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THE CONTINUITY OF STALIN'S AGRARIAN POLICY. (Forecast of the development o\t a re-
organizational process in kolkhoz villages after Stalin's death).

A description of thc political iuterests, plans, and programs of the personalities . T
represcnting power in the Soviet Union after Stalin's death is undoubtedly impmant i RN
for an \mderstanding of the foreign and dom.est:?c policies of the Soviet Goverzment. i
2. One must bear in mind however, that, as it vas in Stalin's time, so 1is it now, under o

the "dictatorship of the collegium" which hag come into being in the USER. The . L
opinions and programs of the irdividuals in pc’.er in no way determine the 5enersl

political line of th@ Communist Party and of the Soviet Government, but, as 'a rule,
only reflect it. \

|

3. Therefore, the facts concerning past and presen\t activities of the present ELVie‘t : !
"collegium of dictators”, although not important in themselves, can, however), serve P Co
either as confirmation of the continuity of Btalin s policy, or as evidence of a '
radical change of the political course.

\ | .

| ‘ '

L, In the sphere of foreign policy not a single esgentisl fact has yet come to light, ' Lo
which might indicate a renouncement by the "orphaned" dictatorship of the old plsns ‘ i
of' aggrossion. !

5. The Kremlin's internal policy 1s subservient, a.s in the past, to the a.ggrenuive 5 } :
plans of the Communist dictatorship. A classical confirnation of this ere the words . :

0
}
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which Malenkov pronounced over Stalin's bier. "A poweriul Soviet State", said MNalenkov, ﬂ
"is the most important brerequisite for the building of communism in our country®™. As ===
is known from previous works as well as the last works of Stalin, The Economic Problems W

Of Bocialism in UBBR, Btalin 1links the building of communism in its ¢ orm
to the 'Eitbering' of the State. It is quite obvious, that Stalin's brand of socialism .

can be built only in one country.. But the "withering® of the State is unthinkadble '
as long as the Soviet Union finds itself in a state of "capitalist encirclement® and as o
long as this encirclement has not been destroyed. In other words, communism in the
USSR can be achieved only on condition that the totalitarien power oi the Kremlin is
freed from the limitations of State boundaries.

6. In these immutable aggressive aims lies the hereditery nature of Communism, which
directs the intcrnal policy of tihe post-Stelin Kremlin toward strengthening every
aspect of w1ts power -- the military and economic potential of the Soviet State.

T. We sce that the "dictatorship of the collegiun" officially declared its loyalty to
Stalin's legacy and confirmed this loyalty by a series of subsequent declarations by
the Soviet "leaders" and the rress. More than that, this "declaration of loyalty® 1is

confirmed also in deed; facts speak for it.

DMAGINED DIFFEPENCES LETWEEN KHRUSHCHEV AND ANDREYEV

8. This is also quite true or the policy in the agricultural {ield, which is leading to
fundamental social and economic transformations. .

9. In oréazr to establish the continuity of Stalin's internal. policy, it is important to
avte thut the Soviet agrarian program, resulting from Stalin's Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USSR and the decisions of the 19th Party Congress, ties organi
iuto one unbreakable chain the measures carried out under Stalin and those which are
being put into practice arter his death. All the important measures intreoduced in agri-
culture under S8talin were preparations for the fulfillment of the program which has been

accepted and 1s being carried out now by his 3uecessorc.

grarian program, who had been active in the practical
preparations for its rvalization, is Nikita 8ergeyevich Khrushchev., The continuation X
o Stalin's policy arter his death 1is aspured all the more by the fact that it ig
Precisely Khrushchev who now occupies Stulin's titular place in the Purty.

10. One of the executors of Stalin's a

1. Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchev from the latter'e pre-World War II activities in
the capacity or Secretary of the Cuntral Committee or the Ukrainian Communist Party
25X1 in Kiev. A counsiderable part of his activities concerned agricultural affaivs and
showed his competence in that rield. Among the workers of the Narkomzem (People's
Comnissariat of Agriculture) Ukrainisn 8SR, the opinion prevailed that, in the
Politburo Khrushchev was considercad an expert in agricultural affairs and that for
that reason Stalin ususlly assigned to him the preparation of fmportant government

decisions in regard to agriculture.

12. This opinion was founded ou tue fact that Khrushchev, in nis capacity of Secretary of
the Central Committee or ine Ukrainian Communist Party, took a personal interest 4in the
Production and organization or agriculture. He often visited kolkhozes and called
on the specialists of the Narkomzem for a study of numerous problems and the prepara-
tion of new measurcs, which were afterwards approved in a joint ducree by the ‘Soviet .
ol Pcople's Commissars USSR and the Central Committee of the Commmunist Party. Within -
the 1imits of the general Party liue, Kbrushchev snowed himself to be "a reformer" in

the agricultural rield.

the introduction in the kolkhozes and sovkhozes of the

for overfulfillment of plans for crop raising and cattle
refornatory" measures. The e.itra pay for

ced on Khrushchev's initiative and i
lal basis, in the Ukrainian

13. In the pre-World War II period,
Ukraine of a system of extra pay
breeding constituted onre o. the inportant *
kolkhoz men and sovkhoz workers was introdu
insistence, but it was Tirst put into practice, on a tr

Republic alone.
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i kolkhozes (the resettlement of kolkhoz wen, Tirst known under the name of the cou-
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The extra pay coasicts in ine fact thet a certain percentage ol the yield in crops and
livestock, produced by a Lrigade in excess of the plan, is distributed wmong the kolkhoz
men or tk)mt particular brigade. (This principle is applied to all brauches af agri-
culture. :

The basic pay in kind received by the koikhoz men for workdeys is extremely low.
Therefore, the possibility of receiving extra pay undoubtedly created a stimulus for
the increase in crops and cattle breeding, providing a material motive for kolkhoz
men and kolkhoz labor to exceed tne plan. ' : )

The results of the extra-pay system being poeitive, the system was extended to ciher
republics. At the present +ime, it is applied everywhere in the Soviet Union, with
additions or deductions of work-days depending on the crops.

On the basis of thec work done by Khrushchev in prewar years, he was assigned the
preparation of the redolution of the Soviet Government and or the Central Committee

of the Communist Party concerning the change in delivery [z'a.gotovitel'nyygf prices

for sugar beets, one of the leading cultures in Ukrainian agriculture. For that
purpose Knrushchev created a commission consisting of speclalists of the Narkcmzem,
who secretly studied the question of whether or not the production of sugar beets in
kolkhozes was profitable. Since the delivery prices were low, the mere cultivation

of sugar beets -- a culturc requiring a lot of labor -- kept the kolkhozes on & low
level of economic.development. Moreover, it decreased the value of a work-day and
thus increased the difficulty of including the work of kolkhoz men into the “communal ®
production of kolkhozes. Inasmuch as the reising of beets (as, for that matter,

the cultivation of many other cultures) was unprotitable for the kolkhozes, the
agronomic personnel was roroildden to study its profit-yielding capacity. Only the
gsecret commission, which had received & special assigoment from the: Central Committee
of the Party (from Khrushchev) had the right to collect and process the necessary data

with impunity. Khrushchev used this rneterial as a basis for his draft of the decree -

concerning changes in payments to kolkhoz men for beets, which was subsequently approved
by the USSR govermment. (Delivery prices were increased).

Khrushchev closcly followed also the work of the agricultural scientific and research
institutes and utiended tests of new models of agriculturel machinery.

. kolkhozes. Thus,

The editorisls 4in tne Kiev newspapers .at that time -- Sovetskaya Ukraina (in Russian)
and Komunist (in Ukrainisn) -- on agricultural subjects were often printed at

¢ Khrushchev's personal instructions. Frequently he elso reviewed them himself.

Just as before World Wor II the Ukrunine, where Khrushchev vas Stalin's deputy, served asan
experimental Tield for testing the system or extra pay, 60 after the war the Moscow
Otlast, where Khrushchev was transferred at_the end or 1949, served as the first
experimental region ror the consolidation Lor t:)n.l_arge:nengf9 of the kolkhozes. Already
these two similar facts speak of Khrushcnev's "reformatory" role in carrying out

. Btalin's agrarian policy. In the comsolldation of kolkhozes, which was acconplisbed

in 1950, Khrushchev played the part of a leader and prime mover. His article entitled
“Questions Concerning the Orzanizational and Economic Consolidation of the Kelkhozes®
in Pravda of 25 Apr 50, 708 the Tirst signal for the universal cousolidation of

the importance of Khrushchev's contribution to the prepara't?ion of
this measure, which represents an inseparable link in Stalin's agrarian program, cannot

. be doubted.

The reorganizetion of rural papuwlatcd places, connecied with the comsolidation of

struction of "agrogorods"), was unother inseparable link in the implementation of this

program, as well as its logical consequence. This resetilement, having for its
{ purpose tie deprivation of kollkhoz men of their individual land plots, and representing

one of the means of their -proletarianization, is part and parcel of Stalin's program
of placing the kolkhozes under the jurisdiction of the S8tate. The leader and practical

| organizer of the resetilemcnt campaign, which wes under way in 1950-1951 was also
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Khruspchey, and ihe Moscow Oblast was again chosen for the oxperiment. L oo e

]

22. Alveady at the plenary session of the Noscow| Committee of VKP (), which took pla‘:.ce 3 )
on 20-22 Dec 50, after a lengthy speech by Khrushchev, & resolution wag adopted conoern- 3 .
ing the resettlement. excerpts from which were Published in Moskovskaye Pravda on 6 Jan i
51. 7o prove how great a part Khrushehev pleja.yed in the passage of that measure, ]I i e
must draw your attention to the speech he ma.gi.e on 18 Jan 51 at a coni'erence, called
at his initiative, on the building and organization oi kolknwzes in the Moscow Oblast
(Sotsiulisticheskoye Zemledelive /Socislist Agriculture/, 4 Mar 51.) “

|
23. However, tiw reasons given below forced the Kremlirn LO Sl nder wle z-csettlement} begun
under ohe divection or Km:u.sixc‘nev, as premature ana, vonsouuently, to suspend it
Evideutly, the OFpositiol wo the immediate implemeniat:ion of' the resettlement x;laim:,
advocated by Knrusichev, within tie Part leadersbip led to the deej, |

i

|
sion of the | !
central organs that ihe measure was premature. The specch of the secretary :of the :
Armenian Communist Party, Arutyunov, for instpece, snould oe considered a menifestation :
of this opposition. In t.is speech at a Party| congress in that republic, Arutyunoy :
spoke of the funtascic plans of resettlement that some of the prominent members of !
the Party were nurturing (Kommunist, 20 Mar 52, Ercvun). No doubt Arutyunov's speech I
was directed against Khrustichev who attz:mpted{ to launch an immediate and large-scale
campalgn of resettlement. Anong otier reasons, the opposition was undoubtedly }
stimulated by the fear thatl the resistance oflthe kolkhoz men to resettlement, which
was manifest frow the very beginning, might aggravate the situation in the kolkhoz
villages, intensiry the struggle, and distract the attention Trom the fulfillment|of
the production goals of the current Five-Year Plan. In the event of prepa,ratione‘for
& war, this might have & very paiurul eifect on the accumuwlation of supplies of raw
materials and provisions. ! ‘

2k, However, although the Kremlin was obliged to renounce temporarily the plan of
imnediate resettlement of kolkhoz men and the ensuing reorganization of villages into
"kolkhoz scttlements™, the project was by no m\‘ea ng ebendened.  Spoaking on this subject
ai the 1lytn Party Congress, Malenkov pointed obt thac at the present time the primary i
objective was the creation of "a material ba.se| of Communism", 1 g, the fulfillment by o
the koulkhozes of their production tasks. Mnlepkov's pPrououncemnts in his-report W H !
the congress are proof that the regettlement will e resumed, but that, accordiug F.o R
his statement, this can be done only on the pasis of a well developed kolkhoz . economy.
Therefore, iu spite of the declured opposition|and the respite won, Khrushchev's plans
can in no way be considered as u . "deviation" from the general Party line in
agriculture. His activities represcnted s devélopment of tnac policy. He only tried.
to speed up the achlevemant of its goal -withouy taking into consideration the,’act[th&t ;
the time for it was not yet ripe, and, therefore, hic plans were not completed.- however, i
since the aim or Soviet policy in agriculture <= the proletarianization of kolkhoz‘men .
and the incorporation of the kolkhozes in the State apparatus -- has not altered, the .
resettlement will be resumed. when the time Lfor it ds considered ripe. | '

|

25. In like manner, the development of “"squads" (s ;f'onn ¢f labor organization in the |
kolkhozes) in the field of grain production, condemned by Pravda, cannot be consida‘red. }
a "deviation" from the gencral Purty line or manifestation of & struggle smong various I
tendencies in agricultural policy. 1In an edito;ria.'l. entitled ."Against Misconceptions %
in the Organizetion or Labor in Kolkhozes", Pravda vehemeuntly condemned, on instructions \
from the Politburo, the practice of cllocating grain cultures to "squads". There \ e,
can be no doubt that such a direct order hed beén issued by the Politburo, since thg P
article in Pravda or 19 Feb 50 poinrted directly|at Andreyev, a member of the FPolitburo i ~
of the Central Committee ol VKP(b), who in 194G headed the so-called Council on Kolxhoz
Atrfairs at the Council of Ministers USSR, as bei‘.ug responsible for the permitted errors.
Without such a directive, en attack of this naturc ou a member of the Politburo, which
directed kolkhoz policies even hefore Worid War| II, would be inconceivable. }

26. In connection with the above: -mentioned article in Pravda and the subsequent "repenti‘m'ce" v -
of Andreyev (customary in such cases), two erroncous infevenccs were made by experts !
on Soviet affairs: a) than “Andreyev's policy" had led the “communal economy of the ;
kolkhozes not forward to higher forms of collcct‘ivizatiun, put. backward; that, instead i

-

~
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27. Both opinions are quite erroncous. The first opinion* 15 vased on the fact that Lndreyw,

28.

30.

31.
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of developing the spirit of collectivizetion among the kolkhoz men, 1t furthered '\the:lr 7
individual intercsts; and, that hLis policy thus ran counter to the general Party policies N
in agriculture. b) that Andreyev'’'s reliance on small "aquads was in conflict, as "
it were, with gKhrushchev's kolkhoz “megalomania”, and tonat a silent struggle over\th:.n
question had been waged between them, which ended in & triumph for Khxushchev, who -
carried out the consolidation of kolkhozes. "

even before World Waxr II had been known to be against the kolkhoz "megalomenia
and to favor a forming or groups_of workers within kolkhozes -- preferably, ema.ll\
"squads'". To prove the point, Lthose who maintain this vieg]’ refer to Andreyev's
speech at the 18th Party congress in February 1939. Ai that congitess Andreyev, indeed,
made the following statements.

"The practice of wage levelling and de-individuelizatvion of labor in the
large brigades is the main obstacle to a further rise in the productivity

of labor in the kolkhozes ..... It is necessary to clizminate thesa elements
of wage levelling and de-individualization of labor ..... The wore individual
the work in the kolkhozes, whether in the form of 'squads' or individual . !
kolktoz men, and the greater the material inceative attached to it, the higher
is the productivity both in (rops and cattle breeding."

