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ON THE SOTII AIYNIVERSABY Of,'THE GBEAT
MAN-MADE FAIIIINE IN UKRAINE

By Duttrno Sor,ovEY

EDIIOR'S NOTE: Noted seholar Dmytro Solovey, who has devoted a num-
ber of years to the study of the tragie depopulation of Ilkraine, here discusses one
of the main causes, one which is also the most heartrending one. In 1932-1933
the l{remlin deliberately inflicted a famine on the Ukrainian la,nds which claimed,
in round numbers, seven million victims. Mr. Solovey delves deeply into the
r@sons for this most heinous example-in the twentieth century, at least----of
man's inhumanity to man.

1' P.PULATT.N'ffi; 
T"YffftfiH.? T8dl#f6 

ro 1e60 UNDEIR

Academician M. V. Ptukha, noted Ukrainian demographer who
died in Kiev in 1961, read a paper at the 19th session of the Inter-
national Statistical Institute 1 in Tokyo in 1930. Entitled "Ifkraine's
Population to 1930," the text was published in tr'rench in The Bullettn
of the Internati,onal Statistical Institute.In it Ptukha estimated that
in 1960 Ukraine would have 46.1 million people in its territories as

of. 1926. He was guided in his estimate by the December L7, 1926
census as well as by current statistics on population movements.

The natural increase in Ukraine's population from t924 to L927
averaged 2.36 per cent annually. In the years t928-29, which saw
the start of the brutal attack on the villages by the Central Commit-
tee of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) (CC ACP[b],
the natural growth of population in Ukraine declined to L.92 per cent
annually. Academician Ptukha took into consideration this lower
natural increase of. 1928-29.

The extrapolations of Ptukha, who at that time was president
of the Demographic Institute of the Academy of Sciences of the U-
krainian SSR, were officially accepted and used by the government
for its five-year plans.

As a result of the Second World War, the area of the UkSSR
was increased by the addition of Ukrainian ethnographic territories
which hitherto had belonged to other states. The additional ter-
ritories included: a) the Western Ukrainian lands which had been

rVol I, No. 3; The Hague, 1931; pp. 59-88.
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under Poland, with a population of 8 million; b) parts of Bessarabia
and Bukovina, which had been under Rumania, with 1,565,000
and c) Carpatho-Ukraine, formerly under Hungary and Czechoslo-
vakia, with 725,000 persons.'z A little later (1954) the Crimea was
added to the Ukrainian Republic. That peninsula s 1939 census had
recorded 1,127,000 inhabitants.s

Altogether a total of 11,417,000 swelled the population of the
UkSSR. Thus when to Ptukha's estimate for 1960 of 46.1 million
population (for Ukraine's L926 terrain) are added these 11,417,000,
then in 1960 Ukraine should have had, in its enlarged area, at least
57,5L7,000 inhabitants-epen without talcing into account any natural,
increase. But the official statistics issued by Moscow in 1960 indi-
cate the actual population of Ukraine to be only 43,091,000.n

The population of Ukraine in 1960, therefore, falls short by 14,
426,000 of the figure conservatively predicted by Academician Ptukha

-a shortage of 33.5 per cent of the country's population!
The figure of 57,5LT ,000 does not take into consideration any

natural increase in the course of almost twenty years in the popula-
tion added as the result of the Second World War. At a growth rate
of 0.5 per cent a year, the 11,417,000 added population should have
yielded at least an additional million people. With this natural in-
crease Ukraine's population should have been between 58.5 and 59.0
million instead of 43 million. Moreover, we did not deduct from the
actual 1960 figure of 43,091,000 the number of Russian colonizers
sent into Ukraine in the years 1926-60 by Moscow's occupational
regime, which boosted the population count of the country.

This intensive colonization of Ukraine went hand in hand. with
the mass deportation of the ethnic Ukrainian population to outlying
areas of the USSR. According to the 1-926 census there were 2,670,000
Russians in Ukraine; this number adjusted to the enlarged area of
today would be 3,055,000,u or 8.1 per cent of the then population of
Ukraine. The 1959 census, however, Shows there are now twice as

z BolshaAa Souetekaga Entsgklopeilia (The I'arge Souiet Encgclopeil,ia),
Vol. USSR, Moscow, 1948, p. 1810; Strang Mi,ra (Countri'es ol th,e World)
Second Edition, Moscow, OGYZ, RSE SR, 1946, p. 194.

e F. Lorimerz Th,e Populati,on of the Soui'et Union, 1946; p. 162.
t Narodnoge Khozagstlso SSSA o 7960 Cloil,w (State Economg ol th,e USBE

in 1960) Moscow, 1961; P. 8.
o Vol. Kubiyovych: Natsionalngi, Skl,ail, Naselennda Rgaddanskod Ulcradng

qs Soi,tli, Sougetskgkh, Perepgsi,o a 17. XII L926 i 15. I. 1959 (Nati,onal, Oontn
posi,ti,on of Papulation of Sooiet Ulcrai,ne i,n the Ligh,t ol Sotsdet Censuses ol
December L7, L926 and Ja^nu&ry 1, 1959) Zapgslcg NTSL. Vol. CLXD(; Paris
1962, p. 3.
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many Russians in Ukraine, or 7,091,000-16.9 per cent of the coun-
try's population.G Whence, then, so many Russians?

Between Deeember L7, L926, and January 16, 1959, the entire
population of Ukraine in the present-day area increased (using an
adjusted L926 figure to correspond to the larger area) from 37,870,
000 to 41,869,000-an increase of 10.6 per cent.'

When this percentage increase is applied to the Russians living
in Ukraine, their L926 figure of 3,055,000 should increase to 3,379,000
in 1959. But their actual count in 1959 was 7,091,000-3,7L2,000 high-
er. We conclude, therefore, that almost four million Russians were
brought into Ukraine one way or another, replacing a like number
of the autochthonous population which Ukraine lost in some manner.

Hence if the CC CPSU had not brought to Ukraine these 3,7L2,
000 Russian colonizers, then the loss of Ukraine's population be-
tween L926 and 1960 would have been seen not as 14,426,000 but a
figure greater by 3,712,000, or 18,138,000-without taking into ae-
count the already mentioned natural increase in the population of
the added territories. The 18,138,000 shortage in population now
represents 42.L per cent, and not 33.5 per cent, of the 1960 Ukrainian
census.

