p p o r t  a moderate  
approach have been s i l e n t  on t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  and r e l a t e d  
s u b j e c t s  such  a s  c u l t u r a l  freedom. I n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  speech  
Podgornyy dealt on ly  b r i e f l y  w i t h  t h e  t o p i c  bu t  h i s  t r e a t m e n t  
w a s  c l e a r l y  moderate,  as he impl ied  t h a t  these i s s u e s  s h o u l d  
be dealt w i t h  th rough l e g i s l a t i o n - - n o t  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  f i a t .  

A t  t h e  congres s  Mikoyan and Shvern ik  were dropped 
from t h e  P o l i t b u r o  and P e l s h e  was added; fo rmer ly  F i r s t  
S e c r e t a r y  of L a t v i a ,  P e l s h e  is r e p o r t e d l y  c l o s e  t o  Suslov.  
P e l s h e  a l s o  took  over  Shve rn ik ' s  f u n c t i o n  as chairman of 
t h e  p a r t y ' s  C o n t r o l  Commission. 
setback f o r  t h e  moderates  on t h e  p o l i t b u r o .  Kunayev, a 
Breshnev fo l lower ,  and t h e  Ekloruss ian  F i r s t  Secretary 
Masherov, an  appa ren t  S h e l e p i n  s u p p o r t e r  and probably  Mazuo- 
rov ' s  p ro t ege ,  became c a n d i d a t e  m e m b e r s  of t h e  P o l i t b u r o .  

*Before t h e  congres s ,  i n  February ,  t h e  moderates had 
s u f f e r e d  ano the r  s e t b a c k  when A.  Kochinyan r e p l a c e d  Ya. 
Zarobyan a s  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  i n  Armenia. A subsequent  speech 
by Kochinyan revealed t h a t  Zarobyan had been demoted f o r  
opening p a r t y  membership t o  t h e  masses and r e c r u i t i n g  tech- 
n i c i a n s  ra ther  t h a n  p o l i t i c a l  workers ,  a s  w e l l  as f o r  poor  
i d e o l o g i c a l  l e a d e r s h i p .  Zarobyan had come from Khar'kov 
O b l a s t ' ,  Podgornyy's ba i l iw ick ,  as had N. Sobol ,  dismissed 
i n  March from h i s  p o s i t i o n  as Ukra in ian  Second S e c r e t a r y .  
Bo th  of these a c t i o n s  t h e r e f o r e  r e p r e s e n t e d  a defeat f o r  
Podgornyy, and t h e  Armenian shake-up may a l s o  have marked 
a defeat f o r  Mikoyan, an  Armenian who probably  had had con- 
s i d e r a b l e  i n f l u e n c e  i n  pe r sonne l  appointments  i n  t h a t  
r e p u b l i c  over  t h e  years. 

These  a c t i p s  marked a n o t h e r  

' 
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I n  o t h e r  p e r s o n n e l  a c t i o n s  du r ing  t h i s  p e r i o d ,  S h e l e p i n ' s  
a s s o c i a t e  Khaldeyev was s h i f t e d  from h i s  p o s i t i o n  a s  
RSFSR Agi tprop  C h i e f  t o  become t h e  new e d i t o r  of P a r t i y n a y a  
Zhizn and G. Yenyutin,  a long-time Brezhnev a s s o c f a t e  was 
named Chairman of t h e  RSFSR P e o p l e ' s  C o n t r o l  Commissions. 
A f t e r  t h e  congres s ,  there were a number of i n d i c a t i o n s  t h a t  
S h e l e p i n  had been a s s i g n e d  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  l i g h t  indus- 
t r y  m a t t e r s ,  and from a meet ing he a t t e n d e d  t h e  fo l lowing  
September,  it appeared t h a t  Demichev had assumed S h e l e p i n ' s  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  s u p e r v i s i n g  t h e  Sov ie t  s e c u r i t y  a p p a r a t u s .  
From these a c t i o n s  i t  would appear  t h a t  the  moderates. .bad 
received a f u r t h e r  s e t b a c k  as had S h e l e p i n ,  bu t  S h e l e p i n  
still  had c o n s i d e r a b l e  s t r e n g t h  j u d i n g  from h i s  a b i l i t y  
t o  keep h i s  s u p p o r t e r s  i n  h igh- lev61 p o s t s .  

Pos t -Congress  Orthodoxy 

Fol lowing t h e  congres s  a number of speeches g iven  
by p a r t y  leaders i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  or thodox r e - S t a l i n i z i n g  
l i n e  con t inued  t o  p r e v a i l .  A t  a Leningrad Ob las t '  meeting 
e a r l y  i n  A p r i l ,  T o l s t i k o v  d e l i v e r e d  an  only  t h i n l y  v e i l e d  
warning: 

The congres s  devoted  a t t e n t i o n  a l s o  toszthe 
n e g a t i v e  phenomena i n  t h e  development of 
l i t e r a t u r e  and a r t .  We a l s o  have been 
having cases of lowered demandingness 
toward t h e  r e s u l t s  of c r e a t i v e  work here 
i n  Leningrad.  Such l a c k  of demandingness 
appea r s  e s p e c i a l l y  o f t e n  i n  e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  
c r e a t i v e  work of t h e  young wri ters  and t h i s  
has  a n e g a t i v e  e f f e c t  on t h e i r  c r e a t i v e  
growth. O u r  c r e a t i v e  organs  shou ld  t h i n k  
s e r i o u s l y  about  these f a c t s .  

And Brezhnev-supporter  Kunayev, who had p r e v i o u s l y  been 
q u i t e  moderate,  gave a dogmatic speech i n  May a t  a congress  
of Kazakh writers. H e  c a l l e d  on writers t o  be i n  t h e  f o r e -  
f r o n t  of t h e  i d e o l o g i c a l  s t r u g g l e  and t o  combat t h e  c h a l l e n g e  
of bourgeois  propaganda, and he  a f f i rmed  p a r t y  l e a d e r s h i p  
of t h e  a r t s .  H e  d i d  make s e v e r a l  concess ions  t o  t h e  
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moderate v i e w ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  writers cou ld  d e p i c t  n e g a t i v e  
a s p e c t s  of l i f e - b u t  from a Communist posi t ion--and t h a t  
demands s h o u l d  n o t  be made on writers t o  write on s p e c i f i c  
s u b j e c t s .  

Demichev, i n  h i s  May e l e c t i o n  speech ,  condemned 
i d e o l o g i c a l l y  harmful  works and l i n k e d  them t o  f o r e i g n  
propaganda which s e e k s  t o  s u b v e r t  S o v i e t  s o c i e t y .  T h i s  
l i n e  by now had become almost  s t a n d a r d  and is r e m i n i s c e n t  
of t h e  S t a l i n i s t  concep t  of a sha rpen ing  class s t r u g g l e .  
There can  be  no d i s s e n t  w i t h i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  a s  e n v i s i o n e d ;  
t h e r e f o r e ,  any d i s sonance  m u s t  be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  an aggres-  
s i v e ,  a l i e n k l e o l o g y .  I n  t h e  l o g i c a l  continuum of t h i s  
l i n e ,  Demichev condemned b r i g e  b u i l d i n g  between E a s t  
and West. Subsequent  e x t e n s i o n  of t h e  l i n e  would lead 
t o  t h e  cha rge  t h a t  d i s s i d e n t  w r i t e r s  were i n  fact  a g e n t s  
of t h e  West and s h o u l d  be t r i ed  f o r  t r easonous  a c t i v i t y .  

On 16 May Yepishev, head of t h e  armed f o r c e s '  po l i t i -  
c a l  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  gave a dogmatic speech  a t  a confe rence  
on t h e  i n d o c t r i n a t i o n  of youth.  H e  r e p o r t e d l y  c a l l e d  on 
writers t o  show t h e  g r e a t n e s s  of t h e  t i m e s  i n s t e a d  of 
q u e s t i o n i n g  herioc legends .  H e  praised t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  of 
t h e  S t a l i n  era, and s a i d  t h a t  S t a l i n ' s  r easons  f o r  s e n d i n g  
people  t o  death o r  p r i s o n  camps shou ld  be understood.  H e  - -  
t h e n  cri t icized both  Noviy M i r  and Yunost'  f o r  p u b l i s h i n g  
a r t i c l e s  d e s c r i b i n g  s e t b a c k n u r i n g m a r  and f o r  paying  
t r i b u t e  t o  abstract humanism and pac i f i sm.  

D i f f e r e n c e s  w i t h i n  t h e  leadership on t h e  S t a l i n  
i s s u e  were reflected i n  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of c o n t r a d i c t o r y  
a r t i c l e s  by t h e  two h ighes t - ranking  m i l i t a r y  f i g u r e s  i n  
t h e  S o v i e t  Union i n  June  1966. Defense M i n i s t e r  Malinovskiy 
wrote  an a r t i c l e  i n  I z v e s t i y a  on 23 June i n  w h i c h  he men- 
t i o n e d  n e i t h e r  t h e  purge of m i l i t a r y  l e a d e r s  b e f o r e  t h e  
war nor  mis t akes  on t h e  p a r t  of S t a l i n .  H e  a t t r i b u t e d  
t h e  i n i t i a l  d e f e a t s  t o  t h e  enormous s i ze  of t h e  a t t a c k i n g  
f o r c e s  w h i c h  he  s a i d  had been b u i l t  up w i t h  t h e  h e l p  of 
Western i m p e r i a l i s t s .  H e  emphasized t h e  pre-war b u i l d u p  
by  t h e  S o v i e t  regime w h i c h ,  he s a i d ,  saw t h e  danger long 
b e f o r e  t h e  war, and he p r a i s e d  t h e  p a r t y  f o r  s t r e n g t h e n i n g  
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t h e  m o r a l - p o l i t i c a l  u n i t y  of t h e  coun t ry .  

I n  an a r t i c l e  ihim iRnez3sisue-mJ? .the M i l i t a r y  H i s t o r i -  
c a l  J o u r n a l  Marshal Andrey Grechko, F i r s t  Deputy M i n i s t e r  
X D e f e n s e ,  bucked t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  l i n e  and r e t u r n e d  t o  t h e  
h i s t o r i o g r a p h y  of t h e  Khrushchev era. H e  c r i t i c i z e d  S t a l i n  
and charged  i n e p t i t u d e  by " t h e  h i g h e s t  m i l i t a r y  and p o l i t i c a l  
l e a d e r s h i p "  on t h e  e v e  of t h e  war. H e  accused t h e  regime of 
unde res t ima t ing  t h e  immediacy of t h e  Nazi t h r e a t s ,  and 
s t a t e d  t h a t  S t a l i n  and h i s  c l o s e s t  advisors--men a t  t h e  head 
of t h e  Commissariat  of Defense and t h e  General  S t a f f  
(Timoshenko and Zhukov) f f g r o s s l y  misca l cu la t ed"  t h e  s t r a t e g i c  
s i t u a t i o n .  H e  f u r t h e r  a s s e r t e d  t h a t  d e c i s i o n s  on major 
de fense  problems w e r e  made by one man w h i l e  r e s p o n s i b l e  m i l -  
i t a r y  l e a d e r s  ' 'often enough suppor t ed  and encouraged these 
e r roneous  views." The u s e  of t h i s  i s s u e  by Grechko may have 
demonstrated h i s  d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  what h e  cons ide red  
t h e  l a c k ' o t z c o n s i d e r a t i o n  be ing  g i v e n  s t r a t e g i c  m i l i t a r y  
problems, and t h e  w i l l i n g n e s s  of some m i l i t a r y  men, f o r  
example Malinovskiy,  t o  go a long  w i t h  i t .  Grechko was t o  
change h i s  emphasis on t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  c o n s i d e r a b l y  b e f o r e  
be ing  named Defense M i n i s t e r  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  y e a r .  

A S h i f t  I n  P o s i t i o n s  

A deba te  on t h e  s u b j e c t  of c o l l e c t i v i t y  of l e a d e r s h i p  
v e r s u s  i n d i v i d u a l  r e s p o n s i b l i t y  was c a r r i e d  on i n  t h e  p r e s s  
du r ing  t h e  summer and f a l l  of 1966. On 20 J u l y  a Pravda 
a r t i c l e  by F. P e t r e n k o  r e a f f i r m e d  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f m c -  
t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  and warned a g a i n s t  t h e  impos i t i on  of 
i n d i v i d u a l  power. On 8 August a Pravdr. e d i t o r i a l  appeared 
t o  respond t o  t h i s  by c i t i n g  *he m o t h  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  
p a r t y  democracy and a t  t h e  same t i m e  t o  develop a s e n s e  

*A Rude Pravo v e r s i o n  of t h i s  a r t i c l e  had a p p a r e n t l y  been 
t a i l o r m o m  i n t o  account  b loc  s e n s i t i v i t i e s .  I n  t h i s  ~ 

v e r s i o n ,  Malinovskiy r e f e r r e d  t o  a series of grave m i s t a k e s  
committed du r ing  t h e  e a r l y  s t a g e s  of t h e  war, a s s e r t e d  t h a t  
t h e  USSR had a v e r y  l i m i t e d  t i m e  i n  w h i c h  t o  p repa re ,  a n d  
c i t e d  s h o r t a g e s  of p l a n e s ,  t anks ,  and a r t i l l e r y  a t  t h e  
s t a r t  of t h e  war. 
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of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and d i s c i p l i n e .  The e d i t o r i a l  quoted  
Lenin t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  " i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t a k i n g  shel ter  
under  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  c o l l e c t i v e n e s s  of work, is a most 
dangerous e v i l .  '' 

Zhizn '  on 1 October  s u p p o r t e d  t h e  Pravda e d i t o r i a l .  Kunayev 
-sed t h e  primacy of i n d i v i d u a l x r s h i p ,  and he  t o o  
used t h e  Lenin  q u o t a t i o n .  However, Georgian Second S e c r e t a r y  
P. Rodionov, i n  a Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS a r t i c l e  r e a s s e r t e d  
P e t r e n k o ' s  v i e w  and emphasized t h a m d i v i d u a l  l e a d e r s  must 
s u b o r d i n a t e  themselves  t o  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e .  In t h i s  d e b a t e  
t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s ,  r e p r e s e n t e d  by Pe t r enko  and Rodionov, 
demonst ra ted  t h e i r  f e a r  t h a t  Brezhnev was a c q u i r i n g  t o o  
much power. They r e s o r t e d  t o  t h e  same argument used pre-  
v i o u s l y  by t h e  moderates--that t h e r e  a r e  dangers  i n h e r e n t  
i n  t h e  impos i t i on  of one-man r u l e  and t h a t  t h e  c o l l e c t i v i t y  
of l e a d e r s h i p  must be p rese rved .  The n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  were 
answered by t h e  Brezhnev f o r c e s  i n  t h e  Pravda e d i t o r i a l  
and Kunayev's a r t i c l e .  The argument u s e d b y t h e m  was t h a t  
w h i l e  c o l l e c t i v i t y  is f i n e ,  it must no t  be used t o  cove r  up 
i r r e s p o n s i b i q ,  and t h a t  there m u s t  be i n d i v i d u a l  r e spons i -  
b i l i t y  and d i s c i p l i n e .  

An a r t i c l e  by Brezhnev-supporter Kunayey i n  P a r t i y n a y a  . 

I n  August and September I z v e s t f y a  pub l i shed  t w o  a r t i -  
c les  w h i c h  s t r o n g l y  a t t a c k e d  S t a l i n  and t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t .  
The f i r s t  a t t i c l e  s t a t e d  t h a t  S t a l i n  had d e p a r t e d  from t h e  
norms of p a r t y  l i f e  and had des t royed  c o l l e c t i v i t y  of l e a d e r -  
s h i p .  The second was even  s t r o n g e r  i n  its d e n u n c i a t i o n  of 
S t a l i n ;  i t  accused  h i m  of o v e r e s t i m a t i n g  h i s  own services 
and c r u d e l y  v i o l a t i n g  c o l l e c t i v i t y .  I t  charged  t h a t  h i s  
t h e s i s  t h a t  t h e  c l a s s  s t r u g g l e  was growing more and more 
aggrava ted  had l e d  t o  c r u d e  v i i r l a t i o n s  of s o c i a l i s t  
l e g a l i t y .  These a r t i c l e s  seem t o  have come from t h e  
moderate s i d e  a s  t h e y  condemn t h e  S t a l i n i s t  t h e o r y  of 
i n t e n s i f y i n g  c l a s s  s t r u g g l e ,  a t e r m  which  was being r e s u r -  
r e c t e d  by t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s .  The I z v e s t i y a  a r t i c l e s  do, 
however ,  a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  de fenses  of c o l l e c -  
t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  mentioned above, and f o r  good reason .  T h e  
moderates had been on t h e  d e f e n s i v e  f o r  a long t i m e  and 
t h e y ,  t o o ,  f e a r e d  Brezhnev's i n c r e a s i n g  s t r e n g t h .  Thus,  
t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  and t h e  l i b e r a l s  had a common i n t e r e s t  
i n  s t o p p i n g  Brezhnev. 
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An i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  S h e l e p i n ' s  f a c t i o n  had c a u s e  t o  
be concerned about  t h e  s t r e n g t h  of its p o s i t i o n  was t h e  
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of S h e l e p i n  i n  4ugust a s  s e c r e t a r y  i n  c h a r g e  
of consumer goods,  a r e a l  come-down f o r  him. I n  September 
She lep in  l o s t  a n o t h e r  foothoLd i n  t h e  s e c u r i t y  f o r c e s .  A 
new Min i s t ry  f o r  t h e  P r o t e c t i o n  of P u b l i c  Order  was e s t a b -  
l i s h e d  w i t h  N. Shchelokov, a long-time Brezhnev a s s o c i a t e ,  
appoin ted  t o  head it .  The l o g i c a l  appoin tee  had been 
V. Tikunov, a S h e l e p i n  a s s o c i a t e ,  who had been s e r v i n g  a s  
.chief of t h e  WFSR m i l i t i a .  On t h e  e v e  of t h e  August 
plenum of t h e  c e n t r a l  committee t h e r e  were a number of 
r e p o r t s  t h a t  t h e r e  would be numerous personnel  changes-- 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h a t  Kosygin would be f i r e d .  Th i s  d i d  no t  
occur .  

I n  November Brezhnev i n d i c a t e d  h i s  suppor t  f o r  a 
g e n e r a l  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n ;  i n  a speech  i n  T b i l i s i ,  
he  aga in  mentioned S t a l i n ' s  name, t h i s  t i m e  i ne lud ing  h i m  
among a group of "a rden t  r e v o l u t i o n a r i e s "  who had l e d  t h e  
s t r u g g l e  f o r  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  i n  Georgia .  Thus, w h i l e  t h e  
neo -S ta lhn i s t s  were s i d i n g  w i t h  t h e  moderates on t h e  
q u e s t i o n  of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  Brezhnev took t h e  
S t a l i n  i s s u e  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  s t e p .  By f u r t h e r  r e s t o r i n g  
S t a l i n  he  c o u l d  a l s o  restore t h e  concept  of one-man ru l e  
t o  r e s p e c t a b i l i t y  and the reby  l e g i t i m i z e  h i s  own d r i v e  
f o r  i nc reased  power. 

. .  INTELLECTUALS 

Pre-Congress Clamp-Down 

The g e n e r a l  s h i f t  t o  an i n c r e a s i n g l y  ha rd - l ine  
p o l i c y  was reflected i n  a clamp-down on t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  
i n  t h e  f i r s t  f e w  months of 1966. I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  t r i a l  
of Daniel  and S inyavsk iy  and t h e i r  s en tenc ing  t o  f i v e  and 
seven yea r s  a t  hard l a b o r  r e s p e c t i v e l y  f o r  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  
of "an t i -Sovie t"  works i n  t h e  West, there were a number of 
o t h e r  a r r e s t s  and t r i a l s .  I n  e a r l y  January,  d ip lomat i c  
sou rces  r e p o r t e d  t h a t  a S o v i e t  s t u d e n t  had been sen tenced  
t o  s e v e n  y e a r s  i n  p r i s o n  a s  t h e  a l l e g e d  l e a d e r  of 
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approximately 250 Leningrad  s t u d e n t s  who had s e c r e t l y  
publ i shed  t h e  magazine Kolokol (The B e l l ) ,  t h e  magazine 
of " f r e e  thought  ." E i g h t  o t h e r s  r e p o r t e d l y  r e c e i v e d  
sen tences  r ang ing  from two t o  f i v e  yea r s .  The group re- 
p o r t e d l y  c la imed t h a t  it was n o t  anti-Communist, bu t  was 
opposed t o  Communism a s  p r a c t i c e d  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union, and 
was a g a i n s t  what t hey  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  remnants of S t a l i n i s m .  
Once a g a i n  Leningrad was a c t i n g  a s  t h e  l e a d e r  i n  implementing 
a hard- l ine  p o l i c y .  I n  February  t h e  young poet  Vladimir  
Batshev was s e n t e n c e d  t o  f i v e  y e a r s  e x i l e  i n  S i b e r i a .  
Accused of being  a p a r a s i t e ,  he  w a s  condemned f o r  p a r t i c i -  
p a t i o n  i n  t h e  5 December demons t r a t ion  p r o t e s t i n g  t h e  a r r e s t s  
of Daniel  and S inyavsk iy  and f o r  c a r r y i n g  on l i t e r a r y  a c t i v -  
i t i es  wi thout  b e i n g - a  m e m b e r  of t h e  Union of Writers. Also 
i n  February t h e  w r i t e r  V a l e r i y  T a r s i s  was depr ived  of h i s  
S o v i e t  c i t i z e n s h i p  w h i l e  t r a v e l i n g  abroad. 

The S o v i e t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  r e a c t e d  t o  t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  
p r e s s u r e  w i t h  f e a r  and courage .  J u s t  b e f o r e  t h e  23rd con- 
g r e s s  convened on 29 March, 60 members of t h e  USSR Union of 
Writers s e n t  a le t ter  t o  t h e  pres id iums of t h e  c o n g r e s s , .  
t h e  USSR Supreme S o v i e t ,  and t h e  RSFSR Supreme Soviet .*  They 
asked permiss ion  to s t a n d  s u r e t y  fo r  Daniel  and Sinyavskiy .  
W h i l e  c r i t i c i z i n g  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of works abroad wi thout  
a u t h o r i z a t i o n ,  t h e  s i g n e r s  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  t r i a l  of t h e  
two writers had s e t  a dangerous precedent  and th rea t ened  
t h e  p rogres s  of S o v i e t  c u l t u r e .  They c a l l e d  f o r  more 
freedom, not  its condemnation. 

-- 

Also on t h e  e v e  of t h e  congres s ,  a group of 25 in- 
t e l l e c t u a l s  s e n t  a s i g n e d  le t ter  t o  Rrezhnev, a rguing  
a g a i n s t  any r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n  a t  t h e  congress.** 
They mentioned t e n d e n c i e s  i n  speeches  and a r t i c l e s  d i rec ted  
a t  s u c h  a r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  and s t a t e d  t h a t  t h i s  caused t h e m  
deep apprehension.  They s a i d  they  had s e e n  noth ing  w h i c h  
would warran t  t h i n k i n g  t h e  o r i g i n a l  condemnation of t h e  
p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t  was wrong; on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  t h e y  main ta ined  

*See Appendix I t e m  B. 

**See Appendix I t e m  A .  
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t h a t  many of t h e  most hopp i fy ing  f a c t s  about  S t a l i n ' s  
crimes had n o t  y e t  been made p u b l i c .  They s a i d  t h a t  
there were many dangers  i nvo lved  i n  any r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
of S t a l i n ,  i n c l u d i n g  s e r i o u s  d i s s e n s i o n s  i n  S o v i e t  s o c i e t y .  

. . . S t a l i n  is r e s p o n s i b l e  not  on ly  f o r  t h e  
d e s t r u c t i o n  of c o u n t l e s s  innocent  people ,  
f o r  our  unpreparedness  f o r  t h e  w a r ,  f o r  a 
d e p a r t u r e  from t h e  L e n i n i s t  n o r m  of p a r t y  
and s t a t e  l i fe .  H i s  crimes and u n j u s t  deeds 
a l s o  d i s t o r t e d  t h e  i d e a  of Communism t o  s u c h  
an  e x t e n t  t h a t  o u r  peop le  w i l l  never  f o r g i v e  
him f o r  t h i s .  Our peop le  w i l l  no t  unders tand  
and w i l l  n o t  a c c e p t  even a p a r t i a l  d e p a r t u r e  
from t h e  d e c i s i o n s  on t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t .  
No one w i l l  be a b l e  t o  o b l i t e r a t e  t h e s e  de- 
c i s i o n s  from its consc iousness  and memory. ' 
Any a t t empt  t o  do so w i l l  l e a d  only t o  con- 
f u s i o n  and d i s a r r a y  i n  t h e  b roades t  circles . . . . No e x p l a n a t i o n s  o r  a r t i c l e s  w i l l  make 
people  b e l i e v e  i n  S t a l i n  a g a i n ;  on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  
t h e y  w i l l  s imply  create d i s o r d e r  and anger .  
To  unde r t ake  any th ing  l i k e  t h i s  is dangerous,  
t a k i n g  i n t o  account  t h e  complex economic and 
p o l i t i c a l  s i t u a t i o n  of our  coun t ry .  

The let ter went on t o  describe ano the r  danger--that a 
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  would pose  a th rea t  of a new s p l i t  i n  t h e  
world communist movement--between t h e  S o v i e t  Union and 
t h e  Communists i n  t h e  West who would see t h i s  as a s u r -  
r ende r  t o  t h e  Chinese.  The let ter c l o s e d  by s a y i n g  t h a t  
s u c h  a d e c i s i o n  by t h e  C e n t r a l  Committee could  not  be 
regarded  a s  r o u t i n e - - t h a t  it would have h i s t o r i c  importance 
f o r  t h e  d e s t i n y  of t h e  county .  

I n  its March e d i t o r i a l  Noviy M i r  a g a i n  defended 
t r u t h  i n  l i t e r a t u r e  and used P r a v d a ' s 6  February a r t i c l e  
on t h e  coming 23rd Congress  t o  suppor t  its p o s i t i o n .  I t  
s a i d  t h a t  Pravda ,  w h i c h  had i n  f a c t  g iven  l i m i t e d  a t t e n t i o n  
t o  t h e  20thCongress, had p r a i s e d  t h a t  congress  f o r  over-  
coming t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t  and f o r  r e s t o r i n g  L e n i n i s t  
norms of p a r t y  and s t a t e  l i f e ,  t h e  observance of c o l l e c t i v i t y  
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of l e a d e r s h i p  and i n t r a - p a r t y  democracy. Noviy M i r  a s s e r t e d ,  
o p t i m i s t i c a l l y ,  t h a t  t h e  p a r t y  was constan-trengthening 
these t h i n g s  and was doing  e v e r y t h i n g  t o  avoid  a r e p e t i t i o n  
of t h e  v i o l a t i o n s  of l e g a l i t y  connec ted  w i t h  t h e  c u l t .  
I n  obvious d i s f a v o r ,  Noviy M i r ' s  e d i t o r - i n - c h i e f ,  Tvardov- 
s k i y  was t h e  on ly  c a n m e -  f u l l  member of t h e  c e n t r a l  
committee n o t  e l e c t e d  a d e l e g a t e  t o  t h e  congres s .  

The Congress and A f t e r  

A s  no ted  above, t h e  23rd Congress d i d  n o t  f o r m a l l y  
r e h a b i l i t a t e  S t a l i n  and, i n  f ac t ,  s k i r t e d  t h e  i s s u e  a lmost  
e n t i r e l y .  However, m o s t  of t h e  speeches  which d e a l t  w i t h  
c u l t u r e  were ha rd - l ine .  T h i s  was t r u e  not only  of t h e  
leaders who spoke ,  b u t  a l s o  of t h o s e  members of t h e  i n t e l -  
l i g e n t s i a  i tself  who spoke.  Mikhai l  Sholokhov gave one 
of t h e  most v i c i o u s  speeches  of a l l ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  i f  
Danie l  and S inyavsk iy  had been caught  i n  t h e  1920's  t h e y  
would have r e c e i v e d  h a r s h e r  judgment and t h a t  i f  any th ing  
t h e  s e n t e n c e s  t h e y  r e c e i v e d  were too  m i l d .  One e x c e p t i o n  
t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  t r e n d  was a speech g i v e n  by USSR C u l t u r a l  
M i n i s t e r  Yeka te r ina  F u r t s e v a .  While a d m i t t i n g  t h a t  there 
w e r e  shor tcomings  i n  t h e  a r t s ,  s h e  named no names and 
c a l l e d  f o r  f r i e n d l y  guidance .  She s a i d  t h a t  t h e  October 
1964 plenum had g o t t e n  r i d  of t h e  l a s t  v e s t i g e s  of admin- 
i s t r a t i v e n e s s  i n  t h e  a r t s  and t h a t  i n  t h e  new atmosphere 
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  c o u l d  work ca lmly  and a s s u r e d l y .  

b a s i c a l l y  tough l i n e  p r o j e c t e d  a t  t h e  congres s .  Both 
Pravda, i n  an  a r t i c l e  by L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Gazeta e d i t o r  
Chakovskiy, and L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Ross iya ,  i n  an  e d i t o r i a l ,  
a t t a c k e d  f o r e i g n  p r o p a g a n d i s t s  f o r  t r y i n g  t o  f r i g h t e n  t h e  
c r e a t i v e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  w i t h  t h e  " s p e c t r e  of S t a l i n i s m .  '' 
According t o  t h e  l a t t e r  paper 

The sycbphants  and hacks immediately p icked  u p  t h e  

1 

O u r  i d e o l o g i c a l  opponents  a r e  t r y i n g  aga in  
t o  pu t  an e q u a l  s i g n  between t h e  b a s i c  p r i n -  
c ip les  of S o v i e t  l i t e r a t u r e  of s o c i a l i s t  r e a l i s m  
and i ts  p a r t y  s p i r i t  and c l o s e n e s s  t o  t h e  peop le ,  
and t h e  shor tcomings  connec ted  w i t h  t h e  c u l t  
of p e r s o n a l i t y  . . . e 
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The e d i t o r i a l  a l s o  described as  s l a n d e r o u s ,  c l a ims  t h a t  
Sholokhov's v i e w s  on D a n i e l  and Sinyavskiy  were n o t  s h a r e d  
by o the r  writers. 

I n  A p r i l  t h e  l i t e r a r y  j d u r n a l  Yunost' (Youth) 
pub l i shed  a ve ry  s e l f - c r i t i c a l  e d i t o r 3 a l .  A c c m g  t o  one 
report  t h e  Komsomol was t r y i n g  t o  t a k e  over  t h e  j o u r n a l  
and t h e  e d i t o r i a l  represented t h e  attempt t o  f o r e s t a l l  t h i s .  
Yunost' had been s h a r p l y  cri t icized a t  t h e  congres s .  The  
ed i to r i a l  recited c o n s e r v a t i v e  views on such  top ics  as 
p o s i t i v e  heroes and t h e  ideological  c o n t e n t  of w r i t i n g ,  b u t  
c l o s e d  w i t h  a def ian t  s t a t e m e n t :  

Nobody and n o t h i n g  h i n d e r s  o r  c a n  h inde r  a l l  
t h e  young and t r u l y  t a l e n t e d  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union 
from growing and developing .  I t  is no t  f o r  
no th ing  t h a t  t h e  young i n  S o v i e t  l i t e r a t u r e  
blossomed p a r t i c u l a r l y  w e l l  i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s .  

T h u s  t h e  e d i t o r i a l  c losed by implying t h a t  there had been 
an  upsurge i n  S o v i e t  l i t e r a t u r e  du r ing  t h e  Khrushchev y e a r s  
and t h a t  t h e  wri ters  were aware of t h i s  and would n o t  t o l -  
e ra te  repressive measures aimed a t  c u t t i n g  off t h i s  growth. 

I n  A p r i l ,  a t  a plenum of t h e  Board of t h e  RSFSR 
Writers Union, a s e c r e t a r y  of t h e  union,  M. Alekseyev, 
defended t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  of t h e  S t a l i n  yea r s  and condemned 
t h e  " d e v a s t a t i n g  t e r m  ' c u l t  l i t e r a t u r e . " '  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  
some people  had gone t o o  f a r  i n  condemning t h e  c u l t :  

. . . Because of c e r t a i n  r easons ,  a good l i t t l e  
b i t  of c o n f u s i o n  was brought  i n t o  t h e  under- 
s t a n d i n g  of h i s t o r y  and t h e  p r e s e n t  day du r ing  
t h e  l a s t  10-12 y e a r s .  The word ' g r e a t '  r e l a t e d  
no t  t o  t h e  w h o l e  h i s t o r y  of t h e ' S o v i e t  s t a t e  bu t  
on ly  t o  t h e  decade  w h i c h  began approximately i n  
1953. I t  was s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  t h i s  p e r i o d  shou ld  
d e f i n e  t h e  concep t  of t h e  p r e s e n t  day w h i l e  
e v e n t s  w h i c h  happened e a r l i e r  were not  h i s t o r y .  . . . S i n c e  i n  a c e r t a i n  p a r t  of t h i s  h i s t o r y  
there developed an  ug ly  phenomenon, w h i c h  was 
u n n a t u r a l  f o r  ou r  s o c i e t y  and which  a t  t h e  
20 th  P a r t y  Congress  was named t h e  ' c u l t  of 
p e r s o n a l i t y ' ,  o u r  i d e o l o g i c a l  opponents d i d  
n o t  f a i l  t o  u s e  t h i s  t o  blacken our  r e v o l u t i o n  
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and t o  c a s t  a s p e r s i o n s  on S o v i e t  r e a l  l i f e  
a s  a whole. AS r e g a r d s  S o v i e t  l i t e r a t u r e ,  
d e s p i t e  t h e  obvious f a c t s  which w e  c i ted 
above, it was s imply d e c l a r e d  non-ex i s t en t .  

Alekseyev  p r a i s e d  s e v e r a l  of K o n s t a n t i n  Simonov's war 
nove l s ,  bu t  s t a t e d  t h a t  he cou ld  n o t  a c c e p t  e v e r y t h i n g  i n  
them, s p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  i d e a  t h a t  some h e r o e s  ope ra t ed  
d u r i n g  t h e  war w i t h  doubts  which t h e y  cou ld  no t  p o s s i b l y  
have had u n t i l  a f t e r  t h e  2 0 t h  R a r t y  Congress .  I n  o t h e r  
words Alekseyev was c l a i m i n g  t h a t  nobody knew of S t a l i n ' s  
crimes u n t i l  t h e y  w e r e  r e v e a l e d  by Khrushchev i n  1956. 