Andreyev spoke in favor of the "squads' et a conlercuce of Siberian "progressists"” in
the town of Novosibirsk held in 1940. Pravds pointed out that his speech represented
Ya call for the universal establishment of 'squads' in the Siberian grain econonw".‘\ ’

Later, the "squad'system of labor organization was couf irmed by the following
"legislation™:

|

(a) The Government Decree of Jauuary lohl. 1

(b) The Decree of the Plenary Rfesaion of the TeX VAF(v) or February 1o47.
(see Pravda of 28 Feb L47). . \

(c) The Decree of wthe Council of Ministers USSR of 19 Apr 1gh8. ]

In examining "Andreyev's policy”, it should be poiunted out first of all that the

introduction of the squad system of labor orgenization would not be contrary at all |

to Khrushchev's “megalomania” . Tic squad sysvem being 2 form of ilntrakolkhoz organiga-

tion of labor, could be adopted in small as well as large kolkhozes. Noreoever, even

while opposing "megaloumauis', Andreyev was never guilty of "deviation” from the ‘

general Party line. During a certain period of development of this general line”, not

only Andreyev but Stalin himself and, of course, Knrushchev, were against “megalomania“.

As 1is known, already in the initial period of collectivization there developed a ]

teadency to create "giant kolkhozes'. However. in that period, in the absence of |

the necessary techbnology and electric power supply, "megalomania’ was defined as the | :

"pending over vackwards" on the part of collectivizers of lower ranks. Stalin wrote as ’

early ae 1930 that, in the absence o1 a sutficient number of tractors and a corps .

of experienced imstructors in kolkhozes, -he time was not ripe for creating "giante”

vhich have no ecomomic roots in the village. "At this time", wrote Stalin in 1930, |

"the attention of the workers must be concentrated on the organization and economic \

work of the kolkhozes in smsller and larger villages. When this work has been i :

successfully accomplished, the 'giants" will appear of their own accord. '

Towards the end of the first postwar Five-Year Plan the time was considered ripe for -
the consolidation of the kolknozes, and in 1950, 244 thousand small kolkhozes became
97 thousand "gilants". Krushchev brought this change about. But Andreyev worked I,
together with Ehrushchev on the preparations for this reform. Andreyev's statemenis \
‘ 3

* B T Nikolayevekly, "New Campaign sgainst Villages in UBSR", Novyy Zhurnal No 24,1352
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with referznce to the matcriui incentive for kolklioz men and the introduction (at
Khrushchev's initiative) of the system of extra pay in the kolkliozes, appear to be in
ﬁomplete accord. MNot only Andreyev, but also Khrushchev, without deviating from the
"generel 1ine", followed a path which, in its own way, was oriented toward the interests
of individual kclkhoz men. One should not forget that the purpose was to create in the
kolkhoz men a material interest in the cause of “communal production", ie that this
was one of the measures for the "organizatiounal and economic strengthening" of the
kolkhozes. Both Andreyev and\Khrushchev worked in harmony in order to carry out the
policy. of the Politburo which |lwas single in its purpose. It is obvious, that there
could have been no conflict on that ground between the twe of them.

As stated above, the squad sygtem of 1abor organization serves as one of tha measurss
for the "organizational and economic strengthening" of the kolkhozes, both small and
large in equal measure. The system wes applied widely ir the Ukraine, where Khrushchev
was secretary of the TsK ‘IICP(ﬂ). It is being vigorously introduced at present in the
consolidated kolkhozes. The sttem, as such, ol squads witnin brigades, was not
invalidated, as some authors think. Only after the appearance of the editorial in Pravda
end Andreyev's subsequent “retraction” was the practice oi essigning grain cultures

to the "squads' abolished. +is preciscly against this practice that the criticism
was levelled. However, the "squods " will be used for a long time in the cultivation

of crops requiring o greut deall of manual labor -- in fact, so loug as the cultivation
of these crops is not fully mechanized.

In order to understasd rully the sitwetion, one must take into account the conditions

- | N
which force the Sovicr goverustnt Lo apply widely the brigede -- squad system. .,
As is well known i1 tue arcas pceeupied by the Germens, even when the latter attempted
to preserve the kolkhozes in order to "wriag" frow them agricultural produce, the
peasants,. more often Lnan nan,‘arbitturily divided wmong themselves the kolkhoz land,

equipment., remaining livesctock), and even the kolkpoz buildings, and reestablished as

far as possible individuel homesteads. On the otier hand, during World War II peasants were
full of hopes that the kolkhozés would be abolished, because the Soviet authorities
themselves, in order to sustaifn the will to victory, uurtured those hopes by spreading
false rumors. After the war, & speciel decree o' the Council of Ministers USSR and of

the Certral Committece of the: VKP(b), entitled "Measures Apainst the Violations of the

" Regulations of the Apgricultural Artel in the Kolkhozes" und a nucber of severe penalties

(Pravda, 19 Sep 46) were required to salceguard the kolhkiozes. According to Pravda,

those penalties were cdministered in order 1o halt the pructice of kolkhoz men leading
to the weakening of the communsl principle in tihe kolkhozes and to protect the "communal®
economy of the xolkhozes again t any encroachments. ALl governmental organs were R
alerted in order to deliver "the erushing blow to the suil-kdlkhoz practices of grabiing .
the communal kolkhoz lands and [plundering the kolkhoz propirty". (Sotsislisticheskoye
Zemledeliye, 19 Sep 50). Such‘measurcs were necessary ot only in the arees previously
occupied by the Germans or directly touchcd by tha war tun algo in all the other regions
of the Soviet Union. |

Already at the beginning of the postwar period, the Soviet Government realized that 4t
was impossible to kill in peasnnts the desire for free work outside of Lhe kolkhozes, to
exterminate this tendency which became especially apparent alter the war, and to surmount
the fullblown crisis of the kolkhoz system by sheer administrative pressure. The govern-
ment's persistent practice of rpbbing ithe kolkhozes compelled the kolkhoz man to rivet
his principal attention and to concentrate his main efforts on his individual plot and

on his private nomestead.

Only through new and more effeckive methods of compulsion wes it possible, in the
opinion of the government, to draw the kolkhoz men into "communal® produclion and to
increase their contribution in labor to an extent which ensured reestablishment and
further development of production. Among these measures was the reintroduction of the
squad system, which had been 1n1practice before the war and which vinds the kolkhoz' men
from the inside, compelling them to more intensive labor in the kolkhozes.

Fulfillment of the postwar Five-Year Plan turned out to he all the more difficult because,
after the war, the kolkhozes suffered from an especially acute shortage ol manpower, Which
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was aggravated by the low laber disciplin‘e. To compensute for the shortage of manpower g

and thus to enaure, at any cost, the recéipt of the produce needed by the State, the
authorities introduced new and higher work norms. This measure » however, did not ,'1
increa~e the niggardly income of the kolkhoz men.

38. Uuder these conditicns it was especially dmportant to bind tne kolkhoz mAn to the
land, which was possible only by making him responsible for the size of tae crops in
a definite area. This was achieved by :Ln‘troducing in the kolkhozes the squad system
of lebor organization aprd by streugthening the production ovrigade as a basic production
unit. The formation of squads within the | production brigades was "recommended" to

the kolkhozes,

39. To that end, the government ordered the kolkhoz administirations to assign to every field
crop brigade a piece of land (for no less |a period than is necessary for the growing

of a crop) and a hay field, as well as drarft animals, agricultural machinery, means

of trensport, and the necessary buildings. ‘Fluidity"” among brigades was not to be |
tolerated. The brigade personnel was tohje_ increased through cuts in administrative C
and service personnel. Special efforts were to be made to strengthen the squads
already existing within the brigades and tjo create new ones, and to assign the latter,
in accordance with the decision of the TsK Plenary Session of February 1947, certain
Plots of land rfor raw erops, industrial crops, vegetable cultures, and seeds, and,
where possible, main cultures. |

Lo. In this menner dircet responsikility was p).aced on the brigades and squads for an
carly and nigh-quality cwltivation of the plots allotted to thes., on which, the size
of the crop depecnds. Along with this, & system of material ﬁ_"')finea and revards vas
algo introduced. Pirst of all, the system|of extra pay 1n ki for exceeding the set
norms of productivity in crops and cattle breeding, introduced before World War II at
Khrushchev's initiative, was prescrved, .\V.dreover, in accordance with the resolution
or the Qouncil of Ministers USSR "Concerning Measures for the Improvement or Organization,
Inerense in Producliviiy, and Regulation ozi‘ Pay ror Work in Kolkhozes", of 19 Apr 48,
surplc nentary additions and deductions of x."ork—days, depending on the crops, were
introduced. This resolutllon wac taken intq consideration by the February 1947 plenary
session of the Central Comaittee of the Par‘t:/ in reacning its decision. The preparation
of ithe resolution i3 attributed Lo Andrcyevi, which is completely in accord with the .
facts of the mutter, since Andreyev was the‘ head of the Couuncil of Kolkhoz Affairs
in the Council of Ministcrs USSR aund suci: preparation wus his direct Tesponsidility.
It 18 the deductions o work-deys that rupre;zsent the system of material fines which
is widely applied in the kolkhozes as a weagure of compulsion to greater effort and
the maintepance of high-standards of periormance. The fines, as we .shall gee from
the following, usually exceed the rewards which consist of additions of work-days..

ki, 1n Practice, material Tinss aud rewards arc‘calculuted. or: the basis of the crops
harvested by eacii brigade and by ¢ach squed |within the brigade. From the very
beginning of their work on thec vlots assigned to them the kolkhoz men know that the
higher their crop yield, the better the ra.y;j and if the yield is below the planned oornm,
a fine will be imposed. According to the above-mentioned government decree of 19 Fedb

), & brigade which has vxceeded the estrblished norm in a given crop is credited with

one rercent of the totzl number of ’-:ork-days: spent on the crop for each percent of
the eicess obtained. Aand conversely, a brigade which has not fulfilled the Plen is fined
one percent (but no norsc than 25 percent) of} the work-days Tor each percert of the

unfulfilled quote. ‘
-”-

k2. At the same tiwe, disciplinary weasures for Iviolatiou:\ af the law fixing the increased
obligatory minimum of work-days Degen to be applied more strictly.

k3., A similar Bystem or 'ines and rewards, depending on Lhe crop yield, was established
else for the syueds within brigades. Thls ndcessitated a systam of computation :
based on a vreakdown of the crop in terms of |separate cperations (in case of grain
cultures, separatc tireshing results for each squad). Thus, with the creation of
squads, "de-individvs)ization' within brigo.dc.?s not only ror the land but also for
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the crop, is finally elimipated, and the personal responsibility of the kolkhcz men
for the size of the crop ls increased. ’

L4h. The squad mast, through its own efforts, complete all the operations on the plots assigned
to 1it, except those which require the use of complex machinery and the cooperative
effort of a great number of kolkhoz men. At the same time, an entire squad or its
individual members may bpe assigned by a brigade leader to do work elsewhere, outgide
the plot of the squad. In accordance with the regulation of 19 Apr 48, the kolkhozes
were "sdvised" to maintain a permanent sguad personnel, not only during the year but
also for a longer period of time. The Tields intended for spring crops are assigned

to the squads before the sutumn ploughing; those for wimter crops, before the ploughing
of the summer fallow. A squad must complete the entire cycle of operations on & given
plot und carry rfull responsibility for the crops raised om it. )

L5. EBvery kolkhoz man was thus made responsible materizlly for the results of the colleccive

labor of o brigade as z whole and each squad in particular.

46, The aims of the govermment in introducing the squad system of labor organization are

thus clearly defined. By meking every kolkhoz man responsitle for the pize of the

crops and, still more, by subjecting him to the pressure of the system of fines and
rewards, the authorities endeavored to achieve, with the help of the squad aystem,

the followinz results:

First, to- compel the kolknoz wen, members of a squad, to take a personal
interest in the guality or ploughing on the plot assigned to the squad; to
carry out thL. operations connected with snow retention; to collect and
transport fertilizers; to till the land on their plots more thoroughly;
and to look al'ter the crops until the time of the hervest.

Second, by introducing mutunl responsibility for the crops, to force the
kolkhoz men to watch closely the pevrlormance of ovber fellow members of

the squad or the hrigade (because, under such conditions, an individual

kolrhoz mon can.avoid fines and recceive full pay for the total aumber. of | . . -«
actual work-days only in the event that the quota assigned to the squad and '
the bhrigade ws & whol: has been met). ,

Third, to provide help ror the brigade leader by creating squad leeders.
from amon. the kolkhoz men themselves, who would ect as supervisovns; they
are responsible for the work of the squad as a whaole and are thus forced

to do theilr dunty, viz; to see to it that the estarlished order af the

working day is observed; to check the work of every member of the squad; to..
ensure fulfillment of the norm and good quality ol work.

Fourth, te cnsuare the maintenance of accurate work records of every individual
kolkhoz mar, nnd thereby create the conditions for the introduction of the
small-grovp and individusl plece-work system.

Accerdingly, the purpose ol the introduction of the brigade and squad system was to
compel the kolkhoz men en masse to work more and better, in addition to keeping an eye
on one anobher, not only under the adminisirative pressure but also under the sharply
increased material stress.

The introdu.tion of the uew pay system based on the crop yleld placed at once a great
number of kolkhoz men unds=r the threat of inevitable deductions of work-days. Theae
deductions could not he avoiaed, vecause the former practice of fixing higher norms of
groductivs.ty, (i excess of the ususl level in a given kolkhoz) especially in the
Tagging " Eolkhozeu, in order to raisc their level of productivity, was still in
existence after the war. While many could try to fulfill and to exceed these higher
quotags, the kolkhoz men knew full well that onwy v Tew could succeed.

Further developmeuts in the kolkhozes confirmed this. For example, according to incom-
plete data concerning thw Azcrbaijan  8SR, in 1948, kolkhoz men in brigades and squads
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raising agricultural crops received 2,135,000 additionsl work- daya for overfulfillment
of the plan (Bakinskiy Rabochiy of|19 Apr li~9) However, many more days were deducted.
The actual figure was not given by|the Deputy Ninister of Agriculture of the
Azerbaljen S8SR, 4 Kh&limov vwho|wrote an article on the subject. He merely remarked
that "for non-—fu.l.fi.d.ment of the Produoction plan, an appropriate] number of work-days -
was deducted from the ea.rnings of the xolkhoz men." Meny exa.xnplea taken from the

same year, 1948, show the ratio of ‘addi‘tiona and deductions of vark-days. In the
kolkhoz imeni mrasnikov, Nizminskiy Raycn, 643 work-days vere added, while about
four -thousand were deductecx. In the kolkhoz, "Krasnyy Azerbaija.n" Agdashskiy
Rayon, cotton squads received S00 sdditiona.l work-~-days, while grain crop brigades
lost 3,400 work-dsys (Bakinskiy Rabochiy, & Feb 49). An identiéal situation
prevails in ocher USSR republics. : .

It :e obvious from the a.bove-mentioned examples that for the majority ~-~ in the
"lazging" kolkbozes, an overwheiuning majority -- of kolkhoz men, ‘zeva.rd.s for additiocnal
work were but a cloud ‘of | smoke, whi;}le the fines were very real. i

That is why in the "lagging" kolkhozes the tendenc,y to self-disbandment was apparent
in the squads from the ttme of their creation, wnen obviously excessive plan assign-
meuts were given to tnem. This tendency became especially strongl 2. hdarvest time.

This is understandable. Under the prevailing system of keeping separate crop records
for -every brigade and squad, it is aft barvest time thai the threat of fines for -
nop-fulfillment of crop pla.ns is carried out.

An elogueunt prouf of the growth of 'bhis tendency is contained in the 3overmnenu decree
entitled "Concerning the Harvef-ting of the Crops and Stockpiling ot Agricultural
Products in 1349" (Pr:a.vda, 14 Jun 149) In view of *he rnaista.nc.e of kolkhoz men to
the new method of payment!for their work the government found 1t necessary to warn
once more the Party, Sovier, and agrioultural organizations against‘ “de-individualization®
during the harvesting pe*‘tod i = that the crops must be recorded by brigades and

squads,

It was Just this "emindr:r, portend.ing mass deductions of work-days ror pon-fulfillment
of crop plans by many brig :ades and squads, especially in the "l.agglns kolkhozes,

that precipiiated the disintepration lof squads and even of brigades. .This phenomenon
acquired mass rropor‘tiona.‘ for instance, in Irkutskaya Oblast. According to Pravda,
in that oblast the crops ’xss;.gned not only to squads, but to vhole\brigadea, had

been de»ind;lvidu&lizea by harves: vime (Pravda, 5 Jul kg).

