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8 February 1957
THE ‘COURSE_OF DEZSTALINIZATION
IN SOVIET DOMESTIC PROPAGANDA THROUGE JUNE 1956

L.__Introduction

Ihe Problem for Soviet Propacanda

Stelin! Always we hLear in our souls his dear néme. And here
in the Kremlin, his presence touches us at every step., We
well on stones which he may have trod only gquite recently.
Let us fall on our knees and kiss those holy footprints.

from THE RUSSIAN LAND, published
by the Komsomol in 1946.

Thousands of workers representing generaticns of Soviet people
are marching past; their life flows under the sign of love and
gratitude to Stalin, Stalin--the beginning and end of our life,

from Radio Noscow's account of
the celebration of thz 35th Qcto-
ber Revolution anniversary, 7 No~
verber 1952,

The public defsmation of Stalin launched at the XX Soviet Party Congress
in February 1956, setting off a chain of repercussions that continue to
threaten the cohesion of the Soviet Bloc, confronted Soviet propagan-
dists with a chellenge of éxtraordinsry magnitude. The propaganda appa-
ratus, which since 1929 had been using its full resources to promote
the adulation of Stalin, had now to direct its efforts towaré minimiz-
ing the dangers and reducing the lisbilities inherent in the process

of destroying the infailible idol it nag itself helped to create.

For 25 years, the peoples of the Soviet worid and members of foreign
Comnunist parties had been taught to bow to Stalin as "the greatest
genius of mankind" and to accept all his dictates without question.

By the time of Stalin's death, his image had been firmly established

in the propaganda as that of an ali-wise, all-kmowing genius whose
knowledge was supreme in almost every conceivable field, from politics,
history, philosophy and science to folk-singing and stockbreeding. He
was hailed as the inspirer of all the successes of the Soviet Union and
the %nternational Communist movement, including the winning of World
War II, :

Three years after nis death, Soviet propagandists were called upon by
Stalin's heirs to tear down this overpowering image. That they have
not been altogether successful is manifest in the recent events in the

Satfélites and is attested by signs of "re-Staiinization” in the Soviet
world. ‘

Cautious Deflation of Stalin's Image After His Death

Following Stalin's death, s decision to deflate his image to some de-
gree was reflected in the propaganda's deemphasis of the Stelin cult
and grester attention to Lenin. But there was no evident prepagandas
preparation for the open attack on Stalin at the XX Congresgs, no indi-
cation in the propagsnds that a step-by-step process of denigrating
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Stalin hed been cerefully mapped out in advence. Stelin repained a
positive though less obtrusive symbol in the propasganda almost until
the eve of the Congress.

The course of de-Stalinization in the months following the Congress
was manifest in the propaganda in a cautious elaboration and expan=-
sion of the charges made against Stalin in Karushchev's secret speech.
The full text of that speech remsined unaveilable to the Soviet public.
Its very existence wes not aclnowledged in Soviet media until four
months after the Congress, when PRAVDA made passing reference to it in
the Soviet press's first response to mounting criticism of the Soviet
leadership among foreign Communist Parties: Iven the sterilized ver-
sion of Stalin's misrule presented in the propaganda was handled with
extreme caution. OContinuous: efforts were mede to counter resistance
to the new line and to check, efforts to exceed it, Any attempts to
carry criticism of Stalin into ereas touching on the correctness of
Soviet policies and the legitimacy of the present leadership were
quickly countered in the propaganda.

De-Stalinizetion Primarily s Domegtic Affair at Firsh

et e

The Soviet leadership appears initially %o have looked upon de=«Stalini-
zation meinly as an internal Soviet afrair. Two foreign delegates to
the XX Congress, Maurice Thorez and Chu Teh, were apparently not irully
awere of the depth or firmness of the attack on Stalin, end during the
open sessions of the Congress, both made brief references to Stalin as
still enthroned beside Lenin.* Foreign Cormunist delegations to the
Congress were excluded from the closed gession at which Khrushchev de-
livered his a%tack on Stalin, and various foreign Cowmunists later com-
plained that they were only able to learn of the contents of the secret
speech afver the U.S. State Department released & version of it.