What, then, are the reasons for this tremendous population losd
suffered by Ukraine that these calculations reveal, calculations all
the more shocking because of their conservatism? There are several:

1. A bloody, nation-wide series of waves of terror, resulting
from the Ukrainians' opposition to the alien occupation regime of
Moscow;

2. Massive and inhuman deportations of the Ukrainian people
from their native land;

3. The heinous man-made famine of 1932-33, resulting in a loss
of life running into the millions, followed by another famine in
t946-47;

4. Huge casualties suffered in the Second World War;
5. Another reign of terror, inflicted because of real, as well as

imaginary, collaboration of Ukrainians with the Germans (briefly
viewed as liberators by the oppressed Ukrainians) and the voluntary
surrender of Ukrainian soldiers to the German military authorities;

a ClaAslennosf, Sostou im Rah,zmeshchenge Naselenga SSS.E. Kratkge YtogA
Vsesogwznog Perepgsg Naselenga 7959 god,a (Nwmbers, Cormposi,tdant and Distri'
butdon ol tlue Populatdon ol tlae USS.R. Short Conelusiants of the Al,l-Uni,on Census
of 1959,) Gosstatgeilat,Moscow 1961, p.29.

? We are using calculations cited by Kubiyovych, opr. cdt., p. 3.
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6. The resettlement of Ukrainian youth in the virgin lands and
at new construction projects in Kazakhstan, Altai, Siberia and
elsewhere;

7. All the foregoing made in turn for another factor of popula-
tion decline: a catastrophic disproportion of men to women, whieh
over the course of 30 years dwindled to 3 to 7;

8. A severe decrease of the number of births in Ukraine, as for
example, during the great famine, whieh eould not offset the number
of deaths.s

All these factors, with the exception of the Nazi Sclwecklich-
keit policy during Hitler's administration in the Second World
War, stemmed from a planned colonial policy on the part of
Comrnunist Russia in Ukraine and its desire to exterminate the
Ukrainian nation, which kept striving for its independence.

Here we shall discuss only the man-made famine of 1932-33,
which was organized by the CC CPSU as an instnrment of ven-
geance, and the forced collectivization of the F'irst F ive-Year Plan
(1e28-33).

2. GOAL AND METHODS OE COLLECTTVIZATION

Towards the end of the 1920's, the CC ACP (b) , headed by Sta-
lin, launched the five-year plans for the development of industry,
the first encompassing the period 1928-33. Without the development
of industry, especially heavy industry, the dictatorial regime of the
Communist Party would not have been able to stay in power in a
country ravaged by war and revolutions. The party authorities, there-
fore, decided to take under their direct control all of the country's
material resources and to accelerate the development of industry.
But such development entailed considerable capital. Where was this
capital to come from ?

In his speech summarizing the first five-year plan at the com-
posite plenary session of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party, January 7, 1933, Stalin said:

The party knew how the industries of England, Germany and America
had been built. ft knew that heavy industry in those nations was developed
either with the aid of heavy loans or through the exploitation of other nations,
or througlr both these ways at the same time.

He added that both these means were closed to the party, saying:

s tr'or more details see Dmytro Solovey: Li,uilnist Ukraing za Sorolc Rolsits
Vlndg CK K.PSS u Stsi,tl,i, Perepgsi,o (Ulcradnds Populatdon il,uring the EartU
Yeors of the CO CPSU Rule im the Ldght of Censuses), Detroit, 1961. (Ttre fac-
simile from Vi,lma Akradna, Nos. 24-27).
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On what, Olen, did tt (the party) count? It counted on our country's own

resources, it counted on having the Soviet form of government:; basing oUr

polieies on tlre nationalization of the soil, industry, transportation, banrks, antd

trade, we can conduct ttre most austere economic policy in order to stockpile

resources sufrcient for the rebuilding a.nd development of heavy industry. The

party openly stated that this matter would entail serious sacrifices, a.nd that
we had to go along with these sacrifices openly a^nd h full awareness if we

wished to reach the goal. Ttre party counted on our ability to do so with tlre
countr;/'s internal resources along without enslaving credits a^nd loans from

ttre outside.s

As was not unusual, Stalin was saying here not quite what he

was thinking. Although he dismissed "enslaving credits a,rrd loans

from the outside," he did not, however, discard a means he had men-

tioned earlier-exploitation of the eolonies.

To Stalin and CC ACP(b) these colonies consisted of : a) the

ture, on the one hand, and her stnrggle for independent statehood
during the 1917-22 pefiod, on the other.

The party organ Proletarskaya Praodn explained in its January
22, LggO i..rr" that the goal of the eollectivization of agriculture in
Ukraine was:

The destruction of Ukrainian nationalism's social base-the
individual land holdings.'o

The fact that the industrial development of the RSFSR-then
as now-was realized at the expense of the non-Russian republics
can be shown from official statistics. They clearly indicate the colo-

ng in the distribut
of the state. Thus
ACP (b) plans, the

July 1, 1955 prices) were made as follows: 1'

o Stalin: Pid,sumkg ytershogi pUatgri,ch,tcg (SummarA ol tlrc fldrst Fwa-
Year Pl,an). Eospodarstoo tlkrairagt, No. l-2 for 1933, p. 10.

ro Quoted from E. Pihido ztlkraina piil bdtsh,otsgtslcogw olcupatsdgeuu (Ulsrafup
TJniler the Bolslteodk Occupation), Munich: Institute for the Study of the USSR,
1956; p. 107.

rr Compiled from Th,e Nati,onal EconortuU of the IISSR, The Natdonal Ecotto-
mg ol the fiSFSR and The National Economg ol the Ukrainian gg8.



in Billions Percentage of Population /o Relative to
REPUBLICS: of Rubles USSR Total in Aprit 1956 population
R

lnvestments

Ukraine 236.8
Other
13 Republics 238.8

L6.4 20.3

16.5 23.2

/6Investments
Highter (+)
& Lower (-)

3.9

6.7
Total
USSR 100.0 100.0

The percentages in this table speak for themselves. To be added
is the faet that the manner of distribution of capital investments
has not changed in the decade following. Thus for a half century
the CC CPSU has been developing the industry in the RSFSR at the
expense of the non-Russian republics, since the latter do not get their
fair and needed share of capital investments from the supposedly com-
mon state coffers.

Let us now go back to Stalin's speech of January 7, 1933. The
terrible consequences of the famine had by then become evident,
which was the reason why foreigners were no longer allowed to visit
Ukraine. His words about the accumulation of capital for the develop-
ment of industry-<f calling for "serious sacrifices" and a willing-
ness to accept these sacrifices--take on, in this context, an eloquent
and evil meaning.

In their plan to gain the needed capital from the interrral re-
sources of the country, the CC ACP (b) , led by Stalin, began its
destruction of agricultural holdings by tearing away tens of millions
of peasants from their soil, Iivestock and agricultural equipmenL
In the place of individual land holdings, the govenrment established
fictional eollective farms-kolhosps (kolkhozes in Russian-D. S.).
These kolhosps carne under the complete control of the party and its
state machinery. The production of the kolhosps was maximized
through quotas established by the party center for the foreign trade
(which provided the party with currency) and for the feeding of the
urba^n population. The kolltosps were managed by party functionaries,
sent down expressly for that purpose. These collective farms wene
called co-operatives, and their establishment was achieved on a seem-
ingly voluntary basis. In actuality, the peasants resisted, realizing
the forceful nature of their establishment and their threat.