Var ious  a t t i c l e s  pub l i shed  i n  t h e  s p r i n g  demonstrated 
t h e  p reva lence  of a conserva t ive  t r e n d .  For  example, i n  
its l e a d  e d i t o r i a l  i n  May, Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS cr i t ic ized 
f a l s e  p o r t r a y a l s  of t h e  c u l t  p e r i o d ,  and c i t e d t h e  i n f l u e n c e  
of s u b j e c t i v i s m  and v o l u n t a r i s t i c  mis t akes .  I t  s a i d  t h a t  
there were st i l l  i n s t a n c e s  where "under t h e  g u i s e  of c r i t -  
i c i s m  of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y ,  t h e  work of ou r  p a r t y  
and peop le  i n  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of s o c i a l i s m  was b e l i t t l e d . "  
On 7 May a Pravda a r t i c l e  conceded t h a t  t h e  period of t h e  
c u l t  of per-ty had been l i n k e d  w i t h  s e r i o u s  p e r v e r s i o n s  
and mis t akes  i n  t h e  work of s t a t e  s e c u r i t y ,  b u t  c la imed 
t h a t  t h i s  d i d  not  change t h e  s o c i a l i s t  n a t u r e  of S o v i e t  
i n t e l l i g e n c e  and c o u n t e r i n t e l l i g e n c e .  

P r e s s u r e  a l s o  con t inued  t o  be e x e r t e d  on t h e  i n t e l -  
l e c t u a l s .  I n  May t h e  writer I g o r  Galamchok was g iven  a 
suspended s e n t e n c e  f o r  having r e f u s e d  t o  t e s t i f y  a t  t h e  
Daniel-Sinyavskiy t r i a l .  I n  J u l y  1965, 4 0  Ukrain ian  
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  had r e p o r t e d l y  been a r r e s t e d  f o r  n a t i o n a l -  
i s t i c  a c t i v i t i e s .  Open t r i a l s  f o r  some of these were h e l d  
i n  J anua ry  and February 1966, bu t  because of p r o t e s t  demon- 
s t r a t i o n s  open t r i a l s  w e r e  d i s c o n t i n u e d .  I n  A p r i l  a c l o s e d  
t r i a l  was h e l d ,  but three i n t e l l e c t u a l s  managed t o  a t t e n d .  
Two of them, Ivan Dzyuba and Ivan  Drach, l a t e r  s t a r t e d  a 
campaign t o  o b t a i n  s i g n a t u r e s  f o r  a p e t i t i o n ,  p l e a d i n g  f o r  
t h e  r e l e a s e  of t h o s e  t r i e d .  T h i s  was t h e  b e g i n n i n g  of a 
s e r i e s  of a r r e s t s  and t r i a l s  i n  t h e  U k r a i n e  w h i c h  would 
i n c r e a s e  i n  number and i n t e n s i t y  i n  t h e  next  f e w  y e a r s .  
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A F r i g h t e n e d  Response 

C l e a r l y  f r i g h t e n e d  by t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  t r e n d ,  and 
p o s s i b l y  encouraged by what t h e y  may have cons ide red  t o  be 
t h e  success of t h e i r  p rev ious  l e t te r  p l ead ing  t h a t  S t a l i n  
n o t  be r e h a b i l i t a t e d ,  l i b e r a l  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  con t inued  t o  
p r o t e s t .  L i d i y a  Chukovskaya addressed  a let ter t o  Mikhai l  
Sholokhov, which  was subsequen t ly  smuggled t o  t h e  West, 
condemning him f o r  h i s  congres s  speech. A number of o t h e r  
let ters p r o t e s t i n g  t h e  Daniel-Sinyavskiy t r i a l  were a l s o  
w r i t t e n  d u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d  and smuggled o u t .  I n  one of 
these, w r i t t e n  by A. Yakobson, t h e  s t a t emen t  appea r s  t h a t  
t h e  works of t h e  two men were not an t i -Sov ie t ,  bu t  were 
" a g a i n s t  S t a l i n i s m ,  its s u r v i v a l s  and a l l  a t t e m p t s  t o  r e v i v e  
i t  i n  ou r  s o c i e t y . "  

S e v e r a l  ar t ic les  appeared du r ing  t h e  summer w h i c h  
r e v e a l e d  c o n t i n u e d  i n t r a n s i g e a n c e  on t h e  p a r t  of even pub- 
l i s h e d  writers. I n  t h e  Armenian paper  Kommunist, Bagish 
Ovsepyan wrote a n  a r t i c l e  i n  which he reported glowingly 
on t h e  23rd c o n g r e s s ,  s a y i n g  i t  had gua ran teed  once a g a i n  
t h a t  there would be no r e t u r n  t o  l awles sness  and t h a t  i t  
was a worthy s u c c e s s o r  t o  t h e  20 th  and 22nd congres ses .  
H i s  d e s c r i p t i o n  bore l i t t l e  resemblance t o  t h e  r e a l  t h i n g .  
I n  a n  I z v e s t i y a  a r t i c l e  on 21  J u l y ,  Kons tan t in  Simonov 
s t a t e d  t h a t  it w a s  wonth r e p e a t i n g  t h a t  had i t  not  been 
f o r  t h e  pu rges ,  t h e  USSR would have f aced  H i t l e r  w i t h  
many more commanders. On 22 J u l y  L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Rossiya 
c a r r i e d  a n o t h e r  Simonov a r t i c l e  w h i c h  con ta ined  i m p l i c i t  
cr i t ic ism of Zhdanov. On 30 J u l y  Tvardovskiy wrote  a 
l e t t e r  t o  L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Gazeta i n  w h i c h  h e  rejected crft-  
i c i s m  of t h e  s t a g i n g  of m a y  "Terkin i n  t h e  O t h e r  World" 
a t  t h e  S a t i r e  T h e a t e r  which  had been c l o s e d  a t  t h e  end of 
June .  The ed i tors  of t h e  paper accompanied Tvardovskiy ' s  
l e t te r  w i t h  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  h i s  e v a l u a t i o n  was one-sided.  
T h e  p l a y  w a s  performed once more--in mid-August, bu t  there- 
a f t e r  d i s a p p e a r e d  from t h e  thea te r ' s  r e p e r t o i r e .  

I n  August Noviy M i r  publ i shed  an a r t i c l e  w h i c h  was t o  
cause c o n s i d e r a b l e  c o n t r o v e r s y  i n  the months ahead. T h e  
a r t i c l e  was by V. Lakshin ,  a n  e d i t o r  of t h e  j o u r n a l ,  and 
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was e n t i t l e d ,  "Writer, Reader, C r i t i c . "  I n  i t  Lakshin 
p r a i s e d  works by S o l z h e n i t s y n  and Semin which  had p rev i -  
o u s l y  been criticized, and a g a i n  p r e s e n t e d  Noviy Mir's 
c a s e  f o r  t r u t h  i n  l i t e r a t u r e .  T h i s  a r t i c l e r s u b s e -  
q u e n t l y  a t t a c k e d  by bo th  L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Gazeta and 
L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Rossiya;  b o t h  L a k s h i n  a n d m o u r n a l  itself 
were cri t icized. T h i  s was t h e  s t a r t  of an  i n t e n s e  campaign 
a g a i n s t  Noviy M i r  which would c o n t i n u e  i n t o  t h e  fo l lowing  
yea r .  -- 

STALIN THEMES 

Re-S ta l in i z ing  Is Pushed 

The p reva lence  of an  or thodox l i n e  d u r i n g  and a f t e r  
t h e  December 1965 plenum w a s  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  appearance 
i n  e a r l y  1966 of numerous articles g l o s s i n g  over  S t a l i n ' s  
e r r o r s  and crimes. The f o c u s  of a t t e n t i o n  had s h i f t e d ,  
however, from S t a l i n ' s  wartime r o l e  t o  more g e n e r a l  p o l i c i e s  
and achievements of t h e  S t a l i n  y e a r s ,  w i t h  t h e  p o l i c y  of 
c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  r e c e i v i n g  t h e  most a t t e n t i o n .  T h i s  i n d i -  
cated t h a t  Trapeznikov ' s  October  1965 i n s t r u c t i o n s  were 
be ing  fol lowed.  

S e l ' s k a y a  Zhizn ' ,  i n  a 29 December 1965 a r t i c l e  
a t t a c k e d  t h o s e  who a s s e r t  t h a t  c o n d i t i o n s  were not  r i g h t  
f o r  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  i n  t h e  1930's and who c o n c e n t r a t e  on 
t h e  n e g a t i v e  features  of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n ,  i gnor ing  a l l  
t h a t  was p r o g r e s s i v e .  The a r t i c l e  admi t t ed  t h a t  e r r o r s  
had been committed e a r l y  i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n ,  
b u t  minimized t h e i r  s e r i o u s n e s s ;  i t  s p r e a d  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
among l o c a l ,  o b l a s t ,  and c e n t r a l  o rgans ,  and f a i l e d  t o  c r i t -  
ic ize  S t a l i n  a t  a l l .  I n  f a c t ,  t h e  a r t i c l e  p r a i s e d  a s  
"courageous f i g h t e r s  f o r  t h e  t r iumph of Lenin 's  cause" 
t h o s e  who s t o o d ' " L t  t h e  s o u r c e  of t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of 
t h e  kolkhozes ;"  t h i s  c a n  c e r t a i n l y  be r ead  a s  i n d i r e c t  
p r a i s e  of S t a l i n .  

T h i s  theme w a s  f u r t h e r  advanced by F. Vaganov i n  
a February Kommunist a r t i c l e ,  and by S. Kaplan i n  Pravda 
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Ukrainy on 14 February .  Kaplan even used  a S t a l i n i s t  
argument t o  e x p l a i n  e a r l y  d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  c o l l e c t i v i z a -  
t i o n .  H e  s a id  t h a t  t h e  p o l i c y  had been accompanied by 
a sha rpen ing  of t h e  c l a s s  s t r u g g l e  i n  coun t ry  e n c i r c l e d  
by c a p i t a l i s t  states. H e  d i d  m i l d l y  c r i t i c i ze  S t a l i n ' s  
" i n c l i n a t i o n "  t o  be  h a s t y  and "over ly  decre tory"  but  
c l e a r l y  minimized t h e  importance of t h i s  f a c t o r .  

Evidence t h a t  t h e  Janua ry  a r t i c l e  i n  Pravda, i n  
which t h e  t h r e e  h i s t o r i a n s  urged t h a t  t h e  t e r m  "per iod  
of' t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t "  be renounced, was be ing  t aken  
s e r i o u s l y  c a n  be seen i n  two a r t i c l e s  which appeared i n  
ear ly  1966. I n  l a t e  February  Se l ' skaya  Zhizn s t a t e d  t h a t  
criticism of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  cou ld  not' b e j u s t i f i e d  by 
r e f e r e n c e s  t o  t h e  s u b j e c t i v i s t  t e r m  "per iod  of t h e  person-  
a l i t y  c u l t . "  S i m i l a r l y ,  a 1 2  March Pravda Ukrainy a r t i c l e  
cr i t ic ized t h e  u s e  of t h i s  term, s t a m h a t  its use  
had led t o  t h e  d e t r a c t i o n  of S o v i e t  achievements.  

Another i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  p reva lence  of a con- 
s e r v a t i v e  l i n e  was t h e  h a l t  i n  t he  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  program. - -  
From Janua ry  through A p r i l  Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS a g a i n  s u s -  
pended its r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  and on t h e  e v e  o m e  congres s  
t h e  s e c t i o n  of t h e  j o u r n a l  which had inc luded  such  a r t i c l e s  
was e l i m i n a t e d .  I n  December t h e  U.S. Embassy i n  Moscow 
r e p o r t e d  a t r e n d  i n  S o v i e t  w r i t i n g  t o  concede t h a t  t h e  
S t a l i n  c u l t  had been r e g r e t t a b l e ,  bu t  had been an aberration 
u n r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  s y s t e m ' s  basic s t r u c t u r e .  The embassy 
c i t e d  s e v e r a l  poems emphasizing t h e  need t o  s t r e s s  t h e  
p o s i t i v e ,  i n c l u d i n g  one s t a t i n g  t h a t  youths  who have heard 
about  s p e c i a l  camps, t h e  Kirov  murder, and s o  f o r t h ,  s h o u l d  
ba lance  such  a lfmomentary b i t  of o f f a l "  a g a i n s t  t h e  s t r i d e  
of t h e  c e n t u r y .  

A somewhat ominous i n d i c a t o r  of t h e  t r e n d  was 
Oktyabr ' s  p u b l i c a t i o n  in March of an a r t i c l e  r e f e r r i n g  t o  
Bor is  Kedrov a s  a s o n  and b r o t h e r  of "enemies of t h e  people." 
Kedrov's f a t h e r  had been one of t h e  first r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  
a f t e r  S t a l i n ' s  death,  and S t a l i n ' s  term "enemies of t h e  
people" had been s p e c i f i c a l l y  condemned by Khrushchev i n  
h i s  s e c r e t  speech .  
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Except ions  t o  Rule;  Nekrich Book Debate 

There were e x c e p t i o n s  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l l y  h a r d - l i n e  
emphasis i n  e a r l y  1966, b u t  f o r  t h e  most p a r t  t h e s e  came 
from t h e  most i n t r a n s i g e a n t  and l i b e r a l  j o u r n a l s .  Noviy 
-* Y i r  f o r  example, c o n t i n u e d  t o  p u b l i s h  a n t i - S t a l i n i m e m s .  
I n  January  it carried a r e v i e w  of A .  Nekrich's book 22 J u n e  
1941, which had been p u b l i s h e d  i n  1965 and by  now wacv- 
c o n t r o v e r s i a l .  The book had been h igh ly  c r i t i c a l  of S t a l i n  
f o r  h i s  hand l ing  of t h e  prewar s i t u a t i o n ,  and t h e . r e v i e w  
a l s o  charged  S t a l i n  w i t h  g r a v e  e r r o r s ,  and s t a t e d  t h a t  t h o s e  
who a r r e s t e d  and p e r s e c u t e d  Marshal Tukhachevskiy and h i s  
comrades m u s t  have known t h a t  t hey  were innocent .  

I n  February  1966 a meet ing was he ld  t o  d i s c u s s  t h e  
Nekrich book and t o  de te rmine  t h e  p r o p r i e t y  of t h e  book's 
condemnation of S t a l i n . *  P a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  t h e  confe rence  
inc luded  people  from t h e  I n s t i t u t e  of Marxism-Leninism, 
t h e  I n s t i t u t e  of H i s t o r y  of t h e  Academy of Sc iences ,  t h e  
f o r e i g n  m i n i s t r y  and t h e  armed f o r c e s .  G. Deborin, l a t e r  
i d e n t i f i e d  as head of t h e  e d i t o r i a l  board a t  t h e  I n s t i t u t e  
of Marxism-Leninism, opened t h e  meeting by c r i t i c i z i n g  t h e  
book f o r  what he c o n s i d e r e d  a number of i n c o r r e c t  e v a l u a t i o n s  
and facts .  H e  a rgued  t h a t  S o v i e t  unpreparedness  a t  t h e  
s t a r t  of t h e  w a r  w a s  n o t  p r i m a r i l y  due t o  Staljhn's s t u b -  
bornness ,  b u t  w a s  t h e  r e s u l t  of v a r i o u s  f a c t o r s  i n c l u d i n g  
mis informat ion .  H e  a t t a c k e d  Nekrich 's  i m p l i c a t i o n  t h a t  
S t a l i n ,  Voroshi lov ,  Budennyy, Blyukher,  and o t h e r s  had 
known of t h e  innocence of t h e  Tukhachevskiy-Yakir group,  
b u t  had condemned them n o n e t h e l e s s .  Throughout t h i s  t a l k ,  
t h e r e  were numerous s h o u t s  from t h e  f l o o r ,  and when Deborin 
a t tempted  t o  pay t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  honor and consc ience  of 
Budennyy and Voroshi lov ,  he was shouted  o f f  t h e  ros t rum.  

A number of peop le  t h e n  spoke and d i s p u t e d  Deborin 's  
s t a t e m e n t s ,  p u t t i n g  t h e  blame f o r  m i l i t a r y  unpreparedness ,  

* T h i s  account  is b a s e d l  
I I 
I s i m i l a r  t r a n s c r i p t  w a s  p u a i i s n  e a  DY yosev. I 
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S t a l i n  b e a r s  t h e  main r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  fax 
t h e  t r agedy .  H e  created t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  
t h e  coun t ry .  S t a l i n ' s  b i g g e s t  crime was 
u s u r p a t i o n  of power and d e s t r u c t i o n  of our  
best m i l i t a r y  and P a r t y  cadres . . . . Now 
there are still  peop le  who s a y  t h a t  S t a l i n  
must n o t  be spoken of badly.  They s a y  he 
was n o t  a l o n e  . . . . S t a l i n  assumed t h e  
boldness  of i ndependen t ly  l e a d i n g  t h e  
coun t ry  and h i s  g u i l t  is tremendous. I t  
is necessa ry  t o  speak  of t h i s  so t h a t  it 
n o t  be r e p e a t e d .  

T h i s  speake r  t h e n  went o n . t o  d i s c u s s  t h e  t r i a l  of t h e  
Tukhachevskiy-Yakir group,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  " f r aud  was 
prepared  by t h e  Gestapo,  bu t  t h e  i d e a  came from S t a l i n . "  

Another s p e a k e r  provided  an example of t h e  k ind  of 
s t a t e m e n t  probably  most feared by t h e  h i e r a r c h y ;  h e  c r i t i -  
cized t h o s e  around S t a l i n ,  who had n o t  s topped  him. 

Each is g u i l t y ,  bu t  t h e  degree  of g u i l t  
v a r i e s .  One is g u i l t y  i n  t h a t  he  decided 
n o t  t o  s a y  what  he was t h i n k i n g .  The 
f u r t h e r  and t h e  h i g h e r ,  t h e  g r e a t e r  t h e  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  A t  each l e v e l  r e j e c t i o n  
of t r u t h  f o r  t h e  s a k e  of p e r s o n a l  w e l l -  
be ing  is a crime, and t h e  h i g h e r  t h e  l e v e l ,  
t h e  more s e r i o u s  t h e  crime. The main 
c u l p r i t  is S t a l i n .  

A t  t h e  end of t h i s  meeting there w a s  an 'exchange  
betwen Deborin and a man named Snegov, who s a i d  t h a t  S t a l i n  
s h o u l d  have  been s h o t ,  n o t  exonera ted .  Snegov charged t h a t  
S t a l i n  had helped H i t l e r  i n  e v e r y  way, e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  
i n v a s i o n  of Poland,  because  he  had s h o t  a l l  t h e  P o l i s h  
Communists i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union and had d e c l a r e d  t h e  P o l i s h  
Communist P a r t y  i l l e g a l ;  h e  t h e n  s t a t e d  t h a t  S t a l i n  had 
be t rayed  a l l  communists i n  a l l  c o u n t r i e s .  A t  t h a t  p o i n t  
Deborin accused Snegov of s a y i n g  t h i n g s  t h a t  "come from a 
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camp h o s t i l e  t o  us , "  and he asked  Snegov t o  what  camp he 
belonged. Snegov's  r e p l y  w a s ,  "I a m  from Kolyma."* Snegov 
c l o s e d  by s t a t i n g  t h a t  

you c a n ' t  f r i g h t e n  u s  w i t h  camps. 
We w i l l  n o t  be in t imida ted .  The t i m e  
is d i f f e r e n t ,  and t h e  p a s t  w i l l  no t  
r e t u r n  . . . . 

Snegov's optimism w a s  n o t  suppor t ed  by subsequent  e v e n t s .  
I n  J u l y  1967, Nekrich,  t h e  a u t h o r  of t h e  book under d i scus -  
s i o n ,  was t o  be expelled from t h e  p a r t y  as an example t o  
t h o s e  who do n o t  eonform.wi th  the p a r t y  l i n e .  

T h e r e  w e r e  s e v e r a l  o t h e r  i n s t a n c e s  of i n t r a n s i g e a n c e  
on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  l iberals i n  e a r l y  1966. I n  February 
Novi 
&repe rcuss ions  f o r  months t o  come. Kardin stated t h a t  
s i n c e  t h e  20tP c o n g r e s s  t h e r e  had been a s t r o n g  desire t o  
"dr ink  from t h e  r i v e r  named f a c t , "  bu t  t h a t  h i s t o r i a n s  and 
memoi rea l i s t s  f a c e d  numerous obs t ac l e s - - inc lud ing  t h e  
o p p o s i t i b n  of t h o s e  who d i s a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  of 
h i s t o r i c a l  t r u t h .  The o t h e r  major l ibera l  j o u r n a l  Yunost ' ,  
i n  J anua ry ,  p u b l i s h e d  f o r  t h e  first t i m e  i n  t h e  SovTFETEion, 
t h e  t e x t  of a let ter of Len in ' s  which w a s  w r i t t e n  i n  March 
1923 and i n  which he upbra ided  S t a l i n  f o r  t h e  l a t t e r ' s  
r u d e  t r e a t m e n t  of Nadezhda Krupskaya, and demanded either 
an apology from S t a l i n  o r  t h e  "severance  of r e l a t i o n s  
between us." The e x i s t e n c e  and c o n t e n t s  of t h i s  l e t te r  
as w e l l  as t h e  q u a r r e l  i t s e l f  had been described i n  an  
a r t i c l e  i n  Pravda  i n  1964, b u t  t h e  t e x t  i tself  had never  
been p u b l i s h e d b e f o r e .  

Mir carried an a r t i c l e  by V. Kardin which w a s  t o  

There  were several  o t h e r  a n t i - S t a l i n i s t  a r t i c l e s  
be fo re  t h e  c o n g r e s s .  I n  March, f o r  example, Voprosy I s t o r i i  
KPSS pub l i shed  an a r t i c l e  by A .  Solov 'yev which was v e r y  
c r i t i c a l  of S t a l i n ' s  1922 p o s i t i o n  on t h e  n a t i o n a l i t i e s  
i s s u e  (which  had amounted t o  f o r c e d  i n c o r p o r a t i o n ) .  So1ov'- 
y e v  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h i s  concep t  had " c o n f l i c t e d  w i t h  t h e  i d e a s  
of e q u a l i t y  and independence of f r a t e r n a l  S o v i e t  r epub l i c s . "  

*One of t h e  f o r c e d  l a b o r  camps unde r  S t a l i n .  
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H e  d e s c r i b e d  Len in ' s  oppos t ion  t o  t h i s  p roposa l ,  and 
s t a t e d  t h a t  Lenin  had f a v o r e d  s t r e n g t h e n i n g  both  t h e  union 
of r e p u b l i c s  and t h e  s o v e r e i g n t y  of each r e p u b l i c ,  and 
had warned of t h e  dange r s  of extreme c e n t r a l i s m .  

Post-Congress: P r o - S t a l i n  L ine  Dominates 

The c o n s e r v a t i v e  impress ion  g iven  by t h e  congres s  
was p icked  up and r e i n f o r c e d  i n  va r ious  art icles and speeches  
i n  t h e  s p r i n g  of 1966. A t  t h e  Writers Union Congress inn  
A p r i l ,  un ion  s e c r e t a r y  Alekseyev s c o f f e d  a t  t h o s e  who r e f e r  
t o  t he  ba t t le  of S t a l i n g r a d  as t h e  b a t t l e  of Volgograd, 
s t a t i n g  t h a t  there was no  such  batt le.  S i m i l a r l y ,  he  
s c o f f e d  a t  t h o s e  who t r y  t o  i g n o r e  t h e  fact  t h a t  S t a l i n  
was t h e  supreme commander d u r i n g  t h e  whole war. And 
Kalashnik ,  deputy t o  Yepishev a t  t h e  armed f o r c e s  p o l i t i -  
c a l  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  cri t icized t h o s e  who sometimes p l a c e  
t h e  blame f o r  t h e  f a i l u r e s  and d i f f i c u l t i e s  a t  t h e  s t a r t  
of t h e  war on one f igu re - -Sea l in .  While he admitted t h a t  
t h e  l a w l e s s n e s s  and some e r r o r s  p layed  a c e r t a i n  n e g a t i v e  
role, he emphasized o t h e r  factors  s u c h  as  t h e  m i l i t a r y  and 
economic s u p e r i o r i t y  of fascism which a t  t h a t  t i m e  had t h e  
b e n e f i t  of t h e  r e s o u r c e s  of a lmost  t h e  e n t i r e  c o n t i n e n t ,  
and t h e  fact  t h a t  many S o v i e t  t r o o p s  had t o  be main ta ined  
i n  t h e  E a s t  i n  case Japan  e n t e r e d  t h e  w a r .  

On 9 May a n j a r t i c l e  by Deborin,  who had p a r t i c i p a t e d  
i n  t h e  a t t a c k  on Nekr i ch ' s  book i n  February,  appeared i n  
Pravda.  I n  t h i s  r e v i e w  of a h i s t o r y  of S o v i e t  f o r e i g n  

from 1917-1945, Deborin s t a t e d  t h a t  desp i t e  t h e  
desire of t h e  S o v i e t  Union t o  conclude a c o l l e c t i v e  secu r -  
i t y  p a c t  w i t h  B r i t a i n  and France  i n  1939, t h e  S o v i e t  Union 
"was f o r c e d  t o  a c c e p t  t h e  German p roposa l  for s i g n i n g  a 
non-aggression pac t . "  H e  blamed t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  on t h e  
B r i t i s h  and Americans who, he  s a i d ,  p r e f e r r e d  t o  make a 
d e a l  w i t h  t h e  fascislts. 

i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  a r t i c l e s  g l o s s i n g  over  wartime d i f f i -  
c u l t i e s ,  a r t i c l e s  r e s t o r i n g  S t a l i n ' s  image i n  o t h e r  a r e a s  
a l s o  appeared.  I n  May Oktyabr '  a t t a c k e d  Za lyg in ' s  Na I r t y s h e  
f o r  p o r t r a y i n g  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  one-sidedly and f o r 3 x a g -  
g e r a t i n g  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  on t h i s  
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, S&.T  , 
g r e a t  h i s t o r i c a l  e v e n t .  
on a list of t h o s e  who p layed  a major r o l e  i n  speeding  up 
i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n .  I n  Juay  an  art icle i n  Mezhdunarodnaya 
Zhizn '  p r e s e n t e d  a f a v o r a b l e  p i c t u r e  of S t a l i n  a t  t h e  
P o ' t s d a m  n e g o t i a t i o n s  i n  J u l y  1945. 

I n  J u n e  I z v e s t i y a  inc luded  S t a l i n  

I n  J u l y  Oktyabr '  carried s e v e r a l  very ha rd - l ine  
a r t i c l e s .  I n  one of t h  ese S t rokov ,  i n  t y p i c a l  f a s h i o n ,  
launched an a t t a c k  on t h a t  g r e a t  Khrushchevian s in--  

rsubjectivism-and described how t h a t  i n s i d i o u s  q u a l i t y  
m a n i f e s t s  i t s e l f  : 

. . . . S u b j e c t i v i s m  may appear  i n  t h e  
modern iza t ion  of h i s t o r y  and t h e n  a man, 
l e t  us  say from t h e  1940's ,  begins  t o  t h i n k  
l i k e  a ' p rophe t ' ,  a n t i c i p a t i n g  t h e  p a r t y  
i n  condemning t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  . . . . 
Sub jec t iv i sm c a n  i n c i d e n t a l l y  ' r e a p p r a i s e '  
c r u c i a l  h i s t o r i c a l  events--and t h e n  it  t u r n s  
ou t  t h a t  kolkhoz c o n s t r u c t i o n  from t h e  v e r y  
beginning  even t o  t h i s  day w a s  a ' f a t a l  
m i s t a k e . '  Y i e l d i n g  t o  t h e  widespread 
f a sh ion -+ to  p o r t r a y  mainly our  f a i l u r e s  i n  
t h e  f i r s t  s t a g e s  of t h e  Grea t  P a t r i o t i c  
War- -subjec t iv i sm w i l l  d i s m a l l y  c o n c e n t r a t e  
on t h e  ' h o r r o r s '  of ou r  ' d e f e a t s , '  even  
when a g r a d i o s e  a t t a c k  by t h e  S o v i e t  armies  
is under way, and a r d e n t l y  w i l l  expose t h e  
commanders as ' f o o l s ' a n d  t h e  s i n i s t e r  
' o s o b i s t y '  (KGB). 

I n  t h e  same i s s u e ,  A .  Dymshits a t t a c k e d  t h e  concept  of 
a b s t r a c t  humanism,* s t a t i n g  t h a t  i t  is imposs ib le  t o  
approach i n  terms of a b s t r a c t  humanism such  p o l i c i e s  a s  
w a r  communism and c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n ,  because i t  m u s t  no t  
be f o r g o t t e n  t h a t  d e s p i t e  hard  times p r o g r e s s  was always 
being made. 

*Also a f a v o r i t e  t a r g e t  of t h e  Chinese .  
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On 2 1  J u l y  Kazakhstanskaya Pravda a t t empted  t o  
s h i f t  blame f o r  t h e  excesses i n  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  t o  l o c a l  
o f f i c i a l s ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  c e n t r a l  committee had cau- 
t i o n e d  local  o r g a n i z a t i o n  a g a i n s t  a r t i f i c i a l l y  f o r c i n g  t h e  
r a t e  of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n .  T h i s  a r t i c l e ,  coming from t h e  
r e p u b l i c  headed by Brezhnev-supporter Kunayev sugges t ed  
t h a t  he probably  s a n c t i o n e d  t h i s  approach and, t h e r e f o r e ,  
f e l t  t h a t  Brezhnev approved.  A 17 August Pravda a r t i c l e  
a l s o  c r i t i c i z e d  t h o s e  who a r g u e  t h a t  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  had 
t o  be imposed from above. I t  s a i d  t h a t  w h i l e  t h e  p a r t y  
d i d  no t  w a i t  for t h e  development of a m a t e r i a l - t e c h n i c a l  
base ,  t h i s  base had been developed  s imul t aneous ly .  

L i b e r a l s  F i g h t  Back 

Co inc iden t  w i t h  a b r i e f  upsurge i n  o t h e r  a r e a s  of 
t h e  c u l t u r a l  community, p robab ly  a combination of f e a r  a t  
t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  h a r d - l i n e  and r e l i e f  because S t a l i n  had 
no t  been f o r m a l l y  r e h a b i l i t a t e d ,  a number of a n t i - S t a l i n  
a r t i c l e s  were p u b l i s h e d  i n  t h e  s p r i n g  and summer of 1966. 
F i r s t  of a l l  there was a s h a r p  upsurge  i n  t h e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
program i n  May. Most i n t e r e s t i n g  were two a r t i c l e s  i n  
I z v e s t i y a ,  which  had n o t  c a r r i e d  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  a r t i c l e s  
s i n c e  May 1965.* 
V .  Nevskiy was a r r e s t e d  i n  February  1935 on f a l s e  cha rges  
and two y e a r s  l a t e r  was dead.  t h e  o t h e r  was about  t h e  
UaJ3ek l e a d e r ,  F.  Khodzhayev*' and mentioned only  h i s  
" t r a g i c "  d e a t h  i n  1938. Othe r  a r t i c l e s  appeared i n  
L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Rossiya and Kommunist E s t o n i i  on purge 
v i c t i m s ,  and t h e  M i l i t a r y  H i s t o r y  J o u r n a l  c a r r i e d  an  
a r t i c l e  which s t a t e d  t h  a t  t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t  had 
harmed s t r a t e g i c  t h e o r y  because  of t h e  u n j u s t  r e p r i s a l s  
a g a i n s t  many who were best t r a i n e d  i n  m i l i t a r y  theo ry ,  
i n c l u d i n g  Tukhachevskiy. 

One a r t i c l e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  h i s t o r i a n  

*PravdR had h a l t e d  its r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  a r t i c l e s  a f t e r  
Rumyantsev was r e p l a c e d  i n  September 1965. 

**Khodzhayev was execu ted  i n  1938 a f t e r  h i s  c o n f e s s i o n  a t  
t h e  l a s t  of t h e  b ig  show t r i a l s .  Only t w o  o the r  people  
who were involved  i n  any of t h e  three b i g  t r i a l s ,  A .  Ikramov 
and N. K r e s t i n s k i y ,  have been rehabilitated. 
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For  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  s i n c e  December 1965 Voprosy 
--- I s t o r i i  KPSS I_ c a r r i e d  items on purge  v i c t i m s ,  a l though  it 
now used a ve ry  c o n s e r v a t i v e  fo rma t .  I t  mentioned Nevskiy 
and Kirov,  b u t  mentioned n e i t h e r  t h e  purge of t h e  former 
nor t h e  a s s a s s i n a t i o n  of t h e  la t ter .  Furthermore,  t h e  May 
i s s u e  c a r r i e d  an a r t i c l e  which i n d i r e c t l y  provided  j u s t i -  
f i c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  pu rges ,  by s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  s t r u g g l e  w i t h  
t h e  %enemies of Leninism" had been i n s t r u m e n t a l  i n  p r e v e n t i n g  
d i f g e r e n c e s  w i t h i n  t h e  p a r t y  d u r i n g  t h e  war. The a r t i c l e  
a l s o  c r i t i c i z e d  s u b j e c t i v e  errors which l e d  t o  t h e  d e p r e c a t i o n  
of t h e  p a r t y  and people under  t h e  g u i s e  of c r i t i c i z i n g  t h e  
c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y .  

A f t e r  May t h e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  a g a i n  dropped o f f ,  
a l t hough  t h e  p r o v i n c i a l  press c o n t i n u e d  t o  be s tubborn .  
Those a r t i c l e s  which d i d  a p p e a r  c a r e f u l l y  s k i r t e d  any men- 
t i o n  of t h e  purges .  F o r  example, a n  a r t i c l e  n o t i n g  t h e  
d e a t h  of R. Katanyan and s i g n e d  by Anas tas  Mikoyan gave  
Katanyan's c a r e e r  u n t i l  1938 w i t h  no f u r t h e r  e l a b o r a t i o n .  
On 24 August I z v e s t i y a  d i s c u s s e d  t h e  e v e n t s  of 1935 and 
1936, and mentioned S t a l i n  o n l y  once--when he was h e l d  
r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t l v i o l a t i o n s  of s o c i a l i s t  l e g a l i t y "  which  
d i d  n o t  a l t e r  t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  sys tem.  On 21 J u l y  I z v e s t i y a  
had c a r r i e d  an  a r t i c l e  by K o n s t a n t i n  Simonov i n  w h i c h  he 
c i ted  t h e  g rave  harm done t h e  m i l i t a r y  by t h e  purges .  
Throughout t h i s  per iod I z v e s t i y a  was c o n s i s t e n t l y  more 
moderate on t h e  S t a l i n  and c u l t u r a l  i s s u e s  than  was Pravda ,  
perhaps  a r e f l e c t i o n  of t h e  government-party r ivalry=,  
Kosygin's r e l a t i v e  modera t ion  compared t o  Brezhnev's 
or thodox v i e w s .  

