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The most charaderistic asped of the newly-forming
ideology... is the downgrading of socialist elements within it.
This doesn't mean that socialist phraseology hes disappeaed
or isdisappeaing. Not at all. The mgjority of al sogans dill
contain this sciadist element, but it no longer caries its
previous ideologicd weight, the socialist element having
ceaed to play a dynamic role in the new dogans.... Props
from the historic past — the people, ethnicity, the motherland,
the nation and patriotism — play a large role in the new
ideology.

—VeraAleksandrova, 1937

The shift away from revolutionary proletarian internationalism toward russocentrism in
interwar Soviet ideology hes long keen a source of schalarly controversy. Starting with
Nicholas Timasheff in 1946,some have linked this phenomenon to nationali st sympathies

within the party hierarchy,2 while others have atributed it to eroding prospeds for world

This article builds upon peces puldished in Left History and presented at the Midwest Rusdan History
Workshop duing the past yea. My eagernessto further test, refine and nuance this reading d Soviet
ideologicd trends during the 193G ¢ems from the fad that two book pojeds underway at the present time
pivot on the thesis advanced in the pages that follow. I'm very grateful to the participants of the
“Imagining Rusda” conferencefor their indugence

1  The last line in Russan reals. “Bol’shuiu rol’ v novd ideologii igraiut rekvizity istoricheskogo
proshlogo: narod, narodnast’, rodina, natsiia, patriotizm.” V. Aleksandrova, “ldeologicheskie
metamorfozy,” Sotsialisticheskii vestnik, 27 April 1937, 14.

2 Nicholas Timasheff, The Great Retreat: The Growth and Decline of Communism in Russia (New
York, 1947, chapter 7; Frederick C. Barghoan, Soviet Russian Nationalism (New York, 1956, 28-34,
14852, 2337, 260, idem, “Four Faces of Soviet Rusdan Ethnocentrism,” in Ethnic Russia in the USSR
the Dilemma of Dominance, edited by Edward Allworth (New York, 1980, 57; idem, “Russan
Nationalism and Soviet Politi cs: Official and Unofficial Perspedives,” in The Last Empire: Nationality and
the Soviet Future, edited by Robert Conguest (Stanford, 1986, 35; Ivan Dzyuba, Internationalism or
Russification: A Study of the Soviet Nationalities Problem, edited by M. Davies (London 1968, 65; Hans
Kohn, “Soviet Communism and Nationalism: Three Stages of a Historicd Development,” in Soviet
Nationality Problems, edited by Edward Allworth (New York, 1971), 57, Evg[enii] Anisimov, “ Stereotipy



revolution3 and the stalinist elite's revision d Marxist principles.4 Others asociate the
transformation with increasing threas from the outside world,> domestic atism® and

administrative pragmatism.”  Still others contend that the phenomenon redly ony

imperskogo myshleniia,” in Istoriki otvecaiut navoprosy, 1st issue (Moscow, 1990, 76-82; Zvi Gitelman,
“Development and Ethnicity in the Soviet Union,” in The Post Soviet Nationdliti es: Perspedives on the
Demise of the USSR, edited by Alexander J. Motyl (New York, 1992, 223 G. Kostyrchenko, V plenu u
krasnogo faraona pdliticheskie presledovaniia eweev v SSR v podednee stalinskoe desiatiletie —
dokumental’ noe isdedovanie (Moscow, 19949, 7; Stephen Blank, The Sacerer as Apprentice Salin as
Commissar of Nationdliti es, 19171924(London 1994, 211-25.

3 Klaus Mehnert, Weltrewolution duch Weltgeschichte: die geschichtslehre des Stalinismus (Kitzingen-
Main, 1950, 11, 72-3.

4 Roman Szporluk, “History and Rusdgan Ethnacentrism,” in Ethnic Russa in the USSR, 44-45; idem,
Comrmunism and Nationdism: Karl Marx vesus Friedrich List (New York, 1988, esp. 219220 Dmitry
V. Pospelovsky, “Ethnocentrism, Ethnic Tensions, and Marxism/Leninism,” in Ethnic Rusga in the USSR,
127, Yuri Y. Glazov, “Stalin’s Legagy: Popdism in Literature,” in The Search for Self-Definition in
Russan Literature, edited by Ewa Thompson (Houston, 1991), 93-95 99, Robert J. Kaiser, The
Geography of Nationdism in the USSR (Princeton, 1994, 144 E. A. Rees, “Stalin and Rusdan
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5 Mehnert, Weltrewolution duch Weltgeschichte: die geschichtslehre des Stalinismus, 12-14; P. K.
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Contemporary Russan Nationdism (Princeton, 1983, 10-12; lu. N. Amiantov, “Vstupitel'naia stat’ia:
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Istoricheskaia natka Rossi v XX veke (Moscow, 1997, 226-7; Ronald Grigor Suny, “Stalin and hs
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Comparison, edited by lan Kershaw and Moshe Lewin (Cambridge UK, 1997, 39; idem, The Soviet
Experiment: Russa, the USSR and the Swcecesor States (Oxford, 1998, 252-3; Dominic Lieven, Empire;
the Russan Empire andlts Rivals (London 2000, 305.
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Interpretations of Rusda’s Past (New York, 1956, 24-25; K. F. Shteppa, Soviet Historians and the Soviet
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Soviet Union from 1917 to the Present, trandated by Phyllis Carlos (New York, 1986, 269 Mikhalil
Agursky, “The Prospeds for National Bolshevism,” in The Last Empire, 90; Hugh Seton Watson, “Rusdan
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matured in the 194Gs in conredion with the exigencies of the German invasion8 A few
even deny that it occurred duing the Stalin period at al.® | have agued elsewhere that
rusocentric themes were privileged in Soviet ideology duing the late 193G within the
context of the decale's increasingly pragmatic ideologicd orientation. In essence |
contend that during the ealy 1930s, the party hierarchy came to believe that the utopian
proletarian internationalism that had typified Soviet ideology duingitsfirst fifteen yeas
was inhibiting the mohili zation d Soviet society for industriali zation and war. Seaching
for a more popuist ralying cdl, Stalin and hs inner circle eventually settled upon
rusocentric datism as the most efficient way to promote state-building and popuiar
loyalty to the regime.10

While difficult to dspute in broad terms, many of the dove-mentioned explanations
for the @ds ideologicd abou-face sean rather bloodess and medanistic, if not

teleologicd. The party’s flirtation with Russan nationalism, the Russan retional past,
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Dictatorships in Comparison, 305 Suny, The Soviet Experiment, 289-90; Lieven, Empire: the Russan
Empire andlts Rivals, 292 305-7.

8  Harold Swayze, Political Control of Literature in the USSR, 19461959 (Cambridge MA, 1962, 28;
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1981), 181; Alexander Werth, Russa at War, 19411945 (New York, 1984, 120, 24950; Vera S.
Dunham, In Salin's Time: Middledass Values in Saiet Fiction, enlarged and updited edition (Durham
and London 1990, 12, 17, 41, 66; Stephen K. Carter, Russan Nationdism: Yesterday, Today, Tomorr ow
(New York, 1990, 51; John Barber and Mark Harrison, The Soviet Home Front, 1941-:1945 A Sccial and
Econamic History of the USSR in World War 1l (London 1991), 69; Nina Tumarkin, The Living andthe
Dead: The Rise andFall of the Cult of World War 1l in Russa (New York, 1994, 63, Genadii Bordiugov,
“Bol’sheviki i natsional’naia khorugv,” Rodina no. 5 (1995: 74; Victoria E. Bonrell, Iconogaphy of
Power: Soviet Political Posters under Lenin and $alin (Berkeley, 1997, 25557, E. lu. Zubkova, “Mir
mnenii sovetskogo cheloveka, 19451948 po materialam TsK VK P(b),” Otedchestvennaa istoriia no. 3
(1998: 34.

9  Stephen Kotkin, Magretic Mourtain: Stalinism as a Civili zation (Berkeley, 1995, 229-30 (Kotkin
seamingly contradicts himself deeper into the volume when he ad&nowledges the alltivation d Rusdan
nationalist sentiments as a part of a shift from “the task of building sociaism to that of defending
socialism” — seepage 357). Simon Dixon flatly deniesthe eistence of arussocentric mohili zation divein
his “The Past in the Present: Contemporary Rusdan Nationalism in Historicd Perspedive,” in Rusdan
Nationdism Past and Present, 158 Yitzhak Brudny dies its to the post-1956 time period in his recent
Reinventing Russa: Rusdan Nationdism andthe Soviet Sate (Cambridge, 1999, passm.

10 see D. L. Brandenberger and A. M. Dubrovsky, “‘The People Need a Tsar': the Emergence of
National Bolshevism as Stalinist Ideology, 1931:1941," Europe-Asia Sudiesvol. 50, no. 5 (1998: 871-90;
David Brandenberger, “The ‘ Short Course’ to Modernity: stalinist history textbooks, massculture and the
formation o popuar Rusdan national identity, 19341955 (Ph.D. diss, Harvard University, 1999).



its heroes, symbals and myths, is charaderized as dmost inevitable, asif it were the only
possble dternative to revolutionary proletarian internationalism. Treaed in such a
reductionist, schematic fashion, little dtention has been gven to the anbiguities of the
193% ideologicd transformations, nar to the question of agency during the period in
question.