Stalin, along with the CC ACP (b) , decided to "liquidate" mil-
lions of peasants-that section of the population that the party called

for
L,444.0
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the useless and backrvard "petit bourgeois masses"-in order to
make their possessions instantly available to the state and. the party

In creating a psycholory of terror among the peasantry in order
to paralge any desire to rebel diainst'the party, the CC ACP(b)
decided to destroy first of all the prosperous layer of the peasantry.
Ihis segment was given the label of kurlculs, regardless of whether
they used hired labor on their land or not. In other words, it mad.e
no difference whether they were exploiting another man's labor or
were using members of their own family to cultivate the land. On
the secret orders of the party center, all possessions of this category
of the agricultural class-including their better clothing-were con-
fiscated. They them.selves, along with their children and the older
members of their families, were deported during the cmel winter
months to their deaths in the far, harsh and uncultivated corners of
the USSR.

Control figures for the accomplishment of the genocidal action
were harrded down by the party center to each oblast, rayon, and
village council. Ard it was in vain that some local administrators
(party men), as the case in Kaharlyk near Kiev in the autumn of
L929, tried to convince the center that "there are no kurkuls (kulaks
in Russian-D. S. ) in our area, only peasants." 12 They were enjoined
"to find" those kurkuls. What eased the task was the center's order
to place in this category all opponents or persons who were politically
unreliable as regards the Soviet rule. A documentary example of such
deportation of non-Russians is provided by the "Smolensk Docu-
ments" (after the Byelomssian city of Smolensk) which fell into
American hands after the Second World. War.

In order to push the rest of the peasants into the kolhosps and
to force them to hand over to these collective farms their land, cattle
and farm implements, a whole system of "convrecing" an'angements
was worked up.

F or unmaried landholders who balked a .. joining the kolh,osps'
wholly unreasonable income tu<es were established. AIso, they were
assigned individual production quotas that were impossible to fulfill.
F'or ensuing non-fulfillment of quotas the peasants were then tried
by the party courts, which branded them "little kurltulsr" "enemies
of the state," "saboteurs," and "evil breakers of state plans." AII
their possessiors were confiscated, and they themselves were exiled
to concentration camps or the virgin lands. Tlris led to spontaneous
but uncoordinated peasant revolts, insu:rections and "old. wives'
rebellions." These proved no match for the GPU forces.

tz Praada, October 9, 1929.
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A high Soviet official, G. Tokayev (a"n Ossetian by birth), for
a long time wasl associated with persons close to the party directorate
and himself was familiar with the backstage a^ffairs of the CC
ACP (b) . Leaving the USSR in 1949, he wrote as follows about L. M.
Kaganovich, whom he called "a classic example of a talented tpant-
dictatorr':

During tlte period of collectivization a^nd liquidation of the kurkuls in a
number of Northern Caucasian, Central Asian a^nd Western Siberia;n raUon^s
(ra,gott^s settled primarily by non-Russians, in some cases by a majority of U-
krainia^n-D.S.), a number of armed uprisings broke out against the Soviet
ruIe, a^nd the regime appeared to hang by a thread. Some secretaries and respon-
sible workers of the CC ACP(b) quickly dissociated themselves from the Stalin-
Molotov line, making declarations in which they absolved themselves of respon-
sibility for its results. At that time Kaganovich appeared at ttre head of the CC.
He directed a gigantic organizational and political work whieh shortly "brought
order," rutllessly dispersed the "squeakers" ,a^nd saved the oligarehy from a
catastrophy.

A little later new uprisings broke out in the Chechen, Ingush, Northern
Ossetia and Kuban areas. In some casres the Soviet authorities were deposed;
in other raAona passive resistance in tJre kol,ltosgts in the form of intentional
slowdowns of work took on threatening proportions. Ttre Politburo decided to
punish tlte rebels with a man-made famine. Kaganovich himself carne to the
Northern Caucasus (the Ukrainian Kuba^n was part of it-D. S.) at the head
of twenty members and candidates of t}te CC ACP(b) and a mass of NKV1D
men. On his orders the peasa^nts' rem,aining provisions were taken away from
them, tens of thousa^nds of them were arrested and convoyed to concentra-
tion camps, whole settlements and villages were exiled to Siberia; and, in this
way, it was possible to compel the free la.nd to "like" thre kolhosp life.rs

By use of terrorism the CC ACP (b) was able to push the major
part of the peasantry into the kolhosps as early as 1931. In the
official History of th,e ACP(b), published in 1945, one may read:

The year 1931 produced new growth in the kolltoisps movement. Among the
main grain-producing raAons more than 8O per cent of the peasa^nt holdings
were consolidated. By then collectivization had been basioally completed.

The expropriation on a national scale of the holdings of tens of
millions of peasants ser"yed to give the state, which was under
the complete control of the party, the needed capital. But this was
merely the beginning. The peasant lands, cattle, and farm equipment
taken over by the state had to continue producing maximum profits
for the state.

To make this possible the peasants had to be paid the minimum
in wages. But since the lcol,lwsps were called co-operatives, the state
was relieved of concern over what the workers-the peasants as

13I{r. Tokayev: Kremleoslcege Dglctatorg: I'. M. Eaganouieh, K. E. Voro-
shdlots (Kremldn Diatators), Obyedgnenngi Kaokaz, No. 1-2 for 19b3, p. Iil.
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members of the collective fanns-were paid. At the same time the
state took virtually all of thre kollwspd production by assigning them
extremely high quotas. Most collective farm workers, finding them-
selves on stamration rations, lost all incentive.

fn order to compel the millions of collective farm members to
work for almost nothing, and so that capital could thereby be ac-
eumulated, the Party, headed by Stalin, turrred to more terror and
deportations, directed this time against the collective farmers.

Consequently, during the first five-year plan several hundred
thousand families were exiled from the Ukrainian SSR alone. Some
estimate the total number of people deported as lying between 1.8
and 2.5 million. Khnrshehev, who could supply a fairly exact figure,
has kept silent about it to this day.

At the XXth and )OilInd Party congresses Khrushchev exposed
a good many crimes of starin. He especialry made it known that many
innocent members of the Bolshevik Party had. been tried, exiled and
done away with. After these revelations many thousands of these
victims were rehabilitated; the good name of the majority could be
restored only posthumously. But tJ:e rehabilitation a^ffected only party
members (their number has not reached the 10,000 mark). Many
other Party members who fell in the purge still have not been re-
claimed from the ranks of the damned. why? Either because those
who died have no relatives or friends to raise the question of redemp-
tion with the CC of the CPSU or because those who survived remain
ideologically at odds even with the present leadership of the party.