The antagonism between Chr.\‘ interests <l>f the State and those ol the ﬁkolk.boz men, vhich

thus came oul once more inio tile oppnl, is inherent, as ‘ts obvicus, |In the very essence
of the asquad system of lanor organization. It is not surprising t» vt during all the

subgequent years the suthori<ics were {obliged TO wage an \mremit.ting and determined

battle for the reestablisnment and screngtnening of the squad—briga.pe organization in

the kolkhozes. The kolkhoa men resxst this system because it represents one of the

forms of coercion to greate" erforts 1‘n the "cormuna.‘ " economy of the kolkhozes and,

therefore, infringes upon Lk.'cir Interestc. -

From the usbove we see how dzeply arroneous are the assertions that the squad system,
implanted by Andreyev, prepared. the grpund for the development of private property
relations. The author cf tbis deeply erronecus statement, B I Nikolayevakiy*,
visualizes the squad as a hav.:n in vhich the peaseant's mdivid.ualistic socul finds
ground for the prescrvation\ of 1its prLstine quality. In reality, hcmever, the work
in & squad responsible ror the (.rops on e definite plot only chaln tpe Rolkhoz man to
the gystem of "communal productlon 5 *he products of which are not phccd at the
disponal of the members of rhe squad blt de.Livered to the kolkhoz storehouse. Whoce,

"New Ccmrpo.ign ageinst the Village in USSR, Iovh Zhurnal,
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then, is the grouud on which private property tendsncies could triumph in a squad?
On the contrary, ‘work in & squad, which demands ever more tire r'rom the kolkoz .
man, not only fails to satisfy his yearning for en individual rara, but takes him away

from his small personal plot.

S8tarting from a false premise ,» B I Nikolayevskiy draws a wrong conclusion about the
alleged struggle of separate ‘tendencies ~- on one hand, the tendency embodied in
Andreyev's policy of-establishing squads, and, on the other, the one embodied in-
Khrushchev's poliecy of consolidating the kolkhozes.

As we have pointed out, neither the squad system of labor organization, nor
"Andreyev's orientation" toward the development of personal interest on wae part of

the kolkhoz men in increased dabor productivity (through rewards, on one hand, and fines,
on the other) are in any way opposed to the consolidation of kolkhozes, and both
principles are applied in the consolidated kolkhozes. "Andreyev's orientation®™ can

Just as easily be called 'Khrushchev's orientation", because the latter, even before
Andreyev, worked on measures to increase the personal interest of kolkhoz men in the
development of the kolkhoz "coumunal® economy (the system of extra pay for overful-
filIment of the plan for crops and cattle raising.) Khrushchev, just as Andreyev,
introduced the squads with equal success first in the Ukra*ne and then in Moscow Oblast.

‘fhis shows that there never bad been any differenrce of prisciple between Andi‘oyov
and Khrushchev, and confirms once more the inviolable unity of the Soviet agrarian

policy.

What then brought about a "cnange in the coursc" -- an expression used by B Nikolayevskiy
to describe the sudden abandonment Ly the wuthorities of the practice of assigning
grain cultures to squads -- wilch occurrcd in February 19502 How can one explain the
criticiam levelled directly against Andreyev, which Khrusinchev himself may have :
initiated (the above-mentloncd nrticle, “Ageinst Misconceptions in the Organization

of Labor in Kolkhozes", Pravda. lv Feb 50)7

It should be empnasized that this "change in course" did not affect at all the basic
trends of the kolkhoz pelicy. . In 1o way did it siznify the abolisbment of the sguad
system, as such; 1t wis airected ratner against minimizing the role of ‘the production
br.gades and it concerned only tie cultivation of grain cultures by sQquads. )

No "change of coursc'” nad taken pilace. The criticism was directed agalinst the extreme
infatuation with the squud systen, sgainst the practice of substituting squads for
production brigadzs. In sucnu cases, not only did the squads receive assignments of
plots of agricultural cultures, oui also the brigade inventory which was distributed
among the squads ror permanent use. Squads received assignments directly from the
kolkhoz edministration, over the neads of the origade leaders. The practice of
substituting sqQuads for uiigaucs was especiully widespread in Kurskaya Oblast.

It is quite obvious from the above that such independent “isolated squads" can supplant
brigades only in respect to production. The breaking up ol brigade fields into small
squad plots, not for one cycle of agricultural operations but for a longer time,
hampered the use of machinery in cultivation. The necessity of computing grain crops
by squads was complicated and held up the work of tne combines. A1 this lowered the
productivity of the MiSs.

In other words, conditions duveloped which were diametrizally oppoced to.those which the
authorities endeavored to crzate by the consolldation of kolkhczes. Inieed, one of the -
purposes o consolidation wus, together with the improvement of the lay-out of fields,

the enlargement of the brigede areas, which would allow a more effective use of the

mechine technique. Rationsl utilization of the equipment owned by the kolkhoz was

also difficult, since a brigade leader could not maneuver tke equipment assigned to a

particular squad for permenent use. A brigade leader had no freedom of action, and the ,
brigade in cases like that inevitably lost its significence as a basic production unit .

in the kolkhoz.

It is, therefore, understandable wly the autiorities in 1950, when the counsolidation.
of kolkhoizcs was to be carried out, first of all eliminated by radical measures those
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then, is the grouud oo waich private property tendlencies could triumph in a squad?l

Oa the contrary, work 4n a 8Quad, which demands evler more time trom the kolkoz
man, not only fails to satisfy his yearning for an individual rarm, but tekes him away

from his small personal Plot.

Starting {rom a false "premi:se > B I Nikolayevskiy draws a wrong conclusion about the
alleged struggle of separate ‘tendencies -~ on one hand, the tendency embodied in
Andreyev's policy of  establishing squads, and, on the other , the one embodied in-
Khrushchev's policy of! consolidating the kolkhozes!

As we have pointed out, neither tie squad system of labor organization, nor

“Andreyev ‘s orientation" toward the development of | persomsl interest on the part of

the kolkhoz men in inci‘easeéif labor productivity (through rewards, on one hand, and fines,
on the other) are in any way opposed to the consolidation of kolkhozes, and both
principles cre applied in the ccnsolidated kolkhozés. ‘“Andreyev's orientation® can

Just as easily be called "Kanrushchev's orienta.tion'l', because the latter, even before
Apdreyev, worked on mea:.sureé‘ to increase the personal interest of kolkhoz men in the
development of tne kolkhoz li'r.:otmm.:.ma.l" economy (the|system of extra pay for overful-
f1}lment of the plan tor crops ard cattle raising.) Khrushchev, Just as Andreyev,

:Lm:roducedfthe squads with egqual success first in t;.he Ukraine and then in Moscow Oblast.

This shows ithat there never ha.d been any differencel of principle between Andrey&v

and Khrushchev, and con‘firm.«; once more the inviolable unity of the Soviet agrarian

policy. |
What then brought about o "change in the coursc" —-! an expression used by B Nikolayevskiy
to describe the sndden abandonment by the uuthcriti;es of the practice of assigning

grain culturcs to squads -- which occurred in February 19507 How can one explain the
criticism levelled directly against Andreyev, which! Kbrushchev himself may have
initiated {tne above-ment loned article, “Ageinst Mi'pconceptioms in the Organization

of Labtor in Hulkhoees™ | Eraves, 1y Feb 50)7 |

' |
It should be emphasizcu' that this “change in course" did not affect at all the basic
trends of the kolkhioz policy. In no way did it signify the abolishment of the squad
system, as Buch; 11U uus direccted ratner against mininizing the role of the production
brigades and it concerned only the cultivation of .rain cultures by squads. )

No "change of course” had taken rlacz. The criticism was directed against the extreme
infatustiou . with the squud hy&stem, against the prac:'l,ice of substituting squads for
production brigades. In such cases, not only did Lllme squads 1receive sssignmonts of
Plots of agricultural cultares, but also the brigade ilnventory which was distributed
among the squads for peénxsnex;h vse. Squads received assignments directly from. the
kolkhoz adwinistration, over the heads of the brigade leaders. dhe p=actice of
substitutin, sqQuads for origedes was especiully '-lideiapread in Kurskaya Oblast.

It is quite obvious from ihc inbove that such independent “isolated squads” can supplant
brigades only in respect to groduction. The breakin'g up of brigade fields into small
squad ploa,‘ not r'or one cycle of agriculturel opera:tions but for a longer time,
hampered the use of machinery.in cultivation. The necessity ot computirg grain crops
by squads was complicatcd and held up the work of the combines. All this lower-:d the

produciivity of the MISs.

In other words, conditions developed which were diam;etri-:&l_ly opposed to those which tae
authorities endeavored te create by the cousolid&.tioln oI kolkhozes. Indeed, one of the
purposes o consolidation was, together with the iluprovement of the lay-out of fields,
the enlargement of the vrigede ereas, which would a.l.llow a more effective use of the
machine technique. Rational utilization of the equipment owned by the kolkhoz was

elso difficult, sitce a brigade leader could not man?uver the equipment assigned to a
particular squad for permanent use. . A brigade leader had no freedom of action, and the
brigade in cases like “ inevitably lost its significance as a basic production unit

in the kolkhoz.

It is, thercfore, understandable why the authorities!in 1950, when the consolidation
of kolkhczes was to be carried out, {irst orf all eliminated Ly radical measures those
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"migsconceptions of labor organizatvicn". The criticism in Pravda was by no means
dictated hy the fear of the government lest private-economy relationships develop
in kolkhozes, relationships which might, allegedly, develop oa the basis of the. ’
"igolated squads”. The liguidation of "isolated squads " existing outside of brigades,
s

and the re-establishment of the leading role of <wne brigude were dictated exclusively
by the requirements of large production. |

The "isolated squeds" could play the part, attributed io ther, of & stimulus for pri- n
vate .ownership aspirations only in the event that the crop yield, recorded as ha.ving V.
been produced on their plot, passed through the hends of the members of & squad, ie . -
that the squad itself delivered the final product of its leb = to Tthe kolkhoz. The
conditiors of -production would then really become close in character to the individual
operation of & farm and, psychologically, would revive the interest in private owner-
ship, thus conflicting with the Meducation" of the kolkhoz men in the spirit of i
collectivism. = The physical sensation of grain running througn his fingers in & kolkhoz
pan, conscious of his right tc the products of nhils labor, would constitute a primary
source of "pernicious" associations. i

In view of the presence of the sbove-cnumerated ‘misconceptions” in labor organization,
the_surmisc thet “isolated squads" could carry out to *the very end the entire pro- .
duetion process of grain cultures, i & to produce and thresh the crops on “their" lots,
is sheer phantasy, Wagipg & constant struzgle for the kolkhoz “bread” Eraigf, the
authorities would never allow this product to remain even tempcrarily .in the bands’

of its immediate producers. . The authorities have always endeavored, and will continue
to endeavor, to pravent direct contact of the kolkhoz men precisely with the "bread®
products. It is for this reason that threshing was never done in “isolated squads®.
If this had taken place, the kolkhozes would have ceased to be kolkhozes. . Individual
records of the crops harvested on the plots of seperate squaeds are made, as & rule, at
the time of threshing by & threshing machine on the common kolkhoz or brigade thresh-
ing floor, where the grain ufter weighing loses its individuality. In caese of har-
vesting by a combine, the grain also gots to the kolkhoz granary, or directly from

the comhine bunker to the State procurement pojnt. bBbut in thls iapi iuslauce The |
gran is "de~ipdividualized" shead of time when it is belng cleaned. If squads in
Kursk Oblast were made to deliver ygrain to SBtate procurement points, that in no way
meant that the squads were disposing of the harvest from thelr sector independently.
The purt played by the squad in this instance amounts to merely a transport functiom.
In a@ll cases, the State, through the kolkhoz, takes awsy from the kolkhoz man not the
conerete, tanglble product of his personal labor, but & “dz-individualized" product

of collective production. This elone ought to serve &6 & prophylactic measure i
against theemergence of ‘pernicious " associations. :

Only the "isolated squads", those which bad replaced brigades, were thus abolished. The
brigade -squad system,under which squads are created witnin brigades, was preserved.
This system will exist as long as the cultivation of industrial and other culture
requires manual labor, i1 2 until the cultivation of these culiures i1s not mechanized
to the same extent ags the cultivation of grain cultures. At a high level of complex
mechanization, the squad system for all cultures would hamper the productive utﬂiu-

tion of machires. Only then would it go completely out of use. . i

The assignment of grain cultures to squeds, condemned by Pravda, was not Justified by
necessity, because grain cultures do uot require vigorous manual cultivation. At the
same time, keeping separate records of crops for each squad complicated the work of
the combines and sometimes lowered their productivity by L0 or 50 percent. :

Of course., this is not the only reason wbky the squad system was abolished in the

cultivation of grain culwures. A very important reason was also the fact that the -~
squad system 1in grain cultures Was the cause of overfulfillment of production plans

on individual plots to the disadvantage of average productivity. The fact of the |

matter 15 that only & part of the area under grain cuitures could be assigned to |

squads. According to Pravda, -even in Kurskaya Oblast ', where assiguments of grain

cultures to squads bore & mass character, the whole area was not assigned to them.

(Provda, 19 Feb 50). Iu other oblasts, usually only from & third to a balf of the o
total area under ;rain cultures wWag assigned to the squads. Obviously, the squads o
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concentrdted their attention on their own ‘Plots, paying no need to other fields included
in the overall brigade essignment. As a'résult, it often happened that extra pay had
to be paid to squads for exceeding quota on their plots while the brigade plan was

not fulfilled, - e .

As a result of the article in Pravda, an end was put to this situation. Begirning with
the spring of 1950, full responsibility for grain crops was placed everywhere on the
brigades as a whole. However , the principl’e “of profit distribution, based on the
record of the crops harvested by scparate bi}-igades and squads, which hed been
‘recommended"” in the dceree of the Council of Ministers USSR of 1S Apr 48, remained in
full force. But, in respect tc grain cultures » Separate records of the crops for that
burpose were introduced only for brigades.

In this musnner two results were achieveds:

(a) 7he integrity of brigade areas was re-establisned, and the areas assigned

to them became, as a result of the consolidation of the kolkhozes, still

greater. This eliminsted the conditions hampering the increase of productivity
© of the machine and tractor pool. n

(b) A prerequisite was created ror a systematic increase of crops on the entire
area under grain cultures, beczuse the kolkhoz men, members of a brigade, were
now obliged te cultivate carefully not |only the plots formerly assigned to
squads, but the entire arca ussigned to the brigade.

Jin revruary 1950 Andreyev wos subjected to the severe criticism
wiich led to hic "confession®. . : o :

Although the Cuxtnéil on Kolkhoz Aif'airs under the government of the USSR, hebi&e%.“ﬁy

Andreyev, did recommend in Jenuary 1950 that! the squad system be applied to all kolkhozes,

it was only carrying out the policy of the Central Committee. Abvove, we have
enumerated the govermment decrcces legalizing{ the squad system. However,; in the
resolution ' of the pliunary session of the Party‘s Central Committee held in FPebruary
1947, which approved Andreyev's tneswes, it was alrectly recommended to assign, as far
as_possible, also grain culturcs to squads. | Plainly » the responsibility for this
"recommendation” -- under Scviet conditions equivalent to a-law -- lay not with
Andreycv alone. llowever, to udmit errors comnitted by the "infallible®™ Central
Comittee runs counter to “3tablished trudition: Andreyev's acknowledgment of guilt
in a2lowing "misconceptions"” represents u forced sacrifice, necescary for the
preservetion of the prestipge of the Party dui'ing the repeal of its previous erroneous

decisions.