* 

*Bakinskiy Rabochiy on 7 June  c a r r i e d  a n  a r t i c l e  on a 
former F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  of Azerbaydzhan, s t a t i n g  t h a t  h i s  
l i f e  was " t r a g i c a l l y  c u t  s h o r t "  i n  1938. A 14 J u l y  a r t i c l e  
i n  Kommunist T a d z h i k i s t a n  c a r r i e d  t h e  same wording on 
Rakhinbayev. I n  August Kommunist Armenia publ i shed  an 
a r t i c l e  on Marshal Gay, c a l l i n g  him one of t h e  o u t s t a n d i n g  
Armenian o f f i c e r s  " ru ined  by s l a n d e r  d u r i n g  t h e  y e a r s  of 
t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t . "  The same i s s u e  publ i shed  an i t e m  
on t h e  poe t  Vartanyan, c l o s i n g  w i t h  

. . . i n  1937 t h e  s torm c l o u d ,  w h i c h  was hanging 
over  many pe r sons  a l s o  touched  even t h e  C.ommunist 
poet Azasi Vartanyan. 
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I n  J u l y  1966 t h e  O u t l i n e  H i s t o r y  of t h e  Moscow 
P a r t y  O r g a n i z a t i o n  was s i g n e d  t o  t h e  press. While t h e  
h i s t o r y  p l a c e d  t h  e blame f o r  excesses i n  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  
on l o c a l  o f f i c i a l s  and p r a i s e d  S t a l i n ' s  1930 a r t i c l e  "Dizzy 
With Success' '  f o r  having s t r e s s e d  t h e  i m p e r m i s s i b i l i t y  of 
u s ing  f o r c e  t o  carry o u t  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  it came down s u r -  
p r i s i n g l y  h a r d  on t h e  crimes of S t a l i n .  I t  c r i t i c i z e d  t h e  

crude v i o l a t i o n s  of L e n i n i s t  norms and p r i n c i p l e s  
of p a r t y  l i f e  and s o c i a l i s t  l e g a l i t y ,  t h e  
w i l l f u l n e s s  and misuse  of power, and t h e  mass 
repressions aga ins t  comple te ly  innocent  S o v i e t  
people ,  engendered by  t h e  c u l t  of S t a l i n ' s  
persona  1 i t  y . 

According t o  t h e  h i s t o r y ,  S t a l i n  deserved  a u t h o r i t y ,  bu t  
a f t e r  t h e  1 7 t h  congres s  he had begun t o  v i o l a t e  L e n i n i s t  
norms, and a t  t he  February-March 1937 plenum advanced t h e  
mistaken t h e s i s  t h a t  a s  s o c i a l i s m  s t r e n g t h e n s  t h e  c l a s s  
s t r u g g l e  i n t e n s  i f  ies : 

T h i s  was s a i d  a t  a t i m e  when t h e  e x p l o i t i n g  
classes were a l r e a d y  l i q u i d a t e d  . . . . This  
a s s e r t i o n  s e r v e d  a s  a t h e o r e t i c a l  b a s i s  f o r  
i l l e g a l  repressd-; a g a i n s t  hones t  S o v i e t  
people .  Enormous harm w a s  caused  t o  t h e  
p a r t y  and t h e  whole people  by t h e  p o l i t i c a l  
a d v e n t u r i s t s  Yezhov and B e r i a ,  who s u b j e c t e d  
many hones t  o f f i c i a l s  t o  u n j u s t i f i e d  r e p r e s s i o n s  

T h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  h i s t o r y  a l s o  t r e a t e d  K h r u s h c h e v  
f a i r l y  k i n d l y ,  q u o t i n g  from a 1963 speech  by h i m  i n  w h i c h  
h e  s t a t e d  t h a t  there  would have been even worse r e p r e s s i o n s  
i f  everyone had agreed--implying t h a t  he and others had 
s t o o d  up t o  S t a l i n .  The h i s t o r y  s t a t e d  t h a t  i n  g e n e r a l  
p a r t y  organs were improved i n  Moscow a f t e r  a December 1949 
plenum; i t  was a t  t h a t  plenum t h a t  K h r u s h c h e v  became f i r s t  
s e c r e t a r y  of t h e  o b l a s t .  I t  is not  a t  a l l  c l e a r  who was 
r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h i s  h i s t o r y .  Moscow 
c i t y  and o b l a s t '  l e a d e r s  Yegprychev and Konotop were a t  
t h i s  t i m e  pushing a much ha rde r  l i n e  than  t h a t  sugges t ed  
i n  t h e  h i s t o r y .  For example, w h i l e  p r e s e n t i n g  a "balanced" 
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v i e w  i n  some r e s p e c t s ,  t h e  h i s t o r y  c i ted shortcomings i n  
t h e  p a r t y  i n  t h e  1940 ' s ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  there was not  t h e  . 
prope r  s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t  dogmatism. 

Noviy M i r  con t inued  t o  resist t h e  r e - S t a l i n i z i n g  
p r e s s u r e ,  as severa l  ' o t h e r  j o u r n a l s .  I n  August, f o r  
example, Noviy M i r  p u b l i s h e d  an a r t i c l e  c r i t i c i z i n g  t h e  
1938 d e c i m o n t a l i n  and Vyshinskiy t o  d e c l a r e  s u b s i d i a r y  
a c t i v i t i e s  of Yolhkozes i l l e g a l .  T h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  i s s u e  is I 

still v e r y  much a l i v e  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union now, w i t h  t h e  
p r a g m a t i s t s  s u p p o r t i n g  such  a c t i v i t i e s .  S e v e r a l  a r t i c l e s  
c r i t i c a l  of S t a l i n ' s  hand l ing  of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  were 
pub l i shed  i n  t h e  s p r i n g  and summer. The Ukra in ian  H i s t o r i c a l  
J o u r n a l  pub l i shed  two on t h e  s u b j e c t ,  one i n  A p r i l  and 'one 
i n  J u l y .  The a r t i c l e s  denied  t h a t  S t a l i n ' s  a r t i c l e  "Dizzy 
With  Success"  had ended e x c e s s e s  i n  t h e  c o u n t r y s i d e ,  a t t r i b -  
u t i n g  t h i s  i n s t e a d  t o  t h e  work of Ukra in ian  p a r t y  organi -  
z a t i o n s .  One of t h e  a r t i c l e s  s t a t e d  t h a t  e x c e s s i v e  h a s t e  
and v i o l a t i o n s  of t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of v o l u n t a r i n e s s  were among 
t h e  b i g g e s t  e r r o r s  i n  t h e  beginning of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n .  

R e v o l t  O f  The Old Bolsheviks  

I n  t h e  summer of 1966 a meeting was h e l d  a t  t h e  
I n s t i t u t e  of Marxism-Leninism t o  d i s c u s s  t h e  t h i r d  volume 
of t h e  H i s t o r y  of t h e  CPSU, w h i c h  covered t h e  p e r i o d  from 
March ln'4-March 1918. Th e meet ing was c h a i r e d  by  Pospelov,  
chairman of t h e  i n s t i t u t e  and c h i e f  e d i t o r  of t h e  volume, 
and was a t t e n d e d  by a group of O l d  Bolsheviks .  Pospelov,  
i n  opening t h e  meet ing ,  descr ibed t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s . i n  
compil ing t h e  volume, s t a t i n g  t h a t  i t  had been necessary  
t o  overcome t h e  " s u b j e c t i v e  l a y e r s  wh ich  had been w r i t t e n  
i n  t h e  p rev ious  t e n  yea r s . "  

Fol lowing Pospe lov ' s  remarks a number of O l d  
Bolsheviks  r o s e  t o  c r i t i c ize  t h e  h i s t o r y  and denounce 
S t a l i n .  S e v e r a l  s p e a k e r s  a t t a c k e d  t h e  p r a i s e  g i v e n  S t a l i n ' s  
o f f i c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  The S h o r t  Course,  i n  t h e  volume. One 
speake r  c la imed t h a t  h e  had spoken w i t h  Brezhnev p ro tege  
Trapeznikov,  head of t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  and e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i -  
t u t i o n  about  t h i s  i n  Apr i l  1966, and t h a t  Trapeznikov had 
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s a i d  he d id  no t  a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  e d i t o r i a l  board on t h i s  
and t h a t  he  would g i v e  co r re spond ing  i n s t r u c t i o n s .  The 
s p e a k e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  he would l i k e  t o  know why t h i s  had 
not  beendone. 

S e v e r a l  speake r s  t h e n  r o s e  t o  c h a l l e n g e  S t a l i n ' s  
performance a s  a r e v o l u t i o n a r y .  Numerous s p e c i f i c  charges  
were made, i n c l u d i n g  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  S t a l i n  had been no 
better t h a n  T r o t s k i y .  One s p e a k e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  S t a l i n  and 
Voroshi lov had wiped o u t  many l o y a l  m i l i t a r y  s p e c i a l i s t s ,  
and ano the r  s a i d  t h a t  S t a l i n  had f a b r i c a t e d  charges a g a i n s t  
Lenin ' s  c l o s e s t  workers .  A man named Snegov, p o s s i b l y  t h e  
same man who had p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  t h e  deba te  on t h e  Nekr i ch  
book,* launched perhaps t h e  s t r o n g e s t  a t t a c k :  

I t  is s a i d  t h a t  one man canno t  change a s  much 
a s  an en t i r e  army. S t a l i n  proved t h a t  more 
could  be des t royed  by one man than  by a whole 
army. H e  des t royed  m i l l i o n s  of people  . . . . 
A f f e c t i o n a t e  mothers  a re '  de fend ing  t h e  c h i l d  
S t a l i n  is e v e r y  way p o s s i b l e  . . . . The t h i n g  
b o i l s  down t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  some counted on 
having t h e  23rd Congress r e h a b i l i t a t e  S t a l i n .  
That  d i d n ' t  happen and i t  won't happen! . . . . 
The  23rd Congress confirmed once a g a i n  t h e  
l i n e s  of t h e  20th and 22nd Congresses .  T h e r e  
is no r e t u r n  t o  t h e  t i m e s  of S t a l i n .  

An o l d  Bolshevik named Zor in  a t t a c k e d  t h e  methods of 
t h e  meet ing,  cha rg ing  t h a t  t h e  p r e v i o u s  day some young 
h i s t o r i a n s  had n o t  been p e r m i t t e d  i n  t h e  room. H e  charged 
t h a t  documents were hidden,  and s a i d  t h a t  i t  must  be re- 
vea led  how L e n i n i s t  norms had been perver ted  by S t a l i n :  

Your concept ion  is t h e  concep t ion  of t h e  Chinese 
l e a d e r s .  You s t a n d  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  bourgeois  
f a l s i f i e r s .  The h i s t o r y  of t h e  P a r t y  must  no t  
j u s t i f y  t h e  p e r v e r s i o n s .  You wrote  t h a t  T r o t s k j y  
t r i ed  t o  r e p l a c e  Leninism with Tro t sk iy i sm,  b u t  
you remain q u i e t  about  S t a l i n ' s  having r e p l a c e d  
Leninism w i t h  S t a l i n i s m .  Now w i l l  t h e  young 
people  be l i eve  you; can t h e y  b e l i e v e  l ies?  

*See page 58 f o r  f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n .  
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A t  t h e  end  of t h e  meeting there were varhous com- 
ments from t h o s e  who had he lped  frame t h e  h i s t o r y .  Bugayev, 
t h e  head of t h e  commission, s a i d  t h a t  i n  w r i t i n g  t h e  h i s t o r y  
i t  was necessa ry  t o  be guided by t h e  d e c i s i o n s  of t h e  cen- 
t r a l  committee on 30 June  1956. A t  t h i s  t h e r e  were s h o u t s  
t h a t  t h e  22nd Congress  had d e c l a r e d  S t a l i n  a c r i m i n a l  and 
t h a t  t h i s  congres s  had n o t  been abrogated .  When Pospelov 
spoke and t r i e d  t o  m a i n t a i n  t h a t  S t a l i n ' s  r o l e  had been 
most ly  p o s i t i v e  d u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d ,  h e  was i n t e r r u p t e d  by 
s h o u t s  t h a t  h e  s t o p  f a l s i f y i n g  h i s t o r y . *  P u b l i c a t i o n  of 
t h i s  volume of t h e  h i s t o r y  was very  slow; it f i n a l l y  appeared 
i n  October  1967 and its p u b l i c a t i o n  was accompanied by a 
Pravda a r t i c l e ,  whose r e - S t a l i n l l z i n g t m e  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  
e f f o r t s  of t h e  Old Bolsheviks  had f a i l e d .  

Leadersh ip  S h i f t  R e f l e c t e d  i n  S t a l i n  I s s u e  

0 I n  September and October ,  Pravda Ukrainy, w h i c h  f o r  
s e v e r a l  y e a r s  had p u b l i s h e d  n e o - S m s t  a r t i c l e s ,  c a r r i e d  
a two-part a r t i c l e  by G. Kikalov w h i c h  e v a l u a t e d  t h e  S t a l i n  
c u l t  more c r i t i c a l l y  than i t  had in t h e  p a s t .  W h i l e  he m a d e  
t h e  u s u a l  c a l l s  f o r  emphasis on p o s i t i v e  achievements  and 
ignored  t h e  q u e s t i o n  of e x c e s s e s  i n  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  and 
t h e  pu rges ,  Kikalov s a i d  t h a t  sometimes " a r b i t r a r y  admin- 
i s t r a t i v e n e s s  was condoned," p r i n c i p l e s  of f r e e  exchange 
of op in ion  were v i o l a t e d ,  and o b j e c t i v e  t r u t h  s u f f e r e d  
as a r e s u l t .  H e  s a i d  t h a t  wh i l e  i t  was only n a t u r a l  t h a t  
people  r e s p e c t e d  S t a l i n ,  who had p r o p e r l y  fought  t h e  
T r o t s k i y i t e s  and r i g h t i s t s ,  S t a l i n  had begun t o  man i fe s t  
some n e g a t i v e  t r a i t s ;  he  began t o  t h i n k  of himself  a s  in- 
f a l l i b l e ,  made t h e o r e t i c a l  e r r o r s ,  and ignored c o l l e c t i v e  
l e a d e r s h i p .  I t  would appear  t h a t  p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h i s  
a r t i c l e  i n  t h i s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  j o u r n a l  was p a r t  of t h e  
campaign being s t a r t e d  a t  t h i s  t i m e  by t h e  She lep in  

*The o r i g i n a l  account  of t h i s  meeting was c a r r i e d  i n  
t h e  underground j o u r n a l  Fen iks  66, whose p u b l i s h e r  Y u r i y  
Galanskov was sen tenced  t o  5 Years i n  a l a b o r  camp i n  
January  1968. 
c a r r i e d  i n  t h e  A p r i l  i s s u e  of Survey, a London-based 
q u a r t e r l y  j o u r n a l  of S o v i e t  an- European s t u d i e s .  

The s h o r t e n e d  i e r s i o n  of t h e  meeting was 
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f a c t i o n .  T h e i r  t a r g e t  w a s  Brezhnev, who t h e y  f e a r e d  was 
g a i n i n g  t o o  much s t r e n g t h  and t h e i r  weapon was t h e  S t a l i n  
i ssue-poin t ing  o u t  t h e  consequences t h a t  can  flow from 
t h e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of power i n  t h e  hands of one man. I n  
g e n e r a l ,  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  at tacks on S t a l i n  c o n c e n t r a t e  on 
t h e  abuses of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  through t h e  accumulat ion 
of power i n  t h e  hands of a s i n g l e  man, whereas moderate 
a n t i - S t a l i n  a t t a c k s  i n c l u d e  charges of r e p r e s s i o n  and 
cri t icism of t h e  pu rges .  

r e - S t a l i n i z i n g  p o l i c y  comple te  when he  referred t o  S t a l i n  
as an  "ardent  r e v o l u t i o n a r y .  T h i s  l i n e  was echoed r a p i d l y  
by v a r i o u s  p u b l i c a t i n n s .  On 6 November an I z v e s t i y a  chron- 
ic le  of Len in ' s  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  November 1917 l i s ted  S t a l i n  
among those  c o n s u l t e d  by Lenin  du r ing  t h e  c r i t i c a l  days 
of armed u p r i s i n g  i n  Moscow. The November i s s u e  of 
Ekonomicheskaya Gazeta  credited S t a l i n  a s  w e l l  a s  Lenin 
w i t h  a u t h o r i n g  t-irneh November 1917 dec lara t ionKof  
t h e  r i g h t s  of n a t i o n a l i t i e s .  And Komsomolskaya Pravda on 
6 November, p u b l i s h e d  e x e r p t s  from Theodore Dreiser's 
1928 book Dreiser Looks a t  Russ ia ,  i n  which he t r e a t e d  
S t a l i n  a s  a d e d i c a t e d  n a t i o n a l  leader and a s  a r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
f i g u r e  concerned w i t h  t h e  f a t e  o f ' human i ty  and t h e  i n d i v i d u a l .  

On 1 November Brezhnev made h i s  adopt ion  of t h e  

SUMMARY 

I n d i c a t i o n s  t h a t  a f u r t h e r  s t e p  toward t h e  neo- 
S t a l i n i s t  p o s i t i o n  had been t a k e n  a t  t h e  December 1965 
plenum were s u b s t a n t i a t e d  i n  ear ly  1966. A January Pravda 
a r t i c l e  i n s t r u c t e d  h i s t o r i a n s  t o  s t o p  r e f e r r i n g  t o  t h e  
term p e r i o d  of t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y  and t o  take a 
p o s i t i v e  v i e w  of t h e  S t a l i n  era. A s i m i l a r  a r t i c l e  
appeared s h o r t l y  thereaf ter  i n  a Moldavian paper ,  in-  
s t r u c t i n g  p r o p a g a n d i s t s  of t h e  c o r r e c t  v iew t o  t a k e  on 
t h e  c u l t .  T h e  t r i a l  of Dan ie l  and Sinyavskiy  i n  February ,  
a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  a r r e s t s  of s e v e r a l  o t h e r  young i n t e l l e c t u a l s ,  
i n d i c a t e d  t h e  s t a r t  of an a c t i v e l y  r e p r e s s i v e  p o l i c y ,  
toward d i s s i d e n t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  

-68- 



. .  . _ .  . . . .  . . . .  

.. . .. . .. .,. .. ..... _., .. . . . . . ... -_ . . ... . .. . . . . . .. . .._ . .  .. ..-. . . . . . .- ._I .  . . ._ .,.. . . . . . . . . .... ... -. . .. . .. 

ET 
I 1 

The d e c i s i o n  t o  proceed w i t h  t h e  t r i a l  of Daniel  
and Sinyavskiy  and t o  impose harsh  sen tences  must  have 
been made by t h e  Pres id ium,  a s  t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  of t h i s  
d e c i s i o n  were impor tan t  enough t o  warran t  high-level  
c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  Of t he  t w b l v e  m e m b e r s  of t h e  P r e s i d i u m ,  
a t  l e a s t  s even  must have suppor ted  t h e  measure. Kosygin 
r e p o r t e d l y  opposed i t ,  Mikoyan presumably opposed i t ,  and 
Podgornyy, i n  t h i s  subsequent  s t a t emen t  a t  t h e  congress  
t h a t  c u l t u r a l  m a t t e r s  shou ld  be d e a l t  w i t h  through legis- 
l a t i o n ,  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  he would have opposed i t .  Sus lov ,  
She lep in ,  Mazurov, and Shelest  a lmost  c e r t a i n l y  suppor ted  
t h e  d e c i s i o n .  Brezhnev must t h e r e f o r e  have g iven  h i s  
suppor t  and have  t aken  w i t h  him t h e  v o t e s  of a t  l e a s t  two 
of t h e  fol lowing--Kir i lenko,  Polyanskiy,  Voronov, and 
Shvern ik .  

I n  t h e  months b e f o r e  thercongress  t h e r e  were numer- 
ous r e p o r t s  t h a t  S t a l i n  would be r e h a b i l i t a t e d ,  a s  w e l l  
a s  va r ious  i n d i c a t i o n s  t h a t  t h i s  might w e l l  be t r u e .  A t  
s e v e r a l  pre-congress  r e g i o n a l  p a r t y  meet ings,  h igh- leve l  
spokesmen i n d i c a t e d  t h e i r  suppor t  of a hard- l ine .  Among 
those  who expressed  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  viewpoints  were Masherov 
of Belo russ i a ,  Shelestcf  t h e  Ukraine, and t h e  F i r s t  Secre- 
t a r y  of Moldavia, Bodgqyl, who a t  one t i m e  may have se rved  
under Brezhnev i n  Moldavia. Leningrad chief To l s t ikov  
urged t h a t  p a r t y  i n f l u e n c e  on t h e  c r e a t i v e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  
be s t r eng thened .  The  most s t r i d e n t  tones  came from 
Georgia ,  where p a r t y  secretary S tu rua  used  t h e  term cos- 
mopolitanism, which  under  S t a l i n  had been an an t i -Semi t ic  
charge  used  t o  j u s t i f y  r e p r e s s i o n  of t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s ;  
Georgian F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Mzhavanadze also gave a hard- 
l i n e  speech. 

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  many a r t i c l e s  w h i c h  were w r i t t e n  
du r ing  t h i s  p e r i o d ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  on t h e  s u b j e c t  of :PI 
c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n ,  reflected a coord ina ted  p o l i c y  of r e h a b i l -  
i t a t i n g  S t a l i n  and h i s  pol ic ies .  P a r t i c u l a r l y  ominous 
were t h e  S t a l i n i s t  t e r m s  w h i c h  were resurrected. In  
a d d i t i o n  t o  S t u r u a ' s  u s e  of t h e  t e r m  cosmopolitanism, 
a February a r t i c l e  on c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  referred favorab ly  
t o  S t a l i n ' s  l o n g - d i s c r e d i t e d  theory  of t h e  sharpening  
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of t h e  class s t r u g g l e  i n  t h e  1930's.  And i n  February ,  
t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  j o u r n a l  Oktyabr '  referred t o  two 
r e h a b i l i t a t e d  purge  v i c t i m s  as enemies of t h e  people .  
T h i s  term had been condemned by Khrushchev i n  h i s  
secret speech.  

proved t o  be somewhat a n t i c l i m a c t i c .  S t a l i n  was no t  r e h a b i l -  
i tated and t h e  on ly  remain ing  v e s t i g e  of a r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
p l a n  was t h e  symbol ic  r e s t o r a t i o n  of t he  terms P o l i t b u r o  
and General  S e c r e t a r y .  I t  seems l i k e l y  t h a t  t h e  d e c i s i o n  
not  t o  proceed w i t h  p u b l i c  and formal  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  was 
based on t h e  v i o l e n t  reactions t o  t h e  p roposa l ,  bo th  a t  
home and abroad. Various communist p a r t i e s  had i n d i c a t e d  
disagreement  and t h e  rumors had brought a f r i g h t e n e d  r e s p o n s e  
from S o v i e t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s ,  a group of whom brave ly  s e n t  a 
le t ter  of p r o t e s t  t o  Brezhnev u rg ing  t h a t  S t a l i n  no t  be 
rehabi l i ta ted .  

When it opened i n  l a t e  March 1966, t h e  23rd Congress 

Brezhnev emerged from t h e  23rd congress  a s  c l e a r l y  
t h e  first among e q u a l s ;  h i s  a c q u i s i t i o n  of t h e  t i t l e  
General  S e c r e t a r y  had c l e a r l y  s t r e n g t h e n e d  h i s  p o s i t i o n .  
Al though  t h i s  was p r i m a r i l y  a symbolic v i c t o r y ,  it nonethe- 
less served t o  set  h i m  a p a t t  from h i s  c o l l e a g u e s  and e s t a b -  
l i s h  h im a s  S t a l i n ' s  l e g i t i m a t e  h e i r .  The f a c t  t h a t  
Brezhnev was t h e  b e n e f i c i a r y  of t h e  p o l i c y  of r e - S t a l i n i z i n g  
s u p p o r t s  t h e  v i e w  t h a t  he had suppor t ed  t h e  p o l i c y .  However, 
a number of s p e a k e r s  a t  t h e  congres s ,  i n c l u d i n g  Yegorychev 
and Moscow Oblas t '  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Konotop, gave much 
tougher  speeches  t h a n  t h a t  g i v e n  by Brezhnev. Thus i t  
would seem t h a t  i n  s p i t e  of Brezhnev's suppor t  of much 
of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  p o s i t i o n ,  pressure f o r  even more 
r e p r e s s i v e  measures was be ing  e x e r t e d  by members of t h e  
n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n .  

Pe r sonne l  changes made a t  t h e  congress  i n d i c a t e d  
t h a t  t h e  moderates  w e r e  c o n t i n u i n g  t o  l o se  ground. Mikoyan 
and Shvern ik  were dropped from t h e  P o l i t b u r o  and Sus lov  
a s s o c i a t e  P e l s h e ,  t h e  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  of L a t v i a ,  was 
added. I n  a d d i t i o n  Brezhnev-protege Kunayev, t h e  F i r s t  
S e c r e t a r y  of Kazakhstan,  and n e o - S t a l i n i s t  Masherov, 



t h e  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  of B e l o r u s s i a ,  became c a n d i d a t e  
members of t h e  P o l i t b u r o .  Bowever, S h e l e p i n  was 
a p p a r e n t l y  a s s i g n e d  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  fo r  l i g h t  
i n d u s t r y  a t  t h e  congress--a clear set-back f o r  h i m  
a l s o .  Thus, t h e  n e t  g a i n e r  was Brezhnev. 

... ;,~y;?::.; .......,.. : ............ .. ,. .... ....... ..-.._.. ..... .... 
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I n  t h e  months immediately a f t e r  t h e  congress ,  a 
c o n s e r v a t i v e  l i n e  p r e v a i l e d ,  b u t  t h e  more extreme neo- 
S t a l i n i s t  s t a t e m e n t s  v i r t u a l l y  ceased. Furthermore,  
w h i l e  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  con t inued  t o  write letters pro- 
t e s t i n g  t h e  Daniel-Sinyavskiy t r i a l s  and t h e  g e n e r a l l y  
or thodox l i n e ,  t h e y  must have f e l t  a c e r t a i n  amount of 
relief a t  t h e  f a i l u r e  of t h e  congres s  t o  r e h a b i l i t a t e  
S t a l i n .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t hey  might have f e l t  t h a t  t h e  L w t  

r e t r e a t  by t h e  leadership on t h i s  i s s u e  had been brought  
about  by t h e i r  p r o t e s t s ,  a belief which might have en- 
couraged them t o  d r a f t  f u r t h e r  p r o t e s t s .  Thus, s t i l l  
f r i g h t e n e d  by t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  c o n s e r v a t i v e  l i n e ,  b u t  
hopeful  t h a t  t h i n g s  might change,  t h e  l i b e r a l s  appa- 
r e n t l y  decided t o  p r e s s  ahead. I n  May there was a 
resurgence  of r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  and d u r i n g  t h e  s p r i n g  and 
summer a number of a r t ic les  w e r e  pub l i shed  c r i t i c i z ing  
S t a l i n  f o r  h i s  ro le  i n  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n .  

T h i s  l i b e r a l  push was soon h&%ed, however; t h e  
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  ended by summer and a r t i c l e s  c r i t i c a l  
of S t a l i n  were q u i c k l y  outnumbered by a r t i c l e s  exonera t -  
ing  h i m .  A s  t h e  25 th  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t h e  B a t t l e  of Moscow 
approached, S t a l i n ' s  m i l i t a r y  image was f u r t h e r  improved, 
and prewar m i s c a l c u l a t i o n s  and errors were i n c r e a s i n g l y  
r a t i o n a l i z e d .  One e x c e p t i o n  t o  t h i s  was a June a r t i c l e  
by Marshal Grechko, r e p o r t e d l y  a Brezhnev man, i n  w h i c h  
h e  a t t a c k e d  S t a l i n  and charged  t h e  prewar l e a d e r s h i p ,  
both p o l i t i c a l  and m i l i t a r y ,  w i t h  i n e p t i t u d e .  The  pur- 
pose of t h i s  a r t i c l e  may have been t o  stress t h e  need 
forcmore emphasis on contemporary m i l i t a r y  d e f e n s e s ;  
he may w e l l  have been annoyed by t h e  adopt ion  a t  t h e  
May plenum of an emormous a g r i c u l t u r a l  program. Grechko's 
p o i n t  may h a v e  been t h a t  t h e  m i l i t a r y  should  not be 
s l i g h t e d  and h i s  method was t o  show t h e  d i s a s t r o u s  
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r e s u l t s  of i g n o r i n g  m i l i t a r y  needs.  

F r i c t i o n  i n  t he  l e a d e r s h i p  con t inued  throughout  
t h e  summer. T h i s  was most i n t e r e s t i n g l y  demonst ra ted  i n  
a debate which took  p l a c e  i n  t h e  p r e s s  d u r i n g  t h e  summer 
and f a l l .  
s t r e s s i n g  t h e  importance of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  and 
warning a g a i n s t  t h e  dangers  i n h e r e n t  i n  t h e  impos i t i on  of 
one-man r u l e .  An a r t i c l e  i n  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  j o u r n a l  
Pravda Ukrainy criticized S t a l i n ' s  tendency t o  t h i n k  of 
m f  as i n f a l l i b l e  and t o  ignore  c o l l e c t i v e  leadership. 
T h e s e  a r t i c l e s  r e v e a l e d  t h e  concern  fe l t  by t h e  She lep in  
f a c t i o n  over  t h e i r  l e a d e r ' s  d e c l i n e  and Brezhnev's growing 
s t r e n g t h  . 

S e v e r a l  a r t i c l e s  were w r i t t e n  by n e - S t a l i n i s t s ,  

The apprehens ion  of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  was s h a r e d  
by t h e  l i b e r a l s  who a l s o  had a ves t ed  i n t e r e s t  i n  pre- 
v e n t i n g  Brezhnev from a c q u i r i n g  f u r t h e r  power. During - 
t h e  summer two a r t i c l e s  i n  I z v e s t i y a  a l s o  defended c o l -  
l e c t i v e l e a d e r s h i p  s t r o n g l y .  I z v e s t i y a ,  t h e  government 
pape r ,  had been c o n s i s t e n t l y  moderate dur ing  t h e  p e r i o d ,  
p o s s i b l y  r e f l e c t i n g  Kosygin 's  views. These  a r t i c l e s  defend- 
ing c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  which  used  t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e ,  
sugges t ed  t h a t  Kosygin and t h e  moderates were a l s o  v e r y  
uneasy about  Brezhnev's growing s t r e n g t h .  

These  a t t a c k s  by both  moderates and n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  
on Brezhnev's p o s i t i o n ,  were answered f a i r l y  q u i c k l y .  A 
Pravda e d i t o r i a l  and an a r t ic le l - .by  Brezhnev p ro tege  Kunayev 
b o t h m p h a s i z e d  t h e  need f o r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and d i s c i p l i n e ,  
and quoted  Lenin t o  t h e  e f fec t  t h a t  i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  m u s t  
not be allowed t o  h i d e  under r e f e r e n c e s  t o  c o l l e c t i v i t y ;  
Kunayev a l s o  stressed t h e  primacy of i n d i v i d u a l  l e a d e r s h i p .  
Furthermore,  on 1 November, Brezhnev pushed even f u r t h e r  
t h e  i s s u e  of S t a l i n .  By r e f e r r i n g  t o  S t a l i n  as an  "ardent  
r evo lu t iona ry" ,  he  r e i n f o r c e d  h i s  own claim t o  be S t a l i n ' s  
h e i r  and by i m p l i c a t i o n  defended t h e  concept  of one-man 
r u l e .  

-72- 



. .  
. . . .  . .  . .  . 

. ... ..-.. . .. ._-.. . _  . . -. . . . ...- .... ..._.._... . . . . . .. , .  ....._ . . . ... . .. . . . -. . . . . .. . . . .. . . .. 

DECEMBER 1965 

CPSU PRESIDIUM 

Full M e m b e r s  

BREZHNEV 
KIRILENKO 
KOSYG I N 
MAZUROV 

WDGORNYY 
POLYANSKIY 
SHELEPIN 
SHELEST 

SUSLOV 
VORONOV 

M I K O Y A N ~  

SHVERNIK~ 

C a n d i d a t e  Members 

DEM ICHEV 
G R I S H I N  
MZHAVANADZE 
RASHIDOV 

USTINOV 
SHCHERBITSKI ~2 

YEFREMOV~ 

CPSU SECRETARIAT 

ANDROPOV 
BREZHNEV 
DEM ICHEV 

KULAKOV3 
PODGORNYY 
PONOMA REV 
RUDAKOV 
SHELEPIN 
SUSLOV 
USTINOV 

KAPITONOV~ 

A P R I L  1966 

CPSU POLITBURO 

Full Members 

BREZHNEV 
KIRILENKO 
KOSYGIN 
MAZUROV 
PELSHE4 
PODGORNYY 
POLYANSK I Y  
SHELEPIN 
SHELEST 
SUSLOV 
VORONOV 

C a n d i d a t e  Members 

DEM ICHEV 
G R I S H I N  
KUNAYEV4 

MZHAVANADZE 
RASHIQOV 
SHCHERBITSKIY 
USTINOV 

MA SHE R O V ~  

CPSU SECRETARIAT 

ANDROPOV 
BREZHNEX 
DEM ICHEV 
KAPITONOV 
KULAKOV 
PONOMA REV 
RUDAKOV5 
SHELEP I N 
SUSLOV 
USTINOV 

1. D r o p p e d  i n  A p r i l  1966. 3. E l e c t e d  September 1965. 
2.  E l e c t e d  i n  D e c e m b e r  1965. 4. E l e c t e d  i n  A p r i l  1966. sEm 5..  D i e d  i n  July 1966. 

7 



. .  . .  . . .. 

. .... .. . .. . . . . . .. .,. . .. ._. ... ... . . . .. .. . . ... :. .-. . .  -. . ~ . ... .... . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .. . 

NEO-STALINIST LINE ADOPTED 

The 50th  Anniversary Year 

November 1966-December 1967 

LEADERSHIP 

Hard Line Dominates; D i s sens ion  Continues 

t h a t  he favored  f u r t h e r  r e s t o r a t i o n  of S t a l i n ' s  name, a 
number of l e a d e r s  rushed  t o  fo l low s u i t .  Azerbaydzhan 
F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Akhundov, Armenian F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Kochinyan, 
and ,  of c o u r s e ,  Georgian F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Mzhavanadze a l l  
mentioned S t a l i n  f a v o r a b l y  i n  February  1967. I n  t h e  l a s t  
t w o  months of 1966 bo th  S h e l e s t  and Yegorychev once a g a i n  
expres sed  the i r  t y p i c a l l y  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  v iews ,  i n d i c a t i n g  
t h a t  t h i s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n  cont inued  t o  push. I n  a 
speech  a t  t h e  F i f t h  Ukra in ian  Writers Congress,  S h e l e s t  
c a l l e d  f o r  more v i g i l a n c e  and m i l i t a n c e  toward the enemy. 
H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  i f  t h e  enemy p r a i s e d  you, you must  have made 
a p o l i t i c a l  mistake.  According t o  Pravda Ukrainy, S h e l e s t  
r e c a l l e d  t h e  1965 central  committee dec ree  c r i t i c i z i n g  
Khar'kov Oblast '  (Podgornyy's o l d  domain) and i n d i c a t e d  
t h a t  there were still  shortcomings there,  a c l e a r  s l a p  a t  
Podgornyy. On 6 December Yegorychev spoke on t h e  occas ion  
of t h e  25th  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t he  B a t t l e  of Moscow; h e  had 
on ly  p r a i s e  f o r  S t a l i n ' s  r o l e .  