To be sure, empiricd investigation d these isaues has long keen complicaed by a
ladk of accessto relevant sources. The fad that the Agitprop archives from the 193G do
naot seem to have survived has not improved the situation since 199111 Nevertheless it
does £am possble to nuance and refine our understanding d the wntingent nature of the
Stalin-era's interwar ideologicd volte-face. Examining the question d mohili zaional
propaganda during the 1920s and 193@, this article ill ustrates how the ceebration d
conventional Marxist thematics and Soviet patriotism during the ealy-to-mid 193G
ultimately contributed to the ascendancy of a more popuist, rusocentric ideologicd line
late in the decade. Insofar as it was this historicd contingency that laid the groundwvork
for the emergence of a sense of modern Russan national identity during the second relf
of the twentieth century, these dynamics would sean relevant to the gredaer question o

“Imagining Rusga” in the present day and age a well.

Vera Aleksandrova, an émigré @mmentator on the USSR for the Parisian
Sotsialisticheskii vestnik, diagnosed the moduation d the official Soviet propaganda line

during 1937as nothing lessthan an “ideologicd metamorphasis.”12 In many senses, she

11 Little remains of what must have been vduminous paperwork generated by the Central Committe€'s
various propaganda departments (Kul’tprop, Agitprop) and their denizens (A. |. Stetskii, etc.). Seepages
6-7 of the Spravochnik to op 125 d f. 17 at RTsSKhIDNI for more detail s.

12 Note her statement quated in this article’ s epigraph. A historian who taught at Kiev State University in
the 193G made the same point abou the shift from Soviet patriotism to “Russan grea power nationalism”



was right. After al, a shift to ethnic particularism in the 1930 — espedally Rusdan
ethnic particularism — would sean to have been uterly incompatible with the party
ideology d the 1920s. Over the murse of the first fifteen yeas of Soviet power, M. N.
Pokrovskii and aher ealy Soviet historian-ideologists had al tended to \vilify
rusocentrism, painting e-revolutionary Russan history in exclusively dark colors as
the story of a dhauvinistic, colonizing retion carrying ou the will of an oppessve tsarist
system.13 They proposed as an adternative apropaganda line based onMarxist-Leninism
which foregrounded the study d historicd materialism, socia forces, class antagonsm
and econamic development on an international scde. Asif in reference to the line from
the Communist Manifesto that “the workers do nd have afatherland,’14 ideologicd trads
during the 192Gs repededly emphasized the primacy of class analysis. Even after the
inauguation o the “Socidism in One Courtry” thesis in the mid-1920s, Soviet
propagandists continued to stress class as a more fundamental and deasive socid
caegory than ather paradigms drawn aong ethnic or nationa lines. A well-known NEP-
era lega commentator epitomized this approach in 1927, @daring: “in ou times,
patriotism’s role is that of an extremely readionary ideology, the task of which is to
justify imperiaist bestiality and deaden the proletariat’s class consciousness...”
Summarizing well the prevailing view in the press the aticle continued that althoughit
was reasonable for workers to show loyalty to societies organized in their interest, such
an emotion hed little to do with “nationa” or “ethnic” affinities. It was, rather,

internationalist, proletarian solidarity being at the heat of the emotion and nd national

in his postwar memoirs — seeKonstantin Shteppa, Russian Historians and the Soviet Sate (New Brunswick
NJ, 1962, 136, 134.

13 Roman Szporluk, “History and Rusdan Ethnacentrism,” in Ethnic Russia in the USSR: the Dilemma of
Dominance, edited by Edward Allworth (New Y ork, 1980, 42.

14 Seethe acaemic adition printed in a split-face German-Rusgan format: K. Marks [Marx] and F.
Engels, Manifest kommunisticheskoi partii (Moscow, 1937, 108-9.



borders or blood> Asaresult of such thinking, the dassbased Soviet all egiance system
during the 192G did na attempt to rally al segments of society together; indeed, non
laboring elements, lishentsy and aher tsarist hold-overs were generaly considered
incgpable of loyalty to the workers' state and were even forbidden to bea armsin defense
of the USRI!16 A |eft-leaning American olserver commented at the time that the
emerging society was “not handicgoped by petriotism” — comparing such beliefs to
religiosity, he observed that they were “sentimental idedisms to the materialist
Bolsheviks.” 17

But lessthan five yeas later, Stalin was garting to cal such militancy into question.
Acknowledging at a mgor conference in 1931that Marx and Engels had been right that
“in the past we didn't have and could na have had a fatherland,” he caitioned against
taking such a line of reasoning too far. After al, “now, since we've overthrown
cgpitalism and pawver belongs to the working class we have a fatherland and will defend
its independence.” 18

What was resporsible for this abou-face? Apparently, the party hierarchy had
beame frustrated with the previous decale’s ineffedive ideologicd line, particularly its

materiali st and anti-patriotic aspeds. 1° Redizingthat such concepts were too arcane and

15 Entsiklopediia gasudarstva i prava, vol. 3 (Moscow, 1927), s.v. “Patriotizm,” by P. Stuchka, 252-54;
see 4s0 Malaia Swvetskaia entsiklopediia, vol. 6 (Moscow, 1931), s.v. “Patriotizm,” by M. Vol'fson, 355
56.

16 Seethe resolutions of the fifth and twelfth All-Rusdan Congesss of Soviets, reprinted in S’ ezdy
sovetov RSFSR v postanovieniiakh i rezoli utsiiakh, edited by A. la. Vyshinskii (Moscow, 1939, 90, 94,
306, S. A. Krasil'nikov, “Tyloopdchentsy,” Ekhono. 3 (1994: 176-177.

17 samuel Harper, Making Bolsheviks (New York, 1931), 18.

18 Emphasis added. Stalin “O zadadchakh khoziaistvennikov: redv na pervoi Vsesoiuznoi konferentsii
rabotnikov sotsiali sticheskoi promyshlennasti, 4-gofevralia 1931, in Voprosy Leninizma (Moscow, 1934,
445 The extent of the retrea from classanalysis under high stalinism isindicted by a discovery made with
Serhy Yekelchyk. During the pulicaion d Stalin's colleded works in the ealy 195G, the dove passage
was re-edited to read: “in the past we didn't have and could na have had a fatherland. But now, after
we' ve overthrown capitalism and powver belongs to the people, we have afatherland and will defend its
independence” I. V. Stdin, “O zadachakh khaziaistvennikov: redh' na pervoi Vsesoiuznoi konferentsii
rabotnikov sotsialisticheskoi promyshlenncsti, 4-go fevralia 1931” reprinted in Sachineniia, vol. 13
(Moscow, 1951), 39.

19 Evidence of thisis foundin Stalin’s 1934 critique of Comintern propaganda & excessvely schematic
and arcane. See G. Dimitrov's diary entry from April 7, 1934 “St[ain]: People do nd like Marxist
analysis, big phrases and general statements. This is one more inheritance from Zinoviev' stime.” Georgi



abstraa to effedively raly the USR’'s poaly educaed popdation, Stalin and hs
colleagues began to look for a more pragmatic, popdist aternative that would focus on
the initialy iconcclastic ideaof a “socialist fatherland.” By the mid-1930s, Pravda was
promoting this view withou reservation: “Soviet patriotism is a burning feding d
boundesslove, a selflessdevotion to ore’s motherland and a profoundresporsibility for
her fate and defense, which isaues forth like mighty spring waters from the depths of our
people” Such doganeaing attempted to raly to the proletarian cause people from
outside the induwstrial working class ranging from peasants like A. S. Molokova to
scholars like Academician A. Bogamolets and the Arctic explorer O. lu. Shmidt.20 In
other words, the 192G orthodox vew of classbased internationdist loyaty was
supdanted duing the first half of the 193G by a new understanding d patriotic loyalty
that revolved aroundthe interchangeale concepts of “motherland’ and “fatherland.” The
first propaganda canpaign to aspire to unte dl segments of the society together since
1917,it receved prominent mention in an important article by G. Vasil’ kovskii in Pravda
in May 1934. Echoing Stalin’s 1931 commentary, he agued that athoughMarx and
Engels had been corred in 1848that “the workers do nd have afatherland,” the October
1917 revolution hed changed things dramaticdly by produwcing a workers state in the
midst of a caitalist encirclement.21 In such a situation, patriotic loyalty to the fatherland
was nat only possble, but desirable. Moreover, official coverage of theisauein the press

indicated that social origin was no longer to limit one’s ability to be aSoviet loyalist: not

Dimitroff, Tagebiicher, 19331943 edited by Bernhard Bayerlein (Aufbau-Verlag, 2000, 99. The author
is grateful to Terry Martin for thisreference

