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Abstract

The purpose of this thesis is to present an analysis on how the “red famine” (Applebaum
2018) that occurred in Soviet Ukraine between 1932 and 1933 is discussed in Russia
and Ukraine. Both countries, rewriting history after the collapse of the Soviet Union,
have not yet reached an agreement on what took place during those years. Ukraine was
not the only country struck by the famine. Other areas of the Soviet Union, especially in
Russia and in Kazakhstan, were hit by the tragic event. Many people starved to death

and many others struggled to stay alive.

Even though Ukrainian and Russian accounts of the event can often be surprisingly
similar, some discrepancies on the interpretation of the cause of the famine, can
nevertheless lead discussions into completely different territories and kickstart fiery

debates.

In Russia the famine is simply remembered as “ronog” which means “famine”, while
Ukraine has coined a more specific term which includes the nature and the cause of the
famine. “Holodomor” which means “to kill people by starvation”. Furthermore, many
Ukrainians claim that Holodomor is “reHouung” (genocide), a fully planned act of mass
murder on ethnic Ukrainians. Most Russian and Ukrainian experts agree that the famine
was man-made, but they are still divided on whether it was caused intentionally, or as a
result of a chain of unfortunate events caused by Stalin’s failed collectivization and his

total disregard for human life.
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1. Introduction

In 2013 at the Valdai forum, President Vladimir Putin referring to Russians and
Ukrainians claimed that: “We have a common tradition, a common mentality, a common
history, a common culture. We have very similar languages. In this sense, | want to
repeat once again, we are one people”.1 Yet disagreements on the interpretation of
several historical events between Russia and Ukraine are causing a “war of memories”
between the two nations. The heritage of Kievan Rus and Hetman Mazepa are among
such events, but Holodomor is perhaps the most crucial because it has been

. . . 3
internationalized.

This thesis will primarily discuss the following question: What is the Russian
discourse on Holodomor and how do Russian academics, activists and the

general public react to the Ukrainian discourse on Holodomor ?

Arguing that several aspects of one historical event can be interpreted radically
differently in the two countries, the question aims at presenting how significant these
views are in the debate of the event. In order to clarify this, chapter 2 of this thesis lays
out a presentation of the secondary and primary sources that | have been collecting and
analyzing since spring 2019. Chapter 3 contains an explanation on the methodology
and theory, and the methods | used to gather material for the thesis. Secondary and
primary (mostly Russian) sources, books, articles, in-depth interviews with experts and

brief conversations with Russian and Ukrainian non-students.

1 “Y Hac obuas Tpaauums, obLias MeHTanbLHoCTb, oblas nctopus, obLuas Kynestypa. Y Hac oYeHb
6nmskune a3bikn. B aTOM cMbicne, 51 elle pa3 xo4y NOBTOpUTb, MO oauH Hapog'. Kremlin.ru, 2013.
‘8acepaHne MexayHapO4HOro AUCKYCCMOHHOTO kyba «Bangany'.
http://www.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/19243

2 Kappeler, A. 2014. ‘Ukraine and Russia: Legacies of the Imperial past and Competing Memories’.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1016/j.euras.2014.05.005

3 Kappeler, A. 2014. ‘Ukraine and Russia: Legacies of the Imperial past and Competing Memories’.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1016/j.euras.2014.05.005
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This chapter also includes a description of three theories | resorted to and applied to the
analysis of the discussion of the tragedy: “Trauma”, “Myths” and “History politics”.
Chapter 4 is dedicated to the actual famine of 1932-33, its scope and prehistory, while
chapter 5 introduces the discussion on how “famine” became “Holodomor”,

an etymology of Holodomor. This in order to pinpoint several crucial terms and
expressions related to the famine that are among the most debated issues of

disagreements and agreements on the topic.

An analysis of the political usage of Holodomor in Russia and Ukraine will then follow.
In order to demonstrate how divisive the issue has become, | have included how
Presidents and other political actors responded to how the Holodomor term was forged,
its role in Western literature and in the shifting political interpretations of the famine.

In chapter 7 | discuss how Holodomor is interpreted in Ukrainian historiography, while
chapter 8 introduces their Russian counterparts and how they relate to the Ukrainians’
versions of. | then conclude the thesis with chapter 9, summarizing all finds, hoping that
these will constitute a useful proposition to anyone interested in further studies on the

topic.

2. Literature review

For the writing of the thesis, | resorted to primary and secondary sources. Primary
sources are mostly in Russian language and comprise books, interviews (some in
English language) and internet websites. The secondary sources are based primarily on

books, articles and journals written and published in the West.

In 2017, Anne Applebaum, who “...has been active as a political commentator highly

critical of Russia and Putin’s regime”4 published a 367-page book titled Red Famine.

4 Fitzpatrick, S. 25 Aug 2017. ‘Red Famine by Anne Applebaum review — did Stalin deliberately let
Ukraine



Stalin’s War on Ukraine. The book leaves the reader with no doubt as to the causes of
the famine. It makes it perfectly clear that the famine was not caused by adverse
climatic conditions. It is also a very well researched book as The New York Times
describes on the blurb of the Penguin Edition. Applebaum is respectful of Robert
Conquest’s research method as Fitzpatrick notes, but of course with more material at
her disposal. She did not call the book Holodomor and: “Though sympathetic to the
sentiments behind it, she ultimately doesn’t buy the Ukrainian argument that Holodomor

. »y O
was an act of genocide”.

One can surely wonder whether Red is perhaps an indication of who or what the
perpetrator was. Not just Stalin, but the Soviet Communist party, and to some extent
communism too. The color Red is in fact often associated with communism, but also
with blood. References to blood are also found in the title of the book Bloodlands.
Europe Between Hitler and Stalin (2011) by Timothy Snyder which is also one of my
secondary sources together with Stalin (2015) by Oleg V. Khlevniuk.

The edition of Applebaum’s book which | have read, portrays a knife on an empty bowl
on the cover. The knife is laid on the bowl as if it was a spoon. To feed the missing food
in an empty bowl with a knife, leaves very little doubt as to whether the famine was an
accident or an intentional act of mass murder. The book focuses entirely on the famine
in Ukraine, ignoring the other Soviet republics. It starts from the Ukrainian revolution of
1917 moving onto the famine of 1920 and through collectivization. It continues with the
actual famine of 1932-33 and its causes and ends with the politicization of the famine,
discussing the differences between Ukrainian and Russian understandings.

Snyder’s book examines a much broader topic than Applebaum’s. “In the book, Snyder

examines the political, cultural and ideological context tied to a specific region

starve?’https://www.theguardian.com/books/2017/aug/25/red-famine-stalins-war-on-ukraine-anne-appleba
um-review

5 Fitzpatrick, S. 25 Aug 2017. ‘Red Famine by Anne Applebaum review — did Stalin deliberately let
Ukraine
starve?’https://www.theguardian.com/books/2017/aug/25/red-famine-stalins-war-on-ukraine-anne-appleba
um-review
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of Central and Eastern Europe, where Joseph Stalin's Soviet Union and Adolf
Hitler's Nazi Germany committed mass killings of an estimated 14 million
noncombatants between 1933 and 1945, the majority outside the death camps of the
Holocaust. Snyder's thesis is that the bloodlands, a region that is

now Poland, Belarus, Ukraine, the Baltic states (Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania),
northeastern Romania, and the westernmost fringes of Russia, is the area that the
regimes of Stalin and Hitler, despite their conflicting goals, interacted to increase

suffering and bloodshed many times worse than any seen in western history”.6

Snyder has far less focus on the Ukrainian famine of 1932-33. Only chapter one (21-58)
discusses the “Soviet Famines” where most of the attention is dedicated to Ukraine. But
it also received stark and direct critique by Grover Furr, the author of Blood Lies. The
Evidence that Every Accusation Against Joseph Stalin and the Soviet Union in Timothy
Snyder’s Bloodlands Is False (2014).

Furr is an American professor of Medieval English literature at Monclair State University.
The first two chapters of his book (41-118), are entirely reserved to the Ukrainian famine
of 1932-33 where Furr attempts to prove that Snyder lacks research but nonetheless
tries to promote a view on history that contradicts all the evidence of the best scholars.
Furr’s book proved to be interesting and worth mentioning during the writing of my
thesis. Perhaps not as a particularly engaging secondary source, but more as a

possible generator of extra information.

Writing my thesis, | also found a formidable asset in Oleg V. Khlevniuk’s Stalin. New
Biography of a Dictator (2015). Andrea Graziosi, a renowned expert on Stalinism and
the Soviet Famines, describes Khlevniuk as “...incontestably the best Russian student

of Soviet history...One leaves this book with a much more profound understanding of

¢ Wikipedia. ‘Bloodlands’. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bloodlands
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Europe’s darkest decades”.” | found Chapter 3, His Revolution (100-149) particularly
useful. The parts devoted to Stalin’s war on the peasants and the famine proved to be
an asset in writing my thesis. | also found Stalin’s Russia (1993) by Chris Ward
especially valuable. This is an older book published right after perestroika when western
authors were eager to search ex-Soviet archives for the first time. Chapter 2,
Collectivization (39-72) is where | focused the most for collecting information. Very
useful and well descriptive information on the famine from a Western point of view, |
retrieved from Robert W. Davies’ and Stephen G. Wheatcroft's book The Years of the
Hunger (2004-2009). | analysed chapter 6 (137-230), on grain collections from the
harvest of 1932, mostly for comparison between their version and the above-mentioned

authors’ versions.

Making Sense of Suffering. Holocaust and Holodomor in Ukrainian and Historical
Culture (2006) of Johan Dietsch, has provided me with formidable details on the history
of the narrative on Holodomor. Chapter 4 (111-147) and 7 (198-226) were the parts |
made most use of. In spring 2019 | contacted the expert on the famine, professor
Andrea Graziosi. Graziosi sent me two of his articles on the famines in the USSR and

China.’ | found these very useful for getting acquainted with the topic.

While gathering and analyzing the secondary sources, | started to look for primary
sources. At times, by looking at the secondary sources’ reference list and at times by
asking professors or by running searches on the internet. Primary sources introduced
me to literature on the famine that extends beyond Western writers. Among them, |

found particularly useful and worth mentioning here, the work in Russian language of

" Khlevniuk, O. 2015, cover

8 Graziosi, A. Summer 2017. ‘Political Famine in the USSR and China’.
https://muse.jhu.edu/article/668158

Graziosi, A. 2004-2005. ‘The Soviet 1931-1933 Famines and the Ukrainian Holodomor: Is a New
Interpretation Possible, and What Would Its Consequences Be?’
https://www.jstor.org/stable/410368637?casa_token=6ZtlU9pRgCoAAAAA:gHhn_90qGhAdSikEMGfdaT84
9f21xkzMyhkyKb4yYWU9xD90GGXCyRDuUA01tNSLbs0QqwUt6QWHom1z4zZ7mVtK12rCfrhacn8T5s84I
OpNy3eyDnV8&seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents
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Stanislav Kulchytsky “Why did Stalin exterminate us? Stalin and the Ukrainian
Holodomor” (Mo4yemy oH Hac yHu4ToXan? CTanunH 1 yKpamHCKUin ronoplowlop)9 and
Viktor Kondrashin's ‘Famine in the Russian Federation’ (fonog 1932 — 1933 rt. B
Poccuiickon CDepLepal_wu/l)10 and one of his books, The Famine of 1932-33: The Tragedy
of the Russian Countryside (l'onod 1932-1933 eodos: Tpazedus Poccutckou [JepesHu)
(2008). Furthermore, it has been remarkably helpful to consult the following Russian
books: The “Holodomor” Myth (Mugbonoeausi “eododomopa”) (2013)11, Hysterical Women
of Holodomor (Knukywu 'orno0omopa) (2009)12 and Holodomor in Russia (Ffonodomop
Ha Pycu) (2008)".

These books introduced me to views that according to my research, are shared by a
large percentage of the Russian public opinion. They also proved to be valuable
references for comparison with other Russian literature that | have been gathering and
analyzing over the course of my extensive internet searches, especially while looking for
possible discrepancies and different opinions in the Russian discourse on Holodomor.

| also consulted Georgii Kasianov’s book Ukraine and Neighbors : Political History
(Mcmopuyeckas lNonumuka) (201 9)14 that helped me broaden my knowledge of the
politicization of the famine in Ukraine’s politics. Holodomor’s Territory and
Nationalization (Teppumopus ornodomopa- HayuoHanusauyus) are the two chapters that
contributed the most to my thesis. Over the course of this research | also happened to

briefly consult several books in Russian language that do not appear in the literature list.

® Kyneunugkuin, C. 2007. ‘Toyemy oH Hac yHu4ToXan? CtanuH 1 yKpanHCKui rornoaomop’.
https://www.libfox.ru/373431-2-stanislav-kulchitskiy-pochemu-on-nas-unichtozhal-stalin-i-ukrainskiy-
golodomor.html#book

1 KoHgpatumH, B. 2010. [omod 1932 — 1933 ea. e Poccutickoii @edepauuu (PCOCP). XypHan
POCCUINCKMX U BOCTOYHOEBPOMENCKUX NCTOPUYECKNX UCCIEOO0BaHUIA.
https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/golod-1932-1933-gg-v-rossiyskoy-federatsii-rsfsr

" MNpyanukosa, E; Yvrupun, N. 2013

2 Myxun, KO. 2009

¥ MuponuH, C. 2008

4 KacbsiHos, I. 2019
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3. Methodology and theory

Among non-Holodomor related literature, in order to write this chapter on methodology
and theory, | analyzed Pal Kolste’s Myths and Boundaries in South Eastern Europe
(2005). Chapter 1 (1-34) proved to be very practical in applying the phenomenon of
“Myths” while discussing Holodomor and its interpretations. So, did the theme of
“Trauma” discussed by Aleida Assmann in Shadows of Trauma, Memory and the
Politics of Postwar Identity (2016). Chapter 2 (45-94) was the area that interested me
the most. Furthermore, continuing to clarify the research question, | found very useful
material in Alexey Miller’s internet articles on “History politics”, especially “‘The Ruinous
Consequence of History Politics for the Country and Its Relations with Neighbors’ (07
July 2010)15 and ‘The Labyrinths of Historical Policy’ (22 June 2011)16. When it comes to
other secondary sources, | was also given several articles by professor Pal Kolsta,
professor Alexey Miller and Artemii Plekhanov. Furthermore, | conducted a series of
in-depth interviews in both countries. | had the chance to interview activists, museum
guides and professors. Between 1 and 4 November 2019 | conducted three different
interviews in Kiev, the first with renowned historian and expert on Holodomor, Professor
Stanislav Kulchytsky. This was followed by an interview prior to my tour of the
Holodomor museum in Kiev with a guide who wished to maintain full anonymity. In the
thesis, | will just refer to the guide as “Ljana”. The last three interviews were with: Igor
Yakubovskiy-deputy director of the Holodomor Research Institute, Nina Lapchinskaya,
deputy director and director of the Holodomor Institute and professor and doctor of
historical sciences Victor Brekhunenko. | got in touch with Igor Yakubovskiy through a
brochure | found in the Holodomor museum. When it comes to Russian primary
sources, | mostly utilized Yandex.ru and at times google.com, entering the research
phrases/words in Russian language. | also carried out in-depth interviews in Russia. In

the summer of 2019, | emailed Professor Alexey Miller, a researcher at the Institute of

15 Miller, A. 07 July 2010. ‘The Ruinous Consequence of History Politics for the Country and Its Relations
with Neighbors’. Russia in Global Affairs. https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/russia-politics-and-history/
18 Miller, A. 22 June 2011. ‘The Labyrinths of Historical Policy’. Russia in Global Affairs.
https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/number/The-Labyrinths-of-Historical-Policy-15240
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Scientific Information for Social Sciences at the Russian Academy of Science and
professor at Central European University in Budapest, whose recent work on “History
memory” has drawn the attention of academics both in the West and in the East. He
kindly replied and | was invited to meet him and join a 2 day conference at the

European University of Saint Petersburg (11 and 12 November). The conference was
followed on 13 November by a lecture given by professor Kasianov which | was invited
to attend. At the conference | had the privilege to meet and talk to Artemii Plekhanov
too, a young anthropologist working at Institute of Ethnology and Anthroposophy RAN of
Moscow. Both Miller and Plekhanov were also recommended to me by professor Pal

Kolstg at the University of Oslo.