On the genocide perpetrated during Stalin's regime Khrushchev
has said little, and nothing at all that is concrete. fn his secret speech
before the XXth congress he touched only on the deportation in tg++
of all the Chechens, Ingush and Balkars from their homelands and
the liquidation of their autonomous repubtics. Khrushchev also re-
vealed Stalin's intention to deport all Ukrainians from their ancestral
lands, adding that this proved impossible since "there were too many
of them and there was no place to which they could a1l be sent.i,
Later he spoke about Stalin's plan to destroy the Ukrainian intel-
ligentsia-the brains of the nation. But at the sarne time Khmsh-
ehev to this day has said nothing about the millions of Ukrainian
victims who died as a result of the deportations, political terror
and many other acts of mass genocide committed in L929-32. Thus
the all-pervading collectivization terror of 1929-32 and the heinous
man-made famine of 1932-33 in Ukraine officially still remain un-
known. And why? obviou,sly because Khmshchev feels that they
cannot quite be swept under Stalin's carpet; the responsibility of
the Party and of himself, as its functionary, cannot be concealed..
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He evidently considers the acts of genocide against millions of U-
krainians as something quite in order, neeessary, a^nd lawful: they
rryere committed in the interests of the Bolshevik Party. Othemrise,
his silenee in these matters cannot be explained.

Speaking in Moscow, however, at the March 7-8, 1963 meeting
of Party activists, writers and artists, Khmshchev called on the
young writers to emulate the "boldness and directness" of an older
writer, Mykhail Sholokhov. Ilnexpectedly, he read an excerpt from
a letter written by Sholokhov to Stalin in 1933. (This letter has never
been published and its complete text is unknown. ) In it Sholokhov
wrote how in Vyeshensky and other r&Aons on the Don kolho'sp mem-
bers by the tens of thousands had d.isappeared. Khrushchev quoted
the following:

If everything I have written merits the attention of the Central Committee
tlren send to the Vyeshensky raAon true communists, men who would have enough
courag:e to disregard personalities, to uncover all who are responsible for deal-
ing the death blow to tJne kolh,osp economy of the r&Aon; men who would really
investigate the matter and uncover not only those who used the repulsive 'meth-
ods' of tortures, beatings and abuses, but also those who directed them to do so.

Stalin did not, of course, order any sort of investigation, know-
ing full well who had inspired tJ:e whole thing. Although he thanked
Sholokhov for the letter, he also reproached him for seeing only one
side of the matter, that is, for not seeing that the "honorable peas-
a^nts" (Stalin wrote sareastically) "actually condueted a 'silent' wa"r
against the Soviet authorities-a war for its destruction."

All this sheds a ray of light, this time an official one, on what
took place in the collectivization and grain production of the F irst
f ive-Year Plan.

As Khmshchev publicly admitted, the state machinery, directed
by the Patty, used moral and, more often, physical pressure in order
to wrest from the collective farmers as much produce as possible-
produce which was supposed to be their wages in kind for their hard
labor on the kolhosps.

The loose but greatly overestimated plans for the surrender
to the state of grain and other agricultural products and the "hideous
methods" of grain consignment-all became in the hands of the
Party dictatorship a temible politieal and eeonomic weapon. At the
sarne time, this weapon was wielded mainly in the non-Russian repub
lics, especially Ukraine. Here this Party weapon became not only
a means to force people into collective farms, not only a means to
push them toward harder work in the kolltosps, not only a means to
persuade individualkollrcspniks to hand over to the state their justly
ea"nrred "remnants," it also provided a weapon which the Party used
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to revenge itself on the rebellious elements; a device to strangle
potential opposition; a method which could paralyze the striving
towards independent existence of the non-Russian nations, particu-
larly the Ukrainian nation.

3. UKRAINF--SOURCE oF TROUBLES F oR TTIE IMPERIALIS{ITC
RUSSIAN CHAITVINISTS AND TARGET OF' TIIEIR VENGEANCE:

with its Third uniuersal (November 20, TILT), the ukrainian
Central Rada, the revolutionary parliament of Ukraine created in
the spring of 7917, established the Ukrainian National Republic
(UNR), located within the boundaries of the democratic Russia-
But after Lenin's brutal ultimatum d.emanding Ukraine's complete
subordination to the Bolshevik rule and after the Bolshevik armed

conducting a defensive war, de-
blic to be independent of Russia
1918) and signed a peace treaty

The armed defensive war of the UNR against the Red Moscow
forces lasted several years. E inally, in 1920, the Bolsheviks defeated.
the young Ukrainian arrny. The Ukrainians had fought on fenror
alone, for they had had no peace-time in which to organize tlne arrny
properly, and had felt the need of armaments, ammunition and medi-
cal supplies. Overrunning the Ukrainian territories in !921-22 t]ne

who

loss
the

end of 1922 of the centralized USSR, the main energies of awakened
Ukraine quickly returned to the fight for Ukrainian national and
cultural independence. A clear echo of this fight was heard even at
the Xrrth congress of the Russian Communist party (Bolsheviks),
convening April L7-25, L923, where the nationality question was
raised.la

After the 1917 revolution, the Uluainian national and cultural
renaissanee, which had been checked and throttled. by the Czarist
government, took glant steps forward. This mighty process of awaken-
ing in Ukraine seriously disturbed alt the Russian imperialists, ex-

u See Doenailtsatgi'g egezil Rossiyskoy Kotnmunistgcheskog partii, (bolshe-
tti'lcott). Stenograficheskog otchet. (Th,e 12tlv Congress ol th,e Russdan Commu-
nist Partg lBolsh'ersiksJ. Btenographic Report.) Moscow: 7923. See also VKp(b)
o rezolutsfukh i ri^sltennialch zgi,adirs, tsonferentsig d gfl,enumdo Ts. K. (a1p[bJ dn
Resolwtlons anil Decisdons of Corcferennes, Congresses anil, pl,enums CC),pafrfr.;
Kiev: 194L,
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pansionists and ehauvinists. It also disturbed the upper echelons
of the Paray, including Stalin. It was this mling Bolshevik clique
in the Kremlin that planned the cruel pogranrL of Ukrainian life,
especially of the Ukrainian peasantry during the collectivization.
This peasantry was the backbone of the Ukrainian nation; it never
let itself be affected by Russification and assimilation to the extent
that, unfortunately, the educated strata of the Ukrainian populace did.

