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Abstract

After the October Revolution of 1917, one of thienary aims of the Bolshevik Party was
the creation of the “New Soviet Man and Woman."tHa view of the Party, young people, who
were presumably more malleable and less influebgettie country’s tsarist past, were the most
logical group to become this new Soviet personis Tiesis examines the relationship between
the Bolshevik Party and young people in the 1920discusses the methods the Party took to
influence young people, including the restructumighe country’s school system, the creation
of a national youth organization, the Communistduesaof Youth Komsomo), and the
development of recreational and leisure activitidsnded to teach youth the values and
behaviours appropriate to Communists. It also exesthe experiences of youth under the
regime, with attention paid to the different expades had by urban youth as opposed to rural
youth, and young men as distinct from young womémally, the thesis attempts to assess the

degree to which the Bolshevik Party was successftieating believers among young people.
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Introduction

Is it not really natural that youth should predoatéin our revolutionary
Party? We are the Party of the future, and thedéubelongs to youth.

We are the Party of innovators, and innovatorsabways followed more
willingly by youth. We are the Party of selflestsuggle against time-worn
decay, and into a selfless struggle the firsttdscgalways youtf.

This, in 1906, was Vladimir Lenin’s response toriic who implied that the Bolshevik
Party was less than respectable because it cosotethny young people among its membership,
while older supporters appeared to be leaving #reyP Clearly, though, Lenin did not regard the
Party’s youthful composition as a problem; ratlehis eyes, the country’s young people were a
natural constituency for the Bolsheviks. Many PP&tders, in agreement with Lenin, believed
that young people, who had spent less time uneéetstirist system and who had little to lose but
much to gain by supporting the Bolsheviks, wouldvme receptive to the Party’s calls for
change and more likely to fight on the Party’s bfoabring about that change. While the
Bolsheviks most obviously wished to change thetjgaliand economic structure of the country,
perhaps the most important change they wanted ke mvas to the country’s people.
Communist society would require the creation ohaw Soviet man and woman,” a person who
understood and believed in the principles of Comsmnand, most importantly, had a
willingness to place the collective good abovertbein interest$. Here again, the Bolsheviks
believed the country’s youth was the segment opthiaulation that could most logically become
this new Soviet citizef. The Party expected it to be difficult to elimiadhe bourgeois mentality

it believed to exist among the adult populatiory. ddntrast, it welcomed the opportunity to

! Ralph Talcott FisheRattern for Soviet Youth: A Study of the Congressése Komsomol, 1918-19%Mew York:
Columbia University Press, 1959), 1.

% This thesis will define communism as the atterogiut the principles of Marxist ideology into padél and
economic practise. However, all Soviet governmemsn Lenin onward, struggled with and debated dvmv best
to define communism and put it into practise. $ame struggles and debates took place among Swlisdtiuals,
and between individuals and Party leadership. &ezing these complications, as well as the faat the meaning
of communism changed over time, this thesis, urdéssrwise stated, will use the terms “communismd a
“communist” to refer to the official Marxist-Lensti ideology professed by the Soviet government.

% It should be noted that the Soviet Union was ryoay means the only country that saw the impogaric
imparting specific values and behaviours to itsngppeople; other totalitarian states took similaasures.
Democratic countries have also tried to use scygibms and youth groups to teach important valods
behaviours, although in less coercive ways.



indoctrinate young people and bring them up as@omunists. Consequently, beginning soon
after the October Revolution and continuing throtlgh1920s and beyond, the Party placed a
great deal of emphasis on its dealings with yortating a centrally controlled youth
organization, reengineering the education systaimiempting to direct young people toward
appropriate leisure and recreational activities.

This thesis will attempt to make a contributiorttte literature on Soviet social history in
the 1920s, in this case through an examinatiohetbuntry’s youth. It will look at what the
Party desired of young people during the periothf®17 to 1928, as well as the methods it
used to try to attain the desired results, inclgdire creation of the Communist Youth League
(Komsomalin 1918, a group devoted to propagandizing amaumg people between the ages
of fourteen and twenty-thrédt will also examine the ways Party policy affattée lives of
young people and how this group responded to teatain that was directed at them. To what
extent did youth support the Party and its policéesl why? To what degree did the interests of
young people converge with those of the Party? Whais enthusiasm for the new regime
genuine, a fagade put on for pragmatic purposesyme combination of the two? | have chosen
to begin with the Revolution of 1917 and end wi#l2& when Party policies became more radical
and violence toward the population became morespidad. The 1920s was a period of relative
calm and moderation in the Soviet Union, when pebid more freedom of choice (the
opportunity, for example, to choose western forfnsnertainment over Party approved ones),
and their reaction to the regime may not have Isedzly based on fear, but also on the Party’s
ideals. The famed memoirist Lev Kopelev titled &igobiographyrhe Education of a True
Believer’ Taking his title, but in question form, this tiseasks how successful the Party was in
its attempts to create believers among the youngrgéion, meaning were young people
committed to the Bolshevik Party and its ideologlyreasons other than self-advancement or
self-preservation?

The first chapter deals briefly with Soviet hisdgraphy and questions of methodology.

It discusses some of the work done on Soviet yspédtifically, and some of the recent

* Although twenty-three was the official upper lirfdt membership, in practise many young adultsinoet to
participate in the League beyond this age. Thesupge limit for Komsomol membership was lateredis
twenty-six. The structure of the Komsomol cameesemble that of other Soviet institutions. It \yaserned by a
Central Committee, which sent policy and directides/n to its regional committees. The regional ovttees in
turn sent these on to local branches of the orgéniz  During the 1920s, the government also farasimilar
group, the Young Pioneers, for children aged tefodoteen and the Young Octoberists for childreareyounger.

® Lev Kopelev,The Education of a True Believ@ew York: Harper and Row, 1980).



scholarship that has examined the question of $@eatity and may provide useful frameworks
to help assess the degree of support for, andflelithe Bolsheviks among young people.
Chapter Two describes the origins of political itvement among youth and their motivations
for political activity. It also looks at the irdgli steps taken by the Party from 1914 - 1920 ta gai
influence in the independent youth movements aadterthe Komsomol. Chapter Three
discusses the methods used by the Bolsheviks ihdR@s to increase their control over the
Komsomol and their vision for the organizationalko examines the type of citizen the Party
hoped to create and the ways the authorities ateship use the Komsomol, the school system
and different types of popular entertainment taeehtheir goals. Here, the centrally published
youth newspapekKomsomolskaya pravdes useful, as it provides a good indication @& th
information the Party wished to impart to the coystyouth. In the mid-1920’s, for example, it
is evident by the attention devoted to peasanegstuat the Party felt it important to make young
people aware of their desire for greater cooparatiith the peasantry. Chapter Four moves on
to consider the other side of the equation: theee&pces of young people in the early Soviet
period. It investigates how Soviet policy affecteding people, the ways young people
responded to it, and the reasons they did or didugport it. Further, it explores the differences
in the responses of urban and rural youth, asagejloung men as distinct from young women.
Again,Komsomolskaya pravda a useful source, as its attention to issues asc¢iooliganism

and promiscuity showed that the behaviour of yopegple often did not conform to the Party’s
expectations. The final chapter attempts to ansiweemost difficult question posed by this
thesis: to what degree was the Party successtukating believers among young people?
Utilizing the memoir literature of those who passeeir youth in the USSR during the 1920s
(and, to expand the source base, the 1930s) im tréxamine how young people interacted with
Soviet institutions and what their sentiments tamhe regime were, as well as some of the
methodologies discussed in Chapter One, this chaj#s to determine in what ways, if any,
Soviet youth truly embraced communism.



Chapter 1 - Historiography

In his work on British youth, John Springhall haged that the study of young people has
been a relatively recent phenomenon among hiswrtaaginning in the 1960s. Increasing
numbers in the profession turned their attentiomfthe traditional disciplines of political and
military history, which focus primarily on sociegyélites, to social history, which focuses on
various groups in society not previously thought&ve a significant effect on historical events.
In addition to examining how class, gender andieitynhave affected responses to historical
events, historians also began to see how age beultportant when assessing the behaviour of
individuals, particularly how the attitudes of theung could be different than their eldérs.

This thesis will attempt to contribute to the gmgvbody of scholarship regarding Soviet
youth. It will provide an overview of many of thepics discussed by those who have studied
Soviet youth in recent years, such as the reactibddferent segments of the youth population
to the Party and the variety of youth cultures thasted in the 1920s. Additionally, it will
attempt to synthesize the recent literature ontyauth that done on Soviet identity and public
opinion, in the hopes of making an assessmenteothount of support and/or belief the Party

generated among youth.

Youth and Soviet-Studies Historiography

Among Soviet historians this desire to considevimesly unstudied groups was reflected
in the development of the revisionist school of i8bkiistory to challenge the totalitarian
interpretation which had gained a virtual conserauseng those who studies the Soviet Union
prior to the 1960s and 1970s. The totalitariarostbf Soviet history, as one of its critics,
Stephen Cohen, has described, regarded the Bdtshewvillegitimate rulers with little to no
popular support who managed to hold power onlyidye of an extremely disciplined and
centralized party apparatus and the use of tegainat its citizené. He continued that, while

“analyzing mutual influences and interactions betwstate and society is at the centre of most

! John SpringhaliComing of Age: Adolescence in Britain, 1860-18B0blin: Gill and MacMillan, 1986), 5.
2 Stephen F. CoheRethinking the Soviet Experience: Politics and dfisSince 19170xford: Oxford University
Press, 1985h-6.



historical and political study” Soviet studies untiee totalitarian school “saw only a brutal one-
way, decades-long process in which the party-dtaf@sed its ideology at will' upon an inert
society.® One historian quoted by Cohen went so far asydfsat “because the Soviet system is
totalitarian the examination of the ruling partpds to embrace the entire history of the US$R.”
Thus, he studied the Communist Party, not Sovigespas a whole. Of course, not all
proponents of the totalitarian school were so wiiEdd. Merle Fainsod, for example, did pay
attention to various segments of society (suclae®fy workers and Komsomol members) and
their attitudes toward the Soviet regimaVithin the last 10 to 15 years, the Soviet stidield
has, to a degree (although not completely), moesaibd the totalitarian — revisionist dichotomy
and onto the more recent studies of popular opiammhSoviet identities discussed below.

Western scholars who subscribed to the totalites@ool did not produce a great deal of
material regarding the lives of youth under Lemid &talin. One notable exception was Ralph
T. Fisher'sPattern for Soviet Youth: A Study of the Congree$#ise Komsomakhich is
devoted exclusively to the official youth organi@atand the congresses it periodically held at
which expectations and standards for behaviour wemn¢ by the Party to the Komsomol’'s
membership via its leadership. While Fisher dicttaote of some of the conflicts within the
organization’s leadership, he did not go on to a@rarthe attitudes of the rank and file
Komsomol membership and concluded that the domitheme to be distinguished from the
Komsomol pattern is that of control by Party lead®rer the organization from its inception
onward® The lack of attention paid to Soviet society #melemphasis on Party control over the
population meant that the discipline failed to ustiEnd the changes taking place in the USSR
after Stalin’s death in 1953. They either belietrest, because the Soviet system was “a
monolithic regime without meaningful internal coaf” it would remain fixed in its present
state or that, without Stalin to provide stabibtyd exercise control, the system would collapse.
When the system instead survived Stalin and begardlve in the late 1950s and 1960s the
totalitarian interpretation of Soviet history couldt account for these developmehts.

The revisionist school of Soviet history arose@sotars sought to explain the relative

stability of the USSR after Stalin’s death andgh&dual changes that were able to take place in

® Ibid., 24.

* John ArmstrongThe Politics of Totalitarianisgrxi-xii, as quoted in Ibid.

®> Merle FainsodHow Russia is RulefCambridge: Harvard University Press, 1957).
® Fisher Pattern for Soviet Youtt285-286.

" CohenRethinking the Soviet Experien@s-26.



the Soviet system. They investigated the possitiiiat some of the country’s citizens
supported, or at least came to an accommodatidm thi¢ regime, that the population was not as
badly terrorized or atomized as totalitarian sci®leave claimed, and that a certain amount of
debate and dissent took place within the BolshBailty and society. For the purposes of this
study the most important of the early revisionistks is Sheila Fitzpatrick Education and
Social Mobility in the Soviet Union, 1921-19p4iblished in 1979. While it does not focus
exclusively on youth, it does look at the debaltes took place between different segments of
Party leadership and the Komsomol over the besswagducate Soviet youth. It was also
among the first studies to investigate the possilihiat support for the regime existed among the
country’s citizens. Fitzpatrick suggests thatBatsheviks’ policy of giving members of the
working class and peasantry preferential acceseteducation system and to jobs in the
country’s new industry bred positive feelings todvéite government, and that the fact that many
people owed their improved positions to the Bolskewontributed to the regime’s stabilfty.

From the 1980s onward, the amount of scholarshgeming Soviet youth has increased
considerably. Isabel Tirado¥oung Guard! The Communist Youth League, Petrotyedd -
192Q published in 1988, was the first full length ve¥atmonograph devoted to the Komsomol
in the Lenin and Stalin period since Fisher’s i599 While agreeing with Fisher that the Party
desired, and took measures to increase, controltbeeorganization, Tirado places more
emphasis on the popular support and spontaneassrgots political activism of the young
people in the youth groups that would evolve ifm® Komsomol and on the fight by some of
these young people to maintain a degree of autormmeythe movement they had begun.
Much of the other work regarding youth producedeicent years has focused less on institutions
like schools and youth groups that were designeddoctrinate young people, and more on the
young people themselves. Later work by Tiradolbaked at the experiences of young peasants
in their dealings with Soviet authorities, while #Gorsuch and Peter Konecny have studied
urban youth (in the latter case, university stugd@mparticular). Each of these authors has

discussed youth who supported the Bolsheviks, yatth did not, the differing ways young men

8 Sheila FitzpatrickEducation and Social Mobility in the Soviet Uni@821-1934London: Cambridge University
Press, 1979).

° Isabel A. TiradoYoung Guard! The Communist Youth League, Petrog@dd-1920New Y ork: Greenwood
Press, 1988).



and women reacted to the Party and alternate popaoldh cultures that survived throughout the

1920s in opposition to that advocated by the PArty.

Soviet Values and Identity under Lenin and Stalin

In addition to the recent work concerning youthcspeally, a great deal of new
scholarship in the field of Soviet social histoastappeared as western historians gained better
access to Soviet archives, many of which are ef@stt here. A number have focussed their
attention on the values or attitudes the Sovieegowent tried to impart to its citizens and the
extent to which the citizenry accepted and adofitetch. One notable work by David Hoffman
investigates the types of values and behaviourketership felt were appropriate for the New
Soviet Person, the methods used to disseminated tfaues and some of the responses to them.
Hoffmann demonstrates that the desire to shapeatoes of their populations was a common
feature of modernity in both liberal democracied dliberal states like the Soviet Union and
Nazi Germany, stemming from eighteenth centuryditéinment thinking which believed that
society could be studied and reshaped scientiitaltreate a rational social order. In the
opinion of many Bolshevik leaders, the most impartalue they wished to teach their citizens
was to adopt a collectivist orientation and be pred to place the interests of society before their
own. This, of course, involved adopting correditpal views, but also extended to the
acquisition of education and culture, demonstratiage for one’s person, and exhibiting proper
manners. It was particularly important for Pantyl&omsomol members to adhere to such
behaviour, as members who were ignorant, unkemphoouth reflected poorly on the Soviet
regime, and failure to live up to demands to tramsfoneself was often looked on as a sign of
political unreliability. Hoffmann finds that thesults of these efforts were mixed; some had

embraced the new values, while others only dematestroutward conformity

Owhile the different responses of urban and ruoaltly and young men and women have been examined by
historians of Soviet youth, the responses of ydnatim the many different ethnic groups of the US@Renhnot been
similarly studied, likely because memoirs by mitypsiouth and newspaper articles regarding thencamnsiderably
fewer than those by and about working class yqehsant youth and young women. In fact, durind 820s,
minority youth were not a significant presencehia Komsomol. According to a 1926 survey, 75.5%ef
membership was Russian, Ukrainian and Belorusai@ha further 7% was identified as Jewish, leawviny 17.5%
for all other nationalities encompassed in the 8&dvhion. FisherPattern for Soviet Youil17. Given the lack of
information in both the primary and secondary &itare, they will not be discussed here as a disgiraup.
Individual memoirs of minority youth will be incled, however, insofar as they share experiencesothitir young
people growing up during this time.

" David Hoffmann Stalinist Values: The Cultural Norms of Soviet Mmitg, 1917-194(Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, 20037-8, 10, 53, 79.



Particularly important are works by those histosiarho have addressed the formation of
identity among Soviet citizens, and it is worthwehib discuss their attempts in some detalil
here’ Some of the reasons given by citizens point &gpratism and self-interest, while others
indicate acceptance of party ideology. Many titieesssame people who asserted their belief in
the party described at the same time the benbétgaccrued from the country’s new leadership,
leaving one to wonder which factor played the momgortant role in attracting their support.
Tear Off the Masks: Identity and Imposture il Zentury Russiaby Sheila Fitzpatrick, brings
together work the author has done on the topicedine early 1990s. Fitzpatrick’s book is “about
the remaking of identities in a society cast intortoil by revolution” and investigates “how
individuals who find themselves in such situationsconstruct new personae to suit the new
circumstances of life'® In Fitzpatrick’s view the issue of identity in Bet Russia was based
mainly on social class. The Party assumed thatlmeesrof the proletariat were supporters of the
revolution, while those from the bourgeoisie weoe and, especially in the 1920s, spent a great
deal of time trying to identify the class positiohcitizens. However, as a result of years of war
and revolution, many people had changed sociatippnsand occupation, making it difficult to
determine their true class identities and leaviregBolsheviks to rely on the person’s own self-
presentation to determine their class iderffitBecause those who could establish a proletarian
identity benefited in so many ways (preferentiahtment by schools, municipal housing boards,
rationing boards, taxation laws, etc.) many Sosiizens with ambiguous backgrounds tried to
“invent’ social and class identities — not in thense of wholly making them up but in the sense

of selecting and interpreting their own biographdata in such a way as to produce an optimal

21n addition to those discussed here, a numbetheiravorks have in some way examined attemptscadate
values and develop a Soviet identity among the [atipn. Karen Petrone’s study looks at the wagsgbvernment
used celebrations to demonstrate appropriate Seafieés and behaviours, and garner support fosttite. Karen
Petronel ife Has become More Joyous, Comrades: Celebratiotise Time of StaliiBloomington: Indiana
University Press, 2000). Lewis Sieglebaum focusea particular model of the New Soviet Person mtechby the
Party: theStakhanovitea worker who over-fulfilled his or her productiqnota, often by record setting amounts, but
also demonstrated that he or she was cultured aftdnannered. Stakhanovism, say Sieglebaum, ‘edfer model
of behaviour and a set of values that workers cadiapt” to negotiate Soviet society. Lewis Siegla,
Stakhanovism and the Politics of Productivity ia thSSR, 1935-194Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1988), 7, 148 Everyday Stalinisrby Sheila Fitzpatrick looks at many of the issBesiet citizens dealt with on a
daily basis in the 1930s, including attempts to ifiyatieir values and behaviours. Each of thesdistushows how
citizens could respond to the Party and its pdiewth enthusiasm, could resist the Party’s effortsould negotiate
some sort of middle ground between the two. Shgiigatrick,Everyday Stalinism, Ordinary Life in Extraordinary
Times: Soviet Russia in the 193@xford: Oxford University Press, 1999).

13 Sheila FitzpatrickTear Off the Masks: Identity and Imposture iff' Zntury RussiéPrinceton: Princeton
University Press, 2005), 4.

“lbid., 5.



(in terms of personal security and career oppatigs)iresult.*®> People tried, in various ways, to
prove they were proletarians, and therefore edttthethe privileges this class identity implied.
They were interested in constructing the best proln identity possible to take advantage of the
potential for upward mobility.

One of the most influential recent works to digctige creation of Soviet identity is
Stephen Kotkin’dMagnetic Mountain: Stalinism as a Civilizatiomhich examines the building
of the industrial city of Magnitogorsk and its @msints’ everyday lives. By looking at the
behaviour of Magnitogorsk’s workers, Kotkin conadsdthat the country’s citizens had learned to
“speak Bolshevik,” which he defines as “the oblaggittanguage for self-identification and as
such, the barometer of one’s political allegiarcéhe cause® He cites as an example a letter
from one worker’s wife to another, in which therfar entreats the latter to encourage her
husband to take more pride in his work, becomeafainovite and “understand the words of
comrade Stalin, that work is a matter of honowryglvalour and heroism* What is important
here, the author writes, is not that this womaieletl what she had written. What was
important was that she “recognizfed] . . . howtimk and behave as the wife of a Soviet
locomotive driver should” and “participated asshg] believed Soviet citizens actively tried
to demonstrate not only that they were proletaribnsalso good Bolsheviks. They did not
speak Bolshevik only because of the coercive prestf the state, but also because a Bolshevik
identity brought them a range of benefits. He $keselationship between the state and its
citizenry as a “field of play,” and the acquisitioha Bolshevik identity was necessary for a
citizen to successfully “play the gam@.”

Kotkin goes on to explore the possibility thatcgire belief could have been a motivating
factor for citizens to “speak Bolshevik” as wellssdf-interest and coercion. Because
determining the sincerity of expressions of bakedo difficult, the author approaches the
guestion by looking for evidence of radical unbiedismong the population. Although he finds
little evidence of the existence of radical unldfeleither did the population uncritically accept

the Party’s cause. Rather “elements of ‘beliel atisbelief’ appear to have coexisted within

2 pid., 3.

16 Stephen KotkinMagnetic Mountain: Stalinism as a Civilizati¢gBerkeley: University of California Press, 1995),
220.

bid., 219.

81pid., 220.