"DICTATORSHIP BY COLIEGIUM" CONTINUES TEE STALINIST AGKICULTURAL POLICY

Hence it is clear thav amon, tihe "heirs" or Stalin, there never have been, nor are
there now, any disepgreeuents concorning the kolkhoz policy. There is not the least
doubt that both Khrushchev and Androvev pursded'the same agzrarian pcolicy directed
towdard ihe single goel which was advanced by jStalin irn nis work, Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USSR. ieving been the executors ol this policy before Stalin's
death, they are continuing it wlso after his [death.

Its character or unity and succession is a.tte‘sted by the Tfact that Malenkov, also, takes
part in tre irgplementation of <he agrerian pr gram promoted by Stalin.

Prue, =n .15 repert to the 1vth Porty congress, delenkov considered the living arrange-
ments (recettlement) ol kolkhoz men as a task| of secondary importance, which can be
perforied coly on tre basis of & well-developed kolkhoz economy (the task of first
duportancs was the fuwlrillment by kolkhozes of their production ‘plans).‘ But this can
in no way we considered as o renunciation of #:he policy of proletarisnizing the kolkhoz
men and incorporating the kolkhozes into the State.- :

8ince the 1Jth congress tae policy of the Party hes been directed toward the execution,
in practice, or social and cconomic reforms —-}- toward solving “the economic problems

1
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of sacialism" pun Forward by jStalin. !

78. In accordance with this -poliéy, the vntire State apparatus was reorganized. The
reorganization which had been plamned already during Ste.lin's life was carried out ¥
by Malenkov, together with other "heirs" of Stalin., It ir quite obvious that no

recrganization of the State apparatus would have been netvessary, if Stalin's heirs “‘
hed had the intention of betraying the policy of the Party, if they had resumed the Bl

old ‘plans of agaression and if -they repudiated the decisions of the 19th Party .
congress. . R ‘ i
| !

79. In the reorganization of the State apparatus its perfe?zt consistency with, and sub-

ordination to, the new ‘tasks confronting the auvhorities jin connection with the
execution of social! and econopic raforms becane apparent. It is revealed, in particular,
in the reorganization of the ddministration of agriculture. The law "Concerning the i
- Reorganization of the Ministries of the USSR" » promulgated 16 Mer 53 (Sotsialisticheskoye
" Zemledeliye, No G5, 1953), leaves no doubt whatever that its purpose is to oreate anm
apparatus whose task will be to put into practice the neasures necessary for the merger

of the "communal" property of ‘the kdlkhozes with the State property.

80. Subordination of the system of| government to this task lwns undoubtedly the mein motive
for the merger of the ministries administering the kolkhoz sector (the Ministry of !
Agriculture USSR, the Ministrm of Cotton Growing USSR ) with the ministries managing !
particularly the State sector of agriculture (The Minisjtry of Sovkhozes USSR,  the i
Ministry of Forestry USSR). Orly preperations for the introduction of the “exchange :
of products", coutemplated in Stalin's progrem, could suggest the expediency of the ]
simultancous merger of those ministries with the Ninistry of Procurements USSR. The i
-+~ Tact that "the cxchang of proeducts” 1s not being introduced immediately does not
refute- the stat':mcnt,‘utqll. The merger of the above mentioned ministries represents
an early preparatior.’of the State apparatus For the forthcoming reforms.
81. Out of zll these minlstries a s‘ingle apparaius was created -- the Ministry of Agricultms
and Agricultural Yrocurement USSR. * it are concentrated all the technical levers cap-
able of giving tie right dircetion to the reorgenizational process which leads to the
contemplated rerorns . ‘ .

i 1
i I

82. In what does the cgrerlan program, lnher ived Ly the "dic?te.torship of the collegium®
consist? Whet arc tlie paths Lo; and the methods of 1ts cxecution? These questions,
winleh determliue the line of aetlon of the dictatorship of the collegium 1in the future,
reéquire purticulur sindy. | i ' '

83. In order to discers the cheraever of the Cuture economic land social reforms in the
USSR resuliting, in berspective, Lrom the .decisions. .of the 29th Party congress, it
is mcst important. Lo analyze the weasures in the agricultural f'ield. In evaluating :
< their significance one must start with the premise that the Soviet agra=ian program , |
is first of all subordinated to ithe purpose of increasing the economic power of the |
Soviet State as an agent- of Comuaunist sggression. The preparation of the rear for
war is rlvst of ali suvordimted to that soel, i - |

[ | ’ |

i ‘ i a i

‘PHE SUBORDINATION O TR POST-STALLI AGRARIAN POLICY 40 TiE OLD PLAKS OF AGORESSION - 1‘
i

|

S.oelin makes theeston Lisiment oT| Commiulsm dependent on the
wihich is lopessible 1o swchleve withount the previous destruc-

Bh. Oue mast aot foe e
ritherin !

tion or "eopitalint circle Y. one Bt nol forpel citner, tuat 8ralin's heirs I
conl'izieed -- iy Maleukiov's vories pronowicaea Gver L bier} o the dictator ~~ that -~ i
Uthe wlghi of wie Sovies Stete Lo the nost lmporiant nrer tQulsite o tne bnilding of
Communiisi: ir our oty " ‘ ‘

85. These vords utierecd Ly Malcakov aftor Stalin's duntln constitute & stern warning to i
the Western denocracios, s noi "hue might of tie Sovict State" requircd rather for |
the reason iLhat, witn ule trewsition o Communisa, the boundaries preventing the o ‘

extension of the s,'umuu;ziut.?di’ctu‘c‘m‘suip to the cntire fre¢ world must first be ;
destroyed?  Why ic it ubsolutely necessery, in order to build Communism in USSR, i
"to'outdistance tie 1o ineipal eapitalist countrics® in tle economic sense?
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If in order to cuild Comaunism, an abundance ol producis must ue achiieved, why is not
the Party guided by the actual requirements of the populetion, which must be scatisfied,
rather than the level of industrial production of "the principal capitalist countries”?

"Only in the event that we outdiitance the capitelist coutries can we count on having. .

a1 aburdance of products aud on being able to eflfect the transition from the first
to the sccond phasc of Communism” (Stalin).

After the dictator's death, Maleﬁkov corroborated the real meaning of the words that
Stalir uttered as carly as at the 18th Party congress.

It is not the abundonce of‘ products that is sought by the competition with “capitalist
countries” bub tne building of "the might of the Soviet Stete” -- the nilitary acd

economic supremecy of the USSR - without whicl: "capitalist encirclement® cannot be
destroyed. )
It was precisely this task -- a prémise to the “withering" of the State, and an’

essential prerequisite to the obliteration of state boundaries and the extension of
the Kremlin's power throughout the world -- that came under discussion at the 18th |

Party congress.

That the Sicte will not exist forever is an unshakumble Party pcstulate. According to
official Party phraseclogy, the State 1s necessary as long &as "communal® property must
be protected, as long as the country must be “defended", etc. In his report to the
18th Party conmgress, Stalin answered the question as to how long the Btate would be
preserved, as follows: . '

"Will the State be preserved also in the period of Communism?

"Yes, it will be, if the danger of military attacks from the outside is not )
eliminated. At the same time, mturally, the form of our State will be changed:
agaein in accordance with the changes occurring in the domestic and foreign’
gituation. ;

"No, it will not be oreserved and will withes, if the capitalist encirclement
is liguidated and is supplanted by a socialist one."

It is. clear that the elimination of "the danger of military attacks. from the outside
by replacing, by force, the "capitalist encirclemen " yith a socialist one is possidle
only through the developuent of the military and economic potential of the USSR to
degrece which would give it supremacy over "the capitalist countries™. . -

The “withering" of the State in connection with the building of Commanism in the USER
(consequently also the prelininary destruction of "capitalist encirclement® is dis-
~usged also in Stalin's Economic Problems of Socialism in USSK. Hence it 1s quite
clear that the ose of building up " materisl base for communism®, under which

slogan the second postwar Five-Year Plan is taking 1ts course in the USSR, and that
T strengthening the military and economic tential of UBB_Rili e the purpose of

o
direct preparations for wars are identicali.

Tn order to carry out their plans of aggression, stalin's “heirs" must introduce a
number of reforms which would enable them to meet the increased mobilization demands
of the Communist apparatus for aggression. It is just for that purpose that "a
single production sector” must be created, the entire production of which must be
completely at the disposal of the State authorities. The center of gravity of futuras
reforns which lead to the creation of "a single production sector” lies in the realm

of the kolkhoz policy.

AGRARIAN REFORM -- A MBASURE DESIGNED O PREPARE TIE REAR FOR TOTAL WAR

It is precisely in the kolkhoz village that the principal line of division between
the contemporary form of Soviet socialism and its Cipal form is to be found. Indeed,
“the difference between the city and the villsge® Zrei‘lected 197 the social status of
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the peasantry is the formal obstacle which prevents the Stalin dictatorship from
crossing the line into the spheré of compléte domination by the state authorities  of
the personal interests of the entire population. This barrier csn be broken down and
the peasants' psycuvlogy ultered‘only by a radical change in the very essence of the- --
kolkhowes and the social slgniticance of the peasantry, which sti1ll represents by

i1ts very status a separate class |of Boviet soclety. No other class in the U8R has

any individual property, whereas |such property is the center of personal interest for

" the kolkhoz man. Since the domestic policy of the Communists is hampered by the

resistance of the peasantry end b:y the economic conditions of the country, the kollkhoz
man still owns such property in the form of individual plots Eriusadebm/ye
khozyaystva/. Rven nominally, no other class owns group or collective {the so-called
"communal") property, nor does it have the right to the products of its own labor,
such as every group of peasants, r.mited in 'a kolkheoz, possesses, formally.

Having built the so-called f'classj‘fl.ess" soclety, Stalin retained, for the time being,
this class distinction. But 1t w;_u. be retained only until the development of the
"communal” economy of the kolkhozes has reached its reek. Btalin let the kolkhoz-group
"property" stand until the present time in order, first, to transform and to exploit
the sense of property peculiar to|kolkhoz men and, second, to pump over the money of
the city popunlation, through the kolkhoz market , and thus increase capital inveatment
in agriculture and satist'y the current production needs of the kolkhozes.

It is clear that cooperative “communal ownership” is a crude fiction. It is also clear
that tais fiction serves Soviet pﬂ'opaganda as a cover for the actual expropriation

of the kolkhozes, whose produce ié taken over by the state for almost novhing. It

is understandable that only illusions (that Soviet propaganda tries to nurture) can

of ownership of kolkhoz produce. This 11lusory

ing that the authorities still hope to use for

sense of ownership 1s the only th
some time as a stimulus for the overall development of the "communal" economy of
kolkhozes and the growth of their roductivity. (Of course, in this development a
great role is also played by the kolkhoz market which partly compensates for the
losses sustained by the kolkhinzes heecause of the leow prices of products procured by
the state from the kolkhozes). Wh:en this goal is reached, when the accumulation of

. "communal" property and the production volume - increased by full utilization of

the kolkhoznik's labor which is now spent on his personal plot -~ have reached their
The

maximum, the fiction of cooperative and group property will be abolished.
onal" property, to be controlled

‘This 1s a vital necessity for the Kremlin dictatorship, in light of the UBSR 's prepara-

raction that |the kolkhoznik's individual Plot has for his work and
lacing a considerable part of his production under state control
rith the tasks of the complete Pappropriatiaon® of

: Bven the fiction of kolkhoz-group
property harbors an organic contradiction between the interests of the state authorities
and those of the individuel k- Unznik and his transformed sense of property. The
struggle of the authoritlies ror grain" wes alvays the culmination of their conflict
with the percuntry and this struggl“e is resumed every year at harvest time. The
principle of distributing profits in kind on the basis of work-days, which is connected
with kolkhoz-group "ownership", 1ne]vita.bly provokes stubborn resistance on the part of
the kolkhoz men to the stockpiling of grain by the state. The reason is plain: the
compulsory delivery of grain tc th.z} state depreciates the value of the workday. -
Continuous existence on a semi—star';ration basis exacerbutes the conflict between the
kolkhoznlks' sense of ownership toward the products of their collective labor, their
sense of having a right to that "grtja.in", and the tendency of the state to appropriate
these products. At the same time, the interest of the kolkhos men in increasing their

labor productivity is to a great extent extinguished.

tion for war. The ati

This is exactly what Stalin derines |as the "contradiction between productive forces and

production reslationship". At presez;xt, this contradiction is neutralized by compulsory
measurcs, But, consldering the plans for further development of kolkhoz production
and the increase in the volume of the produce appropristed by the state, the existing
“producticn relationship" will hamper evermore the development of the "productive
|
|
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forces", aud the contradiction between Lhe two will inuvitabLy grow into a "conflict®.
That is why the State authorities must chenge the "production relationship®”, i.e
abolish kolkhoz-group property, which -- with the lana and the means of production
belonging to the State -- is still formally represented by the produce of kolkhozes.
This mesgure is rapidly coming to a head becausc it is the only way for the Communist
policy of aggression %o avoid a "contlict® ‘which, under war conditions, might prove
fatel. Only after the process or proletarianization of kolkhoz men and stripping
them of any sense of ownership has been completed, can the central authorities be.
unhampered in their retention of full control over the production of }(olk.hozea.

This the State will achieve by atolishing the “privileges” of the peasantry which have
been temporarily preserved; by abolishing the right of the koilkhoz men.to own any l
property; and later, by openly expropriating the kolkhozes. By that time, the perfected
methods of compulsion to work will easily replace the i1llusory sense of collective |

become State agricultural enterprises. In this way the situation of the workers and
the peasants will be made equal -- "the difference between the city and the village",
which prevents the establishment of complete wonopoly of the State interests in .
kolkhoz production, will be wiped out. ; .

