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Ragorf: ‘The oollectivization of agriculture in the U.S.S R. i
B Under the Czarist regime, the masgs oi‘ the Russxe.n peaaantry had praotieally |
no land, The greatar portion of the land belonged to the great landowners, thei
state, the oromn, md the church, while the-majority of the peasants on the ; ,
average had no more than 4 hectares at the most, the yield from which in the- |

leas fruitful yeoars would not provide for even the most urgent necessities of ’
life,s Ths resilt was that the peasants transferred into industry, which was :
still iittle developed, and into other extra work which would bring in enough '
to keep their families in the cowntry above water. In addition, after the i
Russian peasant was freed from serfdam in 1861, : ja considerable part of Russia |
eane under the control of the MIR constitutinn, accord:.ng to which the Jend i
did not belang to the paasant persomally, but to the peagant communities of :
the variocus villages, being redivided about every 15 yearg accordig to t'he
‘pumber of male inhabitants in the village,. Thiafsystan rasulted in the can- l
stant reduction of the land allowed to each family; in'a ddition the peasant i
lost all incentive for cultivating his allotted:portion as he always had to !
rocdcen with the fact that it would be taken frcm him in the next division. !
Shortly before World War I, the Czarist. governmen'!: sought to prevent the ;
resultant proletarianization of the Russian pea:santry by means of the Stolypi.n° - l
reform, named after its suthor. This reform was, to create static rural popul- |
ation on the bagis of the farmer owning hisa cnm property. The period up until |
the war and the consequent ravolution was too ghort to show a.ny results worthy, .
of montion. _ !’ Sx . i

Lenin knew that the mupport of the B'tlssin__fn poasantry would be.decisive | .
for the siccess of the Bolshevik revolution. Therefore, the Bolsheviks in | T
their propaganda took into eccount not only. the gﬁu neral war fatigue of .the o :
-population but espscially the land hunger of the asian peasant, and "Peace |
end Land" bedsme the watchwords of pronaganda on which the success of Bola :
shevik power in Russia rested. Althoiigh the ¢reation of individual farms - . &
congtituted a basic abandanment of the dootr;.nas of the Commurist Party, o
Lenin was forced to' sllow the peasantry to gelze the avallable ‘agtates by i
foros and divide them among themselves. In this way the land suitable for |
cultivation was divided up into mmall and 'biny parcels w.th the casequsnce i
that within the territory of the Soviet Un:Lon not less than 26 million dwarf .
farms were oreated, having a total arable surfaco of about 100 million hectares
i.s. en average of only 4 hectares per farm. The mmber of larger farms dating
from Csarist times or created between 192}}“- 1926 a3 s result of the NEP Y ‘
(Now Economic Policy), (the so-called "Kulak"™ farms), was relstively too amall |

i

! to have any considerable weight. l ‘ R JUL 11 \34
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‘produced Just enough with thefr primitive equipment to kesp body and sl

was angrily attacked by the radical part of the Party under the leadership

! qn sbout face, mede their demandshis own, and took the other pth, carry:.ng
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The fateful consequences to agriculture as & result of such unrestrained '
division of theland soon showed themselves. The mass of the small farmers ;
i

togethnr; there were practically no surpluges for the urban populntion and the
Red Army, In addition, the Soviet regime was going forwesd with plans for an
ipdustrid izatiom which could not possibly be effected without pravioudy

sec'.xrz.ng the food supply. _ ) _ .