Y Ibid., 224-225.
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everyone” as people dealt with the discrepanciésden the revolutionary truth promoted by the
regime and their own daily experiené3While people were certainly cognisant of
discrepancies, citizens accepted the “truthfulméssvolutionary truth,” not only because it was
necessary to survive, but also because it was yaevitanscend the pettiness of daily life, to see
the whole picture, to relate mundane events togetadesign; it offered something to strive
for.”?! In conclusion Kotkin writes that the regime didmage to

offer a story that people [were] prepared at scawellto accept. . . the process of
articulating the sanctioned vocabulary and valde®oiety in one’s own words was far
from entirely voluntary, linked not merely to aceés food and housing, but to one’s
safety and the safety of one’s relatives. Butgiesence of coercion, subtle and unsubtle,
does not mean the absence of a high degree ofteelism any more than the holding of
genuine ideals precludes the energetic pursuiléfrsterest

Subsequently, several Soviet historians have tilkd¢kin’s work as a starting point for
their own investigations into the creation of a #@bidentity among the country’s population.
Two such scholars, Jochen Hellbeck and Igal Halim)e praising Kotkin’s contribution, feel
that he has placed too much emphasis on the pragreasons that led Soviet citizens to “speak
Bolshevik,” and seems to say that while citizeredushis language in public, with the exception
of a core group of believers, it did not permebeerivate sphere. To Hellbeck and Halfin,
though, it appears that “the rules of identity fatian . . . extended well beyond the confines of
‘official’ Soviet discourse, pervading even indiuias’ subjective self-consciousne$s.”
Essentially, they argue that many Soviet subjeidtsidt only speak Bolshevik in public, they
internalized it and carried it with them into thpitvate lives. In their estimation, Kotkin hastpu
forward a view of the Soviet subject as “berefanfideological agenda of its own,” and when he
describes citizens as playing a game, his termgyclassume[s] a high degree of detachment
between the subject and its public performarféeThey disagree with Kotkin because they feel
his analysis overlooks the Bolsheviks’ desire ta thie souls of their citizens, “to make people
understand the Communist program, in order to iflewith it and adopt it as their own.” The

letter from one worker’s wife to another, which Kiot says may have simply been an example of

*%bid., 228.
#bid., 229.
*2|pid., 358.
% Jochen Hellbeck and Igal Halfin, “Rethinking thevigt Subject: Stephen Kotkin’s ‘Magnetic Mountamid the
2S4tate of Soviet Historical Studie§ahrbucher fur Geschichte Osteuropbl no. 3 (1996): 459.
Ibid., 458.
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a Soviet citizen’s knowledge of how to play the gatdellbeck and Halfin regard as “a call for
self-transformation and self-perfectioff."They assert that many took seriously the Padglts
for people to remake themselves into new, betteaeais, to purify themselves from the
corrupting influences of the old bourgeois ord€hose who failed in their attempts at
transformation or found themselves questioning¢ggme often regarded this as an indication

that they themselves were flawed, rather than @eree that the system was flawféd.
Gauging Public Opinion

In addition to those works dealing with values aiehtity, there have been an assortment
of other studies devoted to assessing public opindeveral have considered the state’s efforts
to direct public opinion through the popular preBshis recent study, Jeffrey Brooks disagrees
with those who have opined that the press was eghor dismissed by Soviet citizens. It may
not have provided an accurate reflection of alllifgpudxpression, but in his view it
“contextualized the Soviet experience and impossiiueture of thinking even among non-
believers.?” For young people, the national, centrally dirdaiewspaper wagomsomolskaya
pravda which set out the issues that officials beliewse important for them to consider. For
example, during the mid-192B®msomolskaya pravdeequently featured articles informing
young people that it was not appropriate for Sositizens to smoke, drink excessively or exhibit
bourgeois behaviour, such as promiscuous sexusgitgctThough many young people rejected
the Party’s definition of appropriate behaviougytstill had to consider it, given that refusal to
conform could produce a negative outcome, whileeggliice could positively impact one’s
future. Reading the Soviet press was not sometimegtypically did for enjoyment, but to
educate oneself about the Party line and gleamnirgtion necessary to navigate Soviet society.

This is not to say that the press only refleckeddpinions of the Party leadership. During
the mid-1920s, Brooks notes, the press actediastad forum to air grievances. To an extent,

journalists were able to call attention to issunes/tconsidered important, request discussion or
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action® This may also have reflected a broader concetimtivese issues among society. As
well, Matthew Lenoe has argued that the Soviet mmddl, to a certain degree, make attempts to
appeal to their readership (especially young, raatevists) at the same time they tried to spread
their political message. He finds that both thederists, and many labourers, responded well to
articles that denounced officials and bosses &s elaemies and saboteurs. Even in the 1920s it
was an effective tactic for the leaders to scapemadlevel officials for the failings of the

regime. The practise was continued and intensifigtle 1930s, as it both struck a cord among
readers, while at the same time conveying to themiessage that the Party was on the side of
the workers against the “burzhui” and mobilizingasts and workers to aid the Party in its
campaign against these enentfes.

The press also attempted to appeal to citizenrsgponding to their interests and
introducing features on less overtly political wgiincluding science and technology, and
adventure and exploration. Such features were gigauinely popular, especially when the
media made the effort to turn out material of gqadlity. Even these topics, however, did not
elicit a uniform response. As one historian haster in a study of Soviet explorers and
aviators, “the Soviet citizen was capable of regdialture in a number of ways. Instead of
subscribing to the official, privileged readinger#d by the state, people developed alternate,
even oppositional, readings of their owh.Thus, the campaign to promote bravery and
sacrifice, and build pride in Soviet achievemenas wiewed as such by some, but also as
something to be ridiculed as part of the Stalirt anll criticized as a worthless exercise that
brought fame and fortune to a few while the mayaoitthe population experienced hunger and
deprivation®” Soviet propaganda did not by any means work lpeaiple all the time, and could
produce a range of responses among the citizenry.

Other studies exploring the mood of the Sovietlipwdiso indicate the diversity of
feelings toward the regime. Sarah Davigspular Opinion in Stalin’s Russiases reports from
the Party and NKVD (the state’s secret police fpprepared from, among other sources,
citizens’ letters to the press, popular jokes emaistushk{short, humourous rhyming verses

which often addressed political issues), in anreffibassess the public’'s sentiments about the

2 Brooks,Thank You, Comrade Stalir?7-28.

% Lenoe,Closer to the Massg84, 96-97.

% John McCannorRed Arctic: Polar Exploration and the Myth of therth in the Soviet Union, 1932-1989ew
York: Oxford University Press, 1998), 143.

*bid., 140-143.



13

Party and its policies. While rejecting the tdtaian picture of the “atomized, voiceless
masses,” she also rejects the other extreme pghthbgrsome revisionist historians, which
suggests that ordinary people had the right to ¢ampand criticize the government and that
many were satisfied and loyal to the regime. Ratiee asserts that “along the continuum from
active consent to active resistance/dissent wesage of heterogeneous positions. There were
very few absolute ‘conformists’ and ‘dissenters’practise, people’s views were far more
ambivalent and contradictory: opposition to ondqyobr facet of the regime was quite
compatible with support of other®”Her investigation, though, concentrates chiefly o
instances of dissent and advances the idea thptep@ere able to find alternate sources of
information and ideas other that those offeredfligial channels, to utilize discourses other than
Bolshevism and “illuminate[s] the hitherto negletteody of dissonant opinion which distorted,
subverted, rejected, or provided an alternativitéoofficial discourse® By contrast, Robert
Thurston is one of those who has put forth the \tleat many Soviet citizens were, in many
ways, satisfied with and supportive of, the Paityhis study of the 1930s, the author contends
that Soviet workers, to a greater degree than pusly thought, were able to criticize local
officials, participate in decision making, and manare to improve their positions, all of which
contributed to their satisfaction with the reginteven in respect to the terror, he finds that,
although some people certainly experienced coradefear and upheaval, others reported that
their lives were not substantially affected and ynaxpressed belief in the government’s claims
that enemies of the people and saboteurs were prieles. The “acid test” of the regime, he
claims, occurred during World War Il when mostlué ttitizenry rose in defence of the Party and
the country, indicating their loyalty.

Some of the most interesting new material to erampublic opinion are those that have
taken in-depth looks at the lives of particulanuduals, using diaries or personal archives to try
to determine the extent to which they internalitezlParty’s message. The work of the
aforementioned Jochen Hellbeck falls into this gronlis investigations of several diaries kept
by Soviet citizens in the 1930s has led him to tatethat at least some had internalized the

Party’s messages to the point that it was diffiaitthem to “articulate a private identity distinc
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from the political system,” and that any attemptiédach themselves from this identity could be
a painful and confusing process, as it forced nldévidual to place themselves in opposition to
the positive self-image they gained as a good $eitieen®® Several of these studies suggest
just how greatly some desired to be a part of thhae® community. Thomas Lahuseisw Life
Writes the Boolfollows the life of the author Vasilii Azhaev atite ways his experiences
influenced his writing. As a young man, Azhaev wasvicted of counter-revolutionary
activities and sentenced to four years correcabelir in a camp in Siberia. Much of his writing
demonstrated how a person could be reforged angh@rasps an attempt to prove that he had
done just that, and was deserving of regainingibisl standing in the Soviet commuriify.
Finally, the memoirs of those who grew to adulth@othe Soviet Union during the
1920s and 1930s are of great use in trying to ohéerhow young people felt about the
Bolshevik Party. The availability of the memoias, well as the diaries, of Soviet citizens had
increased considerably in recent years, as hadéestbased on them. Even so, it is difficult to
find memoirists whose youth fits neatly within th@17 — 1928 time frame of this study, and so
many of those discussed here include experiene¢ptistdate the 1920s. Since this thesis asks
whether or not young people came to support aleve in the system created by the
Bolshevik Party, memaoirists old enough to haverasscmus experience of the 1920s will be
included, as they were at least partially educatetlindoctrinated during this time and thus their
attitude toward the regime began to form during tihme. As valuable a source as memoirs are,
there are certain difficulties in their use asdmsal sources. Those published in the USSR were
subject to the distortions of the censors and naay ibeen changed from one edition to the next
in order to conform with the prevailing politicalomd. They also often downplay or omit the
most controversial aspects of Soviet history, sagthe famine of 1932-1933, that are of
particular interest to historians. In spite oktHboviet memoirs can provide can provide a good
picture of the lives and attitudes of the upwardlybile individuals who did well in Soviet
society®® Although western historians have been more iedlito use émigré and dissident

memoirs as sources, these must also be treatedarith Some historians who have used these
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memoirs have noted the presentation of rumourgasdip presented as legitimate explanations
for events due to a lack of information in the séiwe Soviet society. Also, while memoirists
living in the USSR had to tailor their writing téepse the Party, those writing for western
publication may have tailored their memoirs to agpe western audiences, playing to the
preconceived notions readers held about the Sowvien and, just as Soviet censors altered
texts, western editors may have altered or semsstied the content of émigré memoitsBy
making use of both groups of memaoirs, | hope tatifethe commonalities in the writers’
youthful experiences and avoid a presentationfévaturs either upwardly mobile Soviet
memoirists with positive feelings toward the sys@némigré sources whose feelings may have

been extremely negative.

%9 Hiroaki Kuromiya, “Guide to Emigré and DissideneMoir Literature,” inA Researcher’s Guide to Sources in
Soviet Social History in the 193@57-260.



Chapter 2 - The Beginnings of Political Activism Anongst Russia’s Youth

“We felt our power,* asserted one young, female supporter of the Rugsgolution in
the early days of Bolshevik rule to describe th@®ons of her cohort and their sense of
importance to the new regime. Her assertion thatltywere a significant force in the
Bolsheviks’ rise to power was not an empty one Bbé&shevik Party confirmed this importance
as they sought a closer relationship with the netv@hary youth organizations, leading
eventually to the creation of an official Bolsheyiuth group known as the Communist League
of Youth, or Komsomol, in the fall of 1918.

Political activity among Russian youth did notwewer, begin during the Russian
Revolution. Youth involvement in political and @oonic activism commenced in the nineteenth
century, first among upper- and middle-class, ethacgoung people. In the early twentieth
century, as the working class in general grew, goworkers acquired a greater measure of
education and also became more politically activeung people were active in a variety of
political movements, including those on the lekelMenshevism and Bolshevism, which
increased the influence of those parties on thé&iwwgrclass throughout World War I. Not all
youth were attracted to these movements solelgdbtical reasons; other aspects of group
membership, such as participation in social asdisibr educational opportunities, also made
these organizations appealing. Those who didlggiist youth organizations for political
reasons had a variety of political agendas: youorkers joined to advance their economic
rights, young intellectuals to promote the caussoafalism and young women to capitalize on
the promise of equal rights offered by leftist pioéll ideologies. However, issues thought
important by the Bolsheviks’ young supporters did always conform to those considered most
important by the Party. During the establishmert @arly years of the Komsomol the Party
frequently found itself at odds with its youth ongaation, as young people attempted to further
their own aims while the Party sought to bring Kmemsomol under tighter control and marshal
its numbers to the support of the Party. In spitdhese tensions, large numbers of young people

rallied to the Bolsheviks’ cause as they seizedgraw October 1917 and then fought their many
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opponents in a civil war until 1921. Eventuallptigh, the death of many of the Bolsheviks’
most passionate supporters during the civil wanglwith disillusionment caused by the
growing authoritarianism of the regime and the adopn 1921 of the New Economic Policy — a
plan that appeared to compromise the goals oflssraia- opened the way for changes in the
composition, character and motivation of the Panjgung supporters during the 1920s. This
chapter will briefly examine the growth of youthlipioal activism, the early steps the Bolshevik
Party took to begin to harness youth political esthsm to their cause, and some of the
difficulties encountered in this process.
S

The political involvement and radicalization of Rig youth began prior to the
Revolution of 1917. Throughout the nineteenth esnyoung people were involved in several
attempts to refashion their society. The membétiseopopulist movement and the more militant
People’s Will organization of the 1860s and 187@sted many young people among them.
There was also a “Young Russia” movement devotethémging society through the energy and
idealism of youtlf. These groups, however, were primarily composederhbers of the upper
class. The preconditions for the emergence of ingrklass youth groups sympathetic to the
Bolsheviks’ policies began at the end of the nieetie and start of the twentieth centuries. By
this time, Russian industry had grown consideralyestment by the tsarist government and
foreign capitalists resulted in its rapid expans@though this expansion was concentrated in a
limited number of centres: notably the areas arddndcow, St. Petersburg and the Donets
Basin in Ukraine. Newly built, the factories wenedern and large and employed thousands of
workers in one place, a situation that aided thenédion of workers’ organizations and unions.
In the early 1900s, the land reforms of Prime Mari$eter Stolypin facilitated the movement of
peasants previously tied to their land into theanrtmdustrial workforcé. Prior to this time
many industrial workers had lived and worked sealfpim urban centres and retained strong
ties to their native villages. Before 1905, foample, 41% of the metal workers of Moscow

province continued to own land in their nativeagiés; by 1918 that proportion had decreased to
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22%?* Clearly then, the urban population had becomesmstable. An urban upbringing gave
young people several opportunities unavailablédar trural counterparts. Those who resided in
cities had better access to education. In Mosoawyears of schooling was made compulsory
in 1910, and by 1912 62% of the school-age popratias enrolled. Young workers also had
the opportunity to enrol in the city’s vocationdueation system. Though limited, even this
education had benefits for young workers. Literaoyg a basic education allowed greater
opportunity for advancement when young people edtdre workforce, as demonstrated by the
case of Eduard Dune, a young working-class man inot899 in Riga, Latvia. His education
resulted in rapid promotion to the status of skilleorker at the age of 15, which led to a
significant degree of economic independence frosrfamily® Diane Koenker notes that such
situations created a sense of equality among famégnbers and helped to break down
traditional patriarchal authority. With relativdistle adult supervision and some disposable
income of their own young workers were able toipgrate in various leisure activities which
allowed them to create more extensive peer grasp fThey were also able to take part in
activities of a more political nature, such as megaircles or evening school courses. In these
ways young people made contact with one anothactar that would help later in the building
of mass youth groupsInvolvement in the workforce also provided Duiikee so many others,
with ever-increasing exposure to the ideas of $isaieand parties like the Bolsheviks, as he met
older, more politically experienced workers andvists who entered the factories as workers.
Along with the growth of industry in the late 18Cf1sd early 1900s came an increase in
unrest among the growing working class. Rapid stidalization is generally accompanied by
significant socioeconomic disruption and shock,,dnee to form, overall living and working
conditions in tsarist Russia were terrible for ineer classes: hours were long, pay was low,
housing was overcrowded and outbreaks of disease ®@emon. Furthermore, attempts to
better the situation of the working class were wigt repression from the governmérfter
the events of Bloody Sunday in 1905, when goverrirtenps fired upon a peaceful workers’

demonstration petitioning the Tsar to address tirg@vances, workers’ activities were

* Koenker, “Urban Families,” 284.

® Ibid., 288.

® Eduard Duneotes of a Red Guased. Diane P. Koenker and S. A. Smith (Chicagavelsity of lllinois Press,
1993), 16.

" Koenker, “Urban Families,” 289, 291.

® Dune,Red Guard23-25.

° Rex A. WadeThe Russian Revolution, 19(@ambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005), 5-6



19

suppressed for a time, but in the years just podorld War | strikes and demonstrations grew
again in frequency and intensify Historian Rex Wade asserts that by this timeatbeking
class was “not merely a deeply aggrieved, growegnent of the population, but one that
increasingly saw a connection between the politgatem and their own wretched conditidh.”
This dynamic encouraged workers to form strongesliwith radical, revolutionary parties such
as the Bolsheviks, who promised to alleviate thenditions. Socialist parties were also
attractive to working-class women. Although thddBeviks insisted upon the unity of the
working class and said that advancements for wonmand only take place within a larger social
revolution, they promised specific benefits for wermsuch as legal equality, voting rights and
education, as well as maternity leave and day@awoung people became increasingly
attracted to socialist parties after the beginmh@/orld War I. At this point the number of
young people in the workforce swelled, as they vred to replace workers conscripted into the
armed forces. By 1917, workers under the age afcZbunted for 22 to 25 % of the workforce
in Petrograd, which totalled approximately 100,080kers™ The situation in Moscow was the
same, as the percentage of youth in the workfarse from 15% before the war to 26%While
those young workers who were experienced and egllics&od to benefit from this situation,
many others were hired to do the most monotonodsiaskilled tasks, at which they worked
long hours for poor pay. Their economic grievarm@sbined with the recently developed youth
culture of the cities to produce groups devotednoroving the conditions of workers. These
groups generally started in factories with largenbars of young workers, such as the various
metal works in Petrograd. Although they were oftesponsible for carrying out agitation and
organizing work stoppages, these efforts did nobbee a mass youth movement, as they did not
yet have a legal right to organize.

During the initial stages of World War | Russiarcisty rallied in support of the

government. However, by 1917 war casualties hadhed 5 million'® and the Tsar and his
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government were viewed as incompetent to deal evitier the war effort or the problems faced
by the general population. Over the war years exsrlsaw wages decrease while prices rose and
experienced frequent shortages of goods, espetalty On February 23, 1917, women
workers in St. Petersburg went on strike, demandirgsolution to the food shortages. Over the
next few days they were joined by more workersathér disgruntled members of society, until
the crowds of demonstrators surpassed 200,000nti&aléy, troops in St. Petersburg joined the
strikers, the Tsar was forced to abdicate and siftemal Government was establishéadfter
the February Revolution the formerly small andasedl youth groups from various factories
began to organize themselves into larger groupticpharly in Petrograd. There, a group of
young activists canvassed factories across theéaitgnvince young workers that they needed an
organization to protect their rights. This orgatian became known dsud i Sve(“Labour and
Light”) and by the summer of 1917 had a membershi0,000. Among the group’s aims were
the creation of schools for young workers, a dwur work day and wage parity with older
workers. Included in the group’s membership whosé who claimed to be Bolsheviks,
Mensheviks and Anarchists, as well as those whe were politically moderate. Though the
group did identify itself as socialist, it avoidatfiliating itself with any particular political pty,
instead advocating for the unity of the workingssf The situation was much the same in
Moscow, where youth groups declared themselves tblove parties; even a group led by
Bolshevik Party members refrained from making supfao the Party a requirement for group
membership. In addition, while these groups offereurses in political economy and political
literacy, they also devoted time to educational entlral activities and agitation for workers’
rights — all things that made such groups attradiivyouth->

The Russian population had high hopes for refdtar ¢he formation of the Provisional
Government, which included some moderate sociaistsg with those from centrist parties.
However, the government was reluctant to undersad@ficant reforms without electoral
legitimacy. It failed to redistribute land to theasantry, deal with the shortages of food or end
the country’s disastrous involvement in the was tAe government failed to deal with these

issues, the working class turned further left tavaore radical socialists, like the Bolsheviks,
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who were not tainted by association with the gonexnt. This became particularly evident after
an attempted counter-revolutionary coup by Lavrrflor, a military commander on the right,
seemed to threaten the revolutf@nPolitical affiliation thus became more importantong
youth groups as the October Revolution approadne@etrograd the unity of the youth
movement was disrupted as many of the grassroatsers of Trud i Svet became more radical,
following the pattern of the working class in gaalerSome young Bolshevik supporters
challenged Trud i Svet’s leadership of the youtlvement and created an opposing youth group,
the Socialist League of Young Workers (or SSRMjredecessor of the Komsomol. The
SSRM'’s charter advocated many of the same godlsasf Trud i Svet, such as a minimum
wage for youth, a six-hour work day for those unglgtreen and voting rights for eighteen-year-
olds. However, the group believed its most impudrtask was to develop class consciousness
among youth and prepare them to fight for socialisithen referring to socialism the SSRM
meant only its pro-Bolshevik version. By the O&bRevolution the SSRM’s membership stood
between 20,000 and 32,000, but undoubtedly sortteesé had defected from Trud i S¥et.
M-

During the formation of both Trud i Svet and theR8§ individual Bolshevik Party
members, most importantly Lenin’s wife Nadezhdap&kaia, who would be involved with the
youth movement and the Soviet education systenugjfinaut the 1920s, offered support and
encouragement to the youth groups, though the Radynot yet formulated a policy toward the
youth movement. As time passed Party members bEcanterned that other political parties
would use the politically unaffiliated Trud i Svler their own benefit. Several members of the
Bolshevik leadership proposed ways to bring thelyguoups into greater contact with their
party. Krupskaia, who had made a study of youthtier countries, envisioned an autonomous
mass organization that would receive only ideolalgguiidance from the Bolsheviks, claiming
that in other countries groups controlled by adwdtaained small, while those run by young
people were more successful. A second group legliévat a small, Party—sponsored
organization was a better option because new mendoeitd then be educated by the Party. At
the Sixth Party Congress in August 1917 the Bol&iseadopted a position that represented a

compromise between these two positions. The yguttp, they decided, should eventually be a
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mass organization, but, though still not directiyptrolled by the Bolsheviks, it should be tied
more closely to the Party than Krupskaia suggeskted.the time, however, the Party gave its
support to the SSRKF.

From October 29 to November 4, 1918, a year #feBolshevik seizure of power, the
SSRM, along with youth organizations from Moscowl ather urban industrial centres, such as
the Urals, met in Moscow for a national youth coafece that resulted in the creation of the
Komsomol. Though the conference was called byMbscow youth organizations, which had
close ties to the Bolshevik Pafyit appears that the decision to hold the conferavas made
by young people themselves; although the majofithe delegates were Bolshevik supporters,
members of other socialist parties were presetiieameetingé! Among the most contentious
issues discussed at the conference was that oha foa the national youth organization. The
Petrograd delegation proposed that “communisthistuded in the new organization’s name to
make clear its links to the Bolshevik Party. Hoeewnany delegates, including some who were
themselves Bolsheviks, opposed this suggestiorinfethat such overt links to the Party would
discourage more moderate youth, particularly thosaral areas, from joining the organization
and thus prevent it from becoming a mass movenwinwide. Though the supporters of the
name “Communist League of Youth” eventually won debate, there were clearly others who
wanted the group to include all socialiStsAlso debated were several issues that involved th
balance between regional autonomy and central @ofdr example the question of whether a
candidate for election to the group’s Central Cotterishould be elected by the national
congress or at the regional level. Though those fatioured greater centralization won, a
number of delegates opposed measures that woukhise the control of the cenffe.