Generally, see dapters one and two of my thesis “The *Short Course’ to Modernity: stalinist history
textbooks, massculture and the formation o popuar Russan retional identity, 19341956”"
20 “Sovetskii patriotizm,” Pravda, 19 March 1935 1; A. S. Molokova, “I ia govaiu synam:
zashchishchaite nashu stranuy,” ibid., 18 June 1934 2; A. Bogamolets, “Pochva, kotoraia rozhdae geroev,”
ibid, 3; “Zarodinu,” ibid., 9 June 1934 1. See &so “Mozhnozavidovat’ strane, imeiushchei takikh geroev,
i geroiam, imeiushchim takuiu rodinu,” ibid., 19 June 1934 2. Further evidence of the transformation
underway is suppied by the fad that the term for those deaned hastile to the Soviet cause shifted during
thistime from “classenemy” [klassovyi vrag] to “enemy of the people” [vrag naodd].
21 @G. Vasil’kovskii, “Vyssii zakon zhizni,” Pravda, 28 May 1934 4. Exiled Mensheviks recéved news
of the mid-193Gs ideologicd shift with surprise — see ‘Zarodinu,” Sdsialisticheskii vestnik, 25 June 1934
1-2; “Propavshii lozung” ibid., 10 May 1936 1-2.



only could people from outside the ranks of the industrial proletariat like peasants and
scholars now genuinely suppat Soviet power, bu even members of the old nohlity like
Court Aleksel Tolstoi could be welcomed to the caisel?2 The dedsive role of class
consciousnessin Soviet ideology had gven way to a new sense of all egiance based on
membership within Soviet society. The entire nation d “Soviet patriotism” would be
given a firm theoreticd basis by K. B. Radek in 193623 marking the maturation d a
major press campaign which expanded the nation d “Soviet” from a party-oriented
affinity based on classto a broader understanding which would henceforth encompass
geographic and cultural semantics as well .24

Popuism complemented this departure from classas the sole organizaional principle
of Soviet society. Such an initiative was launched as ealy as 1931 bypeople concerned
with propaganda and societal mohili zation like A. M. Gor’kii, who contended that heroes
coud be used to popuarize the nascent patriotic line “by example” As G. K.
Ordzhonkidze eplained to an editor a Pravda,

Bathing individuals from amongthe people in dory —there’s a aiticd significanceto this ort of thing. In
capitalist countries, nothing can compare with the popuarity of gangsters like Al Capore. In ou counry,
under sociali sm, the most famous must be the heroes of labor... 25

22 “Red tov. V. M. Molotova o nova konstitutsii,” Pravda, 30 November 1936 2, reprinted in V. M.
Molotov, Sat’i i rechi, 19351936(Moscow, 1937, 225

23 K. Radek, “Sovetskii patriotizm,” Pravda, 1 May 1936 6. See a&so idem, “Moiaroding,” lzvestiia, 6
July 1934 2.

On the aticulation d Soviet patriotism, see ‘Kniga o sotsialisticheskoi rodine [review],” Spunik
agitatora no. 19-20 (1937: 73-6; K. Sokdlov, “ Sovetskie patrioty,” ibid. no. 3 (1938: 13-14; idem, “My —
sovetskie patrioty,” ibid. no. 14-16 (1938: 14-16; E. Sitovskii, “ O sovetskom patriotizme,” Pod znamenem
marksizma no. 9 (1938: 39-57; “Patriot” and “Patriotizm,” in Tolkovyi slovar’ russkogoiazyka, edited by
B. M. Volin and D. N. Ushakov, vol. 3 (Moscow, 1939: 68; Vasetskii, “Moral’ no-pdliti cheskoe alinstvo
sovetskogo olshchestva,” Bol’shevk no. 13 (1940: 3546, M. Kammari, “O proletarskom
internatsionalizme i sovetskom patriotizme,” ibid. no. 1516 (1940: 28-42; “Patriotizm,” in Politi cheskii
slovar’, edited by G. Aleksandrov, V. Gal’ianov and N. Rubinshtein (Moscow, 1940, 410.

24 While patriotic gppeds had been used in party conferences and similar forums, 1934 marks the
expansion d the use of this rhetoric in pubic. See “O rodine,” Pravda, 7 August 1934 4, and dher
similar articles designed for massreadership.

25 la la. Mushpert's acourt, cited in S. R. Gershberg, Rabda u nas takaia: zapiski zhurnalista-
pravdista tridtsatykh godos (Moscow, 1977), 321



A marked contrast to the 192G f ocus on anonymous ocial forces and class srugde, this
led to the prioritizing d what was esentially a new genre of agitationa literature.
Prominent multi-volumed series like Gor’kii’s History of Plants and Factories and The
History of the Civil War in the USSR began to assemble anew pantheon d Soviet heroes,
sociali st myths and modern-day fables. This*seach for a usable past”26 nat only focused
on shock workers in induwstry and agriculture, but aso lavished attention on pominent
Old Bolshevik revolutionaries, indwstrial planners, party leaders, komsomol officias,
comintern adivists, Red Army heroes, nonRusdans from the repuldican party
organizaions and even famous members of the seaet pdice2’” Such popuist, heroic
tales from the recent past were seen as providing a common rarrative that the entire
society would be aleto relate to — aralying-cdl with greaer social applicaion than the
previous decale’ s narrow and impersonal focus on classand materialism.

Refleding emergent trends in Socialist Redism?8 as well as Stalin’'s belief in the

traditionalist notion d “the grea men of history,”2° this gresson heroism took center

26 This phrase stems from a famous 1965 essay reprinted in Henry Stede Commager, The Search for a
Usable Past and Other Essaysin Historiography (New York, 1967), 3-27.

27 S, V. Zhuravlev, Fenomen “ Istorii fabrik i zavodos” (Moscow, 1997), 4-5, 1534, 180-1. Also nde A.
M. Gor’kii i sozdane “Istorii fabrik i zavodo/” (Moscow, 1959, 3-12; A. V. Mitrofanova, I. P.
Ostapenko, L. S. Rogadchevskaia, “Itogi i perspektivy izucheniia istorii predpriiatic SSR,” in Rabochii
klass $rany Sovetov (Minsk, 1980, esp. 365-6; and “Pis mo Stalinu @ Gor'kogo” (27 November 1929,
reprinted in lzvestiia TsK KPSSno. 3 (1989: 186 and Jeffrey Brooks, “T hark You, Comrade Salin”:
Soviet Public Culture from Rewolution to Cold War (Princeton, 1999, 115 Vera Aleksandrova naticed the
new sociaist pantheon's role in popdarizing the revolution in her “Geroi nashego wemeni,”
Sdsialisticheskii vestnik, 10 October 1931, 8-11.

28 On the emergence of the hero in Socialist Redism, see Katerina Clark, The Soviet Novd: History as
Ritual (Chicago, 1980, 34-5, 72, 119 13655, 148 8-10; idem, “Little Heroes and Big Dedls:. Literature
Responds to the First Five-Yea Plan,” in Cultural Rewlution in Russa, 19281931 edited by Sheila
Fitzpatrick (Bloomington, 1978, 2056. Clark treds the isae dightly differently in her Petersburg:
Crucible of the Cultural Rewolution (Cambridge, 1999, chapter 12 and epil ogue, esp. 265-6, 2789, 288

29 Althoughthere was littl e room for individual actors in the dassc Marxist understanding d historica
materialism, in 1931Stalin identified a prominent role for dedsive leaders aware of the posshiliti es and
limitations of their historicd contexts. See ‘Beseda s nemetskim pisatelem Emilem Liudvigom,”
Bol'shevik no. 8 (1932: 33. The idea is more fully developed in I. Merzon, “Kak pokazyvat’
istoricheskikh deiatelei v shkol’nom prepodavanii istorii,” Bor’'ba klassov no. 5 (1939: 53-59; Istoriia
Vsesoiuznoi kommunisticheskoi partii (bal’ shevikov): Kratkii kurs, 16, F. Gorokhov, “Rol’ lichnasti v
istorii,” Pod znamenem marksizma no. 9 (1938: 58-78; L. II’ichev, “O roli li chnosti v istorii,” Pravda, 27
November 1938 2; P. ludin, “Marksistskoe uchenie o roli li chnasti v istorii,” Pod znamenem narksizma
no. 5 (1939: 44-73. Stain’s view is reminiscent of Hegel’s (see G. Hegel, The Phil osophy of History,
trandated by J. Sibree[New York, 1956, 30) and do\etail ed with emerging trendsin Sociali st Redism.
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stage & the first conference of the Soviet Writers' Unionin 193430 |n the wake of this
conference, a massve aray of literature was commissoned to develop and expand upon
the new Soviet Olympus and its pantheon d contemporary heroes. Films like
Counterplan, Chapaev, The Happy Fellows, Circus, The Frortier, Flyes, The
Courageous Seven, Miners and Volga-Volga complemented the canpaign with cdluloid
agitation. Epitomizing this type of propaganda is one of the final scenes in G. V.
Aleksandrov's film The Radiant Path, a late example of this genre. Mourting a podum
at an induwstria exhibition, the heroine, an illit erate maid-turned-enginee and Supreme
Soviet Deputy(!), leads her audiencein arousing verse from the film’s theme song*“ The

March of the Enthusiasts’:

In these days of grea construction sites

In the merry din, the ringing and the lights,

| send my gredings to this courtry of heroes

To this courtry of scientists, to this courtry of dreamers!31

Both popuist and pagmatic, such films aimed to inspire “by example,” mobhilizing
Soviet citizens of different social origins, professonal occupations and ethnicities under
the common kanner of Soviet patriotic heroism.