Fol lowing Breehnev 's  i n d i c a t i o n  i n  e a r l y  November 

In e a r l y  1967 there were a number of r e p o r t s  con- 
c e r n i n g  con t inued  f r i c t i o n  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  l e a d e r  . I n  
A p r i l  s t a t e d  
t h a t  k e r e  was a group w i t h i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  which  inc luded  
S h e l e p i n ,  Sus lov ,  and Ponomarev, and which wished  t o  r e t u r n  
t o  S t a l h i s m .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  a s t r u g g l e  f o r  power was 
going  on and t h a t  numerous compromises were being r eached ,  
s u c h  a s  t h o s e  a t  t h e  23rd congres s ,  bu t  t h a t  there was no 
f i r m  cohes ion  w i t h i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p .  
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Repor t s  of t e n s i o n  between Brezhnev and Kosygin 
were a l s o  r e c e i v e d  e a r l y  i n  1967. According t o  one,  Kosygin 
had los t  some ground f o l l o w i n g  a disagreement .  I n  February  
f o u r  S o v i e t  mus ic i ans  who were v i s i t i n g  t h e  United S t a t e s  
r e p o r t e d  t h a t  Kosygin was a n  emphat ic  s u p p o r t e r  of t h e  
c r e a t i v e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a - - t h a t  he had a deep a p p r e c i a t i o n  of 
c u l t u r e  and was sympa the t i c  t o  the problems of  t h e  i n t e l -  
l e c t u a l s ,  demonst ra t ing  t h i s  b o t h  v o c a l l y  and through p o l i c y  
i n f l u e n c e .  They sa id  tha t  Ektezhnev w a s  j u s t  t h e  oppos i t e .  
I n  June  there w a s  a r e p o r t  t h a t  Brezhnev wanted Kosygin 's  
j o b  and tha t  Hosygin w a s  t r y i n g  to s u b o r d i n a t e  p o l i t i c a l  
i s s u e s  t o  economic ones.  

During t h i s  p e r i o d  there con t inued  t o  be ar t ic les  on 
t h e  sub jec t  of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  and cr i t ic ism w i t h i n  
t h e  p a r t y .  The most s i g n i f i c a n t  of t h e s e  w a s  a March a r t i c l e  
by Pe t r enko  i n  Voprosy Istorii  KPSS. Pe t renko  argued t h a t  
c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  and a s c i e n t i f i c  approach h e l p  p r e v e n t  
bu t  cannot  exc lude  s e r i o u s  mistakes t n d  t h a t  Lenin had con- 
s i d e r e d  hones t  acknowledgement and c o r r e c t i o n  of mistakes 
a s  a s i g n  of t h e  s e r i o u s n e s s  of t he  p a r t y ,  i ts  moral 
s t r e n g t h ,  and its a b i l i t y  t o  implement r e v o l u t i ~ n s r p . '  
r e o r g a n i z a t i o n s .  For  example: 

"he f r a n k ,  bold s t a t emen t  on t h e  s e r i o u s  
mis t akes  and d i s t o r t i o n s ,  committed as a 
r e s u l t  of t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t  of S t a l i n ,  
which was made by o u r  p a r t y  a t  its own 
i n i t i a t i v e  can  s e r v e  a s  an example of 

* r e s o l u t e  cr i t ic ism and self-criticism. 
The 20th  P a r t y  Congress r e s o l u t e l y  sub- 
jected these mistakes t o  fundamental  
cr i t ic ism.  The p a r t y  began s t e p  by s tep 
t o  c o r r e c t  them . . . .  

Pe t renko  s ta ted tha t  eve ry  p a r t y  m e m b e r  h a s  t h e  r i g h t  t o  
c r i t i c i ze  any other Communist no matter what p o s i t i o n  he 
h o l d s ,  and t h a t  p e r s o n s  g u i l t y  of  s u p p r e s s i n g  cri t icism 
should  be punished--even e x p e l l e d  from t h e  p a r t y .  Pe t r enko  
seemed c l ea r ly  t o  be i n d i c a t i n g  h i s  s t r o n g  suppor t  f o r  
c u r r e n t  c r i t i c i s m  of p a r t y  m e m b e r s ,  a t  any l e v e l ,  implying 
t h a t  t h i s  was d i r e c t e d  a t  high-ranking people--possibly 
Brezhnev. 
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However, P e t r e n k o ' s  concept  of crit icism was l i m i t e d .  
H e  quoted Lenin t o  t h e  e f f e c t  that  " i f  freedom of criticism 
means freedom t o  defend capitalism, t h e n  w e  w i l l  c r u s h  it." 
And he s t a t e d  t h a t  it was n e c e s s a r y  t o  t a k e  a cr i t ical  look  
a t  t h e  p a s t ,  bu t  t h a t  t h i s  look  shou ld  n o t  be n e g a t i v e :  

For  i n s t a n c e ,  many h i s t o r i a n s  and 
w r i t e r s  are now s t r i v i n g  t o  i n t e r p r e t  i n  
a cr i t ical  manner t h e  t i m e  d u r i n g  which 
t h e  harmful  consequences of t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  
c u l t  of S t a l i n  had a n e g a t i v e  i n f l u e n c e  on 
t h e  development of S o v i e t  s o c i e t y .  T h i s  is 
a necessa ry  s t e p  i n  the f u r t h e r  development 
of hlstorical s c i e n c e  and a r t i s t i c  c r e a t i v i t y .  
The t a s k  is n o t  e a s y ,  bu t  is of t h e  h i g h e s t  
deg ree  of importance.  Incompa t ib l e  w i t h  its 
implementa t ion ,  however, are t h e  a t t e m p t s  t o  
d i s t o r t  ou r  p a s t  i n  a one-sided manner, i n  a 
d i s t o r t e d  m i r r o r ,  a s  j u s t  a so l id  c h a i n  of 
mis t akes  and shortcomings.  

Thus  P e t r e n k o ' s  a r t ic le ,  w h i l e  u s i n g  t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e  t o  
i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  need f o r  criticism,.was c o n s e r v a t i v e  i n  
emphasis,  s u g g e s t i n g  t h a t  i t  came from t h e  n e o S t a l i n i s t  
f a c t i o n  which must have cons ide red  i t s e l f  on t h e  d e f e n s i v e  
a t  t h i s  t i m e .  

Leaders  Speak 

On 23 February  F i r s t  Deputy Defense M i n i s t e r  Grechko, 
i n  an  I z v e s t i y a  a r t i c l e ,  comple te ly  exonera ted  t h e  p a r t y  
l e a d e r s h i p  of blame f o r  f a i l i n g  t o  p r e p a r e  for  World War 11. 
L e s s  t h a n  a year b e f o r e ,  i n  June  1966, he had been q u i t e  
c r i t i c a l  of prewar p r e p a r a t i o n s .  Now he s t a t e d  t h a t  

I n  connec t ion  w i t h  t h e  growing t h r e a t  of an 
armed a t t a c k  t h e  p a r t y  and government adopted 
t h e  necessa ry  measures  to f u r t h e r  s t r e n g t h e n  
t h e  S o v i e t  A r m y .  I n  t h e  p e r i o d  between 
1 Janua ry  1939 and 1 June  1941 t h e  numerical  
s t r e n g t h  of t h e  armed f o r c e s  i n c r e a s e d  a lmost  
2.5 times. The fo rma t ion  of mechanized c o r p s ,  
a v i a t i o n  d i v i s i o n s ,  and new a r t i l l e r y  and a n t i -  
t ank  u n i t s  began i n  1940-1941, bu t  u n f o r t u n a t e l y  
by  t h e  ou tb reak  of t h e  w a r  t h e y  had not y e t  
been f u l l y  s u p p l i e d  w i t h  new m a t e r i a l  
equipment.  -75- 
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I n  A p r i l  Grechko became USSR M i n i s t e r  of Defense,  r e p o r t e d l y  
w i t h  Brezhnev 's  backing,  and i n  a 9 May a r t ic le  i n  Pravda 
he comple te ly  exp la ined  away t h e  i n k t i a l  s e t b a c k s  of t h e  war: 

. . . Encouraged by t h e  r e a c t i o n a r y  c i rc les  
of t h e  Western powers, R i t l e r  a t  t h e  t i m e  of 
t h e  attack on t h e  Sov ie t  Union had ens l aved  
most European c o u n t r i e s  and had  f o r c e d  the i r  
manpower and i n d u s t r i a l  r e s o u r c e s  t o  s e r v e  
h i s  p r e d a t o r y  p l ans .  A s  a r e s u l t ,  fascist 
Germany invaded t h e  t e r r i t o r y  of o u r  coun t ry  
w i t h  a n  emormous a l r e a d y  mobi l ized  and power- 
f u l  army. N o t  a s i n g l e  state cou ld  have 
resisted such  p res su re .  Only a s ta te  born 
by t h e  Great October  and on ly  a peop le  who 
had liberated themselves  f r o m  t he  fetters of 
capitalism were s t r o n g  enough t o  engage i n  
a s inglehanded  s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t  such a 
fo rmidab le  enemy and ach ieve  a b r i a l i a n t  
v i c t o r y  . 
I n  t h e  s p r i n g  s e v e r a l  members of  t h e  h i e r a r c h y  referred 

i n  speeches  t o  t h e  s ta te  of c u l t u r e  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union. I n  
h i s  March e l e c t i o n  speech ,  Brezhnev c i t e d  shor tcomings  i n  
c r e a t i v e  work and s ta ted thatQcriticism of these shor tcomings  
w a s  directed s o l e l y  a t  t h e  f r u i t f u l  development of c u l t u r e  
and tha t  t h i s  w a s  a concern which t h e  p a r t y  m a n i f e s t s  
u n f a i l i n g l y  and constaxl t ly .  While st i l l  m o r e  moderate 
t h a n  s t a t e m e n t s  by n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  such a s  Shelest and 
Yegorychev, t h i s  w a s  Brezhnev's s t r o n g e s t  s t a t e m e n t  up 
t o  t h i s  t i m e  on t h e  s u b j e c t  of p a r t y  c o n t r o l  of t h e  a r t s .  

I n  late A p r i l  two somewhat d i f f e r e n t  a t t i t u d e s  toward 
c u l t u r a l  matters were expressed  by K i r i l e n k o  and Yegorychev. 
K i r i l e n k o  i n  t h e  p a s t  had expressed  both  moderate and pro-  
Brezhnev sen t imen t s .  I n  November 1966 he had g iven  a 
speech i n  which he s t r o n g l y  praised Brezhnev f o r  h i s  
w a r t i m e  a c t i v i t i e s .  Now, on 22 A p r i L h e  s t a t e d s i m p l y  
t h a t  S o v i e t  L i t e r a t u r e  and a r t  w e r e  f lower ing .  Two days  
l a t e r ,  i n  Pravda ,  Yeogrychev warned a g a i n s t  n e g a t i v e  
a t t i t u d e s  and c a l l e d  f o r  t h e  s t r e n g t h e n i n g  of i d e o l o g i c a l  
work .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  one cannot f o r  a m i n u t e  f o r g e t  t h a t  
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communism is being  b u i l t  i n  c i r cums tances  of a s h a r p  
s t r u g g l e  of two i d e o l o g i e s ,  and t h a t  ma l i c ious  a t t a c k s  
on t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  and f a l s i f i c a t i o n  of h i s t o r i c a l  e v e n t s  
had i n t e n s i f i e d .  H e  s ta ted  t h a t  Sovie t  h i s t o r y  m u s t  be 
e v a l u a t e d  c o r r e c t l y  and h e  c a s u a l l y  d i smis sed  t h e  crimes 
of t he  S t a l i n  era: 

Of c o u r s e ,  now e v e r y t h i n g  is c l e a r ,  a s  t h e y  
s a y ,  looking  back. Apparent ly  some t h i n g s  
could  have been done better perhaps and w i t h  
less e x p e n d i t u r e  of forces . . . . A t  one t i m e  
i n  our  c o u n t r y  so much was s a i d  about  e r r o r s  
and mistakes tha t  some people  . . . could  g e t  
t h e  impress ion  t h a t  a l l  w e  have done is make 
mis t akes  . . . . We must have a more e x a c t i n g  
a t t i t u d e  t h a n  e v e r  b e f o r e  toward eve ry th ing  t h a t  
is pu t  o u t  i n  p u b l i c a t i o n s ,  t h a t  is p resen ted  
i n  e x h i b i t s ,  t h a t  is pu t  o u t  on s c r e e n s  and 
on s t a g e s  of theaters and is secured  i n  con- 
cert  h a l l s .  "he r o l e  of Communist c r e a t i v e  
organs  grows e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h i s .  

Thus ,  whereas K i r i l e n k o  had i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  a l l  w a s  w e l l ,  
Yegorychev was f u l l  of a c c u s a t i o n s  and warnings t h a t  t h e  
p a r t y  would e x e r t  even more p r e s s u r e  upon t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  
T h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  between these two speeches  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  
w h i l e  Brezhnev and h i s  f o l l o w e r s  supported r e - S t a l i n i z i n g  
and a g e n e r a l l y  or thodox p o s i t i o n ,  t h e y  were being 
pushed t o  proceed still  more r a p i d l y  toward more re- 
p r e s s i v e  measures. T h i s  p r e s s u r e  still being e x e r t e d  
by t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  was a p p a r e n t l y  p a r t  of t h e i r  
ongoing e f f o r t  t o  g a i n  t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  i n  the i r  s t r u g g l e  
f o r  t h e  leadersh ip .  

The Four th  All-Union Writers Congress f i n a l l y  
opened i n  May, having been postponed s e v e r a l  t i m e s  p r e -  
v i o u s l y .  The p a r t y ' s  message t o  t h e  congress  demanded of 
l i t e ra ture  wel l -developed i d e o l o g i c a l  c r i t e r i a ,  emphasized 
p a r t y  c o n t r o l  of t h e  a r t s ,  and warned a g a i n s t  w e s t e r n  
i n f l u e n c e .  Podgornyy was t h e  h ighes t - ranking  speaker  a t  
t h e  congress  and t h e  tone  of h i s  speech was or thodox,  
a l though  he  d i d  no t  c a l l  f o r  f u r t h e r  p a r t y  c o n t r o l  of t h e  
a r t s  o r  do any t h r e a t e n i n g .  He d i scussed  t h e  f ierce 



s t r u g g l e  t a k i n g  p l a c e  between t h e  two s o c i a l  s y s t e m s  and 
sa id  t h a t  i d e o l o g i c a l  enemies  t r y  t o  d isarm t h e  S o v i e t  
people .  H e  s a i d  t h a t  l o y a l t y  t o  t h e  t r u t h  of l i f e  and 
t h e  i n d e l i b l e  p r i n c i p l e s  of party-mindedness e n a b l e  writers 
t o  w r i t e  v i v i d  h i s t o r y  of  t h e  g r e a t  deeds of t he  S o v i e t  
people .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, he had on ly  p r a i s e  f o r  S o v i e t  
w r i t e r s ,  and sa id  t h a t  there w a s  e v e r y  r eason  t o  expec t  
t h a t  t h e  writers union  would c o n t i n u e  t o  champion pa r ty -  
mindedness and people-mindedness.  Thus, he seemed t o  be 
s a y i n g  t h a t  any c o n t r o l  n e c e s s a r y  should  be e x e r c i z e d  by 
t h e  w r i t e r s  un ion ,  a clear d i f f e r e n c e  from Yegorychev's 
t h r e a t  t h a t  t h e  p a r t y  shou ld  do more. 

I n  a speech  on 1 2  June  Mzhavanadze called f o r  t h e  
p u r i f i c a t i o n  of  p a r t y  r a n k s  and used a S t a l i n  q u o t a t i o n  
t o  s u p p o r t  h i s  p o i n t .  Whelther or n o t  he was c a l l i n g  f o r  a 
purge of impure p a r t y  members is no t  c e r t a i n ,  b u t  s u c h  a 
c a l l  is impl i ed ,  making t h i s  a v e r y  t h r e a t e n i n g  speech:  

F i r s t ,  I would . l i k e  t o  draw your a t t e n t i o n  
t o  t h e  need f o r  a m o s t  d e c i s i v e  s t r u g g l e  for 
t h e  p u r i t y  of P a r t y  r a n k s  . . . . The pene t r a -  
t i o n  of t h e  p a r t y  by unworthy members has  no t  
y e t  been overcome . . . . I w i l l  c i te  i n  t h i s  
connec t ion  t h e  words of I .V.  S t a l i n ,  who s a i d  
t h a t  there was no th ing  h i g h e r  t han  the  t i t l e  
of a m e m b e r  of t h e  p a r t y ,  t h e  founder  and 
leader of which  was Comrade Lenin. H e  a l s o  
s a i d ,  "It is n o t  g i v e n  t o  everyone t o  be a 
p a r t y  m e m b e r  . . . I 1  T h i s  means t h a t  t h e  door 
of t he  p a r t y  m u s t  n o t  be open t o  a l l  b u t  on ly  
t o  worthy p e o p l e ,  e n t i r e l y  ded ica t ed  t o  t h e  
cause  of t h e  p a r t y .  

I n  June  1967 t h e  theses of t h e  c e n t r a l  committee 
f o r  t h e  50 th  a n n i v e r s a r y  were pub l i shed .  They conta ined  
some c r i t i c i sm of  t h e  c u l t  of S t a l i n ,  a l though t h e y  p re -  
s e n t e d  the  50 y e a r s  of S o v i e t  r u l e  a s  a pe r iod  of unbroken 
p rogres s .  To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e y  r e in t roduced  some 
cri t icism of t h e  c u l t ,  however, t h e y  d i f f e r e d  from t h e  
January  c e n t r a l  committee decreebon p r e p a r a t i o n s  for  t h e  
a n n i v e r s a r y .  That  decree had p r o j e c t e d  a n  overwhelmingly 
f a v o r a b l e  image of t h e  e n t i r e  cour se  of Sov ie t  h i s t o r y .  
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. *See page 98 f o r  f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n .  

T h e r e  wasnno mention of S t a l i n  o r  criticism of h i s  re ign-  
no t  even a r e f e r e n c e  t o  d i f f i c u l t i e s  a t  t h e  s t a r t  of t h e  
war. Thus t h e  r e t u r n  of some criticism was a d e f i n i t e  
s h i f t  . * 
S h e l e p i n ' s  Defea t  and Reac t ion  To I t  

In t h e  s p r i n g  and ear ly  summer of 1967 S h e l e p i n  
s u f f e r e d  a series of d e f e a t s  in t h e  form of pe r sonne l  s h i f t s .  
Goryunov, t h e  head of TASS and a S h e l e p i n  man, was r e p l a c e d  
i n  A p r i l .  I n  t h e  same month Grechko became M i n i s t e r  of 
Defense, r e p l a c i n g  Malinovskiy,  who had d i e d  two weeks 
e a r l i e r .  I n  t h e  i n t e r v e n i n g  two weeks a number of r e p o r t s  
had c i r c u l a t e d  t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  S h e l e p i n  was backing 
Ust inov,  p a r t y  s e c r e t a r y  i n  cha rge  of t h e  defense  i n d u s t r y ,  
w h i l e  Brezhnev f avored  Grechko. I n  May S h e l e p i n ' s  ggotege  
Semichastnyy was r e p l a c e d  a s  KGB c h i e f  by Andropov. While 
t h e  KGB had had several f a i l u r e s  r i g h t  b e f o r e t t h i s  s h i f t - -  
includddg t h e  d e f e c t i o n  of S t a l i n ' s  daughter - - i t  seems 
c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  f i r i n g  of Semichastnyyawas p r i m a r i l y  a blow 
a t  S h e l e p i n ' s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n .  Also i n  May, Pospelov 
was r e l i e v e d  as Chairman of t h e  I n s t i t u t e  of Marxism-Leninism, 
a p o s i t i o n  he had h e l d  s i n c e  1949. While Pospe lov ' s  a l l e -  
g i a n c e s  are no t  clear, t h e  t iming  of h i s  removal and t h e  
f a c t  t h a t  h i s  j o u r n a l  had pub l i shed  Pe t r enko ' s  March a r t i c l e  
w h i c h  w a s  a p p a r e n t l y  ant i -Brezhnev,  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  he was 
cons ide red  sympa the t i c  t o  She lep in .  

A crisis i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  occurred  fo l lowing  t h e  
Middle Eas t  d e b a c l e  i n  ear ly  June .  A t  t h e  end of t h a t  
month a p a r t y  plenum was h e l d  and Brezhnev  a p p a r e n t l y  I 

r e p o r t e d  on t h e  s i t u a t i o n .  A number of r e g i o n a l  l e a d e r s  
( a l l  r e p u b l i c  f i r s t  secretaries excep t  Masherov who had 
p r e v i o u s l y  i n d i c a t e d  h i s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  t endenc ie s )  r o s e  

**In J u n e  Andropov was t aken  off t h e  S e c r e t a r i a t ,  bu t  
became a c a n d i d a t e  member of t h e  P o l i t b u r o ,  t h e  h i g h e s t  
p o s i t i o n  he ld  by a KGB c h i e f  s i n c e  Ber iya ' s  d e a t h .  
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t o  s u p p o r t  Brezhnev. However, Yegorychev, i n  h i s  speech ,  
r e p o r t e d l y  a t t a c k e d  t h e  reg ime ' s  handl ing  of t h e  s i t u a t i o n ,  
p o s s i b l y  a rgu ing  t h a t  t h e  S o v i e t  Union shou ld  have  t aken  
a s t r o n g e r  p o s i t i o n .  Yegorychev's appa ren t  s u p p o r t  of 
a h a r d e r  f o r e i g n  pol icy '  p r o v i d e s  an example of t h e  c o r r e l a -  
t i o n  between these p o l i c i e s  and t h e  S t a l i n  i s s u e .  Yegorychev, 
one of t h e  most ou tspoken  members of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  
f a c t i o n ,  w a s  a l s o  s u p p o r t i n g  a very  hard f o r e i g n  p o l i c y .  

S e v e r a l  days  a f t e r  h i s  a t t a c k ,  t h e  Moscow c i t y  com- 
m i t t e e  r e l i e v e d  Yegorychev of h i s  p o s i t i o n s  and appoin ted  
V i k t o r  G r i s h i n ,  who had p r e v i o u s l y  h$aded t h e  S o v i e t  t r a d e  
union o r g a n i z a t i o n .  The f o l l o w i n g  month S h e l e p i n  r e p l a c e d  
G r i s h i n  as head of S o v i e t  t r a d e  unions,  i n d i c a t i n g  a f n e t h e r  
d e c l i n e  i n  his f o r t u n e s  and s t r o n g l y  s u g g e s t i n g  t h a t  he was 
be ing  punished a l o n g  w i t h  Yegorychev* f o r  t h e  l a t t e r ' s  move 
a t  t h e  congres s .  A t  t h e  September plenum S h e l e p i n  was 
r e l e a s e d  from h i s  p o s i t i o n  on t h e  s e c r e t a r i a t ;  however, he 
r e t a i n e d  h i s  p o s i t i o n  on t h e  P o l i t b u r o .  

Fol lowing Yegorychev's removal and S h e l e p i n ' s  
demotion, a group of a r t ic les  appeared defending  c o l l e c t i v e  
l e a d e r s h i p  and t h e  r i g h t  of p a r t y  members t o  c r i t i c i z e .  
These  s eemed-c l ea r ly  t o  be r e a c t i o n s  t o  t h e  f i r i n g  of 
Yegorychev and i n d i c a t e d  t h e  degree  of . suppor t  f o r  S h e l e p i n ' s  
n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  p a r t y  appa ra tus .  They may 
a l s o  have  r e p r e s e n t e d  t h e  f e a r  of v a r i o u s  second- leve l  
o f f i c i a l s  t h a t  t h e y  might meet Yegorychev's f a t e .  For 
exampde, t h e  first a r t i c l e  was by Georgiy Popov, Yegorychev's 
c o u n t e r p a r t  i n  Leningrad C i ty .  The Leningrad p a r t y  organi -  
z a t i o n  had long  been ha rd - l ine ;  now it was c l e a r l y  s i d i n g  
w i t h  Yegorychev and, by i m p l i c a t i o n ,  She lep in .  Popov 
emphasized t h e  r i g h t  t o  c r i t i c ize  and t h e  dangers  i n h e r e n t  
i n  t h e  tendency of some leaders t o  suppress criticism from 
below and t o  a t t empt  one-man leadership.  

The second a r t i c l e  was by Pe t renko,  who had p r e v i -  
ous ly  w r i t t e n  several  a r t i c l e s  defending c o l l e c t i v e  
leadership and t h e  r i g h t  t o  c r i t i c ize .  The a r t i c l e  was 
publ i shed-  i n  P a r t i y n a y a  Zhizn '  i n  September and was 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n t e r e s t i n g m e t r e n k o  aga in  r a i s e d  t h e  
p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t  spectre, even though h e  seemed t o  be 
defending  Yegorychev,  a n e o - S t a l i n i s t .  Pe t r enko  s t a t e d  

*Yegorychev was s u b s e q u e n t l y  named Deputy M i n i s t e r  of 
T r a c t o r - A g r i c u l t u r a l  Machine Bui ld ing .  
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t h a t  t h e  p a r t y  t h e s e s  i s s u e d  i n  June  had r e s o l u t e l y  con- 
demned t h e  c u l t  of S t a l i n ' s  p e r s o n a l i t y  which had expressed  
i t s e l f  i n  t h e  r a i s i n g  up of t h e  r o l e  of one person  which, 
he s a i d ,  is a l i e n  t o  Marxism-Leninism and a d e v i a t i o n  from 
t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p .  H e  went on t o  
defend c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  and t o  s a y  t h a t  t h e  p a r t y  
s e c r e t a r y  must n o t  misuse h i s  p o s i t i o n .  I n  p r a i s i n g  c r i t i -  
c i s m  he  s t a t e d  t h a t  "cases where c e r t a i n  o f f i c i a l s  
- flrezhnev?y i n c o r r e c t l y  t a k e  cr i t ic ism from below - n e g o r y -  
c h e v 3 7  - a r z  f a r  from having  been e l imina ted . "  

The t h i r d  a r t i c i e  i n  t h i s  series a l s o  appeared i n  
P a r t i y n a y a  Zhizn'  i n  t h e  same month; t h i s  t o o  is s i g n i f i c a n t  
a s  Khaldeyev, a c l o s e  S h e l e p i n  a s s o c i a t e ,  had been appoin ted  
c h i e f  e d i t o r  of t h a t  j o u r n a l  i n  t h e  s p r i n g  of 1966. I n  t h i s  
a r t i c l e  Masherov, t h e  B e l o r u s s i a n  F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  and appa- 
r e n t l y  a m e m b e r  of S h e l e p i n ' s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n ,  quoted 
from Brezhnev's speech  a t  t h e  23rd Cibngress i n  suppor t  of 
cr i t ic ism and s e l f - c r i t i c i s m .  According t o  Masherov, each 
p a r t y  member s h o u l d  have an  oppor tun i ty  t o  express  h i s  
judgments,  expose shor tcomings ,  and work t o  e l i m i n a t e  these 
shortcomings.  H e  s a i d  t h a t  an important  p l a c e  i n  t h e  
development of c r i t i c i s m  is occupied by c e n t r a l  committee 
plenums f iuch  a s  t h e  June  plenum a t  w h i c h  Yegorychev expres sed  
h i s  criticism?7 and t h a t  a c o r r e c t  r e sponse  t o  cr i t ic ism is 
necessa ry .  CFitics must be l i s t e n e d  t o  and t h e i r  c r i t i c i s m  
must  be fo l lowed by t h e  c o r r e c t i o n  of e r r o r s .  Masherov went  
on t o  s a y  t h a t  c r i t i cs  t o o  have a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and should  
no t  be i m p a t i e n t ,  and shibuld no t  engage i n  cr i t ic ism f o r  
t h e  s a k e  of criticism o r  i n  o r d e r  t o  achieve  some pe r sona l  
e g o t i s t i c a l  g o a l s .  However, Masherov l e f t  l i t t l e  doubt of 
where h i s  a l l e g i a n c e  l a y .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  d e s i r e  of a 
l e a d e r  t o  guard h imsel f  from erit icism could  l e a d  t o  vio- 
l a t i o n s  of L e n i n i s t  norms and he c l o s e d  w i t h  a c a s e  s t u d y .  
H e  c i ted a bureau head B r e z h n e v 2 7  who was j u s t i f i a b l y  
c r i t i c i z e d  f o r  shor tcomings .  B u t  t h e  bureau head was 
of fended  and took revenge  by accus ing  t h e  c r i t i c  Degorychev27  
of i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and having him t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  a lower 
paying j o b .  

A f o u r t h  a r t i c l e  d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h i s  sub.ject appeared 
on 19 September i n  Sovetskaya Rossiya;  t h i s  w a s  w r i t t e n  by 
Gorkiy F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  Katushev, who has been close t o  
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* Brezhnev, and its t o n e  was q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  from t h a t  of 
t h e  o t h e r  t h r e e .  Katushev d id  no t  emphasize c o l l e c t i v e  
l e a d e r s h i p  nor  d i d  h e  stress t h e  r i g h t  t o  cri t icize;  
r a t h e r  he c o n c e n t r a t e d  on t h e  need t o  convince through 
argumenta t ion  and r e a s o n a b l e  plemics .  
sometimes opponents  a c t  w i thou t  r e s t r a i n t  and h u r l  accusa-  
t i o n s  a t  each  o t h e r ,  a s i t u a t i o n  which r e s u l t s  i n  even  
g r e a t e r  d ive rgence  of viewpoin ts .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  i n  o r d e r  
t o  convince  someone it is neceesa ry  t o  use  l o g i c  and 
reason-that  no o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  measures o r  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
t h r e a t s  c a n  f o r c e  h i m  t o  change h i s  mind. While these 
words might have been directed h t  Brezhnev, Katushev's 
c l o s i n g  s t a t e m e n t s  s u p p o r t e d  t h e  view t h a t  t h e  main t a r g e t  
was Yegbrychev and t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s .  Katushev s t a t e d  
t h a t  freedom of d i s c u s s i o n  is pe rmi t t ed  only u n t i l  a deci- 
s i o n  is adopted,  and t h a t  t h e n  t h a t  d e c i s i o n  mgst be c a r r i e d  
ou t .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  sometimes a compl ica t ion  a r i s e s  when 
a man who ag reed  t o  a d e c i s i o n  and voted f o r  i t ,  s u b s e q u e n t l y  
does not  implement i t - -a  p o s s i b l e  r e f e r e n c e  t o  Yegorychev's 
criticism of Middle E a s t  p o l i c y  a f t e r  t h e  f a c t .  Katushev 
c l o s e d  by s t a t i n g  t h a t  c o n v i c t i o n  and exac t ingness  @ u s t  be 
j o i n e d ,  and he quo ted  Lenin  t o  t h e  effect t h a t  a f t e r  t h e  
a t t empt  t o  convince  f a i l s ,  t h e n  f o r c e  may be used .  

He s t a t e d  t h a t  

I t  is i r o n i c  t h a t  i n  t h e  first three of these a r t i -  
cles, w r i t t e n  i n  de fense  of Yegorychev (and by i m p l i c a t i o n  
Sh-n a s  w e l l )  by h i s  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  a l l i e s ,  l i b e r a l  
arguments were used .  Support  of a S t a l i n i s t  p o s i t i o n  
carr ies  w i t h  it impl ied  approva l  of t h e  r i g h t  of t h e  leader  
t o  g e t  r i d  of h i s  opponents ,  and t h e  need of t h e  S h i l e p i n  
group was t h e  oppos i t e - - to  emphasize t h e  r i g h t s  of t h o s e  
not  i n  c o n t r o l  t o  a t t a c k  w i t h  impunity.  As a r e s u l t ,  a 
somewhat b i z a r r e  s i t u a t i o n  a r o s e  i n  which  suppor te rs  of 
Yegorychev, one of t h e  most f a n a t i c  r e - S t a l i n i z e r s ,  were 
fo rced  t o  r e s o r t  t o  arguments f o r  c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  
t h e  r i g h t  of crit icism, and even o u t r i g h t  condemnation of 
t h e  c u l t  of p e r s o n a l i t y ,  i n  an e f f o r t  t o  sa fegua rd  t h e i r  

*Katushev 's  appointment  a s  Gorkiy F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  had 
been p e r s o n a l l y  s u p e r v i s e d  by Brezhnev i n  December 1965; 
Katushev had i n d i c a t e d  s t r o n g  suppor t  f o r  Brezhnev a t  t h e  
23rd Congress and Brezhnev p e r s o n a l l y  defended Gorkiy 
O b l a s t '  i n  January  1967 a f t e r  i t  had been c r i t i c i z e d  i n  
Pravda i n  1966. 
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own s u r v i v a l .  I n  defense of Brezhnev, Katushev responded 
w i t h  a n  a r t i c l e  s t a t i n g  i n  e f f e c t  t h a t  t h e  r i g h t  t o  a rgue  
is l i m i t e d  t o  t h e  p e r i o d  b e f o r e  a d e c i s i o n  is made, but 
t h a t  t h e n  there must be u n i t y  and compliance.  

Year End Atmosphere Repres s ive  

An i n s i g h t  i n t o  t h e  atmosphere p r e v a i l i n g  a t  h igh  
l e v e l s  of t h e  S o v i e t  h i e r a r c h y  was provided  i n  a p k i v a t e  
speech  g i v e n  by Pravda ed i tor  Zimyanin i n  October. Zimyanin 
f i r s t  attacked S-i*m,calling him a s c h i z o p h r e n i c  
who w a s  obsessed  w i t h  h i s  y e a r s  i n  a c o n c e n t r a t i o n  camp 
and t h e  f a c t  t h a t  he  had .been  " j u 9 t l y  or u n j u s t l y "  repressed. 
H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  S o l z h e n i t s y n ' s  works were an t i -Sov ie t  and 
t h a t  i n  t h e  o l d  days  he would have been imprisoned fo r  
them--that c e r t a i n l y  t h e y  c o u l d  n o t  have been publ i shed .  
He t h e n  t u r n e d  on Voznesenskiy,  condemning him f o r  h i s  
behavior  i n  June .  Voznesenskiy had complained b i t t e r l y  
about  t h e  c a n c e l l a t i o n  of h i s  planned t r i p  t o  t h e  Un i t ed  
S t a t e s  i n  a l e t te r  t o  Pravda which found its way t o  t h e  
West.** Zimyanin state- he had m e t  w i t h  Voznesenskiy,  
who had den ied  having  s e n t  t h e  le t ter  t o  t h e  West h i m s e l f .  
Zimyanin r e p o r t e d  t h a t  he  had t o l d  t h e  poe t  t h a t  w h i l e  
h e  m i g h t  ge t  off w i t h  a reprimand t h i s  t i m e  i f  it e v e r  
happened a g a i n  

* 

. . . I t o l d  h i m  . . . t h a t  he would be 
c rushed  . . . t h a t  I myself would see t o  
i t  t h a t  h e  d i d  no t  even leave a w e t  s p o t  . . . . 
The 50th  a n n i v e r s a r y  of S o v i e t  r u l e  was c e l e b r a t e d  

i n  November and w a s  u n s e n s a t i o n a l .  A s  sugges ted  by t h e  
January  decree on p r e p a r a t i o n s  fo r  t h e  ann ive r sa ry  and t h e  

*The December i s s u e  of Noviy M i r  had r e p o r t e d l y  planned 
t o  c a r r y  S o l z h e n i t s y n ' s  noGZI?FhGance r  Ward; when t h i s  
i s s u e  f i n a l l y  appeared  i n  F e b r F y m  t h e n o v e l  was not  
inc luded .  According t o  s e v e r a l  S o v i e t  sou rces ,  t h i s  deci-  
s i o n  had been made i n  h igh  p o l i t i c a l  c i rc les  and had 
involved a b i t t e r  s t r u g g l e  b e f o r e  Chris tmas.  