As the political and military situation grew inaengly precarious for the Bolsheviks in
1919 it became more important for the Party tolide to call supporters to its aid. From 1918 to
1921 the Bolsheviks fought a civil war for contoblthe country against a number of forces, the
most important of which were the White armies deddb the restoration of the country’s old
social order. By 1919 various White forces wereaading on the Bolshevik-controlled centre

from Siberia, southern Russia and the Baltics.réaumded by enemies, the Party worked to
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create a more regimented society that could be linethito defend the revolutici. The

Komsomol was one of many organizations to be madadlin this fashion. At the Eighth Party
Congress in March 1919 the Bolsheviks gave thgraml to the new national youth
organization, claiming at the time that the Komsbwmaould be allowed “a maximum of
spontaneous activity,” activity initiated by theogp rather than by the Party. Only a month later,
at a session of the Komsomol's Central Committegrpaip of Komsomol spokesmen requested
that the Party exercise more control over the argdion. In August the Party and Komsomol
issued a joint resolution stating that the Cer@@ainmittee of the Komsomol was directly
subordinate to the Central Committee of the Pafiye resolution also referred to the
organization as being merely autonomous, whereaPRanty had previously called it independent
and self-standing. One historian suggests thatgb&esmen who began this process were
almost all members of the Party as well as the Konad, and were prompted to take this action
by the Party® However the process began, the Party was classigrting its authority.

The Party envisioned several roles for the newonat youth organization. During the
revolutionary and civil war periods many Bolshelakders, such as Lev Trotsky, commissar of
foreign affairs and commander of the Red Army, Blilalai Bukharin, a prominent Party
theorist who often addressed youth, praised therecof young people and described them as
the foremost elements, or vanguard, of the workiags. The Komsomol was to unite youth and
educate them to become trained reserves for thg. Fsomsomolites were to acquire
knowledge, especially knowledge of Marxism, in arbeprepare for their roles as future leaders.
Not only were they to educate themselves, they aks@to assist the Party in the task of
educating and indoctrinating youth who had notogehe into contact with the Bolsheviks and
their ideals. The Komsomol was asked to help é&skabhew schools and courses in political
grammar and to organize clubs where youth nothoasis could, among other things, receive a
political educatiorf? The second major role the Komsomol was expectegsume was that of
military defender of the Revolution. Throughoutl8%and 1919 the Party repeatedly ordered
mobilizations of Komsomolites, directing them towv&ein the armed forces as political
commissars or agitators, as they were considergitpty reliable enough to be trusted with

these tasks. The Party praised qualities likedmawigilance, industriousness, initiative and
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spontaneity in the young people who fought on thehralf, but also stressed to them the need for
discipline and obedience to authority.

Many young Komsomolites displayed their devotiotite Party throughout the
Revolution and Civil War. The most apparent sigthes devotion was their participation in the
fighting during this period. At the time of the Wdution in 1917 approximately 43% of the Red
Guards in Moscow were under the age of 25 and 40Petrograd were 22 years of age or
younger; the participation in the Red Guards obhthese young people was voluntaty.

During the Civil War the Komsomol sent 50 — 60,@@ts members into the Red Army. The
Petrograd division gave over 70% of its memberghifhe war effort. Such heavy involvement
in the fighting played an important role in formitige identity of the youth organization. The
war gave young people a sense of importance asméeycalled on to defend the revolution; the
Komsomol itself gained special status as a politicaliable and committed group on which the
Party could depend. Those who participated oftersiclered themselves part of a “fighting
brotherhood” and idealized their wartime experieincene years to come. Wartime experience
also convinced many youth of the existence of cadrgvolutionary enemies and of the need for
unity in the face of these enemi8s.

N

Despite the initial success of the youth groupstaedenthusiasm shown by many
members for the Party, the movement experiencesiderable difficulties throughout the Civil
War. By 1920 the nationwide membership of the Komsl was approximately 400,08ba
figure that appears rather low considering thdtdt7 the Petrograd youth organization alone
had reached 50,000. However, membership in ththymovement had actually declined in
some areas after the October Revolution. The leighs of participation in the Red Guards and
then in the Red Army removed many of the most dedit activists from their organizations.
Furthermore, after years of war the Russian econsasyin collapse. The ability to get supplies
and fuel for factories had been disrupted andpatgh the Bolsheviks nationalized a large part of
the economy in an effort to keep it running, maastdries were still unable to continue

production. Lack of jobs, coupled with food shgda, led large numbers of workers to leave the
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cities; their numbers declined from 2.6 million Wers in 1917 to 1.2 million in 1928 ,a
development that drained young people from thelygabups. Young workers, without

seniority, were among the first to suffer from thiiation. In the spring of 1918 only 32% of
young workers in Petrograd were still employedsome of those who had been active in the
youth organizations became disenchanted with thEn@ groups had initially been formed by
young people to act as trade unions that woul@b#teir economic circumstances. Under the
new economic conditions it was no longer possiblenprove the situation of young workers. In
addition, as the Party gained more control oveythegh movement, the Party began to transform
the group into a political and educational orgatiarg not one focused on economic issues.
Though the founding congress of the Komsomol dedl#nat one of its aims was the defence of
the economic rights of young workers, by 1920 tagyPand Komsomol leadership had taken the
position that since the Soviet government protetttednterests of all workers, young workers
did not need an organization to advocate for tfem.

The Party also experienced difficulties in its tiglas with youth who were not members
of the urban working class. University students gsoup gave the Bolsheviks particular
trouble. In an attempt to create a student bodserapmpathetic to their politics, the Bolsheviks
tried to eliminate independent student councilsr@eduited many students from non-working-
class backgrounds into the army to make room ihdngducational institutions for working-
class youth. The attitudes of those discriminaigainst in this way only hardened against the
Bolsheviks. Students of this class who managedrt@in in school learned to survive by giving
the outward appearance of acceptance of Bolsh@hgyp while behaving differently in their
private livess’ Women, both young and old, were also often simsoof the Bolsheviks. In
spite of promises for equality, education and eymient for women, many associated the Party
with the chaos and disruption of the war years.nf\@omen had been left to cope with the
difficulties of wartime life as husbands and ma&hkatives went to war, and desired the security
that traditional institutions like marriage, theucth and, in the case of rural women, the peasant
commune could bring. These were the very instingithe Bolsheviks threatened and, in

general, women (and the peasantry) were more caaisey and reluctant to abandon them.
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Also, those sympathetic to the Bolsheviks werenag$ disillusioned when promised
advancements did not materialZelt was among these groups that the Party asked th
Komsomol to propagandize.

By the close of the Civil War the Party was takargincreasingly paternalistic attitude
toward the Komsomol and young people in generdalis @ttitude was demonstrated in 1920,
when the Party intervened in Komsomol affairs tmege a high ranking Komsomolite, Vladimir
Dunaevskii, from the organization. Dunaevskii easoutspoken critic of many of the
Komsomol's policies. Specifically, Dunaevskii wasiong those who took the position that
young people needed their own group to advocatthéar economic interests, and that if the
Komsomol paid more attention to this aspect of yppaoples’ lives, it would increase its appeal
among them. He was also a champion of free dignusgthin the League. Just prior to the
Third Congress of the Komsomol, its leaders retethe Dunaevskii problem to the Party’s
Organizational Bureau (Orgbureau) and together deeyded to remove Dunaevskii and others
who opposed the official line. In taking this actiDunaevskii claimed the Party had taken the
side of a faction within the Komsomol and had alava faction within the Party’s Central
Committee to replace the League’s elected govetminty> In previous years the Komsomol
had been called the vanguard of the proletariatw the Party said clearly that it was the leading
element in Soviet society and that the Komsomoltrfal®w its line. At the end of the Civil
War the Party did have a strong core of youth suppowho followed its line. However, these
supporters were a relatively small portion of tbltyouth population, and the Party would

clearly have to work to expand its influence ineartb make the Komsomol a mass organization.
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Chapter 3 - Party Policy Toward Soviet Youth in thel920s

By 1921 the Bolshevik Party brought the Civil Waret close in its favour and was able to
secure its hold on the government. In this pasitice Party could now begin to put its policies
into practise and rule Russia as a Marxist stB@shevik leaders believed that this new Marxist
state required a new type of citizen to build aodylate it: an educated citizen who was
committed to the Party and its ideology and willtogcarry out the Party’s mission. Many
Bolsheviks considered young people the best catetida become the so-called “New Soviet
Man” they envisioned, as the younger generationsugposedly less corrupted by bourgeois
influences and more malleable than its elders.ddldbt, the preponderance of youthful
supporters during the Civil War also encouragedihisheviks to believe that young people
were more receptive to their message than otheneses of the population. The Party attempted
to extend its influence over youth in three mairysvaFirst, it wanted to restructure and expand
the country’s school system, which, prior to theotation, had primarily served the children of
the bourgeoisie. The Party’s aim was to creatthad system that would better serve the needs
of proletarian youth, educate them to become thedes of government and industry and, ideally,
spread the qualities the “New Soviet Man” shouldgass to the general youth population.
Second, the Party continued the process of devejadhe Komsomol, taking greater control over
the organization and turning it into the politigafppagandizing body the Bolsheviks desired.
Third, the Party used various forms of entertainhaenl recreational activities to influence
young people. These were often conducted by thiedémnol or other Soviet institutions, but
were less overtly political than many activitiesdacted by similar organizations and more
appealing to those who were not politically inctine

The Bolsheviks’ interaction with youth in theseas highlighted several issues in the
relationship between the Party and the countryisngopeople. The first of these was the
guestion of who could be considered “Bolshevik” godhat is, which segment of the youth
population did the Bolsheviks desire to appeal Tdf’s was particularly evident in debates over
who ought to be admitted to the education systedntarthe Komsomol, and specifically whether
space in these institutions should be reservedydoleproletarians or allow entry to members of

other classes. The next was the issue of howg/paople should serve the Party, how they
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should conduct themselves and what values theyeaNew Soviet Men (and Women), should
hold. Finally, the interaction between the Partg youth in these areas showed the tension
caused when the Party’s desire for greater con#nmle up against young people’s desire for
greater independence. Many young people weraligiaittracted to the Bolshevik Party by its
emphasis on action and the increased freedom pedrbig the revolution. The Party’s attempts
to take more control over the Komsomol and dicyatgth conduct were often resented by the
young, who challenged the Bolsheviks’ right to imp®uch restrictions on them, as well as some
of the Party’s ideology. This chapter will invegtie the main ways the Bolshevik Party
interacted with young people and some of the diffies encountered therein.

M-

The Bolsheviks did not intend for every Soviet §oto grow up and join the Party, or
even the Komsomol. Through the 1920s these orghoiws remained selective in their
membership. They did, however, want to give yopegple an education that would produce a
“Soviet” outlook on life and positive feelings tomdathe regime. To reach large numbers of
young people on a regular basis, the Party wouddl e become involved with the country’s
school system. The Bolsheviks believed that tregi$sera education system had primarily
served the middle and upper classes, with few mesydfehe proletariat or peasantry
progressing beyond its elementary levels. Obwvigssich an institution was unacceptable to the
Bolsheviks and would have to be remade to allowptiodetariat more access. By the conclusion
of the Civil War, what remained of the educatiosteyn was in a state of collapse and much of
the improvements it had made prior to World Waadl been wiped out. In some regions of the
country illiteracy was actually increasing amonaiyg people, who had been denied an
education by years of warThis must have been particularly true for thedowlasses, which
were less likely to afford tuition fees for spatiest were available or have someone capable of
teaching them at home. The education of proletarfaldren was important to the Party because
they knew that the majority of those with the exigerneeded to run government and industry
had not come from the proletariat and were thotmbe unreliable, if not hostile to Bolshevik
rule. The Party needed to build a class of pethyaewere both well educated and loyal
communists if they were to retain power in the dounAs Anatolii Lunacharsky, head of the
Commissariat of Enlightenmeril@rkompro$ from 1917 - 1929, put it, “the people cannotiget

! Sheila FitzpatrickEducation and Social Mobilityl 69.
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a correct governmental and social life, and canmentage the economy in a practical way, unless
they are educated.”In 1928, Joseph Stalin, whose hold on power waik time quite strong,
similarly stated to the Eighth Komsomol Congresfh§ working class cannot become the real
master of the country if it does not succeed inrowing its lack of culture, if it does not
succeed in creating its own intelligentsia, ifaed not master science and learn to administer the
economy on scientific lines"The task of storming the “fortress called sciérare building a
new life, Stalin declared, belonged primarily tajfo.

Unfortunately for the Bolsheviks, Marxist thougim education was not terribly clear.
Marx and Engels advanced the notion that educatigiit to be polytechnical; in other words,
the school should teach students various practiclid rather than being purely academic. It was
hoped that teaching a variety of skills would prewsorkers from becoming trapped in a
particular narrow specialization, a result Marx &rmels considered to be the product of
capitalist dehumanizatichMarx and Engels’ statements on education wesgpneted
differently by two groups of Soviet officials. THiest, which included many of the high ranking
officials of Narkompros, most prominently Lunachareind Krupskaia, took these statements to
mean that schools should provide a broad geneuala¢idn that would not place limitations on
the individual. Though they would provide studentth practical training, schools would not be
vocational in nature. Priority in the system wobé&lgiven to children of proletarian origin, but
they did not aim to eliminate totally students tfer classes from the system; all students would
have the opportunity to progress to higher edunatithe second group, which was composed of
representatives from the Economic Commissav&NKLH, the trade unions and the Komsomol,
believed that Marx was advocating teaching yourapfeea variety of practical skills to make
them less vulnerable in a changing job market. thigrgroup, the purpose of education was to
teach technical and industrial skills to all chédy a position which they often supported by
referring to the state’s economic needs as it wibtedndustrialize. Elements of this group also
pushed for the exclusion of upper-class childremfthe education system. Throughout the

1920s these two groups competed to determine rihetste of the Soviet education system.
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For most of the 1920s the first group, led by Afidtonacharsky, dominated
Narkompros, the department in charge of educatiamacharsky was one of the staunchest
supporters of the so-called United Labour Schaultsch were to provide elementary and
secondary education to children. By “united” Narkmos officials meant that “the whole system
of regular schools, starting with kindergarten gothg up to the university, must comprise one
single body, one single hierarchy.All children, most particularly those of the petdriat and
the poor peasantry, had the right to progress girdlie education system as far as they could,
instead of being directed into certain schoolsrofgssions because of their class. For this
reason, until approximately the age of 14, the sthas not permitted to separate children into
different specializations, and even after this geprincipal subjects had to remain the same for
all.” The term “labour,” then, did not indicate tha¢ gthools were to be vocational. Labour
referred to the method that was to be used to tgaehg people. Soviet educational experts
believed that children learned by doing; in Lunaskg's words, “what is actually perceived is
only that which is actively perceived.”

In order to teach children in a more active wagrkdémpros advocated the use of the
project method, originally devised by American eatoc Helen Parkhurst. Students were
assigned projects which they were to completeat twn pace. Soviet educators asked that
these projects be assigned to groups rather thiaditoduals and that older or more advanced
students be encouraged to help others who strugdled project method was thus used to
promote collective activity and cooperatiors second way of educating Soviet students was
through the complex method. Soviet educators wetieal of traditional academic organization,
which separated subjects from one another and them practical applications in everyday life.
Instead, they proposed to eliminate the use oestbjpnd teach using themes which
“demonstrated the interconnections of the real risteorlds of labour, society and naturé.”

As described at the time by a Soviet teacher titingsAmerican educator Scott Nearing,

[w]e are trying to relate the work of the schoothe life of the city . . . the students in
each class work on problems — one problem at a tifine problem is taken out of the life
of the community. The younger the children, theeriocal and concrete and simple the
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problem. The children visit the institutions theae studying, analyze them, explain them
and, where possible, suggest ways for improvingtHe

A class studying the district in which it lived rfexample, might study the natural sciences by
examining its climate or study mathematics by dalking the rate of illiteracy. The students
would be taken on excursions to factories or famrlsarn about the economy and organization
of labour, and work there to learn some agricultarandustrial skills, and to take part in some
socially useful labout? Nearing also found that students were not orbuadd, but encouraged
to help in the running of their schools. They was&ed to run sporting and cultural clubs and sit
with teachers and parents on committees that vesponsible for discipline, building
maintenance and setting the course of stddjuch an approach encouraged students to become
more aware of the society around them. Sovieta&thmal theorists hoped these methods would
encourage the development of a Marxist world vievwoag teachers and their studeffts.
Narkompros’s desire for a secondary school sysieingrovided all students with a
broad, general education did not go unchallengsleral different groups, including the
economic commissariats, trade unions and the Korokafisliked the United Labour Schools.
One of their criticisms, voiced in particular byetomsomol, was that the new school system
did not do enough to promote proletarian youthufgtoits ranks. Though Narkompros did
extend some preferential treatment to the childfghe proletariat, they refused to deny the
children of the bourgeoisie the right to educatiiThose who were more radical wished to use
the education system to ensure the dominance girtiletariat. They believed Soviet officials
should be more pro-active in their attempts to geahe composition of the student body, as this
would eventually lead to a generation of well-edadgroletarians who would serve as the “red
experts” the Bolsheviks’ needed to run their copnio this end, radicals advocated the
elimination of the United Labour Schools, whichytlm®nsidered to be simply the old Tsarist era

gymnasia under a new name. Critics of Narkompootended that these schools continued to
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serve mainly the children of the bourgeois clas$éEhe Komsomol in particular believed the
United Labour Schools were incapable of educathodeparian youth, claiming that “the school
is cut off from life, and bourgeois traditions trare too strong® The country’s mass schools,
they asserted, were “torn away from local partglézahip.”® Instead, they favoured vocational
secondary schools, which would be closer to réalelkperience and more appropriate for
training Soviet citizens, as individuals benefifemm contact with industry. The Komsomol
complained that, although local enterprises weppassed to aid nearby schools in teaching
children about industry, since the United Laboundds were not attached to these enterprises,
management often did not live up to such expectatirefusing to allow students to tour their
enterprises or provide them with needed materiéle organization argued that factory
administrators would only consider such thingsedh®eir responsibility if the schools were
connected with the lives of the factori@sThe Komsomol proposed several different types of
schools to serve the needs of young people: Sclmofeasant Youth, which would combine
general education with specialized instructionahlé for those involved in agriculture; Factory
Seven-Year Schools, which combined general educatith industrial training and would
hopefully keep working-class youth in school pastélementary grades; and Factory
Apprenticeship Schools, which students would hoeénter after finishing a Seven-Year
School, and which was to provide more specializechtional training® Only after young
people had gained some labour experience in schaolsas these should they be permitted to
go on to higher education in a technical institteniversity”* These schools were favoured by

many in the Komsomol and economic commissariattherpasis that they might provide young
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people with the skills to enter the workforce whemdl-trained employees were needed for the
reconstruction of the economy.

The desire for schools that provided vocatiorahtng eventually forced Narkompros to
accept that their school system would not be aiootis ladder from kindergarten to university.
In addition to the objections raised by variousup®to Narkompros’s policies, there were
several other obstacles to the establishment ef\a“Boviet” education system. First, while the
Party may have wished to invest in the creatioa oéw school system, the economic conditions
in the 1920s were such that a major investmendurc&tion (or in many other social programs)
was not possible. The need to rebuild the counindustry after years of war usually trumped
investment in social programs. Schools experiesbedtages of space, and lacked rudimentary
materials like paper, pencils and textbooks. Igadée funding led to a decline of 30% in the
enrolment in primary grades between 1920 and $92e lack of funding made it necessary
for Narkompros to renege on its promise of a frdecation for Soviet youth and impose tuition
fees for all level of schooling, although bourgediddren attending school were expected to pay
considerably more than proletarigisAnother significant difficulty concerned the qigbf the
teachers expected to implement the new curriculnditeaching methods. Many, especially
those in rural areas, were not very well educdtedhselves. Some had not finished secondary
schooling and most had little or no experience withadvanced pedagogical methods they were
expected to use. Others were simply resistanaradinpros’s innovations, refusing to abandon
subjects or allow more student participation inatadministratiorf? All of this compromised
the Party’s ability to educate students as it wdshe

The Party also worked to restructure post-seconeldingation, which had been even
more a bastion of the upper classes than the etanyeand secondary schools. Throughout the
Civil War period non-Communist students continuethé the majority in institutions of higher
learning, with the political opinions of liberalmecratic and various leftist parties represented
among the student body and in student governfiefhe first priority for the Party was to
change the composition of the student body. Iiéngducation, it appears, they were more

conscious of the class of potential students aterakned to ensure that the “correct” elements
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entered post-secondary education. Younger chilawarid have time to acquire Bolshevik
values; the post-secondary students of the 1928i$edkto be chosen with more care. The Party
preferred to see the children of workers or thoke themselves had spent time in the workforce
admitted to the universities and technical instgutThese youths, however, were generally ill
prepared to undertake university level studies.h&lp those who were already beyond
secondary school age to enter advanced studielkspidaros created thabfaks(workers’
faculties); workers, preferably Communist Party)Kkomsomol members, above the age of 16
were sent to preparatory courses by trade uniaogyrly committees or the Party in the hopes
that they would proceed through higher educati@h@nto responsible positions in government
and industry. Although workers of any age wergikle for the rabfaks, they tended to be fairly
young; 70% were between 20 and 29 yearslHo ensure the acceptance of the preferred
elements, Narkompros developed a quota system ichvgniority was given to students who had
come from the rabfaks or were members of tradenspithe Komsomol or the Communist Party,
regardless of their academic performance. Theli@rlof the bourgeoisie were left to compete
for a limited number of spaces remaining after éhg®ups nominated their allotted number.
Such admissions policies did work to change thepmmmion of the post-secondary student body.
By 1923 those from the working class and peasatirpunted for 41% of the student body, and
by 1928 they were 53% of its population.

Still, the Komsomol continued to express concelmas the number of spaces reserved for
its members were inadequate, especially as itdraant grew and more Komsomolites
expressed a desire to pursue higher educatiorenGhe limited number of spaces available to
the organization, the Komsomol insisted that tmeast care must be taken when choosing those
to be sent on to higher education, and only thosst thevoted to the Party ought to be selected.
For the Komsomol, this meant selecting those obty@opriate class background and, moreover,
only those workers and peasants who were the mtsgeaarticipants in the life and work of the
Komsomol. Selection of applicants to higher edwcadught to be made at the public meetings
of local Komsomol cells, which, they asserted, wiquievent the wrong type of person from

being admitted®
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Once young people were admitted to post-secondadyes the Party took further steps
to ensure that its chosen students would contmlm@ok positively on the Soviet government.
Measures were taken against student groups thegd/dieir opposition to the Bolsheviks and
any independent student councils were disbanded 924, instead of simply trying to curtail the
activities of such students, the Party took actmremove them from institutions of higher
learning by launching proverka or verification, of the student body. For thenacharsky-led
Narkompros, the main purpose of the proverka wageted out academically unqualified
students who were occupying valuable space inytsie. For others in the Communist Party,
its purpose was the elimination of oppositioniatst, only those considered class aliens, but of
communist students who did not toe the officiatypéine as welf® The early 1920s was a
period of internal struggle within the Party, aetent factions debated over the future of the
revolution and, eventually, who was to succeedhasileader. In late 1923 and 1924 the
alliance of Joseph Stalin, Grigorii Zinoviev andvlléamenev competed against Trotsky for
control of the Party. By the spring of 1924 Stalind his allies had secured their victory over
Trotsky. However, the struggle revealed that Tkyptsvho asserted that Party leaders had
betrayed the working class and its revolution wiih introduction of NEP and encouraged the
younger generation to continue the revolution agidtfthe growing bureaucracy of the Party, had
many supporters among post-secondary studenta.nmfgeting of the Narkompros collegium,
attended by Zinoviev as the voice of the Politbtine,decision was made that each student
should be assessed on the basis of his or heréauaduccess, social position and . . . political
suitability.” The student proverka helped elimm&bm higher education not only bourgeois and
opposition-minded students, but also Trotskyitelshis, all of whom were thought responsible
for spreading improper attitudes to otherwise laymhmunist studentS.