In January 2020 | visited Kiev a second time for a direct talk with Georgii Kasianov of
the Institute of History of Ukraine. Again, | paid a visit to the Holodomor museum and

talked to a different guide.

Kasianov, Kulchytsky’s ex-pupil, is author of several articles and books on the
politicization of Holodomor. At the St. Petersburg conference he introduced his latest
book “Ukraine and neighbors. History Politics 1987-2018" (2019). In spring 2019 | got in
touch with Viktor Kondrashin, perhaps the most renowned Russian researcher on the
famine. | asked Professor Kondrashin whether we could meet to discuss the famine in
October/November 2019. Professor Kondrashin was unfortunately not available. In the
beginning of 2020, | also opened a discussion on a Ukrainian/Norwegian, a
Ukrainian/Italian and a Russian/Italian Facebook page where | asked a few questions
on Holodomor. No direct commentary or name from the discussion will be cited in the
thesis. Over the course of the writing of this thesis, | also talked to ex-Soviet citizens |

met in public places whenever the chance presented itself.



3.1 Application of theory

To clarify the research question, | discuss different theories. | argue that when
explaining why the topic of Holodomor is highly debated, especially on a political level,
three theories can be used to explain the disputed nature of Holodomor:

“Trauma”, “Mythologization”, and “History politics”. These theories are not specific to the
study of Holodomor. They can be and are used also elsewhere in relation to other
contentious memories around the world. | analyze the notion of “Trauma” discussed by
Aleida Assmann given the traumatic nature of Holodomor’s contended memory.
Continuing onto “Mythologization” which, according to what emerged through my recent
research, often appears in Russian historical discourse on Holodomor. | discuss
“Mythologization” drawing from a book edited by Pal Kolstg on myths in South-Eastern
Europe. Finally, | present “History politics” the way it has been recently discussed by

Russian historian Alexey Miller.

3.2 Trauma

Aleida Assmann, a professor of English and Literary Studies at the University of
Konstanz from 1993 to 2014, has since the 1990s been focusing on cultural
anthropology, especially Cultural and Communicative Memory, two terms that she,
together with her husband, coined and developed. Her work specifically focuses on the
history of German memory since 1945, the role of generations in literature and society,
and theories of memory.17 In her book Shadows of Trauma (2016), she discusses the
issue of “collective memories and trauma”. How to come to terms with the past,
overcoming painful memories for the sake of a nation’s future, is a challenging question
that constantly recurs between countries around the world regardless of their political
system. Assmann argues that this question arises fundamentally from the relation

between history and memory. The two main components of the past. According to

7 Wikipedia. ‘Aleida Assmann’. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aleida_Assmann
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Assmann, “the past”, unlike we once imagined it as fixed and closed, is constantly
changing and the future is heavily determined by it."> New constructions of the past
arise all the time, changing the course of not only history, but of politics too.

“The past is not safely locked up in history books and stowed away in libraries
but continually reclaimed as an important resource for power and identity politics.
History is not only what comes after politics; it has also become the stuff and fuel of

politics. This paradigmatic change alerts us to the entangled relationship between
history and memory”.

In her article “Transformation between History and Memory” (2008), Assmann argues
that the relation between history and memory has itself a history that has evolved over

time passing through three stages:

1. the identity between history and memory,
2. the polarization between history and memory,
3. the interaction between history and memory.

The first stage, marked by the identity of history and memory, sees the writing of history
as a necessary tool to preserve a memory, a stage where history and memory were not
clearly distinguished. History had the task to preserve the memory of institutions
(dynasties, the church etc.) in order to legitimize them and ensure that these would live
on and be provided with an honorable past. This way of writing history was adapted to
the demands of the present. It justified and legitimized the authorities and controlled the
future. Assmann argues that the link between history and memory shaped the pastin a
specific way, with it the selection of individuals and events to be memorized, a specific
power that was itself legitimated, confirmed, justified and that enforced a collective

identity, a reference for the identity between history and memory.

The second phase is what she calls polarization between memory and history, a

8 Assmann, A. Spring 2008. ‘Transformation Between History and Memory’
https://muse.jhu.edu/article/527984/pdf
® Assmann, A. Spring 2008. ‘Transformation Between History and Memory’
https://muse.jhu.edu/article/527984/pdf
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process that began with Greek historiography and its intellectual and institutional
evolution. This phase was characterized by a struggle for power between critical
historiography and the authority’s truth. Critical historiography questioned the truth of
authority, declaring the new authority of historical truth as the unquestionable truth. In
this period, Renaissance humanists employed their scholarship to challenge the power
of institutions and traditions by exposing certain documents as forgery. Professional
historiography was established as a discipline in universities in the nineteenth century.
At this point, a systematic differentiation between memory (embodied by specific
groups) and history (the universal memory of humanity) arose, defining its own
principles of truth telling. History could for the first time constitute a problem for the
collective memory construction of the nation and therefore, the social function of

memory arose as a necessary mode of assessing the past.

After the period of polarization that helped memory and history become complementary
elements to each other, a third phase, what Assmann describes as interaction between
memory and history, was triggered by the political changes of the 1980s and 1990s.
This was especially due to the opening of the archives and the thawing of frozen
memories. Memory and history were suddenly projected into the public arena and the
experience of living memories that were previously neglected, made pertinently clear
that what had been presented as objective history, turned out to have been a
construction of political memory. This period is characterized not only by the
reconstruction of the events in the past and the reason why they took place, but also by
the reconstruction of the symbolic practices with which events of the past were
collectively remembered and experienced. Subsequently, an interest in modes of
remembering as a form of social practice was triggered in historians and a new branch
of historiography was developed, Mnemohistory.

“Mnemohistory is interested in the constructive as well as the distorting effects of
memory; it takes into account the ambivalence of the past both as a conscious choice

and as an unconscious burden tracking the involuntary paths of memory. While the task
of traditional historical scholarship consists in separating memory (the mythical

11



elements) from history (the factual truth), it is the task of mnemor;istory to analyze the
mythical elements in tradition and discover their hidden agenda”.

Historians started to ask themselves about what is known of the past in the present,
while analyzing the symbolic practices of their contemporary culture. They assumed an
intellectual and ethical function with the task of filling in the lacunae of national memory.
The main purpose of the historians’ work became that of subverting the strategies of
political power concentrating on what is forgotten with the creation of counter memories.
The reason for this, Assmann argues, is that not only in totalitarian but in democratic
nations too, there is a close alliance between the state and the history textbook that
establishes a self-reinforcing relationship between history, memory and identity where
political memory, identity and myth are also established. History becomes then “applied
history” and serves the purpose of the nation-state mobilizing heroic and patriotic
narratives, trying to restore the premodern state monopoly over history under modern
means. Assmann discusses how totalitarian states and democratic states have the
same application of collective participation in national memory stating that in the former,
national memory is enforced through propaganda, while in the latter it is circulated by
popular media and various forms of “liberal representation”. Both methods succeed in
finding massive support and in mobilizing because of their “selective” nature which

manipulates certain bits of the national past and suppresses others.

In the case of Holodomor and other similar disputed memories, where two or several
countries share a memory but their respective “national selective collective memory”
hinders a fully non-selective exploration of the past, the issue of “contended memories”
arises. The nations caught into it become incapable of establishing common goals for
the future and consequently abandon any attempt to have their opposing perspectives
reach the context of a common unifying framework. Assmann discusses the

phenomena of contentious memories through the relation perpetrators/victims and

20 Assmann, A. 2008. (Citation: Assmann, J. Moses the Egyptian. The Memory of Egypt in Western
Monotheism. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1997;10)
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victors/defeated and above all trauma, elements from which most disagreements spring

out.

In the relations victors/defeated and perpetrators/victims, there is a substantial
difference that distinguishes the two from each other. The former is characterized by a
form of reciprocity, while the latter is not. Therefore, also the memory of the defeated
and the memory of the victim differ from each other. The victim (both victim and
sacrifice) according to a religious paradigm of Judeo-Christian worship, is subject to a
certain aggressive deadly violence and becomes a martyr. This paradigm survived the
religious context and its meaning entered the national discourse.

“Thus God, as the recipient of the sacrifice and its grzc?atest advocate, came to be
replaced by other absolute values, such as the fatherland”.

When the victim is identified as a martyr, the easiness in remembering an act of
violence is excluded, unlike in the heroic memory of the victim which is also often
formulated in nationalist rhetoric. Yet, the memories of the victim can be both traumatic
and heroic. The martyr is the heroic victim which implies faith in ideals, in nationhood
and in God while for the trauma victim “It is extremely difficult to remember its suffering
and shame because they cannot be integrated into a positive individual or collective
self—image”.22 Furthermore, a traumatic experience gets socially recognized decades or
even centuries after the historical event, when it can finally become part of a collective
memory. But there is a condition for such recognition that sees the experience of
victimization become a collective and cultural memory only if the affected group
succeeds in organizing itself as a collective and initiate a form of commemoration that
can be passed onto future generations. Depending on the recognition of other groups,
the passive victim’s memory cannot remain within the affected group and therefore it
calls for the outside reception of public recognition. This type of recognition is different

from the martyr or hero recognition where dying for a cause can often be utilized as

21 Assmann, A. 2016; 55
22 Assmann, A. 2016; 57
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ground for politics, writes Assmann. It calls instead for a moral model of understanding
the past that appeals to moral sensibility and to new ethical standards. But this type of
recognition can become problematic. When moral sensibility and the ethical standards
that victim calls upon, no longer become open to negotiation, “...a one-sided emphasis
on suffering as the basis upon which collective demands are being made”” arises. This
finally brings us to the notion of right and wrong. Assmann draws from the example of
the Holocaust.
“The moral answer to such crimes against humanity is the establishment of a

general and obligatory memory, to be borne by humanity as azyvhole. Crimes against
humanity are destined to enter into the memory of humanity”.

The effects of traumatic historical experiences for the victim and the perpetrator create
new determinants for the understanding of the national memory. The forgetting of
dehumanization, exploitation and the killing of innocent people has no healing power,
Assmann points out. It is the sharing and the preservation of the memory by the victim
and the perpetrator that has such power. After the Holocaust a politics of identity that
focuses on victims, brought to light other sufferings such as slavery, colonialism and
more recent genocides within and outside Europe. With these, not history but memory
of the groups can build a new identity and claim social recognition. These groups have
connotations in common that must be separated from the grand sacrifice of the martyr.
Passivity, innocence and purity. Yet groups cannot create these connotations by
themselves. Such traits can only be acquired through recognition and this can at times
be problematic and kickstart debates on victimhood in politics of recognition.
Recognition can only take place through a “critical secondary witnessing”, discusses

Assmann.

In the process of restoring dignity in the victim from a universal perspective, the

23 Assmann, A. 2016; 59
2 Assmann, A. 2016; 60
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problematic development and formation of honor can arise. In this situation a group is
capable of drawing to itself an image characterized by an overblown mythic sense of
victimhood that leads to two main setbacks. The first is that this exaggerated myth
blocks victimhood itself from the possibility of development and that secondly, the group
can grow hardened to the traumatic experience of other victims.

“A politics of identity that is based on the semantics of victimhood proves to be

part of the problem and not its solution or, more precisely, part of a gsost traumatic
syndrome that is in no way an attempt to overcome that syndrome”.

While one can talk about “Pride of suffering”, there is no equivalent for “pride about
guilt”’. Unlike the victim and its search of recognition, the perpetrator seeks no public
acknowledgement. Perpetrators remain in the shade and avoid guilt that unlike suffering
cannot strengthen a self-image, but rather destroys it. Perpetrators assume a strategy
of survival, a sort of defense against guilt where pride and honor attempt to shut down
the memory and its recognition of guilt. Perpetrators resort to either the element of
silence which represents a form of self-protection and refuge, or to distance themselves
from memory utilizing the formula of “collective guilt” as “completely meaningless” trying
to gain the right of being the victims of an indefensible accusation of collective guilt.
Assmann discusses that perpetrators are not traumatized but it is nevertheless trauma
that involves the disturbing confrontation with their individual responsibility. This is what
she calls the perpetrator trauma where a shift of awareness causes a traumatic
experience for them. Awareness awakes in perpetrators who are reluctant to remember,
only when favorable social and psychological conditions present themselves and
tabooing through silencing is broken. But this does not only concern the perpetrator.
Silencing is as a matter of fact an element embodied not only in perpetrators but in
victims too. That is why all traumatic experiences are often approachable only many
years after the event.

Silencing is found both in victims (psychological conditions) reluctant to recount painful

25 Assmann, A. 2016; 62
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experiences, and perpetrators (social conditions) and their creation of taboos that hinder

victims from recounting. These two conditions determine silencing.

3.3 Mythologization

Pal Kolstg edited a book titled Myths and Boundaries in South Eastern Europe (2005)
which collects the work of several scholars and their discussion on myth and boundaries
in the South Slav region. The book analyzes the relevance of mythmaking in politics and
their utilization in raising boundaries. It continues to build upon a rather new discipline

that studies boundary-creating effects of historical myths.

The use of myth recurs often in the discussion of Holodomor. In my research, this
phenomenon appears especially in Russian literature claiming that Ukraine utilizes myth
in the construction of boundaries and the maintenance of differentiation between the
two countries. Kolstg argues that the use of historical myths arises in situations where
two, or more than two countries share the same historical event and experiences, but
they interpret these events differently. At this point such countries will relate to each
other in antagonistic terms and resort to myths as substitutes for objectivity. Kolstg
discusses that the use and abuse of historical myths take place in authoritarian and
non-authoritarian states alike. Therefore, myths can help us better understand political
processes in general. The validity and veracity of myths are certainly debatable and
whether they are sources of hatred or not, has divided the community of researchers
into two groups, “enlighteners” and “functionalists”. Kolstg argues that the study of
myths is crucial in understanding the boundary-defining aspect they have on two groups
belonging to the same collective, but that see each other as different. Myths about one’s
neighbors help create order within a society that suppresses and denies evident
similarities with its neighbors.

“Mythical stories about differences of origin, about how groups have interacted
and fought each other in the past, and so on, can function as substitutes or as bolsters
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for ‘real’ differences”.

This allows two groups to ignore their similarities and create the “other”. A depository of
differences. In addition to this, a delicate question about boundaries drawn by myths
between those who belong to the community and those who do not, arises according to
Kolsta. He argues that the myths of a myth-based community may turn out
dysfunctional when interacting with groups beyond their boundaries. In a globalized
world, this may be a major problem. Kolstg holds that community myths are not suitable
to inter-group communication and it is exactly because of this that the tendency to draw
demarcation lines between groups, where some individuals are placed on the inside
and others on the outside, is not accidental of myth-making but “...it is in fact a major

driving force behind the formation of historical group myths”.27

Drawing from Fredrik Barth, an analyst who helped bring the concept of boundaries to
the anthropological inquiry, Kolstg discusses that group identity is constructed by
contrast and interaction with outsiders, with “the Other” and that without such
interaction, identity formation would not be possible. Kolstg holds that prior to Fredrik
Barth’s book Ethnic Groups and Boundaries edited in 1970, anthropologists had studied
ethnic groups as a system of culture, a system that ignores the fact that cultural
differences do not necessarily follow ethnic lines. Kolstg discusses an example from
Scandinavia depicting the relationship between ‘ethnic’ Norwegians and Swedes. These
two groups, two hundred years ago, shared a similar culture even if Norwegians were
conscious of not being Swedes and vice versa. The peculiarity here is that the slight
differences between the two groups were insignificant compared to the differences
between the Norwegian culture of 1800 and today. The changes that Norway has
undergone since 1800, have taken place in Sweden too yet, this has not closed the gap

of the boundaries between them. Both groups have actively maintained these

% Kolstg, P. 2005; 3
" Kolstg, P. 2005; 13-14
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boundaries through decades.