But it would be incorred to think that film was the diief vehicle for this propaganda,

as much of the cntent for this new campaign was supdied by a torrential wave of books

30 A. M. Gor'kii and A. N. Tolstoi led the new interest in heroes, which was confirmed by A. A.
Zhdanov — see Pervyi vsesoiuznyi S’ ezd sovetskikh pisatelei, 1934 Senogaficheskii otchet (Moscow,
19349, 8, 17, 417-19, 4. Vera Aleksandrova naticed this phenomenon in emigration with surprise, as
evinced by rer article “Individualy,” Sdsialisticheskii vestnik, 10 January 1934 10-11, as did Klaus
Mehnert in his Weltrewolution duch Weltgeschichte: die geschichtslehre des Sali nismus (Kitzingen-Main,
1950, 45, 57-9. Note dso V. P. Stavskii’s mention d this sibjed in his diary, excerpted in Intimacy and
Terror: Soviet Diaries of the 1930, edited by Veronique Garros, Natalia Korenevskaya and Thomas
Lahusen (New York, 1995, 225

31 A loose trandation d “V budriakh vdikikh stroek / V veselom grokhote, v ogriakh i zvonekh, /
Zdravstwui, strana geroey, / Sranamedhtatelei, strana whenykh!” On the genre’ sfilms, seeVstredhnyi (F.
Ermler and S. lutkevich, 1932, Chapaev (the Vasil'ev “brothers” 1934, Vesdlye rebiata (G. V.
Aleksandrov, 1934, Tsirk (Aleksandrov, 1935, Letchiki (lu. Raizman, 1935, Granitsa (M. Dubson,
1935, Semero smelykh (S. Gerasimov, 1935, Shahtery (lutkevich, 1937, Volga-Volga (Aleksandrov,
1938, and Svelyi put’ (Aleksandrov, 1940. See Richard Taylor, “Red Stars, Positive Heroes and
Personality Cults,” in Salinism and Seiet Cinema, edited by Richard Taylor and Derek Spring (London
1993, 69-89.
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and artwork rolling df the presss. Party history texts and dossy picture dbums
appeaing in massve print runs detalled heroism on the fadory floor as well as in
construction pojeds, the nonRussan repulics and even such exotic fields as
agonautics and pdar exploration32 Heroic Old Bolsheviks (e.g. A. S. Enukidze la. E
Rudzutak), as well as prominent figures from the ranks of induwstry (lu. L. Piatakov), the
party (A. l. Rykov), the komsomol (A. V. Kosarev), the comintern (O. A. Piatnitskii), the
Red Army (A. I. Egorov), the repuldican perties (F. Khodzhaer) and the NKVD (la
Peters, N. |. Ezhov), receved tremendous acdaim and seaned destined to gracethe pages
of official propaganda trads for many yeas to come. As noted abowve, such bools,
posters and films were designed to elaborate upon the Soviet “usable past,”
complementing Socidlist Redism’s fictional heroes with famous and remgnzable
persondliti es from the first fifteen yeas of Soviet power.

But athough this Soviet patriotic popuism was expeded to supdy a unifying
narrative that would provide for an upswell of social suppat for the regime, the canpaign
faltered within only a few yeas of its inception. The Grea Terror, which tore gaping
rents in the fabric of the party hierarchy, the bureaucracy, the military high command, and
the intelli gentsia between 1936and 1938 was — by its very nature — unable to leare the
new Soviet pantheon d heroes unscahed33 As S. V. Zhuravlev explains in his
monogaph on the multi-volumed History of Plants and Factories book series, the
launching d the purges quickly came to wre& havoc with the new propagandaline. For

instance

32 The best contemporary treaments of Stakhanovite iconogaphy are Clark, The Soviet Novel, passim;
Lewis H. Siegelbaum, Stakhanovism and the Palitics of Productivity, 1935-1941 (Cambridge, 19898, 223
46; and Victoria E. Bonrell, “The Iconogaphy d the Worker in Soviet Art,” in Making Workers Soviet:
Power, Class and Identity, edited by Lewis H. Siegelbaum and Ronald Grigor Suny (Ithaca ad London
1994, 362-4, 3735. See aso John McCannoris fascinating acourt of the canpaign surroundng the
conquering d the far north in his Red Arctic: Polar Exploration and the Myth of the North in the Soviet
Union, 1932-1939 (Oxford, 1998.

33 | refer here, of course, to the paliticd terror and nd to the simultanious massoperations underway in
society. On the latter, see Paul Hagenloh, “*Socialy Harmful Elements and the Grea Terror,” in
Salinism: New Directions, edited by Sheila Fitzpatrick (New York, 2000, 286-308 idem, “Police, Crime
and Public Order in Stalin’sRussga,” (Ph.D diss, University of Texas at Austin, 2000, esp. chapt. 7.
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..work on the book [about the Moscow metro system] was undermined in 1936 Mass repressons,
beginning in Metrostroi [the metro construction aganizaion], affeded the members of the elitorial board
under Kosarev as well as the best and most adive of the workers, spedalists and construction leadership —
tmh::ri; ??tfdsdy those people who were suppased to “populate” the fundamental book onthe history of the
This same phenomenonwould be repeaed with histories of the party, the Red Army and
the komsomol, as siccessve waves of purging stripped bare the emerging pantheon d
heroes and depopuated the narratives under construction. Similar fates befell projeds
focusing onindustrial zones like Magnitogarsk and Moscow’s Stalin Auto Plant.3> The
infamous 1934 book onthe @nstruction o the Belomor Canal had to be hastily
withdrawn from circulation late in 1937when its editorial board and many o its principle
charaders were arested.3¢ Dovetailing with the Belomor Cana book was the 1934
Rusdan-language dlition o Uzbekistan & 10 Years. A glossy phao album designed by
the famous graphic atist A. M. Rodchenko, it required extensive arbrushing before
appeaing in Uzbek duing the following yea after the fal of Avel’ Enukidze
necesgtated his remova from group patraits printed in the volume37 Even in revised
form, however, Uzbekistan a 10 Years did na remain in circulation for long dwe to the
widening maw of the party puges. Rodchenko's own copy d the book reveds
preparations for a third edition in a particularly gruesome manner: bladked ou in India

ink are the pictures of prominent party and state functionaries like la. E. Rudzutak and la.

Peters, as well as luminaries from the Uzbek party organization like F. Khodzhaer, A.

34 Zhuravlev, Fenomen “ Istorii fabrik i zavodov,” 113 see &so 7377, 154 The dimensions of arrests
among Stakhanovites require quantificaion: Lewis Siegelbaum, for instance, contends that few were ever
purged in his Stakhanovism andthe Paliti cs of Productivity, 225,

35 Kotkin, Magretic Mourtain: Salinism as a Civilization, 372 Kenneth M. Straus, Factory and
Comrunity in Salin’s Russa (Pittsburgh, 1997), 332

36 Cynthia Ruder, Making History for Stalin: the Story of the Belomor Cand (Gainsvill e, 1998, 88-9,
207, 43. Generaly, see Belomorsko-Baltii skii kand imeni Salina: istoriia stroitel’stva, edited by M.
Gor’kii, L. Averbakh et a. (Moscow, 1934).

37 Seethe juxtapasition o phaographs from the two editions of 10 let Uzbekistana presented in David
King, The Commissar Vanishes: the Falsification o Photographs and Art in Salin’s Russa (New York,
1997, 136-37.
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Ikramov, A. A. Tsekher, D. Abikova, A. Babaer and T. Khodzhaey, al of whom
“disappeaed” between 1936and 193838

Whil e the sagas surroundng the Belomor and Uzbek books are instructive, perhaps
nothing was as dramatic as the fiasco surroundng the first volume of the ceebrated
History of the Civil War in the USSR series. A narrative focusing onthe prelude to the
revolutionary events of October 1917, this enormous tome required reisaiing in 1938
after the pages of its first edition were found to be littered with the names of Old
Bolsheviks who hed vanished duing the on-going puges. Brief consideration o the
volume's contents graphicdly illustrates how the Grea Terror compromised the
propaganda value of such texts. Of the sixty-eight individuals who are mentioned in a
paositive light on the pages of the 1935 edition, fifty-eight were given treament broad
enowgh to be wnsidered truly “heroic.” During the first stages of the party purges in
1936, realy half of the members of this pantheon were arested, requiring the volume to
be withdrawn from circulation. When the second edition appeaed in 1938,it had been
stripped of numerous pictures, ill ustrations and some 27 pages of text, na to mention all
passng references to falen heroes like Piatakov, Rykov and Piatnitskii.3® The next
volume in the series — a 600-page book concerning the single month of October 1917—
did na appea until 1943!), the five-yea delay apparently stemming from the difficulty
involved in drafting a detail ed narrative dou the revolution withou mentioning dazens
of individuals now considered enemies of the people.4® The third vdume in the series

would na appea until 1957.