The charge of the social naturc of kolkhozes leads to & complete proletarianization
of kolkhoz men =nd necessitates a change in the existing forms of payment for their
work. It represents the cormer stone of the preparation of the rear for .war conditiors,
a transition of the USSR to "perfected”, completed, 8S8oviet socialism. ! Consequently,
the tasks envisaged by the Fifth Fiva-Year Plan and designed to create "the premises
for the construction of a Comminist soclety" cannot be considered without taking into
account their relationship to the general goal of social and economic reforms in
agriculture -- their relationship to the forthcoming agrarian reform. . This reform,
while being introduced by gradual steps, will not be completed, however, before the
development of "communal® production in kolkhozes has reached the hi ghest level
possible within the limits or the existing "production relationship”. :
Obviously, the State camiol eilwinute Lhie fictlon of kolkhoz-group ownership immediately.
A5 long as the exploitation of the kolkhozniks' labor does not produce’sufficiently
high resulvs; as long as tihr conditions or “profitability”.of the kolkhoz economy ,

necessary for their conversion into State enterpriscs, have not develored, it .15 not
It makes no sense to

worth waile for the State to deseroy formally the fiction.
undertake Lo pay tic kolkho:w men tor their work wher:, praserving the fiction of
kolkhoz -grecup ownership, the kolkhvz men can work ror nothing. ; :

cERTAIN INDICES OF TilE GROWTiI QF THE MATERIAL EASE OF CONMUNISN IN A@Cmﬂm

The published data taken row Matconkov's report to the lyth Party Congress do not
testify at all tc a sharp increase in labor productivity which allegedly has already
been achieved In sigriculture. First of all, although, according to Malenkov's date, tl‘le
strength of tho tractor pool :ompazed %o the pre-World War IT level, increased by 59 percent
and the number of combincs by 9L percent, it does not follow that the level of mechaniza=
tion per area unit rosc as much. The Five-Year Plan, whizh foresees complete
mechanizetion of' busic operations in agriculcoure oy 1655, is indicative of that.
Besides, & confirmation ol the same may be found in tue gcneral explunation which can
be given concerning the production of 5,006, 000,000 poods /_a. pond «quals 36.113 lbs'?'
of grain, allegeaLy attained in 1952, and the 1951 production of raw cotton (exceed-
ing the prewar gross production by 46 percent) and that of sugar beets (31 percent), ‘
as well as other similar indices. The reason for this geowth in groas productiaon is
not only the productivity level, but also the enlargement of the sown area by 5,300,000
hectares, conditioned by the increase in the machine and tractor pool. 'It is also
difricult to estimate the amount of production added to "the gross reczipts" by war
reparations und other levies from vessal states.

|

In order io get o indirect idea o ihwe cime necessary ror the 1mplementation of the
Torthecoming agrurian ruiorm, one must i'irst ol all [ind the anowers to the following
questions: Lo whut extent is the inerease in Agriculinral production, eavisaged in the
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40-50 percent; those of raw cotton, by 55-65 percent; inosc of flax tiber, by 40-50
percent; those of suger beets, by 65-70 percent; etc.? Can a fodder base be created
which would be adequaete to the increase in live-stock .-~ cattle by 18-20 fercent 5 .
sheep by 60-62 percent » Pigs by 45-50 perceat -- and eti1l guarantes a high productivity R

in stock raising? i
! N

Fifth Filve.-Year Plun, realistic? Can the gross collections of grain be increased by s
g

1C5. As measures guarantecing the future growth of productivity -- in agriculture, the
following changes N accordipg to plan, must take Place: the irrigated area of agriculture,
in particular must be widened. It is plenned to increase the irrigated area by 30-35
percent during the Five-Year Plan by bullding 30,000 - 35 »000 ponds’ and reservoirs
in kolkhozes and stete farms Lsovkhozegj. The old system of irrigation must be changed
for a new one.. A further development In the fulfillment of the plan of field shelter
belts 1s also envisioned. ‘During the period of the Five-Year Plan, a foundation for
at least 2,500,00 hectares of Tield shelter belts in kolkhozes and state farms must
be laid, and about 2,500,000 hectares must be seeded or planted as State forests. In
order to fulfill the increased program of agricultural operations » the strength of
the tractor pool must be increased by approximately 50 percent by the end of the
Five-Year Plan, thus comple;ting the mechanization of the basic operations in agriculture,

106. 8Such are the basic indices fin the development of agricultural production during the
. Fifth Five-Year Plan, the achievement of whiech would, to a considerable degree, meet
the requirements of the State in connection with the implementation of the agrarian

reform.

107. However, the conditions deterwining the dynamics of agricultural production and, at
the same time, the timetable of the future agrarian retform, require a criiical analysis.

108. The principle of the grassfield system of agriculture is the scientific and technical
basis of agricultural production in the Soviet Union. It includes all branches of
agriculture, and unites the economic and agrotechnical factors affecting the level

of work productivity in agriculture.

109. They are directed toward an Ancrease in the feriilibty of land h.nd a complex development
of all branches of the economy. Grassfield ¢rop rotation, compulsory development af
stock raising, creation of field shelter belts, construction of ponds and reservoirs,

etc, are parts of it.

)9, The evaluation of the ef'Tectiveness of the grassfield system of agriculture -- achieved
by interplay or organirational, technical, social, and 2conomic factors -~ must be
expressed first of all iu the size of crops. Belng a synthetic and natural index,
characteristic of the condition of agriculture, it will also reveal the degree to
wirich the Soviet Btate has mastered "the production forves" in agriculture.

111l. As a criterion, teke the indices in grain production. The gross grain collection in
1950, according to official Soviet data, amounted to 121,600,00 tons. In accordance
with the planned increase o* Lo-50 percent, the amount in 1955 ought to be
17-182,000,000 tons. Do the production conditions in kolkhozes' and state farms warrsnt

such a Jump?

ung of the ladder. Combining the economic tasks of the

Fifth Five-Year Plan with the prospect of social reorganization of kolkhczes, this dis
not the only question to be answered. o dess important i1is it to determine the follow~ .
ing steps too, 1 e. to give a f'orecast, based on scientitic facts, of the development

of agricuitural nroduction in’ the USSR during the next five years.

113. The introduction of grassi’ield crop rotation and the development of field shelter belts
was begun in the Soviet Union as early as 1948. The agrotechnical significance of
organized crop rotation in the increage of productivity of agricultural crops, consists
in the two-rold effect of the rotation on the soil: 1) gressfield crop rotation restores
fertility to soil; this is achieved by the obligatory inclusion in crop rotation of M‘
Perennial cereal grasses and leguminous plants; during two or three years they are -
capable of forming a layer of soil in the field which, in respect to its physical
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structure and the reserves oi nitrogendus substances, coumpares to a natural 20. year-
old deposit; 2) the characteristic peculiarity of grassfield crop rotation 1s also
3 e

the so-called cultivation of failow fie;lds. The significance of this agrarian method "
consists in cleaning jup the ficlds of w‘eeds ; the mineralization of organic substances, ,v'
and the accumulation [in the soil of moisture reserves.

J_l.l}\. A study of experimental data of a numbe‘r of scientific research ingtitutions, covering 5.
many years, entitles us to speak on thei subject of the great effectiveness of the i
grassfield system of agriculture. Applied to grain production, provided the entire
grassfield ag’rotechnifcal complux is well organized, this system can double the harvest.
Obviously, the time 1;1: would take to a.c‘hieve such results depends upon the condjtions of
production. Knowing these conditions, T‘d: is impossible to assume that the growth of
productivity on the entire territory of |USSR can occur in & sudden Jump. Besides,
according to a phenolbgiéa]_ly-ba.sed chart, the influence of the fzeld shelter belts
laid during the first\ period of farest plenting (Ll.e. before 1950),can begin to come
into effect, due to their age, firs: 1nil958. "It will be able to grow steadlly only
during the following Secven years, when nj:.ore thew a half, -- and in case of pre-term
fulfillment of planting plans -- 3/4 of ‘all field shelter belts will join the ranks.

‘ i

115. Thus, the practical conditions of production during the rext few years will greatly
" lower the increase of,}crops that is theojretical.ly possible.  Teking all things into
consideration, up to 1955, as much as a {50 percent increase of harvests on fields
subjected to a single !gras& sowing is actually possible, while on fields that nave
been sown to perennlel grasses twice,an }incrr:: se¢ of as much as 75 percent £s possible.

Only later on, when 2 |large area will have benerited from rield shelter belts, will an
overall doubling of +Lile yield on fields that nave undergons two grass plantings .

be pceesible. |
|

116. We take the entire cultivaicd area of about 200,000,000 hectares as the point of
departure in our estimates. We establish the correlation of crops on the basis of
typlcal diagrams of c“;op rotation that hjas been introduced. We take into accoun%t the
fact that the planting of perennial (rosses has resulted in an increage of harvests
since 10LO.  We determine the poriod of fomplctc masterinig of the bLotel 4rass arce

" .on ‘the basis of the possible reproduction rates of perennial grasses. In this way we

£ind that the entire cultivated ares cannot be subjected to the effects of one
perennial grass sowing’ until 1966. In 1958, the process of subjecting a certain
part of the fields to & second plantin; of perennial grasses will begin, and it can

be finished in 1975. |

\
| | ‘
117. Having obtained a clea.; picture of the fields affected by perennial grasses, according
to the years, we can now cstimate the poqsiblc increase: of grain crops on theae
flelds. ‘“aking into consideration the ggadation, arrived at.in connection with T
the number of crop rotz%‘xtions and the extent or the influence 'of field shelter belts, ;

we establish, in perspective, the f‘ollowing dynamics of the growth of grain production
in UBSR according to five-year perlode: | )

Average ircrease orf

grain harvésts as Averajge grain Gross grain collections

compared with 1950 harvests in centners on unchanged sowing area of
Year (in percentage) per hectare 105,800,000 hectares
) Percent Centners Tons
13955 1.2 13,7 144,900, 000 ‘
1960 40 \ | 16.8 178,100,000 ' -
1965 8.3 l I 19.0 "201.,900, 000
1970 92.5 | I 23.1 24k, 500, 000

‘1975 100 ‘ [ 2k,0 253,900,000
|

118. We have cstablished ihe firsti limits of the increase of grain, production in the USSR
which can bte achicved under certain conditions during the period ot two cycles of
grassfield crop rotatioh. The results of  our estimates represent fully realistic
Quartities. Irn our prognosis only the terms of attaining these results are cqnditionn.l.
At the same time, onc of' the mos% important prerequisites to the achievement of these
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results is the obteining of large yields of the green mass LZelenaya massg of perennial
grasses -~ wihich are characterized by [the development of a greet mass of roots in the
soil ‘-- over the entire territory. Orly then can the formation of the soil structure

be vi:gorous, and the structure acquire stability. . As long as the grass yleld is. low,
elther there will be no increase in gr‘a.in crops at all, or, if there is, it will be
quite insignificant. .

\ _
The same pertains not only to gr°in crops but to all the other varieties of agricultural
production.

‘ ., v .
The mbst uncertain factor is the time at which the agrotechnical organization of the:
gra.ssi;ield crop rotation will be first' achieved. We have in mind & number of practical
problgms connected with field grass sowing in the USSR which have not.yet been solved,
Prerequisites for a good development of perennial grasses are far from existing in
every soil and climate zone. It is true that in our esiimates we did not take iato
consideration such independent factors|as the development of irrigeted agriculture >
the d.éepening of the arable leyer, the|introduction of crops of greater. productivity,
or tht‘: raising of the genersal a.grotechpical level of production. . .
All tljlese factors teken together can m«l‘ﬁet the Elanneg increase in gross grain
collections, an increase that is vossible provided only thet a grass layer of full
value \ia developed to the extent that \;'e have taken into considerstion. .But even under
such é‘onditions the 105,800,000 hectarés of grain crops can produce at the end of the
current Five-Yeur Plan & gross c¢ollection of only 145,000,000 tons instead of the
170-18{2,000,000 tons stipulated by the {phm. :
That iks why, in conjunction with the d.i‘stribution of the .land of the consolidated
kolkhqzes ; & temporary "crowding” of gr;e.ssfield crop rotations with grain crops at the
expense of the arcas of perenniel grasses of low fertility is taking place in the Boviet
Union.“ Our estimates were based on thej optimum'-- from the agrotechnical point of view -«
proportion of graln crops -- 52.9 percent o. the cultivaced area. This corresponds to

the arable area, which, according to the lan, emcunted to 105,800,000 hecteres in 1950.
‘ b

In ord‘;zrv, however, to obtain thne wa.ntin‘s 25-37,000,000 tons of grain in 1955,. this
area must be extended, an achicvement b}eing sought in the “erowding" of crop rotations.
We do Lol Kuow Lo wimd exient uinls snortage of grain production will be. overcome at.
the expense of the vassal states. I, however, this source is excluded, the acreage
under grain cultures would have to be increased by 11-27,000,000 hectares by means of
"crowding”. Grain crops would then take up 56.3 - 66.4 percent of the total acreage
under cultivation. But there is nothiné incredible in this either. According to the
Plan £or 1950, grain cultures constitutad 66.6 percent of the total acreage under

cultivz;xtion .

In thia} way, with the average productivity of 13,7 centners per hectare, the plan for
the amount of "gross collections", iy partially supplemented by the vassal states,
could be achieved. However, in view oz“the lack of the most vital agrotechnical .
prereqdiaite to the stability of the Ccrops, namely, & grass layer of full value, this

will greatly depend on frequency of rax i

It is evident that during subscquent years, in proportion to the increase in fertility

ot the &:erennin.l grasses supplementing tfhe fodder base of animal husbandry, the

acreage under grain cultures will grudue:.lly reach optimum magnituds. The reduction in

area under grein cultures will be coumpensated for by the increase in fertility afforded
by the bc.-renniul grasses. Thus, only B.I“ter the first period, that required for the
oz‘ganiz;a.tion of grassfield crop rotatioq, has been concluded, will the grassfield
system succeed in promoting a snarp incr‘ease in the productivity of labor and serving

as an ihdex oi' the skill of Soviet agriciu.lture. Until this result is achieved, the

'developtjnent of anlmal husbardry and other branches of agriculture will remain a heavy

burden (‘:»n the kolkhoz econony.

|
SOCIAL DRFECTS OF THE KOLKLOZ ECONQMY
|
- | |
S8erving|as the basis of the general development of the cconomy, the grassfield system

of agriculture contains large reserves og‘ labor productivity which the 8oviet State
i On one hand, it -leads to a fuller absorption of kolkhoznik's labor and
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results is the obtaining of laerge yields of the green mass [zelenaya massa/ of perennial .
grasses -- which are characterized by the development of a great wass of roots in the
soil -- over the entire territory. Only then can the formation of the soil structure f
4 ———

be vigorous, and the structure acquire stability. As long as the grass yield is. low, :
either there will be no increase in grain crops at all, or, if there is, it will be ‘ o
quite insignificant. v '

119. The same pertains not only to grain crops but to all the other varieties of agricultural
production. )

120. The most uncertain factor is the time at which the agrotechnical organization of the:
grassfield crop rotation will be first achieved. HWe have in mind a number of practical
Problems connected with field grass sowing in the USSR which have not.yet been solved.
Prerequisites for a good development of perennial grasses are far from existing in
every soil and climate zone. It is true that in our estimates we did not take into
consideration such independent factors as the development of irrigated agriculture >
the deepening of the arable layer, the introduction of crops of greater. productivity,
or the raising of the general agrotechnical level of production.. .

121. All these factors teken together can meet the Elanney increase in gross grain
- collections, an increase that 1is rossible provided only that a grass. layeér of full
value 1s developed to the extent that we have taken into consideration. .But even undexr
such conditions the 105,800,000 hectares of grain crops can produce at the end of the
current Five-Year Plan & gross ¢ollection of only 145,000,000 tons instead of the
170-182,000,000 tons stipulated by the plen. I S

122. That 1s why, in conjunction with the distribution of the .land of the consolidated
kolkhozes, a temporary "crowding” of grassfield crop rotations with grain crops at the
expense of the areas of perennial grasses of low fertility is taking place in the Boviet
Union. Our estimates were based on the optimum -- firam the agrotechnical point of view --
rroportion of grein crops -- 52.9 percent of the cultivaced area. This corresponds to
the arable area, which, according to the plan, amounted to 105,800,000 hectares in 1950,
In order, however, to obtain the wenting 25-37,000,000 tons of grain in 1955,. this
area must be extended. an arhijevemont being sought in the "ercwiing" of crop rotations.
We do not know to what extent this shortage of grain production will be. overcome at
the expense of the vessal states. If, however, this source is excluded, the acreage
under grain cultures would have to be increased by 11-27,000,000 hectares by means of
"crowding”. Grain crops would then take up 58.3 - 6.4 percent of the tutal acreage
under cultivation. But there is nothing incredible in this either. According to the
Plan for 1950, grain cultures constituted 65.8 percent of the tohal acreage under
cultivation. . :

123. In this way, with the average productivity o 13.7 centncrs per hectare, the plan for
the amount of "gross collecctions", iy partially supplemented by the vassal states,.
could be achieved. However, in view or the lack of the most witel agrotechnical .
prerequisite to the stability. of the crops, narely, a grass layer of full valus, this
will greatly depend on frequency of rain.