F'rom the very first days of the L9LT Revolution Ukrainiart
schools began to spring up-first through the resources of the citi-
zens, co-operatives and local assemblies (zemstaos), later through
the state. Also appearing in the cities and villages of Ukraine were
community enli ghtenment or ganizati ons-th e P ro suitos. These bodies
organized Ukrainian libraries, courses, amateur dramatic and choral
societies, and even publishing houses in the larger centers.

At that time, too, Ukrainian orthography and the Ukrainian
Iiterary language were mad.e offieial under the Ukrainian National
Republic. The language quickly seeped through all the forms of com-
munity and state life: the schools, churches, theaters, scienfific in-
stitutes, government, courts, diplomacy, post offi.ce, railways, army
and navy. Intensive effort was put into the development of scientific
and technical terminolog:y. Up to the revolution all this had been for-
bidden by the Czarist authorities. And although after their occupation
of the Ukrainian territories the Bolshevik authorities had relegated
the Ukrainian language once more to a second-class status, they were
unable to halt the development of the Ukrainian language. Ukrainiart
Iiterature and writings, for example, continued to grow through new
works of fiction, technical books, textbooks, scientific publications
and publicistic pamphlets.

The national consciousness of the Ukrainian people at large,
severely repressed until the revolution, began to crystallize. This
whole great process of rebirth also touched the then small. urban
population and the denationalized educated layers. Awakened by the
F ebruary, L9LT revolution, the Ukrainian people quickly turned from
an ethnographic mass into a modern nation.

By the end of the first decade after the revolution, the Ukrain-
ian peasantry had furnished thousands of the youth to the new U-
krainian intelligentsia who with great swiftness and ardor acquired
a secondary and higher education and technical training and begart
to take over the leadership in the flowering of their national culture.

This process was clearly reflected in the numbers of Ukrainians
attending the "technicums" (vocational high schools) and the univer-
sities of Ukraine. (Unfortunately, exact data for the early 1920s are
unavailable. )
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PEIIICENTAGE OE' UKRAINIANS IN UKRAINIAN TECHNICIIMS,

,
and Institutes

@4 ___ 57.0
1933 68.0
1934 70.0

30.0

--------------:-----:-- 38:3

In order to brake to a stop this process of the Ukrainian nation-
al renaissance, the CC of the ACP (b) , ted by Stalin, formulated a

plan as early as 1920 which would destroy all the eultural achieve'
ments of the Ukrainian nation and kill off a significant portion of
the population:

1. An attack was launched on all the Ukrainian linguistic work.
Publication of the basic, multi-volume Russian-Ukrainian academic
dictionary wa^s stopped in L924. The same fate befell the publication
of the historic dictionary of the Ukrainian language, whose first
two volurnes appeared in 1930-32, as well as the publication of numer-
ous terminological dictionaries. The use of dictionaries aiready pub'
lished was forbidden. The Institute of Scientific Language at the
All-Ukrainian Academy of Sciences (VUAN) was closed.

2. In 1930 aII the work of VUAN, especially its humanities
branches, was totally destroyed.ls The work of the other Ukrainian
cultural and national organizations met the same end.

3. A massive physical destruction of the Ukrainian scientific
and cultural cadres was started. Its beginning was marked by the
trials, specially set up by the GPU, of members of the "Ilnion for
the Liberation of Ukraine (SVU)," trials which were followed by a
host of others.lsa

4. Last but not least in the plan was the horrible annihilation of
millions of Ukrainian peasants through a man-made famine.

These limitless and ruthless terroristic actions were part and
parcel of Bolshevik rule from the very start. Let us recall, for ex-
ample, the order, dated September 3, 1918, of Soviet Russia's internal
a^ffairs minister about which Steinberg wrote in his Workshop ol the
Reuoluti,orz (New York z L954, p. 148) : "There must be neither hesita-
tion nor doubts in the utilization of mass terror." 16

rs See Prof. N. Polonska-Vasylenko: "TJkrai,nslca Akademia Nauk. Nargs
i,storii, ClL. \ (1918-1930) (The tlkrainian Acailemg ol Sci,ences. An Outl,ine ol
Hdstorg No. 1 (1918-1930) No.2 (1931-1941). Munich: Institute for the Study of
the USSR, 1955 and 1958.

rs a See, for example, Hryhory Kostiuk: Stal,i,nist Rule i,n the Ulcraine. A'

Study of the Decade of Mass Terror (1929-1939), Munich, 1960.
rc Narodna Volga, No. 22, May 30, 1963; p. 6.
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rn order to make everything concerrring the peasant appear
normal from the outside, Stalin and the CC ACP (b) madu 

".peciattyflagrant use of such methods in the 1931-32 and 1932-33 agricultural
years. The Party organs purposely estimated high yields for the still
unhanrested grain. tr'rom those unrealistically high estimates the
Patty established mu<imal supply quotas. According to statistics

the Soviet peasants
accounting for the

per cent; in 193f
and in 1931-more

all the food that could be found, leaving the peasa^nts and their chil-
dren to face certain death from hunger. This was a conscious, planned
pogrom of the Ukrainian nation, with overriding political aims.

4' MAss ""f,'I##"SfH*Yffi,#Ifr?#"ES DU*ING

The planning for the 1932-33 action was a thorough affair.
First of all, in order to lay the ground for the most austere economic
regime possible, all sales of food and other staples on the open market
were forbidden at the beginning of the first five-year plan. Monthly
rationing for families was instituted for the distribution of food
products. But it would be a mistake to infer that the rations \Mere
allowed all citizens. Far from it.

The individual holders, the holhospniks, the unorganized, crafts-
men in the state-approved unions-these did not get any ration cou-
pons. Among the villages only Party members, government ofrcials
a^nd employees of the machine-tractor stations (IvtTS) eould receive
the state-supplied products.