“‘Boundaries are social constructs that require active maintenance. Barth calls the
boundary markers that delineate groups ‘diactrica’. Such diacritica are selected from a
group’s available fluctuating and diverse cultural repertoire...Boundary maintenance,
then, is a matter of power relations and hence of politics. In the modern world leaders of
putative political groups almost invariably justify their claims in terms of cultural and
national difference”.

Kolstg explains therefore that historical myths are used as boundary-defining
mechanisms. He mentions John A. Armstrong, who inspired by Barth, linked the
maintenance of group boundaries to the production of historical myths. Armstrong
maintains that ethnic boundaries reflect group attitudes rather than geographical
divisions. Myths, symbols and associated attitudinal factors are more persistent than
material factors, and even if a national group may develop more than one sustaining
myth with the result of myths contradicting each other, Armstrong believes that this does
not weaken the national identity. On the contrary, it might even strengthen it. Kolstg
distinguishes four clusters of myths that can be combined as reinforcing myths and
counter-myths. The myth of being sui generis, the myth of being antemurale, martyrium

and the myth of antiquitas.

The myth of sui generis is based on certain commonalities (traditional lifestyles, ethical
codes etc.) that one group regards as part of their cultural heritage. Such commonalities
are also found among their neighbors. This becomes an issue for nation-builders that
often put great efforts into de-emphasizing or denying similarities between groups. A
common way of doing this is through ethnogenesis that sees groups stem from ethnic
roots different from its neighbors in which both parties may agree that they do not have
anything in common or one party may ignore the similarities while the other may
highlight them.

Myths of being sui generis are characterized by two dynamics, explains Kolstg. The first

% Kolstg, P. 2005; 16
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is that when the cultural distance between two self-differentiating groups is short. Then
the myth-making nation builders will tend to highlight the putative differences. The
second is seen when in an uneven power relationship between a strong and a weaker
group, the latter will tend to highlight the differences between the two in opposition to
the former’s attempt to emphasize similarities in order to submit the weaker groups unto
itself. The opposite of this phenomenon is the myth of common descent used by one

dominant group as legitimation of amalgamation of a weaker group.

A very different myth from the myth of being sui generis is the myth of being antemurale
(christianitatis) that abandons the “exclusivity” of the group in favor of embracing the
group in a larger and “...superior cultural entity that enhances its status vis-a-vis other
groups who do not belong”.29 This myth sees a murus or “wall” as metaphor, a line of
defense of cosmos against the evil forces and chaos. In this myth the differences that
distinguish the two groups are exaggeratedly enlarged while boundaries in other
directions are de-emphasized. The antemurale myth stresses that the group is on the
verge of true civilization. These myths may be symmetrical and asymmetrical.

“This means that we can find instances where both opposing groups agree that a

civilizational wall separates them, but at the same time hold diametrig:oally opposite views
as to who represents the forces of cosmos and chaos, respectively”.

The antemurale myth negates the sui generis myth in a sort of claim that may resemble
this phrase:“...we are not unique after all, instead, we are a small part of a larger

» 31
whole”.

The myth of martyrium, however, focuses on the moral significance of identity boundary.

These myths concentrate on the victimization of a group which is presented as target of

# Kolstg, P. 2005; 20
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oppression and discrimination. If the oppressor is one of the neighbors of the group, the
function of the myth is that of boundary-defining myth. The weakness of the oppressed
is asserted to be right and embodies the moral superiority of the group. Kolsta
underlines the importance of this myth that oppression is often used as an instrument
for identity formation.

“Stories about the wrongs inflicted upon the group in the past are simplified and
ritualized, in order to eliminate all moral ambiguity. At the same time, atrocities

committed on other occasions by members of the group again3§2t their neighbours, when
the group themselves were the victors, are passed in silence”.

The myth of antiquitas is based on the claim of one group’s control over certain
territories due this group’s ability in proving that it got there first and therefore is the
rightful owner of the land. There are two ways that can be set forth by claims of superior
antiquity, Kolstg holds. Cultural archeological and political. In the former, the claim of
antiquity is presented through pottery and relics found in the ground which are claimed
to belong to the forebears of the group that set the claim forth. In the latter, it is asserted
that an old state controlled the territory and that it was the national state of the group
that presented the claim. Pre-modern states were not based on an ethnic or national
principle, but on a dynastic one, yet this never did dissuade nationalists from
appropriating previous state formations as their own. Kolstg holds that the discussion on
archeological rights might often be seen as petty and consequently dismissed, while the
state principle of historical myth making has a far more destabilizing political power
based on hard-fact geographical borders and not just on a simpler question of cultural
delimitation.

“Thus, the historical-state principle may easily provide fuel for irredenta claims,
that is, demands for border revisions. No historical states had fixed borders throughout
their existence: borders waxed and waned over the centuries. Myth-makers, however,

will tend to focus on the period of the state’s greatest expansion, its ‘golden age’. The
putative preincarnations of the various states existing today are almost certain to cover

%2 Kolstg, P. 2005; 21
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vast swathes of the same territories”.33

Myths are therefore produced in order to bolster specific group claims. In pre-modern
times myths had the purpose of glorifying dynasties, while in the age of nationalism, the
nation or the nation-state was strengthened by them. But it is also important to
remember that historical myths can be employed by the detractors of a state in order to

discredit it.

3.4 History politics

Alexei Miller is a renowned researcher at the Institute of Scientific Information for Social
Sciences at the Russian Academy of Sciences. He is also professor at Central
European University in Budapest. Lately, Miller has extensively researched the
phenomena of “History politics”, (a term he borrowed from Polish historians, ‘polityka
historyczna’) and its ruinous consequences on Russia. His studies focus primarily on
Russia’s history politics, but they can certainly be applied to any country and their
various ways of both promoting and resisting the phenomenon. Miller is the author of
several articles on the subject. Miller makes a distinction between the term “History
politics” and other terms. He holds that “History politics”:

“...correctly defines the relationship between politics that functions as the
subject, and history that acts as a descriptive attribute. The term underlines that this is

clearly a political phenomenon which should be studied-first and foremost- as part of
.y . . . e s . . , . .y , o, 34
politics. This sets it apart from ‘politicization of history’ and ‘politics of memory’... ”.

In his article ‘Russia: Politics and History’ (7 July 2010), Miller discusses that in 2004 a
group of Polish historians believed that Poland needed pursuing its own version of

politics regarding history. To do so, they started their work by borrowing the term
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‘polityka historyczna’ from the ‘German Geschichtspolitik’, a term that during the 1980s
had accompanied Chancellor Helmut Kohl on his political climb. Kohl had a degree in
History and used history issues to augment his political success, Miller holds. Kohl
appealed to German patriotism and looked upon this as an element with the potential to
adjust the Social Democrats’ line on the treatment of Germany’s responsibility for the
Nazi times. The Social Democrats had ruled from the 1960s throughout the 1970s.
Kohl’s use of history initiated the so-called Historikerstreit.

“...a dispute between historians over the reasons behind the emergence of
Nazism and the measure of its responsibility for World War 2”.

But “Geschichtspolitik” met resistance from most German historians that disagree with
its claim of being “an interpretation of history by political motives, and an attempt to
convince the public that this interpretation is the correct one”.” “Geschichtspolitik”, was
never able to take firm root in Germany, but it eventually did so in Poland where it
planted its roots and since 2004 has been the subject of debates. Polish supporters of
history politics asserted that history politics contains a certain “healthy patriotism”,
necessary for resisting the distortions of Polish history inside and outside the country.
Miller makes clear that history politics is a common trait of several Eastern European
countries, not just Poland. Its supporters argue that the legitimization of history politics
has been practiced by all nations throughout all times. Miller claims that history politics
is a phenomenon especially common in post-Communist societies that freed
themselves from the rigid authoritarian ideology that ruled over them. History politics
would in fact, not apply in non-pluralistic societies. Freedom of expression and
competition between political actors and parties, are necessary conditions for the
emergence of history politics, where the public sphere is pluralistic and outside state

control, and where pluralism can enter education and all historians are given access to

35 Miller, A. 2010. ‘The Ruinous Consequence of History Politics for the Country and Its Relations with
Neighbors'. https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/russia-politics-and-history/
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Neighbors'. https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/russia-politics-and-history/
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archives. It is also necessary that historical researches are financed by the tax-payers’
budget so that the ruling party cannot make a claim to ideological monopoly. But there is
still an issue with this, explains Miller. These conditions do not prevent the ruling party
from making active use of propaganda that provides that certain interpretations of
historical events will be dominant:

“...using administrative and financial resources of the state,...performs the
ideological indoctrination of society with regard to historical consciousness and

collective memory. (This prig?]arily concerns controversial historical events or processes
that arouse public debate)”.

Miller points out that what is worth analysis, is not the ruling party’s propaganda, but the
new methods and mechanics used by its propaganda. Miller calls this
‘institutionalization of history’ and sees it as a rather common characteristic not only in
ex-Communist countries. One of these methods can be the establishing of museums,
institutes and similar organizations backed up by the ruling party that ignores its
opponents. In Poland and Ukraine, the Institutes of National Remembrance were
established, while in Hungary the ‘House of Terror’ (a museum located in Budapest that
contains exhibits of the fascist and communist regimes and their victims) was set up. In
Ukraine, President Yushchenko supported the opening of the ‘Museum of Soviet
Occupation’ and an exhibition on Holodomor at several museums. Poland has also
another example in the Warsaw Uprising Museum set up under the sponsorship of the
Kaczynski brothers. Miller specifies that ‘History politics’ is also manifested in
legislation. This happens when:

“...parliaments adopt laws that fix a certain interpretation of historical events as
the only correct one. There are bills, proposed or even passed, that envision criminal

punishment for those wh3(g challenge the prescribed interpretation, and this happens not
only in Eastern Europe”.

37 Miller, M. 2010. ‘The Ruinous Consequence of History Politics for the Country and Its Relations with
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This phenomenon comes with its awkwardness, argues Miller. Russia is an example.
Russia entered a time when withdrawing from confrontations caused by history politics
with its neighbors, proved to be a rather difficult operation. As a matter of fact, Russia’s
strengthening of history politics was partly due to other countries’ history politics.
One example was easily identifiable in Russian-Ukrainian relations that changed in
2010 when Ukrainian President Victor Yanukovych tried to please Russia by removing
several elements of history politics that had the potential to provoke Russia, proving that
Ukraine’s historical views were not less affected by political changes. Russia welcomed
the move towards an ease of tensions between the two countries. But an improvement
of relations with Poland and reconciliation between the two, proved to be more
complicated, especially around the discussion on the Katyn massacre and the
Soviet-German treaty of 1939. Vladimir Putin and Polish Prime Minister Donald Tusk
started a process of reconciliation. Putin wrote an article that was published by Gazeta
Wyborcza, a Polish leading newspaper, titled “Pages of History: A Pretext for Reciprocal
Claims or a Basis for Reconciliation and Partnership?” before his visit to Westerplatte
on September 1, 2009 where he denounced the Ribbentrop-Molotov pact. While the
opponents of history politics welcomed his speech, the supporters condemned it as
Lech Kaczynski’'s group did, opposing the attempt to quiet the confrontational
atmosphere.

“All of this clearly showed that the advocates of a confrontational historical policy

in both Russia and Poland actually played iggo each other’s hands, using the
provocative statements of their opponents”.

Miller also discusses the peculiar use of the word “genocide” in relation to the Katyn
forest tragedy and its history politics effect. On the one hand, there was Lech
Kaczynski’s attempt to set the topic at the top of his political agenda, on the other hand,
there was Donald Tusk’s effort to reconcile with Russia. Another example of history

politics is presented by Miller with the question on how to handle the wrongdoings

3¢ Miller, M. 2011. ‘The Labyrinths of Historical Policy’.
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committed by the communist regime in Russia. He writes that in 2011, an attempt to
establish cooperation between the public, that sees legal assessment of the crimes of
the communist regime necessary, and the establishment that tries to make the topic an
element of its policy, took place. This resulted in some of the members of the
Presidential Council for the Development of Civic Society and Human Rights and the
Memorial human rights group drafting a:

“...proposal to implement a national state-public program for commemoration of
victims of the totalitarian regime and work towards national reconciliation. Along with
erecting monuments, opening museums and research centers, and appointing national
commemorative dates, the authors have suggested holding a competition for a new
history textbook and called on steps, such as juridical assessment and political

condemnation of the crimes committed by the Communist regime. Furtherm%e, the
project presupposes a ban on the denial and/or justification of these crimes”.

Miller holds that the authors’ attempt to write their own anti-Communist views, is a clear
illustration of history politics. Due to the awkwardness of their views, the task of
modernization that they wanted to bring into the president’s political agenda and the

draft they created, became easily targeted by their opponents.

Politicization of history cannot be avoided, writes Miller. Each historian, while
researching, is inevitably conditioned by several factors such as the contemporary
situation he or she is living, political views, national identification etc.

“In a certain sense, this association is the source of constant development and
rewriting of history, because new times and situations, along with personal experience,

encourage historians to seek new insights. Politicization of mstory also involves groups
of historians who are similarly influenced by political factor”.

Miller holds that it is imperative for the historian to reduce the influence of the effects
that political preferences have on academics. Reflection, self-control and lucid

presentation of various points of view are key for professional criticism. Objectivity

40 Miller, M. 2011. ‘The Labyrinths of Historical Policy’.
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embraces different opinions even though history can’t claim the status of an objective
science, claims Miller. This in order to withstand the persistent History politics where
politicians resort to historical arguments to sound convincing and governments regulate
access to archives, practice control over historical education and over the funding of
scientific researches.

“...there is no socigazty, not even among the tribal ones, that would not regulate
this sphere of public life”.

History politics regulates collective memories. This involves “politics of forgetting” where
certain events (considered painful) are replaced by forgetfulness which is also a form of
“‘denying”, and “understanding” forgetfulness which shifts public attention away from an
event after discussing responsibility.

“‘Modern Germany is aware of its Nazi past and neither denies it nor suppresses

its memory; and since it admits responsibility, it may address the form%rly taboo topic of
the hardship German civilians suffered during and after World War II”.

History politics can be a productive way in healing the trauma of the past and in
overcoming ethnic conflicts when it is open to dialogue, but it can also create a distorted
image of the past. There is a clear difference between the two: ideological justification.
This can be individualized by noticing that in the latter, history and memory are
presented as a place of political struggle where external and internal foes fight against
each other and where historians do not have to follow professional ethics and must
instead be supervised by more patriotic people. Ideological justification also feeds on
the excuse that “all nations do it”. This leads to the breaching of democratic principles
and the restriction of freedom of expression in order to defend the nation from external

foes that assert interpretations of historical events which are harmful to the nation. This
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sets historians in a position where they must constantly defend the contrary argument of
the “foes”. Lack of patriotism and the poor teaching of history are also claims that serve
the purpose of the ideological justification. The supporters of history politics exploit
these arguments to suspend pluralism of opinion on textbooks.

“In actual fact, national interests are just a cover, as there is always a
party/political aspect to the true objectiveness. The ‘genuinely patriotic’ version of
history invariably turns out to be advantageous to certain political forces. In reality

history politics is a tool to campaign for the ﬂectorate and remove competitors within or
outside of the framework of lustration laws”.