After 1%t wes no langer possﬂ:le to increase agricultural production by
refo:mins the large estates, only t\m s6lutions to the problam were npen for

the Soviet govermment. . o !
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. The first method tried by Stalin wag to pravide the capnble middle—peasant
(Russian B Serednyak) wi th sufficient land and equipment hy means of state aid
%o make it possible far him to produce the necessary surpluses. Stalin's plan

of Trotzky end his suppérters, reproaching Stalin for attempting to return
to beurgasis agricul tural forms, accusing him of trsachery to the most
important achievin netaof the Revolution,” and urg!ng colls ctivation of
agriculture, i.e. the esta’blishmmt of closed camminities by force and under

the control of the atate. 7 o
Sfalin recognized the dax:ger threatening Him froam the Trotz]qyi'bas, did

throdgh the forcad. collectivization of peasant farms himself.
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" Colleotivization began in 1927 a.nd reached its climax in 1929430. It waa’ ,‘
a ‘extremely hard procass to vhich many persona ware sacrificsd, asit was of prime
importance to eliminate by force those elements from the peasantry who.dther
“opposed colleotivisetion or might te expected to do soc. These were the farmers
who had nothing to gain by collectivizatiom, but everything to lose, l.e.,
those who enjoyed a certain measure of comf’ort and had more ldnd and cattls
than' was peceasary to supply their own needs. Every farmer who w rked more than
4 hectares, who owned more than one horse and one cow, was daclared a "Eulak"
‘( synonomous with "robtr”) snd an enemy of the state, his land was confiscated
" and he was sent into forced labor in northern Russia or Siberia. The villags -
poor, Li.e. that part of the peassntry which had hardly any land and md cattle
to speak of, viewed these actions againat their prosperous neighbors, accomp-
anied and supported as they were by the thundarcus propaganda, at first expect- f
artly and even with a certain hasure., But their eyes wure opensd when they ° , |
lost possession of thair own smll bits of land, when their own horse; theil |
'lést cow, anmd even the few fowl they still hed ware taken amay and incorperated |
in the collective farm (Russian : Eolkhoz). Now algo the poor farmer knew j
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what fcn-eed colleotivization andlife in a Kolkhoz meant, i

[

. The result was-a tremendous drop 1n farmer momla and & very dangerous
reduotion in production, which lead to a new famine in Russia in 1931/32;

at the sama time :.nchstriali ,stion according to the first § yeer plan, which
began operation on 1 Jenuatry 1929, made new and sxtra requ’i:amenta on agri-

cultural production. ‘ ) )
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Tnereupon Stalin made ceriain compromises without, howsver, 1oaing

s ght of his final gosl, the complete collectivization. of farma. Thase
compromises consisted in allowing a member of a Eolkhoz the private owner-

whip of a oow, some fowl, and permission to work a small parcel of land,
not to exceed 1/4 - 1/2 heotare and mmadiately adjoining his dwall:.ng, faor

his own personal needsa .

- Q-adually ‘the collectivization measures of the Soviet guverment gained
-complete & scendancy. By tha outbrask of the war in 1941 thare were no farms
in the former Soviet Union which wereindividuaslly owned amd worked. What
force alons could not accomplish was achieved by taxation. robbing the ' !

individual famer of every moans of exisgtence. ‘ ,
i

' The organizatian of'the ‘Rollkhoze is based on the prindple pf' the
nationalization of land and the communization of the means of production.
The land belongs to the atate and is given over by it to the Kolkhoze for j
exploitation, papers baing drawn up for this purpose. The means of production !
machines, implements, and horses) are the property of the Holkhoz and are i
-
!

- ( !
cortrolled by it. Thus a Kolkhoz farmer (Bussian : Kolkhozmik) cannot owm his |
own horse and is, therefore, greatly limited in his freedem of wovemsnt.

The houses in which the Kolkhozniki live are usually counted as their personal /

property; howsver, there is no guestion of their exercising & free control f
over these houses by purchasing them, for instance. Each membar of a Xolkhoz i

has the right’ to keep 8 cow; a very limited private stock of hogs, goats,” | | !

sheep, and fowl is also permitted, the number heing de uar'ni.ned by the ’
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character cf the reg:.on, aoil conditions, atc. .