124, It is evident that during subsequent years, in proportion to the increase in fertility
of the perennial grasses supplementing the fodder bvese of animal husbandry, the
acreage under grain cultures will gradually reach optimum mageitude. The reduction in
area under grain culturus will be compensated for by the increase in fertility afforded
by the perennial grasses. Thus, only after the first period, that required for the
organization of grassfield crop rotation, has been concluded, will the graasfield
system succeed in promoting a sharp increase in the productivity of labor and servirn; -~
as an index oi' the skill of° Soviet agriculture. Until this result is achdieved, the
developm~nt of animal husbandry and other branches cff agriculture will remain a heavy

burden on the kolklioz econony .

- SOCIAL DIEFEC1S OF THE KOLK:hOZ ECONOMY

125, Serving as the basis of the general development of the cconomy, the grassfield syntem
of agriculiure contains large reserves of labcr productivity which the Soviet State .
appropriates. On one hand, it -leads to a [fuller absorption of kolkhoznik's labor and
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to a more productive utilizetion ci this labor ror *.;h; exclusive benelit of . uhé l

Bovict Siate, | On the cther, a8 & congequenee ©f the above and counter to the peuoml

iaterests of the kolkhoznik, it tends totear hind awa._/‘ more ond more from his -individual Vo~
plot. The propagande signif'icance of the so-called “plen of the transtormation of l"f
nature" which |leads, {rom the econonic point of view,|to cconomic progress, is at

the same time destroyed, tecause, from a social point|of view, this economic progress N

hastens the proletarianization cf the kolkhozniks.

126, The nz.timmlijation of the communal property of holhnams, which, in accordance
with the program of "building up Comswunisa" must talre‘place after their "productive
foreces" have ngen thoroughly developed, will only & ormal_. sanction a certain degree
the situation [in which tihc kolknozniks now exist. Thé kolkhozniks redlize perfectly
well that they own treir “communal® farm only in name) that in fact it belongs, as
well us the produce of their lebor, to the State. Deing forced to work in a 'communal®
farm and, at the sane tinwe, not being able to nake usé of the products of their labor,.
the kolkhoznik:s do not envisage in the economic developpment of the kolkhozes the sdne
future prosperity thet Scviet propaganda promises. ‘the goal of the world hegemony
of Communism, which agricultural production in the USSR was also made to serve in the
first place, h|a.s nothiinzg in ccmmon with the inuereatsio* the kolkhoz peasentry.

127. The passive Wsi.. tance of the kolkhoz wmen to the introduction of the elements of the
grassfield sy.;tem of apriculture is aggravated by the\;nc‘c that the performance of
the labor 1nv01\rul in 1t hes & direct adverse efféct on wages in the kolkhozes. The
most grapnic exnmnlc- of this is the work involwved in The planiing orf field shelter
belts. The c_,cc_cution of tuet tesk costs the koll.hozes a tremendous number of -
workdays, while the results of that work may appear only in the distant f\\ture. The
kolkhoz men u.z'e compelled to perform additional work rree of charge, since the addi-
tional workdeys spent in i'orest planting lead to the depreciﬁtion of the value of the
workday. Thw' applies in cquel measure *o other types of work (for instance,  the

construction oI‘ ponds and rcservoirs) . IO

\
128. Owing to th: bme cconoiiz conditions of kolkhozcs, the development of “communal " .

animal hu.)uanch-y, whicl: represents an inseparable link in the grassfield system of

agriculture, ls directly contrary to the vitel interests of the kolkhoz peusantry.

The growth in It.lu. nunber of cattle on kolkhoz ferms, zxccelerated by the Soviet .

government Ly evcl_/ meens, long ago far outstripped the establishment of a correnpond-

ing fodder base The government vas compelled’ to admit that the production of fodder
now, as before, ha..» fuilced to neet the demands of thec ‘growing animal husbandry.

129. Henmcc it rollows with Tull clarity that meintenance oz‘ the "communal® cattle on the
farms greatly lowers the already niggardly economic level of the kolkhozniks, because
the feeding of|the cattle absorbs 2 considerable portion of the natural resources
which could otherwise be partly uscd for distribution jon workdays.

130. By the wny, id many caiscs it had an indirect effect on the rate of adaptation of the
system of grassfield crop rotation. Sceking to decreeT.,e, as far as possible grain
and fodder reserves (which also swallow up a. conaideranle portion cf the production

intended for distribution on workdays), the kolkhoz men try to increase the reserves

of coarse rodder, hay, in particular. Therefore, gra.s‘sc_s on grass sown areas are
often mowed for hay, es occurred in Stavropol' Krei, es a result of which there were

no sccds. ‘

A131. All the c\zmpltl.s of resistance on the part of kolkhoz }men to the adaptati.on of the ‘
elements of the system of grass{iéld crop rotation anq their indifference to the ~
development ox| ‘communal" cconémy of the kolkhodzes stem from the same cause: forced

labor at the present time and Iorced lahor inseparable from the future economic
progress of kolkhozes.

132. The. grasst'ield system of agriculture represents an efficient scientific and technical
basis for the realization of thesc prospects. However, the social basis for the
realization is|in irrcconcilable conflict with the interests of the kolkhoz peasantry.
The agrarian policv of the Bolshiviks did nov climinate the "contradictions between
productive rorc¢es and production relations" which humpered the implementation of the
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grassricld sysiun oir agriculturs ii pre-revolutic nery Russia. heir policy which
leads toward the utoplon gouls of Communism hos qnly given this contradiction & new |
and harsher form, under vhich the products of rr duction are absorbed by the gigantic

machincry of “the share-owner state, while the inveresis of the producers are suppressed
by the crude force of a totalitarian regime. [

YEXCHANGE OF GCODS', AS AN TISIRUMENT FCR TiE KKPE;'{OPRIA”IOI‘Z OF KOLXHOZES | . !

Does this mean that it is too early to smeek of the existence of primary foundations
of the "ecconomic Laise of Communism," representin:;!the production maximum, into which,
under thc prevelent "production relstions", the Torced lebor ol kolkhoz men could be

epbodied?

of thke kolkhoz -- group economic formetion actinf;le.s a orake on the further development
of -the "productive [forces"? Docs tiis wean thet|it is too early to speek of the time
becoriing ripe for transferring the kolkhozes int .i§a new social quantity? Not at all.

The. introduction of
systen ol agricultu
Scviet govermment G
deternmine, to a lar

Does this mesn thet it is too early to! speak of the approaching obsolescence

measures necessary for the complete adaptation of the arassfield
re depends on -the degree of eié:ellence of the measures which the
ekes to force the kolkhoz men|to work herder. 7These measures

ce extent, the tine facteor oni?him ti.c release of productivity

reserves of agriculture intwerent in e gressilcld system of agriculture depends.

Morecver. on what 1
of the "Soumunist 3
the current Five-T«
for carrying out th

We cannot bielp tut

Rourth Five-Year Plen ended in tho

-- the consoliuction ol kolilhwoucs.

I
evil Gous the curve of lebor productivity determining the beginaing
rospurity” run? Will rot the];rcsults, whicii can be achieved during
ar Plan, turn out, in the opianion of the governmont, to be adequate
é Cfirst stases of the agraria?g relorai?

ol the real inim:l.nence of the agrarian reform. The
cnactent of a.l great measurc by the Soviet authorities -
1% prescnt, {;hcrc are 97,000 consolidated kolkhozes

see vitael signs

in the USSR instead of 274,000 spll kolkhozes wnich cxisted on 1 Jan 50. This re-

presenced -comple tio

statce end Lis inPluence on the cconomic lite of the kolkhozes.

step in the preperd
personnel woere selg
additions i'ron the
several aillion mer

n oo collectivization which enhanced the commanding role of the

It was also an important
tions of the rear for wor. First of sll, relisble and well qualified
ched o ellthor Wanegers. 'i‘bgi lubor force was partly augmented by
administrative cersenn.l which) belore consolidavion, numbc:r.‘e(}.

3y cousolidating the kolithozes inw povestutant :rl:hted fuvoreble conditions forv drawing

ncarer the date of
form ol kolkihozes &
soclolist type".
technd cal -power bad

the developnent and accumalation

An inmportant practical result of |
nuaber of lagging rfarms which vore Lugorved vy nore powerful kolkhozes.

of indivisible rest
acceleration of the

crcated for a fuller wtilizuiion ol the £
on the duvelopment of tue “commnel” coonomy

Qressure
the increase in pre
releasc ol human ¢

thie

‘Phis measuy

The conditicns. crested by Lo ¢
c

the liguidniicon of ithe u:,ri':ul:bural zrtel -- & contemporary socialist
nd thelr transloraation inte pnterprises of the “"consistent
: aorvewed the guls between the growth of the
L Oof 4. Statul means of production, and the rate of

of thelr ;co:uuixfnl” property.

G
i
oy
‘J

<

e, at Lia

the co:xsoliaatil n was the liquidation of a great

The concentration
rves resulting lron consclidotinn is undoubtedly ravorable to the

nied reproducti{a'n". 3uiteble conditions were also
sechnicall means of MiS, as a lever of government
oY kolkhozes. At the same time,

of “he machine ond tractor pool guarantees a more painless

rate of

ductiv
serves

.+ hollzhoz productio" in cese of mobilization for war.

I i
cncolidation ol kolk¥hozcs are undoubtedly favorable €O .

the dncrease ol

and Lo wn cccwnuleyion . of Moo

is an extrasely relatize concopuion, (thedr
! . .

of . incrzosed productivity wut
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v 41'&&'. of courzbdity production to the total output/ o
property, al'though the “tovarnost'® of kolkhozes -

"rovarnost” can grow not only at the expense :

1n0 at the eupensk of a reduction in natural reserves

Dution recevding vo workdeys)l The fact which Benediktov pointed

. the indivisisle Cunds of the kolkhozes, in connection

profivs, woir 10T then twice as big iu 1952 than they were

a consuaucnze O T e growth of "tovarnost'®. Of course,

Lere also the gociclikzed property of the new kolkhozes in

4 e end of the fougth Five-Year Plan, under the same

ir "'ovarnc
rrainal

)

sut, o1

25%1

\




139.

1ho.

k1.

k2.

3.

1k,

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000500180051-3
25X1

| 25X1

SECRE'Y, ,I

22 -

conditions, the increase amounted tc only 1.6 “imes. One cennot help but admit that o
the increase of indivisible tunds, and, consequently, of “"comunal' property, in one ,

year following consolidation .s significaut. Tne rates of this growth resulting ] {
from the transition from a oane-sided specialization to a general development of a bl
"communal® economy, connected with the intrcduction of the grassfiecld system of . )l.’
agriculture, must continue to increase. This conclusion follows logically from the
variety of the "tovarnost'" which is being built up and from the improvement of the n
financial situation of kolkhozes connccted therewith. . ..

The great number of measures of Soviet leadership applied in that direction pursue
the following practical ends: 1) an increase of monetary profits of kolkhozes -- ‘the
transformation of kolkhozes into "wolkhoz millionnaires®™; 2) dependiug on the
ebove increases, an increase of indivisible funds of kolkhozes, i.e. the.strengthening
of the main source of capital investment in the further development of 'communal®
economy -- the maximum -accumulation of the “"communsl™ property of kolkhozes; 3) an
increase in kolkhoz production with a simultaneous substitution of monetary paynents
by work-days for payments in kind, i 2. the esteblishment of premises for bringing ‘
the kolkhozes, in respect to payment for work, to the level of State farms. |

Is it no% cleer thet the intensification of the “expanded reproduction” of kolkhozes at
the samer time leads to the kolkhoznik's breaking .further aand further away from his
4ndividual plot and To a more complete absorption of his work by the "commnal® economy
»f the kolkhoz? . ..

Stelin's last "work", "The Economic Problems ol Socialism in the USSR", and the materials
of the 19th Party Congress Iully conl’'irm our prognosis of long ago that .all this .18

preparation for’ nationalization of "communel" kolkhoz -- group preperty and for the

Yransfor -of this property into the category of Ynational® property wnich is .administered
by the central authorities, { e sor its formal merger with State property. ‘Before
appropriating the accumtlated rruits orf lebor of the kolkhoz nmen, i.e Dbefore
exproprieting the kolkhozes, Stelin's goverament is striving to develop their production
to a maximum degree and to cnlarge thelr “communal' property while at the same time
liguidating the individual plots of the kolkhoz men.

Stalin speaks plaiuly of “he nccussiiy Yoy groduesl STAEGES . . e e to raise kolkhoz
property to the level of national property, and, elso by gradual stages, to replace
the circulation. of goods by a system of barter, 80 that the central authorities, [
or some other commmal economic centel, con selze the entire production of commanel
production .... " (Bol'shevik, o 15, 1uu2, p 35). :

gtalin atteupts to cover with « Jig leas wi:e plormed. absorption of the kolkhoz sector
by the state sector, le the direct expropriation of the kolkhoz, For that purpose, he
tries to picture the "society”, ciad nct the statc, as the future master of the \
expropriated property of the kolkhozes. He considars as adequate to the task ."a united
all-nationsl organization', formed with representatives of State industry and.the
kollkhozes, the functions of which will oe to keep records and to distribute the
entire comsumers' produce of the countrtye B

Stalin also confirms thac the liquidation of kolkhoz-group ownership temporarily
preserved as a_"s*imulus to-an increase in work productivity and to a quicker

accunulation [_ of ?J in kolkhozes, monetary receipts from the kolkhoz market’

included -- i8 not a distant vista but amatter of the near future. Speaking of the
group-kolkhoz ownership and the circulation of commoditiles, S<alin plainly states: ,
"at the present time these phenomena are being utilized successfully by us- for the
development of socdalist economy, and they are . . « » extremely useful. Undoubledly
they will continue to be useful in the near future. This serves asan intimation ‘
that- the implementation.of Stalin's program with respect to the liquiaation of these
economic phenumena will begin “in the near future”. e
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This is understandable. Stalin clearly foresees a further exacerbation of the "conflict®
between the interests of the kolkhoz peasantry apd those of the State, which strives
to concentrate in its hands and suvordinate 1o its control all the "production forces
of society"”. We have already examined the essence of the phenomenon defined by
Stalin as '"the growth of contradictions between productive forces and production.
relations”. The latter, according to Stalin, “have alreedy begun to hamper. the
mighty development of our productive forces, in as much as they create obstacles to

a complete inclusion of the entire national economy in state planning....." That is
why Stalin makes haste "to liquidate these contradictions by gradually transforming
kolkhoz property into national property, and by gradually introducing barter

instead of commodity circulation".:

It is quite obvious that the transition to "the exchange of products® will only be

an instrument of confiscation in the hands of the authorities. With its help the state
will be able to swallow up the entire kolkhoz production, including the "surpluses®
distributed to kolkhoz men according to vwork-days and those produced on their individual
plots, as well ac those left to the kolkhoz for sale on the kolkhoz market, The
seizure of the entire produce of kolkhozes will thus become not a result but the very
essence of expropriation. Stalin says plainly: "In order to raise kolkhoz property.

to the level of national property, the surpluses of kolkhoz production must be excluded
from the system of commodity circulation and included in the system of the exchange

of products between state industry and the kolkhozes. 1In thls lies the essence. Such
is the "method" by which Stalin planned '"to include the basic property of the kolkhozes
and the produce of* kolkhoz production into the general system of national planning®. -
That is exactly what he considers '"a realistic and decisive means for raising kolkhoz
property to the level of nationsl property,"” a means which must be used more and moye
"under present conditions™. This leaves no doubt whatever that the main purpose ‘of
the gracdual "transformaticn" of kolkhoz property into national property is to enable
the authorities to extend daily, ®step oy step" the compulsory delivery of kolkhoz
produce to the state, until it is completely d.rawn into "the orbit of natioual -

planning."”