4. The Famine, scope and prehistory

In order to present a history of the famine, | have drawn information from several
sources. Due to the vastness of the topic and the material being so extensive, | decided
to limit my research primarily to the work of Khlevniuk (2015), Applebaum (2018),
Snyder (2001), Ward (1993), Furr (2014) and Russian Wikipedia.

In his book Stalin’s Russia published in 1993, Chris Ward wrote that “Little is known
about the 1932-33 famine, but it was without doubt the worst in Russia’s history”.45 That
was written in the 90s, when the debate on Holodomor had just opened and began
reaching all spheres of public opinion for the first time. It does not mean though, that
research on Holodomor had not taken place before he published his book. Extensive
researches on Holodomor were already carried out in the eighties, raising both
worldwide attention and skepticism alike. But perhaps discussions and disagreements
on Holodomor had not yet intensified the way they have today, when a multitude of
interpretations challenge each other. In a few sources, the famine is seen and examined

as a chain of unlucky events, where no individuals are held responsible for the

44 Miller, M. 2010. ‘The Ruinous Consequence of History Politics for the Country and Its Relations with
Neighbors'. https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/russia-politics-and-history/
4 \Ward, C. 1993; 48
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catastrophe. Russian Wikipedia is an example of this. It writes:

“In 1931, five regions of the USSR — Western Siberia, Kazakhstan, the Urals,
the Middle and Lower Volga — had a crop failure due to drought, which significantly
reduced the country's grain resources. Situational and incompetent policy in agriculture
and increased exports of grain harvest in 1931, made the situation critical. In 1932, an
even greater decline in food production followed, primarily due to the main
bread-producing regions of the USSR-the grain regions of the UKSSR and Kuban. By
the early autumn of 1932, the country was experiencing difficulties in providing the
urban population with food. By the early spring of 1933, the situation with food was
severe throughout the country — food shortages were even in Moscow and Leningrad
and in several military districts of the red army. Starvation was in Western Siberia, the
Urals, the Middle and lower Volga and the Central black earth District. But the situation
in Ukraine, the North Caucasus and Kazakhstan was the most difficult”.46

Unlike Russian Wikipedia, many western authors have no doubts about the cause
behind the “situational and incompetent policy in agriculture”. They maintain that the
famine was the result of the new Soviet industrial initiative set in motion by Joseph
Stalin in 1928, the so-called Five-Year Plan that was combined with the collectivization
plan. The industrial push was in fact backed by the collectivization of agriculture on an
unprecedented scale which heavily weighed on farming. Ukraine together with North
Caucasus (with its large ethnic Ukrainian population) were the areas which suffered the
most" while the famine was causing massive damage to the entire country. The famine
that ravaged through Ukraine’s countryside cost the life of a large amount of people.
The number of victims is still argued today by activists, politicians and experts. The

figure spans three to ten million dead according to the sources at my disposal.

% “B 1931 roay B nstu pernoHax CCCP — 3anagHoi Cnbupu, KasaxctaHe, Ha Ypane, Ha CpegHe 1
HwxHeln Bornre — Obin Heypoxxan BCneacTBUe 3acyxu, UTO 3HAYMTENbHO COKPaTMIIO XNebHble pecypchl
cTpaHbl. CuTyaTMBHas 1 HEKOMMETEHTHAs MONMUTUKA B CENTbCKOM XO3AWCTBE, YCUMEHHBIN SKCMOPT 3epHa
ypoxas 1931 roga caenanu nonoxeHune kputudeckum. B 1932 rogy nocnenosan ewé 6onblumni cnag
Npou3BoACTBa NPOAYKTOB NMMTaHMWS, NMpexae BCero 3a CHET OCHOBHbIX XI1e6oNpon3BoasLLnX panoHOB
CCCP — 3epHoBbIx panioHoB YCCP u Kybanu. K Havany ocenn 1932 roga cTpaHa ucnbiTbiBana
TpyQHOCTM ¢ obecrnevyeHmeM ropoackoro Hacenenunsa npogoeonbcTenem. K Havany BecHbl 1933 roga B
LLernoM no cTpaHe cuTyaums C NpogoBoNbCTBMEM Obina Tskénom — nepeboun ¢ NpogoBoONbCTBUEM Obinn
naxe B Mockee n JleHHrpage u B psge BoeHHbIx okpyroB PKKA. lonoganu 3anagHas Cnbupsb, Ypan,
CpeaHsis u HnmxkHsia Bonra, LieHTpanbHo-YepHo3éMHbIn Okpyr. Ho cutyaums Ha YkpanHe, CeBepHOM
KaBkase n KazaxctaHe 6bina camon Tshkénon”. Bukunegus. ‘Tonog Ha YkpanHe' (1932—1933).
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/fonoa_Ha_YkpauHe (1932—1933)

47 Khlevniuk, O. 2015; 119
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To fulfill the industrialization plan, the purpose of the collectivization plan was “...thought
to make sense only in the context of mechanization”.”’ Stalin considered Ukraine the
breadbasket of Europe, but he also viewed it as “backwards”. Its backwardness,
together with its location that made it a gateway to the west, raised concerns in him.
Therefore, a program where industrialization and collectivization were amalgamated,
was seen by Stalin as a way to correct Ukrainian backwardness and as an instrument
for the creation of the infrastructures that would provide security from a threatening
capitalistic West that Stalin believed was infiltrating the USSR through Poland’s
espionage. Stalin was convinced that security for Ukraine and the Soviet Union was in
fact depending on the collectivization and industrialization of Ukraine. He was very
suspicious of Poland which had previously attacked the Bolsheviks and captured
Belarus and Ukraine in 1919-20. Poland also had minorities of Belarusians and
Ukrainians too “...whose plight under Polish rule proved an excellent propaganda for the
Bolsheviks”.”® This was one of the reasons why Moscow promoted Ukrainization in its
“kopennsaums” (indigenization) plan which was to gain Ukrainian sympathy and placate
malcontent among Ukrainians to avoid the risk of them siding with Poland. So, to
display respect for Ukrainian sentiment was for Moscow a way to avoid giving rise to
resentment among ethnic Ukrainians. After all, Ukrainian peasants had supported
Ukrainian parties in 1917-18 and fought against the Bolsheviks. Furthermore, Stalin was
very suspicious of Poland because he knew that:

“...many peasants in Soviet Ukraine, not only Poles and Germans, hoped for an

invasion from abroad to reles%lse them from their agony. Until the middle of 1932, their
greatest hope was Poland.”

48 Ward, C. 1993; 47

49 Kuromiya, H. 2008. 'The Soviet Famine of 1932-1933 Reconsidered’.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/204515307?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents
%0 Snyder, T. 2001; 55
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But by 1932, Ukrainization would come to an end, Stalin would reverse his program and
intensify the collectivization plan instead, while the agricultural conditions of Ukraine had

been severely deteriorating to the point where the actual famine had already started.

4.1 Industrialization and Collectivization

It was already in 1927, when the USSR was facing great economic difficulties, that
Stalin suggested that the problems could be “...overcome by strengthening
co-operatives and by fostering the voluntary pooling of land, agricultural implements and
buildings -the kolkhoz or collective farm movement”.”" In Ukraine, the cities had grown
before 1932 and absorbed peasants from the countryside. The cities were the only hope
of nourishment with their breadlines. But the families of emigrated peasants that had

become city workers, were left with nothing in the country.52

Both industrialization and collectivization had their problems, and the implementation of
the plan was not as successful as the plan ideology itself. Stalin’s Five-Year Plan, which
was declared fulfilled ahead of schedule by Stalin himself, established a ruinously
inefficient approach to industrialization.

“Stalin’s Five-Year Plan, completed in 1932, brought industrial development at

the price of popular misery...the mass starvation of 19?33 was the result of Stalin’s
Five-Year plan implemented between 1928 and 1933".

Stalin’s plan of full and hasty industrialization led to the production of goods that were of
poor quality and unusable. Also, a number of construction projects were never
completed. In addition to this, Khlevniuk argues that the disaster struck “In a time of
peace and relatively normal weather...” and that “...the famine was the inevitable result

of industrialization and collectivization”.** Collectivization was the phenomenon that,

1 Ward, C. 1993; 40

52 Snyder, T. 2011; 22

% Snyder, T. 2011; 23

5 Khlevniuk, O. 2015; 117
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along with Stalin’s Great leap forward (driven by quick and ruthless industrialization),
made the famine so devastating. A finalized plan was adopted in early 1930, writes
Khlevniuk. While the kolkhozes (collective farms) helped the state get a hold of the
countryside’s produce and easily draw resources from it, the peasants had to face hard
living conditions and survive the harsh demands imposed by a state that would take
almost everything they produced. The exploitation of the peasants, heavily weakened
by the harsh demands imposed on them and deprived of their incentive to work, would

later on pave the way to general despondency.

The collectivization plan was laid out in the early 1930 and already in the beginning of
that year “...was proceeding at a blinding pace in Soviet Ukraine and throughout the
Soviet Union...The Ukrainian leadership promised to collectivize the entire republic in
one year”.55 Ukraine joined collective farms in September 1931. Stalin planned to export
grain grown in Ukraine to Moscow. From Moscow he would stockpile some and sell the
rest to the West at increased pric:es.56 The peasants would have to pay the highest price
for collectivization. As Khlevniuk notes, “The Bolsheviks did not like the peasantry- they

£

considered it a dying class...’ " and soon a war on the peasants would start and
eventually turn into a class war. Stalin feared resistance to collectivization especially
from the “kulaks” (affluent peasants) and he looked upon them as enemies of the
people and of the entire kolkhoz project. Procedures were made in order to settle the
question about the kulaks, seen as “Bparn Hapoga” (enemies of the people). Plans for
the repression of ‘rebel kulaks’ only were initially laid out. The rest of the kulaks were to
be integrated into the kolkhoz. Repression had to be limited and reserved only for those
who resisted collectivization. Furthermore, several members of the Central Committee

suggested that kolkhoz workers should be allowed to keep small plots for their use

% Snyder, T. 2011; 28

%6 \/setecka, J. 2014. 'Politics of Perseverance: Ukrainian Memories of Them and the Other in Holodomor
in Holodomor Survivor Testimony, 1986-1988".

https://www.academia.edu/10354126/ Politics_of Perseverance Ukrainian_Memories_of Them_and_th
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instead of being submitted to total confiscation of the property. But Stalin decided
against these proposals. With collectivization came also the confrontation between the
peasantry, the Soviet state and the OGPU (secret police).

“Anticipating this struggle, Stalin had ordered in 1929 the most massive
deployment of state power in Soviet history...that December he announced that ‘kulaks’

would be ‘liquidated as a class 2

The idea of integrating the kulaks into the kolkhoz was rejected and the kulaks were
deported (dekulakization) with their families to remote areas of the USSR, arrested or
shot.”® The kolkhoz workers were not to keep their share of land. They had to be turned
into slaves of the state. Applebaum argues that collectivization and dekulakization
combined socially rewound the country back to serfdom, where common peasants
along with the kulaks, suffered the most, not only economically, but on a social and
moral level too. The peasants “...lost their ability to make decisions about their lives...to
govern themselves too...”.%° In 1930 the politburo authorized the state police to apply
“‘proper” measures for the “liquidation of the kulaks”. This resulted in the formation of the
“troikas”, a group of three people who would decide the fate of peasants. A “troika” was
composed by a member of the state police, a procurator and a party leader. Mass
deportation and executions followed together with the creation of the gulag, a system of
concentration camps that:

“...began alongside the collectivization of agriculture and depended upon it. It
would eventually include 476 camp complexes, to which some eight million people

would be sentenced, of whom betwee6r11 a million and a half and three million would die
during their periods on incarceration”.

After February 1930 a full-scale assault was launched against the countryside.

“Over the next two or three weeks more than a quarter of a million volunteers and
conscripts (OGPU units, Red Army personnel, party members and about 25.000

%8 Snyder, T. 2011; 25

% Khlevniuk, O. 2015; 112
5 Applebaum, A. 2018; 163
1 Snyder, T. 2011; 27
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workers organized into ‘collectivization brigades’) tried to bludgeon twenty—fiv((?2 million
families-seredniaki and bedniaki as opposed to kulaks- into collective farms”.

On 2 March 1930 an article titled ‘Dizzy With Success’ written by Stalin, was published
in the magazine Pravda. In this article Stalin declared that the collectivization plan was
proceeding far better and more quickly than expected and that the USSR had fulfilled
the Five-Year Plan. But he also mentioned that not every region of the USSR would be
able to collectivize at the same pace. Furthermore, he expressed his fears about local
party members who forgot these principles and let themselves get carried away by
“dizziness” due to the success of collectivization. Stalin was of course sensing the
potential disastrous consequences of a chaotic collectivization and prepared for future
blames on party members who had lost clearness of mind and got inebriated by
success.”

By the summer and the autumn of 1931,

“...aflurry of letters and directives circulated in Moscow and Kharkiv, all
expressing the fear that grain collection would go badly, especially in Ukraine- or even
that Ukrainian peasants would not sow at all. On 17 June, Stalin and Molotov sent out
an order, jointly signed, demanding that the Ukrainian leadership ensure that

‘unsown fields be sown’, and bluntly calling on the Ukrainian Communist Palét)/ to
mobilize all existing resources: ‘Please inform us of the result by June 25",

Across the USSR, grain collection would fall short of the target set on 83 million plus
tonnes. The harvest total for 1931-32 came to 69.5 million tonnes.” Collectivization was
at some level the source of shortages, writes Applebaum. Stalin had received reports
about what was wrong with collectivization. State’s demands for grain were too high and
Ukraine could not meet its grain quotas. Stalin started to look for scapegoats, notes
Applebaum. Subsequently, hungry peasants became ‘rebel’ peasants.

“...in December 1931, Stalin and Molotov made coercion the policy: collective
farms that had not met their grain quotas would have to repay any outstanding loans,

2 Ward, C. 1993; 43 reporting R. W Davies’ estimates
8 Applebaum, A. 2018; 147-148

% Applebaum, A. 2018; 167-168
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and return any tractors or other equipment that had been leased to them from the
machine tractor G%tation. Their spare cash- including that intended to buy seeds-would
be confiscated”.

This sort of abuse resulted in resistance to collectivization and rebellions. In 1930 at
least 3.4 million peasants took part in acts of rebellion. Ukraine witnessed a large
number of uprisings.67 Peasants destroyed the collective farms and restored abolished
property lines. The harvest of 1932 turned into a disaster. The countryside was
devastated in several parts of the USSR, but the most afflicted areas were the North
Caucasus and Ukraine. Stalin was quick to recognize that Poland could have exploited
the situation caused by the uprisings, and he began suspecting the Ukrainian peasants
being part of a bigger plot. Khlevniuk, citing historian Hiroaki Kuromiya and author of
Stalin (2005), writes: “Hiroaki Kuromiya points out, Stalin was suspicious of all peasants
and for being Ukrainians”.” Stalin believed that the peasants were ‘organized
saboteurs’ and were declaring a war of starvation against the Soviet Union, so he
decided to apply stiff policies of grain requisition and terror. In my interview with
Stanislav Kulchytsky, he explained that the peasants were never organized.69 The
combination of a partly failed harsh industrialization and a brutal collectivization, was a
significant factor in magnifying the famine. Stalin’s Great Leap Forward brought its

damage.