Even city-dwellers did not all receive ration coupons-favored
only were those who worked in the state factories and those who
were government employees. But even with these there was no equali-
ty. Most of the citizens received only very dark rye bread. (lvtrite

a7 Narodnaga Prattdo, No. 6 for 1949, p. 2: P. Berlin z Vo chto Stalin obo-
shelsga Rossgg, E semgdesgatgletgu ,r. v. staldno, (ol What tlse Wos Stalin to
.Russio. On the'l|th BirtltilaU of l. V. Btalin.)
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bread, made from well-milled grain, is more expensive and rare in the
USSR-translator's note.) Some received L25 gr. of this bread per

day received

40b, ved less'

or t ers were

entitled to much more than the average. As an added diabolical touch,

Besides bread, other food products and staples were distributed
on a strict ration basis. These, too, were distributed unequally. Nor
did acquiring the coupons mean that a person would be able to afford
the food; they conveyed merely a right to buy. Many could not ex-

ercise it.
To make this matter of uneven distribution more palatable, the

Thus the w country was

into many with varying
sition could rtable to one

of destitution. There were millions in the last category.

creating food supply shortages, and so on.
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stores any citwen was at liberty
without ration coupons, complete
ood products, clothes, and other

goods. But all payment had to be either in gold, silver or foreign
currency. Moreover, every customer had to give his name and ad-
dress.

the precious metals.
es were high, and the
top of this, the GPU-
who had been able to

buy in the special stores and would confiscate any remaining valu-
ables.

rn order to take from the ukrainian peasants the maximum
amount of grain, and yet seemingly do it ,,in a
ACP (b) began to hike up the harvest estimates a
of the five-year plan. Just how this was done i
planner who worked on the executive committee
sky rayon for many years:

scientific method gave the actual state of the crops and reliable estimates for
the harvest yietd of rayon, oblast and republic. But with the development of t}re
"socialist attack on the villages" this reatistic method was deemed undesirable
a"nd things took on a much simpler form through the "proletarian estimate.,,

Ifere is how this was done in my ragolt Irr 1931 the generat harvest of t11e
eight grain crops-spring wheat, winter buckwheat,
millet and corn-stood at approximately rain supply
quota for the Kharkiv obl,ast was set at B cutive com-
mittee directed me, as an expert, to write up the argument that the plan for
30,000 tons was without any grounds a^nd wholly abnorrnal. We received an im-
mediate reply ,,you have
tJre peasa"nts I .,, And the
sion wrote me with trying
of the raAon

The Novo-sadzharivsky raaon, which was assigned a quota high-
er than the actual harvest yield, was no exception to the mle. It re-
fleeted a general trend resulting from a CC ACp (b) directive.

rs I{. Sova: Do dstorii' bolshetsgtskod di,gsnosty (25 rotciu zttgttia ukrainskoh,o
hromad,ianAna u SSS.B, (On the History of the Bolshetsi,tc Reatitg_p5 gears
of a Ukrainian Cdtdaen's I'i'fe dn the TISSB); Munich: trstitute for the Study of
the USSR, 1955, p. 14.
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As early as the fall of 1931 the shadow of famine had begun to
fall upon the Ukrainian villages. The people began to glean the al-
ready harvested fields. Their diet soon consisted chiefly of potatoes,
beets, and pumpkins: those less fortunate had to be satisfied ryith
substitutes. The people also began to travel in masses to neighboring
rayons in the RSE SR, where the state robbery of the peasants was
far milder and thus where some food products could be bought or
traded. rn the spring of 1932 people began to die. When the spring
plowing and planting started, the peasants began stealing the seeds,
stowing them away in their pockets to take home to their children
and, being famished, chewing the grain on the spot. when the grain
in the fields ripened, the hungy people began eating the heads of
the wheat for nourishment.

The CC ACP (b) and Stalin knew about all this from information
and reports received from the grain-growing areas, and they used
this intelligence before the harvest of Lggz. How?

1. The L932 state grain supply quotas were increased over those
of 1931.

2. As soon as the grain began to ripen in the summer of 1g82,
the Party ordered watch towers erected in the fields. Armed guards
selected from the privileged classes of the village-party, Comsomol,
and Komnezarn, members-kept constant watch for pilfering.

3. On August 7, L932, the government of the UkSSR passed a
law whieh stated:

a. The possessions of the lcolhosps and co-operatives (tJre crops in the
fields, community surpluses, catile, co-op stores, worehouses, etc.) are to be
considered as state-owned, and watch over them is to be increased.

b. fite penalties for tJrievery on kolhosps anrd of oo-op property are to be in-
creased in the interest of soeial protection+xecution by firing squad and con-
fiscation of all possessions, and where greater leniency may be advisable, loss
of freedom for at least 10 years along with confiscation of all possessions.

Behind this harsh law was an attempt to find some means of
coping with the hungry populace, which was driven to steal from the
state itself. F or after taking away all the grain and food products
from the peasants, the authorities did not supply them with any ra-
tions, not even with the minimal allowance given the lowest echelons
of city workers and state employees. rn practice, the August T, Lg32
law was invoked not only against petty thieves, but even against those
who gleaned already harvested fields. Andrei Vyshynsky, then at-
torney general of the USSR, himself admitted the stupidity of these
penalties.le

re See: ReoolutsAonnaga, zakonnost na suDrenlennortu etape (Revolutdonarg
.ftntiee dn the Present Stage'1. 1933, pp. 102-104.
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There were enough victims of this heinor:s law in Ukraine, be-
cause the famine affected a million peasant families and becausre
tJre Party demanded that this law be applied without exception. Here
is an example of its application. In order to insure plowing and sow-
ing in the spring of 1933 Stalin ordered the ZaTrctzerno (grain supply
houses) to send a quantity of fodder grain (oats and barley) to
Ukraine for the kolhosp horses. In connection with this, on Januar5l
20, 1933, the CC ACP (b) in the person of Stalin sent a secret memo-
randum to S. V. Kossior, secretary of the CC CP (b) U, pady secre-
taries of the obl,ast commissariats, city party committees, the people's
GPU commissar, a^nd the attorney general of the republic. It said
in part:

Pay special attention to this fodder grain in the kolltosps, so that it be
not used for any other purpose. All tfrose guilty of stealing, selling or using it
for any other than the assigned pur?ose, shall be nrthlessty brought to trial
by you and charged with the August 7, 1932 law.2o

To Stalin and the CC ACP (b) the kollr,osp horses were more
valuable than the kollwspniks, who at that very moment were dying
of famine.

4. In order to shut off starving Ukraine from those regions of
the USSR where the CC ACP (b) was not inflicting such drastie mea,s-
ures and where the food shortage was not as severe, various means
were adopted to make movement difficult for the Ukrainians. Train
tickets were sold only to those who had written permission to travel.
GPU border guards, stationed at border terminal points, checked
travellers' documents, detrained all those travelling "unlawfully,"
and confiscated any food products caruied by those returning to U-
kraine. Even carr;zing loaves of bread was illegal, being branded as
"speculation" by a decree of August 22, !932. Numerousr sworn state-
ments by eyewitnesses testify to such confiscations and the suieides
of the hapless victims of the wanton dictatorship.

5. The first signs of the climbing death rate in Ukraine appeared
during the collectivtzation temor of 1930. But what was the reaction
of the CC ACP (b), headed by Stalin? They forbade the publishing
of statistics on the natural growth of population-the number of
births and deaths. These vital statistics became a closely guarded
secret for the next 25 years, both for citizens of the USSR and for-
eigners. The Party leadership alone had an idea of what they were.