It is not airricult %o understand Stalin's metnod of "mustering” the entire produce

of the kolithoz village. S+talin promises o gilve to the kolkhnzes, by way of. ™the
exchange of products", more industrial goods, and at cheaper prices than under the system
of the circulation of goods. This shows that with the jradual introduction of “the
exchange of products”, o monctary eveluation of the products will exist. It 1s.

obvious that Lm.rn 1w no Aiffevrence in principle bernween commodity-money circulation

and the ruture “exchange of products” But the essential difference lies in the fact
that, under the .former system, the kol.khozcs and x£olkhoz men sell part of their

produce in the kolkhoz market, while under the latter this produce will be used in

a planned, 1 2 compulsory, menner as payments: for state goods. It does not follow,

however, that the "goods allotment” will correspond to the full value of the agri-
cultural produce: The state will pay for part o’ it in money at a ratio fixed by

this same state. In this manper, the transition to the compulsory “exchange of
products” will be carried out irrespective of the level of production of industrial
goods which the village needs. Gradually releasing commodity supplies on bnnd. into
the compulsory "exchange of products, 1 e forcing the kolkhozes to pay for purchased
goods not with money, but with plOQULtS the statc will shackle kolkhoz production more

and more, drewing it swey Trom tha kolkhoz market.

THE THREE STAGES QF THE ACRARIAN REFURM

Onu can nov unerringly outliive the poeth wlong which all stages of the forthccming agrarian
This process, which leeds to consecutive changes in the Agricultural

relorm will pass.
vagic stages ~- the three links

Artel Statutes, cau be divided into at least three
or the agrarian reform.

The consecutive development oif these stages 1s devcermined by the immediate task of the
Stalin program, namely, the cont 1;0&»1011 of tie entire production of kolkhozes under
the guise ot "the exchange of products” The Soviet procurement system, even under
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. the system of commodiiy, circulation, é.moun s to the compulsory confiscation of praducts !
which are "kolkboz. _propcrty" with almost no compensation. However, while the ‘l.r.o_l.khoz‘ [
market is st1ll in existence, there 13 inevitably & certain "leakage" of agricultural
products. _ The kolkhozes themselves sell part of their produce that remains after thc
state procurement. quotas have been exceeded. A part of the produce received according
to work-days and cultivated on their individual plots -- the la*ter more significant |
in overall quantity -~ is sold by theikoikhoz men. These products are sold in the, }
market by the producers themselves and are conswmed by the city population, circumvent-
ing state regulations. Consequently, the task consists, after the exchange of prod.ucts
has replaced the gosds circulation, in the gradual restricticn.of the channel through
which the "1pa.lcﬂ‘gc " of products oc.curs, and then in the clnsing of the kolkhoz market

altogether ‘ i

150. ‘l'hia cannot take place. however, unLil the causes which forced the government to allow
kolkhoz trade are eliminated. Tnes; causes were the following: a) the impossibility 1 i
of satisiying the minimum food requirem(_nts of the urban population by means: of routiho t
state trade; b) the _chronic unsound Jtate of kolkhoz finances, caused by low i
procurement prices and seasonal monetary receipts inevitable in one-sided develcpment
of the economy. The cultivation by kolkhozes of certain products for sale on the }
market and their sak at prices set by s free exchange of goods turned out to be the. !
main source of wonetary income, whichienabled the kolkhozes to satisfy the lmmediate }
requ:!.n.mentb of production and to increase capitel investments in the d.evelopment of |

"eommunal" eccnomy. The State was thus able to shift the burden.of kolkhoz losses | ;
caused by low procurement prices on to the shoulders of the city consumer; c) the 1
necessity of pu.lfying the pessants who, in view of the meager money payments per }
work-days, had no monetary iuncome whatsoever. |
1
i

15L. As we see from the above, the Liqu;dation of the kolhhoz trade cannot take plnce .
before the "tovarnost'" or kolknozes has been greatly increased; before the commal" !
production of' kolkhozes has, on the besis of the gressti=ld system of agriculture, 1 !
reached an all-round level of development aad has produced a variety of "tovarpost'".| i
This 3u ties MO3L amportant 1~r;qulb1u_ tor the improvement of tbe kolkhoz financial ‘

_ state, as well as for the increasc of mnm_tcr\' payments per work-days. ‘

152. 1o view of thils, during tue Jdret .)lu.cgl,, Lne bUOd.b and woney circeulation will bc
supplanted gruduully by "Lhe excheange jof products”, aslowly l;mh:ina the kolkhoz sales: :
in tne kolkihoz market. ‘Yne start of 'thg exchang: of products®, in the form of i
"otovarivantye' o agriculiural producls Lindm, trial products used instead of monsy for S
{
i

payment rfor agricultural erdJCLg. had long sgo pertially taken over the productlon of
the kolkhozes producing cotton, flax, bteets, etc. The "o*ove.riva'xiyc , aentioned by [
Stalin, consiats ri the State glving goods in puort supply Lo these kolkhozes in part‘
payment [or Lhelr produm_. In view ol the geiaeirol suoriage of goods, the au\.horities\ |
thus stimulate the producticn of aLl&.T,cguul..j 20I mm rav materials. In procurement’ |
practice Lhere s bx,:,’,.; anotbur L(‘J“I’l ui "otovarivesiye" ot production which the kol- ‘ ‘
khozniks Zeliver tirough Lhe state ;Jopc.xa.‘.ivr, In tris case it serves as a device:
for additionsl pnomping ol provisions Irom the V.L.-l_lﬂguﬂ. Because of an acute shortage !
of footwesr anu clothing he kolkhozuik is forced to deprive his family of part of J :
his producc and deliver it to the "o sooperative”, in order to obtain the necessary goods. |

! i

153. Nevertheles:, altuourh ti- planacd, i e coupulsory, "exchauge of products” can

swallow up the production of kolkuories comparatively casily during the first stage,
the produce of ihe kolkhos men will s5till elude 1ts sphere of operations. XBven if we! ,
imagine a fantesiic pi;nu:: of an wtundance of industrial goods, even so it is impoaafble ,
to expect the kolkinz men Lo exchange without resistance their "eurpluses” for an -~ ‘
arbitrary aesoctient or g('ud.a sup,;.l.iLo. "in a planned manner® through the kolkhozes .
when 1t is possible to sell food supplics in the kolkhoz market and to have a free
choice of zools in the Stete commercial network. ,

154, Phis is why Jduring HrL sub:,eoucnt, secoud stage of the rercrmilog process of
expropriation of the “surplus' provisions, vhich sere at the disposal of the kolkhoz
men, a more radical measure involving the rivst important change of the Agricu “wal
Artel Statutes, will be introduced. More than two years 4go we opserved a tendency
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in ‘accord with espirations to equate the conaitions of payuent for the work of the
kolkhoz men with those of the workers in State farms. As earlyv as two years ago timid
attempts were made by the Soviet press to discuss the possibility of a "renunciation® '
of the system of evaluating work-days in kind in the kolkhozes. The introduction in -
kolkhczes of the evaluation of a work-day in ‘rubles, with the products being issued

on the account of the monetary payment due per work-days, is absolutely inevitable. £
The kolkhoz man must be trensformed from a nominal owner of the produce he produced
into a buyer of that produce within the limits, of course, prescribed by. the

State for personal comsumption. :

The kelkhoz wan will have no more production "surpluses" on hand which are distributed
Ter work-days. The entire production will remain in kolkhoz warchouses. Having

| by-passed the individual kolkhoz men , The State will thus without difficulty draw their
. former "supluses", wvia the kolkhozes, into the planned "uarier". . This will also serve

as & psychological preparation of the kolkhozniks for the acceptance of a formal
expropriation of the Kolkhozes.

! Simultencously, or sowewhst later -- depending on the process of maturing of the

' necessary economic conditions -- another measure will be introduced. This measure,
' connected with the second wssential change in the Agricultural Artel Statutes, Las
‘been in preparatlon fora long time. It is: the iiguidation of the individual plotas

tof kolkhoz men. In this 1Ay the main purpose of the resestlment of kolkhoz men, which
. Was begun in couw:rciion with the consolidation of kolkhozes and then temporarily
1 suspended., The uneguivocal significance of this measure 1s fully revealed iu an

. esgential detail of the model plans of reconstruction of populated poirts, which at

! the beginning bore the resounding neme of "agrogorods". Disguised by the kolkhoz
Pway of lite" this detuil consists in that the individual DPlots where the kolkhoz men
1do their own lerming are allotted, as a rule, outside of the limits of the ulated
ipoint.  Thir 1s done 5o that these allotments, the size of which is even now limited
by the Agriculturel Artel Stetutes, in time could be excluded altogcther frow the -
ipersonal usc ol kolrhor wen and included in the "communal® crop rotation system,

It would be rittlng Lo point out Li conrection with Lois thaet as early as & Nov 49
the Moscow newspaper, lzvestiya, published elcguent arguments to the effect, that it
idoes not make sense tor Kolkhoz men te waste their time on their individusl plots, on
?the:.r own: Ccovis, ctc. EBven then 1t was not difficult to foresee the development of
ifurther propegands, concerning the "renunciation® by the kolkhoz men of their
Bubsidiary farming. In coufirmation of our prognosis of long standing, in Decemben
11951 Bol'shevik developed stiil more definitely the idea of the gradual withering .
away of individual fwrmirg by kolkhoz men. In 1952, Bol'shevik (no 10), reiterated
ithet 'when the pubiic scornomy of kolkhozes attains a nlgh level of developnent scee..
‘there will be no necessity for individual Tarming ....." and that "the only all-
embracing rorvm of ¢wnership will be that of national ownzrship”.

While preparations for tie liguldetion of individuel farning by kolkhoz men continued
without interruption, the Soviet authcrities were Torced To give up their premature
infatuation with the ides of compilsory recettlement of kolkhoz men, The resettlement
was suspended. Hewever, it was only temporarily relegated to sccond place. Malenkov
confirmed taat, too, when he stated at the 19th Concress tha* the problems of ®"the
way of life" {n the kolkhozes can be successfully solved only on the basis of a

well developed “comminal® production. '

Of oours:, Lhw "way ol Life" is & sheer Cigmeat of the imagleation. Many cases are
knownw'nerc, during, hesty resettlement, kolkhoz men were moved from habitable Quarters .
into mud Luts. It is not difficult to understand the reasons behind the enforced

temporary retreal which wes necessary ror a future "running jump”, if we take the

following into vewsideration: a) the desire of the authorities to emsure first of

all fulfilloent uy kolkhozes »f their production plans, on which depend speedier

accumulation of supplies or raw materials end provisions in the evernt of war;

resettlement snevitably would distract kolkhoz resources from this problem, which,-
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under the prevalent conditions ‘'of kolkhozes, could low.r apprecliably the level of
their "tavarnost"; (b) the government's intention of earrying out the resettlément,
without government assistance, at the expense of the koikhoz men themselves’ (the
latter will pay in the future ror any expenses involved) which can be achieved only
with adequate economic development of the kolkhozes; o) the impossibility of balancing
the food situation in the country if individual farming i kolkhozes were limited

in the near future; d) a sharp reaction of resistance among the kolkhoz men provoked

by tre compulsory rasettlement in 1950-1951.

As soon us the conditions necessary for the liquidation of the kolkhozniks !
individual farming are thought to have been achieved, the Soviet politicians will
not, delay in resuming the Torceful resettlement of the ropulation. Provision for
this 15 d1s0 mode in technicel planning, eccording to which the land of the
consolidated kolkhozes is organized.,

The liquidation of individunl plots is thus e Predetermined matter. As the moment
for carrying out this measure, the authorities will choose the time when the
resistance of the kolkhoz men will heve been weakened, when the kolkhoz man will be
compelled to give up his individual plot 'voluntarily®, The compulsory measures
will:bind the peasents more and more to “communal® faruing, which, in proportion
with its general development, will demand more and more work from the £0lkhoz men.
The time will come when the kolkhoz man will nnt be able to spare any time at all
for his individual plot. The volume of lebor exploitation in kolkhozes will increase
immerns=ly by that time. The production of "commupal® ferming will increase. This
will be exactly +he right, moment for a final liquidation of the personal property
of the kolkhoz m-n.

The remaining productive bage -- individual plote
aning -- will be transterred to the kolkhozesg.
preserved for a

So the riaal goal will be reached.
outside of the spuere ¢ state pla
After that, only the kolkhoz-group, “commungl™ property will be
certain time in agricultur..

Both mrazares -- the Lransition to moncrary compensation for work-days and the"
liquidation of individual rarcin.g -- will completely deprive the peasants of any
produce "surpluses". Frem thet time ou, the entire productiocn of a kolkhoz village
without exception will Pase ihrough the kolkhoz storchomses which are eccessible to
the state. The lcolkhoz mer will receive provisions, as well as industrial gooda,,
on the account or money payments due them, within the limits of a living wage
arbitrarily fixed hy the sovermuent, and at prices fixed bty the government. The
kolkhoz wmarket. as well as other chunnels, througn whicrn a “leakage" of ‘a certain
part of the "commodlty" production was pussible, will be closed tightly and forever.
With the liguidation of i kolkhos mavlect the second stage of the reform will be

concluded,

It i3 easy to imagine how much nreeter ihe expleitation of the kolkhozniics ' labdbor

by the state wi1ll ve alter “he liquidation or the kolkhogz markei. The exploitation
will becone more extensive in proportion to the increase of the bulk of agricultural
production, whicu ie wake, away from the kolkhozes i: the form of "barter" at .low
Procurement prices. Stalin attempts "scilentificelly"” to draw a vell over this
obvicus truth witn au empty fiction of "the law or value", which gerves him and
Soviet propaganda solely es a method of covering up financial and exploitative
machirations, concealed nnder the guise of nmonetary cazlculations of value. The
Procurement. prices lixed by the authoritics do not reflect the soclally necessary
expenditure of labur for lne production of one unit of agricultural production

(as required, according to Stalin himsels, by "“the law of value".) It 1s too obvious
that the policy or Procurement prices serves the Communist regime as an ingtrument -
for tne maxiwmin: appropriviion of the free labor of the kolkhoz men.

An frrefutuable proor or this is found in kolkhow: practice. If procurement prices,
which have an iumediote effect on the level of the payments for work in kolkhozes,
were really cstablished in accordance with "the law of value", 1 ¢ taking into
aceount thz socially necessary cxpenditure of labor for the production of a unit
of produciion, then payments ror the work of kolkhoz wme:n wonld Jdepend exclusively
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on the proauci ity o labor 1o va.ricu;ls kollzhozes. Hewurmliy, vage peyments can
vary in differect kolknozes and they depend on the production vesults achieved in a
given “"communal' c¢ronory by the -collective hody ol the peesants -- its nominal owners.
Phis Tully corresponds to the socialist principle: “to ~ach esccording to his labor®.
166. lowever, ia reslity, the difference in wage payments, for instance, in cotton and grain
growang kolkhozes r2zulting from the giisproportion ol procurement prices is so
enormous that it goes fal beyond the limits of the fluctustion of lebor productivity

in these kolknozes. Ceses are knowmwhere the monetary value of a work-day in dndi-
vidual kolkhoaes amounted to 30-35 rubles. All these cases occurred in “progressive®
kolkhozes, which produce cotton, tea ‘lee.ves, and other highly critical raw materials.
These are "kolkhoz cases" /Titerelly |"kolkhoz islets'/. Their level of wage payments
is vastly different Trom that prevailing in the whole mass of kolkhozes. Their wage
payments are cight or 10 times greatdr than the monctary value of the work~day which
the most "progressive" grain kolkhozes have been able to achieve. In comparicon

with average kolknozes, they are 25 ([)1‘ 30 times greater,

167. The niggardly wage payments in the ma,la,jority of kolkhozes are caused entirely by the
fact that ihe government gets the ko;l:hoz producz #lmost i'or nothing. The government
pays lesc for one pusd [_cqu_o.ls 36,213 1» of grain it takes away from the kolkhozes
than 1t reccives Tor one kilogran cfj baked bread.