The propaganda accompeanying the attack on Stalin also indicated that
denigration of the dictator was viewed es basically a domestic concern:
I mace reneated appeals for developing the creative initiative of the
masaes: i promised striet edherence to “socislist legality" by the re-
gime; and it heralded a policy providing greater physicel and material
security for all segmen%s of the Soviet population, in order to ofiset
the stagnating effects of the heritege of Stalinist police rule and to
reinvigorate Soviet society by a new stress on material and psychologi-
cal incentives. It reflected, in other words, en apparent desire by
the Party leadership to find a more effective means of urging the pro-
ductive forces of Soviet society on to greater activity than had been
possible under the Slalinist pattern of rule. But the signs of a re-
freat toward Stelinism in 1957 mirror the apperent inability or disin-
clination of Stalin's heirs to cerry through a full and decisive break
with the past. :

This review of the course of de-3talinization propaganda in the Soviet
Union is confined to the campaign as it developed up to the end of

June 1956, when the process was s%ill basically a domestic affair for
the Soviet leadership. Up to the end of June the propaganda attempted
to bresk the news of Stalin's symbolic death gently to the Soviet popu-
lation. But by ithe end of June the international impect of de-Stalini-
zation on the world Communist movement began to rebound; the Soviet

: ;hogez was later chided by members of the French Party for this "mis-
ake.
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leadership lost control of de-Stalinization as a carefully directed pro-
cess, and Soviet propagands was forced scuetimes 10 react rather than
act. A primarily domestic propsgands problen of making en unpalatable
fact acceptable had broadened into a Bloc~wide provlern.

1l._ Decmphasis of the Stalin Cult After Staiin's Death

BDuring the first week after Stalin's death in March 1953, Soviet medis
had a final fling at unrestrained Stelin-worship., Never before had the
Soviet propaganda apparetus given so much attention %o a single event.
Radio Moscow devoted all its brosdcasts to reports of the funeral, )
world-wide mourning, and messages of condolence interspersed with music.
Regional transmitters atundoned most of their local scheduies to relay
these programs. By 12 March the lamentation began to subside, and
within a week a deliberate effort to decemphasize Stslin became apparent.

The process of deemphasis took the form mainly of restraint in the use
of Stalin's name: Stalin was less frequently named in connection with
his previously heavily publicized contributions to Conmunism; quotations
from his works were now regularly used anonymously; he was not credited
with opening the way for the indulgent measures taken aiter his death,
such as the amnesty and price reductions.

Stelin Toses Co-FEaual Status with Lenin

The toning down of the Stalin image in the propaganda was in line with
a new formula for Stelin's historical position set forth in the Central
Committee's theses on Party history, published on 27 July 1953 4o mark
the 50th anniversary of the Party's Second Congress. The theses estab-
lished Lenin as the uniquely great Soviet leader and Staelin as the conw-
tinuer of his cause, Anticipating the line taken at the XX Congress,
the theses attributed the supreme role during Stelin's long reign to the
Party as a vwhole and its Central Committee in particular rather than to
the dictator. However, Stalin continued to be trested respectfully,
and his name appeared in the propaganda more frequently than that of
any living Soviet leader.

Collective Leadershin Displaces Persenality Cult

The theme of "collective leadership® as the guiding spirit of the rule
of Stalin's successors emerged in the propaganda along with the deem-
Phasis of Stalin, Acclaim for that thems served as reassurance against
anarcny or a war of succession smong Stalin's heirs and was clearly

nov intended as an impliciit criticism of Sitalinist rule; the collective
leadership theme had been used in the same way after Lenin's death,
without in any sense reflecting on Lenin's methods of leadership. A
PRAVDA erticle in April 1953 by editor Slepov of the paper's "Party
Life" department, pointing to the superiority of the collective leader-
ship method over "rule by administrative measures, " took pains not to
present the argument in such a way as to reflect on Stalin and in fact
invoked Stalin's authority to support the contention. The propaganda
said nothing about "restoring" Leninist norms, the device that was to

be used at the XX Congress to point to past violstions of Party prin-
ciples under Stalin's rule.