Trotsky's opposition group was not the only oneesding to students in the early 1920s.
The Workers’ Opposition shared many of the sameems as the Trotskyites. This group also
asserted that the Party had betrayed the workeirsgdNEP, particularly by its continued
reliance on bourgeois specialists to run industiorkers’ Oppositionists accused Party leaders,

who came mainly from the intelligentsia, of sympaithg with the specialists and of not giving

were fully prepared for what they were to be taugtiterwise they would receive nothing from thedgrysand be
forced to quit their studies. Individual Komsontedi were entreated to study well and be firststing.
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enough power to the workers. They demanded greatking-class control of industry and
more representation in the Party leadershifhe views of such opposition groups appealed to
young Communists as they promised a more rapiditian to the socialist society young
supporters had expected the Party to create h##eCivil War. The failure of socialism to
materialize immediately disappointed many of theng. These groups also seemed to promise
a more active role for youth in Soviet society afithe interests of the workers were more
aggressively advanced, greater opportunity for mtion for young Communists.

The attraction of many young Communists, especihthge sent on to higher education,
to factions of Bolsheviks who opposed the Partyfial policies was worrisome to the
leadership. To many, it indicated that the pdditieducation given to young people had been
insufficient. In particular, students’ support fiotsky demonstrated to Bolshevik leaders that
many were ignorant of Party history, including Bigt's Menshevik past and his disputes with
Lenin. After the 1924 proverka, efforts were mémlénprove political education in post-
secondary institutions. In 1925 the Party's Cdr@@nmittee required that large universities
establish chairs in the History of the Bolshevikti?and Leninism. All institutions of higher
education required students to complete coursPaiity history and political economy in their
junior years and Leninism and dialectical matesialin their senior yearS. In this way it was
hoped that all students would come to a “propedearstanding of party policy and be better able
to follow the “correct” party line.

M-

The second major sphere in which the Party intedaatth youth was the Komsomol
itself. While the school system was meant to egpmkyoung people to Bolshevik ideology, the
Komsomol was to further educate the Party’s mostradted young supporters and turn them
into a force that would work on behalf of the Parfys the proceeding chapter described, by the
conclusion of the Civil War the Party had done mtachring the youth movement under its
control, going so far as to remove elected offeciaho disagreed with Party policies.
Throughout the 1920s this process continued, atthdlie Party often found that its
pronouncements were still not simply accepted bgyma the Komsomol, but were actively

debated. At the Komsomol Congresses of 1921 and,1B28 Party’s desire for a mass youth
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organization whose purpose was to educate and gaog&e among as many young people as
possible clashed with the desire of some youngaéds for an organization with a more
restricted membership and a larger role in politi€eere was a considerable movement among
some Komsomolites to restrict the numbers of youeasants and intelligentsia in the
organization in order to maintain its proletaridnaacter. Though the Party did permit the
exclusion of some undesirable elements, it apgbatsome branches of the organization,
particularly in Ukraine and the Caucasus, wenfféam@nd conducted purges in violation of the
Central Committee’s instructions. The Party positivas stated to the Komsomol by Evgenii
Preobrazhenskii, one of the Party’s prominent enuadheorists, who asserted that as the
Komsomol's task was to indoctrinate these youthspuld be wrong to expel them before they
had time to absorb a Communist educafibile also said that the Komsomol, in undertaking a
general purge, was showing an unhealthy desi@kdver governmental functions and
challenge the Party. A second request of Komsonashbers at these Congresses was to raise
the entrance age from 14 to 16 years, arguingefitatnating the youngest members would allow
the League to play a more important role in thenbgu Again, Preobrazhenskii accused the
Komsomol of trying to challenge the Party. Thet{Paras evidently worried that the Komsomol
was a potential rival in terms of leadership arfdrimed the Komsomol that, although
previously, when the government apparatus was weléd been necessary for the League to
undertake some governmental tasks, this was n@tdhg case. Though Komsomolites as
individuals were encouraged to be active in pajttbe Komsomol as an organization was to
focus on indoctrinatiof. Even though the Party line on both of these debats eventually
adopted by a majority vote of Komsomol delegatemnynyoung members still felt free to
challenge the Party’s views, and their vision fog youth organization still included a role in the
political life of the country.

As the 1920s continued, greater constraints waieed on the ability of Komsomolites to

debate the Party line. The Komsomol Congress&924 and 1926 witnessed a crackdown on
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all types of youthful opposition by the Party ardd criticism on the part of young people. As
had happened in post-secondary education, Komsigsw@s had become part of the larger
struggle between Stalin and Trotsky. Trotsky alsddeas appealed to many in the Komsomol,
as he called for a more active and aggressive apprio building socialism, rather than the
slower, more measured approach of the New EconBuolicy and Stalin’s own line, “socialism
in one country.” Trotsky argued that youth shouwddassigned a larger role in the politics of the
country, as their enthusiasm and initiative wouldwre the revolution was a continual process,
not a one-time occurrence. Such opinions werdyligese to the way young people thought of
themselved> Party and Komsomol leadership made it quite cG¢#nese congresses that no
opposition would be tolerated. Stalin condemneddiea that youth would be the critical
element in pushing the revolution forward and slaat this idea was put forward by “those who
want to drive a wedge between the cadres and tiveggs party element® Party authorities
and Komsomol leaders attempted to snuff out théskyast opposition among youth with
expulsions and propaganda campaigns in Komsomb$and the press.In a 1925 article
published irKomsomolskaya pravdan the seventh anniversary of the organization’s
establishment, Stalin reiterated the position thatyouth group be subservient to the Party.
Though not formally created as a Party organizatitalin reminded the Komsomol that it
worked under the leadership of the Party, and image trust in the Party. Further, the
Komsomol must remember that without the Party’sléeghip, it could not fulfill its fundamental
task of educating worker and peasant youth in it 8f communisnt®

It became increasingly clear to Komsomol membeas any deviation was
unacceptable. Komsomolites were criticized foinigyto “copy” the Party and to gain influence
in politics, while others were accused of Komsomadisyndicalism” and working only for the
Komsomol. Still others who attempted to stay duhe struggle for power were accused of
“neutralism” and told that, at a time when soméim Komsomol were siding with the Trotskyite
opposition, they must weigh in against these mesték Given such demands by the authorities,
it was not surprising that the debates at the E#2#1926 Congresses were much more subdued

than those of previous congresses. Most resoliibthese congresses were passed
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unanimously and without significant discussioniti€ism of the Party was more restrained,
especially in reference to Party leaders, and angquncements that were likely to become part
of Party doctrine and thus were above questionAdditionally, in order to exert more control
over the League, the Party ensured that over 9¥eadelegates of both these congresses were
either Party members or candidate members, noKpuusisomol members. The size of the
Presidiums, the governing body of the Komsomol, inageased from 15 people to 45 people in
1924, and then again to 63 people in 1926. Thikated that the Presidium was to have little
real power and decisions were to be made by a gmmlp representing the interests of the
Party® Between this infiltration of the Komsomol leadgpsand the campaign to eliminate any
expression of dissent, the Party had come a lorygtewaard bringing the Komsomol into line.
With the youth organization under greater contiad, Party could begin to direct its
activities more effectively. To an extent, the Ksmmol continued to be required to fulfill
military duties after the Civil War. As Emilian ¥aslavsky wrote in his seventh anniversary
address to the Komsomol advising the organizatiothe roles it was now expected to perform,
“everyone, who takes an interest in the fortunesurfRed Army and Red Navy men, knows the
the Komsomol organization . . . is quite irreplddean the business of preparing the best
composition of the Red Army and Red Nay. Military training remained a requirement for all
male Komsomolites and, following the 1921 Kronsiagitising in the Red Navy's Baltic fleet,
the organization was instructed to establish patgerover the navy. Members already in the
navy were expected to be models of disciplinelierrest of the fleet. Others were asked to
provide moral and financial support to the navycbyresponding with sailors and their families
and taking up collections to improve their finahsituations. By 1926 Komsomolites made up
about 40% of navy personnel and seemed to havedéreir intended purpose of increasing the
discipline and reliability of the fleéf. The reason for the Party’s desire to see more
Komsomolites in the armed forces was not primatig to the fact that they wished for a large
increase in the number of the forces to fight bat#lt that particular time. The Party felt that th
increased Komsomol presence would improve theipallliteracy of military personnel and

acceptance of the Bolsheviks among them.
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The function served by Komsomol recruits to theynaas the principal role envisioned
by the Party for the organization: that of politizadoctrination. Komsomol clubs ran political
education courses that were supposed to be magdatail members. To extend its reach the
Komsomol set up “Red Corners” in factories, schamld dormitories, where young people could
gain access to political books, newspapers, aret eiiucational material. In Komsomol clubs
and in schools study circles were established ichwvoung people could learn about Marxism,
Leninism and political economy, and discuss pdiiad current events.Such courses were
divided into several different categories to acedanthe varying levels of political literacy of
the students. The lowest were those school araifoles intended for new or poorly educated
Komsomol members, in addition to youth who did yeitbelong to the Komsomol. At the
highest level were the “Leninist Circles,” whiclgrered members to study the works of socialist
thinkers and gain a significant understanding of thaterial so that they, in turn, could become
propagandists and teach the material to othehe results of these efforts, however, were not
always what the Party hoped. In one assessméehé¢ qiolitical education system, the Komsomol
estimated that it had formed 26,000 political @sclembracing 450,000 students. While many of
these students made concerted efforts to learmpdligcal preparation of the Komsomolites
expected to lead these circles was often poor,iwt@sulted in the political education of young
people proceeding along “incorrect channels.” &hweere many examples reported of
Komsomolites giving ignorant responses to the goesi{posed by their students, creating an
overall impression of weakness in the political&gtion system and need to improve the training
of leaderg?®

While organizations to propagandize among youtktedithroughout urban areas, the
network for political education was much weaketha countryside, where the number of
Komsomol cells was far lower than in the citiedthAugh some Komsomol cells had been
founded by demobilized soldiers who returned tar thiages after the Civil War, many of these
cells folded during the early years of NEPOften, the Komsomol activists sent to work inatur
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areas viewed the peasantry as backward and htsthe regime and openly showed their
contempt for them. For their part, the peasamokéd upon the Party and its representatives
with suspicion and distrust, remembering the endisus of young Party members who served in
grain requisitioning brigades during the Civil WarHowever, the peasantry made up 80% of
the country’s total population and half of them ev&® years of age or youndg@rTherefore, if
the Bolsheviks were to create a population loyahtm, they would have to gain acceptance
from the peasantry. Even though the number of Kwansomol cells had declined, there were
still more of them in the countryside then thereenell-fledged Party cells. This fact, combined
with the large number of peasant youth, meantdimaeat deal of the indoctrination of the
peasantry fell to the Komsomol. In the eyes offlaety, this indoctrination was becoming
particularly important because the activity of rmarty peasant youth in various “initiative
groups” was growing. The aims of these groups wéen the same as those of local Komsomol
cells, and such groups were, in some cases, laditeto achieve their goals. Party leadership
worried that if the Komsomol did not work to invelloroad masses of peasant youth, the best
elements of poor and middle peasant youth woullfoése groups, rather than the Komsothol.
Beginning in 1923 the Party, as a part of its néasé to the countryside” policies,
instructed the Komsomol to expand its work amonaspat youth. In advising the Komsomol
that political education was to be one of its imfant roles, Yaroslavsky wrote that the more
peasant youth were drawn into Soviet institutioks the Komsomol and found themselves on
more even terms with the working class, the edsieould be to realize the communist
reconstruction of society, and build socialismhia tountryside, as well as the citypuring
much of the 1920s the Party was divided over thaeiof conciliatory policies toward the
peasantry and the inclusion of peasants in Sowgtizations, with Trotsky and his supporters
opposing these steps and Stalin and his allieshé&moment, advocating them. A similar divide
appeared in the Komsomol's leadership, remainiregmeifter Stalin’s faction had prevailed over
Trotsky. The majority of the Komsomol's leadershipd many of its members worried that the
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large numbers of peasants they were expected toireould outnumber the working-class
youth and cause the organization to lose its paot character. In July 1924 the leader of the
opposition, Oskar Tarkhanov, was removed at thg/Baequest by the Komsomol Central
Committee’s Secretary, Nikolai Chaplin, a proponafirgreater cooperation with the peasantry.
Chaplin and the Party argued that the Komsomoltde the representative of all Soviet youth
and ought not to aim for total class purity. Altigh the Party could exclude people on the basis
of class, the purpose of the Komsomol was to talkesimany young people as possible and
educate them to be good Soviet citizens. Evdmelf ivere not to be admitted to the Party upon
their passage from the Komsomol, it was hoped tnayld be politically reliable enough to
assume positions of local authorify At the same time Tarkhanov was ousted, the Korosom
officially adopted the “face to the countryside’lipes and then set targets for social classes at
40% workers, 50% peasants and 10% othd@y 1926 53.7% of the League’s members were
peasants, for a total of about 900,000 out of miilBon members?

In addition to gaining a political education foethselves and propagandizing among
others, Komsomolites were asked to take part intwiaa referred to as social, or socially useful,
work. In 1926 at the"8Komsomol Congress, Krupskaia addressed delegatreedour lines of
work among Young Pioneers, which were also applécaibyoung people of Komsomol age.
Chief among these was that each member of the izajaom was to be a social worker and to
learn to work for the collective good: to repladewith “we”. In particular, Krupskaia asserted
that young people ought to participate in colleztabour. For example, young people were
encouraged to involve themselvesubbotnikswhich were (in theory) voluntary, unpaid days
of work given to the stat®. Time was designated for various campaigns, sacfeaning up
and repairing areas of one’s city or travellingtte countryside to assist with the harvést.

One of the Komsomol’'s most important social workngaigns was the struggle to teach
basic literacy skills. As previously mentionedgke numbers of the Russian population,
particularly in rural areas, were illiterate. Adiugh 88% of urban males could read, only 68% of

rural men and one-third of rural women were literatNaturally, in order to acquaint young
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people with the principles of communism, at leasib literacy skills were needed, and the

Komsomol (along with other Soviet institutions) wasked to aid the under-funded and

overburdened education system to spread literbividually, each Komsomol member was

supposed to improve his or her own level of edocatand teach others to read as Welhs an

organization the Komsomol created literacy coussesbrought libraries to rural ares.
M-

The third, and least formal, manner in which theyPied to interact with youth was
through recreational activities and entertainme¥dcording to Trotsky, “the character of a child
is revealed and formed in its play” and “in formitng character of a whole class, when this class
is young and moves ahead, like the proletariat,sements and play ought to occupy a
prominent position®® Such activities were less obviously political ahdrefore had the
potential to attract young people who were notredted in the Komsomol per se. These
activities, Soviet officials believed, could alsendonstrate appropriate behaviours to youth.
Athletic clubs, run by Komsomol branches, tradeonsior the Red Army, were one way to
involve and hopefully influence young people whaeveot attracted to the politics of these
organizations. Soviet officials first worked t@sé all other sporting organizations to eliminate
competition and then set up their own clubs - fample, theSpartakathletic clubs run by the
Komsomol®* The numbers of clubs and their participants gremsiderably through the 1920s,
as mass sporting events were used as a way to fra@oltective activity and as an antidote to
bourgeois competitioff. Large scale physical culture demonstrations \uefe, during which
participants often did gymnastics or callisthenicgnison. To further promote collectivism,
organizations focused on the achievements of thies@s a whole, rather than celebrating
individual achievements. Komsomol newspapersiffstance, did not publish the names of
individual victors, but only the Spartak detachmenivhich they belonge¥. By 1926

membership in the athletics clubs had reached #l&m of which only slightly more than 10%
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were Komsomolite8! This last statistic indicates that the sportshwere successful in
bringing politically non-affiliated youth into coatt with Soviet organizations and ideals.

Another way to involve those who were less pditiccommitted was through
opportunities for entertainment, such as dramaggobuch activities had been popular among
pre-Komsomol youth groups, and some members acletget them as the reason they became
involved in these groups. This remained true dafterformation of the Komsomol, as
participation in drama circles was one of the npagtular activities offered by the Komsomol,
especially among young women. Young people wet@mly enthusiastic participants in the
drama circles of their clubs, they were also awidsumers of the theatre. The most well-known
of the theatre troops directed at young peopletivad heatre of Working Class Youth (or
TRAM), which performed plays exclusively directed atiyoand dealt with such subjects as how
a good Soviet citizen behaved in relations withdpposite sex or what one’s proper attitude
toward labour ought to be. This group, along wither, smaller drama circles, were able to
instruct young audiences about the new identikieg tvere to assume in Soviet society in a way
that was less overtly political than instructiorkiimsomol clubs. Performances were well
attended and succeeded in attracting not only Koam$gouth, but street youth and bourgeois
youth as well. In 1923 more than twice as manypfeeattended these performances than
attended political lectures and discussidrshowing the importance of such activities to
broadening the influence of Soviet institutionslmf-according to Trotsky, held even more
promise as a means of “making amusement a weapauileétive education®® Films could be
widely distributed, could propagandize on any sciged could be used to reach even the
illiterate. Furthermore, films could create susteresting and engaging spectacles that they
could compete with unwanted influences, like thoftae taverns and the churctfés.

The Party hoped that activities like those desctiBbove would be able to replace those
they considered bourgeois and dangerous to thegabland moral health of Soviet youth. The
continued presence of western movies, dances ah@fe in Russia disturbed officials, who
saw in them a rejection of their ideals. Theydaedd that entertainment ought to contribute to

the improvement of both the individual and sociatyd to this end advocated activities such as
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museum excursions or the aforementioned drama grewich served educational purpo%es.
Bolshevik moralists also believed that exposureéstern entertainment would encourage Soviet
youth to imitate the inappropriate behaviours thydelled, like the hooliganism of popular
movie characters or the sexual behaviour suggéstéue favoured dances of the fayWestern
fashions were looked on disapprovingly because dinesrged widely from the simple and
functional dress thought to be appropriate forSbeiet citizen. Western dress was considered
extravagant and a way of showing a tendency towaligidualism, as it separated the wearer
from the bulk of the proletaridf. One final activity of particular concern to Paegders was
alcohol consumption among young people. During MEBipline and self-control were prized
gualities and those who indulged in alcohol obvipdsd not display these traits. Drunkenness
was equated with violence, hooliganism and logsofluctivity in the workplace. One
commentator asserted that “each one of our commaldess drunk is an evil agitator against our
very core, against our affairs” To combat drunkenness among youth the Komsomadl! he
demonstrations, gave public lectures on the hacohal did to the body and tried to direct
young people toward activities that were sociaflgful, rather than harmful to the collectiVe.

In this area, as in many others, the Party’s viefasppropriate behaviour and desire for better
direction of their young supporters conflicted wittung people’s desire for greater militancy
and more freedom. The next chapter will discusg@ater detail the reactions of young people

to these attempts by the Party to supervise andrgdiieir conduct more thoroughly.
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Chapter 4 - Youth Reaction to Party Policy

Throughout the 1920s the Bolshevik Party, in aeanapt to capitalize on youthful
enthusiasm for its revolution and social changey$ed considerable attention on creating
communist supporters among the younger generafibe.education system, an officially
sanctioned youth organization, and recreationall@sdre activities were all developed in such a
way So as to train young people to think and &etd¢jood communists. But how did the
Bolsheviks’ policies, in these specific areas amaergenerally, affect young people living under
the Bolsheviks during the 1920s, and what impattley have on youth reaction to the regime?

Groups of young people experienced the 1920srdiftey under the Bolshevik Party.
Urban, working-class youth were generally the npostleged of these groups, experiencing
preferential access to education and the Komsamadlenjoying an easier path into positions of
responsibility in the Party and the workplace.ti#¢ same time, they were subject to ever-
increasing supervision and discipline as the Bal#iseattempted to evolve from a revolutionary
party to a respectable government. This clas®oftyalso found itself in dire straits as the
economic policies of NEP led to factory downsizihgt left them vulnerable to dismissal and
disillusioned with the revolution that had promigexiver to the workers. Peasant youth too
found themselves with better access to educatidrittenKomsomol, as the Party needed to gain
influence and support among the country’s peasaiunity, but had to cope with the Party’s
attacks on traditional peasant life. Young womemenattracted to the Bolsheviks by promises of
equality under the law and in the workplace, aeeédiom from the burdens of housework and
childcare. However, they soon found that, thouginges were made to laws, in practice women
continued to be relegated to low-ranking positionthe workplace and the Komsomol, while the
institutions that were supposed to free them fraditional burdens did not appear. This chapter
will investigate the contradictory and sometimesasy relationships different segments of the
youth population had with the Bolshevik Party, simel positives and negatives that led them to
varying degrees of acceptance of the Soviet state.

S
In some respects, it appears that the Bolshevik&'te to build a constituency among

young people were successful. After several yefflsictuation in the early 1920s, Komsomol
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membership began a steady climb. By 1925 it todp@d0,000, eventually reaching 1,960,000
in 1928 and 2,897,000 in 19300f the 1,700,000 members enrolled in 1925, 8aDyd6re
urban and primarily working-class youth. Althouglore recruitment of rural youth resulted in a
decline in the overall percentage of urban youtthedKomsomol, an increase in absolute
numbers of proletarians let the group claim in 1826 it encompassed 45% of all youth
engaged in urban and factory productiofihe Komsomol press asserted that the slogan “one
hundred percent of working class youth in the KomsB could be realized in the near futdre.
Komsomol numbers likely rose among this groupasg people perceived that the
Party was able (or at least trying) to make positlianges for them. Education was one of the
most greatly desired of the advantages the Pantyiiged. When the authorsTfe Soviet
Citizen a study based on surveys and interviews condactexhg Soviet refugees after WWII,
examined those in their sample who were born betw#860 and 1919 (those who grew up in the
early Soviet period) they found that more than 60f%hose from peasant and working class
backgrounds as adolescents hoped to move out s ttlasses and make their living in some
way other than manual labour, requiring some degfeelucatiori. As discussed in the previous
chapter, this group was the primary beneficiarthefParty’s involvement in the education
system. Between 1924 and 1928 the percentager&frwgeclass students in higher education
rose from 20.7% to 26.5%. The percentage of Conmstaim the student body rose from 10% to
17% and that of Komsomolites from 9.5% to 20.1%hew applying to higher education
working-class (and peasant) applicants had a Itan12in 3 chance of admission, while white-
collar applicants had a1 in 5 to 1 in 10 chancadrhission, depending on the institution to
which they applied. As well, about one-third of students, presumabdstly of working-class
origin, were given stipends by the state or indalstmterprises to help cover the cost of living
expense$. The Party also made efforts to help young workemsaining in the factories. They
established a quota for the number of juvenile wosKthose 18 years of age and under) that
factories were expected to employ. Juveniles weveork only 6 hours per day, but were to be

paid wages for a full 8-hour day, and they werbdapprenticed while they worked. Factories

! Fisher Pattern for Soviet Yout09.

®Ibid., 128-9, 131.

% “The Komsomol and Worker Youthkomsomolskaya pravga1 October, 1925, p.1.

* Alex Inkles and Raymond A. Baudte Soviet Citizen: Daily Life in a Totalitarian Gety (Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1959), 79-80.

® Fitzpatrick,Education and Social MobilityL07.

® Konecny,Builders and Deserterg 1.



48

were also instructed to set up schools for thesegavorkers to attend after their shortened work
day, so that some could take advantage of the p@artunities to move on to higher education.
In response to the needs of those above the ag® afho had moved beyond apprenticeships
and factory schools, but wished to remain in préidacand improve their qualifications, the
Party began evening courses and technical scfools.