38  The relevant pages from Rodchenko's copies of both editions of the volume ae reproduced in ibid.,
126-33, 136-37.

39 Twenty-six were recast as traitors or purged from the narrative entirely: la. A. Berzin, A. A. Bitsenko,
G. . Bokii, M. P. Bronskii, N. P. Briukhanov, A. S. Bubnoy N. I. Bukharin, lu. P. Gaven, P. F. Kodetskii,
A. L. Kolegaer, S. V. Kosdor, N. N. Krestinskii, G. I. Lomov (Oppokoy), V. I. Miliutin, N. Osinskii (V.
V. Obodenskii), A. N. Paderin, la. la. Peche, N. A. Pozharov, G. L. Piatakov, O. A. Fiatnitskii, F. F.
Raskol’nikov, A. I. Rykov, I. T. Smigla, G. la. Sokdl’nikov, G. F. Fedorov and K. K. lurenev. Generdly,
compare the 1935 and 1938editions of Istoriia grazhdanskoi voiny v SSSR, vol. 1, Podgotovka Velikoi
proletarskoi revoliutsii (ot nachala voiny do nachala Oktiabria 1917 g.).

40 |storiia grazhdanskoi voiny v SSSR, vol. 2, Velikaia proletarskaia revoliutsiia (Moscow, 1943.
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But the purges’ fall-out was naot limited to commemorative dbums and pcture books.
A. P. Dovzhenko's film Skchors, a dvil war epic aéou a Ukrainian revolutionary
commissoned in 1935, lad to be reshat after Shchors' right-hand man fell victim to the
purges and hed to be removed from the screenplay.41  (Such complicaions em to have
delayed the ammpletion d many o the films dated for release in the mid-to-late 193Gs.49)
Prominent mention d fallen Red Army heroes like A. |I. Egorov required excision from
public schod history texts between 1937and 194143 The release of the seminal Shat
Course on the History of the All-Union Comnunist Party (Bolsheviks) was repededly
postpored as the purges’ bloodetting necesstated the removal of numerous names — nat
only from the narrative, bu from the booK's editorial board as well. Finally released in
the fall of 1938,the Shat Course required additional revisions two yeas later in order to
eliminate dl mention d N. I. Ezhov, who had been arrested and shot during the

intervening period#4 Rumors of further purges even endangered the small library of

41 For more on the purges hamstringing o Stchors, commissoned at the height of the “Soviet
patriotism” campaign bu relessed orly in 1939 see George Liber's Triple Exposure: Alexander
Dovzhenko's Ukrainian Visions, Soviet Illusions and Salinist Realiti es, unpulblished m.s., 200Q chapter 8;
Paul Babitsky and Martin Lutich, The Soviet Movie Industry: Two Case Sudies, No. 31, Research Program
on the USSR Mimeograph Sries (New York, 1953, 62, 27, 7; and Paul Babitsky and John Rimberg, The
Soviet Film Indwstry (New York, 1955, 161

42 According to ore source, of some 102 films due to be cmpleted by November 1, 1936 only fifteen
(15%) were delivered. RSFR studios managed to deliver 225% of their orders, while studios in
Belorussa managed 20%, Ukraine 10% and Georgia 8%. Studios in Azerbaidzhdan and Armeniafailed to
releasse asingle film. See ‘Kak redizuetsia plan vypuska fil’mov,” Iskusgvo kino no. 11 (1936): 36-40.
On failures in cinematic propaganda for children, see Nad chem rabotad Soiuzdetkino,” ibid., no. 10
(1936: 24-6.

Two Soviet film industry insiders ill ustrate the difficulty of shoding films with contemporary subjed
matter even more dearly in their memoirs. Despite party diredives that cdled for the majority of films
shot in 1935to concern the Soviet present, 75% ended up focusing on historicd subjeds becaise of
difficulties encourtered with the former genre. See Babitsky and Lutich, The Soviet Movie Industry: Two
Case Sudies, 51-52, who apparently refer to D. Nikol’skii, “Siuzhety 1936 god,” Iskusgvo kino no. 5
(1936: 21-26.

43 Compare page 178 d the 1937edition d Kratkii kurs istorii SS®R, edited by A. V. Shestakov, with the
same page in the 1941 edition.

44 Generally, see Appendix C to “The ‘Short Course’ to Modernity.” On the removal of Ezhov' s name
from pages 197, 234 and 313 & the 1938 edition d Istoriia Vsesoiuznoi komnunisticheskoi partii
(bol’ shevikov), see ‘Tovarishchu I. V. Stalinu @ Aleksandrova” (7 November 1940, RossisKii tsentr
khraneniia i izucheniia dokumentov nowishei istorii (heregter RTsKhIDNI), f. 17, op. 125 d. 10, |. 111
The author is grateful to Peter Blitstein for thisreference.
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pubicaions revolving aroundthe Cheliuskintsy, O. lu. Shmidt and aher hero-explorers
of the far north .45

Such turmail in state publishing and cinematography quckly spreal to affed
mobhili zaion efforts throughou society. Uncertainty on the ground level over what to
read (and what to tead) panicked dfficials and popagandists alike, bringing pditicd
agitation efforts to a standstill .46 Yeas later, an ony marginaly-literate peasant
described the dfed that the @llapse of the Soviet heroic Olympus had on hm:

...in the 6th and 7h grade, we seethe portraits of Stalin and hs closest associates, Blucher [sic, Bliukher]
and Egorov. We lean their biography [sic] by heat and reped it over and ower again. Then, two weeks
pass and everyone of us istold that these people ae the enemies of the people. They dorit tell us what
they’'ve dore, but they simply affix this label to them and tell us that they are enemies who have had
contad with foreign agents. Now, even 14 o 15 yea olds begin to wonder how the dosest associates of
Stalin who have been associated with him for 20 years suddenly turn out to be enemies of the people. He
begins to have distrust and suspicion. For instance, as a child | picked Voroshilov as my persona hero.
But, say, ancther boy picked Tukhachevski. All the boy s fantasies are destroyed. What shoud he think
now, this boy, who believed so blindy before?

Such emotions of dismay and anxiety seam to have been widespreal in the USSR as
successve waves of purging compromised individuas who hed orly the day before
defined valor and petriotism in the society. Addtiona detall is uppied by the
reminiscences of a veteran of the Soviet merchant marine, who recdl ed after the war that
the problems had come to the fore for him in the mid-193Gs, “let’'s sy from 1933 to
1937 Spedficdly, it was the expasure of enemies among the ranks of USSR’s heroic
pantheon,

the shodings, the trials, people like Tukhachevsky, Bukharin and Sinoviev [sic, Zinovev]. But how
would ore believe that? One day, their pictures was on the wallsin schod andin the text-books [sic]. The
next day, al of a sudden we were told that they’re enemies of the people. Now, with Tukhachevsky, for
instance, | remember coming to schod and someone was taking df the portrait [from the wall]. Then all
of the boys would scratch ou his picture in the text-books [and] scribble derogatory phrases about him.
Now that made me think hav could that happen, how could that be?47?

45 On the purges chilli ng effed on those involved with arctic exploration, see McCannon Red Arctic:
Polar Exploration and the Myth of the North in the Soviet Union, 149-68.

46 For instance, in late 1937 o ealy 1938 |. Sorokin, the dty procurator of Magnitogarsk, alerted the
city’s party organizéion to the fad that locd libraries were lending ou copies of the History of the Civil
War in the USSR which contained partraits of traitors including Bukharin, Zinov ev and “even Trotsky.”
SeeKotkin, Magnetic Mountain: Stalinismas a Civilization, 583-84. See &so Appendix B note 15.

47 The idiosyncratic syntax stems from the telegraphic trandation d the interviews in the 1950Harvard
Projed on the Soviet Social System. SeeHP, no. 27, schedule A, vol. 3, 36-7; no. 7, schedule A, vol. 1,
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As clea from such acwouns, propaganda revolving around Soviet patriotism was
virtually hamstrung bythe events of 19361938 dw to the fad that this campaign hed
been predicated onthe avility to wax rhapsodic ebou spedfic heroes from the recent past.
Unable to even pubish a tenable Stalin biography for much o the 193G due to the
purges effed on the General Seaetary’s entourage,*8 the rallying d popdar suppat for
the regime “by example” becane dmost prohibitively difficult. This date of affairs
ultimately forced the party hierarchy to resume its now increasingly frantic “seach for a

usable past” acoording to an entirely diff erent strategy.