Criticism of the "cult of the personality"--the phrase which during
and after the XX Congress became the euphemism for Stalin's misrule-«
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appeared in propaganda after the dictstor's death and before the XX Con-
gress, but with no anti~-Stalin overtones. The device of quoting Stalin
himself to criticize the “eult," like the device used in the propaganda
on post-Stalin collective rule, was used in Party owgans, For example,
KOMMNIST's 27 May 1953 editorial, reviewing the Psuty's svruggle
sgainst the cult of personality and explaining its harmful effect on
initiative in the Party end among the masses, took its text from Ienin's
and Stelin's condemations of the cult and guoted from a letter in which
Stalin objected to "the principle of devotion to persons.” As lave as
September 1955, KCMMUNIST again invoked Stalin's name along with Lenin's
in an editorial attacking the cult of personality., The use of this de-
vice in the propaganda fostered the implication that Stalin had at

lcast not been personally resppnsible for manifestations of the cult
during his lifetime, the key ppint on which the ZX Congress was to ef -
fect a reversal. =

“

Ooportunistic Use of the Stalin Symbol

Favorable references to Stalin eppeared in various leaders' speeches
througnout much of the period between Stalin's deeth and the XX Congress.
In late 1954 and early 1955, Stzlin's name played a key symbolic role

in the dispute over priority for heavy industry. Malenkcv, in launch-~
ing the consumer goods program in August 1953, had not associated Sita~
1in with any of his proposals; now his opponents found ammunition in
Stalin's injunctions for the preferential development of heavy indus-
try. This opporitunistic Stalin revival became menifest in mass propa-
ganda as the Malenkov-Khrusnchev struggle reached its climax.

The Stalin symbol was also used at the culmination of Malenkov's de-
feat, when Ihrushchev nomineted Bulgenin as the ncw Premier and called
him "one of tnhe closest comrades-in-arms of the continuer of Lenin's
cause, Iosef Vissarionovich Stelin." Ané Bulgenin in his meiden speech
replied that his Government would "follow the instructions of the great
Lenin and the continuer of his cause, I. V. Stalin," for the develcp-
ment of heavy indusiry.

Stalin's 7%th birth anniversary in December 1955 received extenmsive
press ireatment and radio coverage, surpassing even the radio publicity
for his 75th birthday which had been so heavily exploited in support of
the Khrushchev forces in the heavy industry controversy. Propagandists
even counted Stalin's injunctions to the Party to maintain close ties
with the masses and encourage their creativity among his "wise teach-
ings"-~the principles he was to ve accused two months later cf having
violated, KOMMUNIST, in eulcgizing Stelin, at the same time stressed
collectivity as the vital principle of Party leadership; it even cited
Stalin's injunctions as consistent with Leninist flexibility and as
pariicularly relevant o current pclicy.

Subtle Hints Foreshadow Onen Attack

The Party and its leadership continucd to be portrayed as the heirs
and loyal executors of Lenin's will, preserved and transmitted through
the hands of Stelin, up to the ené of January 1956. Stalin continued
1o be mentioned routinely in proraganda. There was no overt indica-
tion of what was in store for the dictator's name and reputation at
the XX Congress. '
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A public hint thet e new line on Stalin had been taken appeared shortly
before the convocation of tne Party meeting on 4 February 1956, when
the Party Central Committee and tne Council of Ministers greeted Sta-
lin's oldest crony Vorosnilov on his 75th birthday as Lenin's "faithful
pupil" without reference to his comradeship with Stalin, a standard
component of such decennial birthday tributes to Soviet leaders. And
on 9 February KOMMUNIST was signed to the press without a single use

of Stalin's neme. PRAVDA end the rest of the Soviet press haiied orly
Lenin in greeting the opening of the XX Congress,