However, many working-class youth found that, ehiie Party’s intentions were good,
in practice their promises did not live up to expéons. Those who managed to pass from the
factories into higher education were undoubtedateful for the new opportunities Bolshevik
rule made possible, but most still found their eimstances quite difficult. Though factory
schools and rabfaks tried to bring the educatiwallef proletarian students up to par, young
workers still found themselves unprepared for gwel of study expected of them by the
universities and technical institutes. Their pregewas resented by the professoriate and the
bourgeois students, who felt the proletarians wergorthy of places in these institutions and
disliked watering down courses so the incominggteslans could keep UpAside from their
difficulties with the material they were expectediaster, working-class students were
handicapped by their living conditions. Thoughytiaeere given priority when stipends were
handed out, the country’s economic conditions m#attthe amount handed out by the state was
not enough to push most students above the pougety According to one study, students at one
Leningrad institution spent half of each monthipestd on food, and even then only half of them
could afford to eat every day. The average dailgric intake of Moscow students was
estimated at between 800 to 1000 calories (compartte 2000 calories considered to make up
a normal dietf’ Many students were also unable to afford decensing. They lived in
dormitories so overcrowded that some shared beslept on the floor, or rented space
(sometimes no more than a corner of a room) in somelse’s apartment. The tribulations of
student life were chronicled in N. Ognyopsary of a Communist Undergraduai& popular
novel of the 1920s. Ognyov’s main character, Ke&yabtsev, a devoted young Communist,
finds himself admitted to university, but withoust@pend or a place in a student hostel.

Consequently, the young man devotes as much ¢ihasto finding a meal and a place to sleep
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as he does to his studi#sCrowded and often unsanitary conditions, combiniid poor diet
and the strain of trying to keep up with classésrotoo advanced for them, led to illness and
fatigue among students, making it difficult for théo complete their studies successftfly.
While the Party had given working-class youth geeatcess to education, it had by no means
removed all the obstacles keeping them from takafigadvantage of it.

Young proletarians who remained in the factories axperienced difficulties, in spite of
the Party’s attempts to improve their circumstanc&s mentioned before, measures had been
taken to protect youth in the workforce. During Mdd/Nar | and the Civil War large numbers of
youth had entered the workforce to replace conttipiorkers. In the early 1920s soldiers from
the Red Army were demobilized, and many experiemsedorkers returned to the cities in
search of work. As they returned they displacadhger, less experienced people from the
workplace. In addition to concerns about the niatbardships unemployment caused young
people, the Party also worried that jobless youthld fall outside its influence. A great deal of
political education was conducted in the workpland without the influence of the factories’
Komsomol clubs it was feared that they would falbg from the collective and cease to take
part in the social work or political activities tRarty valued, and instead turn to hooligantdm.

In response to rising youth unemployment, the Hagfjtuted a youth quota: 7% of each
factory’s workforce had to be juveniles. Unforttelg, this quota was rarely met, a fact due at
least partially to the implementation of other lawat were intended to improve the lives of
young workers, but which ultimately conflicted witie goals of the New Economic Policy. To
help bring about a recovery in the economy, théyRastructed industries to cut costs, balance
their books and improve efficiency and productivigecause workers 18 and under had to be
paid a full day’s wage for 6 hours of work, neetiethe provided with apprenticeships, and had
to be educated in schools run by the enterprisey,were more expensive to employ than older
workers who could work a full day and were oftereatly skilled. To meet the Party’s economic
targets, employers shied away from hiring youngpjeti By 1926, over two-thirds of the

country’s juveniles were jobless. Two years laddo of those unemployed were between the
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ages of 18 and 24, and another 31% were betwean®39"> This prevented many working-
class youth from acquiring the training they neettelde productive workers in the future. It also
meant they suffered from the same type of housamglitions and poor diet as many students.
For both proletarian students and young workbes Ktomsomol attempted to be an
effective advocate. The organization campaigneédnmve the bourgeois professors who looked
on proletarian students unfavourably and demariusdtiie state increase the amount of support
given to these students to alleviate their poandj\conditions. Later in the 1920s, when the
Party responded to low graduation rates and the quaality of graduates by raising the standards
required to enter higher education, the Komsompbspd the measure on the grounds that it
would prevent proletarian youth from gaining acdesthe system. The organization was also
instrumental in the campaign for the 6-hour worl dad quota for juvenile workers and in
establishing training schools to teach industikélssto youth who could not find apprenticeships
or gain work experiencl. The Komsomol soon found, however, that it couddelatively little
for the bulk of the youth population. The econorircumstances of the state in the 1920s meant
that no matter how much they campaigned, finarstipport for students was unlikely to
increase. Bourgeois professors and universityugrtes remained necessary to economic
reconstruction. Young workers remained unattractimployees, and thus were given little
opportunity to work, even when they had manageattpire industrial skills in training schools.
In addition, the Komsomol’s initial purpose as anmomic advocate for young workers was
undermined as the Party turned it into a closelytwdled propaganda organization. The group
found it difficult to advocate for youth unlessithiaterests were in line with those of the Party.
The difficult living conditions faced by many yogipeople in the 1920s, combined with
the Party’s increased desire to enforce disciplipset many young people. Those who had
joined the Komsomol during the Revolution and CiMéar periods were particularly likely to be
confused and disillusioned by the Party’s chang#irefction. The most committed of this group
responded to this turn of events by clinging tarthevolutionary, civil war personas and
remaining more militant than the Party desired. olignthis group of young people was Klaus

Mehnert, a German visitor who wrote about his tlsire Russia in the 1920s and early 1930s.

Ibid., 150.
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He recalled that “[d]Jamned NEP’ and ‘devilish NERére phrases frequently used at this
time.”” In the absence of a clear opponent to fight aaas they had had during the Civil War,
militant youth identified NEP as their new enenty.regard to the policy, one Komsomol
member wrote to Trotsky “when you walk along thest and see the satisfied well-fed faces
and patent leather shoes alongside some adolegodr, 90% of whom have tuberculosis, then
straight away you . . . become ashamed. Wasliynmeacessary to have the October Revolution,
during which so many people were killed, only tture to the past?® Militants were clearly
upset at the return of capitalists (the NEPmerg,@&rstores, restaurants and entertainment that
catered specifically to them. To many young peddEeP represented a failure, and the
responsibility for this failure fell on the oldeegeration who, they believed, had not carried the
revolution through to its conclusion. Instead ytfedt, the old revolutionaries had become part of
the new elite that more and more resembled theutill class in appearance and actibhs.
Militant communist youth were also upset with tieav role the Party envisioned for them
during NEP. Prior to NEP, “young people had sem&despected participants in the forging of a
new society . . . and youth had achieved a new tdhiadependence and engagement in both the
workplace and the political sphere as they stepmedadult roles.” By contrast, during NEP
“equal participation was denied in favour of traigiand education and Komsomol'tsy were
made to feel like children agaif®” They complained that the Komsomol had becomelyver
bureaucratic and spent its time in meetings, cemfegs, and formulaic political education
courses instead of doing the meaningful work amangh and the larger society that militants
felt it was intended to dd. Those who were legitimately interested in leagrabout Marxism
were sorely disappointed in the political educapoovided to them by the Komsomol and the
education system. One student commented, “the Bomkorganization provides its members
with only the monotonous teachings of Communisntheit any reference to arguments and
views of other socialist parties and their leade¥ad even if it refers to these views, they come
pre-packaged by the Main Political Enlightenmerdr@nittee] or by the Central Committe®.”

Often times, it was these young people who weremta opposition groups within the Party,
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most prominently the Trotskyite opposition discussethe previous chapter, which promised
youth the active, leading role they desired. Seouareent and former Komsomol members
established new, informal groups, such as the “tnioYoung Marxists,” which was devoted to
the study of Marxism in all its variant$.These young people were not opposing communism
itself, but the way the Bolshevik Party had goneuwlbuilding communism in Russia.

Young militants also made their opposition to Beaty’s new path known through less
obviously political means. Part of the Bolshevigkin for youth was to refine their behaviour
and improve their morals. Militant youth, howeweften developed differing views from those
of the Bolsheviks regarding behaviour and morafg@gpriate to communists. Militants labelled
the Party’s desire for supporters who were disegalj orderly, educated and well-mannered as
“philistinism” (meshanstvp which to them referred to anything reminiscefithe pre-
revolutionary ordef? One obvious way of challenging the Bolshevikstiow of propriety was
in their manner of dress. While the Party askaghgopeople to dress in neat, respectable
clothing, radicals clung to their Civil War eraigt Komsomol members, female as well as
male, continued to wear leather jackets and clgtthat was generally ragged and ill-kept, while
proletarian students attended their classes inevsrkaps and the same dirty clothing they wore
to the factory. This rejection of cleanliness anderliness was also evident in the state of many
lodgings and in the desire of many radicals to iooet with leisure activities that involved
smoking and drinking alcohol, activities the Palso considered undisciplined and
inappropriate. Young radicals felt that spendmg much time or money on one’s appearance or
lodgings signified that one was exhibiting too miratividualism and separating oneself from
the proletariat. By differentiating themselvestrboth the bourgeois NEPmen (and women)
with their fashionable clothing, and the old Bolske, who now appeared in government in suits
and ties, these young people felt that they weneoahstrating their commitment to the
revolution. The Party countered that such behawdailinot show commitment to the revolution,
but rather prevented the working class and commsajsporters from becoming culturé&d.

Young radicals also challenged the Party’s intgiions of appropriate male/female
relations among people in a socialist society.ldwahg the writings of Marx, Engels and a third

German Marxist, August Bebel, the Party assertatirtten and women ought to be treated as
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equals in their society and that marriage and de®letions should be determined by mutual
affection and respect, rather than economic ndgessiich they contended was the basis of
marriage in capitalist societies. Therefore, |avese changed to recognize common-law
relationships as marriages and divorces were masiy @ttainable. They did not, however, seek
to destroy the institution of marriage. Marx, Elsgend Bebel were all clear that, with women’s
subserviency removed, marriage was desirable; tasnaal relations were discouragéd.

While the intent of most of the Party’s leadershigs simply to create a society where women
had greater freedom and equality, others advocated extreme forms of social reorganization,
suggesting, for example, that the need for marreagkthe family would soon wither away.
Many young radicals gravitated to those Bolshelvikkers who expounded theories of “free
love” or to Alexandra Kollontai's view, as they werdtood it, that sex was merely a
physiological need and not something that needée wonfined to marriag@. Just as dressing

in suits and ties was regarded as a remnant ofjeoils society, marriage and the family were
looked upon by some as institutions from the booigypast® For some young communists
premarital sex became accepted practice, but @ielitsturbed many older Bolsheviks. Lenin’s
dislike of such promiscuity, for example, is welldwn. Evidence from surveys of students
taken during the 1920s suggested that, in facthgdrussians were not significantly more
sexually active than they had been prior to theltgion?® However, perhaps the fact that some
among them justified their actions with referene®blshevik ideology and claims that they
were acting as one ought to in a communist socieiged a great reaction among Party
leadership. Through the press and popular litezearty officials tried to counter the notion
that promiscuity was permissible in a communisiedyc They argued that those who behaved in
this way were demonstrating a “petty-bourgeoidwatt of self-indulgence” and implored them
to exercise disciplin® Commissar of Health Nikolai Semashko approachedsisue from a
medical perspective, telling young people thatsadierly sexual life led to disease, as well as
the loss of intellectual and physical strengthieBitfic studies, he claimed, proved that sexual
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excess weakened the organism and left little enfergyther matters. He asked them to devote
their attention to more important, interesting aealthy pursuits*

While some Communist supporters remained moreaathan the Party wished, others
in the Komsomol and among the general urban yooptiufation became apathetic toward the
Party. In the years immediately following the Cidar (1921-1922), Komsomol membership
declined from about 400,000 to about 250,000 asleesrgrew disappointed with the
organization and withdre®. The Komsomol’s central newspaper acknowledgestireral
articles that activists were becoming disillusiomath the organization’s work. After joining the
group full of ardour for its work, many young ads$its soon found themselves overburdened with
an enormous amount of meetings, social work andipos on various committees, to the extent
that they found the work interfered with their jadrsschooling, and left them little leisure time.
Further, the newspaper conceded, young activists often given very little preparation or
direction in their work, which resulted in actigsunning around, but accomplishing little.
Consequently, many lapsed into passivity and apati@ne Komsomol member, Nikolai
Bocharov, recalled that many in the organizatiartipularly those who had joined during the
Revolution and Civil War, reacted to the advenN&P with despair. Some turned to alcohol,
while others gave up their work in government drelKkomsomol. He noted that similar
sentiments were visible among some older Party reesrds welf* Also contributing to the
decline in Komsomol numbers was the fact that saeie expelled from the group because they
refused to conform to stricter discipline and gineprohibited activities like smoking, and
drinking alcohol. Komsomol surveys taken in 198@aaled that nearly 20% of the group’s
membership (urban and rural) was purged becauseinkenness, trouble-making and poor
discipline® Delegates to the Komsomol's 1922 Congress expueseir concern that the
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Party’s preoccupation with controlling young pedpleehaviour discouraged some from joining
the organization, claiming that “rough worker youtbuld not take to such petty rules of
conduct.®® There was some validity to this concern, as oomgmol-aged youth explained
“[i]f I want to get a drink, I'll get a drink, if want to go to a party, I'll go to a party, but a
Komsomol member can’t. So why should | joit{?Not only were many non-Party youth put
off by the strict behavioural standards the Komsloattempted to impose, some demonstrated an
active rejection of them. Throughout the 1920sliganism among youth was a particular
worry of officials. A study of hooliganism in Lemgrad discussed the presence of youth gangs in
the city who frequented taverns, drank to excedsstarted brawls. At times they attacked the
Komsomol, vandalizing its clubs and disrupting ttastivities. One Komsomol group told of
making an attempt to open a new Komsomol club. [&bal gang organized fights and drinking
bouts near the club and terrorized its visitorsl diné club shut down. Hooligan culture,
concluded one Komsomolite, had driven down theltuce*®

Such attitudes were not atypical in the 1920se @fithe most common complaints
levelled at the Party and Komsomol was that asdiwitlirected toward youth were simply boring.
The original youth organizations had attracted yppeople by offering a variety of activities,
both political and otherwise. Activities offeradthe 1920s focused heavily on educating youth.
Meetings, lectures and study circles occupied nadthe time young people spent in Komsomol
clubs. Even events that were supposed to be regglike celebrations of the revolution, had
become repetitive and devoid of the spontaneitytiad been part of the Bolsheviks’ initial
attraction for youtt? Though leisure activities were still offered Inetclubs, they too were
educational in nature. Films, for example, werpydar among youth, but they felt that those
produced by the Party were usually didactic, fileth heavy-handed propaganda and low in
entertainment valu®. Dances were thought to encourage promiscuous/tetiaso the
Komsomol tried to replace them with marches settisic. Often, Komsomol clubs simply
ignored Party directives and held dances or shave=dern films as a way to attract youth to the
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clubs. The officially sponsored activities thahtinued to find favour among youth were those
that managed to avoid becoming rigid and formulsich as the plays put on by TRAM, a group
consisting of young proletarians who wrote andgregd plays that addressed the issues facing
youth and demonstrate appropriate communist bebainca realistic and less formulaic manner
than much other available entertainmént.

In spite of the complaints made by young peoplaiatite Komsomol's activities, they
could still be attractive to youth who desired ampgroup and feared being ostracized by others
their age. The Party’s efforts to monopolize thgaeurricular activities available to youth
meant that Bolshevik-sponsored youth groups andies$ could be attractive to them. When
Lev Kopelev discussed the activities of his Piortemyp his recollections focused just as much
on the social aspects of the group as on theitipaliactivities. The troop met in Kopelev’s
apartment, and had a sociable atmosphere whergthigical work, like writing newsletters,
was accompanied by singing and joking and wasv@tbby games of a non-political natdfe.

To be excluded from such activities was an unpletasgperience for children. One son of a
village priest remembered that bourgeois childies himself were prevented from holding
positions in the school community and were furthade to feel like outsiders by teachers who
tried to embarrass them in front of their proletarpeers. Moving from the countryside to the
town he “did [his] best to adopt all the new wayshe younger generation” and was then
“accepted by the school communify."He tried to change his identity to fit in withstpeers and
be allowed to take part in the same activities thely

Problematic for the Bolsheviks was the fact thatvery things they campaigned against
were present in NEP society and tempted young peof noted, going to the movies was a
popular pastime among youth. In Moscow, for ins&ar80% of them went to the movies on a
regular basis. Through much of the 1920s, AmerarahEuropean movies continued to be
shown on Soviet screens, competing with Sovietyectdns for the attention of viewers. To the
disappointment of Party and Komsomol officials, grofrom all classes preferred western
dramas, detective stories and adventures to thatiagial or educational Soviet productions, and

under the prevailing conditions of NEP, where eawterprise was expected to pay for itself,
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Soviet officials were unable to ban western filmmi the country, as the revenue they produced
was used to fund the Communists’ own productiofise popularity of western films troubled
Bolshevik moralists, who feared young viewers woaddept and emulate the behaviour they
witnessed in these films, which was often contraaljcto that promoted by the Party. Young
people, however, were much less concerned witmigesages of the films; for them movies
were entertainment and a form of escape from tfen difficult lives. Eventually, Soviet
studios began to produce movies that embeddedogieal messages in dramas or adventure
films, hopefully combining entertainment with edtioa.**

Film was not the only form of western popular ardtthat filtered into Soviet society
during the 1920s. The bourgeois “flapper” cultuvéh its distinctive fashions, music and
dances, was also attractive for some urban yodtiung women wore cosmetics, bobbed their
hair and dressed in high heels and short skinsitation of images they saw in western movies
and fashion magazines, while young men wore dohi#asted suits and ties. They frequented
the restaurants that reappeared once NEP permitiatl-scale business, and went to private
dance halls to learn the foxtrot and the Charlesiime Party obviously disliked the presence of
such elements of capitalist culture in Russia;aswarticularly troubling that working-class and
even Komsomol youth were attracted to the flappéuce, as well as bourgeois youth. For most
young people this culture appealed to them simpbabise it was fun and provided them with a
temporary escape to a lifestyle more glamorous thainof the typical Soviet student or young
factory worker. For others, however, involvementhis culture could have been a way to make
a political statement. Just as young militants destrated their commitment to socialism by
choosing certain forms of dress and leisure a@sjithis subgroup used the same means to
signal their rejection of socialism. This same &ulby can be seen in the famous “swing kids”
phenomenon that emerged in Nazi Germany durind986s and the war yedfs The Party,
though, tended to view all involvement in the flappulture as political. Young people who
spent a great deal of time and money on themselges showing dangerous tendencies toward

individualism and, by showing their favour for bgaois fashions and entertainment, were
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rejecting working-class culture. The Party aldotfeat the provocative dress and dances of the
flapper culture encouraged the promiscuity it wampaigning against.

One final manifestation of young people’s discai@ent with or rejection of the Party in
the 1920s was a rise in the rate of suicide. Wthigesuicide rate had risen overall in the Soviet
Union, the largest numbers were among those 24 ye#arge and undéf. No doubt, some of
this was due to the stress caused by unemploymeat,living conditions and the difficulties of
student life. For others, the decision to commitisle was brought about by disappointment in
the Party or Komsomol, or the belief that they teelwes had failed to live up to the expectations
of Soviet society. In suicide notes Komsomolitemplained that the organization was “rife with
glaring careerism and bureaucratism” and full bbtisands of self-seeking people trying to
worm their way into the Party,” rather than thodewlike them, were truly committed to the
Komsomol and the building of socialisth.They also expressed the sentiment that their work
the organization was of no use and that they waperluous to society. Party officials were
generally unsympathetic in response to suicideos&who committed the act were judged to be
lacking the discipline and strength of charactesdeel by a Soviet citizen and were accused of
having isolated themselves from the collective,ciifiesulted in their discontent and suicide.

In regard to the psychological state of youtthia ¢arly days of NEP, Nikolai Bukharin
commented that NEP

has not set before youth any vigorous, colourfuhrply defined, militant, heroic task. In
the period of the Civil War there stood before yoatcolossal task of unprecedented
beauty. It captivated them; their relations teétre unusually clear and obvious: they
had to kill the common enemy — world capitalism The switch over to the rails of the
New Economic Policy immediately tore out this pivé¥hat is heroic about fighting
concessionaires?. .. So there has come, aft@etiad of intense heroic struggle and
with the shift to the New Economic Policy, a sdrdemoralization, a sort of spiritual
crisis among Communist youth and youth in gen®ral.

This certainly seems to have been the case among K@nsomol youth. They were upset by
the apparent betrayal of socialism by the veryyRadt had promised to bring about a radical
transformation in society, and they were disapairity the diminished role they were told to
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play in it. In the absence of a “heroic task” soommmed away from the organization, which had
to compete for their attention (and the attentibthe general urban youth population) with a
variety of diversions offered by NEP society. Grallly, however, it does appear that the Party
succeeded in attracting a new group of young supprthose who were less attracted to the
Komsomol's militant past and more receptive todiseipline expected by the Party.
M-

At the same time, the Party attempted to extenbdase of support among the peasantry.
The relationship between the Bolsheviks and thesRogpeasantry was uneasy throughout the
Revolution and Civil War. The Bolshevik takeovépower had allowed the peasantry to seize
farmland from large-scale landowners and redisteilutamongst themselves, an action long
desired by the peasantry. An unintended resuhisfaction was an increase in the strength of
traditional ways of peasant life. The village conma became increasingly important, as it
regained the authority to distribute land; in sarases peasants not only partitioned the newly
acquired land, but also repartitioned all the gdldand, as well as that of independent peasants
who rejoined the communes for greater securitydptie Civil War. The traditional patriarchal
household, in which several generations lived ancked together, was also strengthened out of
a need for survival. Like other combatants of@nal War, the Bolsheviks employed forced
requisitioning of grain to feed their army, as wadlthe urban areas they controlled. The policy
was resented by the peasantry, who responded bgingrdthe amount of grain sown or hiding
their grain surplus. In some regions, peasantaddrso-called “Green Armies” and rebelled
against both the Bolsheviks and the White Armi€ke rebellions, combined with poor growing
conditions that decreased yields, worsened the $d@adtion to the point that 1921 and 1922 saw
famines in several of the Soviet Union’s main gyaiaducing regions, while the cities too
experienced food shortag¥s.

After the conclusion of the Civil War, Lenin beganstress the need to createnaychka
(link) between the cities and the countryside paraof the process of rebuilding the country’s
economy and stabilizing the Party’s hold on powRequisitioning of grain was ended and
replaced by a fixed tax-in-kind (which eventualBclame a monetary tax) assessed to each

peasant household. The Party hoped that this wemddurage peasants to increase their grain
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production beyond what was needed for their own as¢hey were to be allowed to sell their
surplus for profit. As well, more goods were tfened from the cities to the countryside in an
effort to encourage peasants to sell their sumhassupport industry, rather than keep their grain
in the hopes of getting higher prices. Combineith Wwetter growing conditions, these policies
produced an improvement in the circumstances op#asantry that the Party hoped would
strengthen the smychka and gain at least theiri@scgnce to Soviet rufé.