On the eve of the meltdown of the Soviet pantheon d heroes, another campaign — “the
Friendship o the Peoples’ — was maturing undr the same patriotic rubric. Designed to
aid in the mobili zation d the diverse Soviet nations, it had been inaugurated by Stalin in
December 19359 and revolved around the interethnic cooperation and radal harmony
purportedly made paossble by sociadism.50 That being said, it aso contained ancther
dimension that had first surfaced (interestingly enough in the 1934 article by
Vasil’ kovskii referred to above: the valorizaion d the Russian proletariat “who gave the
world the October revolution” Taboosince 1917,this Russan ethnic particularism was

suppated by references to a then little-known fragment of Leniniana entitled “On the

24. For further acounts, seeHP, no. 11, schedule A, vol. 2, 36; no. 41, schedule A, val. 4, 24, etc. See
also Amir Weiner, Making Sense of War: the Second World War and the Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution
(Princeton, 2001), 64-5.

48 See D. L. Brandenberger, “Sostavlenie i publikatsiia ofitsia’nai biografii vozhdia — katekhizisa
stalinizma,” Voprosy istorii no. 12 (1997): 141-50.

49 “Redv tov. Stalina na soveshchanii peredovykh kdkhoznikov i kolkhoznits Tadzhikistana i
Turkmenistana,” Pravda, 5 Decanber 1935 3. Parts of this geed remind the reader of the alonial
syndrome identified by Edward Said in Orientalism (New York, 1978.

50 Martin, “An Affirmative Action Empire: Ethnicity and the Soviet State, 19231938” 919-81.
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National Pride of the Gred Russans.”1 An integral, if not officiall y-adknowledged
element of the “Friendship of the Peoples’ campaign, this russocentric undercurrent
resurfaced again in a Pravda editorial in ealy 1936

All the peoples — participants in the grea sociali st construction — may be proud d the results of their labor;
every one of them — from the smallest to the largest — are Soviet patriots enjoying a full array of rights.
First among these eguals is the Rusdan people, the Russan workers and the Rusgan toilers, whose role
throughod the whole Grea Proletarian Revolution, from the first victories to the present day’s brilli ant
period d development, is exceptionaly large.

Why was this rusocentrism such an central comporent of the “Friendship of the
Peoples’ sloganeeaing? Apparently, the purges’ paralysis of campaigns revolving around
individual Soviet heroes had left few aternatives to the rehabilitation d an ethnicaly-
organized “usable past.” Stalin’s praise of the dexterous “revolutionary Russan sweep-
of-the-hand,” repeaed severa times in the text of the alitorial, was not acadentaly
juxtaposed against the under-development of the nonRusdan Soviet peoples. In the
wake of this article, the parentheticd expresson “first amongequals’ would be used with
increasing frequency in reference to the Rusdan people’s place in Soviet society,>?
foreshadowing the later emergence of an explicit ethnic hierarchy.

Althoughthe pressinitialy limited its Rusgan ethnic particularism to contributions
during the revolution, with time, Civil War victories and the Stakhanowvite movement also
asuumed Rusdan charaderistics.3  Then, in January 1937, this cultural sphere of
influence was expanded beyond the parameters of the Soviet experience itself, when the

figureheal President of the USSR, M. I. Kalinin, proclaimed at amajor conferencethat:

The Russan people have drawn ou of their midst no few people who, by means of their talent, have raised
the world’s cultural level — Lomonasov, Pushkin, Belinskii, Dobroliubov, Chernyshevskii, Nekrasov,
Shchedrin, Chekhov, Tolstoi, Gor’kii, Surikov, Repin, Glinka, Tchaikovsky, Rimskii-Korsakov,

51 Vasil’kovskii, “Vyssii zakon zhizni,” 4; V. |. Lenin, “O natsiona’noi gordosti velikorossov,”
reprinted in his Sochineniia, vol. 18 (Moscow, 1936, 80-83, esp. 81. Stalin asociated 1917spedficdly
with the Rusgan working classin his 1923 essy “K voprosu o strategii i taktike ruskikh kommunistov,”
reprinted in his Sochineniia, vol. 5 (Moscow, 1952, 178-180.

52 “RSFR,” Pravda, 1 February 1936 1. The aticle obliquely quaed Stalin's 1924 essay “Ob
osnovakh leninizma,” reprinted in Sochineniia, 6: 186-88.

53 “RSFR,” 1.
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Mendeleev, Timiriazey, Pavlov, Michurin, Tsiolkovskii.... All of this ge&ks to the Rusdan people’s role
in the development of world culture.54

Triumphant recognition o such an array of cultural figures from the ancien régime — and
their spedfic identificaion as ethnic Rusdans — signaled the scope and dredion d the
new line. The transformation o A. S. Pushkin into an icon d official Soviet literature
during January and February of 1937 caayzed this revival of prominent names and
heroes from the pre-revolutionary Russan past. Tsarist-era pdliticd and military figures
like Aleksandr Nevskii, Peter the Gred, Aleksandr Suvorov and Mikhail Kutuzov were
even rehabilitated later that fal.>> Shortly theredter, Bol’shevik, the party’s main
theoreticd journal, would wax rhapsodic that “the history of the Russan people is the
history of their heroic fight for independence and freedom against numerous enemies,
conquerors and interventionists....”56 Pladng the Russans at the head o the multiethnic
Soviet family of peoples, the Minor Soviet Encydopedia would argue on the eve of the
war that “the ailture of the USSR’s peoples is historicdly tied to the alture of the
Russan people. It has always experienced and will continue to experiencethe benevolent
influence of the alvanced Russan culture.”>” Unmistakable here is a shift in emphasisin
Soviet ideology from the workers as the vanguard class of the Soviet experiment to the

Rusdan people & its vanguard nation>8 Russcentrism and the céebration o the

54 M. N. Kalinin, “O proekte konstitutsi RSFR: nasha prekrasnaiarodina,” Pravda, 16 January 1937, 2.
See &so “Velikii ruskii narod,” ibid., 15 January 1937 1; “Konstitutsiia geroicheskogo reroda,” ibid., 16
January 1937, 1.

55 Synchronized with the revival of tsarist-era paliticd history was the suppresson d leftist holdovers
who hed criticized or satirized the old regime in historiography (the Pokrovskii schod) the ats (Dem’ian
Bednyi), etc. See “The‘Short Course’ to Modernity,” chapters threg five and six; A. M. Dubrovskii, “Kak
Dem’ian Bednyi ideologicheskuiu ashibku sovershil,” in Otechestvennaa kul’tura i istoricheskaia nalka
XM -XX velov: sbornik statei (Briansk, 1996: 143-51; Kevin Platt and David Brandenberger, “ Terribly
Romantic, Terribly Progressve or Terribly Tragic? Rehabilitating Ivan 1V Under 1.V. Stalin, 19371953”
Russan Review vol. 58, no. 4 (1999: 635-54.

56 B. Volin, “Velikii ruskii narod,” Bol’shevik no. 9 (1938: 26-37, cite on 28 Seealso A. Kazékov, “Iz
istorii nashel rodiny: ‘Ledovce pobdshche',” Pravda, 27 August 1937, 4.

57 Malaia Sovetskaia Entsiklopediia, vol. 9 (Moscow, 1941), sv. “Rusie,” by B. Volin, 319-26, cite on
326.

58 This is a paraphrase of Sheila Fitzpatrick’s memorable statement on the shift at the University of
Chicago's “Empire and Nationin the Soviet Union” Conference, October 26, 1997
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Russan historicd past would form an important part of official propaganda campaigns
until after Stalin’sdegh in 1953.