When the deaths due to famine took on major proportions in
Ukraine in 1932-33, physicians certifying the cause of death wer€

zo Quoted in Ukrainskg Zbirmgk (The Akrainian Coll,ection) Book 2, Munich:
fnsfitute for the Study of the USSR, 1955, p. W.
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forbidd.en to name the killer-starvation. The very word lwl,od (hnn-
ger) was decreed a counten:evolutionaxy runor, and no one valuing
his own life and those of his relatives dared use it publicly.

When news of the famine reached Canada in the summer of
L932, Ukrainian-Canadian fa"rmers approached the USSR Red Cross
with an offer to send grain free of charge for distribution arnong
the starwing people of Ukraine. The offer was rejected by Moscow.

Early in 1933 the Ukrainian National Women's League sent a
memorandum on the fa"mine to Congressman Herman Copleman. The
Congressman in turn submitted it to Soviet Minister of External Af-
fairs Maxime Litvinov, who coolly replied that the memorandum "was
full of lies spread by eountemevolutionaxy organizations."

The CC ACP (b) , and the government dependent on it, did all
they could to maximize the results of the famine at the same time
they strove to hide the fact of the genocide from foreign eyes.

6. In his speech on JanuarXr 11, 1933, before the joint plenum
of the CC ACP(b), Stalin stated that in 1932 "there were some crop
losses in the Kuban, Terek and also some rwons of Ukraine owing
to climatic conditions," but that they were not of decisive importance.
On the contrary, he said, in general the grain harvest was good, with
more grain in the L932 tha^n in the 1931 hanrest.ri

S. Kossior told the CC CP (b) U plenum in E ebruary, 1933, that
the general grain harvest of Ukraine in 7932 had to reach 807,800,000
poods at an average yield of. 7.3 cwt. per hectare. Of that harvest,
Kossior said, 255,000,000 pood,s had already been colleeted, but this
was not enough for the Party, which required much more. In addi-
tion, 145,000,000 poods had to be collected for seeding, because the
seeding supply of grain had been taken aryay from the kolltpsps by
the Party in order to fulfill the quotas set.z2

Along with this from Kossior's speech at the February 1933
Plenum of the CC CP (b) U and with p. postyshev's speech at the
June 4, 1933 Plenum of the CC Cp (b) U, we have learned that local
Party officials reported the 1932 hanrest to be poor in many areas,
and the grain supply quotas set at the center to be wholly unrealistic.
We now know that after the drought of L932 a catastrophic shortage
of food developed right after the grain was collected by the state
in some rwans of Odessa, Dnipropetrovsk and Poltava. The local
Party workers fell into a panie. Some of them, confronted by the
homors of famine, felt morally responsible and took their owrr lives.

,1J. Stalin: Pro Robotu na Seld (On the Work in the Village) Ilosgtodorstuo
Ukroing, No. 1-2, 1933, p. 29.

rz A Metric cwt. equals 100 kg. or 2.84 bushels. A ton equals 10 cwt.; a pood

-16.38 
kg.; a hectar+2.47. acres.
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But the CC CP(b)U, as Postyshev reported, forbade in a circular
the removal from thre kolhosps of seeding grain in order that quotas
be fulfilled.zs It lashed out at the "rotten liberals" wittr mass purges,
a.rrests, jail sentences and executions. In his speech of Janua^rXr 11,
1933 (as the scourge of famine spread) Stalin read his "comma^nd-
ments":

... do not let your attention wander with wories about funds and provi-
sions of various kinds; do not stray from the main task; work on the grain
supply from the first day, expedite it, because the first commandment is-
fulfill the grain supply quotas; the second eomma^ndment-store the seeding
grain-for only after the completion of these conditions ca.n you begrn to develop
the kol,h,osp trade.zr

But Stalin made no mention of payment for the starving col-
leetive farm members for their labor. And from S. Kossior's speech at
the F'ebruary 1933 plenum of the CC CP (b) U we learn that "profit"
distribution among the eollective farm members amounted to only
5.2 per cent in the Odessa oblast and 18.4 per eent in the Kharkiv
oblast.Only in the Vynnytsia oblnst did it reach as high as 31 per cent.
(There was no information about the other oblasts.) It was of little
interest to the Party what, if anything, the kolh,ospnilcs were paid.
The Party was interested solely in the grain supply.

Any talk among Party members on the exaggeration of the cal-
culated general harvest and the impossible-to-realize grain supply
plans was deseribed as inventions of the countenrevolutionaries.
And Kossior, at the February, 1933 plenum of the CC CP (b) U, echoed
the words of Stalin:

We now have new forms of struggle with the class enemy as reganls t}te
gfain supplies... When you come to the rayon on business to talk about the grain
supply, the officials there begin to show you statistics a"nd tables on the low
hanrest which are compiled everlurhere by enemy elements in the lcolh,osps,
agriculturol branches and MIS's. But these statisties say nothing about the
grain that was in the fields or that which was stolen or hidden. But our com-
rades, including various plenipotentiaries, not being able to understand the false
figgres thnrct on them, often become champions of the kulaks and defenders
of these figures. fn countless cases it has been proven that this arithmetic is
purely kulak arithmetic; according to it. we would not only not get the amount
of bread as set fur the quotas, but we would not even get half the estimatcd
amount. E'alse figures a^nd blown-up statements also serve, tn tJre ha"nds of tJre
enemy elements, as covers for thefts, for ttre wholeqale stealing of bread." zs

28 P. Postyshev: V borotbd za leninxko-stal,insku natsionalnu politgku partili.
(On tbe Struggle for the I'enin-Stalin Natdonal Policg ol the Partg); Party pub-
lishing house CC CP(b) Ilkraine, I(iev, 1955, p. 24.

2lEosftodarstoo Ukraing, No. 1-2, 1933, p. 30.
26 Hospod,arstoo Akradng, No. 3-4, 1933, p. 32.
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The cynieism and deceitfulness of all these statements and ac-
cusations in the face of the then existing reality needs no sommen-
tary.

Thus in the spring of 1933, at a time when the people in the vil-
lages of Ukraine were dyrng by the tens of thousands under the
inexorable pressrure of the CC ACP (b) in Moscow, the estimate of the
general harryest of Ukraine of the 1932 crop was raised. (according
to the statistical collection UIcSSB in Ei,grnes, Kiev: 1936) from the
fictitious figure of 807,800,000 poods (at 7.3 cwt. per hectare) to an
even more fictitious figure of 894,000,000 poods (or 8.1. cwt. per
hectare), with the grain supply quota being set at 385,000,000 poods.

These blown-up figures of the crop at the height of the general
famine were needed by the CC ACP (b) to justify the fantastically
over-estimated grain quota of 385,000,000 poods.