There are other versions on the cause of the famine similar to Russian Wikipedia’s,
though. Grover Furr in Blood lies (2014), argues that the main causes of the famine
were environmental factors. Among them: drought, heavy rainfall, serious infestation of
the crop, diseases, rust and smut, plagues of pests, Asian locusts, beet weevils,
meadow moths, caterpillars and mice infestations. Furr also argues that the interaction

of human agency was a contributing factor such as shortage of labor to weed the field

6 Applebaum, A. 2018; 171

7 Khlevniuk, O. 2015; 114

8 Khlevniuk, O. 2015; 120

8 Kulchytsky, S; Interview. Kiev, 01.10.2019

34



and large areas of unplanted or unharvested land due to labor shortages caused by
peasants moving to cities or dying by starvation.” Kuromiya also approaches the
famine from different angles. He points out that the threat of Japan and Stalin’s
concerns with defending the eastern part of the Soviet Union (especially Siberia that
according to Kuromiya was part of a Japanese plan of invasion), forced him to
concentrate the grain resources to the east in order to strengthen the army. It is true,
Kuromiya points out, that Japan had concrete plans of attacking the Soviet Union.
Kuromiya notes that the Soviet Secret police had intercepted a memorandum sent by
the Japanese Ambassador Koki Hirota on 19 December 1931 where he stated the
following:

“On the following of whether Japan should declare war on the Soviet Union- |
deem it necessary that Japan be ready to declare war at any moment and adopt a
tough policy towards the Soviet Union. The cardinal objective of this war must lie not so

much in protecting Japan from Communism as in seizing the Soviet Far East and
Eastern Siberia”.

Kuromiya argues that Japan had invaded Manchuria in 1931 and set up the puppet
government of Manchukuo in 1932. Stalin’s concerns increased, especially after Japan
rejected his offer towards a non-aggression treaty. In addition to this, Stalin’s fears
escalated when in 1931 in the Chinese Muslim province of Xingjian, numerous
rebellions by disgruntled peasants took place against the Chinese government. Stalin
believed that Japanese and British influence was propelling the rebellions and decided
to help the Chinese government by providing weapons, aircrafts and by dispatching
military forces to Xinjiang. China was not an isolated case of unrest that startled Stalin.
Rebellions were also taking place in Mongolia where priests and landholders were rising
against the Soviet supported government in 1932. It was around this time that Stalin

feared a Japanese-Polish attack. Kuromiya comes to such conclusion:

 Furr, G. 2014; 64
" Kuromiya, H. 2008; 670. ‘The Soviet Famine of 1932-33 Reconsidered’.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/20451530?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents

35


https://www.jstor.org/stable/20451530?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents

“It is possible that Stalin sacrificed starving people within the Soviet Union
because he was concerned about an external threat: he had to feed the soldiers first
and build up the military, particularly in the Far East...One might argue that in such a
tense international environment Stalin would not have mtentlonally caused a large-scale
famine which would politically de-stabilise the country”.

Across the USSR, grain collection would fall short of the target set on 83 million plus
tonnes. The harvest total for 1931-32 came to 69.5 million tonnes.” Collectivization was
at some level the source of shortages, writes Applebaum. But Stalin continued to look
for scapegoats according to Applebaum. However, it was true that peasants tried to
keep stores to feed themselves and this resulted in a sort of sabotage, writes Khlevniuk.
™ This was interpreted by Stalin as “war against the Soviet Government”.

“He undoubtedly considered the peasantry of Ukraine and the North Caucasus to
be at the forefront of this peasant army battling the Soviet government”.

Stalin held “enemies” and “kulaks” as the main cause behind the “food difficulties”. In
May 1933, according to Khlevniuk, Stalin admitted to Colonel Raymond Robins, an
American sympathizer of the Soviet Union and member of the Red Cross mission to
Russia in 1917-18, who had previously met Lenin, that “some peasants are currently
starving” because of the famine of 1932. He argued that parasitically inclined peasants
were not earning anything through the kolkhozes because they joined them too late, or
because they were not living on their own plots and stole grain from the kolkhozes.
Applebaum and other authors, point out that Stalin looked upon starving peasants as
potential nationalists, especially in Ukraine. This combined with a possible loss of
control over Ukrainian authorities, made Stalin see “...a clear connection between the
grain collection problem in Ukraine and the threat of nationalism in the republic”.76

In the summer of 1932, Stalin received alarming documents from the Ukrainian secret

2 Kuromiya, H. 2008; 671. ‘The Soviet Famine of 1932-33 Reconsidered’.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/204515307?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents

3 Applebaum, A. 2011; 168 (Citation: A.V Bashkin, ‘Urozhai tridtsatykh ili ukradennye dostizheniia’)
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police, a straightforward set of quotations with commentary collected from informers and
attributed to party members that were bitterly opposed to the grain requisition campaign.
" Stalin then reorganized the Ukrainian Communist Party. He wanted Lazar Kaganovich
to take full responsibility over the Ukrainian Communist Party.

“Give yourself the task of quickly transforming Ukraine into a true fortress of the

USSR, a truly model republic. We won’t spare money on this task”.”® It was also
necessary to do this quickly.

“Without these and similar measures (ideological and political work in Ukralne
above all in her border district and so forth) | repeat - we could lose Ukraine”.

4.1 Borders, Blacklists, Requisitions and the death of Stalin’s wife

What happened next is what Applebaum defines as the famine in the famine.

Stalin’s wife, Nadezhda Sergeevna Alliluyeva, committed suicide. Both Snyder (2011),
and Applebaum (2018) agree that her death took its toll on Stalin. Snyder states that
Stalin was found by Kaganovich as a “changed man”.* Applebaum writes that
Nadezhda’s death was one of the reasons behind Stalin’s growing paranoia of the
autumn of 1932.°" Added to Stalin’s mental situation, the two authors pinpoint three
crucial factors that reveal Stalin’s contribution to the famine in Ukraine, three directives
issued by Stalin that according to them, clearly indicate that the famine was a disaster
specifically targeted at Ukraine and Ukrainians. Blockades, blacklisted villages and
farms, and requisitions. These three directives were also explained to me by Professor
Kulchytsky, but Snyder argues that there were more than three directives eventually. He
discusses seven specific directives or actions taken by Stalin that altogether struck a

final knockout blow to Ukraine.82

" Applebaum, A. 2018; 187

8 Applebaum, A. 2018; 188 (Citation: Shapoval, ‘Vsevolod Balickij, bourreau et victime’, 369-99)
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Firstly, on 18 November 1932, the peasants were literally deprived of the little surplus
that they previously earned. They were to return grain advances by meeting grain
requisition targets. Secondly, two days later, a meat penalty was introduced. This was a
tax to be paid by all peasants that had failed to make grain quotas. The penalty forced
them to deliver all the livestock in their possession. Eventually, the payment of the meat
tax would not guarantee exemption from the original grain quotas that had to be paid
anyway, even after the meat tax had been paid. The third directive was adopted on 28
November 1932, Snyder notes. The “yepHble gockn” (blacklists) were introduced. Farms
that had failed to meet grain targets would be reported on a blacklist and had to deliver
fifteen times the amount of grain that was normally due in a month. No village could
meet the quota, and consequently entire communities lost all they had. In addition to
this, farms and communities on the blacklists were not allowed to trade or receive
deliveries from the rest of the country. As for the fourth policy, Snyder points out that on
14 December 1932, Moscow authorized the deportation of local Ukrainian communists
to the gulags. These individuals were suspected of spreading Ukrainian nationalism.
Stalin had, on 15 and 24 December 1932, also received reports from Vsevolod Balytsky
(security chief for Ukraine) where he claimed that Ukrainian nationalism was the reason
for the famine. On 20 December 1932, the politburo agreed on what Stalin the next day
would announce as the annual grain requisition quota to be met for Soviet Ukraine.
Previously, on 27 November, the politburo had assigned Ukraine a full third of the
remaining collections for the entire Soviet Union. This was the fifth directive. For many
Ukrainians it meant the death sentence. Snyder estimates the figure to be around three
million people. The sixth order took form in the sealing of the borders of the republic so
that peasants could not flee. The cities were closed too in order to prevent peasants
from begging. City dwellers were provided with passports. Peasants were not. They
were also denied the possibility to purchase long distance train tickets. The directive
was issued by Stalin in the beginning of 1933. He himself claimed that this was a
necessary measure to prevent peasant refugees from engaging in a

counterrevolutionary plot under the cover of begging for bread. The seventh policy was
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the indirect result of the continuation of grain collection after the annual requisition
target of 1932 was met. It left farms with nothing to sow for the following fall when:

“Seed grain for the spring sowing might have been drawn from the trainload
bounds at that very moment for export, or taken from the three million tons that the

Soviet Union had stored as a reserve. Instead it wassgeized from what little the
peasants needed to survive until the spring harvest”.

To aggravate the situation of the Ukrainian countryside, a “deukrainizaton” policy
indirectly started between 14 and 15 December 1932 when two secret decrees were
issued. They blamed Ukrainization for the requisition failure.** Ukrainization had
allowed:

“...bourgeois-nationalist elements, Petliurites and otheBrss to create secret
counter-revolutionary cells within the state apparatus”.

Ukrainization had also strengthened the Kulaks, former White officers, Cossacks and
members of the Kuban Rada. The Cossacks during the civil war had fought for an
independent Cossack state in Kuban. Ukrainization provided these “enemies of the
Soviet power” with an efficient cover.” These groups were all linked to Ukrainian
nationalists that largely benefited from Ukrainization. Not only Ukraine but other regions
of the USSR, deemed to have been infected with Ukrainization (Far East, Kazakhstan,
Central Asia, the Central Black Earth province), were to stop printing Ukrainian
newspapers and books. Russia was to be the main language in the schools.” The
decrees provided an explanation for the grain crisis and they were followed by a mass
purge of Ukrainian Communist Party officials. Moreover, all Ukrainian cultural
institutions were either shut down or transformed. Applebaum states that the decrees

were an assault on Ukrainian national identity. Director of the Holodomor museum Viktor
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Brekhunenko, shared Applebaum’s view during the interview.

“...here, diplomats, consuls, Germans, Italians, in Kharkov, in Odessa, they wrote
their reports which are published now ... they emphasized that it was organized in order
to destroy the country’s part of the carriers of Ukrainian identities. They wrote,... they
did not consider this problem as a food problem, but as a policy, directed by Moscow to
destroy most of the carriers of Ukrainian identity in ordgsr for the remaining ones to be
assimilated and in that way solve the Ukrainian issue”.

4.2 Residence, identity and death toll

Over the course of my first visit to Kiev's Holodomor Museum, “Ljana” the guide,
allowed me to ask her some questions regarding the peasantry in Ukraine and the
effects of Stalin’s policies on them in order to find out why Ukraine apparently suffered

the most. | put forward the following statement:

“I do not exactly understand one thing. There are historians and activists that
claim that Holodomor was a form of punishment inflicted on the Ukrainian people. There
are also those who say that it was a purggshment against the peasants...because in
Ukraine, there were many peasants...”.

Ljana replied to this statement asserting that specific measures were exclusively taken

in Ukraine where most of the Ukrainians lived in the country and were in fact peasants.

“You're right. A lot of peasants. And in the cities, there were very few Ukrainians.
Indeed, Ukrainians lived in villages. And they were peasants...but the famine was all
over the Soviet Union. We don’t say it didn't happen. It was but ...in no other place this
decision of blacklists was taken, and from these places [:9>0eople were allowed to look for

food while in Ukraine they were not allowed to do so...”.

8 “ .. BOT AMNnomathl U KOHcynbl, Hemeukue, UTanbsiHckne, B XopbkoBble, B Ogecce, OHM N1cany cBoux
OOHECEHWUsIX, KOTopble OnybrMKOBaHHbI yXKe ceryac...OHU Nog4YEPKMBanu, YTo 3TO OPraHM30BaHHO C
Lenbio YHUYTOXUTb CTPaHy, 4acTb HOCUTENEN YKPaUHCKOM MOEHTUYHOCTU. OHM nucanu, oHu
paccmaTtpuBanu 3Ty npobnemy He kak npobrnemMy NpoaoBONbLCTBMS, @ Kak MOMUTUKY LierieHanpaBieHHYo
MoCKBbI MO YHUUTOXEHWIO BOMbLUEN YacTu HOCUTENN YKPanHCKON MOAEHTUYHOCTW ANst TOro, YToObl
OCTaBLUMECH aCCUMMUITMPOBATb 1 TEM cCaMuUM peLlnTb YkpanHckuii Bonpoc”. Yakubovskiy, |; Lapchinskaya,
N; Brekhunenko, V. Interview. Kiev, 03.10.2019

8“9 nnoxo noHuMmato. ECTb MCTOPUKM UK aKTUBMUCTLI, KOTOPLIE CKaXyT, YTo [0NoJoMop HakasaHus
NpoTMB YKpanHCKOro Hapoda? Ho ecTb ToXe OHU, KOTOpbIe MOBOPSIT, YTO 3TO Haka3aHUs NpPOTMB
KPECTbSIH...MOTOMY 4YTO B YKkpauHe 6bifio MHOro KpecTbsiH...”. Ljana. Interview. Kiev, 02.10.2018

% “Bbl BepHO rosopuTe. OYeHb MHOIO KPeCTbsiH, 1 B TOPoAaXx, o4eHb Mano YkpauHues 6bino.
[enctButenbHO, YKpauHUbl XUnn Ha aepeBHe, cénax. M a1o 6binm KpecTbsiHE...HO rorof Obiil No BCeEM
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Applebaum also shares this idea. She writes:

“Although they were used to some degree in all the other grain-producing regions
of the USQ§R, blacklists were applied earlier, more widely and more rigorously in
Ukraine”.

As Ljana points out, Ukraine had many peasants that lived in the countryside. Hiroaki
Kuromiya argues that Stalin’s priority was that of feeding the workers in the cities and
soldiers. That is why the grain was exported from the countryside to the cities. Kuromiya
states:

“Had Moscow stopped all grain exports and released all strategic grain reserves,
the available 2.6 million tons of grain, under optimal conditions of distribution, might
have saved up to 7.8 million lives, which was the approximate number of actual deaths

from the 1932-1933 famine. Ofch:ourse, Moscow did not release the grain reserves, even
in the face of mass starvation”.

But Furr refutes this view.
“The Soviet government was faced with a situation where there was simply not

enough food to feed the whole population even ifgsall exports had been stopped
instead of just drastically curtailed as they were”.

However, some experts argue that the fact that Stalin’s ruthless directives were taken
and applied on Ukraine soil, especially in the Ukrainian countryside, does not indicate
that such orders were specifically directed at ethnic Ukrainians. The tragedy struck at
the peasantry in general, indiscriminately. Hiroaki Kuromiya affirms that:

“...both ethnic Ukrainians and Russians lived on either side of the border, and the

border guaggs could not have distinguished between them since peasants did not carry
passports”.

Coetcknm Coto3oM. Mbl 3T0 He OyaeM CnyuYnnock He FOBOPUM, YTO €ro He Bbi10. ATO ObINO, HO ...TaM
Herae OblNo BOT 3TO peLleHNe YEPHOWM AOCOK M OTTyAa BbIMycKanu nogen nckatb eqy, a ¢ YKpauHbl He
Bbinyckanu...”.“Ljana”. Interview, Kiev, 02.10.2019

9 Applebaum, A. 2017; 197

92 Kuromiya, A. 2008; 665. ‘The Soviet Famine of 1932-33 Reconsidered’.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/204515307?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents

% Furr, G. 2014; 69

% Kuromiya, H. 2008; 668. ‘The Soviet Famine of 1932-33 Reconsidered’.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/204515307?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents
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Besides Soviet Ukraine was a multinational republic even if ...Stalin, Kaganovich, and
Balytsky explained the repression in Soviet Ukraine as a response to Ukrainian
nationalism”.*® Professor Georgy Kasianov, while discussing the way researches were
conducted by western authors, pointed out as follows:

“That is, real losses, direct losses from hunger is 3.9 million. This is the last digit.
But there is still need of further work, because they alluded to the fact that books from
the registry offices were allegedly destroyed. But this is not true, they were not
destroyed. Because acts of destruction were persecuted by law. Therefore, they are all

there, you just need to rgﬁsearch them, and it takes a lot of years or work, because there
are a lot of these books.