But why such an abou-face from proletarian internationalism to something
perilously close to full-blown nationalism? What can explain such heresy? Asaluded to
above, a pragmatic and ugent need for mobili zation predicated this achange in party
ideology. By the ealy 193G, the propaganda of the previous decale was increasingly
sean as being excessvely abstrad, inaccessbly arcane and insufficiently popuist.
Importantly, the new campaigns urroundng Soviet-era heroes were quickly
complemented bytherevival of historicd persondliti es from the national past. Instructive
is one of the first mgor challenges to the historicd materiaist line of the 192G, which
occurred duing a Politburo discusson d pubdic schod history textbooksin March 1934.
Objeding to the presentations of severa distingushed Bolshevik pedagogles, Stalin
launched into avicious critique of their advocagy of textbooks that privil eged materialism
and class analysis over a more traditiona historicd narrative>® A leaing ideologist
present at the meding paraphrased Stalin’s remarks sveral dayslater:

These textbooks and the instruction [of history] itself isfar from what is needed, and Comrade Stalin talked
abou this at the Politburo meding. The textbooks and the instruction [of history in the schodg] itself is
dore in such away that sociology is substituted for history.... What generally resultsis me kind o odd
scenario [neponiatnaia kartina] for Marxists — a sort of bashful relationship — [in which] they attempt not
to mention tsars and attempt not to mention rominent representatives of the bourgeoisie.... We cana
write history in this way! Peter was Peter, Catherine was Catherine. They relied on spedfic dasses and
represented their mood and interests, but all the same they took adion — these were historic individuals —
they were not ours, but we must give an impresson d this epoch, abou the events which took dace & that

Serhy Yekelchyk has receitly argued that the Ukrainians were devated to the status of a “grea

people” as well between 1939and 1941 My impresson is that this rehabilit ation was a subardinate
comporent of the canpaign to justify the Sovietization d Eastern Poland rather than a more independent
ideologicd development bent on valorizing the Ukrainian people, per se. Not only does the timing o the
campaign pant diredly to the 1939 mrtitioning o Poland, but the historicd parables that receved the
most pulicity (e.g. 1654 Bogdan Khmel’ nitskii and the Polish Yoke) seam a littl e too convenient to be
merely coincidental. Of course, regardless of the reasons behind the promotion o “the grea Ukrainian
people” between 1939and 1941 this campaign shoud na be seen as contradicting the emerging line
which labeled the Russan people & “the first amongequals.” See Serguel Ekeltchik [Serhy Y ekelchyk],
“History, Culture and Nationhood Under High Stalinism: Soviet Ukraine, 19391954 (Ph.D. diss,
University of Alberta, 2000, esp. 21-33.
59 This “schematic” view of history, in dedine since ealy in the decale, was thorougHy renourced
during M. N. Pokrovskii’s posthumous denurciation in January 1936 Seemy “Who Kill ed Pokrovskii ?
(the secondtime): the Prelude to the Denurciation o the Father of Soviet Marxist Historiography, January
1936” Revolutionary Russiavol. 11, no. 1 (1998: 67-73.
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time, who ruled, what sort of a government there was, what sort of policies were caried ou, and howv
events transpired. Withou this, we won't have any sort of civil history.60

Stalin’s commentary was understood byinsiders as a cdl for the reviva of conventional
state- and persondlity-based narratives in historicdly-oriented propaganda.  A. S
Bubnov, the Commissxr of Educaion, followed up on Stalin's prescriptions at a
historians conference later that month. Focusing on the excessively schematic (or
“sociologicd”) approach to history refleded in the historiography d the 19205, Bubnov
complained that theory was dominating the discusson d history in the schods, leaving
events, persondliti es, and their interconredion to play only asecondary role. Asaresult,
he noted, “an entire aray of the most important historicd figures, events, wars, etc. dlips
past [our students] unndiced . . . . Under such condtions, we have avery large over-
encumbrance of what can be referred to as the sociologica comporent, and a mgjor lad,
even a omplete dsence in some places, of what can be referred to as pragmatic
history.”61 Such cdls for “pragmatic history” (essentialy the “usable past” discussed
abowve) echoed throughou such forums during the mid 193&. Synchronized with the
above-mentioned explosion d patriotic rhetoric in the press “pragmatic history” was to
cach people’s imaginations and pomote aunified sense of identity that the previous
decale’ s materialism had fail ed to stimulate.

Aside from the danges in tone and content, however, we see in Stain's
recoommendations mething else & well: the endasement of what was esentialy an
etatist interpretation d the pre-revolutionary history of the USSR. Such rediredion o
historiographic priorities to highlight statehood — particularly Russan statehood — is

60 “Stenogramma zasedaniia Prezdiuma Komakademii o zadachakh nauchna isdedovatel’ skoi raboty v
oblasti izucheniia istorii i o rabote nad izdaniem ‘I storii SSR'” (13 March 19349, Arkhiv Rossiskoi
Akademii Nauk (hereéter Arkhiv RAN), f. 350, op. 1, d. 906, II. 1-30ob. See &so A. M. Dubrovskii and D.
L. Brandenberger, “* Grazhdanskoi istorii u nasnet’ (ob odnan vystuplenii I. V. Stalinavesnoi 1934 god,”
in Problemy otechestvennoi i vsemirnoi istorii (Briansk, 1998, 96-100.

61 “Stenogramma soveshchaniiaistorikov i geografov pri Narkome tov. Bubnowe A. S.” (8 March 1939,
Gosudarstvennyi arkhiv Rosgiskoi federatsii (formerly known as TsGA, heredter GARF), f. 2306 op. 69,
d.21771. 1-2, 3.
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significant, as we see here the outline of an agenda to replace the 192G5 broad
multi cultural materialist focus on the history of classes and peoples with a single, linea,
nation-based narrative.62 Such an impresson is confirmed by an acournt of ancther
Politburo dscusson from March 1934 in which Bubnov popcsed that the officid
historicd line ought to concern na just the linea pre-revolutionary “history of the
USR,” but abroader and more inclusive “history of the peoples of Russa.” Interrupting
him, Stalin dsagreed, implying that such a focus was excessvely diffuse. Asserting that
asingle thousand-yea padliti ca narrative ough to be & the center of the new curriculum,
he noted simplisticdly that “the Russan people in the past gathered the other peoples
together and have begunthat sort of gathering again now.”63 Althoughterse, Stalin was
visibly rgjeding a “multicultural” history of the region in favor of a historicd narrative
which would implicitly focus on the Russan people's date-building aadosstime. When
the next generation d history textbooks rolled off the pressesin 1937,they dowtailed
perfedly with this vision d the “usable past,”64 as did some of the biggest films of the
day which also valorized pre-revolutionary princes, monarchs and generas, e.g. Peter the
First, Aleksand Newskii, Minin and Pozharskii, Sworov, etc.65 The same idea &so

reverberates throughou a toast that Stalin gave & K. E. Voroshilov's dadcha dter

62 Accordingto S. A. Piontkovskii, Stalin attaded the same feaure of the textbooks two weeks later at a
Politburo meding, cursing that “‘These textbooks aren't good for anything [nikuda re godatsia)....
What[,” he] said, []the hed is ‘the feuda epoch,” ‘the goch of industrial cepitalism,” ‘the eoch of
formations’ —it’s al epochs and nofads, no events, no people, no concrete information, not a name, not a
title, and nd even any content itself. It isn’t any goodfor anything.['] Stalin repeaed several times that the
texts weren’t goodfor anything. Stalin said that what we neead are textbooks with fads, events and remes.
History must be history.” The diary of Piontkovskii, which is held in the inaccesgble achives of the
former NKVD (TsA FSB RF, d. R-8214), is excerpted in Aleksal Litvin, Bez prava namyd’: istorik v
epokhu Bol’ shogoterrora — ocherk sudeb (Kazan', 1994, 55-57.

63 |pid., 56. Stalin’s comment on the Russan people’s historic consolidation d non-Russan minorities
during the tsarist era edoes a similar statement in his famous 1913essy onthe national question. Striking
is his expansion d the analysis in 1934to identify a lealing role for Russans in Soviet construction. See
“Marksizm i natsional’ nyi vopros,” reprinted in Sachineniia, 2: 304.

64 See “The‘Short Course’ to Modernity,” chapter three

65 petr Pervyi (V. Petrov, 1937 1939, Aleksand Newskii (S. Eisenstein, 1938, Minin i Pozharskii (V.
Pudovkin, 1939, Sworov (Pudovkin, M. Doller, 1941),
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reviewing the Red Square parade mmmemorating the twentieth anniversary of the

revolutionin 1937

| want to say afew wordswhich may na sean toofestive. The Rusdan tsars did much that was bad. They
robbed and enslaved the people. They led wars and seized territory in the interests of the landowners. But
they did do ore good thing — they put together an enormous date [stretching] out to Kamchatka. We
inherited this date. We Bolsheviks were the first to put together and strengthen this gate nat in the
interests of the landowners and capitalists, but for the toil ers and for al the grea peoples who make up this

state.66

Etatist sympathies, then, in conjunction with a strong current of popuism and frustration
with the purges’ paralysis of propaganda revolving around Soviet heroes, led the party
hierarchy to conclude that the most effedive historica narrative for the diverse Soviet
popuation would be a Russan-centered ore stressng dd-fashioned values like state-
bulding and retional defense8” Late in the decale, Stalin would even cdl for
adjustments to be made to the official conceptualizaion d “Soviet patriotism” in order to
acount for the shift.68 M. |. Kainin responced to Stalin's cdls to “develop and

cultivate” the concept in 1940with the aanourcement that patriotism was at its core a

66 Stalin's toast is recorded in the diary of G. M. Dimitrov — see A. Latyshev, “Kak Stalin Engel’sa
svergal,” Rosdiskaia gazeta, 22 Decanber 1992 4.

According to an acount of K. E. Voroshil ov' s adjutlieutenant, R. P. Khmel’ nitskii, this ene repeaed
itself the following day in the Kremlin in a more elaborate form. There, Stalin naed that “Old Russa has
been transformed into today’ s USSR where dl peoplesareidenticd.... Amongthe equal nations, states and
courtries of the USSR, the most Soviet and the most revolutionary is the Russan nation.” Robert C.
Tucker pubished an English trandation d this geed in his Stalin in Power: The Rewlution from Above,
1928-1941 (New York, 1990, 48285, 660. The aithor is grateful for the latter’ s willi ngnessto share the
original Rusdan transcript.