By collecting in Ukraine-with the help of armed force and
heavy repressions-255,000,000 poods from the L932 harrrest (ac-
cording to Kossior's statement made in F ebruary, 1933), and a^n addi-
tional 145,000,000 poods from the grain set aside for seeding, ttre
Party rulers actually took away from the peasants at least 130,000,
000 poods of grain which had been destined not for sale but as provi-
sions for the peasants. Kossior himself revealed this indirectly when
he stated that, based on reports sent in from the grain-growing areas,
the state apparatus would not have been able to collect even a half
of what it did manage to collect.

With the above-mentioned methods the Party leaders from the
CC ACP(b) consciously and premeditatively created the heinous
famine in Ukraine.

5' REsuLrt o" 
.ff*tKrtl* "#3il^HJ*tsrRucrroN 
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Many articles and books have been written in the past 30 years
about the Ukrainian famine of 1932-33, which saw whole villages
and countless farms erased and widespread cannibalism and the eat-
ing of cadavers. Many have been written by foreigners who then lived
in the USSR. Others were later written abroad by Ukrainians,
those who witnessed it and those who lived through it. This writer
himself saw the famine and its victims with his own eyes.

tn fulfilling his duty to nation and humanity, he did something
towards collecting the evidence of the famine and projeeting the
various phases of this awesome tragedy. Unfortunately, all the fac-
tual evidence published by various authors at various times has not
as yet been fully collected, resea,rched and published in one critical
and capital scientific work, which would serye as a reminder to fu-
ture generations and as a fitting memorial to the dead.
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Ukrainian refugees who witnessed the famine or whose relatives
succumbed to it are now scattered over the whole free world. They
are not forgetting this national tragedy. E'rom time to time, as now in
this year of 1963, they recall it to the world. But they are unable
to provide the actual number of persons who died in Ukraine as the
result of this inhuman, vengeful and terroristic action of the CC
ACP (b) . The occupation authorities have covered. up all the evidence
in Ukraine and have kept it so for more than 30 years. Hence it is
possible to give the number of the dead only approximately.

In his book on Stalin, 26 Boris Souvarine says that the Americart
socialist H:arry Lang returned from his stay in the USSR completely
despondent. fn Porward, (New York) Lang wrote that he had heard
from a high Soviet official about a famine in Ukraine that had claimed
at least 6,000,000 persons. He did not specify, however, as to what
period of the famine this figure refered. The writer himself learned
of the death of 6,000,000 persons in Ukraine from the Derzhplan
(state plan) of the UkSSR (which was made secretly by unknown
persons) baek in the spring of 1933, a time when the famine had not
yet mn its devastating course.

Souvarine also writes that former American communist Adam
T. Long, while in Ukraine, was told by Mykola Skrypnyk that 8,000,
000 persons had died of famine in Ukraine and the Northern Cau-
easus (part of which was the Ukrainian Kuban). And Balytsky, head
of the GPU (state security police) in Ukraine, calculated the number
of famine victims in Ukraine alone to have been between eight and
nine million persons.

Sk4pnyk and Balytsky, holding top posts in the Soviet admin-
istration of Ukraine, had access to the most reliable information.
But at the same time it must be remembered that the registration of
deaths was quite disorganized between L932 and 1933 because of the
desperate movements of the hungry throughout the country who
frequently died in the woods, in the fields, and on the highways; be-
cause of the disorganization of the administrative apparatus (in
some cases entire villages and settlements were wiped out) ; because
of the concealment of statistics on the orders of the CC ACP (b) .

It may be noted here that Mykola Skrypnyk was greatly moved
by these events. He found himself in constant collision with Stalin's
and the CC ACP (b)'s policy toward Ukraine. Despairing, he com-
mitted suicide on JuIy 6, 1933.

26 Boris Souvarine: Stalin, A Crdtieal Surtseg of Bolsheoism. Translated by
C.L.R. James, New York: Alliance Book Corp., Longma"ns Green and Co., 1933.
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Taking the official population data according to the December 17,
L926 census (29,494,800), the January 77,1939 census (30,960,200),
and the average natural increase before the collectivizatton terror
of. L924-27 (2,36 per cent per year) , it can be calculated that Ukraine
(within its former area, or aside from Kuban, the Crimea, the Ukrain-
ian ethnographic territories of Voronizhchyn, Knrshchyn, etc. ) lost
7,500,000 persons between the two censuses. This loss is accounted
for by the number dead of famine, the number killed and exiled during
the repressions, and the decrease in the number of births.

But this figure of 7,500,000 would be more or less accurate only
on the following conditions:

1. The figure of 30,960,200 for the population as of Januar5r 17,
1939 be completely reliable, and not inflated. We ourselves have little
confidence in it. We recall that soon after the completion of the een-
slrs, a much lower figure was given (in the Kommwnist, we believe),
a figure which was subsequently increased. No breakdown for the
rndividual territories of Ulrraine was ever printed. As for the pos-
sibility of the inflation of the January 17, 1939 census, the following
may be meaningful: the data of the L937 census, which reflected the
ravages of the Party temor, were termed "harmful" by the CC
ACP(b), the people in charge of the censusr were repressed, and the
figures were forbidden to be published. Unfortunately, there is no
way no\ry to determine the degree of inflation of the January t7,1939
census (inflated in order to conceal the results of temor and famine).

2. Similarly, the 7.5 million figure could be accepted for the
population of the UkSSR if between these two censuses colonists
from the RSF SR and other republics had not been brought into U-
kraine. The inflttx of colonizers was well marked. in those years. At
the beginning of this paper we established that between 1926 and
1959 at least 3.7 million Ru,ssian colonizers were brought into Ukraine.
How many of this number came between L926 and 1939? Probably
no less than a million and a half.

Thus the actual loss of population on the territory of Ukraine
probably reached 8.5 to 9 million, and of that number at least 6.5
million human beings died of hunger.

P. Postyshev, sent to Ukraine by Stalin and the CC ACP (b)
in 1933 to ad:ninister its death blow, summarized the reasons and
results of this action thus:

In past years our enemles more tha,n once have tried to orga.nize a separa-
tion of Ukraine from the Soviet Union...

During two years of this period-1931 to 1932-Ukraine suffered an acute
breakdown in the basic streams of economy and cultural development. Ukraine
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successfully ovencame this breakdown in 1933 and stepped out on the broad
path of ttte victorious building of socialism...

The year 1933 was the year of the destruction of the nationalist, Petlura,
and ottrer elements of the class enemy who took root in various &reas of the
buifding of socialism...

There is nothing to add to these cynical statements of Postyshev.
They clearly indicate just why Stalin and the CC ACP (b) organized
the mass genocide in Ulrraine. It was a colossal pogrom inflicted on
a nation which strives to emerge from colonial dependence on Moscow,
which eternally wants to organize its own life freely and independ-
ently.
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