11X, The XX Coneress: From Demi-Cod to Scapegoat

Ehrushehev's opening words st the XX Congress launched the public denig-
ration of Stalin, In a memorial to "mos* prominent figures of the Com-
munist movement! lost in the period since the previous Congress in 1952,
he lumped Stalin casuelly with Communism's lesser lights, Czechoslo-
vakia's Gottwald and Japan's Tokuda. However, most of the public as-
saults on Stalin at the Congress were indirect. Only %wo Soviet spesk-
ers ventured to use Stelin's name in the meeting's open sessions:
Khrushchev, after slighting the memorisl to the late leader, named him
again quite respecifully in noting that his desth had not caused cone
fusion in Communist ranks es +he enemies of socialism had hoped. iiko-
yan, the only speaker to heap scorn on Stalin by name, attaclked what

had been represented as Comnunism's authoritative bdlueprint for the fu-
ture~-Stalin's ECONQMIC PROBLEMS OF SOCIALISM, Otherwise, speskers re-~
frained from naming Stalin in hailing the restoration of "Leninist norms
of Party life" such as collective leadership, intra-Party democracy and
"socialist legality." They attacked the impersonal “eult of personality,
deplored unidentified distortions of higtory and corrected anonymous
erroncous predictions of capitalist stagnation. They looked to lLenin's
inspiration to set such errora straight out did not directly impute the
errors to Stalin.

Whether planned or the result of the dynamics of pressures upon or
within the Soviet top leadership, Khrushchev's sensational indictment
of Stalin at the closed final sesaicn of the Congress contrasted
sharply with the vague eriticisms of "mistakes” presented for publiec
Scviet consumption in the speeches delivered at the open sessions., Al
though the attack on Stalin was gradually expanded and elaborated in
Soviet propaganda as de-Stalinization proceeded in the months after the
Congress, the public record of the indictment of the dictator availsble
to the ordinary Soviet citizen remains a weak reflection of the econtents
of the secret speech,

Oral Agitstion Precedes Frontal Attacks in Press and Radio

Before the first frontal attack on Stalin appeared in the Soviet press
and radio, a month after the Congress ended, rumors spread in the USSR
about oral disclosure of the contenis of Khrushchev's secret speech,
U.S. press correspondents report that the contents of the speech, either
in full or in the form of a Central Committee circular, were rumocred to
have been read s% closed meetings of lower Party orgenizations. It was
reportedly slso rumored that large segments of the public were informed
of the attack on Stalin's misrule at open meetings at factories, enter-
prises and institutions. The only indication in the Soviet press and
radio that such meetings were taking place were contained in brief re-
poris-~traditional following a Party Congress--that Party leaders,
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secretaries and lecturers were eddressing meetings throughout the Soviet
Union "on the decisions of the XX Congress." lHowever, a Moscow coxrres~
pondent for the London DAILY WORKER reported that about 30 million
people attended meetings at which the contents of the secret speech
were reported. -

Although rumors spread through Moscow immediatiely after the Congress
that Khrushchev had attacked Stalin fér his mistakes and crimes, So-
viet censors did not allow foreidn correspondents to report on the sub-
ject until after the middle of March, Direct eriticisms of Stalin in
speeches and articles by foreign Communisis, beginning with an article
by Bast German Party Secretary Ulbricht in the first week of March, were
excised from reports on those pronouncements in the Soviet press and

ra dio. :

Georgians Protest Stalin Defams%ion

Despite the extreme ceution with which the denigration Of Stalin was
launched, vigorous resistance to the new anti-Stalin policy among na-
tionalistic Georgians--to whom Stalin was first of all a Georgian--
touched off pro-gtalin demonstrations in Tbilisi and other Georgian
{owns. Vhile in the rest of the Scviet Union Stalin's 5 March death
anniversary was pointedly ighored, the date was cohserved in the Geor-
gian press.end radio four days lete as an obvidus concession to pro-
Stalin sentiment in Stalin's homeland.