**See page 9 1  f o r  f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n .  



theses i s sued  i n  June ,  t h e  e n t i r e  p e r i o d  of S o v i e t  h i s t o r y  
was t r e a t e d  overwhelmingly f avorab ly .  Even t h e  c u l t ,  which 
had been condemned i n  t h e  theses, was no t  mentioned, 
Brezhnev gave t h e  major  speech  on t h i s  occas ion .  H e  d i d  
n o t  mention S t a l i n  by name, bu t  was f a v o r a b l e  by i m p l i c a t i o n .  
H e  p r a i s e d  t h e  1 8 t h  Congress  of 1939 and s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  
p a r t y  had f o r e s e e n  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of a m i l i t a r y  c lash  w i t h  
t h e  f o r c e s  of i m p e r i a l i s m  a t  t h i s  t i m e  and had p repa red  t h e  
c o u n t r y  and t h e  peop le  f o r  defense .  H e  admitted t h a t  t h e r e  
had been m i s c a l c u l a t i o n s ,  bu t  exp la ined  these m a y  on t h e  
b a s i s  of t h e  p i o n e e r i n g  r o l e  of t h e  S o v i e t  regime. 

members of t h e  S h e l e p i n  group wbuld l o s e  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n s .  
The r e p o r t s  i nvo lved  t h e  chairmen of t h e  committees on 
b r o a d c a s t i n g  and t e l e v i s i o n  (Mesyatsev),  p u b l i s h i n g  
(Mikhaylov), and c u l t u r a l  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  f o r e i g n  c o u n t r i e s  

*(Romanovskiy), and i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  these committees would 
e i ther  be a b o l i s h e d  o r  absorbed by t h e  c o u n c i l  of m i n i s t e r s .  
T h e s e  r e p o r t s  were p a r t i a l l y  v i n d i c a t e d  by a 23 December 
I z v e s t i y a  announcement t h a t  Romanovskiy's committee had 
been  a b o l i s h e d .  Thus, a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  S h e l e p i n  s t i l l  ap- 
peared  t o  be v e r y  much on t h e  de fens ive .  

During December there were v a r i o u s  rumors t h a t  more 

INTELLECTUALS 

P r e s s u r e  I n c r e a s e s :  P r o t e s t s  Cont inue 

Fol lowing Brezhnev 's  favora.ble  mention of S t a l i n  
i n  November 1966, p r e s s u r e  on i n t e l l e c t u a l s  t o  conform was 
t o  i n c r e a s e .  However, l i b e r a l  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  cont inued  t o  
make t h e i r  f e e l i n g s  and apprehens ions  known. On 27 December 
L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Gazeta  p u b l i s h e d  a f a s c i n a t i n g  a r t i c l e  by 
A .  Yanov, which  c o n t a i n e d  a s t r o n g  l i b e r a l  appea l  f o r  a 
t r u t h f u l  examinat ion  of t h e  p a s t .  Yanov c a l l e d  f o r  a 
c l e a r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of p a s t  and p r e s e n t ,  and s t a t e d  t h a t  
problems need i n v e s t i g a t i o n - - n o t  i n d i g n a t i o n .  H e  argued 
t h a t  an examinat ion  of t h e  p a s t  is a p r e r e q u i s i t e  t o  
o b t a i n i n g  freedom from the5xonsequences of t hose  mis takes :  
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' A  n a t i o n  which has  f o r g o t t e n  its p a s t  
runs  t h e  r i s k  of e x p e r i e n c i n g  i t  a g a i n , '  
s a i d  some ph i losophe r .  
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Yanov then  a t t a c k e d  an  Oktyabr '  a r t i c l e  by K. Bukovskiy. 

K. Bukovskiy writes: 'Regard less  of what 
w e  were--blind o r  "hypnotized"--and 
r e g a r d l e s s  of t h e  o r i g i n  of t h e  "hypnosis"-- 
i n  t h o s e  y e a r s  w e  n o t  on ly  d i d  n o t  l i e ,  but  
w e  had no doubts  about  any th ing . '  And t h a t  
is a l l !  Black on whi te .  But  w a i t  a minute,  
esteemed Kons tan t in  Ivanovich ,  how about  
t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of t h e  mechanism of t h a t  
g i g a n t i c  i l l u s i o n ,  t h a t  unprecedented h i s -  
t o r i c a l  m y s t i f i c a t i o n ,  and t h a t  "hypnosis" 
which you y o u r s e l f  were t a l k i n g  about l - -  
has  it been completed,  exhaus ted ,  s i g n e d  
and f i l e d  away i n  t h e  a r c h i v e s ?  So what 
g i v e s  you t h e  r i g h t  t o  o f f e r  your pe r sona l  
op in ion  and your  p e r s o n a l  expe r i ences  a s  
t h e  f i n a l  r e s u l t  of t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  a s  a 
c a t e g o r i c a l  i m p e r a t i v e ?  How do you know 
t h a t  ' w e '  d i d  n o t  doubt? 

I n  December S o v i e t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  aga in  exp ie s sed  
t h e i r  apprehens ion  a t  or thodox t r e n d s ,  t h i s  t ime i n  a 
le t ter  which warned a g a i n s t  conf i rma t ion  by t h e  Supreme 
S o v i e t  of a decree pub l i shed  i n  September 1966, ex tend ing  
Art ic le  130 of t h e  RSFSR Crimina l  Code t o  cove r  l i t e r a r y  
p r o t e s t s .  The le t ter  was s i g n e d  by n i n e  academicians,  
v a r i o u s  members of t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  community, and a 
number of O l d  Bolsheviks .  I t  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  s i g n e r s  
cons ide red  t h e  adop t ion  of t h e  decree u n j u s t i f i e d  and 
t h a t  t h e  dec ree  r a i s e d  t h e  danger  of " v i o l a t i o n s  of 
s o c i a l i s t  l e g a l i t y "  and t h e  " c r e a t i o n  of an atmosphere 
of s u s p i c i o n  and denuncia t ion"  ( i . e . ,  a r e t u r n  t o  
S t a l i n i s t  methods).  

The  concern expres sed  both by Yanov, who was i n  
e f fec t  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  r e f u s a l  t o  con t inue  t o  probe t h e  
c r imes  of t h e  S t a l i n  e r a  cou ld  w e l l  foreshadow a r e t u r n  t o  
S t a l i n i s t  methods, and of t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s ,  who were 
p r o t e s t i n g  what t h e y  cons ide red  t o  be t h e  s i g n  of such  

of p r o t e s t .  
*See Appendix Items C f o r  t e x t  of dec ree  and  D f o r  t e x t  
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a r e t u r n ,  was v a l i d .  The y e a r  1967 opened w i t h  a harsh  
clamp-down on t h e  d i s s iden t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  I n  mid-January 
Buriy Galanskov, e d i t o r  of Fen iks  (Phoenix) 1966, a secret 
t y p e w r i t t e n  l i t e r a r y - p u b l i c m u r n a l , *  was a r r e s t e d ,  
a s  were three of h i s  co-workers. On 22 January  a demonstra- 
t i o n  he ld  t o  p r o t e s t  these a r r e s t s  r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  a r r e s t s  
of more people ,  i n c l u d i n g  a r t  c r i t i c  I g o r  Golomshtok, who 
had defended S inyavsk iy  a t  h i s  t r i a l ,  and Vik to r  Khaustov, 
who was subsequen t ly  sen tenced  t o  f o u r  y e a r s  i n  a l a b o r  
camp. Khaustov was t h e  first pe r son  conv ic t ed  and sen tenced  
under t h e  new s e c t i o n  of Article 190 of t h e  RSFSR Crimina l  
Code. O t h e r s  a r r e s t e d  a t  t h i s  t i m e  were tried i n  August 
1967. ** 

On 24 Janua ry  it was r e p o r t e d  from Moscow t h a t  
Aleksandr Ginsburg had been a r r e s t e d  f o r  compil ing t h e  
Belaya Kniga (White Book), a c o l l e c t i o n  of documents on 
t h e n m i n - i - s e .  Ginsburg had s e n t  a copy t o  
t h e  Pres id ium of t h e  USSR Supreme S o v i e t  i n  Ocfober 1966. 
Ginsburg and Galanskov were t r ied  i n  January  1968.*** I n  
March, accord ing  t o  Posev,**** a number of young people  
were a r r e s t e d  i n  Leningrad on charges of having organized 
a c i rc le  connected w i t h  emigre groups unde r  t h e  cover  of 
a p h i l o s o p h i c a l  c i rc le .  Posev r e p o r t e d  t h a t  a t r i a l  was 
being prepared  f o r  some of these peop le ,  and t h a t  a s  a 
r e s u l t  of p r e l i m i n a r y  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s ,  11 of t h e  25 had 
been s e n t  t o  p s y c h i a t r i c  h o s p i t a l s  o r  r e l e a s e d  u n d e r  
s u r v e i l l a n c e .  

The g e n e r a l  t i g h t e n i n g &  p o l i c y  was a l s o  r evea led  
i n  t h e  c l o s i n g  down of two a r t  e x h i b i t s  i n  January .  One 

*Among t h e  items p u b l i s h e d  i n  Feniks  was t h e  p r e v i o u s l y  
mentioned "Discuss ion  of t h e  T h i r m m e  of t h e  H i s to ry  
of t h e  CPSU." 

*Wee page 93 f o r  f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  t r i a l .  
***See page 94 for f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h i s  t r i a l .  

r 

****An a n t i - S o v i e t  emigre p u b l i s h i n g  o r g a n i z a t i o n  i n  
West Germany. 
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was an u n o f f i c i a l ,  unsanc t ioned  e x h i b i t  of unorthodox a r t  
and t h e  second was a d i s p l a y  of Chagal p a i n t i n g s . *  On 
23 January  t h e  F i f t h  Plenum of t h e  USSR Union of Artists 
was h e l d  and dogmatic speeches  were g iven  by t he  un ion ' s  
a c t i n g  head, F. Belashova, and by USSR M i n i s t e r  of C u l t u r e ,  
Yekater ina  Fur t seva .  F u r t s e v a  had been q u i t e  moderate i n  
p rev ious  speeches  and s t o o d  o u t  f o r  h e r  moderate s t a t e m e n t  
a t  t h e  23rd congres s .  H e r  s h i f t  a t  t h i s  t i m e  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  
s h e  had been g i v e n  clear i n s t r u c t i o n s  about  p r e v a i l i n g  p o l i c y .  

Campaign Agains t  Noviy M i r  

During t h e  first few months of 1967 there was con- 
s i d e r a b l e  ev idence  t h a t  t h e  l i b e r a l  j o u r n a l  Noviy M i r  was 
i n  t r o u b l e .  The first i n d i c a t i o n  came i n  a =January 
Pravda e d i t o r i a l - - i t s  first major e d i t o r i c a l  on c u l t u r e  
i n  over  a yea r .  I n  a pe r sonne l  change i n  January  Kunitsyn,  
a c o n s i s t e n t  h a r d - l i n e r  and fo rmer ly  deputy chief  of t h e  
c e n t r a l  commit tee 's  c u l t u r a l  s e c t i o n ,  became e d i t o r  of 
Pravda ' s  Department of A r t  and L i t e r a t u r e ;  he may have 
b e e n e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h i s  e d i t o r i a l  which  cr i t ic ized both  
Noviy M i r  and Oktyabr ' ,  b u t  was much m o r e  h a r s h  in its 
comments on t h e  former.  

- 

-- 

On 1 February  L i t e r a t u r n a y a  Gazeta  pub l i shed  an 
a r t i c l e  which fo l lowed t h e  l i n e  of m ' s  e d i t o r i a l .  
T h i s  j o u r n a l  had r e p o r t e d l y  been t a m e r  by a dogmatic 
group i n  December, a l though  Chakovskiy remained a s  c h i e f  
e d i t o r ;  i n  J anua ry  t h e  pape r  began a new format .  I n  t h i s  
a r t i c l e  Noviy M i r  w a s  s h a r p l y  cr i t ic ized.  
a l s o  a t t a c k e d  a t  a session of t h e  Board of t h e  Union of 
Writers dur ing  t h i s  p e r i o d .  A t  t h e  meet ing va r ious  s p e a k e r s  
po in t ed  ou t  t h e  " s u b s t a n t i a l  i d e o l o g i c a l  and a r t i s t i c  e r r o r s ,  
o v e r - s i m p l i f i c a t i o n ,  and shortcomings i n  t h e  j o u r n a l ' s  
a c t i v i t i e s . "  

The j o u r i a l  was -- 

An 8 March a r t i c l e  by Tvardovskiy i n  L i t e r a t u r n a y a  
Gazeta r e v e a l e d ,  however, t h a t  he  would n o t  g i v e  i n  e a s i l y .  

*In February three of t h e  a r t i s t s  who had p a r t i c i p a t e d  
i n  t h e  e x h i b i t  were c a l l e d  t o  a meet ing of t h e i r  combine 
and "condemned. 
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H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  We a r e  a t t e n t i v e  and w i l l  be a t t e n t i v e  i n  
t h e  f u t u r e  t o  criticism,'' bu t  on ly  i f  t h i s  criticism 

proceeds  from t h e  l o f t y  concep t s  of t h e  
l i t e r a t u r e  of a s o c i a l i s t  s o c i e t y ,  worthy 
of t h e  g r e a t  t r a d i t i o n s  of Russian r e a l i s m  
bequeathed by $he c l a s s i c s .  

H i s  omission of t h e  a d j e c t i v e  " s o c i a l i s t "  modifying " rea l i sm" 
i n d i c a t e d  h i s  con t inued  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  t he  o f f i c i a l  l i n e .  
I n  March, w h i l e  i n  I t a l y  a t t e n d i n g  a writers meet ing,  
Tvardovskiy s ta ted t h a t  t h e  concept  of r e a l i s m  d id  n o t  
need t o  be e x p l a i n e d  by adjectives. 

P u b l i c a t i o n  of  Noviy M i r  w a s  h e l d  up du r ing  t h e  
e a r l y  p a r t  of 1967. D u m J G a r y  there were r e p o r t s  t h a t  
t h e  c e n t r a l  committee was t r y i n g  t o  f o r c e  changes i n  t h e  
e d i t o r i a l  board by removing A. Dementyev and B. Zaks, 
two a s s i s t a n t  e d i t o r s  upon whom Tvardovskiy r e p o r t e d l y  
relied h e a v i l y .  The p a r t y  c e n t r a l  a p p a r a t u s  w a s  s a i d  t o  
be r e l u c t a n t  t o  have a s c a n d a l  bu t  determined t o  weaken 
Tvardovskiy.  In March, when t h e  first i s s u e  of the j o u r n a l  
f i n a l l y  appeared ,  Dementyev and Zaks had been removed from 
t h e  board and three new members had been added. The two 
removed were d e f i n i t e l y  l i b e r a l s ;  t h e  l e a n i n g s  of t h e  new 
three was less c l e a r .  

I n  May Yunost'  pub l i shed  two poems by Tvardovskiy,  
bo th  appl icabLe t o  freedom and t h e  a t t a c k s  made a g a i n s t  
him.  The f i r s t  r ead  

I myself i n q u i r e  and f i n d  
A l l  my own m i s t a k e s .  
I s h a l l  remember them 
Without a g iven  l i b r e t t o .  
T h e r e  is no sense--I am a grown man-- 
I n  l aughab le  self-defense.  
Bu t  p l e a s e ,  d o n ' t  hang on my soul. 
Don' t  b r e a t h  down- my neck. 

I n  t h e  second,  more a l l e g o r i c a l  poem, Tvardovskiy described 
h i s  b i r t h - - u n d e r  t h e  f i r  trees i n  t h e  fo re s t - - say ing  i t  is 
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Dnipro was q u i c k l y  r e b u f f e d  for p u b l i s h i n g  such  a n  a r t i c l e .  
m F B b r u a r y  Molodoy UIy-ainy a t tacked  t h e  j o u r n a l  and 
s a i d  t h a t  i t  had been cr i t ic ized by t h e  Ukra in ian  Komsomol 
c e n t r a l  committee. 
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Another example of a r e p u b l i c  j o u r n a l  be ing  censured  
is t h a t  of Zvezda Vostoka, t h e  organ  of t h e  Uzbek Union of 
Writers. I n  its first f o u r  i s s u e s  of 1967 t h e  j o u r n a l  
pub l i shed  a number of works, by semi -con t rove r s i a l  a u t h o r s ,  
In one  of these Kons tan t in  Simonov reviewed For Whom t h e  
B e l l  T o l l s ,  and a l l u d e d  to  t h e  purges.  The m t G d x x t h  
= e m t h e  j o u r n a l  d i d  n o t  c a r r y  any s u c h  works i n  s p i t e  
of promises t h a t  i t  would do so, and i n  August,  t h e  ed i tor  
V. K o s t y r i a ,  was r e p o r t e d l y  dismissed.  

I n  A p r i l  and May, i n  t h e  weeks preceding  t h e  Four th  
Writers Congress ,  t h e  e f for t s  b y  t h e  l ibera l s , , to  s tage  a 
comeback w e r e  overshadowed by t h e  or thodox a r t i c l e s  be ing  . 
p u b l i s h e d .  On 19 A p r i l  a n  e d i t o r i a l  i n  L i t e r a t u r n a y a  
Gazeta made a s t r o n g  demand for u n i t y  and c e n t r a l  c o n t r o l  
o v e r  the.  a r t s .  I t  used as its r e f e r e n c e  t h e  3 5 t h  a n n i v e r s a r y  

. of t h e  p a r t y  r e s o l u t i o n  w h i c h  banned all i ndependen t  l i t e r a r y  
o r g a n i z a t i o n s  and forced writers i n t o  a s i n g l e ,  t i g h t l y -  
c o n t r o l l e d  writers union. S i m i l a r l y ,  Pravda pub l i shed  two 
t h r e a t e n i n g  a r t i c l e s  on t h e  e v e  of t h e  congress .  One implied 
t h a t  those who d id  n o t  respond p r o p e r l y  t o  cri t icism m i g h t  
w e l l  lose  t h e i r  jobs ,  and t h e  o ther ,  one of whose a u t h o r s  
was Kuni t syn ,  ca l led  for more a g g r e s s i v e  cr i t ic ism of 
i n c o r r e c t  concepts .  T h i s  a r t i c l e  proposed t h e  e s t ab l i shmen t  
of an i n s t i t u t i o n  of "readers '  op in ions"  t o  h e l p  t h o s e  i n -  
volved i n  p u b l i s h i n g  works t o  deepen t h e  e d u c a t i o n a l  
i n f l u e n c e  of l i terature and a r t ;  i n  other words  t hey  pro- 
posed t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  of still ano the r  c o n t r o l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  
t o  weeiil o u t  " i n c o r r e c t  concepts .  It 

O r i g i n a l l y  scheduled  for t h e  s p r i n g  of 1966, t h e  
Four th  Writers Congress  had been postponed twice before i t  
f i n a l l y  opened i n  l a t e  May 1967. According t o  s e v e r a l  
r e p o r t s  t h e  congres s  had been p u t  off because of d i s s i d e n c e  
and "hundreds" of writers  had been arrested i n  Leningrad 
and Kiev i n  t h e  weeks before t h e  congress .  An or thodox 
l i n e  dominatdd a t  t h e  congres s  and t h e  most i n t e r e s t i n g  
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ep i sode  occur red  behind t h e  s c e n e s .  Aleksandr So lzhen i t syn  
c i r c u l a t e d  a le t te r  t o  t h e  delegates s t r o n g l y  condemning 
c e n s o r s h i p  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union and d e s c r i b i n g  h i s  own 
pe r secu t ion  a t  t h e  hands of t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s . *  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  
79 i n t e l l e c t u a l s  c i r c u l a t e d  a p e t i t i o n  c a l l i n  f o r  d i s c u s s i o n  

LZkJ gress 
of S o l z h e n i t s y n ' s  letter. According t o  
So lzhen i t syn  w a s  s e v e r e l y  reprimanded af 
and t h r e a t e n e d  w i t h  e x p u l s i o n  from t h e  union i f  he d i d  n o t  
mend h i s  ways. 
s e n t  by a n  anonymous pe r son  i n  Moscow, s t a t i n g  t h a t  even  
So lzhen i t syn  h imse l f  had g iven  up  hope of be ing  publ i shed .  

of 1967 by a number of p E o t e s t s ,  concern ing  c e n s o r s h i p .  The 
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  had undoubtedly been f r i g h t e n e d  by i n c r e a s i n g  
threats of t i g h t e n e d  c o n t r o l  as  w e l l  as by t h e  a c t u a l  clamp- 
down on l i b e r a l  j o u r n a l s  and d i s s i d e n t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  I t  
seems l i k e l y  t h a t  t h e y  were encouraged t o  mount t h e i r  a t tack 
when t h e y  d i d  because of t h e  defeat  of She lep in ' s  neo- 
S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n  i n  t h e  s p r i n g  and e a r l y  summer. 

I n  June  1967 Grani** publ i shed  a le t ter  

S o l z h e n i t s y n ' s  letter was followed i n  t h e  e a r l y  summer 

On 19 June  a scheduled  t r i p  t o  N e w  York by t h e  poe t  
Voznesenskiy, Andrey Voznesenskiy was suddenly  c a n c e l l e d .  

obvious ly  angry,  s e n t  a l e t te r  t o  Pravda i n  w h i c h  h e  de- 
s c r i b e d  t h e  "atmosphere of blackmail, confus ion ,  and 
provocat ion" i n  w h i c h  h e  had been l i v i n g .  A copy of t h i s  
le t ter  was s e n t  t o  t h e  West and p r i n t e d  i n  t h e  New York 
Times *** On 2 J u l y  Voznesenskiy appeared a t  t h n a m a  
T h e a t e r  and read a poem a t t a c k i n g  censo r sh ip ;  two d a y s  
l a t e r  h e  was r e p o r t e d l y  ca l led  before a s p e c i a l  meet ing 
of t h e  Board of t h e  Union of Writers and p u t  under p r e s s u r e  
t o  w i t h d r a w  t h e  comments i n  h i s  l e t t e r  and poem. H e  r e f u s e d  
t o  do so even though h e  w a s  censured  and th rea t ened  w i t h  
expuls ion  from t h e  union.  **** 

*See Appendix I t e m  E. 

***See Appendix Item F. 
**The q u a r t e r l y  j o u r n a l  of Posev. 

****See a l s o  page 83 f o r  Voznesenskiy 's  reported conver- 
s a t i o n  w i t h  Zimyanin, who r e p o r t e d l y  threateM:tiim i f  h e  
d i d  no t  conform. 
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On 30 June  Komsomolskaya Pravda c a r r i e d  a n  a r t i c l e  
by Pravda  co r re sponden t  B u r l a t s k m  a former s e c r e t a r y  
of  t h e  Komsomol Karpinskiy .  These t w o  men a t t a c k e d  censor -  
s h i p  i n  t h e  theater  and s t r o n g l y  impl ied  t h e i r  s u p p o r t  of 
freedom t o  c r i t i c ize .  They a t t a c k e d  those who a v o i d  d i s -  
c u s s i n g  c e r t a i n  phenomena because  i t  m i g h t  p u t  t h e  system 
i n  an  u n f a v o r a b l e  l i g h t ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e s e  peop le  s a c r i f i c e  
r e a l  p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s - - t h e  improvement of S o v i e t  society--  
f o r  t h e  s a k e  of improper ly  unders tood  propaganda i n t e r e s t s .  
They argued t h a t  a r t  is obligated t o  i n t r u d e  i n t o  l i f e  and 
touch  a l l  its a s p e c t s ,  They s a i d  t h a t  L e n i n ' s  formula fo r  
g u i d i n g  c r e a t i v e  work 

d e f i n i t e l y  e x c l u d e s  a secret and narrow 
depa r tmen ta l  approach w h i c h  is never  
gua ran teed  a g a i n s t  a s u b j e c t i v e  b i a s  . . . .  
P u b l i c a t i o n  of t h i s  l i b e r a l  a r t ic le  i n  t h e  organ  of 

t h e  K o m s o m o l ,  an  o r g a n i z a t i o n  headed by  S h e l e p i n  p r o t e g e  
Sergey Pavlov i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n  
had a l l i e d  i tself  w i t h  t h e  l i b e r a l s  on t h e  i s s u e  of censor -  
s h i p ,  a s  w e l l  a s  on t h e  s u b j e c t  of t h e  r i g h t  to  c r i t i c i ze .  
The p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h i s  a r t ic le  co inc ided  w i t h  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  
of three a r t i c l e s  de fend ing  c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  and freedom 
t o  c r i t i c i ze  w h i c h  wece pub l i shed  f o l l o w i n g  Yegorychev's 
d i s m i s s a l  and S h e l e p i n ' s  s e t b a c k .  

T h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  a r t i c l e  was d e c i s i v e l y  r e b u f f e d  o n l y  
a week a f te r  its p u b l i c a t i o n .  On 8 J u l y  Komsomolskaya 
Pravda i t s e l f ,  i n  an  e d i t o r i a l ,  rejected -calling 
i t  e r roneous  and s t a t i n g  t h a t  i t  c o n t r a d i c t e d  p a r t y  
p r i n c i p l e s .  

The K o m s o m o l  C e n t r a l  C o m m i t t e e  having  
examined t h e  a r t i c l e  . . .  has  found t h a t  
t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  a r t i c l e  was a 
c r u d e  ideological  m i s t a k e  on t h e  u a r t  
of t h e  Komsomolskaya Pravda e d i t o i i a l  
board . 

T h e  e d i t o r i a l  t hen  quo ted  Brezhnev's comments on p a r t y  
guidance  of t h e  a r t s ,  made a t  t h e  23rd Congress. T h u s ,  
t h i s  a t t e m p t  t o  c h a l l e n g e  Brezhnev, made i n  t h e  form of 
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a l i b e r a l  a r t i c l e  b u t  a p p a r e n t l y  sanc t ioned  by t h e  neo- 
S t a l i n i s t s ,  was rejected immediately,  undoubtedly a t  t h e  
b idding  of h igh - l eve l  o f f i c i a l s .  

Year Ends W i t h  Har sh  P o l i c y  

On 30 August V l a d i m i r  Bukovskiy and two others  arrested i n  
January  for  p r o t e s t i n g  t h e  a r r e s t s  of Galanskov and h i s  
co-workers went on  t r i a l .  Bukovskiy, who s a i d  he  had orga- 
n i z e d  t h e  demonst ra t ion  was sen tenced  t o  three y e a r s  and t h e  
t w o  others t o  one  y e a r  each. Bukovskiy d i d  n o t  p l ead  g u i l t y  
a t  h i s  t r i a l ,  a l though  t h e  S o v i e t  press i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  he  
had; on t h e  c o n t r a r y  he made a s p i r i t e d  plea i n  his own 
behalf and attacked t h e  manner i n  w h i c h  t h e  whole  t r i a l  had 
been conducted. The text  of h i s  plea was a t t a c h e d  t o  a 
letter s e n t  by Pave1 L i tv inov  t o  f o u r  S o v i e t  newspapers, 
as  w e l l  as t o  t h e  French and I t a l i a n  p a r t y  papers .  I n  h i s  
l e t t e r  L i t v i n o v ,  t h e  grandson of Maxim Li tv inov  and a ' 
P h y s i c i s t ,  described a warning he had r e c e i v e d  from t h e  KGB 
n o t  toebecome involved  i n  any r e p o r t i n g  on t h e  Bukovskiy 
t r i a l .  L i t v i n o v  d e f i e d  this order and has subsequent ly  
p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  t h e  d r a f t i n g  of s e v e r a l  p r o t e s t s .  

I n  t h e  f a l l  of 1967 t h e  ominous t endenc ie s  con t inued .  

Evidence of f u r t h e r  p r e s s u r e  be ing  e x e r t e d  on t h e  
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  came f r o m  s e v e r a l  s o u r c e s .  On 22 September 
t h e  head of Moscow C i t y  p a r t y ' s  c u l t u r a l  s e c t i o n ,  Solovyeva, 
cal led f o r  more c o n t r o l  by  theater p a r t y  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  over  
theater repertories: 

T h e r e  are cases when i t  is necessa ry  f o r  
a l l  t h e  members of t h e  p a r t y  bureau t o  
convince  one director or ano the r  t h a t  h e  
m u s t  rev iew h i s  s e l e c t i o n  of p l a y s  or  h i s  
o u t l i n e  and a t  t i m e s  even replace a 
performer . 

I n  October a j o i n t  plenum of t h e  boards of c u l t u r a l  unions 
and o r g a n i z a t i o n s  of t h e  USSR and RSFSR was h e l d ,  and a 
very  dogmatic l i n e  dominated. Ye. Belashova s t a t e d  t h a t  
t h e  a r t i s t  must t ake  a s i d e  i n  t h e  s t r u g g l e  for ideologies  
and t h a t  "even s i l e n c e  can  be t reason."  

*See Appendix ITem G. 
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The 5 0 t h  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t h e  Bolshevik Revolu t ion  
came and went i n  November and there was no i n d i c a t i o n  
t h a t  t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  r e p r e s s i v e  l i n e  would l i f t .  I n  f a c t ,  
i f  there was any s h i f t  i n  p o l i c y  l i n e  i n  t h e  months a f t e r  
t h e  a n n i v e r s a r y ,  i t  was toward a still  more or thodox l i n e .  
I n  October and Novehber O k t  abr  publ i shed  a a o v e l  by 

though f a i r l y  minor ,  f i g u r e  and t h e  u s e  of terror r e c e i v e d  
impl ied  approval .  

Kochetov i n  which S t a l i n  5 was v ewed as a v e r y  p o s i t i v e ,  

Even more t h r e a t e n i n g  t h a n  orthodox a r t ic les ,  however, 
were t h e  con t inu ing  arrests and t r i a l s  of i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  
I n  mbd-December t h e r e  was a report t h a t  f o u r  people  were 
b e i n g  t r i ed  i n  Leningrad on t h e  s e r i o u s  cha rge  of having 
p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  a n  armed te r rof ig t  network t r y i n g  t o  over- 
th row t h e  S o v i e t  s ta te .  T h i s  t r i a l  had r e p o r t e d l y  grown 
o u t  of t h e  arrest i n  e a r l y  1967 of 25 i n t e l l e c t u a l s  con- 
nec ted  w i t h  t h e  ph i losophy department  a t  t h e  Un ive r s i ty  of 
Leningrad. Many kumors c i r c u l a t e d  i n  Moscow, i n c l u d i n g  
t h e  repor t  t h a t  s i m i l a r  groups  had been d iscovered  i n  
t h e  Ukraine and ano the r  t h a t  t h e  case was so s e r i o u s  t h a t  
t h e  c e n t r a l  committee had m e t  to  c o n s i d e r  i t .  O t h e r  
reported t r i a l s  inc luded  one i n v o l v i n g  s i x  youths  i n  M o s c o w  
charged w i t h  d i s t r i b u t i n g  an t i -Sov ie t  l e a f l e t s  and one  
invo lv ing  a s t u d e n t  charged w i t h  w r i t i n g  an a l l e g e d l y  a n t i -  
S o v i e t  f i l m  s c r i p t .  A r e p o r t  smuggled to t h e  West i n  e a r l y  
1968 conta ined  charges made by  a Ukra in ian  j o u r n a l i s t ,  
Vyacheslav Chornovi l ,  t h a t  h a r s h  r e p r e s s i o n s  were t a k i n g  
p lace  i n  t h e  Ukraine.  Chornovi l ,  who w a s  sen tenced  to 
18 months i n  a labor camp i n  November 1967, had addressed  
h i s  le t ter  t o  She le s t .  I n  i t  he  described t h e  KGB tech- 
n iques  of harrassment  and e x t r a c t i n g  c o n f e s s i o n s ;  h e  a l s o  
descr ibed  a number of arrests and t r i a l s  of i n t e l l e c t u a l s  
i n  t h e  Ukraine d u r i n g  1966 and 1967. 

I n  January  1968 t h e  f o u r  i n d i v i d u a l s  arrested t h e  
prev ious  January--Ginsburg, Galanskov, Dobrovolskiy,  and 
Lashkova, went on t r i a l .  I n  connec t ion  w i t h  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  
case, s e v e r a l  p e t i t i o n s  were r e p o r t e d l y  c i r c u l a t e d .  The 
first was s a i d  t o  be s i g n e d  b y  about  100 members of t h e  
i n t e l l e c t u a l  community and was s e n t  t o  t h e  P rocura to r  
General ;  i t  r e q u e s t e d  a s s u r a n c e s  t h a t  t h e  t r i a l  wou ld  be 
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p u b l i c .  The second p e t i t i o n  was r e p o r t e d l y  s igned  by 44 
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  and charged tha t  t h e  l o n g  imprisonment of 
t h e  f o u r  pe r sons  wi thou t  t r i a l  w a s  i n  v i o l a t i o n  of t h e  
c r i m i n a l  code of t h e  Soviet  Union. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  L i tv inov  
and t h e  wife of t h e  imprisoned a u t h o r ,  Yuriy Daniel  denounced 
t h e  t r i a l  i n  a let ter which was pub l i shed  i n  t h e  West.* I n  
what t h e y  termed a n  appeal t o  wor ld  o p i n i o n ,  they  condemned 
t h e  manner i n  which t h e  t r i a l  had been h e l d  and demanded a 
new t r i a l .  L i t v i n o v  was subsequen t ly  fired from h i s  p o s i t i o n  
as a phys ic s  i n s t r u c t o r .  Two other p e t i t i o n s  were r e p o r t e d l y  
c i r c u l a t e d  w i t h  r e s p e c t  to  t h i s  t r i a l ;  one was a n  appea l  by 
30 i n t e l l e c t u a l s  and t h e  other a p e t i t i o n  of 12 who wished 
t o  appear as defense  wi tnes ses .  I n  December there were 
r e p o r t s  of ano the r  p e t i t i o n ,  t h i s  one s i g n e d  by 180 Moscow 
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  who urged t h a t  a l a w  be adopted w h i c h  would 
implement t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n ' s  pledge of freedom of t h e  p r e s s .  
A l l  of t h e s e  pleas were t o  no a v a i l ;  t h e  t r i a l  of t h e  fou r  
was n o t  p u b l i c  and heavy s e n t e n c e s  were imposed. Ginzburg 
and Galanskov r e c e i v e d  seven  and f i v e  year s e n t e n c e s  re- 
s p e c t i v e l y ;  Dobrovolskiy,  who tu rned  s t a t e ' s  ev idence ,  
r e c e i v e d  a two-year s e n t e n c e ,  and Lashkova, who had m e r e l y  
typed for  t h e  group,  r e c e i v e d  a one-year s e n t e n c e .  

erable evidence  t h a t  a v e r y  h a r s h  p o l i c y  preva i led- - the  
h a r s h e s t  p o l i c y  s i n c e  t h e  d e a t h  of Stal in--and t h a t  r e p r e s s i o n  
of i n t e l l e c t u a l s  who dared t o  v o i c e  o p i n i o n s  w h i c h  d e v i a t e d  
from t h e  p a r t y  l i n e  would c o n t i n u e .  O f f i c i a l  s a n c t i o n  was 
p u t  on t h i s  p o l i c y  wPth t h e  c e n t r a l  committee r e s o l u t i o n  
passed a t  t h e  A p r i l  1968 plenum; t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n  c a l l e d  f o r  
a f u r t h e r  t i g h t e n i n g  of ideological p r e s s u r e .  