5. The birth of Holodomor

The commemoration of the famine did not start before 1948, when Ukrainians in
Germany marked the fifteenth anniversary of the famine.” In Stalin’s Soviet Union, to
discuss or research the famine, was prohibited. The topic was shrouded in silence and
one could risk a gulag sentence for discussing the event in public, as professor
Kulchytsky explained to me. One can look at this through the definition of Silencing of
Assmann, in which a perpetrator is reluctant to remember and creates taboos in order to
stop victims from recounting. Russian Wikipedia holds that, before the birth of a proper
narrative or any commemoration of the famine, news on the catastrophe had eventually

appeared in western press already in 1933.

% Snyder, T. 2011; 55

% “To ecTb, pearnbHble NoTepu, NPsAMbIE NOTEPU OT rornoaa a1o 3,9 MUNNMOHOB. ATO NocneaHAs uudpa.
Ho TyT ewwé Hy>xHO Aanblue paboTaTb, NOTOMY YTO CCbIIANNCh Ha TO, YTO KHUrM 13 3AICoB, 4YTO OHU
AKOObI YyHMYTOXanmcb. Ho, 370 He NpaBAa, OHW HE YHUYTOXAaNUChb. 3a YHUYTOXEHWE nonaranoch
YronoBHOE Haka3saHwue. [103aTomMy, Bce OHU eCTb, MPOCTO HAA0 C HUMK paboTaTthb, @ 3TO OYEHb MHOTO NeT
HY>XHO paboTaTb, MOTOMY YTO OYEHb MHOMO 3TUX KHMXeK”. Kasianov, G. Interview. Kiev, 16.01.2020.

% Applebaum, A. 2017; 337. (Citation: 'Zum 15, Jahrestag Der Furchtbaren, Durch Das blutdurstige
Kommunistische Moskau Organisikhten Hungersnot in der Ukraine’, Oseredok Project, Holodomor
Research and Education Consortium. Flyers in Ukrainian, English and German, distributed by Ukrainian
participants at an 11 April 1948 demonstration in Hanover, Germany, on the occasion of the fifteenth
anniversary of the Famine of 1932-33 in Ukraine. Original, typed, http://holodomor.ca/oseredok-project)
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“In the early spring of 1933, several newspapers in Western countries published
a number of reports on the situation in the USSR ‘about ‘serious food difficulties and
even worse conditions in Ukraine, the North Caucasus, the Lower Volga and several
other regions’ (New York Times ) reported by the Soviet Ieadership”.98

But the fact that the news was published in the West and not in the Soviet Union, gave
the topic a more propagandistic character than a historical one. With the rise of the new
authoritarian fascist and Nazi regimes, the topic of the famine was quickly adopted by
the anti-Communist extreme right.

“The theme of a deliberately organized hun%er continued to be used by both
pro-fascist circles in the USA and Nazi Germany”.

In the beginning of the 40s with the breakout of World War Il, the elucidation of what
really took place in 1932-33 did not improve remaining subject of exploitations,
according to Russian Wikipedia.

“The theme of the deliberately organized famine by the ‘Moscow Jewish
Communist regime against Ukrainians’ was used in the propaganda and publications of
the OUN (b) and OUN (m) in the first months of the German occupation of the Ukrainian

SSRin 1941. Since 1942, after purge1soin both OUN, ‘Eastern Ukrainians’ were also
involved in the publication company”.

The nature of the famine’s debate would since then (the 30s and 40s) become subject

% “B Havane BecHbl 1933 roa B HECKOMbLKUX raseTax 3anafHbix CTpaH nybnukyeTtcs pag coobLueHnin o
cutyauumn B CCCP — oT npu3HaBaeMbIX COBETCKMM PYKOBOACTBOM ‘CEPbE3HbIX NPOAOBOSbCTBEHHbIX
3aTpyaHeHui 1 ewé bonee xygwen cutyauum Ha YkpauHe, CeBepHom KaBkase, HuxHeln Bonre n psige
apyrux pervioHos’ (Heto-Mopk Taimc) ao ‘nosanbHoro ronoaa B CCCP””. Bukuneaus. ‘Tonogomop B
nonuTuke'.
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D0%93%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B4%D0%BE%D0%BC%D0%B
E%D1%80_%D0%B2_%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%B8%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B5

% “Tema HaMepeHHO-0pPraHM30BaHHOIO rofioda NPoAOoKana UCnonb3oBaTbCA Kak NpodallnCcTCKUMM
kpyramu B CLUA Tak n cobcTBeHHO HaumcTckorn lepmanuen”. Bukuneauns. ‘Tonogomop B NONMUTUKE' .
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D0%93%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B4%D0%BE%D0%BC%D0%B
E%D1%80_%D0%B2_%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%B8%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B5

10 “Tema HAMEPEHHO OPraHM30BaHHOIO rofioAa ‘MOCKOBCKUM XMUA0-KOMMYHUCTUHYECKUM PEXUMOM MPOTUB
YKpauHUeB' ucnonb3oarnachk B nponarange n nyonukaumsix OYH(6) n OYH(m) B nepBble MecsiLbl
Hemeukon okkynauun YCCP B 1941 rogy. C 1942 roga, nocne 4nctok B 06enx OYH, k komnaHum
nyonukaumm 6binm NpuBneYeHsl U ‘BOCTOYHbIE YKpanHUbI™. Bukunegus. ‘Tonogomop B NONUTUKE' .
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D0%93%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B4%D0%BE%D0%BC%D0%B

E%D1%80_%D0%B2_%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%B8%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B5
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https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D0%93%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B4%D0%BE%D0%BC%D0%BE%D1%80_%D0%B2_%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%B8%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B5
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D0%93%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B4%D0%BE%D0%BC%D0%BE%D1%80_%D0%B2_%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%B8%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B5
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D0%93%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B4%D0%BE%D0%BC%D0%BE%D1%80_%D0%B2_%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%B8%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B5
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D0%93%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B4%D0%BE%D0%BC%D0%BE%D1%80_%D0%B2_%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%B8%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B5

to propaganda. Like the news, the birth of a proper narrative on the event after World
War I, would be highly divisive and a source of disagreements. Again, this narrative,
like the newspaper reports of the previous decades, did not start in the Soviet Union,
but abroad within the Ukrainian diaspora, especially in Canada and in the USA.
Ukrainian immigrants had settled in Canada and in the USA during the late nineteenth
and early twentieth century. Most of them took up jobs as peasants in Canada and coal
miners and factory workers in the USA. The majority came from the Austro-Hungarian
Empire, from the provinces of Bukovyna, Galicia and Carpatho-Ukraine.101 Eventually a
second wave of more nationally conscious immigrants, mostly composed by labor
workers from rural areas, would emerge between the two world wars. These were
educated and politically more aware than the previous wave and “...they had taken part
in various attempts to achieve Ukrainian independence in the wake of the Bolsheviks
revolution in the Russian empire”.102 It was this wave of immigrants and their
publications that managed to introduce Ukrainian national aspiration in the West. Yet the
glorification of the Ukrainian nation and the fact that some of them, the “...so called
integral nationalists flirted with various fascist ideology”m, would subsequently, draw

harsh criticism especially from Russian historians. This continues down to these days.

In 1953 in Canada, Semen Pidhainy, a Ukrainian émigré founded the Ukrainian
Association of Victims of Russian Communist Terror, where he encouraged other
émigré groups to write not only their accounts of the famine, but also about life in the
USSR. This resulted in a two-volume book titled The Black Deeds of the Kremlin
published in 1953." Furthermore, Raphael Lemkin the Polish author of the term
“‘genocide”, in 1953 was firm in indicating the gravity of the event and the perpetrator.

“A recently discovered 1953 speech by Raphael Lemkin, the Jewish-Polish
scholar who coined the term genocide, contributed to the shift in the debate; Stalin's

10" Deitsch, J. 2006; 114-115

192 Deitsch, J. 2006; 115

103 Deitsch, J. 2006; 115

104 Applebaum, A. 2018; 337-338
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famine, he said, was "not simply a case of mass murder" but "a case of genocide, of
destruction, not of individuals only, but of a culture and a nation."

But in these years, the language of the Ukrainian diaspora still bore a political and
dubious ring for western historians. Besides, the idea that such a large catastrophe was
missing from Soviet history books, was quite unthinkable for many western historians. It
was only in the 60s, during Nikita Khrushchev’s post Stalinist thaw, that the famine got
“...through the barrier of censorship in the Soviet Union”.'® Ukrainian dissidents
mobilized themselves by using poetry and political writing, working for the
democratization of the Soviet Union. However, they did not turn against the values of
the Soviet society and continued to look upon socialism with loyalty. Among Ukrainian
dissidents, the most prominent was Ivan Dzyuba, author of a book called
“...Internationalism or Russification? ...the credo of the generation of the sixties”."

In his book, Dzyuba made clear references to the famine affirming that this was part of

Stalin’s bigger plan of eradicating the Ukrainian nationality.

“...several million peasants were wiped out in the artificial famine of 1933"."%
But in the sixties, arrests of dissidents were still common practice in the USSR. The
Soviet government in Moscow was suspicious of any attempts to revive Ukrainian
national identity.

“These muted attempts to resurrect the shadow of a national identity alarmed
Moscow. In 1961 seven Ukrainian academics were arrested and tried in Lviv, among
them Stepan Virun, who had helped write a pamphlet criticizing ‘unjustified

repressions accompanied by accusation of na1tionalism and the annihilation of
hundreds of Party and cultural personalities™.

195 Motyl, A. 2010. ‘Deleting the Holodomor: Ukraine Unmakes Itself’.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/278702997?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents

196 Djetsch, J. 2006; 200

07 Dietsch, J. 2006; 201

198 Dietsch, J. 2006; 201. (Citation: lvan Dzyuba, Internationalism or Russification? New York: Monad
Press 1968, pp.130-131)

199 Applebaum, A. 2018; 341. Citation: Beatrice Webb and Sidney Webb, /s Soviet Communism a New
Civilisation? (London: The Left Review, 1936), 29
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Nevertheless, Kulchytsky holds that in the 60s and 70s in Kuban, a region populated by

mostly Ukrainians, songs and folklore tales about the famine were sung and told.

“But somehow | would find myself at a conference in Krasnodar. This is the
center of the Kuban region. Everyone spoke Russian there, though the Ukrainian
presence was still felt, and there were people who were studying the hunger in the
Soviet Union, when all these studies were allowed. | was presented with a book
published somewhere a long time ago. It was in 2007 or 2008. A book about the hunger
in the Soviet Union. And there, in the preface, some leader, local leader, state, party, |
do not know, but Russian of course, spoke of Ukrainian scientists who exaggerate
everything, who did not say that the hunger was a general event that happened
everywhere. But the documents themselves in this book were talking about an
interesting phenomenon. There was such a Kuban folk choir, it was famous, one of the
most famous ensembles, back in Soviet times. Often traveled abroad with its concerts.
And with it, with this choir, back in the 60s, in the seventies, there was such a research
group as it was called, which collected folklore. Including collected folklore about the
famine of 32-33 years. Both songs and stories, it was in the seventies, 30 years, 40

. . . . 110
years later, when all those people who had experienced the famine were still alive”.

It was in the 70s when the discussion on the famine would plant its roots. Once again
outside the Soviet Union. The Ukrainian diaspora abroad had grown large enough to
establish its own journals, produce its historians and open the Harvard Ukrainian
Research Institute and the Canadian Institute for Ukrainian Studies at the University of
Alberta in Edmonton.'" Yet, their attempts in shaping a mainstream historical narrative
based on the Ukrainian identity were not significant enough. Since some Ukrainians

collaborated with the Nazis during World War I, the idea of an independent Ukraine and

10 “Ho, kak-To 6bl A1 GbIN Ha KoHdepeHumn B KpacHogape. 31o ueHTp KybaHu. N tam yxe Bce roBopsT
Mo-pyCCKM, HO BOT 3TO YKPAMHCKOE NPUCYTCTBME BCE-TAKM OLLYLLAETCS, U fntoan Obinv Takne koTopble
3aHMmanucb nccnenosaHnem ronoaa B Coeetckom Cotose, korga 3Ty Bce nccreaoBaHns buinm
paspelleHbl. MHe nogapvnu TaMm KHUrYy, onyGnmnMKoBaHHYIO rae-To AaBHO, 4aBHO 3TO, @ BOCbMOM roay umnm
cegbMmoM rogy, 2007 nnm 2008 rog. Knury o ronoge B CoeTckoMm cotose. M Tam, B pegucrioBuu,
KaKoW-TO pyKOBOAUTEMb, MECTHbIN PYKOBOAMUTESb, FOCYAAPCTBEHHbIN, NAPTUIHBIN, S HE 3HAtO, HO PYCCKUN,
sicHoe ferno. foBopun 00 YyKpanHCKUX YYEHbIX, KOTOPbIe BCE NPeyBENUYMBAET, KOTOPbIE HE TOBOPSAT O TOM,
YyTO ronop, 6b111 BOOOLLE COK3HbIN, TO €CTb, BE34e OAMHAKOBLIN rofniod. A BOT caMu LOKYMEHTbI B 3TOMN
KHUre roBopsi 00 MHTEPECHOM siBeHun. EcTb Takon HapoaHble Ky6aHCkuin Xxop, OH 3HaMEHUTLIN, OAWNH U3
Hanboree 3HaMeHUTbIX aHCaMbnen, eLLe B COBETCKOE BpeMsi. YacTo Bbiedxar 3a rpaHuLy co CBOUMMU
KoHUepTamu. U npu HéEM, npu 3TOM Xope, eLé B 60-biX roaax, B ceMnaecaTbix rogax, bbina takas, kak
3TO Ha3BaTb, UCCregoBaTernbCKas rpynna, kotopas coompana gonbknop. B Tom uncne cobunpana
donbkriop o ronoae 32- 33 rogos. M necHu, n pacckasbl, TO eCTb Torga 310 6binm cemuaecsTble rogpl, 30
rogbl, 310 40 neT pasHuua, elle GbINK XUBbI BCe Te Noan, KOTopble ucnbiTanu Ha cebe ronon’”.
Kulchytsky, S. Interview. Kiev, 01.10.2019

" Applebaum, A. 2018; 339
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Ukraine identity was to many North Americans and Europeans, too nationalist and
therefore dubious. But in the 80s, with glasnost and a better-established Ukrainian
diaspora (with a larger body of middle-class citizens) in North America and Europe that
could afford to support the production of films and books, the topic of the famine began
to draw public attention. During this time the term “famine” (ronoa) was replaced by the
neologism Holodomor and first appeared as “Holodomord” (not “Holodomor”) in the
USA and Canada. It became more widespread and known as “Holodomor” in 1988.

“As a genocide perpetrated against the Ukrainian na};tizon, the famine became
known as the Holodomor, which means plague of hunger”.
Eventually the term was not new. It had been already used in the USSR where the word
was adopted for the first time by Ivan Drach, a Ukrainian poet and activist." In 1986
during Gorbachev’s perestroika, while the topic of the famine was still public taboo, at
the Writers’ Union Congress in Ukraine, the famine was discussed as a topic of national
importance. Here, Ivan Drach, accusing the leadership of the Communist Party of

Ukraine, related the disaster of Chernobyl nuclear power plant, with the extermination of
Ukrainians during the famine of 1932- 33!