67 For arelated discusson, seeG. D. Burdei, Istorik i voina, 1941-1945(Saratov, 1991), 170.
68 “Doklad tov. Stalina,” in XVIIl s’ ezd vsesoiuznai kommnunisticheskoi partii(b), 10-21 marta 1939
Senograficheskii otchet (Moscow, 1939, 26-7.

A yea later, Stalin added that steps $houd be taken to tone down o “the ailt of the dvil war.”
Propaganda surroundng the 19181921 time period was apparently preduding a more promising line
revolving aroundimperial military traditions. Stalin had apparently first attadked hagiography revolving
aroundthe dvil war in late March 1940at a Central Committee plenum and then again onthe final day of
the Main Military Courcil’s conferencein mid-April. See ‘O voenna ideologii” ([May 194Q), RGVA, f.
9, op. 36s, d. 4252, |. 116 (pubished in D. L. Brandenberger, “‘Lozhnye ustanovki v dele vospitaniia i
propagandy.’” doklad nachal’ nika Glavnogo pditi cheskogo upavieniia RKKA L. Z. Mekhlisa o voenna
idelogii, 1940 g,” Istoricheskii arkhiv no. 5-6 [1997: 92, 85); V. Malyshev, “Proidet desiatok let, i eti
vstrechi ne vosdanovish’ uzhe v pamiati,” Istochnik no. 5 (1997): 110, Zimniaia voina 1939194Q voal. 2,
Salin i finskaia kampania (Stenog-amna soveshchaniia pri TsK VKP(b)), edited by E. N. Kul’kov and O.
A. Rzheshevskii (Moscow, 1999, 27478, “Zapis ukazaiii tovarishcha Stalina na zaedanii Komisdi
Glavnogo veennogosoveta 21 aprelia 1940 goa v Kremle,” RGVA, f. 4, op. 14, d. 2768 Il. 64-5; Istoriia
Velikoi Otechestvenna voiny Sovetskogo Sduza, vol. 1, edited by P. N. Pospelov (Moscow, 1960, 277;
Carl Van Dyke, The Sovet Invasion d Finland 19391940(Londonand Portland, 1997, 202
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sense of pride and loyalty which had unted bah Rusdans and the “most conscious
elements of the oppressed rationdities’ since the mid-nineteenth century under the
progressve banner of Rusgan “national culture!$® Such a russocentric vision was the
end result of the “ideologicd metamorphasis’ that Aleksandrova had identified in 1937.
In the words of anather exile writing at abou the same time, Soviet patriotism during the

seaond helf of the 1930 had become “simply Rusdan patriotism.” 70

It shoud come & no surprise that some in the Soviet society of the 1930 were horrified
by the ideologicd shift that this article has surveyed owver the @murse of the precaling
pages. In ealy 1939, a veteran leftist literary critic named V. I. Blium even had the
audadty to complain dredly to Stalin in a personal |etter abou how “Soviet patriotism
has been distorted andis smetimes nowadays beginning to display al the daraderistics
of radal nationalism.” But the party hierarchy remained committed to the new line,7?
even amplifying it somewhat between 1941and 1945. Little dse of substance danged
until the mid-195Gs.

This article has tracel the dhanging semantics of Soviet mohili zaional ideology
during the 19305, focusing onthe wane of internationalism, the emergence of Soviet

patriotism and the remoduation d this concept away from a focus on a Soviet heroic

69 M. I. Kalinin, “O kommunisticheskom vospitanii /dokiad na sobranii partiinogoaktiva gor. Moskvy/”
(2 October 1940, Tsentr khraneniia dokumentov molodezhnykh aganizatsii (heredter TSKhDMO), f. 1,
op. 23, d. 1389 II. 27-32; printed in M. I. Kalinin, |zbranrie proizvedeniia, vol. 3 (Moscow, 1962, 396
418 (citeson pages 30-32 and 410412respedively).

70 Nicolas Berdyaev, The Origins of Russan Comnunism, trandated by R. M. French (London 1937,
171-77.

71 See ‘Glubokouazhaemyi losif Vissrionovich” (31 January 1939, RTsKhIDNI, f. 17, op. 120, d.
348 1. 63. N. K. Krupskaia expressed similar feasin a 1938letter to Stalin which is puldished in [zvestiia
TsK no. 3 (1989: 179 The party hierarchy responded with a Central Committee resolution scolding
literatory and aher contributors to official “thick journals’ for their reluctance to join the patriotic
campaign, something detailed in “O nekotorykh literaturno-khudazhestvennykh zhurnalakh,” Bol’ shevik
no. 17(1939: 51-7. Generally, seemy “*Vse dherty rasovogo ratsionalizma...”: internatsionali st zhaluetsia
Stalinu (ianvar’ 1939 g)” (co-authored with Karen Petrone), Voprosy istorii no. 1 (2000: 128-33.
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Olympus toward a pantheon d heroes drawn chiefly from the pre-revolutionary Russan
historicd past. Of criticd interest has been the antingency of this sift, something that
in many senses $oud be seen as yymptomatic of the purges hamstringing o paral e
propaganda campaigns revolving around “Soviet patriotism” and the heroes of the
revolution and socialist construction. Because the party hierarchs' interest in the tsarist
past was 0 instrumental, they seem to have expeded, c.a. 1935 that themes, imagery and
other elements drawn from the “pragmatic history” of the pre-revolutionary time period
could co-exist with ather more “Soviet” aspeds of the official propaganda line. The
USR’s Olympus was to be an integrated ore, with Peter the Grea, Aleksandr Nevskii
and A. S. Pushkin joining Chapaer, Dzezhinskii, Frunze, Shchors, Enukidze Rykov,
Kosarev, Khodzhaer, Egorov and numerous Stakhanowites in a heroic pantheon styled
acarding to the reigning aesthetics of Socialist Redism.

However, as manic purging in the mid-to-late 193G destabili zed industry, the Red
Army command, and the party itself, many Soviet members of the party’s nascent
pantheon d heroes were swept into the deluge & well. Mohili zaion “by example” was
grealy complicaed by the sudden arrest or disappeaance of cdebrated workers,
managers, party officials and military commanders, something which in the short term
required the reissiing d many canonicd propaganda texts and in the long term
threaened to compromise the entire pantheon itself. At times, it must have seemed as if
only Socialist Redism’sfictional heroes— Pavel Korchagin, Gleb Chumalov and ahers —
did nd risk arrest.”2

So if the new line's emphasis on rusocentric themes and leaders from the tsarist past
had been initially off-set (or even ower-shadowed) by the popuarizaion d Soviet heroes

from the dvil war era and ongoing socidist construction, the purges destruction o

72 |n asense, of course, they did. Althoughthey remained in print, virtually all the dasscs of Socialist
Redism were savaged by the cansor during the period — see Herman Ermolaer, Censorship in Soviet
Literature, 1917-1991 (New York, 1997, 51-140. Korchagin and Chumalov, incidentally, were the heroes
of Ostrovskii’s How the Steel was Forged and Gladkov s Cement, respedively.



25

many of these prominent persondlities between 1936 and 1938 complicaed such
propaganda dforts and contributed to a shift toward an increasing emphasis on heroes
from the distant past. Attrition within the ranks of the “Soviet patriots’ (Enukidze
Rykov, Kosarev, Khodzhaes, Egorov, etc.) left the pantheon compaosed principally of
traditional Russan national heroes (Nevskii, Peter, Pushkin) and a handful of remaining
revolutionaries (Lenin, Stalin, Frunze, Dzezhinskii, Shchors, etc.). Consequently,
increased reliance on traditional Russan heroes must have seemed quite natural: not only
were the Peters and Nevskiis at least as reamgnzable & the Frunzes and Shchors', bu
they were dso often more heroic (at least acarding to traditional aesthetics) and less
likely to be compromised by the purges.”? In this snse, the fadtering d the Soviet
patriotism campaign duing the Grea Terror contributed to the ascendancy of a
rusocentric vision d the USR’s “usable past” which would prove to be durable and
dynamic enoughto script Soviet propaganda campaigns over the @urse of the next
twenty yeas. In the long run, this transformation would encourage Russan-spe&ing
society to begin to think abou itself in unpecalented ways, “imagining Russa” in more

articulate, consistent and coherent terms than had ever been passble before.

73 Linda Colley makes a similar paint abou the paliticd usefulnessof long-dead heroes in her Britons:
Forging the Nation, 1707-1837 (New Haven, 1992, 16869. Curiously, the promotion d a pantheon o
revolutionary heroes drawn from the likes of Robespierre, Marat, the martyrs of the Paris Commune,
Kautsky and Luxembourg seansto have been preduded by the xenophoba of the mid-to-late 193Gs.