Il mombers of a Kolkhoz are duty-bound to work for the Kolkhoz. ’his
“work is set for them by s Kolkhoz directdr, who is nmmed by the states They. !
are paid for such work both in money and productse Wag(es in aotual money are

1

. extremely low and are of little importance. Members of' a Kolkhoz do not
receive payment in pgoods until aftsr all obligeations of the Eolkhos to the i
state have been fulfilled. These cbligations are meny and waried (obliga.t:l.ona :
in kind, taxes, insurance premiums, loans for mgricultural machinery, etce}s ; : L

: The extent of the peyment corresponds to the emount of the production

.. which remains in the Kolkhoz after its obligations to the state have been -

¢ fulfilled. The amount due to each of the mamhara i3 most complicated. it is i
arrived at by figuripg the number of “work days" (Bussian : trudoden) the |

&mber has to his credit. The trudoden is & measuring stick for work done. o
Constleration is given to the type of work, the time involved, the s0il =~
\qonaitiana, etc. in each region. The more work days s Kolkhoznik hag to his . [® ¢
credit, the larger is the payment he receives.‘If the Kolkhoznik thould have | : ’
.a gsurplus left over after he has provided for his personal needs, he is - .
permitted by law to offer .it for sale on the open market. The sale, howsver, j
must be made by him personally or by a member of his family; ne third party

can be commisnoned to carry out the tranaaction for him,. ;
‘The EKolkhoz orga.rd.zation means tha complete enslavemunk of the farmar. ?
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Hé -ig boupd fast to his Kolkhoz; in order to lsave, a farmer must 'first have
offi cial permisalon to glwe up his calling and enter industry as a worker.
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| The Xolkhoznik is obFiged to execute the work with wiich he 15 cheged by the
! - EKolkhoz director. He can better his standard of living only when there is a -
considerable increase in production within the frama-work of the total achiave-

' ment of the members of his Kolkhoz.

In reparation far this sacrifz.ca the shata froes him from ‘the care of.
marketing the products producad by his 1abor and protects him from being out

i  of worke
The directors of the Kolkhose are reaponsiﬁle to the 'state for the exact

8xocution of ail the reguiations issued by it for the operation and management
of the Kolkhoz and for full and prompt deliveries to the gtate. Default by a
Kolkhoz direotor ie- i‘ollawed by the pun:.shnen‘cs usual in the Sovist Union.

N On the other hand the Sov'}.at goverment does evarything in its power.to !

| put the Kolkhoze in a position to attain the production they oxpect from them.’ |

They are provided with seed, agricultursl implements, tractors, etc. Where it {

wuld not pay the smaller Eolkhoze to own their own tractors, wowing and

threshing tiachines etce, or 1f it is beyond their mans to purchaze théy, the: I

J necessary machines are loaned them, against payment in .Droducts, by the MTS !

(the State Machine and Tractdir E‘l’at:.ons)- An army of egronomi sts supervises ,

| .. the activities of the Kolkhoze and aids their directors by work and desd. ,
| Members of Kollhoze who corbribute more than their norsal share of effort are

g 'plckad out by the Soviet government and held up as examples to the public. :

Extensive end clever propaganda doos everything to convince the Russian farmer .

that ‘his prosparity and for‘i:lme have their roots in the Kolkhoz. |

. i

' The purpoda o.f mllectivizat:.on has been provan by the war. Colleativisatdon
| stood the test, It has shown itself in a ‘time of trial for the, Soviet Union -, .
as a certain; effective, and depandable method for obtaining the ag;rjiculttn'nl
{ . products needed hy the State. Further, it guarantaas the Soviet guvarman‘r. 'd:a‘!:
| thers will be no 'danger of private, capitalistic, e conomic forms r:l.s:i.ng ‘in the
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{; : cou.ntry. )
; T The Soviet govavnmant mll, therai‘ore, stick to the prind ple of colleotiv—
~ igzation of agriculture in the future,ff}ni will continue to taks steps to :
. atrenghten and extand it, | , g ‘
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