To further their influence in the countryside, tlgh, the Party needed to place its
personnel among the peasantry, who would be aldpremad the Bolsheviks’ ideology. Here
again, young people were considered good candittathsthis. Particularly in the early 1920s,
this task fell to Komsomol cells which, althought terge in number, were still more numerous
than Party cells in the countryside. Most of theslks were founded by young men returning to
their villages from the Red Army or the cities, dratl encouragement, but not a great deal of aid,
from the Party. As was the case with many of thisBeviks’ endeavours in the 1920s, the
resources needed to support rural Komsomol celie searce. In the early years of Soviet rule,
the Party managed to provide some funding to urgiits in the countryside (the Komsomol
clubs, literary societies, and schools) that waddcate the peasantry and enable them to
comprehend at least the basics of Bolshevik idgolagnder NEP, funds for such undertakings
were in short supply. By 1923 only 16.1 % of readiooms and 47.7% of libraries that existed
two years before still functioned. Also, particularly after the Komsomol began tpaxd in the
mid-1920s, the Party had difficulty guiding its yaurural followers; there were 41,000
Komsomol cells and only 47,000 members or candidembers of the Party to provide them
instruction>® It could therefore be difficult for the membefsearly rural cells to propagandize
among peasant youth when they themselves wereanptnell versed in Party doctrine.

The new Komsomol cells also found that, as incikies, they faced competition for the
attention of youth. Many villages had home-growanth groups known daul’turki that
predated the Revolution. These groups were eskaaliand run by the educated elements in the
villages, often teachers, and they fulfilled sorhéhe same social functions — such as spreading
literacy and campaigning against alcohol consumptithat the Komsomol claimed as part of its

purpose. They also provided village youth witlslee activities like dances and drama circles.
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As in the cities, such activities attracted youeggde, and the rural Komsomol found that it
would have to do more than give political lectuiebuild a membership. To the Komsomol
kul'turki were unacceptable competition, and Komstitaes did their best to harass these groups
and steal their members. However, much of the tiraekul’turki remained popular, while the
Komsomol was looked upon with suspicfnAdditionally, several religious organizations
continued to run youth groups. Even at the enti®fl920s the combined membership of the
Baptist Youth Bapsoma), Christian YouthkKhristomo) and the League of Young Believers was
roughly equal to that of the Komsom®BIAs in the cities, the Komsomol recognized that to
increase its popularity among rural youth, it wolée to use a wider variety of activities
besides lectures and social work. The organizatioress directed its rural cells to pay greater
attention to activities like drama circles, charsl “living newspapers” (in which young people
read aloud or acted out the news of the day)ddit@n to giving lectures on themes that would
be interesting to the peasantry. By doing soai Wwelieved that rural youth would come to
them, rather than to the churth.

Competition and lack of resources were not thg onpediments to the spread of the
Komsomol in the countryside. The behaviour ofdhganization could also alienate young
peasants. Some of the early rural Komsomol leagleocsbrought the group to the countryside
(and the initial followers they attracted) becamewn for their “hooliganish” behaviour.

Village leaders noted disapprovingly that Komsomeimbers, who were often unsupervised by
adults, engaged in drunken parties, got into figims generally acted with disrespect toward
peasant authorities and traditions. Komsomol aittes noted this attitude as well, writing of
Komsomolites who behaved crudely in the villageaféd about instead of taking part in the
work of the village and, when approached by villagehowed a dislike for interaction with
them® These activities sometimes attracted those wire were interested in causing trouble
than in attending lectures or running reading rocansl made other youth (and their parents) feel
it was better to stay away from the organizativhe fact that some Komsomol members,

particularly those who had joined during the Cidér and fought in the Red Army, remained
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extremely militant and continued to carry weapoms &lso a deterrent for some peasant youth.
Many recalled that during the Civil War, the Komsarad been one of the institutions involved
(enthusiastically) in the hated grain requisiti@nbrigades, and the fact that in some places
Komsomolites continued to act as local militias #aice actions like removing elected members
of village soviets they felt were not militant emincreased suspicion toward the gr8up.

The Komsomol’'s own policies sometimes impededjtioevth of the organization. As
discussed in the previous chapter, the League watked over its policy toward peasant youth.
Some argued that incorporating large numbers csgrea would dilute the proletarian character
of the organization. Others insisted it was tlepoasibility of the group to provide all the
country’s youth with a political education. In tharly 1920s, the rapid expansion of Komsomol
cells into rural areas frightened some in the ogion, and some provincial and district
committees started to forbid the recruitment of enqpeasants. Peasant youth who wanted to join
had to campaign for admittance. The BolshevikyPamdered the Komsomol to recruit more
rural members, and the organization respondedplaroid angering the “depeasantizers” it
concentrated its efforts on those referred to @asriral proletarians:” theatraki (landless
peasants who provided hired labour for others)taefiedniaki(poor peasants who owned just
enough land for subsistence and often hired ottt iddmour as wellf* However, the Komsomol
continued to exclude treeredniak;jthe slightly more prosperous middle peasants made up a
great deal of the rural population. This was stillunsatisfactory situation for many young
peasants, especially because the aforementionédlisinibution had resulted in greater equality
among the peasantry, lessening the difference leatweor and middle peasants at this tifne.

In 1924 and 1925 the Party became more insistenttats wish to incorporate more
peasants into the Komsomol and declared that iniaddo poor peasants, the League should
accept the villages’ “progressive forces,” whiclulcbinclude middle peasants and members of
the village intelligentsi&’ At this time, scarcely a day passed without ntentif peasant issues
in Komsomolskaya pravdan particular, these articles emphasized thel feegreater
cooperation between the Komsomol and the peasaitrg.peasantry, they claimed, was not a

dangerous opponent of the proletariat, but insteladckward ally. The organization entreated its
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members to lose the bad habits they had acquinedgdiiine Civil War, and instead to take root in
the countryside, treat the peasants as equaleantdfrom the experience of the leading
members of the peasantry. Only by approachingdasants as friends could proletarian
influence grow in the countrysid&.The wishes of the Party, though, were not endagthange
the attitude of some Komsomol activists sent tokwnithe countryside during the 1920s. Their
attitudes were enough to discourage others fromrjgithe group. Urban Komsomolites
sometimes looked down upon peasant youth as badlaval uneducated, and behaved in a
heavy-handed and condescending way that rural yestmted®> As peasant youth entered the
organization they began to demand control over theal affairs and more representation at
national congresses to make their concerns krféwn.

Even more offensive to many peasants, includimgesaho joined the Komsomol, was
the organization’s attitude toward religious belieThe peasantry in general remained more
religious than their urban counterparts, while Klmensomol was one of the most vocal and
enthusiastic supporters of the campaign againgioal During the Civil War and the years
immediately after, the Orthodox Church was onénheffew institutions to pose an effective
challenge to the Bolsheviks’ authority. The Chuneld been an ally of the tsarist government
and active in the country’s politics; church leadeontinued to be politically active after the
Revolution, and most of them came into conflictvittie Bolshevik leadershff. The Party took
many steps to eliminate a potential political fahong them an aggressive propaganda
campaign in which the Komsomol took a leading rdl&e most prominent and controversial
aspect of the campaign involved the Komsomol hgBdduring which Komsomol cells staged
alternate, secular celebrations on days like Ghastand Easter. The official intent of these
celebrations was to educate the peasantry abopatien origins of church practices or to show
the similarities between Orthodoxy and other relgi in a way that would attract people to these
festivities rather than to the church. Often, tjiouthese events became an excuse for young men

to engage in hooliganish behaviour, like drinkimgl @laying pranks on worshippers. They
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could also degenerate into outright blasphemy, adtivists removing the crosses and bells from
churches and seizing their valuables, or destroigiogs, religious books and images of Chffst.

The actions of the Bolshevik Party and the Komsamgainst the Church alienated large
numbers of peasants. As a part of its “face tacthentryside” campaign, begun in 1924, the
Party eased its stance on religion. The aggressiseks on religion, it had to acknowledge, had
not made a significant dent in the number of beliswn the countryside and encouraged the
growth of other religions, like the Baptists andittyouth group, the Bapsomol, as an alternative
to their own youth group, because many youth wenglg unwilling to conduct attacks on the
Church. To recruit more young peasants into treggue, the Komsomol had to tone down its
involvement in antireligious propaganda. The gra#s ordered to stop the irreverent
demonstrations on religious holidays and the dettmu of church property. Instead the
Komsomol was to use lectures, antireligious cireled practical demonstrations to explain to
peasants that science and technology could exjnleisame problems (such as illness or poor
harvests) that religion claimed to explain. Foaraple, peasants were to be shown how modern
farming techniques, not prayer, would produce googs. If people saw that God had nothing
to do with good or bad harvests, propagandistoresas religious belief would fade away.
Overall, the attention paid to antireligious woectined at this timé’

One final deterrent for young people who may haighed to join the Komsomol was
parental disapproval and distrust of the orgaroratiParents feared that, just as the Komsomol
taught young people to question religion, it wotgldch them to question other aspects of peasant
life, such as the traditional peasdnbr (household), where generations of families lived a
worked together under the authority of the fathrayldest male. The land redistribution
discussed previously had strengthened this systetand was divided based on household size.
It was in the best interest of the household faldeén, especially sons, to stay and contribute
their labour to the household, which would becoess lproductive without them. Parents
worried that children who joined the Komsomol wohlegin to neglect their responsibilities to

the household and that their involvement in theigraould make them rebellious. They also
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worried that its influence would lead their childr® leave the household altogether, which
would then result in land being taken from the fetusd because its size had decred8ed.

Komsomol membership further exacerbated geneatiensions in the countryside by
giving young peasants positions of responsibifityhie village that they would never have held
before the introduction of Bolshevik power. Goveamnnpolicy in the countryside gave young
people 16 and older the right to participate itagié organizations, including the right to vote in
these organizations. Part of the Komsomol’'s mlthe villages was to explain these rights to the
adult population and to ensure that young peopiediand working under the control of their
families were able to take initiative and becomeslued in the Komsomol’s activities, like
artelsand societies for common tillage in which labond aesources were pooled together and
profits were shared, activities which were oftemdeired by the prejudices of their familiég.he
village commune, dominated by older men, had preshobeen the primary authority in the
village. With Bolshevik power came new institutiotike the soviets, where younger peasants,
particularly those who had spent time outside tHhage and had become acquainted with
Bolshevism, could find positions of influence. Nelly, there was friction between the
traditional village authorities and the new, Bolgkenstitutions, run by younger men from
whom village elders resented taking ord@rs.

In spite of the difficulties associated with jaigithe Komsomol, the organization’s rural
cells grew considerably in the 1920s. In July 1684 300,000 of the Komsomol's members
were peasants. By December 1925, after the Rapgiemented policies to form a better
relationship with the peasantry, this number tdpte 900,0007 In the first three months of
1925, 92% of the Komsomol’s new cells were locatediral areag? Clearly, the organization
held some appeal for peasant youth.

There were several reasons the Komsomol appeaigiling peasants. For some, the
appeal came from the same factors that discouraidpeds from joining the League. Tension
between generations deterred some, but, for otheceming involved in the Komsomol

provided an escape from the patriarchal authofith@dvor and the village in general, and
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provided a means by which to rebel and assert itheé@pendence from their families. Noted one
Komsomol member, “the majority of peasants, whoenwstile to everything Soviet, forbade
their children to join;” in return, “the young wedeiven to rebel against the ban, and many of my
school fellows joined the organization, to the straisapproval of their parent&.”

For many, the prospect of assuming greater adyharthe village was attractive. The
Komsomol collected taxes, enforced laws and prochtite regime’s various campaigns. The
group also ran candidates in elections to varioaallgovernment bodies. Thelost(the
smallest administrative district in Russia) exeeitommittees - smaller bodies than the soviets
where power was soon concentrated - had the highegortion of youth in Party institutions in
the countryside. One historian has concludedithweds those between 25 and 35 years of age
who represented Party power in the countrysideenl920<° Power was available to those
even younger than this. Komsomol member Nikolaitgwov, who had acted as the secretary of
the bureau of his local Komsomol cell in 1924, tlechthat the same year, at the age of 17, he
was also named chairman of the village soviet tetecandidate member of tlielostexecutive
committee and chosen as a delegate tayleedcongress of soviets, a volost being a small
administrative district and the uyezd being thetaekninistrative district above the volost. He
concluded that his “advancement was entirely dyhitg) Komsomol organization and to the
Lipetsy Volost Party Committee, which saw in [hiam efficient and active Komsomol
official.””” Prior to Soviet power it was unthinkable that@msy of this age could have held
positions of such importance in local governmendtl such opportunities attracted some to the
Komsomol and the Bolshevik Party.

Another factor in the Komsomol’s appeal to ruralith was the group’s promotion of
itself as a progressive and modernizing force. diganization did much to promote literacy and
education in the countryside, especially in thery@een the regime could not afford to fund
such efforts and relied on groups like the Komsotadill the void. It also claimed
responsibility for the introduction of new techng§o such as radio, and improved medical
practises that would better the peasantry’s qualfitife. Perhaps most importantly for the

countryside, the Komsomol demonstrated new farraompgpment and methods, and explained to
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peasants how, for example, the use of fertilizats@op rotations could improve their yiel@s.
Most often, young people were most impressed bsetinew innovations. In regard to
agriculture, one rural youth stated “[o]ne thing was quite clear to me: there could be no
improvement in agriculture unless scientific methegre used. The way in which productivity
had been raised, with the help of the statewas] plain to me and my Komsomol friends . . .
thus | became a keen champion of Soviet policyialrareas.” Young people likely saw the
Komsomol as a way out of the backwardness thabckeized village life, and membership in it
as an opportunity to participate in the modernaabf the countryside.

Finally, the Komsomol represented promise not dmhthe improvement of life in the
village, but also, for the intelligent and the atithis, a way out of it. The treatment accorded to
young peasants was not as favourable as that gvermletarian youth, but their access to
education does appear to have improved in the 19P6serve rural youth Narkompros
established the Schools of Peasant Youth, whick gawdents a general and political education,
while also teaching them the skills necessarydoming. While the apparent intent of the
schools was to prepare students to take up farr6Rfg, of the student body were poor peasants
without enough land to make farming their occupatién fact, only one-third returned to
farming, while the others either continued theidgs in rabfaks or agricultural or pedagogical
technicums, or took white-collar jobs in the coysitle. About half of the students in these
schools were Komsomol members, and consideringatidsheir positions as “rural
proletarians,” they had an advantage in gainingission to higher education and places in the
Soviet workplacé® For peasant youth, Komsomol membership and Savetould provide a
means of upward mobility within the village, or aitthe village altogether.

S

Another group for which the Bolsheviks’ seizurepofver seemed to promise upward
mobility in society was women. Of all the politigaarties competing for power during the
Revolution, the Bolsheviks had the most women isimmns of authority, and they had the most
detailed and ambitious plan to improve the place@ien in Russian society. The Party

declared that once it was in power, women woula ganiversal suffrage, equal civil and legal
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rights . . . full equality of access to educatio @mployment, regulation of working conditions .
.. and maternity benefit§” The Bolsheviks also promised that housework dnild care would
be done by publicly funded institutions, recognigihat if women were to participate fully in
society and politics as the equals of men and becaronomically self-sufficient they would
have to be freed from the domestic tasks that coedumuch of their tim&:

During and immediately after the Civil War, it aggped that the Bolsheviks were making
strides toward equality for women. The 1918 Codeglarriage, the Family and Guardianship
created equality for women under the law, maderdeeasily attainable at the request of either
spouse, granted limited alimony in the event obdre and entitled all children, legitimate or not,
to parental suppoff. At the same time, the Bolsheviks took steps tagmt women in the
workplace by preventing employers from assignirghasks that may have been harmful to
their health and providing them with paid materfiégve®® Some young women reported
benefiting from the social programs begun by theyPaOne young, urban Communist recalled
that when she gave birth to her first child, she sent to a new maternity hospital where, as a
part of the Soviet government’'s campaign to rednfamt mortality, she was able to stay for
several days while staff taught her to care forrfeav baby”®> Another young women spent five
years of her childhood in a state-run children’'mkowhich she remembered as an adequate
home that ran a model experimental school for Hileien who lived ther&® Such social
welfare programs enjoyed widespread support amomgadpulation. The growth of facilities
such as public dining halls in factories duringtheriod gave credence to the claim that the Party
would lessen women'’s burdens. Access to highecaahn also appeared to have improved. In
1920-1921, women accounted for 49% of the studedy b Although they were still a small
minority in the technical institutions, during thime women outnumbered men in thezy

(universities) and in the medical and pedagogitstitutions comprised a significant majorfty.
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In the countryside a campaign was launched to tegirls into the Schools for Young Peasants.
In 1924-1925 young women comprised 10-15 % of thdent body. The next year this number
had reached 25% and in some provinces women a@mbfortup to 40% of all pupifé.

The Party also made some efforts to involve womehe political life of the country.
Marxists had always considered women a potentiatitniency to which they could appeal.
Bebel had written of women being doubly oppres8est,by the capitalist system and also by
men within marriage, and urged them to join with Hocialist movement to overcome this
oppression. After the Revolution, however, sevBathevik leaders, including Lenin and
Kollontai, recognized that a great deal of hostéihd fear existed among women toward the new
regime and that it would be beneficial to creatgaup to organize and carry out propaganda
work among women specifically. Consequently, in9 ¢hey formed th&henotde(Women'’s
Division® Zhenotdel representatives, often young women giames no more than teenagers,
travelled the country, explaining why women oughstipport the Party, encouraging them to
become involved in their local Party organizaticars] setting up local Zhenotdel branches that
would elect women to go as delegates to nation#lecences to receive further education and
discuss how to improve the lot of women. Deleg&idbhese conferences were also offered the
opportunity to serve internships in government depants and trade unions, giving them some
political experience and, perhaps, a chance to nmwegoositions of greater importance in the
future™® The other group that offered young women politio@erience was the Komsomol.
Early on, the Party’s promises of equality and opputy seem to have been particularly
appealing to young women; in January 1921 womeawaded for 40% of the League’s
membership. Over the next four years, this peeggntleclined substantially, to a low of about
12%, before rebounding, as the Party issued ingingto the Komsomol to focus more
attention on young women and place more of theposaitions of importanc¥. One study of
young women published iavestiiaindicated by the mid-1920s they were quite eagguih the
Party’s youth organizations. Of a thousand youngen surveyed at one school 32% said they

wanted to join the Pioneers or Komsomol, while keo23% had already done %o.
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The dramatic decline in female participation ia Komsomol in the early 1920s was the
result of several factors. Young women likely lssine of their enthusiasm for the Party and its
youth group as many important promises to woment wefulfiled. Women'’s equality was
based to a great extent on their ability to edmirag independent of men. As was the case for
juvenile workers, years of war had opened up spiactkhe workplace for women; by 1920, 46%
of the workforce was female, and women had everageahto move into the better paid
industries traditionally dominated by men, sucimasing and metallurgy. Also like young
workers, they were often less skilled than the madekers they had replaced, and they were
quickly dismissed once the war was over. Emplog&sned that, since they had to give women
paid maternity leave and could not assign thenairetasks in the workplace, women were too
expensive to employ in the cost-accounting clineitdEP. This, combined with measures taken
to protect young workers, may have left young womeunbly disadvantaged when trying to find
work. Throughout the 1920s, women accounted ftisproportionately high number of the
unemployed® The percentage of women in higher education @éstined from 49% to about
30% of the total student body, probably due, orgzerg to an influx of returning soldiets.

Those fortunate enough to retain their jobs or géages in higher education found that they still
had to deal with the burdens of the household. pithi®ic dining halls, laundries and day cares
that had been established earlier faced the sasteacoounting pressure as industries
themselves. Many of these facilities were foraedlbse and the extension of such services was
out of the questioff. Lack of an independent wage, lack of educatiahtha continuation of
heavy domestic burdens continued to stand in theaokkaomen'’s full participation in the Party
and society.

Parental disapproval also hampered young womenticgpation in Komsomol or Party
activities. In both urban and rural householdsigiiders provided a great deal of domestic
labour, and parents feared that young women wime¢bthe Komsomol or other Soviet
organizations would soon neglect their househdadgaasibilities. Many believed that a young
woman’s place was in the home and could see nousaching a girl about politics. Some
parents, especially among the peasantry, worriatdftlyirls became involved with the

Komsomol, they would become opinionated and outspp&nd would be considered unsuitable
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for marriage. In rural areas, where a good magriaguld improve the family’s economic
circumstances, this was a particular concernnalfy, the fact that Komsomol activities took
place at night, without adult supervision, combimeth the organization’s reputation for
hooliganism and sexual promiscuity, made pareristiehave their daughters associated with
the group because they might be considered “loosgfimoral. In some cases, the parents of
young women who joined the Komsomol refused to pl@them with necessities, resorted to
corporal punishment or even disowned their daugfiteBne Komsomolite writing for the
organization’s newspaper claimed that he had patsonitnessed five such incidents where
families beat and drove from home daughters wieal tim some way to challenge the traditional
authority of the peasant household. While in uré@as young women had the opportunity to
work outside the home and gain a measure of fishimalependence, for peasant girls this was
often not an option. Although the Party had gipeasant women property and inheritance
rights, it was difficult to exercise these righaad property continued to pass to sons, or to sons-
in-law if the daughter was an only child. Thugpmctise they remained dependent on their
family or husband’s family. This made it difficutt enter the Komsomol if the family was
opposed! In order to calm the fears of peasant families @mcourage more young women to
join the Komsomol, local cells were encourageday more attention to their needs. Some rural
cells had success establishing circles for youngerowithin the cells that focused on teaching
things like pattern-making and sewing, and thetuted a small amount of political discussion.
These circles were able to gain support amongehsanmtry, who even aided them in acquiring
sewing machines and other needed matefials.

Those young females most dedicated to the PadyrenKomsomol tried to live up to the
Party’'s image of the New Soviet Woman. She wamstrindependent, studious, secular and
socially aware, rather than preoccupied with thévgte” concerns of the honf&.Many avoided
looking feminine or taking part in “female” actis. They wore the same clothing (leather
jackets and boots) as their male comrades, anctedjenake-up and jewellery. They wanted to

study and take up careers in non-traditional field&er marriage some expressed a desire to live
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independently of their husbands and earn a safaheo own, and even gave up their children to
grandparents or institutions so they could contitadér work in the Komsomdf?®

Ironically, the attitude of male Komsomol membessvperhaps the greatest deterrent to
young women joining the League. Even the hard vaoik dedication of female activists was not
enough to convince many male Komsomolites to wetcamre young women into the
organization. One historian has pointed out th@tymale members looked upon the
Komsomol as a type of fraternity, or boys’ clubrxged by their common experiences in the Civil
War, and did not see young women as having anglere. They would not address female
Komsomol members as “comrade” and often playedtigeigokes on the outnumbered women
in their cells'™ Male activists refused to take women seriouslgamept them in positions of
authority. In her study of female members of treerisomol youth theatre, TRAM, Lynn Mally
notes that in the theatre’s plays, which duringtB20s were written by young male
Komsomolites, “the Komsomolka was never in a positf ultimate authority® Women were
often depicted as merely assistants to male lepaledsin the few instances where women were
shown to be in positions of authority, the resudswdepicted as chaotic for the group, with the
young woman unable to maintain order and discipliestored only when a male leader takes
over. Inthe TRAM organization itself, women didtrachieve leadership roles, even though
they were more strongly represented there (30-4D8teonbership) than in the general
membership of the Komsomol, and were vital to treig’s success-

The official position of the Party and Komsomolsaa work at placing more women in
positions of authority. In the countryside, wonameounted for 9% of the membership of rural
cell bureaus in January 1925; by November of tineesgear they made up 15.5% of these
bodies, and in certain areas almost 25%. Howéaerpf them reached the pinnacle of local
responsibility, the position of cell secretary. 0BR who did so were often simply figureheads,
given their positions due to pressure from the Kemasl's Central Committee. The local male
activists often tried to make things unpleasantdonale secretaries in the hopes they would quit.
Generally speaking, the Komsomol relegated youngharoto traditional roles within the group.