Thus, d u r i n g  t h e  e a r l y  p a r t  of 1968 there w a s  consid-  

STALI N THEMES 

S t a l i n  E r a  Whitewashed 

The  cont inued  s h i f t  toward more and more or thodox 
views, r e v e a l e d  i n  t h e  arrests of d i s s i d e n t  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  
i n  e a r l y  1967, was a l so  reflected i n  t h e  new extremes 
reached i n  e x t o l l g n g  t h e  S t a l i n  era .  I n  November and 
December, on t h e  eve  of t h e  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t h e  B a t t l e  of 
Moscow, numerous a r t i c l e s  and speeches were p u b l i s h e d  
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p r a i s i n g  S t a l i n  for h i s  l e a d e r s h i p  a t  t h i s  t i m e  of crisis. 
I n  a January  ar t ic le  i n  Molodaya Gvardiya,  N. Mikhaylov, 
p o s s i b l y  t h e  chairman of t h e  State  Committee for  P u b l i s h i n g  
and a She lep in  p r o t e g e ,  d e s c r i b e d  Komsomol u n i t y  d u r i n g  
t h e  w a r  and a t t r i b u t e d  t h i s  t o  S t a l i n ' s  i n s & r i n g  l e a d e r s h i p .  
Mikhaylov s t a t e d  t h a t  S t a l i n  must have known of Hit ler ' s  
d e s i g n s ,  f o r  w i t h  h i s  e x p e r i e n c e  and h a t r e d  of fascism he  
would n o t  have treated reports of t h e  planned attack care- 
l e s s l y .  But  he also knew what H i t l e r ' s  s t r e n g t h  was, so 
he  $tried up  u n t i l  t h e  l a s t  minute  t o  ward off t h e  approaching 
w a r  and buy t i m e  for p r e p a r a t i o n s .  H e  s ta tdd t h a t  S t a l i n  
wi ths tood  a l l  p r e s s u r e s  because  he  had g r e a t  i d e o l o g i c a l  
c o n v i c t i o n ,  i m p l i c i t  f a i t h  i n  t h e  p a r t y ,  and r e c o g n i t i o n  of 
t h e  p a r t y ' s  a u t h o r i t y .  

A 16 Janua ry  b r o a d c a s t  over Moscow Domestic S e r v i c e  
on t h e  y e a r s  from 1933 t o  1941 ignored any errors or problems 
of t h e  p e r i o d ,  and c o n c e n t r a t e d  on p r a i s i n g  i n d u s t r i a l  and 
a g r i c u l t u r a l  growth. I t  p a i d  t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  1936 c o n s t i -  
t u t i o n  as  w e l l  a s  t o  t h e  1937 e l e c t i o n s  which saw a "remark- 
ab le  v i c t o r y "  for t h e  block of p a r t y  and non-party c a n d i d a t e s  
I t  p r a i s e d  t h e  1 8 t h  p a r t y  c o n g r e s s  of 1939 for its approval  
of t h e  w a r  p r e v e n t i o n  p o l i c y  of t h e  party--and it  t o t a l l y  
ignored t h e  purges.  

achievements of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  be stressed and a t t a c k e d  
a West German a u t h o r  (a euphemism for  S o v i e t  writers who 
make t h e  same p o i n t )  who 

I n  March Kommunist Moldaviya urged t h a t  t he  p o s i t i v e  

a t t e m p t s  t o  impose on t h e  r e a d e r  t h e  c u r r e n t  
b u t  a b s o l u t e l y  g round les s  t h e s i s  p r e v a l e n t  
i n  bourgeois  h i s t o r i o g r a p h y  concern ing  
t h e  forcible  n a t u r e  of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  . . . . 
And on 7 May Pravda publ i shed  an a r t i c l e  w h i c h  

g lossed  over  t h e  d i sagreement  between S t a l i n  and Lenin on e 
t h e  s u b j e c t  of n a t i o n a l i t i e s  i n  1917: 

. . . On t h e  basis  of t h e  r e p o r t  by I . V .  
S t a l i n ,  t h e  confe rence  adopted a r e s o l u t i o n  
s igned  by V. I .  Lenin ,  on t h e  n a t i o n a l i t i e s  
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ques t ion .  The Bolshevik  P a r t y  came f o r t h  
d e c i s i v e l y  i n  f a v o r  of meet ing  . the demands 
of t h e  working people of a l l  oppressed  
n a t i o n s ,  r e c o g n i z i n g  t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  se l f -  
d e t e r m i n a t i o n ,  i n c l u d i n g  s e p a r a t i o n  and 
fo rma t ion  of an independent  s t a t e .  

On 30 May Krasnaya Zvezda c r i t i c i z e d  v a r i o u s  World 
War I1 memoirs, and charge- p e r s o n a l  memoirs should  n o t  
c o n t r a d i c t  t h e  " t r u t h  of h i s t o r y . "  I t  a t t a c k e d  those who 
cr i t ic ize  Genera l  Headquar t e r s  for  its conduct of t h e  war, 
s t a t i n g  t h a t  

The best ev idence  of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  
General  Headquar t e r s  and its working 
organ,  t h e  Genera l  S t a f f ,  s k i l l f u l l y  
d i r e c t e d  t h e  o p e r a t i o n s  of t h e  Sov ie t  
troops is t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  outcome of 
t h e  war. The Genera l  Headquar te rs  
i nc luded  prominent  commanders and p a r t y  
and s t a t e  leaders. The Supreme Commander, 
I.V. Stalin, d i s p l a y e d  great firmness; 
h i s  l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  m i l i t a r y  o p e r a t i o n s  
was on t h e  w h o l e  correct ,  and h i s  merits 
i n  t h i s  f i e l d  were numerous. 

I n  t h i s  e a r l y  p a r t  of 1967, there was a v i r t u a l  
suspens ion  of any r e f e r e n c e s  t o  t h e  pu rges  and r e h a b i l i t a -  
t i o n s  of purge v i c t i m s .  Even t h e  p r o v i n c i a l  papers  h a l t e d  
p u b l i c a t i o n  of s u c h  a r t i c l e s  w i t h  v e r y  few excep t ions .  
I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  those r e f e r e n c e s  w h i c h  d i d  appear  seemed 
t o  involve  t h e  m i l i t a r y .  For  example, i n  February t h e  
Armenian paper  Kommunist pub l i shed  a series of a r t i c l e s  
on Marshal Gay and there was a l s o  a p p a r e n t l y  a commemora- 
t i v e  meet ing h e l d  f o r  Gay i n  w h i c h  Armenian F i r s t  S e c r e t a r y  
Kochinyan p a r t i c i p a t e d .  On 26 March Krasnaya Zvezda c a r -  
r i e d  an  a r t i c l e  by Marshal Vas i lyevsk iy  i n  w h i c h  he r e f e r r e d  
t o  Tukhachevskiy as a n  o u t s t a n d i n g  t h e o r i s t  and l e a d e r .  
B o t h  Tukhachevskiy and Gay had been proponents  of moderniza- 
t i o n  of Sov ie t  forces b e f o r e  t h e i r  pu rges ,  and i t  is 
p o s s i b l e  t h a t  t h e s e  p a r t i c u l a r  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n s  were be ing  
p u s h e d  by  t h o s e  who w i s h e d  more emphasis t o  be pu t  on 
modern iza t ion  of S o v i e t  armed forces. . 
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I n  June  1967 t h e  c e n t r a l  committee i s s u e d  its theses 
on t h e  e v e  of t h e  5 0 t h  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t h e  r e v o l u t i o n .  On 
t h e  s u b j e c t  of war p r e p a r a t i o n s ,  t h e  t h e s e s  gave o f f i c i a l  
s a n c t i o n  t o  t h e  complete  i g n o r i n g  of prewar m i s c a l c u l a t i o n s  
and errors. The theses s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  S o v i e t  Union had 
done a l l  i t  could  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a s y s t e m  of c o l l e c t i v e  secu r -  
i t y  i n  Europe, b u t  t h a t  t h e s e  e f fo r t s  were r e b u f f e d  by t h e  
men of Munich who preferred a n  a l l i a n c e  w i t h  H i t l e r .  In 
t h i s  very  complex s i t u a t i o n  t h e  Soviet Union had been forced 
to  s i g n  a nonaggression pact w i t h  H i t l e r ,  thereby  g a i n i n g  
t i m e  t o  prepare. Even though t h e  p a r t y  and government took 
steps t o  s t r e n g t h e n  d e f e n s e s  i t  w a s  impossible t o  p reven t  
w a r .  ' The theses a l so  p r a i s e d  t h e  2 0 t h  p a r t y  congres s  
r e s o l u t i o n  which i t  sa id  had candemned t h e  S t a l i n  p e r s o n a l i t y  
c u l t ;  t h e  c u l t ,  a cco rd ing  t o  t h e  t h e s e s ,  had expressed it- 
self i n  t h e  g l o r i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  role of one man, d e p a r t u r e s  
from t h e  L e n i n i s t  p r i n c i p l e  of c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  un- 
warranted r e p r e s s i o n ,  and o ther  v i o l a t i o n s  of s o c i a l i s t  
l ega l i t y .  T h i s  r e f e r e n c e  is v e r y  l o w  key ,  a s  t h e  r e s o l u t i o n  
passed by t h e  2 0 t h  Congress  was r e l a t i v e l y  m i l d ;  t h e  s t r o n g  
a n t i - S t a l i n  e lement  a t  t h e  congres s  was Khrushchev's 
"secret speech. '' 

Wartime Errors  E r a s e d  

On 21 J u l y  t h e  new F i r s t  Deputy Min i s t e r  of Defense,  
Yakubovskiy, wrote an a r t i c l e  for  Krasnaya Zvezda w h i c h  
s u c c e s s f u l l y  passed o v e r  whatever  errors there m i g h t  have 
been i n  prewar p r e p a r a t i o n s .  He p r a i s e d  measures t a k e n  
t o  t r a i n  m i l i t a r y  pe r sonne l  and d i d  n o t  even make a n  
ob l ique  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  purges.  H e  then  expla ined  why 
t h e  S o v i e t  Union had s u f f e r e d  s o m e  defea ts  i n  t h e  e a r l y  
s t a g e s  of t h e  war: 

I t  was n o t  poss ib l e ,  however, t o  f u l l y  
implement t h e  planned program of prepa r ing  
t h e  armed forces fo r  t h e  war. S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  
t h e  rearmament of t h e  ground forces w i t h  
new m i l i t a r y  t e c h n i c a l  equipment and t h e  
format ion  of mechanized groups  of u n i t s  
remained u n f i n i s h e d .  T h i s  e x p l a i n s  t h e  
im! -f 
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d i f f i c u l t i e s  encountered  by o u r  t r o o p s  
i n  t h e  first period of t h e  Great 
Fa the r l and  War . . . . 
I n  mid-July i t  was r e p o r t e d  t h a t  Nekrich,  a u t h o r  of  

t h e  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  book 22 June  1941, which had been publ i shed  
i n  1965 and d i s c u s s e d  a t  a s tormy meet ing e a r l y  i n  1966, had 
been e x p e l l e d  from t h e  p a r t y .  Thus,  Nekr i ch  became t h e  
scapegoat  fo r  past "errorsvf i n  a n a l y s i s  of prewar prepared-  
n e s s  and S t a l i n ' s  w a r t i m e  role,  and a n  example t o  those who 
might wish  t o  write i n  a s i m i l a r  vein.  I t  was also r e p o r t e d  
t h a t  t h e  d d i t o r  who had approved t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of N e k r i c h ' s  
book had been f i r e d .  I n  September Voprosy I s t o r i i  KPSS 
fol lowed t h i s  w i t h  a n  a t t a c k  on Nekrich by Deborin,  who had 
a l s o  p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  t h e  February  1966 meet ing h e l d  t o  c r i t i -  
c ize  Nekr i ch ' s  book.* Deborin claimed t h a t  t h e  book had been 
w r i t t e n  i n . t h e  s p i r i t  of bourgeo i s  h i s to r iog raphy .  H e  t h e n  
proceeded t o  defend  war p r e p a r a t i o n s  and t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  of 
t h e  p a r t y  d u r i n g  t h e  war; he  asserted t h a t  t h e  S o v i e t  Union 
had s igned  t h e  R ibben t rop  Pact o n l y  when i t  was clear t h a t  
a n  an t i -Nazi  a l l i a n c e  was imposs ib le .  Deborin denied  t h a t  
p r e p a r a t i o n s  for an  a t t a c k  had n o t  been made and t h a t  t h e  
Soviet l e a d e r s h i p  had underes t imated  t h e  danger of war. 

General  Z h i l i n  called fo r  a n e w m i a l  wartime h i s t o r y  
t o  correct t h e  " sub jec t ive"  view of S t a l i n ' s  l e a d e r s h i p .  
H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  bourgeo i s  f a l s i f i e r s  must be r e fu t ed - - tha t  
t h e y  t r y  t o  d i s c r e d i t  t h e  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  of t h e  S o v i e t  
Union i n  t h e  prewar y e a r s  and conceal t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h i s  
p o l i c y  was d i r e c t e d  a t  p r o v i d i n g  c o l l e c t i v e  s e c u r i t y  i n  
Europe and res t r a i n i n g  a g g r e s s i v e  forces  . H e  ca l l ed  f o r  
cri t icism of s u b j e c t i v e  s ta tements  made by some memoirists 
who mis takenly  e v a l u a t e  t h e  r e a d i n e s s  of t h e  S o v i e t  Union 
to  r e p u l s e  aggres s ion  i n  t h e  l a t e  1930 ' s  and wrongly e v a l -  
u a t e  e v e n t s  a t  t h e  s t a r t  of t h e  war. 

On 24 August a Krasnaya Zvezda a r t i c l e  b y  Major 

An 8 December a r t i c l e  i n  Krasnaya Zvezda completed 
t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  a p o s i t i v e  view of S t a l i n  as prewar and 
wartime l e a d e r  : 

*See pages 57-59. 
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Histor ical  e x p e r i e n c e  o b v i o u s l y  conf i rms  
t h e  c o r r e c t n e s s  of the  m i l i t a r y  p o l i c y  of 
t h e  p a r t y  a t  a l l  stages of soc ih l i s t  con- 
s t r u c t i o n  and t h e  d e c i s i v e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of 
t h e  prewar f i v e - y e a r  p l a n s  for t h e  d e f e n s e  
p o t e n t i a l  of t h e  coun t ry .  T h i s  e x p e r i e n c e  
rejects t h e  f o r m e r l y  e x i s t i n g  a n t i - h i s t o r i c  
views on alleged m i s c a l c d a t i o n ' s  of t h e  
Communist P a r t y  and S o v i e t  government i n  
t h e  c r e a t i o n  of mi l i ta ry-economic  p o t e n t i a l .  
I n  any case, i n  s u c h  a short  t i m e  t h e  m i l i t a r y -  
i n d u s t r i a l  base of t h e  USSR s imply  cou ld  no t  
reach t h e  volume of t h e  m i l i t a r y - i n d u s t r i a l  
base of fasc is t  Germany, which as e a r l y  as 
1933 began t o  a c t i v e l y  r e o r g a n i z e  its 
economy for  war pu rposes  and later c o m -  
p l e t ed  its mi l i ta ry-economic  p o t e n t i a l  b y  
making u s e  of t h e  heavy i n d u s t r y  of t h e  
European states i t  had occupied .  

The t r e a c h e r o u s  attack on t h e  S o v i e t  Union 
by f a sc i s t  Germany, wh ich  had p r e v i o u s l y  
mobi l ized  its first-class equipped war 
machinery, as w e l l  a s  a c e r t a i n  !%mom- 
p l e t e n e s s  i n  t h e  measures  t a k e n  by ou r  
coun t ry  t o  p r e p a r e  itself t o  r e p e l  a n  
a g g r e s s i o n ,  allowed t h e  Hi t le r i te  army, 
d e s p i t e  t h e  heroic r e s i s t a n c e  of t h e  S o v i e t  
t r o o p s ,  t o  r a p i d l y  p e n e t r a t e  i n t o  t h e  USSR . L .  

Thus a l l  t h a t  r ema ins  of p r e v i o u s  cri t icisms of t h e  handl ing  
of t h e  prewar s i t u a t i o n ,  is t h e  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  t h e r e  was a 
c e r t a i n  incomple teness  i n  t h e  measures t a k e n  t o  r e p e l  
aggres s ion .  

C o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  Smoothed Over 

I n  August s e v e r a l  a r t ic les  were pub l i shed  o n  t h e  
period of c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n .  The first w a s  by Brezhnev- 
protege Trapeznikov and appeared i n  Pravda on 4 August. 
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Trapeznikov acknowledged t h a t  t h e r e  were compl i ca t ions  
and d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n ,  w h i c h  were t h e  
r e s u l t  of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h i s  p o l i c y  was ca r r i ed  o u t  
among a c u l t u r a l l y  backward and wide ly  d i s p e r s e d  peasan t  
popula t ion .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h i s  had been one of t h e  
"most b r i l l i a n t  per iods"  i n  S o v i e t  h i s t o r y  and t h a t  
c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  had been a n  h i s to r i ca l  n e c e s s i t y .  However, 
h e  s a i d  t h a t  there had been no way of knowing exac t ly  w h a t  
s t a g e s  had t o  be gone through,  how f a s t  t o  go, and e x a c t l y  
w h a t  economic forms t h e  new t y p e  of e n t e r p r i s e  wou ld  t a k e .  

It  must be said t h a t  a c o n s i d e r a b l e  mess and 
c o n f u s i o n s  p r e v a i l e d  i n  t h i s  respect. There  
were e l emen t s  in t h e  p a r t y  which, engaging i n  
hare-brained schemes for  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of 
forms of c o l l e c t i v e  economy, tr ied a t  first t o  
create v a r i o u s  t y p e s  of g i g a n t i c  units--agro- 
i n d u s t r i a l  combines--in order t o  propagate  
communes, or t o  d e s i g n  agro-ci t ies  wi thout  
c o n s i d e r a t i o n  fo r  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  c o n d i t i o n s  
and t h e  p rac t i ca l  expe r i ence  of t h e  masses. 

The  agro-gorod c o n c e p t  d e s c r i b e d  by Trapeznikov had 
been suppor ted  by Khrushchev; t h u s  Trapeznikov had absolved 
S t a l i n  and t h e  p a r t y  of any g u i l t  and ha& s h i f t e d  blame 
for  confus ion  i n  a g r i c u l t u r e  t o  Khrushchev, i m p l i c a t i n g  
a t  t h e  same t i m e  those who a l so  had suppor ted  such  p o l i c i e s - -  
Podgornyy, Po lyansk iy  i n  1959 and ,  more r e c e n t l y  t h e  
Be lo russ i ans .  

A 26 August a r t i c l e  i n  Pravda Ukrainy by A. Yevdoki- 
mov cont inued  t h e  l i n e  found i n T r a p e z n i k o v ' s  a r t i c l e ,  and 
cri t icized t h e  ideologis ts  of anti-communism f o r  t r e a t i n g  
c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  a s  though i t  had been implemented c o n t r a r y  
t o  L e n i n i s t  p r i n c i p l e s .  H e  t hen  d i scussed  t h e  complexi ty  
of t h e  development of s o c i a l i s t  a g r i c u l t u r e  and some of 
t h e  problems encountered .  I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  he  s t a t e d  t h a t  
t h e  de fense  of t h e  coun t ry  d u r i n g  t h e  war had p laced  
demadds on heavy i n d u s t r y ,  t h b s  r e t a r d i n g  t h e  s t r e n g t h  
of t h e  m a t e r i a l - t e c h n i c a l  b a s e  of a g r i c u l t u r e .  There 
was no mention of S t a l i n ,  and no i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  ixxrrect 
orders  from t h e  c e n t e r  had created d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  
c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n .  
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S t a l i n ' s  Revo lu t iona ry  R o l e  Praised 

memorating t h e  5 0 t h  a n n i v e r s a r y  of t h e  S i x t h  P a r t y  Congress.  
A Pravda art icle by first deputy  e d i t o r  Zarodov s t a t e d  
t h a t  t h e  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  c e n t r a l  committee, d e l i v e r e d  by 
S t a l i n  and Sverd lov ,  had p resen ted  a b r i g h t ,  v igq rous  
p i c t u r e  of t h e  development of t h e  r e v o l u t i o n .  An a r t i c l e .  
publ i shed  i n  B e l o r u s s i a  also mentioned S t a l i n ' s  r e p o r t  and 
noted  t h a t  he was e l e c t e d  a member of t h e  c e n t r a l  committee. 
The ar t ic le  l i s t ed  s e v e r a l  delegates who had wavered on 
t h e  s u b j e c t  of Len in ' s  court appearance,  b u t  S t a l i n  w a s  n o t  
i nc luded  on  t h e  list. According t o  t h i s  a r t ic le ,  S t a l i n  
d i d  make one error,  b u t  t h e  error is minimized. A t  a t i m e  
when Lenin was s a y i n g  t h a t  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  was f u l l y  de f ined  
and power was i n  t h e  hands of t h e  counter - revo3ut ionary  
m i l i t a r y ,  S ta lCn s ta ted  t h a t  "it was still n o t  c lear  i n  
whose hhnds t h e  power is." The a r t i c l e  makes i t  c lear  
t h a t  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  had, i n  f a c t ,  o n l y  been de f ined  f o r  
about  a month. An October a r t ic le  i n  Pravda d i scussed  t h e  
October 1917 adop t ion  of a r e s o l u t i o n  on armed u p r i s i n g ,  
and l i s t e d  S t a l i n  among t h o s e  who had suppor ted  Lenin. 

I n  October t h e  t h i r d  volume of t h e  H i s t o r y p f  t h e  
7 CPSU, which had caused  such  a f u r o r  i n  t h e  summer of19-66, 
was f i n a l l y  publ i shed .  I t  was accompanied on 26 October 
by a Pravda e d i t o r i a l  which b l a s t e d  p rev ious  one-sidedness  
and s e r i o u s  errors w h i c h  had been made i n  t h e  c h a r a c t b r i z a -  
t i o n  of t h e  e a r l y  s t r u g g l e  o f  t h e  p a r t y ;  t h e s e  errors had 
involved viewing t h e s e  s t r u g g l e s  i n  terms of t h e  b lunders  
made by people  involved  i n  them.  W h i l e  t h e  e d i t o r i a l  d i d  
n o t  mention S t a l i n  b y  name he was c)Qviously t h e  person now 
be ing  exonera ted .  

On 8 August s eve ra l  ar t ic les  were pub l i shed  com- 

On 22 October t h e  Georgian paper  Zarya Vostoka 
publ i shed  an a r t i c l e  on t h e  u p r i s i n g s  i n x g i a  i n  t h e  
e a r l y  1920's.  I n  d i s c u s s i n g  Or&zhonikidze's  handl ing  of 
t h e  u p r i s i n g ,  t h e  a r t ic le  r e f e r r e d  c o n s t a n t l y  t o  te legrams 
s e n t  t o  Lenin and S t a l i n ;  t h e  t w o  names are always men- 
t i o n e d  together .  Then, acco rd ing  t o  t h e  a r t i c l e ,  i n  
September 1920 S t a l i n  was s e n t  t o  s t u d y  and c l e a n  up t h e  
s i t u a t i o n  i n  Georgia.  Af te r  e s t a b l i s h i n g  Communist power 
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i n  t h a t  s ta te ,  t h e  a r t ic le  stated,  t h e  p a r t y ' s  Orgburo 
adopted a decree a t  S t a l i n ' s  s u g g e s t i o n  c a l l i n g  f o r  t h e  
immediate d i s p a t c h  of cadres t o  Georgia. 

L i b e r a l  Effor ts--Feeble  and Hopeless 

S e v e r a l  feeble effor ts  were made by t h e  moderates t o  
combat t h e  s t e a d i l y  i n c r e a s i n g  orthodox p r e s s u r e ,  b u t  
t h e s e  e f fo r t s  were doomed t o  f a i l u r e .  The r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
program w a s  v i r t u a l l y  ended,  b u t  t h e r e  were s e v e r a l  commemora- 
t i v e  meet ings h e l d .  I n  August such  a meet ing  was h e l d  f o r  
Yan Rudzutak, who had d i ed  i n  t h e  purges  i n  1938; Hikoyan 
spoke a t  t h i s  meet ing  as d id  v a r i o u s  L a t v i a n  v e t e r a n s  of 
t h e  r evo lu t ion .*  I n  September a s i m i l a r  meet ing was h e l d  
f o r  ano the r  of S t a t l i n ' s  v i c t i m s ,  Postyshev;  p r e s s  coverage 
of both  t h e s e  meet ings  w a s ,  however, minimal. 

I n  October a war f i l m  based on a s c e n a r i o  by Kon- 
s t a n t i n  Simonov opened i n  Moscow. Among t h e  s u b j e c t s  .-*;.; 

d i s c u s s e d  i n  t h e  movie were t h e  l a c k  of prepa redness  for  
the war, S t a l i n ' s  r e f u s a l  t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  Germans would 
a t t a c k ,  and t h e  ca t a s t roph ic  effect  of t h e  purges  on t h e  
S o v i e t  h i g h  command. According t o  one report t h i s  f i l m  
had encountered  f ierce . o p p o s i t i o n  before i t  w a s  f i n a l l y  
released; however, t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  was released i n d i c a t e d  
t h a t  t h e r e  was still  some s u p p o r t  f o r  a moderate p o s i t i o n  
i n  bmgh places. 

Another i n t e r e s t i n g  d e v i a t i o n  from t h e  g e n e r a l  t r e n d  
was t h e  passage i n  September of a decree e x o n e r a t i n g  t h e  
T a t a r s  of t h e  charge o f ' c o l l a b o r a t i n g  w i t h  t h e  fasc is t s .  
The  decree s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  a c c u s a t i o n  made i n  1944 had 
been wi thou t  f o u n d a t i o n  and had g round les s ly  a t t r i b u t e d  
t h i s  crime t o  t h e  whole T a t a r  popula t ion .  T h i s  decree 

* I n  December Mikoyan a g a i n  demonstrated h i s  sympathy f o r  
t h e  l i b e r a l s  when h e  a t t e n d e d  a performance of t h e  cont ro-  
v e r s a i l  pa$y "Bolsheviki" a t  t h e  Sovremennik Theater  and 
made a demons t r a t ive  show of approval .  T h i s  p l a y  d e l i v e r e d  
t h e  message t h a t  t h e  s t a r t  of Red T e r r o r  d u r i n g  t h e  O i v i l  
War had been a dangerous s t e p .  
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was passed  by t h e  Pres id ium of t h e  USSR Supreme Soviet  of 
which Podgornyy is chairman. However, i n  s p i t e  of t h i s  
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  t h e r e  was a p p a r e n t l y  l i t t l e  change i n  t h e  
s i t u a t i o n  of t h e  T a t a r s .  A p e t i t i o n  s e n t  t o  t h e  West i n  
e a r l y  1968 inc luded  t h e  cha rge  t h a t  although t h e  T a t a r s  
had been o f f i c i a l l y  r e h a b i l i t a t e d ,  they  still cQuld n o t  
r e t u r n  t o  t h e i r  homeaand. 

On 30 December one of t h e  most i n t e r e s t i n g  t u r n  
arounds of t h i s  period occurred .  Pravda Ukrainy, w h i c h  
had been one of t h e  most outspoken of t h e  neo-Stal- inis t  
j o u r n a l s ,  pub l i shed  a r e h a b i l i t a t i o n .  On t h e  70th l  b i r t h d a y  
of V. Primakov, a former m e m b e r  of t h e  M i l i t a r y  Counci l  
i n  Leningrad,  t h e  paper s t a t ed  t h a t  h e  had been s l a n d e r e d  
i n  1935, removed from h i s  job,  and a y e a r  l a t e r  was Bead. 
The u s e  by t h i s  pape r  of a r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  m i g h t  be a f u r t h e r  
i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  fear of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t s  i n  t h e  wake 
of t h e  Yegdrychev purge ,  t h a t  t h e y  were now i n  danger  of 
be ing  r e p r e s s e d  by Brezhnev. 

SUMMARY 
4 

A r i g i d ,  orthodox l i n e  dominated t h e  first s i x  
months of 1967, i n  s p i t e  of r e p o r t s  of d i s s e n s i o n  w i t h i n  
t h e  l e a d e r s h i p .  Whi l e  there may w e l l  have been d i s s e n s i o n ,  
a conserva t ive-or thodox f a c t i o n ,  l e d  by Brezhnev and per- 
haps s t r o n g l y  i n f l u e n c e d  by Sus lov ,  was s t r o n g  enough,*o 
e n f o r c e  its l i n e .  T h i s  l i n e  was demonstrated i n  t h e  a r res t s  
of a number of i n t e l l e c t u a l s  e a r l y  i n  January and by l a r g e -  
scale  arrests i n  t h e  Ukraine and Leningrad on t h e  e v e  of 
t h e  Four th  Writers Congress.  The leaders i n  t h e s e  two 
areas, S h e l e s t  and Tolsb ikov ,  had been among t h e  m o s t  
outspoken proponents  of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  l i n e ;  t h e  sup- 
p r e s s i o n  of i n t e l l e c t u a l s  i n  t h e i r  r e g i o n s  demonst ra tes  
t h e  d i rect  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between an expressed or thodox 
viewpoint  and direct  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  a c t i o n .  

The few l i b e r a l  a r t i c l e s  w h i c h  were publ i shed  d u r i n g  
t h i s  pe r iod  were m e t  w i t h  f a i r l y  s w i f t  punishment, re- 
f l e c t i n g  t h e  orthodox s o l u t i o n  of d e a l i n g  w i t h  non- 
confo rmis t s  through a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  a c t i o n .  The most 
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n o t a b l e  example of t h i s  was t h e  harrassment  of Noviy M i r  
which culminated i n  t h e  replacement  of t w o  key m e m b e r o f  
t h a t  j o u r n a l ' s  e d i t o r i a l  board. Another i n s t a n c e  was 
t h e  expu l s ion  of Nekrich from t h e  p a r t y  for  having w r i t t e n  
a book i n  1965 c r i t i ca l  of t h e  handl ing  of prewar prepara-  
t i o n s .  H i s  expu l s ion  was a clear warning t o  others who 
might be tempted t o  indu lge  i n  h i s t m i c a 1  o b j e c t i v i t y .  

The or thodox l i n e  w a s  also r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  con- 
t i n u e d  h a l t  i n  t h e  r e W i l i t a t i o n  program; t h e  o n l y  
excep t ion  w a s  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of s e v e r a l  a r t ic les  on purged 
m i l i t a r y  l e a d e r s  Gay and Tukhachevskiy. Both of these men 
had been sqpporters of moderniza t ion  of t h e  Soviet  armed 
forces i n  t h e  1930's, and t h e s e  a r t ic les  might have been 
backed by contemporary s u p p o r t e r s  of i nc reased  emphasis 
on a modernized m i l i t a r y  e s t ab l i shmen t .  Articles which  
appeared d u r i n g  t h i s  f i r i o d  concern ing  S t a l i n ' s  w a r t i m e  
r o l e  and h i s  a c t i o n s  as a r e v o l u t i o n a r y  and l e a d e r  seemed 
t o  exone ra t e  him comple te ly  of any m i s t a k e s .  

S i g n s  of & l s s e n s i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  cont inued .  
S e v e r a l  more d t i c l e s  were publ i shed  defending  t h e  need 
f o r  c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p .  One of t h e s e ,  by Pe t renko,  
defended c o l l e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  and a l s o  c a l l e d  f o r  t h e  
r i g h t  of cr i t ic ism and self-criticism w i t h i n  t h e  p a r t y .  
The tone  of P e t r e n k o ' s  a r t i c l e  w a s  q u i t e  h a r d - l i n e ,  
however, s u g g e s t i n g  t h a t  @he  w a s  speaking  for t h e  neo- 
S t a l i n i s t s  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e  l i be ra l s ,  H e  used t h e  c u l t  of 
p e r s o n a l i t y  t o  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  e v i l s  of one-mab leadersh ip- -  
t h e  first t i m e  t h e  n e p - S t a l i n i s t s  had resorted t o  t h i s  
device.  

Having e f f e c t i v e l y  bea ten  down t h e  moderates ,  
Brezhnev was now ready  to launch  a major campaign a g a i n s t  
She lep in ,  and d u r i n g  t h e  s p r i n g  and summer of 1967, t h e  
l a t t e r ' s  s t r e n g t h  was g r a d u a l l y  w h i t t l e d  away. I n  A p r i l  
h i s  p ro t ege  Goryunov was r e l i e v e d  as head of TASS, and 
i n  May Semichastnyy was r e p l a c e d  as  KGB c h i e f .  Following 
t h e  Middle E a s t  crisis and h i s  apparent  c h a l l e n g e  t o  t h e  
l e a d e r s h i p  on its handl ing  of t h a t  s i t u a t i o n ,  Yegorychev, 
t h e  most outspoken member of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n ,  
was f i r e d  as  Moscow C i t y  boss. As a f i n a l  blow, She lep in  
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was appoin ted  head of t h e  S o v i e t  trade union o r g a n i z a t i o n  
and removed from t h e  p a r t y  secretariat .  

I n  t h e  wake of t h e s e  major setbacks for t h e  neo- 
S t a l i n i s t  f a c t i o n ,  s e v e r a l  ar t ic les  appeared defending  
c o l l e c t i v e  leadership and t h e  r i g h t  of p a r t y  membets ( i .e. ,  
Yegorychev) t o  e x p r e s s  criticism of t h e i r  s u p e r i o r s  
( i .e . ,  Brezhnev) even a t  t h e  h ighes t  p a r t y  l e v e l s .  T h e w  
art icles seemed c l e a r l y  aimed a t  Brezhnev, and came i n  a t  
l ea s t  two i n s t a n c e s  from m e m b e r s  of t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  camp. 
The adop t ion  by t h i s  f a c t i o n  of a n  a n t i - S t a l i n  Line sugges ted  
rea l  d e s p e r a t i o n  on t h e i r  par t ;  t h e i r  u s e  of t h i s  l i n e  was 
clearly defensive--an attempt t o  s t a v e  off f u r t h e r  setbacks.  
Another appa ren t  s h i f t  w a s  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of a r e h a b i l i t a -  
t i o n  by t h e  n e o - S t a l i n i s t  j o u r n a l  Pravda Ukrainy i n  l a t e  
December. Having p r e v i o u s l y  b a c k e m h a l t  i n  t h e  r ehab i l -  
i t a t i o n  program as p a r t  of a g e n e r a l  r e - S t a l i n i z i n g ,  they  
now a p p a r e n t l y  feared t h a t  t h e y  themselves  w e r e  i n  danger  
of be ing  purged and therefore were now i d e n t i f y i n g  w i t h  
t h e  purge v i c t i m s  r a t h e r  t h a n  w i t h  S t a l i n .  

n e o - S t a l i n i s t  backers d i d  n o t  s i g n i f y  a cor responding  
de fea t  fo r  t h e i r  p o i n t  of view was r e v e a l e d  almost i m m e d i -  
a t e ly .  Encouraged by S h e l e p i n ' s  defeat,  t h e  l i be ra l  
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  pub l i shed  s e v e r a l  a r t ic les  a t  t h e  end of 
June i n  which  t h e y  cr i t ic ized c e n s o r s h i p  and seemed t o  
urge  its a b o l i t i o n .  These art icles were q u i c k l y  suppressed .  
The c o n t i n u a t i o n  of a h a r s h  p o l i c y  was a l s o  reflected i n  
t h e  c o n t i n u a t i o n  of t h e  arrests and t r i a l s  of d i s s i d e n t  
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  and i n  t h e  f a v o r a b l e  t r ea tmen t  S t a l i n  and 
h i s  policies con t inued  t o  r e c e i v e .  Thus, i t  was clear 
t h a t  a n  orthodox l i n e ,  f a v o r e d  by Brezhnev, s t i l t  
dominated. 