Apparently in the face of volatile pro-Stalin sentiment in Georgia,

the campaign egeinst the Stalin cult took a milder and more cautiocus
course there then in the rest of the Soviet Union for a number of months
following the Congress, The local press and radio generally avoidec
incependent comment on the harmful results of the Stalin cult. Defer~
ence tc local sensitivities by Georgian authorities was revealed when
the local press and radio reported the appearance of Stalin posters

on government buildings and among marchers on Lenin Day and May Day.

It was not until August 1956 that the Georgian Party leadership appar-
ently considered it safe to initiste 8 concerted propaganda campaign

against the Stalin symbol. VWhile the Party leadership reveaied a will-
ingness to permit some concessions to powerful resistance to the new

line on Stalin, the course of the anti-Stalin campaign in Georgia

ghoggd {hat guch concessions were intendad es only. temporary end
actical,

Removal cf Stalin Symbols

While Soviet propaganda held vack any open attack on Stalin in the month
after the Congress, a quiet process of removing Stalin symbols began.
Pictures, statues and busts of Stalin began to disappear from view in
such Moscow institutions as the Tretyakov Gallery, the Lenin Museum

and the Military museun. A large ¢isplay of presents given Stelin on
his 70th birthday in 1949 was »educed in size and relsbeled in such a
way as to hide the fact that the giftis were Stalin's. The SHORT COURSE
HISTORY OF THE CPSU and Stalin's bicgraphy began to disappear {rom So-
viet bookstores. The Marx~Engels~Lenin-~Stalin Institute became the In-
stitute of Marxism-Leniniem. Moscow's Stalin Automobile Works beceme
the Moscow Automobile Works and was again renamed in June after I. A.
Likhachev, a former manager of the enterprise who died on 24 June., The
Soviet radio began broadcasting the netional anthem without the lyrics,
which contain reference to Stalin. - '
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Although this process began ambitiously, it siowed down after Apyi} and
has since given no indiczation that it is intended to erase all visible
Stalin symbols.

i

At the same time, history curricule in the Soviet school system hegan
Lo be revised, teaching of the history of World wer II was discontinued
until revised texts were available, and in April the cancelling of final
history examinations for students completing secondary schools was ain-
nounced. One week before PRAVDA's first post-Congress open attack on
Stelin, leading Soviet historian Pankrstova revealed in a radio inter-
view in Leningrad that a vast long-term process of revising Soviet his=
tory wes already under way. ’

ERAVDA initietes Direct Asgsult on Stalin ip Press and Radio

A month's press end radio silence on Stelin's obvious connection with
attacks on the "cult of personality" wes broken by PRAVDA on 28 Msrch,
An editorial article on that date was the opening gun for a series of
elsborations of the attack on Stalin, with the general charges being
outlined by the mejor propaganda organs like PRAVDA and specific charges
being detailed by more specialized organs like RED STAR, QUESTIONS OF
HISTORY and LITERARY GAZETTE.

The 28 March PRAVDA offered a diluted version of some of the main lines
of attack developed by Khrushchev in his secret speech: It declared
that the Stalin cult in the course of time "assumed ever more monstrous
forms and did serious harm to the cause,” which led to the "distortion
of Party principles and Party democracy, violation of revolutionary
law and unjustified repressions,” PRAVDA, however, made it clear that
Stalin‘s reputation was not to be completely destroyed. It said that
the Party pays '"due triovute to the services of J. V. Stelin," and it
ackncwledged the “great services" of Stalin as "one of the strongest
Merxists.”™ It called in effect for a go-slow approach in the campaign
against the Stalin cult. :

ZRAVDA Places Limits on Censure 'of Shalin

On 5 April PRAVDA attacked "rotten elements" in the Perty and named a
number of minor Party functionaries and members who made “*anti-Party"
statements and questioned the correctness of Party policy under the
guise of condemning the Stalin cult. This editorial--given wide publi-
city in the Soviet Union--was the first overt sign that the leadership
was finding i{ necessary to move against pressures to exceed the new
line on Stalin and enter the proscribed realm of criticism of the-
Party itself. .