The one area of Komsomol work where women achisigruificant numbers of leadership roles
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was in the League’s work with the Pioneers, theroomist children’s organization. There,
women made up one-third of all Pioneer troop lesded one-quarter of all the chairman of
provincial level Pioneer burealf$. Thus, the League essentially replicated tradifidorms of
female labour such as child care and success les@et a great victory.

In the private sphere as well, male activistsrofeesisted change to traditional gender
roles. Trotsky himself stated that institutingdégquality of men and women in the Soviet
Union was a simple problem to solve, “[b]ut to @k the actual equality of man and woman
within the family [was] an infinitely more arduopsoblem . . . unless there is actual equality of
husband and wife in the family . . . we cannot &mEaiously of women’s equality in social work
or even in politics X° It was much easier to say domestic habits netledange than to
actually achieve the change. Komsomol members suggposed to form part of the enlightened
segment of the population and to set examplesh#rest of society. However, when most
Komsomol members married, they expected theiripally active wives to reduce the time they
spent with the Komsomol, or leave the group altoget These expectations, combined with the
added household duties faced after marriage, cauaag politically active young women to
give up their work outside the home. When thel tebugh, these young women were accused
of having become petit-bourgeois, an extremelyltmgudescription to apply to one in the Soviet
Union. Some female Komsomol members reacted grgrthis characterization, saying not
only that young married men had failed to changé# #xpectations of family life, but that the
Komsomol itself did not give enough attention te thfficulties facing young women who tried
to balance Komsomol work with the demands of a Bbaki'® Said one young woman, “I want
to be a productive Komsomol member . . . but escpfstom the oppression of the kitchen is
beyond my strength . . . what does the Komsomol Ab8olutely nothing. We married women
are without hope, in the dark . . . but the Komsbsteeps, leaving its members behind; if a girl
gets married there is no place for her in the Kamsd®’

What was most disturbing, and likely what did ntostause young women to avoid the
Komsomol, were the attitudes of so many of the uetggmembers toward women sexually.

Many male Komsomolites had come to view the faragyan outdated institution, one that drew
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a person’s attention away from the concerns ofrtaeses. Those who fell in love and matrried,
they felt, “succumbed to bourgeois individualist?f”At the same time, young men developed
what Komsomol Secretary Nikolai Chaplin referrechsoa “devil-may-care attitude” toward
sexual relations, expressed in slogans such ak f@amsomolets can and must satisfy his sexual
needs” and “each Komsomolka is obliged to help tirp otherwise she is a philistin€® The
results of such attitudes were detrimental to yowngen. It was not uncommon for young men
to live with or marry one girl after another anenhtaking advantage of the ease with which one
could divorce, leave them once they became pregrsetdording to one survey, 27% of young
women reported this treatment. Although Soviet law entitled women to alimony arfdld
support, it was often difficult to locate the manalved, and if he could be found, his salary was
generally too small to provide adequate supportrfoltiple women and childrefi!

Making matters worse was the pressure often planggbung women to become
involved in a sexual relationship. One young womemo entered the Komsomol filled with
enthusiasm for and dedication to the Party, reddlling sent as an inexperienced activist to
head a district women’s section. Once there, sba found herself the object of unwelcome
advances made by several Party and Komsomol dffjerecluding her superior, the district Party
Secretary. When she rejected these advancesashmfermed that they were simply practising
“the new communist way of life” and that there Wias place for bourgeois morality in the party.
The party has thrown it out the window?In many cases young women were extremely
vulnerable to these advances, particularly those wkd and worked in the countryside. They
were often alone and dependent on Soviet offiéalsheir living. The Zhenotdel received many
complaints from young women claiming that PartKomsomol officials would only aid them
in their work in return for sexual favours. At @) young women were even threatened with
expulsion from the Komsomol if they did not sleeiphviheir superiorst® Unsurprisingly, such
circumstances frightened young women away fronPéuy and the Komsomol. Despite all
these problems, it does appear that there was ggownierest among youth toward the Party and

its youth group, the Komsomol. It remains to becdssed in the next chapter whether this
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interest was a result of genuine belief in the Belsks and their ideology, or merely the result of

the perceived opportunity to benefit from theiretul



Chapter 5 - Assessing Belief Amongst Soviet Youth

Previous chapters have explored the origins o$twalist youth movement, the
Bolshevik policies that were intended to create“Mew Soviet Person” out of the country’s
youth, and the effect these efforts had on theslofeyoung people in the 1920s. Using a
selection of memoirs, diaries and interviews, fimal chapter will attempt to determine the
Bolsheviks’ degree of success in creating suppoesrong youth in the Soviet Union.
Attempting to determine the degree of belief imidgy among the Soviet population is quite
difficult. There were those among the country’siyg people who described their great hope
for, and in some cases almost unquestioning heli¢fie Soviet system; others expressed their
opposition to the regime even as youths. Manysithewhere between these two extremes,
experiencing a more complex and ambiguous reldtipnsith the Bolsheviks. Some of this
middle group who were Komsomol members and proéeadberence to the Party’'s ideology
were at the same time concerned with their cagaettiavell aware of the benefits membership in
Soviet organizations could bring. Others who reradioutside the Komsomol could still express
support for some of the Bolsheviks’ aims while otijigg others, or may have begun as believers
and then experienced disappointment and disillusent as the Party failed to meet their
expectations. This discussion will be aided byrtioze recent work of historians such as
Stephen Kotkin and Jochen Hellbeck, who have peghogw ways of understanding how the
country’s citizens developed their Soviet idengiti&Such scholars have done much to examine
whether these Soviet identities were genuinelygieceand internalized by the population, or
whether they were put on by citizens who recognthadl these identities were necessary to
successfully navigate Soviet sociétys this chapter will demonstrate, the degreehicty
young people adopted Soviet identities, and betiendghese identities, varied greatly from one
individual to the next. It is apparent, thoughattthere was at least a segment of the youth
population who took the Bolsheviks’ ideology and<#or self-transformation seriously, at least
for the time.

*kkkkkkkkk

! For a further discussion of the work recently doneSoviet identity, see chapter 1.
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Regardless of individual reactions to the Bolshevdertain commonalities emerge.
Unsurprisingly, many of those who expressed thgrosition to the Bolshevik Party came from
classes deemed by the authorities to be enemtibgs &oviet Union: the children kiilaks
(wealthy peasants), priests and the bourgeoisgethd children of supposed class enemies, these
young people found that their lives became, or iedanger of becoming, much more difficult,
in contrast to the promises of improvement theyPadde to other youth. At first such groups
were subject to lesser annoyances, like heaviatitaxthan their fellow villagers or deprivation
of voting rights. However, toward the latter pafrthe 1920s and into the 1930s, the treatment of
these groups grew increasingly harsh. Many ofelyesing people either experienced, or lived in
fear of, the break-up of their families as a resfiBolshevik policy. This was particularly true
of those from kulak households or the rural ingelfitsia. Often, the father of the family was
arrested and the rest of the family members wétréoldend for themselves. Many children
scattered, leaving their villages in an attemmdoape the stigma of their backgrounds. Keeping
their class-enemy backgrounds secret, though, wides djfficult, and several recalled that, just
as they thought they had successfully escapedtibekgrounds, they were informed on, forced
from their jobs or schools and sometimes evictethftheir living quarters and deprived of their
residence permits. Naturally, after being inforneedonce, securing subsequent jobs, living
qguarters or places in educational institutions bezaore problematic. Interviewed in the 1990s,
one woman described her circumstances and thagéefs in the same position in the 1920s and
1930s as “living under a sword of Damocles,” forefearing that their pasts would be uncovered
and their lives disrupted once again.

Memoirists who belonged to these segments of tipelpton often describe responding
to Soviet power in a purely pragmatic manner. Kmawhe turmoil that identification as a class
enemy could cause young people who had been, mdfé&ing, labeled as such went to great
lengths to assimilate as much as possible intpithietariat in order, as Sheila Fitzpatrick has
argued, to cover up their disadvantageous sodgihsrand create an optimal identity for
themselves. One young woman, whose family was dekulakizet9i29 when she was 13 years

old, told how she fled from her village to Moscoweave she tried to blend in, taking a job in a

2 Elena Dolgikh, “Under a Sword of Damocles,” anaha Dubova “Living Someone Else’s Life,” kiRevolution
of Their Own: Voices of Women in Soviet Histed. Barbara Alpern-Engel and Anastasia Posadskagderbeck
(Boulder: Westview Press, 1998)

® Fitzpatrick, Tear off the Masks



78

factory and attending its school. In order tohis,tthough, she first had to write a letter
renouncing her family. This letter was a compfetgon, as she maintained contact with them
and, once able, spent some of her earnings trgimgprove their situation, but was necessary for
her to begin a new life. Though her family was penarily reunited in Moscow, they were soon
informed on by a Komsomol girl her sister had beednends with, and the family had to flee
again. She managed to remain in Moscow and, imthduattempt to conceal her past, married a
Komsomol member, the secretary of a village sawstr Moscow who was charged with
identifying and disposing kulaks. She did not |bwa, but the marriage acted as a cover for
her?

A second young woman reported a similar experieticd 927 or 1928, at the age of 17
or 18, she was in the midst of her course at enexaccollege when a letter arrived, demanding
to know why a kulak girl was being allowed to stullgre, and she was soon expelled. She
gained admittance to another college to finishdoeirse, but only after she renounced her kulak
family. She did not, however, cut ties with henflty and because of this, her background
continued to cause her problems; she was informashoe again and fired from her first
teaching positioR. Such situations were not uncommon. The Partg@aged young people to
break with family members who did not embrace tbe order, and later would encourage them
to inform on family who expressed opposition to Baety. The iconic example of this is the
state’s campaign to make a hero out of one tedoagePavlik Morozov, who, in 1932,
denounced his father as a kulak sympathizer andalkegedly killed by family members in
return® Some young people cut themselves off from famifiglingly, but for others it was
simply a matter of survival. For those who tools tourse out of necessity, though, the
separation from loved ones was no doubt distressudgikely to produce resentment toward the
regime that forced them to take such measures.

The use of Soviet institutions to build more adagebus identities appears to have been
widespread, as the recollections of W. I. Hryshlakenabundantly clear. In 1929, while in his

mid-teens, Hryshko was a member of a school Iyegaoup that produced a leaflet expressing
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anti-Soviet and pro-Ukrainian nationalist viewsheTliterary circle was labelled a counter-
revolutionary organization and Hryshko spent siathe in jail for his part in it. After his
release he left his native village without any tghedentification and moved to the city of
Kharkov, hoping to leave his identity as a couméaelutionary son of a wealthy peasant behind
him. He took a job in a factory, became a shockceroand, when it was clear that the factory’s
Komsomol cell did not spend much effort lookingoitihe social origin of new applicants, thus
making the risk of exposure low, he acquiescetdéddtomsomol’s request that all young
workers who entered the factory school (FZU) jbie youth organizatioh.The FZU offered a
training course for skilled workers up to the a§é& and according to Hryshko most were in
his situation: they wished to continue their ediocatbut had some flaw in their past that
prevented them from entering any other educatimsaitution. Of the FZU students who joined
the Komsomol Hryshko saw two types: one that wantdg to improve their skills and find
better work in the factories, and a second for whioenFZU was a first step to higher education.
Hryshko claimed that

the pupils of the second group had a higher stdrafantelligence and, as | later
found out through being once of them, included mygowths of non-proletarian origin
who were concealing their past. For all of us,Fk#éJ, the fact of being workmen, and
our membership in the Komsomol, were merely stegslater career. As a result, we
tended to be more highly disciplined and effici¢gatlearn and work more thoroughly
than the rest and at the same time to be bettemame active Komsomol membérs.

In fact, the secretary of the school's Komsomol, @#ho was regarded as an excellent organizer
and fanatical Communist, was later revealed tdbeson of a priest who had concealed his
origin and entered the Komsomol in the hopes ofestay becoming an engineetn Hryshko'’s
opinion there were many young people like him wimapdy used Soviet institutions like the FZU
and the Komsomol to try to create new identitied achieve a better position in Soviet society.

Fictional accounts of the 1920s and 1930s als@iroothe desire of young non-believers
to build a new, Soviet identity. In Anatolii RyalKs novelChildren of the ArbatYuri Sharok,
the son of a petit bourgeois tailor is describetealng that “somehow the Revolution was

thwarting him."® He has no use for politics and the Komsomol untileeting with a lawyer
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shows him that it is possible to become wealthykivgy within the Soviet system. At that point
he joins the Komsomol and begins to make contaittspreople who might be useful to him.
Throughout, in his interactions with people Shasghown choosing his words very carefully in
an attempt to anticipate the responses peopletwishar and to ingratiate himself with those

who matter. Eventually, he is asked to becomel@dDlofficer, a position he accepts not
because he has any belief in the organization’&wothe Soviet system, but because it seems to
offer him a safe, comfortable existerféeYoung people, both real and fictional, recognitteat

the surest way to get ahead was to make others/bdahey were proletarians, and furthermore,
Bolsheviks. Understanding this, they tried to eaghat there was no reason for others to
suspect them of being anything else.

With the exception of the aforementioned Hryshkoiee in an anti-Soviet literary circle,
which he soon worked to cover up, none of thoseey@d appear to have taken part in
organized, political opposition to the Soviet regimAs demonstrated by studies on public
opinion, however, Soviet citizens did express tdecontent and disagreement with the regime
in a variety of smaller ways. Children and youegjle played pranks and told jokes, often in
imitation of the adults around them, which coulditerpreted as anti-Soviet. Schools reported
that portraits of Soviet leaders were frequentatrgf vandalism. Jokes circulated among the
student body at the expense of Soviet power; famgte “Lenin liked to wear shoes, but Stalin
prefers boots. Why? . .. Because Lenin led ushdadry, clean path, but Stalin more and more
is taking us through a swamf."It also, according to Davies, became popular ajrsiudents to
“decipher SSSR as ‘Smert Stalina spaset Rossitalit@ death will save Russia)”

Of course, not all young people who played pramkktald jokes at the expense of Soviet
leaders and their policies were necessarily oppisrafithe Party; some no doubt were simply
amusing themselves or repeating things they hdsedveere. For others though, the jokes likely
reflected their true feeling toward the Bolshevik3ne student was reported to have drawn
unflattering caricatures of Stalin and sung a sanghich Stalin was referred to as the “General
of our unhappy life** Another student asserted that in the event of‘{ifae bourgeoisie will

attack the Soviet Union, the kulaks will rise upcnuit the kolkhoz farmers to their side, and
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everyone together will take action against Sovié, because the living conditions of the
people, especially in the countryside, were sotisfaatory™ Several of his fellow students
agreed. While their opposition may not have inedha sophisticated critique of Marxism itself,
it is clear that many young people in the 1920sHIRDs were dissatisfied with their
circumstances and placed the blame for their tesyldind the troubles of others, squarely on the
Bolsheviks, whose policies separated them fronr ti@mnes and families, prevented them from
gaining their desired education and employmentgarerally caused suffering all around them.
M-

If being on the receiving end of the state’s dmaratory policies bred resentment and
opposition toward the regime, the opposite was tis® as those who found their lives improved
under Soviet power were likely to look upon theimegyfavourably. One theme repeated many
times throughout the recollections of Soviet yastthat of young people from disadvantaged
backgrounds rising (in varying degrees) from poyv&stgood positions in Soviet society.

Georgy Zhukov, who would go on to become the mekhrated Soviet military
commander of World War I, was slightly older thaost others examined for this study and
thus had a longer memory of life before the BolgkeevBorn in 1896 into an extremely poor
peasant family, he was apprenticed to a furri¢hatage of eleven. There, he and the other
apprentices often worked from 6:00 am to 11:00 pah\aere by more senior craftsmen and their
master, standard practice at the time. From a@ralciftsmen, he learned about the Bolsheviks
and their policies. Although he did not wish tghfi in World War I, feeling that since he was
not part of the elite, it was not in his interesfight for the existing regime, he was soon dihfte
into the tsar’s army, where he experienced stillemayuel treatment from those in authority over
him. As a non-commissioned officer, he began sse&ninate Bolshevik propaganda to the
soldiers under him, and shortly after the revolutio 1918, he volunteered for the Red Army
and his career began its ascEnPetro Grigorenko, the son of a Ukrainian peafsamier born in
1907, had equal cause to be grateful to the Boiktidéar his opportunities. Prior to the October

Revolution, Grigorenko had been accepted to a skgrschool in a town near his village. At
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the time of the revolution, he defended a youngslewoy from a beating by one of his
classmates, the son of a wealthy man. The nextdayrived at school to be told by the director
that he had been expelled for defending a “kik8rigorenko believed that this action was taken
under the influence of the wealthy boy and hisdattOnly in 1921, in a workers’ seven-year
school, was he able to continue his secondary ¢éidacaHe was subsequently able to attend
several institutions of higher learning and went@a successful career in the Soviet militdry.
Leonid Potyomkin was born in 1914 into an evenerdisadvantaged background. In his
diary, Potyomkin wrote of his family’s life durirthe famine of the early 1920s. Starving, he
stole flour from a mill for himself and his famignd was later sent out by his mother to beg for
alms and bread. During these times, he recaleehds mocked and scorned by those he
encountered and felt as though he was “the lowrasst insignificant of all people’® In the
early 1930s, upon meeting an aunt for the firsetimten years Potyomkin reported “. . . she
exclaimed, ‘what happiness! Who would have thoungiuk then that you would be studying at
the institute?’ She hadn’t seen through the sifelbverty to the potential in me and she hadn’t
known that personal merit is enslaved by mategglrivation.™® He continued “no, its not by
sheer chance that I'm in the institute, it's theessary consequence of the socialist revolution,
which raised us up from belov® In addition to his technical education at therSim/sk
Mining Institute, Bolshevik power also afforded YAwrnkin the opportunity for a cultural
education, which he clearly valued greatly. Hardis peppered with references to concerts, to
the ballroom dance classes he organized and témglier students, and to his writing and
participation in the institute’s literary circléfter attending a lecture on literature, he wrdtatt
“[t]he lecture nourished me with food that was sirety desired . . . deeply thirsted for,” and that
he regarded “the challenge to master culture, whaled art, to love the beautiful” as a reward for
him# Without Bolshevik power, he implies, all of thi®uld have been out of reach for
someone like him, born into extremely disadvantagemimstances. After completing his
education he worked his way from his first job d®eehole sampling worker to eventually

become vice-minister of geology of the USSR.
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It was not necessary to rise to great heightsii@erto look favourably on the regime. One
young woman, born in Moscow, described a childhiodicbf poverty and hunger in which she
was sent out to work during the summers for piffamall wages. She left school in 1918 at age
14 and as an adolescent was frequently unemplogealise she possessed no skills. After the
revolution she was able to enrol in a training seysrovided by the textile union and found
employment as a weaver. Her experiences in thierfawere positive: the foreman treated the
workers well and, she claimed, the union made ey were not exploited. She eventually
became a union activist, joined the Party and wampted to the position of foreman of the
factory’s quality control departmefft. The fact that the rise of such people was regtimodest
did not make them any less appreciative than thdsese advancement was more impressive.
The feelings of many Soviet young people were jiket¢ll represented in the words of Leonid
Brezhnev, the future leader of the Soviet Unionpwitote regarding his pre-revolutionary youth
in an industrial town “. . . | knew, like the oth&wns of the workers, that | would be going to the
mill with its leaping flames, in my father's footgts. No other fate in the settlement was
thinkable. The factory hummed loudly, remindingofistself, and | knew that this was my IGt”
Undoubtedly, many young people from the workingsland peasantry passed their youth with
the same belief. Those who had grown up in poyertywho had been treated unfairly under the
old regime naturally credited the Bolsheviks whieit new-found opportunities. In the minds of
those who benefited from Bolshevik rule, their ®8ses may have been taken as evidence that
the Party’s policies were correct and reinforcegdrthelief in the Party and its ideology.

However, it would be a mistake to say that the ssdson young people supported the
Bolsheviks was that they benefited from the pampg8cies. Itis clear in many memoirs that
numerous young people were attracted by the valieguality, community and mutual aid that
the Bolsheviks espoused, and truly believed in wayland sacrificing for the good of the whole.
One young man who went on to become a Komsomol reemtited that the teacher who first
introduced him to socialism emphasized words liked&l, gumannostthumanism),
chelovekolubidlove of man)narodnoe blagdthe good of the people)arodnoe deldthe
people’s concern)yubov’ k narodulove for the people)® Writing about his experiences in

the 1920s, another young man remembered partiguteglspirit of the Komsomol at the time.

2 Anna Balashova, “A Worker's Life,” iln The Shadow of Revoluti@43-251.
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Komsomolites, he said, tried to exercise Commupnisiciples in all aspects of their lives. If
someone had two or three good suits of clothinigaar managed to come by extra food or
cigarettes, he “kept only what was most essentidlgave the rest to his comrades. Not to share
... hot to help a comrade in need, was lookedhgsoa disgrace, as behaviour unworthy of a
Komsomol member® A young woman recalled feeling that it was a séfarthing that her
family was better off than those of her friendeging in their own apartment while others were
crowded into communal apartments. She was actredlBved to discover that her mother had to
look for extra work and pawn their winter coatsitake ends meet because it meant that they
were not so much better off after all. This conmaint to equality began early in her life when,
as a little girl in church she was told that albpke were equal, the rich were not better than the
poor and that in order to proceed to a better warh@ had to work as part of a community.
Later, in the Soviet schools and her Pioneer detacl she heard the same message, with the
exception that people working together could bailaetter world on earth. To her, the ideals of
Communism appeared to be noble andjust.

Victor Kravchenko, born in 1905, reported the samieit of community and comradeship
among his fellow Komsomolites. While working im&ne as a young man, he and other
Komsomol members formed an artel, a group that eastkgether and was paid as a unit, rather
than as individuals. The group lived togetherirtgkurns doing the household chores.
Kravchenko supposed “that a young nobleman admittedurt life under the Tsar had that same
feeling of ‘belonging™ that he did in this envirorent?” Like many others, he also expressed the
feeling of being part of something larger and morportant than himself and of being willing to
sacrifice for the good of the community. Aftemjomg the Komsomol he felt that “[n]ow life had
for me an urgency, a purpose, a new and thrillingedsion of dedication to a cause. |was one
of the elite, chosen by History to lead my couratngl the whole world out of darkness into the
socialist light . . . [m]y privileges, as one oétklect were to work harder, to distain money and

foreswear personal ambitions. | must never fotigatt| am a Comsomol [sic] first and a person

% Nikolai Lunev, “Blind Faith in a Bright Future,hiSoviet Youth31.
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second.® It was evident that he, and those like him, wgeeuinely dedicated to the ideals of
Communism.