T h a t  S h e l e p i n ' s  defeat and t h a t  of v a r i o u s  of h i s  
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APPENDIX A: TEXT OF APPEAL AGAINST STALIN'S REHABILITATION 
March 1966 

R e s p e c t e d  L e o n i d  I l i c h !  

T e n d e n c i e s  h a v e  appeared l a t e l y  i n  some p u b l i c  s p e e c h e s  
a n d  a r t i c l e s  i n  o u r  press which  are i n  f a c t  d i rec ted  a t  
a p a r t i a l  or i n d i r e c t  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n .  W e  d o  
n o t  know how f i r m l y  these t e n d e n c i e s  are  g r o u n d e d ,  b u t  
t h e y  m a n i f e s t  t hemse lves  eve r  more f r e q u e n t l y  a s  t h e  
XXIII P a r t y  C o n g r e s s  draws n e a r e r .  However,  e v e n  if i t  
is o n l y  a m a t t e r  of a p a r t i a l  r e v i s i o n  of t h e  d e c i s i o n s  
of t h e  XX a n d  XXII P a r t y  C o n g r e s s e s ,  t h i s  c a u s e s  d e e p  
a p p r e h e n s i o n .  We t h i n k  it o u r  d u t y  t o  i n f o r m  you a b o u t  
o u r  o p i n i o n  i n  t h i s  mat ter .  

U n t i l  now w e  h a v e  n o t  b e e n  aware of a s i n g l e  f a c t ,  
of a s i n g l e  a r g u m e n t  w h i c h  would  p e r m i t  us t o  t h i n k  t h a t  
a c o n d e m n a t i o n  of t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t  was wrong i n  a n y  
of its respects. On t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  i t  is d i f f i c u l t  t o  
d o u b t  t h a t  a l a rge  p a r t  of s t r i k i n g ,  of t r u l y  h o r r i f y i n g  
f a c t s  a b o u t  S t a l i n ' s  crimes h a s  n o t  y e t  b e e n  made p u b l i c .  
T h e s e  f a c t s  w o u l d  c o n f i r m  t h e  absolute  c o r r e c t n e s s  of t h e  
d e c i s i o n s  of b o t h  P a r t y  C o n g r e s s e s .  

T h e r e  is s o m e t h i n g  else a s  w e l l .  We b e l i e v e  t h a t  
a n y  a t t e m p t  t o  w h i t e w a s h  S t a l i n  conceals a d a n g e r  of 
s e r i o u s  d i s s e n s i o n s  w i t h i n  S o v i e t  s o c i e t y .  S t a l i n  is 
r e s p o n s i b l e  n o t  o n l y  f o r  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  of c o u n t l e s s  
i n n o c e n t  p e o p l e ,  f o r  o u r  u n p r e p a r e d n e s s  fo r  t h e  w a r ,  f o r  
a d e p a r t u r e  from t h e  L e n i n i s t  norms of p a r t y  and  S t a t e  
l i f e .  H i s  crimes a n d  u n j u s t  d e e d s  a l s o  d i s t o r t e d  t h e  
i d e a  of Communism t o  s u c h  a n  e x t e n t  t h a t  o u r  p e o p l e  w i l l  
n e v e r  f o r g i v e  h im f o r  t h i s .  Our people w i l l  n o t  u n d e r -  
s t a n d  and  w i l l  n o t  a c c e p t  e v e n  a p a r t i a l  d e p a r t u r e  from 
t h e  d e c i s i o n s  o n  t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  c u l t ,  N o  o n e  w i l l  be 
ab le  t o  o b l i t e r a t e  t h e s e  d e c i s i o n s  from its c o n s c i o u s n e s s  
and  memory. Any a t t e m p t  t o  d o  so w i l l  l e a d  o n l y  t o  con-  
f u s i o n  and  d i s a r r a y  i n  t h e  b r o a d e s t  c i rc les .  We a r e  c o n -  
v i n c e d ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  t h a t  t h i s  would c a u s e  g r e a t  u n r e s t  
among t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  a n d  would  s e r i o u s l y  c o m p l i c a t e  
t h e  moods of o u r  y o u t h .  L i k e  t h e  w h o l e  of t h e  S o v i e t  
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p u b l i c  w e  are worried a b o u t  t h e  young people. No e x p l a n a -  
t i o n s  or a r t ic les  w i l l  make people b e l i e v e  i n  S t a l i n  a g a i n ;  
o n  t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  t h e y  w i l l  s i m p l y  create  d i s o r d e r  and  
a n g e r .  T o  u n d e r t a k e  a n y t h i n g  l i k e  t h i s  is d a n g e r o u s ,  t a k -  
i n g  i n t o  a c c o u n t  t h e  complex e c o n o m i c  and  p o l i t i c a l  s i t u a -  
t i o n  of o u r  c o u n t r y .  

We also see a n o t h e r  d a n g e r  as  e q u a l l y  s e r i o u s .  
The  q u e s t i o n  of S t a l i n ' s  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  c o n c e r n s  n o t  o n l y  
home, b u t  a lso i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s .  Any s t e p  towards 
h i s  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  w o u l d  u n d o u b t e d l y  pose a t h r e a t  of a 
new s p l i t  i n  t h e  r a n k s  of t h e  world Communist  movement, 
t h i s  t i m e  b e t w e e n  o u r s e l v e s  a n d  t h e  Communists  of t h e  West. 
T h e y  would assess t h i s  s tep  a s  a s u r r e n d e r  t o  t h e  C h i n e s e ,  
t o  w h i c h  t h e y  would  n e v e r  agree. T h i s  is a f a c t o r  of 
e x c e p t i o n a l  i m p o r t a n c e  which  w e  c a n n o t  write o f f .  I n  t h e  
t i m e  when w e  are t h r e a t e n e d ,  o n  t h e  o n e  hand,  b y  e v e r  more 
a c t i v e  h e r  i c a n  imperial  is ts a n d  West German r e v a n c  h i s  ts 
a n d ,  o n  t h e  o t h e r ,  b y  t h e  leaders of t h e  Communist P a r t y  
of C h i n a ,  i t  would  be e x t r e m e l y  u n w i s e  t o  r i s k  a r i f t  or 
e v e n  c o m p l i c a t i o n s  w i t h  t h e  f r a t e r n a l  p a r t i e s  i n  t h e  West. 

So as  n o t  t o  claim y o u r  a t t e n t i o n  fo r  too l o n g  w e  
l i m i t  o u r s e l v e s  t o  m e n t i o n i n g  o n l y  t h e  most s u b s t a n t i a l  
a r g u m e n t s  a g a i n s t  a n y  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of S t a l i n ,  first and  
foremost c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  d a n g e r  of t h e  two-way s p l i t .  We 
do n o t  e v e n  s p e a k  a b o u t  t h e  g rea t  c o m p l i c a t i o n s  w h i c h  a n y  
d e p a r t u r e  from t h e  d e c i s i o n s  of t h e  XX P a r t y  C o n g r e s s  
would b r i n g  upon t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o n t a c t s  of o u r  c u l -  
t u r a l  community--among other  t h i n g s  upon its s t r u g g l e  f o r  
peace and  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o o p e r a t i o n .  A l l  t h a t  h a s  b e e n  
a c h i e v e d  so f a r  would  be e n d a n g e r e d .  

We c o u l d  n o t  b u t  w r i t e  you a b o u t  o u r  t h o u g h t s .  I t  
is q u i t e  c l e a r  t h a t  a d e c i s i o n  of t h e  C e n t r a l  C o m m i t t e e  
of t h e  Communist P a r t y  of t h e  S o v i e t  Union  on t h i s  q u e s -  
t i o n  c a n n o t  be regarded a s  a r o u t i n e  o n e ,  t a k e n  i n  t h e  
g e n e r a l  c o u r s e  of work.  I n  e i ther  case i t  w i l l  h a v e  h i s -  
t o r i c  i m p o r t a n c e  for  t h e  d e s t i n i e s  of o u r  c o u n t r y .  We 
hope  t h a t  t h i s  w i l l  be t a k e n  i n t o  a c c o u n t .  
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APPENDIX B: TEXT OF SOVIET WRITERS' PETITION TO KREMLIN 
November 1966 

To t h e  Pres id ium of t h e  23d Congress  of t h e  S o v i e t  Communist 
P a r t y .  

To t h e  Presidium of t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  o f  t h e  Union of 
S o v i e t  Soc ia l i s t  Republ ics .  

To t h e  Pres id ium of t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  of t h e  Russ i an  

Comrades : 

S o v i e t  Fede ra t ed  Socia l i s t  Republ ic .  

W e ,  t h e  unders igned  g roup  of Moscow writers, re- 
ques t .  you t o  g r a n t  us permiss ion  t o  s t a n d  s u r e t y  for  t h e  
r e c e n t l y  s e n t e n c e d  writers Andrei  Sinyavsky and Yu l i  
Danie l .  We b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  would be an  a c t  of b o t h  
wisdom and humanity.  

Although w e  do  n d t  approve t h e  means by w h i c h  t h e s e  
writers pub l i shed  t h e i r  work abroad ,  w e  cannot  a c c e p t  t h e  
view t h a t  t h e i r  mo t ives  were i n  any way a n t i - S o v i e t ,  w h i c h  
a lone  cou ld  have j u s t i f i e d  t h e  s e v e r i t y  of t h e  s e n t e n c e .  
The p r o s e c u t i o n  f a i l e d  t o  prove t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of s u c h  a 
motive.  

A t  t h e  same t i m e ,  t h e  condemnation of wri ters  f o r  
t h e  w r i t i n g  of s a t i r i c a l  works creates an ex t remely  danger- 
ous preceden t  and t h r e a t e n s  to  ho ld  up t h e  p r o g r e s s  of 
S o v i e t  c u l t u r e .  N e i t h e r  l e a r n i n g  nor  a r t  can e x i s t  i f  
n e i t h e r  paradoxical  i d e a s  can  be expres sed  nor  hype rbo l i c  
images be used as an  a r t i s t i c  d e v i c e .  In  our complex 
s i t u a t i o n  today ,  w e  need more freedom for a r t i s t i c  exper i -  
ment and c e r t a i n l y  n o t  its condemnation. From t h i s  s t and-  
p o i n t ,  t h e  t r i a l  of Sinyavsky and Danie l  h a s  a l r e a d y  caused 
us more harm t h a n  d i d  any of t h e i r  mi s t akes  

Sinyavsky and Dan ie l  a r e  g i f t e d  men who shou ld  be 
g iven  t h e  chance t o  make u p  for t h e i r  l a c k  of p o l i t i c a l  
prudence and t a c t .  If t h e y  were released on ou r  s u r e t y  
and remained i n  touch  w i t h  S o v i e t  s o c i e t y ,  t h e y  w o u l d  soon 
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realize t h e i r  m i s t a k e s  and redeem t h e @  by t h e  a r t i s t i c  
and ideological v a l u e  of t h e  new l i t e r a r y  works  they  
would create. 

We beg you, therefore, to  release Andrei Sinyavasky 
and Y u l i  Danie l  on o u r  s u r e t y .  

T h i s  would be a n  act dictated by t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of 
our c o u n t r y ,  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of t h e  world and those of t h e  
world Communist movement. 

.,::. :..,. . ..._. .. ... .-. ... . 
. . . ... . . . . . .,.. . . . . . . , . . ..- . . . . . . . .. ._ . . . ...-... . 

... , .. . ... .. 
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APPENDIX C: TEXT OF A DECREE ISSUED BY VE PRESIDIUM OF 

SOVIET FEDERATED SOCIALIST REPUBLIC] ON 16 

PLEMENT TO THE PENAL CODE OF THE RSFSR",l6 
September 1966 

THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE RSFSR [RUSSIAN 

SEPTEMBER, ENTITLED "ON THE ENTRY OF A SUP- 

Chapter  I X  "Crimes Against  t h e  Adminis t ra t ive  
O r d e r "  i n  t h e  Pena l  Code of t h e  RSFSR is hereby supple-  
mented by Articles 190 [sub-sec t ion  11 ,  190 [ sub- sec t ion  
21, and 190 [sub-sec t ion  31 w h i c h  c o n t a i n  t h e  fo l lowing  
p r o v i s i o n s  : 

Spreading  s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  s l a n d e r -  
o u s  fabr ica t ions  which d i s c r e d i t  t h e  S o v i e t  system of 
government and soc ia l  o r d e r :  s y s t e m a t i c  d i s semina t ion ,  
i n  v e r b a l  form, of s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  s l ande rous  f a b r i c a t i o n s  
which d i s c r e d i t  t h e  S o v i e t  system of government and t h e  
S o v i e t  social  o r d e r ,  as w e l l  a s  p r e p a r a t i o n  of w r i t i n g s  
or p r i n t e d  p roduc t s  of t h e  same c o n t e n t  and t h e i r  d i s -  
s e m i n a t i o n ' i n  any form s h a l l  be punished w i t h  d e p r i v a t i o n  
of freedom up t o  3 y e a r s  or w i t h  c o r r e c t i v e  labor terms 
up t o  one y e a r  or w i t h  a f i n e  up t o  100 r u b l e s .  

Article 190--1 I 

Article 190--2. Defamation of t h e  coat of arms 
of t h e  s t a t e  or  of t h e  n a t i o n a l  f l a g :  defamation of t h e  
government coat of arms or t h e  f l a g  of t h e  USSR, t h e  
RSFSR, or any of t h e  o ther  Union Republ ics  s h a l l  be pun- 
i s h e d  by imprisonment of up t o  2 y e a r s ,  c o r r e c t i v e  l a b o r  
s e r v i c e  up t o  one y e a r ,  or a f i n e  of up t o  50 r u b l e s .  

Article 190--3. S t a g i n g  group a c t i o n s  w h i c h  v i o l a t e  
p u b l i c  o r d e r  or a c t i v e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  such  a c t i o n s :  
t h e  s t a g i n g  of group a c t i o n s  or a c t i v e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  
such  a c t i o n s ,  wh ich  v i o l a t e  p u b l i c  o r d e r  i n  a s e r i o u s  
manner or w h i c h  are accompanied by open f a i l u r e  t o  comply 
w i t h  t h e  l ega l  r e q u e s t s  of a g e n t s  [ r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s ]  of 
t h e  government, or w h i c h  i n t e r f e r e  w i t h  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  
of t h e  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  s y s  tern, of government and community 
[ s o c i a l ]  a g e n c i e s  or e n t e r p r i s e s ,  s h a l l  be punished w i t h  
imprisonment of up t o  3 y e a r s  o r  c o r r e c t i v e  l a b o r  s e r v i c e  
up t o  one year  or a f i n e  of u p  to  100 r u b l e s .  
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APPENDIX D: PETITION AGAINST EXTENSION OF ARTICLE 190 
Janua ry  1967 

Copkes t o  t h e  P o l i t i c a l  Bureau of t h e  CPSU; 

t o  t h e  Pres id ium of t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  U S S R ;  

t o  t h e  At torney  Genera l  of t h e  USSR. 

Comrade .Deputies:  

W e ,  a group of S o v i e t  c i t i z e n s ,  c o n s i d e r  i t  t o  
be o u r  d u t y  t o  express o u r  a t t i t u d e  toward t h e  16 September 
1966 Decree of t h e  Pres id ium of t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  of t h e  
RSFSR "On t h e  E n t r y  of a Supplement t o  t h e  Penal  Code of 
t h e  RSFSR."  

I n  o u r  o p i n i o n ,  t h e  a d d i t i o n s  t o  Articles 190--1 
and 190--3, of t h e  Pena l  Code of t h e  R S F S R ,  have no founda- 
t i o n  i n  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  r e a l i t y  of ou r  l and .  The passage 
of such  laws, a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  seems t o  u s  t o  be an u n j u s t i -  
f i e d  ac t  which c o n j u r e s  up  t h e  danger of f a l s e  j u d i c i a l  
ve rd ic tg ,  t h e  v i o l a t i o n  of s o c i a l i s t  j u s t i c e ,  and t h e  
c r e a t i o n  of a n  atmosphere of s u s p i c i o n s  and d e n u n c i a t i o n s .  
Article 190--1 f a c i l i t a t e s  s u b j e c t i v e  e v a l u a t i o n s  and 
a r b i t r a r y  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of s t a t e m e n t s  a s  s c i e n t i f i c  
s l a n d e r  a g a i n s t  t h e  S o v i e t  sys tem of government and s o c i a l  
o r d e r .  

We are  convinced t h a t  Article 190--1 and 190--3 
are  i n  c o n f l i c t  w i t h  t h e  L e n i n i s t  p r i n c i p l e s  of s o c i a l i s t  
democracy. If t h e  Plenum of t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  of  t h e  
R S F S R  should  conf i rm these Articles, t h e y  might become 
a n  obstacle on t h e  road  t o  t h e  implementat ion of the f r e e -  
doms guaranteed  %XI t h e  USSR c o n s t i t u t i o n .  

The s i g n e r s  i n c l u d e  t h e  fo l lowing:  Academician 
Asturov,  b io logis t s ;  academician Zeldovich,  p h y s i c i s t ;  
academician Knunyants, c h e m i s t ;  academician Leontovich,  
p h y s i c i s t ,  Lenin Prize winner;  academician Sakharov, phy- 
s i c i s t ;  academician Skazkin ,  h i s t o r i a n ;  academician Tamm, 
p h y s i c i s t ;  academician Enge lga rd t ,  b iochemis t ;  au thor  
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Kaverin; author Nekrasov; author Dombrovskiy; author 
Voynovich; composer Shostakovich;  movie d i r e c t o r  Romm. 

This  letter was a l s o  s i g n e d  by a group of o l d  
Bo l shev iks  and o t h e r s ,  g i v i n g  u s  a t o t a l  of 21 s i g n a -  
t u r e s ,  some of t h e  s i g n a t u r e s  be ing  i l l e g i b l e .  The 
document was r e c e i v e d  by t h e  Supreme S o v i e t  between 1 
and 10  January 1967. 

....... . -. ......... ~ . ......... . . .- . - . .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , .. ... _. . . ...... ... . . . . ... .. . . . . . . 
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APPENDIX E: TEXT OF SOLZHENITSYN LETTER PROTESTING 
CENSORSHIP, May 16, 1967 

To t h e  presidium.*and t h e  d e l e g a t e s  of'  t h e  c o n g r e s s ,  
t o  members of t h e  Union of S o v i e t  Writers, t o  t h e  ed i tors  
of  l i t e r a r y  newspapers  and magazines: 

I .  

The o p p r e s s i o n ,  no longer  tolerable, t h a t  ou r  
l i t e r a t u r e  h a s  been endur ing  f r o m  c e n s o r s h i p  fo r  decades  
and t h a t  t h e  Union of Writers cannot  accept any f u r t h e r .  

[ S o v i e t  c e n s o r s h i p  agency] ,  n o t  provided fo r  by t h e  Con- 
s t i t u t i o n  and therefore i l l e g a l  and nowhere p u b l i c l y  
l a b e l e d  a s  s u c h ,  is imposing a yoke on our  l i t e r a t u r e  and 
g i v e s  p e o p l e  who  are unversed i n  l i t e r a t u r e  a r b i t r a r y  con- 
t r o l  ove r  writers. 

T h i s  c e n s o r s h i p  under t h e  obscur ing  l a b e l  of G l a v l i t  

A s u r v i v a l  of t h e  Middle Ages, c e n s o r s h i p  manages 
i n  Methuse lah- l ike  f a s h i o n  t o  d r a g  o u t  its e x i s t e n c e  a l -  
mostto t h e  2 1 s t  c e n t u r y .  Of f l e e t i n g  s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  i t  
a t t empt s  t o  a p p r o p r i a t e  u n t o  i t s e l f  t h e  ro le  of u n f l e e t -  
i n g  t i m e  of s e p a r a t i n g  t h e  good books from t h e  bad. 

Our wri t e r s  a r e  n o t  supposed t o  have t h e  r i g h t ,  
t h e y  a r e  n o t  endowed w i t h  t h e  r i g h t ,  t o  express t h e i r  
a n t i c i p a t o r y  judgments  abou t  t h e  moral l i f e  of man and 
s o c i e t y ,  or t o  e x p l a i n  i n  t h e i r  own way t h e  s o c i a l  problems' 
or t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  e x p e r i e n c e  t h a t  has  been so deep ly  f e l t  
i n  o u r  coun t ry .  

Works t h a t  m i g h t  have expressed  t h e  mature  th ink -  
i n g  of  t h e  peop le ,  t h a t  m i g h t  have t i m e l y  and s a l u t a r y  
i n f l u e n c e  on  t h e  realm of t h e  s p i r i t  or on t h e  develop- 
ment of a soc i a l  consc ience  a r e  p r o h i b i t e d  or d i s t o r t e d  
by c e n s o r s h i p  on t h e  b a s i s  of c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  
p e t t y ,  ego t i s t i c  and, from t h e  n a t i o n a l  p o i n t  of v i e w ,  
s h o r t s i g h t e d  . 
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Outs tanding  manuscr ip ts  by young a u t h o r s ,  a s  y e t  
e n t i r e l y  unknown, are nowadays r e j e c t e d  by e d i t o r s  s o l e l y  
on t h e  ground t h a t  t h e y  " w i l l  n o t  pass." 

Many union members and even d e l e g a t e s  a t  t h i s  con- 
gress know how t h e y  themselves  bowed t o  t h e  p r e s s u r e  of 
c e n s o r s h i p  and made concess ions  i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  and con- 
c e p t  of t h e i r  books, changing  chapters ,  pages,  paragraphs ,  
s e n t e n c e s ,  g i v i n g  t h e m  innocuous t i t l e s ,  o n l y  t o  see them 
f i n a l l y  i n  p r i n t ,  even i f  it meant d i s t o r t i n g t h e m  irremedi- 
a b l y .  

We have o n e . d e c i s i v e  factor here, t h e  d e a t h '  of 
a t roublesome writer, after which ,  sooner  or l a t e r ,  he 
is r e t u r n e d  t0 u s ,  w i t h  a n  a n n o t a t i o n  "exp la in ing  h i s  
errors." For a long  t i m e ,  t h e  name of Pas t e rnak  cou ld  
n o t  be pronounced o u t  l oud ,  b u t  t h e n  h e  d i e d ,  and h i s  
books appeared and h i s  v e r s e a r e  even quoted a t  ceremonies .  

Pushkin ' s  words are r e a l l y  coming t r u e :  "They a r e  
capable  of l o v i n g  o n l y  t h e  dead." 

But t a r d y  p u b l i c a t i o n  of books and "au tho r i za t ion"  
of names do n o t  make up  f o r  e i t h e r  t h e  soc i a l  or  t h e  
a r t i s t i c  losses s u f f e r e d  by o u r  people from these monstrous 
d e l a y s ,  from t h e  oppres s ion  of a r t i s t i c  consc ience .  ( I n  
f a c t  there w e r e  writers i n  t h e  1920s, P i lnyak ,  Platonov 
and Mandelshtam, who c a l l e d  a t t e n t i o n  a t  a ve ry  e a r l y  
s t a g e  t o  t h e  beginnings  of t h e  c u l t  and t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  
t r a i t s  of S t a l i n ' s  charac te r ;  however, t h e y  were d e s t r o y e d  
and s i l e n c e d  i n s t e a d  of be ing  l i s t e n e d  to . )  

L i t e r a t u r e  cannot  deve lop  between t h e  categories  
"permit ted" and "not  permitted"--"this you can and t h i s  
you c a n ' t . "  L i t e r a t u r e  t h a t  is n o t  t h e  a i r  of its con- 
temporary s o c i e t y ,  t h a t  dares  not pass  on t o  s o c i e t y  its 
p a i n s  and fears ;  t h a t  does n o t  warn i n  time a g a i n s t  t h e  
t h r e a t e n i n g  moral and soc ia l  d a n g e r s ,  such  l i t e r a t u r e  does 
n o t  dese rve  t h e  name of l i t e r a t u r e ;  i t  is o n l y  a facade. 
S u c h  l i t e r a t u r e  loses t h e  conf idence  of its own peop le ,  
and i t s p u b l i s h e d  w o r k s  a r e  used  a s  waste paper  i n s t e a d  
of be ing  r e a d .  
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Our l i t e r a t u r e  h a s  l o s t  t h e  l e a d i n g  role it played 
a t  t h e  end of t h e  l a s t  c e n t u r y  and t h e  beginning of t h e  
p r e s e n t ,  and t h e  b r i l l a n c e  of expe r imen ta t ion  t h a t  d i s t i n -  
gu ished  i t  i n  t h e  1920s. To t h e  e n t i r e  world t h e  l i t e r a r y  
l i f e  of o u r  c o u n t r y  now appea r s  as  something i n f i n i t e l y  
poorer ,  f l a t t e r  and lower t h a n  i t  a c t u a l l y  is, t h e n  i t  
would appear  i f  i t  were n o t  r e s t r i c t e d ,  hemmed i n .  

The l o s e r s '  are both o u r  c o u n t r y ,  i n  world p u b l i c  
o p i n i o n ,  and w o r l d  l i t e r a t u r e  i t se l f .  If t h e  wor ld  had 
access t o  a l l  t h e  u n i n h i b i t e d  f r u i t s  of our  l i t e r a t u r e ,  
i f  i t  were e n r i c h e d  by o u r  own s p i r i t u a l  expe r i ence ,  t h e  
whole a r t i s t ic  e v o l u t i o n  af t h e  world would move a long  
i n  a d i f f e r e h t w a y ,  a c q u i r i n g  a new s t a b i l i t y  and a t t a i n -  
i n g  even a new a r t i s t i c  t h r e s h o l d .  

would demand and i n s u r e  t h e  a b o l i t i o n  of a l l  c e n s o r s h i p ,  
o v e r t  or h idden ,  of a l l ' f i c t i o n a l  w r i t i n g  and release 

I propose t h a t  t h e  c o n g r e s s  adopt  a r e s o l u t i o n  t h a t  

p u b l i s h i n g  
z a t i o n  f o r  

11. 

The 

houses from tb o b l i g a t i o n  of - o b t a i n i n g  a u t h o r i -  
t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of eve ry  p r i n t e d  page. 

d u t i e s  of t h e  union toward its members: 

These d u t i e s  are n o t  c l e a r l y  formula ted  i n  t h e  
s t a t u t e s  of t h e  Union of S o v i e t .  Writers (under  "Protec- 
t i o n  of copyr igh t "  and "Measures for  t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  of 
other  r i g h t s  of writers"), and it is s a d  t o  f i n d  t h a t  
f o r  a t h i r d  of a c e n t u r y  t h e  union has  defended n e i t h e r  
t h e  "o the r  r i g h t s  nor  even t h e  copyr igh t  of persecuted  
wri ters  . 

Many wri ters  were s u b j e c t e d  du r ing  t h e i r  l i f e t i m e  
t o  abuse and s l a n d e r  i n  t h e  p r e s s  and from ros t rums w i t h -  
o u t  be ing  g iven  t h e  p h y s i c a l  p o s s i b i l i t y  of r e p l y i n g .  More- 
over  they  have been exposed t o  v i o l e n c e  and personal  per- 
s e c u t i o n  (Bulgakov, Akhmatova, Tsvetayeva,  P a s t e r n a k ,  
Zoshchenko, P l a t o n o v ,  Aleksandr G r i n ,  Vas i ly  Grossman). 
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The Union of Writers n o t  o n l y  d i d  n o t  make a v a i l -  
able its own p u b l i c a t i o n s  for  r e p l y  and j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  
n o t  o n l y  d i d  n o t  come o u t  i n  de fense  of t h e s e  writers, 
b u t  through its l e a d e r s h i p  was always first among t h e  
p e r s e c u t o r s .  

found themselves  on lists of those excluded from t h e  
union or n o t  even admi t ted  to  t h e  union i n  t h e  first 
p l a c e .  

t h e i r . d i s t r e s s  t h o s e  for w h o m  p e r s e c u t i o n  ended i n  e x i l e ,  
camps and d e a t h  (Pavel ,  Vas i lyev ,  Mandelshtam, A r t e m  Vesely,  
P i l n y a k ,  Babel ,  Tabidze,  Zapolotsky and o t h e r s ) .  

The list must b e  c u t  off a t  "and o t h e r s . "  W e  l e a r n e d  
a f t e r  t h e  20th c o n g r e s s  of t h e  p a r t y  [on d e - S t a l i n i z a t i o n  
i n  19561 t h a t  there were more than  600 writers whom t h e  
union had o b e d i e n t l y  handed over  t o  t h e i r  f a t e  i n  p r i s o n s  
and camps. 

Names t h a t  adorned o u r  p o e t r y  of t h e  2 0 t h  cen tu ry  

The l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  union cowardly abandoned t o  

However, t h e  r o l l  is even longer, and its cu r l ed -  
up end cannot  be r ead  and w i l l  never  be read by ou r  eyes .  
I t  c o n t a i n s  t h e  names of young p r o s e  writers and p o e t s  
whom w e  may have known o n l y  a c c i d e n t a l l y  t h r o u g h  personal  
meet ings,  whose t a l e n t s  were crushed  i n  camps before be ing  
able t o  blossom, whose w r i t i n g s  never  got f u r t h e r  t han  
t h e  off ices  of t h e  s t a t e  s e c u r i t y  s e r v i c e  i n  t h e  days of 
Yagoda, Yezhov, B e r i a  and Abakumov [heads of t h e  secret 
p o l i c e  under S t a l i n ] .  

There is no h i s t o r i c a l  n e c e s s i t y  for  t h e  newly 
e l e c t e d  l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  union t o  s h a r e  w i t h  preceding 
l e a d e r s h i p s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  fo r  t h e  p a s t .  

I propose t h a t  paragraph  22 of t h e  union s t a t u t e s  
c l e a r l y  formulate  a l l  t h e  g u a r a n t e e s  for  t h e  defense  of 
union members who are s u b j e c t e d  t o  s l a n d e r  and u n j u s t  
p e r s e c u t i o n s  so t h a t  p a s t  i l l e g a l i t i e s  w i l l  n o t  be r e p e a t e d .  
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If t h e  c o n g r e s s  w i l l  n o t  remain i n d i f f e r e n t  t o  w h a t  
I have s a i d ,  I a l so  a s k  t h a t  i t  c o n s i d e r  t h e  i n t e r d i c t i o n s  
and p e r s e c u t i o n s  t o  which I myself  have been s u b j e c t e d .  

1. My nove l  " I n  t h e  F i r s t  C i r c l e "  was taken away 
from m e  by t h e  s t a t e  s e c u r i t y  people ,  and t h i s  h a s  pre- 
vented i t  from b e i n g  submi t t ed  t o  p u b l i s h e r s .  I n s t e a d ,  
i n  my l ifetime, a g a i n s t  my w i l l  and even wi thout  my know- 
l edge ,  t h i s  novel  has  been "published" i n  an unna tu ra l  
"closed" e d i t i o n  fo r  r e a d i n g  by a selected u n i d e n t i f i e d  
circle.  My novel  has become a v a i l a b l e  to  l i t e r a r y  o f f i -  
c i a l s ,  b u t  is b e i n g  concea led  from m o s t  writers. I have 
been unable  t o  i n s u r e  open 'd i scuss ion  of t h e  novel w i t h i n  
writers a s s o c i a t i o n s  and t o  p reven t  misuse  and p l a g i a r i s m .  

2. Together  w i t h  t h e  n o v e l ,  my l i t e r a r y  a r c h i v e s  
d a t i n g  back 15 and 20 y e a r s ,  t h i n g s  t h a t  were no t  in tended  
f o r  p u b l i c a t i o n ,  were t a k e n  away from m e .  Now t enden t ious  
excerpts f r o m  these f i l e s  have a l s o  been c o v e r t l y  "pub- 
l i shed"  and a r e  b e i n g  c i r c u l a t e d  w i t h i n  t h e  same circles.  
The p l a y  "Feast  of t h e  Victors, ' '  which  I w r o t e  down from 
memory i n  camp, where I f i g u r e d  under f o u r  s e r i a l  numbers 
( a t  a t i m e  when, condemned t o  d i e  by s t a r v a t i o n ,  w e  were 
f o r g o t t e n  by s o c i e t y  and no one o u t s i d e  t h e  camps came 
o u t  a g a i n s t  r e p r e s s i o n s ) ,  t h i s  p l a y ,  now l e f t  f a r  behind,  
is be ing  a s c r i b e d  t o  m e  a s  my ve ry  l a t e s t  work. 

3. For three y e a r s  now a n  i r r e s p o n s i b l e  campaign 
of s l a n d e r  is be ing  conducted a g a i n s t  m e ,  who fought  a l l  
through t h e  war a s  a b a t t e r y  commander and rece ived  m i l i -  
t a r y  d e c o r a t i o n s .  I t  is b e i n g  s a i d  t h a t  I served  t i m e  
as  a c r i m i n a l ,  or s u r r e n d e r e d  to  t h e  enemy, ( I  was never  
a p r i s o n e r  of w a r ) ,  t h a t  I "betrayed" my count ry ,  "served 
t h e  Germans". Tha t  is t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  now being p u t  
on t h e  11 y e a r s  I s p e n t  i n  camps and exi le  f o r  having 
c r i t i c ized  S t a l i n .  T h i s  s l a n d e r  is be ing  sp read  i n  secret  
i n s t r u c t i o n s  and meet ings  by  people  hold ing  o f f i c i a l  posi-  
t i o n s .  I v a i n l y  t r ied t o  s t o p  t h e  s l a n d e r  by appea l ing  
t o  t h e  board of t h e  Writers Union of t h e  R .S .F .R .  [Russian 
R e p u b l i c ] ,  and t o  t h e  p r e s s .  The board d i d  no t  even 
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react ,  a n d  n o t  a s i n g l e  paper p r i n t e d  d y  r e p l y  t o  t h e  
s l a n d e r e r s .  On t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  s l a n d e r  a g a i n s t  m e  from 
r o s t r u m s  h a s  i n t e n s i f i e d  a n d  become mor?e v i c i o u s  w i t h i n  
t h e  l a s t  y e a r ,  m a k i n g  u s e  of d i s t o r t e d  mater ia l  fr'om my 
c o n f i s c a t e d  f i l e s ,  a n d  I h a v e  n o  way of r e p l y i n g .  