168, It should be 4lzo born in miund, 'chat.‘} peginning with 1G4 the standard Erime:mgj
norms of produ:iion end pilecevork cveluation in work-days, "vecommended” by the .. ..
governmarnt, rave Loan in force. These norms and evaluations were made uniform as

far as possibl-. This cqualized al;"su whe computation of work-days for identical
work in diffsrent kolkhuzes. Tt weans that the amount of labor invested in one

day in "kolkhoz cases” and in nveraie. kolkhozes is completely, or almost, identical.

Hence 1t i3 clear, *hat & unic of 1a8bor egqual in quantity and quality in all :

kolkhozus 15 paid ror differently in different kolkhozes.  This is by no means: in

sccordance with Lhe socialist formula: “to eacn eccording to his labor". This was
dicteted mxclusively by the interesl‘ts of tihe authorities, and is 6 result of the

government policy on procurement piflces.

169. Of course, mhe purpose of the "kolkhozes cases' 15 %o strepgthen by their existence
the effuctivencss of propegenda prémoting, the &ll-round development of the “commuonal
economy" nnd tlr: separetion of the|kolkhoz men from their individual farming. But
the main purpose of the Soviet policy or prices, which also brought forth the |
"kolkhnzco-cases™, 1s to conguer the resistance of the kolkhoz men in-order to
insure the development of' such bra‘nches of the cconomy as cotton growing, vhich 1a
necessary LOU WAr Purposes. Cott-uin growing, wiich requires a great expenditure of
labor with low prices for the produce, not only did not bring any profit to kolXhoags
but lowered the value of a work--de».":/. Exactly because of the reaistance of the
kolkhoz men the government was obliged to raise tne prices for cotton. While in
kolkhozes producing grain, the goverancnt cal freely explcit the labor of the kolkboz
men witheut reising prices because the pessant will never refuse to sow grain -=the
principel food product. . .

170. The Kremlan thus uses its own discretion in reguls.ing wege payments. By forcing
the peasants tc d4eliver thedr pro’duction at low procurement prices the govermment
exploits their labor. By arb tru‘!rily chenging the procurement prices the Kremlin
can exert un influence on the development of the branches of econcmy 1t needs.
Obviously, under such conditions fwage payments cannot be made nccording to the
formuls "to cuch according to hig. labor”. . Wage payments depend entirely on tv.e needs
and the appetite of the State, on the arbitrariness of the rulers,. and not_on the
real cxpopditure of labor for production. The labor of a kolkhoz man just like that of
a slave, i3 of no velue. It 1s not "the law of value", but the law of crugl exploita-
tion vhich determines procurement prices for kolkhoz production and wage payments
in kolkhozes. Different wage payments for the same kind of labor is the best proof.

This Tully reveails the character; of the ecconomic stetus of the Ykolkhozeg ~-cases”
Their existence,K ls possivle only

conditioned by the prevalent po)’."itical sitvration.
until the peak of the d.evelo;:mez}xt of "the productive forces" of the kolkhoz village
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on the. productivity of lebor in voerious kolithozes. HNeturelly, wage t=ymeats can k
vary:/in different holkhozes znd they depend on the production results achieved in a;
given “eommunal" ceonomy by the collective body of the peasants -- its nominal owners.
This [fully corresponds %o the socielist principle: "to each according to his labor.

However, in realily, the difference in wage payments, for instance, in cotton and grain
growing kolkhozes resulting f'rom the disproportion of procurement prices is so i
enormous that it goes fai beyond the limits of the fluctustion of labor productivity
in these kolknozes. Ceases are knownwhere the monetary value of a work-day in ind.i-
vidurl kolknozes amounted to 30-35 rubles. All these cases occurred in "progreaaive
k.olk’hoz.r 25, which produce cotton, tea leaves, and other highly critical rayw materiels
Th(‘se are "kolkhoz cascs" [_11 terally “kolkhoz 1slets_7 Their level of wage Pamm:a
is v{astly different from that prevailing in the whole mass of kolkhozes. Their \mge
payments are eight or 10 times greater than The monetary value of the work-day which
thejmost "progressive" grain kolkhozcs have been able to achieve. In comparison l ;’
with average kolkhozes, they are 25 or 30 times greater. f

[
The| niggardly wage payments in the majority of kolkhozes are csused entirely by tﬁe
:EacJ that the government _gets the kolkhoz produce almost ror nothing. The governmnt
Dayg leses for one pood chu.als 36.1213 lbfof grain it tekes away from the ko]khozea

than 1t receives Tor one kilogram of baked bread.

It jshould be also born in mind, tunat beginning with 1943 the srandard [primernyygj‘

nom of produciion end piecevork evaluotion in work-days, "recommended” by the I8
government, Luve tzen in force. These norms and evaluations were made uniform aa
fa‘. as possible. Thiz cqualized also the computation of work-days for ,id,entical%
work in different kolknozes. It wmeanc thet the amount of labor invested in one ||
d ¥ in “"kolknoz cases” and Lu average kolkhozes is completely, or almost, identical.
Hence it is clegr, that a unit of Jabor equal in quantity snd quality in all f =
kolkhozes is Jza.id for differently in different kolkhozes. . This is by no means. 12:
accordance with the socislist formula: "to each according to his labor” This vu
dfcmted exclnsively by the interests of the authorities, and is & reath of the

gvernment policy on procurcment prices. j
& P ¥y P i

Of course, the purpose of the "kolkhozes coses" 1s o qtrengthen by their exisfeuce
‘t;he ei‘fccfivnncss of proupagenda promoting the all-round development of the "CW
eeonomy and the separation of the kolkiioz mwen from their individual farming. rmt
the main purposc of the Soviet policy of prices, which also brought forth the
"kolkhozu—cases , 1s to conquer the resistance af the Xolkhoz men in- order to
insure the development of such branches of the economy as cotton growing, vhich is
necessary for war purposes. Cotton growing, which requires & great exx)enditur:: of
J.nbox with low prices for the produce, not only did not bring any profit to W;s
tut lowered the value of a work-day. Exactly because of the resistance of thej)
Xolkhoz men the govermment was obliged to raise the prices for cotton. While
kolkho"e:. producing grein, the government cawnfrucly exploit the labor of the kolkhoz
men without raising prices because the peesent will never refuse to sow grain [--» the
prim‘ip&l rood product. . ;

I

The Kremlin thus uses its own discr2tion in reguleling w:gc payments. By i‘orcine

‘*:,}‘.e peasants to delivey their preduction at low procurement prices the goverment
;exploits their lavor. By arbitrarily changing the procuremeant prices the Krcml.n

lcan exert un influence on the development of the branches of economy it needs.
Obviously, under such couditions wage payments cannot be made according tQ tba

Pormuls "to ecch according to his labor® Woge payments depend eatirely on the needs
and the appetite of the State, on the arbitrarincas of the rulers, snd not on ‘the
resl expepditarce of lebor for production. The labor of e kolkhoz man. Just 1E that of
& Biave, is of no value. 1t is not 'the lew of value", but the law of cruel exploitu-
tion which determines procurenent prices for kolkhoz producf.icn and wage pa.ymente

in kolkhozes. Different wape peyments for the same kind of lahor is the best procf.

This fully reveais the cherscter of the economic status of the "kolkhozee-canes

| conditioned by the prevalent political situslion. Their existence is posai‘ble only

F/illase
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has woen veachiw oud thon forces have been doawWi oorto e splicre of government i!
T

planning (especiclly because uniform wage payments wre nslural-ir s placned, economy )
It may be said with certainty that unification of wage paynents jv kolkhozes will .
begin as soon aus the individual kolkhoz plots have been abolished, es soon as.the . X
remnants of the kolkhozniks' financial inderendence have been destroyed, and as ,"?
soon as their labor has been completely absorbed by the "commnal" economy of the
kolkhozes. As soon as this goal is reached wany of the propeganda devices now.in
use will disappear, there being no further need for them. At the same time wuge :
bayments will be mede uniform not by raising them to the level of the "kolkhozes-cases®,

but, on the contrary, by lowering them to. the average level of the wages of state -
agricultural workers. . i

red

172. The moment of the liquidation of <the private property of kolkhoz men must be consider
the turning point in the roform. When all manpower is absorbed by the "communal':
economy of the kolkhozes, it will be embraced in its entirety by state planning |
and will be applied to a more vigorous development of "the material base of Communism®
-- the intensification of the production of raw materiasls and provisions for war .
needs. At the same time, the increase of .manpower taken over by the State will increase
the numbters later transferred to heavy industry. The conditions of war mobilization
will be also easier, because the general belance of manpower wWill improve 'as a reéult
of the transfer of individual production (individual plots) to "communal" production
where mechanization is applied. In this way the ell-round strengthening of the !
military and economie potential of the State ~-- the payment for world Communism --

will be achicved.

173. There remains one Jassh step to be mwade on the road to the compietion of the agrarian
reform and that is the liguidsticn of the kolkhoz -- group ownership. For how lung
this social and economic category will be maintained 1g of secondary importance. &,
Its mainterance will keep the peasantry on the verge of complete proletarianization
in name only. 1In fact, the remnants of the fidancial and labor independence of the
kolkhoz men have been destroyed by changes in the Agricultural Artel statutea. in the
second stage of the reform. . With the transition from the system of distributing |
the income in kind according to work-duys into that of monetary wage payments and
wilh the liquidetiou of private property, the kolkhoz man ceesed to produce "for ;

N himself". The govermnment takes possession or all agricultural production.! Work
in a kolkhoz Becomes the only means of existence for the kolkhoz man. By regulatipg
the procurement prices, the government establishes the level of monetary wage payments
in kolkhozes as it seces rit. In essence, even under the conditions in which i
kolkhoz-group ownership and the outward forms of distribution of the income per
work-days are preserved, wage payments are introduced. The situstion of the kolikhoz
man approsches closely -that ol the slate form werker, while the kolkhoz men, in
addition, recedves provisions and goods charged against his monetary income 1in the;
amount and at the price fixed by the government. ! i

17k, At this stage the mainteined fiction of the kolkhoz -group (communal) ownership ‘
clearly begins to hawper further development of the "productive forces™. After the
liquidation of the Kolkhoz warket this fiction, whicu was used for pumping over
through the market the runds of the city population xor the development of the

. "commnal" economy, becomes unnccessaly. At the same time, as a stimulus for the
increase of work preductivity, it does not only definitely lose its significance but
turns into its opposite, beceuse rurther prescrvaiion of the "communal® (ccoperative)
form of c¢conomy Tformally hampers the autkorities in maintaining the intensity of
labor in kolkhiozes by State measures of compulsion. ?

This 1s why, having taken possession of all the products of kolkhoz production and being -~
the aclual manager of the acewnlated results of their "communal” lasbor -- In “tle form

of livestock, bufldings, kclkhoz ele€ctric power stations, and other property. -- the
govermment will be compelled to bring the reform to & rapid and logical conclusion.
The government will be compelled to speed up the completion of the agrarian' reform,.
as well as the formal liguidation of kolkhoz-group cwnership, which will take place

) N

in the third stage of the process of reform. : ‘ o

175.

176. Steady preperations for this also begin with the consolidation of kolkhozes. The
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expruljpriu.t.ion of the “commuuel® property of tie kolkhozes and ite gradual merger
with| the State property, is expressed through an ever tightening "control" exercised -
by the govermment. In proactice, this is beginning to be achieved by the establishment
of unity of planning along Lhe line of the ntilization oif' State means of Production

and along the line of kolkhoz Pproduction planning. | Beginning with 1950, planning
for MI8 and ikolkhozes, which had been hitherto separate, was combined into one process.
The '_pil‘aan_ ior MIS tractor work and the Plan of the development of the kolkhoz economy
now represent two indissolubly bound parts of one government program. On the one
band, ithis guarantees the greater development of all branches of the economy in the
intergsts of and tully dependent upon the state. On the other hand, it reduces to

. paught the role of the kolkhoz as & collective owner and manager of its "communal ®

i propexjty. i

177. . The lx?.jtter is achieved during uhe process of further mechanization and electrification
. of agriculture as well as by the establishment of such a correlation between State and

. kolkhoz means of production which strengthens the predominant role of the MIB. :

- An illustraticn of this is tne fact that the government does not permit kolkhozes

i to own; for instance, electric motors of over a certain power. fThis is dictated

: notalane by the desire to receive more pey in kind for the use of the machines' owned

E'by théistute for, on the one hend, the increase of the dominant specific gravity of

! State means or broauction, waicl has a decisive effect on the results of the communal

i labor in kolkhozes, 1s in itself &n expression of' the new '"production relations”,

- under Hhich the dependence of the kolllioz men on the: State is growing. On the other

-hand, it servees as a psychological preperaticn of tlre kolkhoz peasantry for the time

‘When the "commun:l" property ol the kolkhozes will be absorbed by the State, formally,

‘88 welll as in tact. : o

178. ‘Along yith the gradusl organlc merging of state and communal "property", the conditions
‘of organization and the wege payments in the kolkhozes are gradually approaching ‘the
Econdit‘ions that exist in state enterprises. Among the measures forecing people-to
work this goes on simultaneously with the deepening of the process of the proletariani-
zation |of the kolkhoznixs and is, at the same time, subordinate to a more rapid
accumulation of raw-material and manufactured reserves of a military nature.

179. Such arc.?- the premises -- existing and dzveloping -- for the formal liquidation of
kolkhoz}-;-group property. Developing during all previcus stages of the process of
transformation, they are gradually preparing for the liquidation of agricultural - -
artels as a "socialist” form of economy ard for their transformation into overoment
enterprises cf a "higher sociall type, 7 e. statc farms. Wnether agricultursal enter-
Prises of this new type are tormed "communcg or not,:in the main their character -
will not! change. This will be the culmination of the agrarian reform and will
transform the kolkhozes into a new social entity. The repeal of the Agricultural
Artel Statutes and the corresponding amendment to the Constitution of the UBSR will
legall):f:onfirm the expropriation of the kolkhozes. This act will signal the complete
proletarianization of the kolkhozniks -- the transition from a form of distributicn
of mone)'riiucome for products to a unified system of wa’.ges.

H | n

1 i 1

180. The elimination of the "difference between the city and the countryside”, i.e, the
rise of lthe "all-embracin; state production sector with the right to regulate: the
entire consumer -goods producticn or the country", will also create those new
"productlion relationsnips ' that will no longer inaivit the development of productive
powers. | The state Will, even formally, be the sole owner of all means of production
and all products of production, including the agricultural, The state will be the
sole proprietor of all lator resources. This will strfangthen the slave system and
crown th}éT edirice of Soviet "sociolism'. :

181. This is z"é:a.lly the principal poal of Sovice agrarian policy, a8 sgeen in the light
ot Stalin's "Economic Problens of Socielisnm in the USSI}" and the decisions of the
19th P&ml.y Congress. The Utopian goals of the beautiful "Future ", painted by
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propagenda, are too obviously connected with plans for a new war and practical
The expropriation of the kolkhozes by means of "barter®
is merely one of the necessary preliminary conditions for the "“transition from.
socialism to commuuism". another necessary premise, according to Stalin, is
the growthof heavy industry, which has priority. '

Is it necessary to discuss what kind of "prosperity" awaits the peoples of the. Soviet
Union an&_ the whole world after the setting up of these premises? Their realization
would turn-the Soviet state into a mighty apparatus for world Communist aggression.

This is far from meaning that, as long as this result has not been gained, the
“collegial dictatorship” will refrain from further gradual.expansion of the. .
Kremlin's empire. In the future all measures -- not excluding military ones -- Wil

be applied to this end. As soon as the preparation for an all-out war has been
completed, total aggression against "capitalist encirclement" will ensue. :

~end-
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