Also evident in many memoirs is the commitmentligitsome young people to become
the New Soviet Man or Woman. As historian Jochetidéck has argued, there was an element
of the country’s population that took seriouslyle&b transform themselves into Soviet citizens.
This was evident in one of the diaries of AlexandiBnogenov, who was born in 1904, grew to
adulthood in the 1920s and rose rapidly to becomeead the country’s best-known playwrights.
In the early 1930s, however, his plays began teiveccriticism from the highest Soviet
leadership and in the purges of 1937 he was expten the Writers Union and the Communist
Party and ostracized by his former peers. Instédadaming the Soviet system or those who had
denounced him for his difficulties, Afinogenov pdalcthe blame directly on himself. He
acknowledged, both publicly and in his diary, thatcess and fame had caused him to become
lazy and complacent, and that his association egraced literary figure Leopold Averbakh
had corrupted him, caused him to degenerate amtlpediterature that was not “what the
country wanted?® Afinogenov looked at his denunciation as an opputy for self-renewal; he
wanted to purify himself and become a better Botghm hopes of being recognized again as a
member in good standing of the Soviet commutfitin his diary he wrote to himself that this
would come “but first you have to perform honestkvior the country and its best people.
These people, right now they are marching acrossS@are. The radio is transmitting their
laughter, their shouts of hurrah, their merry songght now you are not among them; that hurts
terribly. But earn the right to join them agaifi!’Afinogenov hoped to demonstrate that he was
worthy of returning to the Soviet community by wr@ a novel that would trace its protagonist’s
path through degeneration, crisis and then recodemonstrating that it was possible to remake
oneself into a new and better Soviet citiZen.

The story of Paraskeva Ivanova was not dissimilgnova joined the Komsomol as a
young woman in 1920 and soon became a candidatderevhthe Communist Party. Full of

enthusiasm, she declared that she would live Ptduty. She was sent to the country-side to

%8 |bid.
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work for the Party where she became the subjettisofinwanted attentions of her superior,
Comrade Ganov, who convinced her that only bousgglagiies were opposed to having sexual
relations outside of marriage and that under Conisnufamilies had become obsoléte.
Although Ivanova did enter into a sexual relatiopshkith Ganov (and others) she remained
uneasy with her new lifestyle and eventually dedidet to apply for full party membership.
This decision was not, however, due to the tertitdatment she experienced at the hands of
many party officials. She declared “I am ill andshleave the party. | need prolonged, serious
treatment . . . | am sick and must leave the ramksder to look around and understand, truly
understand, where we are now, so that later (Itdhysung) | can join Lenin’s — not Ganov’s -
struggle with renewed energy”Like Afinogenov, Ivanova did not blame the BolgikeParty

or the system it had created for her misfortunesghmight be some corrupt individuals within it,
but Lenin’s struggle was still a noble cause indy¥s. Her situation, she appears to have
believed, resulted from her own inadequacies aygaindike Afinogenov, she put the onus on
herself to become a better Bolshevik, to “purge’sk# of “filth” in order to enter the Party as a
worthy member.

Striving for self-perfection and purification wastdimited to members of the proletariat,
but extended to children of the bourgeoisie anelligentsia as well. Raisa Orlova, who was
born in 1918 to a bourgeois family, rememberedev@lg that there was something inadequate
about her because of her class origin. A Piorestdr once told her that, as the daughter of a
white-collar worker and member of the intelligeaishe could not possibly understand the
working-class soul. This sent fear into the yogiris heart as she wondered “[d]oes it mean
that I'm not worthy to participate in the revolutl® She thought to herself, “I'll do what's
necessary so that no trace of white-collar workéeft in me.* She was later initially refused
admittance to the Komsomol because of her claginga fact that made her miserable) but she
did not question the legitimacy of the decisiostéad convincing herself that this was the way
things should b& She had accepted the Party’s message that saithéhproletarians were the
best of the people, and that she must become ahe iof.

# paraskeva Ivanova, “Why | Do Not Belong In Thetin In The Shadow of Revolutio®l5.
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Several memoirists wrote retrospectively that theiref in Communism was so complete
and their desire to transform society so greatttigt did not think to question the Party’s
methods and would not have listened seriously yoa& who did. To Petro Grigorenko, who
had come from an impoverished peasant backgrobaddéa that proletarian rule would raise
everyone to the same level, create a society islwthiere would be no difference between city
and countryside or mental and physical labour arzlie that the needs of each member of
society was met was very exciting. In the mind&aforenko and his fellow Komsomolites the
implementation of these ideals would bring aboathhppiness of all people and thus made it a
goal worthy of considerable sacrifice, even theiae of one’s life. To them, the attainment of
universal happiness was a beneficial enough goahteant extreme measures to the point that
Grigorenko said, “we failed to ask what gave usimority of the people, the right to re-educate
the rest and to suppress those who refused to-édueated, to deny them the possibility not only
of refuting us, but even merely of disagreeing wist®’

Belief in the principles of Communism was so strangong those like Grigorenko that
they were willing to deny the rights of others with questioning the correctness of their actions.
After the fact he wrote “we believed so stronghfdammunism that we were ready to accept any
crime if it was glossed over by the last bit of ecoumist phraseology . . . confronted with
something unpleasant, we compelled ourselves teveethat it was an isolated phenomenon and
that on the whole the country’s state of affairs\sst as the party described it — in other words,

188

just as it was supposed to be according to commti@sry.” While Grigorenko and others

confessed to being aware of “crimes” and justifyingm, there were also those who claimed to
have been unaware of such things altogether. As/®attested

[i]f in 1935 a person had appeared . . . who wasageous enough to talk about the
peasants who were starving and who had been diieantheir land, about the workers

in freezing barracks who were dying from epidenaicd backbreaking labour, about the
concentration camps . . . about the falsehoodsopfgganda, no one would have believed
him, he would have been jeered and cursed . .n iemie unlikely event that he might
have managed to utter such wotds.

spite of her demonstrations of loyalty to the regiinHowever, she did not dispute the Party’s dewith consider
her a class alien and keep her out of its orgabizsitinstead trying to make herself over in thpd®of one day
being worthy to enter the Bolshevik community. lay@hukovskayaSofia PetrovngEvanston: Northwestern
University Press, 1988), 10-11, 24-25.
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For these young people, at this point in theirdijvacceptance of the regime appeared total. Even
when they did see the wrongs done by the Sovietmorent, they were unable or unwilling to
extrapolate from what they did see in order to dmfes that there was something fundamentally
wrong with the Soviet system.
S

Many young people had more complex feelings towlaedBolshevik regime. As
previously discussed, many were attracted to tiny Bg the positive ideals it advanced, and
some of those who were undoubtedly true believgpsessed misgivings about the regime when
the Party’s actions seemed to contradict the idsadsvalues to which they had initially been
attracted. Eduard Dune fought enthusiasticallg Red Guard during the Revolution, but some
of his experiences fighting in the Red Army durthg Civil War began to make him uneasy.
Toward the end of the Civil War, in response taous peasant uprisings, the army issued an
order proclaiming Red terror, giving local tribus#the right to execute rebels who refused to turn
in their weapons. Since most of the rebels fleémtine Red Army approached, local officials
often simply identified people who had at some pspoken out against the Soviets and
punished them merely for expressing disagreemBEmese measures, Dune realized, were no
different than the actions he deplored when useathéyVhite Army, and he expressed concern
about such behaviour. Though for the time beingelngained convinced that the Bolsheviks’
path was the right one for the country, he continteequestion policies that seemed to oppose
their initial promises of greater freedom and eityibr the peoplé®

In the case of Lev Kopelev, born in 1911, hisi@hitoncern occurred as the New
Economic Policy allowed some people to becomewiblte others suffered greatly. He was
further shocked by the Party’s deportation of Thkpts hero of the revolution, “like a member of
the White Guard” in 1929, as the Bolsheviks nowsetl to permit debate even within the Party.
He was drawn to the Trotskyite Opposition, whichlspout against the NEP, and became
persuaded that Stalin was a “power-hungry burediuatao was “hoodwinking the Party” and
that the bureaucratic state was exploiting the warklass.** He was arrested for distributing
pro-opposition literature, but was soon releasel] having resolved his doubts for the moment,

returned to Party work, applying to the Komsomal #aking part in the collectivization
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campaign in the Ukrainian countryside. As a Komsbmember he was charged with the task
of encouraging the peasants to turn over theiragabgrain to the state and with searching the
homes of those who did not fill their quotas fodden reserves. At the beginning of the
campaign, Kopelev was sincere in his agitation agrtbe peasantry; he believed that he was
doing his revolutionary duty by collecting graintbat the urban workers could be fed and the
industrialization drive made to succeed, and thafteasants were deliberately trying to sabotage
the Soviet government’s efforts by hoarding gra#s. time went on, though, he was more often
ashamed of the things he did in the countryside alothg with his fellow Party workers, came to
realize that the peasants were not sabotaging éne cpllection plan, but had no more grain to
give and would soon be without food for themselvissspite of this, Kopelev remained in the
Komsomol, convinced of the goodness of many oRhgy and Komsomol workers he knew
and of their sincere desire to work for the berafgociety. He hoped to discover that this was
the result of overzealousness on the part of loffiials, and not the intention of the
leadershig?

Victor Kravchenko was another young believer wivolke to the shortcomings of the
Party. Kravchenko’s father had been a revolutipipaior to 1917, although he was not
associated with any particular political party. ¥&He was initially pleased by the Bolshevik
victory, his son recalled that he soon become d&spre worrying that rule by the Bolsheviks
alone would only mean exchanging the old masterada ones and that the people would still
not be free. Kravchenko’s father discussed tHaés of the new regime with his son many
times, but the young man was soon convinced tieagttals and ideals of the Bolsheviks were
similar to those his father had worked for all lifis. Kravchenko threw himself into Komsomol
work wholeheartedly, but as he went about his dd#yhe could see many of the ills of Soviet
society: the suffering of the peasantry, the wastbe industrialization campaign and the fact
that the situation of the working class had notriomed since the revolutiol. His sentiments
toward the regime were likely reflective of theethdiscussed here, as well as many others.
When his father asked him how he could reconcgdrhiolvement in the Party with the
injustices that were evident all around them, theng man replied

| know that there are plenty of shortcomings, case® swinishness and hardship in
practical everyday life. | don’t like those thinasymore than you do. But | look at them

2 |bid., 230-235, 240-247.
43 Kravchenko] Chose Freedon?1, 37, 74-80.
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as phases that will pass. The job of turning mipiie country into a modern, industrial
socialist state is gigantic. It can’t be done withmistakes and even injustices. But |
don’t want to stand aside and criticize. | waniark honestly inside the Party, fighting
against evil and sustaining what is good . . ligve in its purposes and | want to give all
| have to make them come trife.

There were many young people who were neither agmtaf the Party’s crimes (as
Orlova claimed) or able to fully dismiss them (asg@renko has said). At the time they believed
that these crimes were excesses caused by loaalealeusness or incompetence, not what was
intended by Party leaders, and that these probtenns be overcome if people like themselves
made sincere efforts to work with the Party to @hailsocialist society. This feeling seems to
have been reinforced by the fact that all knew mstiaeound them who strove to live up to the
positive ideals that attracted them to Communischwahno worked on behalf of the regime to do
what they believed would improve the lives of tloeiatry’s people. As adults, though, all three
of these men would leave the Party and the Sownar) having been let down by the Party they
faithfully served in their youth.

Others who had mixed sentiments toward the regiere those who accepted the
Bolsheviks, participated in Soviet society, attesaptb live up to the calls for self-
transformation, and yet were never consideredSultiet citizens. Considering many of her
experiences with Bolshevik power, Vera Fleisherpwias born in 1909, might have been
expected to be an opponent of the Party. Her fathgriest, was arrested several times and
finally perished in a work camp in the 1930s, ardrother died alone because her children
feared being associated with a class alien. Fd€slelass origin was a stigma for most of her
life; she was not able to pursue the educatiomstrded and was only able to secure a place in a
teacher training school with the help of an oldether who had served in the Red Army.
Although she was an excellent educator and her measeput forward for various awards and
promotions, once her class origin was known shealveays passed over for such accolades.
While she was fully aware that the policies of 8wviet government were the cause of her
difficulties, this did not lead her to reject tharfy; in fact, she defined herself as a “commuaiist
heart.” She claimed to have been a proponent wieSmleology, felt that she had been involved
in useful work and was, overall, satisfied with hfer. At least part of Fleisher’s attraction toet

Bolsheviks was patriotic: they were striving tokadhe Soviet Union a great, powerful country
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and she, along with many of her generation, folnglgoal appealing and was willing to
sacrifice for this ainf> Fleisher’s story illustrates the fact that ong midt have to be a
beneficiary of the government’s policies in orderdentify with the regime. In W. I. Hryshko’s
opinion, the children of class enemies he knew aplyeared to embrace the Bolsheviks to
ensure themselves security or advancement. Howeiepossible that, in spite of the obstacles
placed in their way, some aspects of the Partyéndg appealed to them and they tried to find
ways to participate in Soviet society.

While Fleisher’s feelings toward the Soviet regimmained basically positive
throughout her life, others who were refused pgitton in Soviet society came to hold more
negative sentiments toward Soviet power. One gaang man was Stepan Podlubnyi, whose
family had been dekulakized in 1929 when he wageHss old. He and his mother then moved
to Moscow under forged documents claiming prolataagrigin. Podlubnyi accepted the
Bolsheviks’ position that as the child of a kuldlete was something wrong with him; he had a
“sick psychology” and needed to be re-educated alsie believed, as Soviet social scientists of
the 1920s claimed, that those like him could becamaebers of the proletariat if they

“denounced their origins and displayed proletadansciousness?®

Thus, he began to keep a
diary in which he tried to cleanse himself of hiddk past, even drawing up year-end balance
sheets to review the progress he made throughewyetr toward acquiring the characteristics of
the New Soviet Man. He also hoped the diary wawud day serve as the basis for an
autobiographical novel to show how the old classedd be reborn under the new order and also
prove that he had undergone a successful re-edacdtle joined the Komsomol, became the
leader of a shockworker brigade, and expressesfaction when he felt that his efforts to
become one of the proletariat were workihg.

At the same time, Podlubnyi became increasingtical of the regime. At first this was
difficult for him because, as historian Jochen btk writes, attempts at detaching himself from
the values of the state invariably entailed a tegamf his positive self and forced him to

e

condemn himself as a “useless,’ ‘pessimistic,” &edctionary’ person® Later, though,
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criticism of the regime became less difficult famh Podlubnyi’s kulak origins were exposed,
and he was expelled from the Komsomol and the rakistitute he attended. His mother, a
semi-illiterate peasant woman, was arrested as@Hyite, even though she, like her son, had
embraced the new order and tried to reconstruselferMany others around him experienced
similar fates, and Podlubnyi wrote of them thage'tlall are wonderful people, they are the best —
celebrated heroes of labour. One could draw ainéeyesting conclusior’® To Podlubnyi, it
seemed that they had all faithfully tried to live to the Party’s expectations, at times were
heroes, and they deserved to participate fullyani& society. When he realized that people
whom the regime had also categorized as “kulakséwalikely ever to be accepted as Soviet
citizens, he began to think the Bolsheviks’ pobomere unjust and condemned them and
Bolshevik leadership more strongly.

Finally, as Kotkin has argued, belief and disbdel®ild coexist within the same person.
Such people did not, even for a time, believe unegally in the Bolsheviks’ ideology, but they
found aspects of it that they could support. Omeng man, born into a priest’s family in 1913,
grew supportive of the regime when he became cordithat Soviet agricultural policy, by
promoting the use of scientific methods and maafingould help farmers to overcome their
poverty, and he determined to become an agrondoistlp the government implement their
policies in the countryside. His attitude towdrd tegime hardened as he witnessed both the
effects of collectivization on the countryside dhd arrest of his father. While his position
toward the government changed, he continued to a®i&k member of the Komsomol in the
struggle against illiteracy, and believed that lzs\@oing genuinely useful work. In both these
circumstances, the young man in question gaveupisat because he believed that the Soviet
government’s policies, as they were presentedng Would have a positive effect on the country
and its peoplé’

Others vacillated between belief and disbelieh&y struggled to reconcile the positive
ideals the regime promoted with their own life exxgeces. Typical of this group was the story
of Anastasyan Vairich, a Pioneer, then Komsomol reEmn Armenia in the 1920s and 1930s.
Throughout his time in these organizations Vaiuent through periods of both enthusiasm and

disappointment. His initial enthusiasm for the kvof the organizations was dampened by the
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arrest of some of his Komsomolite friends as Twgtekoppositionists in 1927. Once his shock
subsided, though, he became one of the most dttimesomol members in his college, taking
great interest in his work organizing Pioneer cartgeching illiterates and reporting for
Avantguardethe Komsomol newspaper of the Armenian SovietRbp>" This work, he

wrote, corrected his former political doubts. Ewents of 1927 “no longer appeared in quite
such dark colours . . . | came to think that thengs of that year were merely passing difficulties
in the development of the country’.”His opinion reversed when he was sent to the tegside

to help the Party collectivize the villages. Afteseries of terrible events which proved to him
that the Bolsheviks’ policies were not reflectiidlte people’s wishes, he and others authored a
satirical paper describing the events, for whickytivere put on trial. Luckily, the trial took
place just prior to the publication of Stalin’s DA&rticle “Dizzy From Success,” so their
sentences were light; most received only a reprimdarhis article, in which Stalin (unfairly)
blamed the problems with collectivization on the&id@ons of local officials, Vairich said,
calmed their fears, and he again went to work tzi#fst.”®® He continued this pattern and
gradually drifted away from the Komsomol. Whileck young people perhaps wanted to
believe in what the Bolsheviks were promoting awlKotkin has said, to think that the troubles
they encountered in everyday life contributed tme@reater good, this became more difficult as
they encountered the more brutal aspects of theeB@gime, and they could no longer believe.
The conflicted sentiments of many young people @estdemonstrates just how genuine the
belief was among those young people who had emthiamamunism in the 1920s and 1930s
and later came to see that it was not what theyelxpdcted. As one young man put it, “I
dedicated my youth to the search for truth, begret that | did not search where it was to be
found.”™ They had come to their beliefs because they dersil the goals of communism to be
positive. In the final analysis of his youth, dnemer Komsomolite, who during World War Il
became a member of General Vlasov’'s army — Sovigbpers of war who agreed to fight
against the USSR for the Germans - wrote that &femuch of which | cannot approve in what

| had had to do, but | cannot reproach myself fgrymars in the Komsomol. They were years of
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unclouded faith in a great future and years of ghultardour. In all probability, if | had the

chance of living my life over again, | would choqeecisely the same coursg.”
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Conclusion

In the 1920s the Bolshevik Party began its ruléambitious plans not only for political
and economic change, but for social change as weduably, this was the most important aim
of the Revolution, for, as one sympathetic youngn@za observer noted “of what use are all the
Socialist factories and ‘kolkos’ in the world ifdi are not operated by Socialist men and
women? There was no necessity to sacrifice maliohhuman beings solely in order to
mechanise the country; the sacrifice will only haeen not in vain if a better human being is the
outcome.* Bolshevik leaders had high hopes that the mgjofithe population would embrace
the Communist values and identity they promotedjqadarly those young enough to grow up
under the influence of the Party. Most importarttlys “better human being” would grow up
with a collectivist worldview: he or she would Wéling to forego rewards or satisfaction in
order to contribute to the betterment of society anght not try to distinguish themselves from
their peers through their appearance or behavidbe Party also aimed to create a person who
was well-educated and cultured, an effort thatomby involved sending more members of the
lower classes through higher education and expdhiem to high culture (theatre, museums and
classical music, as opposed to western films, daatle and the foxtrot), but also included
attempts to direct manners, dress, personal hygiedenorals.

The Party’s efforts to exercise control over thardoy’s youth and propagandize among
them increased throughout the 1920s. The Komsontoth had envisioned itself as a
somewhat autonomous partner of the Party, fourtdhtibae and more it was issued marching
orders and expected to fulfill the Party’s demandbout question. The school system was
restructured, and both institutions were expandextder to reach greater numbers of young
people. As demonstrated here, however, this whalmays a one-way street in which the Party
made pronouncements that were accepted uncritigatlycarried out perfectly by those on the
receiving end. When the Party wished to implenpatities regarding the Komsomol, school
system and, especially, individuals’ behaviours l#edtyles, it often drew the ire of young

people, not only from those who never expressedatifor the Bolsheviks and who at times

1 Mehnert,Youth in Soviet Russia, 11.
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showed a preference for western entertainmentifastes, but also from those who strongly
supported the Party and desired more radical chignagethe Party had implemented.

Any attempt to make an assessment of the degeeppbrt for, and belief in, the
Bolshevik program is filled with difficulties. TH€omsomol grew steadily from just under
3, 000, 000 in 1930 to a membership of 18, 000,tB68ughout the USSR in 1953, the year of
Stalin’s deatHf. However, even if one considers these numbergascantage of the youth
population, an accurate picture of the amount ppsut for the Party is not necessarily gained.
As has been discussed here, behaving outwardhoagth one was a loyal Bolshevik was not
always indicative of true feelings. Some of thadg® joined the Komsomol (and the Party) did
so only in order to advance their positions in stycor protect themselves by covering up “bad”
social origins. On the other hand, some of those eNd not take steps to join these
organizations, or who were refused admittance deélared themselves to be proponents of the
Party. It was also possible for individuals to ilate between belief and non-belief, or to be
committed to certain aspects of the Bolshevik paogffor example, social welfare policies)
while disagreeing with others.

Much of the evidence presented in this attemptvestigate belief in the Soviet system
among youth in the regime’s early years has besadan the memoirs of those who grew up
during this time. Questions are always asked aBoutet memoirists and the reliability of their
writings: to what extent did those writing in tBeviet Union downplay or omit the negative
aspects of Soviet society while emphasizing thbaewere positive, and to what extent did those
writing in the west for western audiences do thverse? A segment of the memoirists from both
groups, regardless of how they came to view themedgter in life, recalled that in the early
years of the Soviet Union they felt a genuine @xoint about the regime and a hope that it
would improve the lives of the country’s peopleamy recalled their own willingness to make
sacrifices for the good of the whole and theirigude to the Party for offering them a wider
range of opportunities in their lives. It is alworth noting that numerous young people, whether
they were true proponents of Bolshevism or onlypsufers of selective policies, came to oppose
the regime because it failed to live up to its ademnls. Some of those who came to be

opponents of the government did not (at least imately) reject Leninism; they opposed the

2 Fisher Pattern for Soviet Youti#09.
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government on the grounds that it had pervertednigteachings. This signals that there were
those who took the Party’s ideals seriously, wiealtto live up to them and were disappointed
when they were not upheld by those in power. Asld¢o a degree, then, the Party had success in
its work among youth, although in many cases pexlitap more accurate to call them socialists,

rather than Bolsheviks.

% During the 1920s this manifested itself in theiast young people took in the so-called Trotsk@igosition and
various other groups. At the end of the 1940s,shitiment was expressed by a group of high setmablniversity
students arrested and tried after they formed dengnound organization that was accused of plotigjnst the
Soviet government. In her memoirs one memberisffitoup, sentenced at the age of 18 to 25 yeaheiGULAG,
wrote that in the camps she met other young pesiptehad been members of underground organizatishs.
recalled that “almost all of them were supportdrthe ideas upon which the Soviet state had onea Fiemed. It
was only within these limits that they thirsted jiastice, and Marx and Lenin remained their indestible gods.”
Like herself, they simply wanted the Soviet Uniorite up to its own founding principles. Alla Tamov,Where
We Buried the SuEdmonton, NeWest Press, 1999), 113.
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