4 .  My s t o r y  "The C a n c e r  Ward," t h e  first p a r t  of 
w h i c h  was a p p r o v e d  for p u b l i c a t i o n  b y  t h e  p r o s e  depart-  
ment  of t h e  Moscow writers o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  c a n n o t  be pub- 
l i s h e d  e i t h e r  b y  c h a p t e r s ,  rejected b y  f i v e  m a g a z i n e s ,  
or i n  its e n t i r e t y ,  r e j e c t e d  b y  Novy M i r ,  Zvezda  a n d  
Prostor [ l i t e r a r y  j o u r n a l s ] .  

a c c e p t e d  i n  1962 b y  t h e  T h e a t e r  S o v r e m e n n i k  [ i n  Moscow], 
h a s  t h u s  fa r  n o t  r e c e i v e d  p e r m i s s i o n  t o  be p e r f o r m e d .  

5 .  The p l a y  "The R e i n d e e r  a n d  t h e  L i t t l e  H u t , "  

6 .  The s c r e e n  p l a y ,  "The T a n k s  Know t h e  T r u t h , "  
t h e  s t age  p l a y  "The L i g h t  T h a t  Is i n  You," s h o r t  s tories,  
"The R i g h t  Hand,"  t h e  series "Small B i t s , "  c a n n o t  f i n d  
e i ther  a p r o d u c e r  or a p u b l i s h e r .  

7 .  My stories p u b l i s h e d  i n  Novy M i r  h a v e  n e v e r  
b e e n  r e p r i n t e d  i n  book form, h a v i n g . b e e n  rejected e v e r y -  
where--by t h e  Soviet  Writer P u b l i s h e r s ,  t h e  S t a t e  L i t e r a -  
t u r e  P u b l i s h i n g  H o u s e ,  t h e  Ogonyok L i b r a r y .  They t h u s  
r e m a i n  i n a c c e s s i b l e  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  r e a d i n g  p u b l i c .  

- 

8 .  I h a v e  a l s o  b e e n  p r e v e n t e d  from h a v i n g  a n y  
o t h e r  c o n t a c t s  w i t h  readers, p u b l i c  r e a d i n g s  of my works  
- - i n  November,  1966, 9 o u t  of 11 s c h e d u l e d  m e e t i n g s  were 
c a n c e l e d  a t  t h e  l a s t  moment--or r e a d i n g s  o v e r  t h e  r a d i o .  
Even t h e  s i m p l e  ac t  of g i v i n g  a m a n u s c r i p t  away f o r  "read- 
i n g  and  c o p y i n g "  h a s  now become a c r i m i n a l  a c t ,  and  t h e  
a n c i e n t  R u s s i a n  scribes were p e r m i t t e d  t o  do.  

My work h a s  t h u s  b e e n  f i n a l l y  s m o t h e r e d ,  g a g g e d  
and  s l a n d e r e d .  

I n  v i e w  of s u c h  a gross  i n f r i n g e m e n t  on  my copy-  
r i g h t  and  "other"  r i g h t s ,  w i l l  t h e  f o u r t h  c o n g r e s s  d e f e n d  
m e ,  y e s  o r  no? I t  seems t o  m e  t h a t  t h e  c h o i c e  is a l s o  
n o t  w i t h o u t  i m p o r t a n c e  f o r  t h e  l i t e r a r y  f u t u r e  o f  s e v e r a l  
d e l e g a t e s .  
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I a m ,  of c o u r s e ,  c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  I w i l l  f u l f i l l  
my d u t y  as a writer under a l l  c i r cums tances ,  from t h e  
g rave  even  more s u c c e s s f u l l y  and more unchal lenged than  
i n  my l i f e t i m e .  No one  can  bar t h e  road t o  t h e  t r u t h ,  
and t o  advance its c a u s e  I an  p repa red  to a c c e p t  even 
death.  But ,  maybe, many l e s s o n s  w i l l  f i n a l l y  teach u s  
n o t  to  s top  t h e  writer's pen d u r i n g  h i s  lifetime. A t  no 
t i m e  has  t h i s  ennobled our h i s t o r y .  

A. I. S o l z h e n i t s y n  
May 16 ,  1967. 
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APPENDIX F: TEXT OF VOZNESENSKIY LETTER,TO PRAVDA, 
22 J u n e  1966 

For  n e a r l y  a week now I have been l i v i n g  i n  an  atmos- 
phe re  of b lackmai l ,  con fus ion  and provoca t ion .  

. 1 . .., -. 
.*.. ..... -.._. 
I .. ._. . , ..l... . . . . . . . ....._. 
.c -  : :: : . ../-..: 
- .... . . .,. .\' 

On June  16 I r e c e i v e d  an o f f i c i a l  n o t i f i c a t i o n  from 
t h e  Union of Writers t h a t  my t r i p  t o  New York t o  give a 
r ead ing  a t  t h e  A r t s  F e s t i v a l  there June  21  ( t h i s  was t h e  
only  p o e t r y  r e a d i n g  a t  t h e  f e s t i v a l  and i t  had been a l l o t t e d  
t o  a S o v i e t  p o e t )  was " inadvisable ."  

I warned t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  Union of Writers of 
t h e  consequences of c a n c e l l a t i o n :  t h e  evening had been 
a d v e r t i s e d  f o r  s i x  months ahead, p o s t e r s  had been p u t  up 
and t i c k e t s  s o l d ,  and it 9ou ld  have been t o o  l a t e  t o  a r r a n g e  
a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  program. Desp i t e  my c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  t h e  
un ion ' s  d e c i s i o n  w a s  ex t remely  unwise, I immediately, a f t e r  
t a l k i n g  w i t h  them, s e n t  a c a b l e  t o  t h e  United S t a t e s  s a y i n g  
I cou ld  n o t  come. 

B u t  what does  a p o e t r y  evening mat te r?  T h a t ' s  no t  
t h e  main p o i n t .  L e t ' s  a l s o  f o r g e t  t h a t  a t  first ( u n t i l  
June  16) everybody was i n  f a v o r  of i t ,  but  t h a t  t hen  they  
suddenly  changed h h e i r  minds. What is i n t o l e r a b l e  is t h e  
l y i n g  and t o t a l  l a c k  of s c r u p l e s  t h a t  went w i t h  a l l  t h i s .  

Here I have been working, t a k i n g  p a r t  i n  f u n c t i o n s  
organized  by t h e  Union of Writers, going t o  t h e  t h e a t e r ,  
r e c e i v i n g  f o r e i g n  writers a t  t h e  r e q u e s t  of t h e  Novosti  
agency, on ly  t o  l e a r n  t h a t  f o r  three days now t h e  Union 
of Writers has  been t e l l i n g  j o u r n a l i s t s  t h a t  I am s e r i o u s l y  
ill. Of c o u r s e ,  t h e  l e a d e r s  o f , t h e  Union of Writers must 
know what t h e y  a r e  t a l k i n g  about ,  bu t  why haven ' t  t h e y  a t  
l e a s t  informed m e  t h a t  I am s i c k ?  I t ' s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  imag- 

. i n e  anyth ing  more i d i o t i c .  I t ' s  an i n s u l t  t o  e lementary 
human d i g n i t y .  

I am a S o v i e t  writer,  a human being made of f l e s h  
and blood,  no t  a puppet  t o  be p u l l e d  on s t r i n g .  

Why is i t  t h a t  I suddenly have t o  l e a r n  from for- 
e i g n  b roadcas t s  t h a t  " t h e  government of t h e  U.S.S.R. has  
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a l lowed Voznesenskiy t o  go  t o  t h e  f e s t i v a l .  The ban has  
been l i f t e d  and he  has  received h i s  v i s a s .  I t  now is only 
a m a t t e r  of h i s  g e t t i n g  a ticket . . . I1 

B u t  a t  t h i s  v e r y  same moment t h e  union t e l l s  m e :  
"Youn,; t r i p  is off. I n  r e p l y  t o  q u e s t i o n s  w e  a r e  s a y i n g  
you a r e  ill." I n  o t h e r  words t h e y  t e l l  one l i e . t o  m e  and 
a n o t h e r  t o  t h e  world a t  l a r g e .  What s o r t  of p o s i t i o n  does 
t h a t  p u t  m e  in?  What am I supposed t o  t e l l  people? Why, 
d u r i n g  a l l  t h i s ,  has  nobody i n  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  Union 
of Writers bo the red  t o  c a l l  m e  and e x p l a i n  what was going  
on, o r  a t  l e a s t ,  t e l l  m e  what t h e  o f f i c i a l  r easons  f o r  my 
non-departure  were? Why do t h e y  p u l l  t h e  wool over  eve ry -  
body's  eyes by s a y i n g  ( v a r i o u s l y )  t h a t  I ' m  ill, t h a t  I ' v e  
l e f t  i t  t o o  l a t e  t o  g e t  a t icket ,  o r  (now t h a t  everybody 
knows t h a t  i t 's t o o  l a t e  f o r  m e  t o  g e t  t o  t h e  p o e t r y  r ead ing)  
t h a t  I a m  j u s t  about  t o  l eave?  Why compromise a S o v i e t  poet  
i n  t h e  e y e s  of thousands  of l o v e r s  of S o v i e t  poe t ry?  Why 
lead people  t o  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  r e a d i n g  might t a k e  p l a c e  
after a l l ?  Why i n v o l v e  t h e  o r g a n i z e r s  of t h e  evening  i n  
f u r t h e r  expense? And why, i n  g e n e r a l ,  create a l l  t h i s  f u s s  
about  my t r i p  a t  such  a c r u c i a l  t i m e  a s  t h i s  i n  world 
a f f a i r s !  

I t  is n o t  a q u e s t i o n  of m e  p e r s o n a l l y ,  b u t  of t h e  
f a t e  of S o v i e t  l i t e r a t u r e ,  its honor and prest ige i n  t h e  
o u t s i d e  world.  How much longe r  w i l l  w e  go on dragging  
o u r s e l v e s  through t h e  mud? How much l o n g e r  w i l l  t h e  Uiiion 
of Writers go  on u s i n g  methods l i k e  these? 

C l e a r l y  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  of t h e  union does not  regard  
writers a s  human be ings .  T h i s  l y i n g ,  p r e v a r i c a t i o n  and 
knocking p e o p l e ' s  heads t o g e t h e r ,  is s t a n d a r d  p r a c t i c e .  
T h i s  is what t h e y  do t o  many of my comrades. Let ters  t o  u s  
o f t e n  do no t  r e a c h  u s ,  and sometimes replies a r e  s e n t  i n  o u r  
name. What boors ,  what chameleons t h e y  are! W e  are s u r -  
rounded by l ies ,  l i e s ,  l ies ,  bad manners and l ies.  

I am ashamed t o  be a m e m b e r  of t h e  same union a s  
these people .  

That  is why I am w r i t i n g  t o  your newspaper, w h i c h  is 
c a l l e d  (Pravda)  . 
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APPENDIX G: EXCERPTS FROM LITVINOV LETTER TO VARIOUS 
PPPPERS 

I r e g a r d  it a s  my du ty  t o  make p u b l i c  t h e  fo l lowing :  

On September 26, 1967, I was summoned by t h e  Commit- 
tee of S t a t e  S e c u r i t y  (K.G.B.) t o  appear  b e f o r e  Gostev, an  
o f f i c i a l  of t h e  K.G.B. Another o f f i c e r  of t h e  K.G.B., who 
d i d  n o t  g i v e  h i s  name, w a s  p r e s e n t  dur ing  our  c o n v e r s a t i o n .  

and as f u l l y  a s  I c o u l d  remember. I vouch f o r  t h e  accuracy  
of t h e  s u b s t a n c e  of what  was s a i d  between t h e  r e p r e s e n t a -  
t i v e  of t h e  K.G.B. and m e .  

A f t e r  t h i s  t a l k  w a s  over ,  I wrote  i t  down immediately 

Gostev: Pave1 Mikhai lovich,  $we] have'hnowleilge $ h a t  you 
t o g e t h e r  w i t h  a group of okher people  i n t e n d  t o  reproduce  
and d i s t r i b u t e  t h e  minutes  of t h e  r e c e n t  c r i m i n a l  t r i a l  of 
Bukovsky and o t h e r s .  We warn you t h a t  i f  you do t h a t ,  you 
w i l l  be h e l d  c r i m i n a l l y  r e s p o n s i b l e .  

I: I r r e s p e c t i v e  of my i n t e n t i o n s ,  I cannot  under- 
s t a n d  what t h e  c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  such an a c t i o n  
might be. 

Gostev: The c o u r t  w i l l  dec ide  t h a t ,  and w e  w i s h  
only t o  warn you t h a t  i f  such  a r e c o r d  shou ld  be s p r e a d  
through Moscow o r  o t h e r  c i t i e s  o r  appears  abroad,  you w i l l  
be he ld  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h i s .  

I: I know t h e  laws w e l l  and I cannot  imagine what 
p a r t i c u l a r  law would be t r a n s g r e s s e d  by t h e  composi t ion of 
s u c h  a document. 

Gostev: T h e r e  is such  an  a r t i c l e ,  190-1. Take t h e  
c r i m i n a l  code and r e a d  it. 

I: I know t h i s  a r t i c l e  v e r y  w e l l  and can  reci te  i t  
from memory. I t  d e a l s  w i t h  s l a n d e r o u s  f a b r i c a t i o n s  which  
would d i scred i t  t h e  S o v i e t  s o c i a l  s y s t e m  and regime. What 

-123- 



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

:.:.:,: ..: :: .. ... .... ...* ,::p.: e.:': 
>+,?pl>: 
,::;q:: ... .., ...... ........... .... 

. . . .  

SE RET. A 
k i n d  of s l a n d e r  cou ld  t h e r e  be i n  r eco rd ing  t h e  hea r ing  
of a case b e f o r e  a S o v i e t  c o u r t ?  

G o s t e v ;  Well, your n o t e s  w i l l  be a b i a s e d  d i s t o r t i o n  
of f a c t s  and a s l a n d e r  of  t h e  c o u r t ' s  a c t i o n s ,  and t h a t  
would be proved .by  t h e  agency competent t o  handle  such  
cases. 

I: How can you p o s s i b l y  know t h i s ?  I n s t e a d  of 
s t a r t i n g  a new case, you .your se l f  shou ld  p u b l i s h  t h e  
r e c o r d  of t h i s  c r i m i n a l  t r i a l  and i n  t h i s  way k i l l  t h e  
rnmors c i r c u l a t i n g  i n  Moscow. 

G o s t e v :  And why do w e  need t o  p u b l i s h  it? I t  is 
an o r d i n a r y  c r i m i n a l  case of d i s t u r b a n c e  of t h e  peace.  

I: I f  so,  i t  is a l l  t h e  more impor tan t  t o  g i v e  
in fo rma t ion  about  i t ,  t o  le t  a l l  t h e  people  see t h a t  i t  
is r e a l l y  an o r d i n a r y  c a s e .  

Gostev: Vechernyaya Moskva (a Moscow newspaper) 
of September 4, 1967, g i v e s  n e  in fo rma t ion  about t h e  
case. A l l  t h a t  has t o  be known about t h a t  t r i a l  is i n  there. 

I: I n  t h e  first p l a c e ,  t h e r e  is t o o  l i t t l e  informa- 
t i o n :  The r e a d e r  who had heard noth ing  p r e v i o u s l y  about  
t h i s  case simply would not  unders tand  what i t  is a l l  about .  
I n  t h e  second p l a c e ,  i t  is f a l s e  and s l ande rous .  Rather ,  
t h e  e d i t o r  of V e c h e r n m  Moskva or t h e  person  who gave s u c h  
in fo rma t ion  shou ld  be charged wi th  s l a n d e r .  

Gostev: Pave1 Mikhai lovich,  t h e  news r e p o r t  is 
a b s o l u t e l y  correct. R e m e m b e r  t h a t .  

I: I t  s a y s  there t h a t  Bukovsky pleaded g u i l t y .  Y e t  
I who was i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h i s  c a s e ,  know p e r f e c t l y  w e l l  t h a t  
h e  d i d  not  p l ead  g u i l t y .  

Gostev: What does i t  m a t t e r  w h e t h e r  he pleaded 
g u i l t y  o r  not?  The c o u r t  found h i m  g u i l t y .  Consequent ly ,  
he  is g u i l t y .  
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I am n o t  t a l k i n g  now about  t h e  c o u r t ’ s  d e c i s i o n ;  nor  
d i d  t h e  newspaper have i t  i n  mind. And confes s ion  of g u i l t  
by t h e  defendant  r e p r e s e n t s  a completely independent j u d i -  
c i a l  concept .  I n  g e n e r a l ,  i t  would be a good idea  t o  t e l l  
more about  Bukovsky; f o r  example, how h e  was a r r e s t e d  w h i l e  
r e c i t i n g  p o e t r y  on Mayakovsky Square,  brought t o  t h e  p o l i c e  
s t a t i o n  and bea ten  up. 

Gostev: Th i s  is no t  t r u e .  I t  c o u l d  no t  be. 

I: H i s  mother s a i d  so.  

Gostev: 

I ;  She d i d  no t  t e l l  it t o  me--1 do not  know her-- 

Who $ares what s h e  s a i d ?  

b u t  t o  t h e  c o u r t ,  and nobody i n t e r r u p t e d  her  o r  accused h e r  
of s l a n d e r .  

Gostev: She shou id  r a t h e r  have t o l d  you how s h e  
was summoned and warned about  t h e  conduct of h e r  son .  We 
can  summon your p a r e n t s ,  t o o .  And i n  g e n e r a l ,  Pave1 
Mikhai lovich,  have i n  mind: Vechernyaya Moskva has  
p r i n t e d  a l l  t h a t  t he  S o v i e t  people  should  know about  t h i s  
c a s e  and t h i s  i n fo rma t ion  is completely t r u e  and w e  warn 
you t h a t  i f  no t  on ly  you, bu t  your f r i e n d s  o r  anybody 
makes t h i s  record, you s p e c i f i c u l l y  w i l l  be h e l d  r e s p o n s i b l e  
f o r  it. You unde r s t and  v e r y  w e l l  t h a t  such  a r e c o r d  can  be 
used  by our  i d e o l o g i c a l  enemies,  e s p e c i a l l y  on t h e  e v e  of 
t h e  50 th  a n n i v e r s a r y  of S o v i e t  power. 

I: But I do no t  know of any law t h a t  would p r o h i b i t  
t h e  d i s s e m i n a t i o n  of a non-secret  document only because i t  
might be misused by somebody. Much c r i t i c a l  m a t e r i a l  from 
S o v i e t  newspapers m i g h t  a l s o  be misused  by somebody. 

i n g  about .  W e  are only  warning you, and t h e  c o u r t  w i l l  
prove t h e  g u i l t .  

Gostev: I t  shou ld  be c lear  t o  you what w e  a r e  t a l k -  

I: I t  w i l l  prove i t ,  I have no doubt. The trial 
of Bukovsky makes t h a t  c l e a r .  And how about my f r i e n d  
Aleksandr Ginzburg? Is he  imprisoned f o r  t h e  same k ind  of 
a c t i o n s  t h a t  you a r e  warning m e  about? 
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Gostev: Well, you w i l l  l e a r n  what he  d i d  when he  
is p u t  on t r i a l .  H e  w i l l  be a c q u i t t e d  i f  he  is innocent .  
Could you p o s s i b l y  t h i n k  t h a t  now, i n  t h e  50 th  yea r  of 
S o v i e t  power, a S o v i e t  c o u r t  would make a wrong dec i s ion?  

I: Then why was Bukovsky's t r i a l  c l o s e d  t o  t h e  
pub1 ic? 

Gostev: It was no t .  

I: Y e t  it w a s  imposs ib l e  t o .  get  i n .  

Gostev: Those who had t o  g e t  i n  g o t  i n .  The re  w e r e  
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  of t h e  p u b l i c  and a l l - sea ts  i n  t h e  h a l l  
were taken .  W e  d id  not i n t e n d  t o  r e n t  a c l u b  (audi tor ium)  
because of t h i s  case. 

I: I n  o t h e r  words, t h e  p u b l i c  n a t u r e  of l e g a l  
proceedings  was v i o l a t e d .  

Gostev: Pave1 Mikhai lovich ,  w e  have no i n t e n t i o n  of 
a rgu ing  w i t h  you. W e  s imp ly  warn you. J u s t  imagine i f  
people  would l e a r n  t h a t  t h e  grandson of t h e  g r e a t  diplomat  
L i t v i n o v  (Maxim M. L i t v i n o v ,  former  Fore ign  M i n i s t e r )  Is 
busy w i t h  such  do ings ,  t h i s  would be a b l o t  on h i s  memory. 

I: Well, I do n o t  t h i n k  he would blame m e .  Can 
I go? 

Gostev: P l e a s e ,  The best t h i n g  f o r  youto do now 
would be t o  go home and d e s t r o y  a l l  t h a t  you've c o l l e c t e d .  

I know t h a t  a s i m i l a r  k i n d  of c o n v e r s a t i o n  was 
conducted w i t h  Alexsandr  Ginzburg two months be fo re  h i s  
a r r e s t  . 

I am a s k i n g  you t o  p u b l i s h  t h i s  l e t te r  s o  t h a t  i n  
c a s e  of my a r r e s t  t h e  p u b l i c  would be informed about &he 
c i rcumstances  w h i c h  preceded it. 

P. M. LITVINOV. 
A s s i s t a n t  i n  t h e  F a c u l t y  

of P h y s i c s  i n  Moscow, 
I n s t i t u t e  of P r e c i s i o n  

October 3, 1967 C h e m i c a l  Technology 
Moscow, 8 Alexe i  T o l s t o y  
Street, Apartment 78. 
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To World P u b l i c  Opinion: 

The j u d i c i a l  t r i a l  of [Yur i ]  Galanskov, [Aleksandr]  
G h z b u r g ,  [A lekse i ]  Dobrovolsky and [Vera] Lashkova, which 
is t a k i n g  p l a c e  a t  p r e s e n t  i n  t h e  Moscow C i t y  Cour t ,  is 
b e i n g  c a r r i e d  o u t  i n  v i o l a t i o n  of t h e  m o s t  impor tan t  p r in -  
ciples of Soviet l a w .  The j u d g e  and t h e  p r o s e c u t o r ,  w i t h  
t h e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n . . o f  a special  k i n d  of audience  have tu rned  
t h e  t r i a l  i n t o  a w i l d  mockery of three of t h e  accused 
--Galanskov, Ginzburg and Lashkova--and of t h e  witnesses--  
un th inkab le  i n  t h e  2 0 t h  c e n t u r y .  

The case took on  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  of t h e  well-known 
" w i t c h  t r i a l s "  on  its second day ,  when Galanskov and 
Ginzburg--despite a y e a r  of p r e l i m i n a r y  i n c a r c e r a t i o n ,  
i n  s p i t e  of p r e s s u r e  from t h e  cour t - - re fused  t o  a c c e p t  
t h e  g round les s  a c c u s a t i o n s  made a g a i n s t  them by Dobrovolsky 
and sought  t o  prove  t h e i r  own innocence.  Evidence by 
w i t n e s s e s  i n  favor of Galanskov and Ginzburg i n f u r i a t e d  
t h e  court even more. 

The j u d g e  and t h e  p r o s e c u t o r  th roughout  t h e  t r i a l  
have been h e l p i n g  Dobrovolsky t o  i n t r o d u c e  f a l s e  ev idence  
a g a i n s t  Galanskov and Ginzburg. The d e f e n s e  lawyers  a r e  
c o n s t a n t l y  fo rb idden  t o  a s k  q u e s t i o n s ,  and t h e  w i t n e s s e s  
a r e  no t  b e i n g  al lowed t o  g i v e  ev idence  t h a t  unmasks t h e  
p rovoca t ive  ro le  of Dobrovolsky i n  t h i s  case. 

Judge [Lev M.] Mironov h a s  n o t  once s topped  t h e  
p rosecu to r .  But h e  is a l l o w i n g  people  who r e p r e s e n t  t h e  
de fense  t o  s a y  o n l y  t h a t  which f i ts  i n  w i t h  t h e  program 
a l r e a d y  prepared  by t h e  K.G.B. ( s t a t e  secret p o l i c e )  in -  
v e s t i g a t i o n .  Whenever any p a r t i c i p a n t  i n  t h e  t r i a l  de- 
p a r t s  from t h e  r ehea r sed  spectacle, t h e  j u d g e  c r ies ,  "Your 
q u e s t i o n  is o u t  of o r d e r , "  "This  has  no r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  
case," "I w i l l  n o t  a l low you t o  speak ."  These exclama- 
t i o n s  have been directed a t  t h e  accused ( a p a r t  from 
Dobrovolsky),  t o  t h e i r  l awyers  and t o  t h e  w i t n e s s e s .  
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The witnesses leave t h e  court a f t e r  t h e i r  examina- 
t i o n ,  or r a t h e r  t h e y  are  pushed o u t  of t h e  c o u r t ,  i n  a 
dep res sed  s t a t e  almost i n  h y s t e r i c s .  

Witness  Yelena Bas i lova  was n o t  allowed t o  make 
a s t a t e m e n t  t o  t h e  court--she wanted t o  r e c o r d  how t h e  
K.G.B. had p rosecu ted  he r  m e n t a l l y  s i c k  husband, whose 
ev idence  g iven  d u r i n g  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  when he  was i n  
a c e r t i f i a b l e  s t a t e ,  p l a y s  a n  impor tan t  role  i n  t h e  
p rosecu t ion  case. B a s i l o v a  w a s  d r i v e n  o u t  of t h e  c o u r t  
w h i l e  t h e  judge  shou ted  and t h e  audience ,  howled, drown- 
i n g  h e r  words. 

P. Grigorenko (former Maj. Gen. P y o t r  Grigorenko 
of t h e  S o v i e t  Army) submi t t ed  a r e q u e s t  a s k i n g  t h a t  he  
be examined as a w i t n e s s  because  h e  could  e x p l a i n  t h e  
o r i g i n  of t h e  money found on  Dobrovolsky. Galanskov gave 
him t h i s  money. Gr igorenko ' s  r e q u e s t  w a s  tu rned  down on 
t h e  p r e t e x t  t h a t  he is a l l e g e d l y  men ta l ly  ill. T h i s  is 
n o t  t r u e .  

Witnesses  Aida Topeshkina w a s  no t  a l lowed t o  make 
a statement t o  t h e  c o u r t  i n  which s h e  wanted to g i v e  
f a c t s  showing t h e  f a l s i t y  of Dobrovolsky 's  ev idence .  
Topeshkina,  a n  e x p e c t a n t  m o t h e r ,  was p h y s i c a l l y  e j e c t e d  
from t h e  courtroom, w h i l e  t h e  audience  howled a t  h e r .  

I The "commandant of  t h e  court ,"  K.G.B. Colonel  
Tsirkunenko,  d i d  n o t  a l low w i t n e s s  L. Katz back i n t o  t h e  
c o u r t  a f t e r  a recess, and t o l d  h e r ,  " i f  you have g iven  
o the r  ev idence ,  you could  have s t ayed . "  

None of t h e  w i t n e s s e s  have been allowed to  s t a y  
i n  t h e  c o u r t  a f te r  g i v i n g  ev idence ,  a l though t h e y  a re  
obl iged  t o  s t a y  under S o v i e t  l a w .  Appeals by t h e  w i t -  
n e s s e s  on t h e  b a s i s  of Article 283 of t h e  Code of Criminal  
Procedure [ t h e  r e l e v a n t  a r t i c l e ]  went unheeded, and t h e  
j udge  s a i d  s h a r p l y  t o  w i t n e s s  V. Vinogradova, "You can  
j u s t  l e a v e  t h e  c o u r t  under  Article 283." 

The courtroom is f i l l e d  w i t h  s p e c i a l l y - s e l e c t e d  
p e o p l e - - o f f i c i a l s  of t h e  K.G.B. and vo lun tee r  m i l i t i a - -  
who g i v e  t h e  appearance of a n  open p u b l i c  t r i a l .  These 
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people  make a n o i s e ,  l augh ,  and i n s u l t  thekaccused and 
t h e  w i t n e s s e s .  Judge Mironov had made no a t t empt  t o  pre- 
v e n t  theee v i o l a t i o n s  of o r d e r .  N o t  one of t h e  b l a t a n t  
o f f e n d e r s  has  been e j e c t e d  from t h e  h a l l .  

I n  t h i s  t e n s e  atmosphere t h e r e  can be no p r e t e n s e  
t h a t  t h e  t r i a l  is o b j e c t i v e ,  t h a t  t h e r e  is any j u s t i c e  
or l e g a l i t y  about  it. The s e n t e n c e  was dec ided  from t h e  
v e r y  start. 

We a p p e a l  t o  world p u b l i c  o p i n i o n ,  and i n  t h e  f i r s t  
p l a c e  t o  t h e  S o v i e t  p u b l i c  o p i n i o n .  We appea l  t o  every- 
one i n  whom cons&ience is a l ive  and who h a s -  s u f f i c i e n t  
courage : 

Demand p u b l i c  condemnation of t h i s  Sthameful t r i a l  
and t h e  punishment of those g u i l t y  of p e r p e t r a t i n g  it! 

Demand t h e  release of t h e  accused from arrest!  

Demand a new t r i a l  w i t h  t h e  observance of a l l  l e g a l  
norms and w i t h  t h e  p re sence  of i n t e r n a t i o n a l  observers!:  

C i t i z e n s  df our c o u n t r y :  T h i s  t r i a l  is a s t a i n  
on t h e  honor of our  s t a t e  and on t h e  consc ience  of every- 
one of us. You your se lves  elected t h i s  c o u r t  a n d  these 
judges--demand t h a t  t h e y  be depr ived  of t h e  p o s t s  w h i c h  
t h e y  have abused, Today it is n o t  o n l y  t h e  f a t e  of t h e  
t h r e e  accused w h i c h  is i n  danger - - the i r  t r i a l  is no bet ter  
t h a n  t h e  celebrated t r i a l s  of t h e  n i n e t e e n - t h i r t i e s ,  
w h i c h  involved us i n  so much shame  and so much baood t h a t  
w e  have s t i l l  no t  r ecove red  from t h e m .  

We pass  t h i s  appea l  t o  t h e  Western p r o g r e s s i v e  
p r e s s ,  and a s k  f o r  i t  t o  be publ i shed  and b roadcas t  by 
r a d i o  a s  soon a s  p o s s i b l e ,  W e  are n o t  s end ing  t h i s  re- 
q u e s t  t o  S o v i e t  newspapers because t h a t  is hope le s s .  

( s  i g  ned ) 
LARISA BOGORAZ-DANIEL 

MOSCOW, V-261, 
Leninsky P rospec t  85, 
F l a t  3 

Moscow, K - 1 ,  U l i t s a  Alexe i ,  
To l s toy  8 ,  F l a t  7 8 .  

PAVEL LITVINOV 
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The a t t a c h e d  p i c t u r e s  a r e  par. .  of an I n t e l l i g e n c e  
Report p r e v i o u s l y  d i s s e m i n a t e d - - t h e  S t a l i n  I s sue  and t h e  
S o v i e t  Leadersh ip  S t r u g g l e ,  r e f e r e n c e  t i t l e  CAESAR XXXII, 
RSS N o .  0030A/68, 17 J u l y  1968.  
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JUNE 1967 

CPSU POLITBURO 

I 

Full Members 

BREZHNEV 
K IRILENKO 
KOSYG I N 
MAZUROV 
PELSHE 
PODGORNY Y 
POLYANSKIY 
SHELEPI  N 
SHELEST 
SUSLOV 
VORONOV 

C a n d i d a t e  Members 

ANDROPOV~ 
DEM ICHEV 
C R I S H I N  
KUNAYEV 
MASHEROV 
MLHA VANADZE 
RASH I DOV 
SHCHERBITSK I Y 
U S T  I NOV 

CPSU SECRETARIAT 

BRELHNEV 
DEN ICHEV 
K IPITONOV 
KULAKOV 
PONOM A RE 8 
SHELEPIN 
SOLOMEMTSEV3 
SUSLOV 
UST I NOV 

SEPTEMBER 1967 

CPSU POLITBURO 

F u l l  Members 

BREZHNEV 
KIRILENKO 
KOSYG I N  
MAZUROV 
PELSHE 
PODGORNYY 
POLYANSK I Y 
SHELEP I N 
SHELEST 
SUSLOV 
VORONOV 

C a  n d  i d a  t e M e m b e r s  

ANDROPOV 
DEM ICHEV 
GRI SH I N  

. KUNAYEV 
MASHEROV 
MZHAVANADZE 
RASH I DOV 
SHCHERBITSK I Y 
UST I NOV 

CPSU SECRETARIAT - 
BREZHNE V 
DEKICHEV 
K AP I TONOV 
KULAKOV 
PONOMAREV 
SOLOM E NTS E V 

UST INOV 
. SUSLOV 

1. E r e c t e d  i n  J u n e 1 9 6 7  a n d  d r o p p e d  Prom Secretariat. 
2 .  Dropped i n  September  1967. 
3. E l e c t e d  i n  D e c e m b e r  1966. 
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NATURE OF THE LEADERSHIP 

COL LE C T I V E LE AD E R SH I P 

FIRST AMONG EQUALS 

CO IDENTIAL "\ 
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MAJOR PROTAGONISTS 

PODGORNY Y BR E ZHN EV SH EL E PIN 

SUSLOV KOSY GIN MIKOYAN 
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SEMICHASTNY Y 

. 

SHELEPIN SUPPORTERS 

Y EGORYCHEV PAVLOV 

BELORUSSIAN CLIOUE 

MAZUROV MASH E ROV ZlMY ANlN 



KEY FIGURES IN THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT 

MALINOVSKIY GRECHKO Y EPISHEV 
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IBERAL SPOKESMEN 

RUMY ANTSEV 

VOZNESENSKIY 

TVARDOVSKIY 

.- --. 
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GINSBURG 

DISSENTING WRITERS 

DANIEL 

SOL ZH EN IT SY N 

GAL ANSKOV 
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THE CHANGING SCENE 

September 1965 August 1966 
FRONT ROW: R. TO L. FRONT ROW: R. TO L. 

BREZHNEV, KOSYGIN, MIKOYAN, PODGORNYY, 
SUSLOV VORONOV 

BREZHNEV, KOSYGIN, PODGORNYY, SUSLOV, 

._.A 
BACK ROW: R. TO L. BACK ROW: R. TO L. 

POLYANSKIY, KIRILENKO, VORONOV, 
SHEL-EPIN, GRlSHlN SHELEPIN, PELSHE 

POLYANSKIY, KIRILENKO, MAZUROV, 

November 1965 

L. TO R. 
BREZHNEV, KOSYGIN, MIKOYAN, SUSLOV 
PODGORNY Y 

---- 
Apri l  1966 

L. TO R. 
PODGORNYY, KOSYGIN, BREZHNEV, SUSLOV 
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.... . . . .  . . . .  . . . . .  . . .  

4: 

....... - .-. .....-_ ...-. -. -.* ;: %:i.j:T! .. -... -. ........ ........ - .. 
........... .-.... .-> ........ _ _  .......... . . . . .  . . .  

I 

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