Echoes of the PRAVDA attack on "rotten elements" were heard in the re-
gional press and radio during April. PARTY LIFE twice in that month--
the second time more emphatically than the first--attacked Party mem-
bers who had ventured to criticize Party policies and even had dared

to call for basic policy changes, parroting "slanders" spread by bour-
geols propaganda. The philosophical journal VOPROSI FILOSOFII advanced
the argument that the principle of "peaceful coexistence" does not meen
ideological coexistence for Western ideas in the USSR, an argument fre-
quently repeated since then in Soviet and Bloc propagenda. The journal
added that "Leniniet blows" must be struck at any manifestations of
bourgeois ideology in the Soviet Union. At the same time, the propaganda
reflected the Party's concern that the campaign againgt the "cult of
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personality" could generate widespread disrespect of the authority of
lzaders in general. Shepilov,. in his Lenin Day speech in iate April,
put specisl etress on the ‘grest importance" of the leader despite the
attack on the cult.

Scone of Bloe-Wide attacks on §tg;in Suppresged

Two days after PRAVDA warned about the perils of straying from the of-
ficial line on the Stalin cult) the press end radio widely publicized
PRAVDA's abridged reprint of a PEOPLE'S DAILY editoriel article giving
the Chinese Communist Politburc's views on Stalin., Tnis was the first
inkling provided to the Soviet. public by overt propagenda that Comzun~
iet parties abroad were also atiacking the Stalin cult.

However, the propegsnda continued to withhold from the Soviet public
the Inowledge that criticism of the Stalin cult had been up to then
more detailed and ineisive in the Satellite countries of Poland, East
Garmany and Czechoslovakia. The Chinece editorial article presented
in the barest outline two additional charges against Stalin which had
not yet appeared in Soviet media-«that Stalin had not heen vigilant

on the eve of the Nazi attack on the USSR in 1941 end that he had pur-
sued an incorrect policy toward Yugoslavia.

Details of Stalin Cult Provided--snd gg' -bg'ted-a-bv Snecialized Journals

Mass propaganda treatment of the cult remained genceralizasd after the

28 March end 7 April PRAVDA editorial articles on the Stalin cult. A
host of Party, professional and specializad publications (SUVIET STATE
ARD LAW, PROBLEMS (F MISTORY, KOMMUNIST, PARTY LIFE, RED STAR, BULLETIN
OF THE SUPKFME SOVIET. and many others) tock up the task of more de-
tailed elaboration of the Stalin charges, developed the attack on
various Stalinist practices, and rehabilitatad victims of whe Staelin ers.
The specifics of the campaign as a whole were thus being mainly directed
10 special audicnces snd could only become generally kXnown by a gradual
'filtering~through' procesa. :

ve in April KOAMUMIST took up the allegation that Stalin had pursued
incorrect farm policies and had little first-hand knowledge of country-
side conditions. Like all the rest of the charges 2gainst Stalin to
appear in overt Soviet media, this was e vieax echo of Khrushchev's ecw-
cusations in his secret report.

At the end of April the MILITARY HERALD provided the first details in
the press of the charge that Sitelin had failed to properly prepare tne
USSR for the CGerman gvtack in Veorid War II. On © Mey, however, RED STAR
took issue with that charge and indicated that MILITARY HERALD had come
too close to2 an indiciment of the Party iteelf cn tne question--though
in faect the MILITARY HERALD's position closely fcllowed thet presented
by Xhrushchev in his secrot speech, QUESTIONS OF HISTORY soon came oub
in supwort cf the MILITARY HERALD's position, and the dispute was offi-
cially ended in MILITARY HiRALD's favor by KCMMUNIST, the Party's moat
euthoritative organ. The implementation of de-Stelinization emerged as
not simply a problen of carrying out full, .clear-cut propagenda direc-
tlvgs, but as a problem involving areas of sambizuity end even dicsagree-
ment.
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Ihe Rewrite of Stalinist History

During April QUESTIONS OF HISTORY, coming out almost a ronth late, re-
futed the thesis that Stalin had single~handedly led the Soviet Union
1o victory in Vorld wer II, pointed to Stalin's insufficient attention
to Lenin's strietures on anti-Semitism, and charged him with deviations
from Leninist principles in nationelities policy.