My research indicates that today most Ukrainians have positively received the term
Holodomor and fully acknowledge its meaning. The Ukrainian government and most
Ukrainian historians also agree on the validity of the term. But Russian activists still look
upon the concept of Holodomor with suspicion. Most Russian sources | consulted still
refer to the disaster as “ronog” (famine). So did several Russians and other ex-Soviet
citizens that | had the chance to talk to in Russia, Norway and Germany over the course
of the writing of this thesis. Only a few times, Russian historians and other people |
conversed with, used the term Holodomor (with the Ukrainian pronunciation), only to
make sure that we were talking about the famine of 1932-33 and no other Soviet
famines. The fact that it was the Ukrainian émigrés who started the discussion on
Holodomor abroad, with the help of non-Ukrainian historians such as Robert Conquest

and James Mace, have often inflated the idea of “myth of Holodomor”' ™ among Russian

"2 Dietsch, J. 2006; 205

"3 Bukuneaus. ‘Tonogomop B nonutuke’. https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/lonoaomop_B_nonutuke
"4 Dietsch, J. 2006; 203

"8 MpyaHukosa, E; YnrnpuH, U; 2013
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activists. Robert Conquest (15 July 1917 — 3 August 2015) and James Mace (18
February 1952 — 3 May 2004), the former a British-American and the latter an
American historian, had been providing research assistance to the Ukrainian Famine
Project initiated by Harvard Ukrainian Research Institute. A pioneer project based on

eyewitness testimony and the memories of over 200 victims."®

Robert Conquest was the author of several books on the Soviet Union and Communism
in Khrushchev’s thaw period. His most notable work remains: The Great Terror: Stalin's
Purge of the Thirties published in 1968. In 1986, he published the book The Harvest of
Sorrow: Soviet Collectivization and the Terror-Famine assisted by James Mace that
helped Conquest collect and process historical material for his book at Harvard
University, benefiting from the 1984 US President Ronald Reagan’s commitment in the

famine issue. Reagan had in 1984 given green light to a study on the Ukrainian famine.

“In 1984, the Ronald Reagan administration no longer just used this wording in
internal manuals for fighters against the ‘red threat’ but was about to bring the theme of
‘extermination of Ukrainians by the Soviet government’ to the international level. The
United States Hunger Commission in Ukraine was even created with the goal of
‘expanding the world’s knowledge of hunger and to provide American society with a
better understanding of the Soviet system by exposing the role of the Soviets in
Ukrainian hunger’. The commission, headed by historian James Mace, worked until
1988 and concluded that ‘Joseph11S7taIin and his entourage committed genocide against
ethnic Ukrainians in 1932-1933".

James Mace was appointed the commission’s executive director. It took the commission

16 Malko, V. A. 2019. The Holodomor as Genocide in Historiography and Memory.
https://www.academia.edu/41145405/The_Holodomor_as_Genocide_in_Historiography and_Memory
"7 ‘B 1984 rogy agMuHuUcTpauua PoHanbaa PeitraHa yxe He NpPocTo 1cnonb3osana aTy hopMynMpoBKy
BO BHYTPEHHMX MeTogmnykax Ans 60pLoB C «KpaCHOM yrpo3on», a cobupanach BbIBECTN TEMY
KYHUHTOXEHUST YKparHLEB COBETCKMM NPaBUTENbLCTBOMY Ha MeXOyHapoAHbI ypoBeHb. beina gaxe
co3gaHa Komuceua CLUA no ronogy Ha YkpauHe ¢ Lenblo «paclumpeHnsi No3HaHUM Myupa o ronoge v ans
obecneveHnst aMepuKaHcKoro obLecTea fyylM NoOHMMaHNEM COBETCKOWM CUCTEMbI MOCPEACTBOM
pa3obnaveHus ponn CoOBETOB B YKpanHCKOM ronoge». Komuccus, KoTopyro BO3rnaensin Nctopuk [bkenmc
Meic, npopabotana go 1988 roga u npuwna K BelBogy, 4Yto «Mocnd CtanunH n ero okpyxeHune
COBepLUMY reHouuna B OTHOLLEHUN 3THMYEeCKUX ykpamHues B 1932-1933 rogax’. ApryMeHTbl 1 hakThbl,
23.10.2019. ‘PeanbHbivi ronog, u mudundeckumii flonogomop. Tparegms Kak opyaue nponarangp!’.
https://aif.ru/society/history/realnyy_golod_i_mificheskiy_golodomor_tragediya_kak_orudie_propagandy

48


https://www.academia.edu/41145405/The_Holodomor_as_Genocide_in_Historiography_and_Memory
https://aif.ru/society/history/realnyy_golod_i_mificheskiy_golodomor_tragediya_kak_orudie_propagandy

three years to finish its work which was composed by a collection of oral and written
testimonies from the diaspora survivors. James Mace paid a visit to Ukraine in 1990
where he handed the testimonies gathered by the commission to Ukrainian historian
Stanislav Kulchytsky. Years later, Kulchytsky claimed that these testimonies helped him
come to the conclusion that the famine was a form of organized terror. "

These publications would start a discussion on the “distortion of historical facts”, “myths”
and “falsification of history” that today has still not diminished, especially due to the
origins and the intentions of the Ukrainian diaspora, Ukrainian elites and Ukrainian
nationalizing agencies. Douglas Tottle, a Canadian labor activist, in 1987 published a
book titled Fraud, Famine and Fascism: The Ukrainian Genocide Myth from Hitler to
Harvard. Although Tottle was Canadian, his book remains the first elaborate “Soviet
Response” to the famine.”" In it, he argued that Ukraine had eventually been starving
due to bad weather, modernization and kulak sabotage, and he refused to concede that
the famine was deliberately organized. He also rejects the role of the Communist
leadership in it, and claims that the creation of the “myth” of Holodomor and all accounts

of it, were produced by Nazi propaganda.

My research has disclosed that such views are what most of the Russian narrative on

Holodomor agrees with, today.

“In retrospect, Tottle’s book is significant mostly as a harbinger of what was to
come, nearly three decades later. Its central argument was built around the supposed
link between Ukrainian ‘nationalism’-defined as any discussion of Soviet repression in
Ukraine, or any discussion of Ukrainian independence or sovereignty- and fascism, as
well as American and British intelligence. Much later this same set of links-Ukraine,
fascism, the CIA- would be used in the Russian information campaign against the
Ukrainian independence and anti-corruption movement of 2014. In a very real sense the
groundwork for that campaign was laid in 1987”.

In 1991, Ukraine elected its first president and voted for independence becoming a

sovereign state acknowledged as such by the world. These political changes triggered

118 Dietsch, J. 2006; 207
19 Applebaum, A. 2017; 344
120 Applebaum, A. 2017; 345
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what Aleida Assmann calls interaction between memory and history. From here,
Ukraine’s history could reach the public opinion. The communist party, before it stepped
out of power, passed a final resolution on the famine of 1932-33, blaming Stalin of
deliberate mass-killing. The Ukrainian political debate would for the first time be
independent from Moscow and the foundation of new parties could take place. lvan
Drach and other intellectuals founded Rukh, a political party that pushed for a broader
acknowledgment of the famine.

“...he (Ilvan Drach) demanded that Russians ‘repent’, and that they follow the
example of Germans in acknowledging their guilt. He referred directly to the Holocaust,

”m

noting that the Jews had ‘forced the whole world to admit its guilt before them’.

In the 90s, the famine would inevitably enter the political sphere. In 1993, during the
commemoration of the sixtieth anniversary of the famine, a monument to the victims
was inaugurated in Kiev.

“President Leonid Kravchuk stated officially that the history of the famine and the

monument in itself should be used as a political resource to legitimize national
sovereignty of the democratic state”.

The fact that the origins of the Holodomor term are highly complex and extremely
divisive and that furthermore it has been utilized both in Ukrainian and Russian literature
with complete different purposes, and later on in politics, clearly indicates that the
famine of 1932-33 is not just a simple factological question of what actually took place.
In the beginning of the 2000s, Russia began advancing the idea of a joint commission of
Ukrainian and Russian historians. The aim of the commission was that of
“harmonization” of historical facts. Two historical events proved to be particularly
challenging. The war between the Bolshevik and White Russian armies of 1917-21, and

the artificial famine of 1932—33.123 The discussion on how the researches of Holodomor

21 Applebaum, A. 2017; 351

122 Djetsch, J. 2006; 207. (Citation: Holos Ukrainy, September 9, 1993)

123 Kuzio, T. 2 July 2002. ‘Ukrainian- Russian Historical Commission raises storm’.
http://www.taraskuzio.com/media13_files/5.pdf
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were conducted, the literature it produced and the divisive political debate that
surrounds the famine still now, are among the many obstacles that hinder the
harmonization of the understanding of the historical event between the two nations and
the harmonization that the intergovernmental commission of Ukrainian and Russian

historians is expected to reach.

6. Political usage of Holodomor in Ukraine and Russia

Andreas Kappeler is a Swiss historian and professor of Eastern European history in
Vienna. He initiated an international research project on Russian-Ukrainian relations at
the University of Vienna."* In his article “Ukraine and Russia: Legacies of the imperial
past and competing memories” (2014), points out that the famine was man-made and
caused by the policies of Stalinist Soviet Union in peacetime. My reading of different
sources and interviews with experts on the event disclose that most Ukrainian, Russian
and other experts agree on both the former and the latter. The famine was the result of
Stalin's ruthless policies, driven by disregard for human life. It was man-made and
therefore totally avoidable. Yet, there are some crucial elements in this agreement that
have kickstarted a lively political debate and still divide Ukraine and Russia and
internally in Ukraine. A few nuances both exploited and implemented in politics, make
the historical understanding of Holodomor problematic, blurring the line between history
and politics. The most recurrent and significant of them is based on the following
question: Was the famine a chain of tragic accidents that progressively worsened
due to Stalin’s unscrupulousness, or did Stalin intentionally cause the famine

with the purpose to kill ethnic Ukrainians?

Ukrainian politicians started to include the history of the famine into their political

message, mostly defending but at times also discarding the assertion that Holodomor

124 Wikipedia. ‘Andreas Kappeler'. https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Andreas_Kappeler
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was a “deliberate act of mass killing” or genocide (reHouma) directed at the Ukrainian
people and their nation alike. However, most Russian experts and some Russian
politicians adhere to the theory that the hunger was caused by a series of unlucky
events and that the topic of the famine must remain outside the political sphere.

“Putin’s government has opposed recognizing the famigse in Ukraine as genocide,
and this view also dominates Russian historiography”.

One can look at both sides, the Ukrainian and the Russian, as two phenomena of
“History politics”. Ukraine politicizes the famine (history politics by Miller), while Russia
denies the wrongdoings of the communist party (silencing by Assmann) leading to a
dispute between the two where the past becomes “traumatic”. Such different political
opinions and approaches to the causes of the famine, have rendered the topic highly
debated and divisive and above all, difficult to analyze from a historical perspective.
Therefore, some sources claim that the political discussion on Holodomor distorts the

true historical facts and turns Holodomor into myth. | asked Ukrainian historian Georgii
Kasianov: “How in your view does the myth of Holodomor distort the historical facts?”"”.

He replied:

“‘What it means... how a myth distorts... A myth uses facts. Yes, the myth is built
on some facts, but the meaning of the myth is that it has a certain symbolic value. So,
according to this, myth uses facts, but it uses them selectively. You can’t say that it
distorts them. Because any form of description of something, already distorts that
something. That is, it already distorts any story about something, therefore the assertion
that the myth distorts, is probably a little politicized when the word myth is interpreted as
something that was created specifically to distort, in someone’s interests. Therefore, |
would not say that the myth distorts, the myth simply forms a certain reality, hyperreality.
And this hyperreality, is here already functioning in a certain space: mental, political and
so on. So, | would not say that the myth distorts, but simply forms its own special reality

125 Himka, J. 2013. Many of the issues are discussed in Stanislav Kulchytsky, “What Is the Crux of
Ukraine-Russia Dispute?” The Day,3, 10, 17, and 24 February 2009,
https://day.kyiv.ua/en/article/close/what-crux-ukraine-russia-dispute-1

126 “Kak, Ha BaLl B3rnsaa, Mud o FfonoaomMope nckaxaeTt uctopudeckue akTel?” Kasianov, G. Interview.
Kiev, 16.01.2020.
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or hyperreality”.127

The task of reconstructing historical facts from the Soviet time is a rather new discipline
in Ukraine and other ex-Soviet Republics. Russian historian Alexei Miller claims that
ex-communist countries are experiencing the phenomenon of “History politics”, rewriting
history and doing politics simultaneously. In his article “The Holodomor and the building
of a nation” (2011), Kasianov confirms Miller’s assertion. He discusses how history had
to be rewritten in the ex-Soviet Republics after the fall of the Soviet Union, moving from
“sovereign” to “national” history. In the process of writing a national history, the past also
became an instrument in the creation of political sovereignty. He writes:

“In all these countries, history is used as an argument in political debates and in
sorting out relations with neighboring states, especially with Russia as the legal
successor of the Soviet Union...Professional historians are invariably drawn into the
politics of history, and everywhere this leads to conflict between representative of

the state, who habitually t@g to impose a ‘correct’ history on historians, and the
professional community”.

According to Miller, the consequence of this involvement of politics into history,
compromises the trustworthiness of history itself. Politicians and historians alike no
longer adhere to historical accuracy.

“...I don’t think that Putin cares about historical accuracy. As we know, Professor
Kulchystsky, also doesn’t care about historical accuracy. He started his career

127 “UY1o 3HAUUT, Kak MU nckaxaer...Mud ncrnonbayet dakTbl. Ja. Mud cTpoutcs Kakmx-to dakrax, Ho
CMbICIT M1da 3aKnoyaeTcsd B TOM, YTO OHO MMEET ONpeaenéHHy0 CUMBOSTUYECKYHO LEHHOCTb. Tak,
NnoaTomMy M@ pakTbl UCMONb3YET, HO NCMONb3YET MX BbIDOPOYHO.

[oBOPWT, YTO OH UCKaXaeT, Henb3a4. [loTomy, 4yTo ntobas hopma ONUCaHNst YEro-To, OHA YXKE UCKaKaEeT,
YTO YTO-TO... TO ecTb, NOOON pacckas 0 YEM-TO OH YXKe UCKaXKaeT, Mo3TOMy (DOPMYIMPOBKA, YTO MU
NCKaXkaeT, HaBepHOE, OHA HEMHOXKO MONUTM3NPOBaHHas, Korga CrioBO MU TPaKTYeTCH Kak YTo-TO, YTO
c034aHo cneumarnbHO, YTOObI MCKa3WTb, B YbMX-TO MHTepecax. [103Tomy S He cTan roBopuTb, YTO MUd
nckaxaert, Mud NpocTo PopMUpyET onpeaeneHHas peanbHoCTb, rmMneppeansHOCcTb. U aTta
rMneppearnbHOCTb, BOT U OHa YXe (PYHKUUOHMPYET B ONpeaenéHHOM NPOCTPaHCTBE: YMCTBEHHOM,
NoNMTUYECKOM 1 Tak garnee. Tak uTo, 9 1 He ckasarn Obl, YTO MU NCKaXaeT, HO NPOCTO POPMUPYET CBOHO
ocobyto peanbHOCTb UNK rnneppeansHocTh”. Kasianov, G. Interview. Kiev, 16.01.2020

128 Kasianov, G. 09.12.2014. ‘The Holodomor and the Building of a Nation’.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10611428.2011.11065433
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with books which foyzght against the concept of Holodomor because he was living
in communist Kiev”.

Holodomor was born abroad, but the political debate started in Ukraine followed by
opposition that came not only from Russia. In Russia, the Ukrainian politicization of
Holodomor has met with perhaps the fiercest opposition. However, reactions were stark
within Ukraine too. Several Russian amateur historians claim that the myth around the
famine is a purely political device that serves the purpose of politics, either pro-Russia
or pro-Ukraine. Miller holds that it is understandable that the famine is politicized:
“...this famine tells the story of the eastern, central and southern part of Ukraine
as the story of the victims of the Soviet rule...so if we want to fix anti-Russian narrative,
we should focus on the famine. This is one thing. Another thing, the famine becomes
very important for Ukrainian nationalists from the West, and particularly from the
immigration in Canada and the USA. Not because these regions where they come from
suffer from the famine, they didn’t. But because they were target of accusation for their
role in the Holocaust and they decided that the best strategy to fight against this image
of perpetrator is to construct the image of victim. That is why they hired Conquest. They

hired him. It is not a s%gret, it is already an acknowledged fact, and they hired
Applebaum recently”.