At the seme time, the authoritative histoiy organ contributed to the
process of clearing the names of leading purge victime of the thirties,
8 process effected by press organs rether than by formel arnouncements
of rehabilitation., The rehabilitation procedurs vas kept as unobtru-
sive and unsensationsl as possible: The 22 April PRAVDL. for example,
printed a previously unpublished lebter from Lenin to Rykov, one of the
major purge victims, thus subtly rehabilitsting Rykov by presenting his
name in a not unfavorable lignt. i

In May QUESTIONS OF HISTORY pointed critically to Stalin's March-April
1917 alliance with Kamenev--shot ag s counterrevolutionsry in 1936~~
ageinst Molotov in supporting the Provisional government., Stalin's
"centrist" positicn in this period, soon to be overruled by Lenin, had
for obvious reasona never been alluded to in official Suviet higtories
during Slalin's reign. The same issue of the historical Journal punc-
tured the myths of Stalinist historiography that the late leader nad
headed the Caucasus branch of the Russian Workers' Social Democratic
Party from 1903 to 1905. that he had organized an underground printing
plant in Baku, and that he had led the Bal oil workers' sirike in
1%04. The Journal also continued the rehabilitation process by call-
ing for & reissue of the writings of such former Politburo members as
Voznesensky, Kossior, Postyshev, Rudzutak snd Chubar, all executed on
Stalin's orders.

The concurrent process of rewriting Stelinist history to conform to the
new propaganda line was hipghlighted in June when the publication of

. Volume 40 of THE GRFAT SOVIET ENCYCLOPEDIA wes indefinitely delayedq,
preésumably because the job of rewviting Stslin's blogrepny which would
appear in this volume hed not been completed. Several succeeding
volumes have been issued, but Volume 40 is still to appear. Especially
in view of the more positive evalustion of Stalin being formulated in
the USZR in early 1957, the writing of the new biography appears to be
& particularly cnallenging task.

De-Stalinization of law and the Arts

During April thé BULLETIN OF THE SUPREME SOVIET listed new decrees
abolishing Stelin's special investigatory and court organs designed to
facilitate the execution of purges and al the same tim2 setting up spe-
cial organs to check on the activities of gecurity agencies, In May
the same publication announced the revocation of the Stalinist labor
lews calling for severe penelties for workers who leave their jobs
without permission.

The journal SOVIET STATE AND LAW slso contributed in May to the revi-
cions in the legal field. The nigh point in this process was the Jour=
nal's attack on the late Andrei Vighinsky, state prosecutor during the
purge trials, for his doctrine of proving guilt on the basis of confes~
siong alone. KOMMINIST gave the criticism high officisl sanction by re-

peating it and conceding that the doctrine hag at times led to false
convictions,
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In April the organ of the Union of Soviet Writers, LITERARY GAZETTE,
spoke of the "dreadful sickness' that the Stalin cult had produced

in literature and the arts. It struck out st the Stalin prize-winning
motion pictures "The Vow" and "The Fall of Berlin,' in which the image
of Stslin predominated.

Public Disclosure of the Lenin Tegtament

One of the most csrefully guerded documents of Soviet history concealed
from public view in the USSR during the Stelin era, the "Lenin tegts-
ment," was one of a number of incriminating documents used as exhibits
in the indictment of Stalin at the XX Congress secretl session. It was
circumspectly iniroduced into the propaganda in mid-May. The testa-
ment, in which Lenin cglled for the removel of Stolin from the vest of
General Seccretary, was first publicized only in part and withoui iden-
tificotion in the youth paper KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA, in the fcrm of a
"euide” for youth on the Stalin cult. KOMOSQMOLSKAYA PRAVDA said it
wag publishing the "guide;" which guoted without attribution some of
the Lenin testament's most uncomplimentery remarks about Stalin, in
response to numerous inquiries from youth regardirg the sttack on the
Stalin cult, It wes not until over e month later thet +the testament
was published in full by KOMJWUNIST along with an editorial asserting.
that "Stalin committed serioud errors in leadership over agriculture,
militery affeirs end in the area of foreifh poiicy." 4long with the
testament, XOMMUNIST also presented for the first time a number cf other
Lernin documents distributed at the secret sessicon of the XX Congress.
The Lenin documents were given added broad distribution in the form of
a pamphlet, of which 8 million copies were puvlished., On 2 July, the
day those pamphlets sppeared, another pamphlet came out with the text
of the Central Committee’s 30 June resoluitlcen "On Overcoming the Cult
of Personality snd Its Conseguences.!

Central Committee Eésclution Offers "Clesr-cut" Answers About the Cult

The 30 June resolution, widely publicized by the Soviet press and radio,
gignaliled a shift in the focus of mas= propagandas with respect to Sta-
linism. It called for a halt to Western Commnist sssaults on Khrush-
chev's explanaticn of the sources and meening of the Stalin cult, and
it made it clear that any challenges of the legitimacy of the present
leadership on the basis of attacks on the cult would not be tolerated.

The resolution ceme clese on the heels of PRAVDA's 27 June reprint of
an articie by U.S, Communist Fugene Dennis that l:ad appeared in the
New York DAILY WORXEt, The PRAVIL. reprint had ccusiituted Soviet
propaganda's first response to foreign Communist criticism of the
Khrushehev secret speech and first punlic acknowledgment that the
speech existed. The mildest of the foreign Communist criticisms and
the most complimentary to the Soviet leadorehip, Dennis' article was
used o pave the way for the 30 June resolution,

The mounting foreign Communist eriticism, resulting from the widespread
dissemination of the Khrushchev secret speech abroad, had forced Soviet
propaganda to go on the defensive. The resolution and a follow-up
PRAVDA editorial erticle heralded an end to the effort in domestic mass
propaganda, cautious as that eiffoit had been, to convince the Soviet
people of the harmfulness of Stalinist rule. In the propaganda, the
Party's achievements, unblemished record and infallibiliiy had not
been seriously compromised by the Stalin cult and were to be the proper
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fozus of attention henceforth, The vole of the Commurist Party as the
"only master .of the minds and thoughta, the spokesman, leader and or-
ganizer o' the people in their entire struggle for Communism" wag
forcefully reasserted. In a hackneyed defense of the ons~party system,
PRaVDA indicated thaet to entertain the ides of a two-pe -ty systes ia the
USSR waso rank heresy.

PRAVDA indicated that the .30 June rasolution had proviucy "elesr-st
answers 10 questions on the Stalin cult from which nd stibstantiud, de-
viations would be alloweble. By releasing the Lenin documents, the Sc-
viet leadership Had invoked an unimpeachsble autnority Jor its uaa
againat Stalin without compromising itéelf. The possibility of reiwsse
of Khrushchev's secret speech, which delved into tne present leaders’
relations with Stalin, seemed sharply reduced; the liikelihood that the
text may be introduced into the propegenda seems even Lx.ue remote now.
The expurgated fragments of the speech fed to the Soviet people in
small but cumulative doses over a period of some iour months still vEp~
resents the extent to which the present leadership deems it wise to g0
in registering the cege against Stalin is the tull view of the waoke
Soviet population. '

Since mosl of the text of the secret speech becane public Lnowledgu
outside the Soviet Bloc in early June 1956, Khrushchev's explranation

- that the speech would be withheld rfrom the public to prevent iving
"smmunition to the enemy" obviously eaa no longer be the rationale {¢i
nov puolishing it in the Soviet Union, The cauticus, piecemesl epprooch
to informing the Soviet people of the case asgainst Sialin, allowing
only the Pariy feithful wo learn the full story in deteil, refle~is

- what seems 10 be ap underlyiny distrust and fear of the Soviet masses,
based on the concept that the grester the “nowledge, the -reater the
danger,
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