On the other hand, several Ukrainian politicians see the implementation of historical
events in politics as a positive benefit of Ukraine’s gained freedom of speech after the
fall of the Soviet Union, and also fundamental to the development of democracy. After
all, Miller explains that freedom of speech is a necessary condition of “History politics”.
This set off fierce debates not only among politicians, but historians too. For some, like
Oxana Pachlovska of the department of literature and philosophy of Rome University,
the use of history in the political debate is a matter of democratic development. For
others, it is not. Viktor Kondrashin for example, claims that scholarly debates should not

enter the world of politics. Criticized by Stanislav Kulchytsky, author of “Why did Stalin

129 Miller, A. Interview. St. Petersburg, 12.11.2019
130 Miller, A. Interview. St. Petersburg, 12.11.2019
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exterminate the Ukrainians? Comprehending the Holodomor”m, Kondrashin comments

on Kulchytsky’s book and some statements from Pachlovska, as follows:

“The author (Stanislav Kulchytsky) further found it expedient to adorn the front
cover with a conception of the ‘Holodomor as an act of genocide against the Ukrainian
people,” which he probably shares with Oxana Pachlovska of the Department of Arts
and Philosophy, Chair of Ukrainian Studies, at La Sapienza University of Rome. ‘Why
Stalin destroyed Ukraine’, Pachlovska writes, ‘is above all one of the key issues of
Russian history. Until the Russians start to recognize the Holodomor as an act of
genocide, as the Germans did vis-a-vis the Holocaust, their country will never become
democratic. Meanwhile, the growing distance between Russia and Europe will become
an abyss.” How is Russia supposed to respond to such ultimatum-like statements? This
is no longer a scholarly debate but pure politics”.

Miller too was quick and firm in dismissing the issue brought up by Pachlovska on

democracy, indicating that political discussions problematize the historical facts.

“It is interesting that she starts with Stalin having destroyed Ukraine. If Stalin
destroyed Ukraine...they should reject fully and completely the legacy of Stalin. Give
Galicia back to Poland, give Bukovina to Romania, give Transcarpathia to the Czech
Republic...to begin with, she says that Stalin destroyed Ukraine and then she says that
this is the issue of Russian history. Why Russian history? It is Soviet History, in which
Ukrainians and Russians participate together, but she wants Ru33|a to be guilty for what
happened to Ukraine which she compares to the Holocaust”.

| also discussed the topic of the politicization of Holodomor with Artemii Plekhanov and
asked him how the famine is politically utilized/not utilized in the two countries. He

stated the following:

“...about the famine as genocide...the tradition was started with the Ukrainian
diaspora from Canada, from the USA, from Australia and from other regions and during
Perestroika this discourse came to post-Soviet Ukraine as the most important
narrative...in this time Ukrainian historians started to open the archives, open the
documents about the USSR, about political movements and the political situation in the

131 Kulchytsky S. 1.11.2005. ‘Why did Stalin exterminate the Ukrainians?

Comprehending the Holodomor’. http://faminegenocide.com/resources/kulchytsky/kulchynsky2.htm (no
longer accessible)

132 Kondrashin, V. 01.04.2019. ‘Was the 1932-33 famine in Ukraine “An act of genocide against the
Ukrainian people?”. My response to S. V. Kulchytsky’. Congress1917.gr
https://congress1917.gr/archives/1017

133 Miller, A. Interview. St. Petersburg, 12.11.2019
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30s in Ukraine, and they understood that the historiography in the Soviet Union was not
completely true”.

Yet Plekhanov sees two problems emerging from this interaction between memory and
history135 which are also the cause of disputes between the two countries. One from the
Ukrainian side and the other from the Russian. He claims that Russia still lacks political
discussion after the fall of the USSR.

“...Russia now is continuing the USSR... like a colonial actor and political actor
and after that...political problems continue from the USSR. On the one hand, Russia is
a new political organization and people now should not answer to difficult questions as

they did in 1952-53, but on the other hand, we see that the e!i;tgs from Russia,... now
it's a continuation of the Soviet elite in all (Russian) regions”.

While Ukraine faces a different problem. Plekhanov holds that:

“...Ukrainian elites have real simple answers... ‘what is wrong with our
community, what is wrong with our societies...it is Russia. It is colonization problems...it
is Chernobyl...all our problems are from Russia and we have good answers...Russia
should pay for it". Simple answers for real difficult problems in post-Soviet Ukraine. It is

very simple ‘problems are not in our country but in another country™. ¥

In addition to this, he claims that Ukraine has a “victimization” problem: “The fact is that
in Ukraine, memory politics is built on the basis of victimization”.138 Victimization
together with the question on the perpetrator, has highly problematized the reception of
the Ukrainian political usage of Holodomor in Russia. The question whether Ukraine
adopts the myth of martyrium "*® Where the oppressor is the neighbor (Russia) and the
oppressed is asserted to be right, is often used by Russian activists against Ukraine.
They claim that Ukraine uses it to distinguish herself from Russia. Regarding

Plekhanov’s statement on Russia’s “continuation of Soviet elite” and her claim on

134 Plekhanov, A. Interview. St. Petersburg, 13.11.2019

1% Assmann, A. Spring 2008

136 Plekhanov, A. Interview. St. Petersburg, 13.11.2019

37 Plekhanov, A. Interview. St. Petersburg, 13.11.2019

138 “Ileno B TOM, 4YTO B YKpavHe nonuTuKa namsitu, BbICTPOEHHas, ncxoas us ‘framework »keptsbi™.
Plekhanov, A. Interview. St. Petersburg, 13.11.2019

%9 Kolsta, P; 20; 2005
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. . . , . 140
control over certain regions, one can also relate such issues to the myth of antiquitas.

But Ukraine has been also dealing with division within her territory too. These various
interpretations offered formidable material that has up till now served different politicians
in their political campaigns. In my interview with the Ukrainian historian Georgii
Kasianov | asked him what the main causes of disagreement exploited by politics
between the Russian and Ukrainian versions of the famine are. His statements confirm
that Ukraine has not reached a consensus on the famine and that several approaches
to the famine exist. He added a third element that gives rise to disagreements in

addition to victimization and the perpetrator: The number of victims.

“...and the Ukrainian side, speaking of the official version, claims that it was a
genocide of ethnic Ukrainians, a purposeful specially created famine. This is the main
contradiction, but we are talking about official versions, because in Ukrainian
historiography, for example, there are different approaches, they are more diverse than
the official version. They were diverse in terms of the interpretation of the term
genocide. Because there are historians who claim that there was a genocide of ethnic
Ukrainians, while others talk about the genocide of a political nation. There is a
discrepancy regarding the number of people killed and affected by hunger. That is,
Ukrainian historiography is not monolithic, in this sense. There are different opinions,
different approaches, including the approach that comes down to the fact that the word
genocide is not applicable to this particular situation”.

While on the Russian general opinion, he states:

“The official version which historians adhere to in Russia, is that the famine of
32-33 was Union-wide. It occurred not only in Ukraine, but also in other agricultural
regions and in Kazakhstan, which was then not an agricultural region. And based on
this, the Russian version claims that it was not deliberate genocide, but it was
connected to the general economic situation, with the way of managing the economy,
with forced collectivization, and so on. That is what destabilized the agriculture in a

140 Kolsta, P; 22; 2005

141% _.a yKpauHcKas CTOpOHa, ecrnv roeopuTb 06 oduUManbHON Bepcun, yTBEPXOaeT, YTo 3TO 6bin
reHouma 3THUYECKUX YKpauHLEB, LiereHanpaBrieHHbIN, cneuuansHo Co3gaHHbIn ronod. B atom ocHoBHOe
NpoTMBOpEYME, HO Mbl FOBOPUM 06 odunumanbHbiX BEPCUSX, MOTOMY YTO B YKPAMHCKOW nctopuorpadmu,
Hanpumep, eCTb pasHble NoAxoabl, OHM Gonee pazHoobpasHbl YeM oduumansHas Bepcusd. OHu Gbinu
pa3HoOOpa3Hble N3 TOYKM 3PEHUS TPAKTOBKM CAMOro TEpMUHA reHOLMA.

[MoTOMy YTO €CTb UCTOPUKM, KOTOPbIE YTBEPXKAAIOT, YTO ObIf reHOUMA STHUYECKMX YKpanHLEB, a KTO-TO
FOBOPMT, YTO FOBOPUT O reHoumae NonuTu4eckon Hauun. ECTb pacxoxaeHne OTHOCUTENbHO KonnyecTBa
normbLUMX 1 NocTpagaBLUMX OT ronofda. To eCcTb yKpauHcKasi uctopmorpadusi He siIBNsIETCSs MOHOMUTHOW, B
3TOM cMbicrie. EcTb pasHble MHEHMS, pa3Hble Nogxoabl, B TOM YMCe 1 NOAX04, KOTOPbIA CBOAUTCS K
TOMY, YTO CITIOBO FeHOLMA HE NMPUMEHNMO K 3TOM KOHKPEeTHOM cutyauun”. Kasianov, G. Interview. Kiev,
16.01.2020.
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certain way. In addition to this, a certain social policy that was aimed at eliminating the
individual farms was adopted. The peasant farmers. All this led to the famine. Hunger
was not aimed at the destruction of any particular ethnic group, in this case, the
Ukrainians. This is the central contradiction. The Russian side claims that if this must be
genocide, then this genocide applie‘g to everyone, but rather it was not genocide, but
sociocide, aimed at the peasantry.

Different Ukrainian presidents have made use of the Holodomor memory in their
political campaigns (see below). They also brought different interpretations of the
famine into the political discourse. Each political implementation of the events was often
incompatible with the other. Such politicization of the famine did not take place in
Russia. Apart from a few commentaries of former president of the Russian Federation
Dmitry Medvedev, my research has revealed that Russian politicians are far less
involved in the discussion on Holodomor. | had a brief conversation with Artemii
Plekhanov on this topic. | asked him why there are such substantial differences between
the Ukrainian and Russian use of the famine on politics. He told me that this is partly
due to Russia’s desire not to take part in any political discussion. He compares the
discussion on Holodomor to other issues Russia is facing, such as the colonization of
Siberia and the Caucasus. In such situations, the typical approach of Russia to the
matter, is to refute all allegations without entering the discussion. One can look at this
approach as a type of perpetrator’s strategy of survival discussed by Aleida Assmann. A
defense against guilt and an attempt to shut down the memory and its recognition of

quilt.

142 “OdpmumanbHas Bepcus KOTOpoit NPUAEPXKMBAIOTCA UCTOPUKM B POCCHM 3aKIio4aeTcs B TOM, YTO ronof
32- 33 rogoB Obi1 06LECO03HBIM, YTO OH Obif HE TONBbKO Ha YKpanHe, HO U B APYrnX pernoHax
3emnegensyeckux u B KasaxcraHe, KOTOpbI Torga He 6bin 3emnegens4eckum permoHom. U ncxoas na
3TOro poccumnckasi Bepcust npegnonaraert, yTBEPXKOAET, YTO 3TO He Obin reHouma LeneHanpaBneHHbIN, YTo
370 6bINO CBA3aHO C OOLEe S3KOHOMUYECKOW CUTYyauun, Co Cnocobom BeeHus X03sanCcTBa, C
dhopcupoBaHHON KOMMeKTMBU3aUmen, Tak ganee. Bot Bcé Uto gecrabmunmnsmpoBano onpenenéHHbli yknaa
CenbCKOro X035MCTBa, NMIOC onpeaderneHHas counanbHasi NonMTuKa, Kotopas bbina HanpasneHa Ha To,
YTOObI NMMKBMAMPOBATE €ANHONNYHOE KPECTbAHCTBO, Aa, KPECTbAH €4MHOMMYHMKOB. YTO BOT 9TO BCE
MPVBEIIO B KyMne K roriogy, 4YTo ronog He 6bin HanpasBneH, YTobbl YHUYTOXWTb KaKyl-TO KOHKPETHYHO
3THUYECKYHO TPynny, JaHHOM Criyyae ykpavHueB. BoT aTo BOT- LeHTpaneHoe npotusopeyne. Poccuiickas
CTOpOHa yTBepXAaeT, YTo ecnv Obin reHouma, TO Torga 3TO reHoL M OTHOCUTCS KO BCEM, a CKopee 3T0
ObINT He reHouMA, a coumouma, HanpaereH KpecTbssHCTBO . Kasianov, G. Interview. Kiev, 16.01.2020
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6.1 Ukrainian Presidents and the Implementation of Holodomor in Politics

Leonid Kravchuk, Leonid Kuchma, Viktor Yushchenko and Petro Poroshenko have
supported the interpretation of Holodomor that holds that the famine was not just
man-made, but it was an act of mass killing. Viktor Yanukovych officially opposed this
version, but he also appeared to have endorsed it on some occasions. Trauma, “History
politics” and “Myths”, have been drawn into their use of the famine. All the
interpretations were problematical and none of them were fully recognized on world

scale.

Leonid Kravchuk was the first president of Ukraine after the fall of the Soviet Union. He
was officially the first Ukrainian politician to import the diaspora’s term Holodomor to
Ukraine. His task was primarily that of distancing Ukraine from the Soviet past, yet his
“History politics” has been highly criticized. Kasianov holds that Kravchuk’s efforts in
condemning the crimes of totalitarianism such as the famine of 1932-33, were
necessary in order to relaunch his new political career after his role at the highest level
of the Communist party nomenklatura.

“‘He and his entourage actively mastered the1 4rghetoric of the ‘totalitarian past’ in
general and of the famine of 1932-33 in particular”.

The Russian press too was critical of Kravchuk, describing his rhetoric on the famine as
a topic aimed at criminalizing the Soviet past, allying with growing nationalism and
diverting the attention of the Ukrainian public opinion from the economic problems
Ukraine was facing. A shift of public attention from certain events to others is what
Aleida Assmann calls politics of forgetting. Kasianov, discussing the problematic role of
Holodomor in the building of the Ukrainian nation, wrote:

“For the first president of Ukraine Leonid Kravchuk, it was extremely important to
gain a foothold in his post, and in the wake of nationalism, the easiest way to do this

143 Kasianov, G. 09.12.2014. ‘The Holodomor and the Building of a Nation’.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10611428.2011.11065433

59


https://doi.org/10.1080/10611428.2011.11065433

was to deny the Soviet legacy. Moreover, it helped to distract the population from
serious economic problems. The theme of the famine came in handy”.

Kasianov points out that Kravchuk’s condemnation of the Soviet times especially,
became an important aspect of what he calls “Nuremberg trial for communism”.”
“Totalitarianism” was represented as the enemy of the Ukrainian people to be fought by
a new nationalist revival. Dissidents that had previously worked for the party
nomenklatura “...who had flourished under the previous regime and again found cushy
jobs under the ‘new regime”’.146 Kasianov further problematizes Kravchuk’s approach to
the famine. He points out that Kravchuk had used Holodomor to both support and
combat ‘nationalistic fabrication’ concerning the famine”.'"’ An international scholarly
conference on the famine of 1932-33, was held in Kiev in 1993. Kravchuk participated in
the conference where he described the Holodomor as genocide. Yet, ten years before
the fiftieth anniversary of the famine, Kravchuk as head of the Propaganda and
Agitation Department of the Central Committee of the Communist Party:

“...took an active part in counter propaganda efforts directed against the

anti-Soviet campaign unleashed in the West in cq?snection with the so called -fiftieth
anniversary of the man made famine in Ukraine”.

Kuchma (the second president of Ukraine) was the first president to push for the
commemoration of the famine and for its national recognition, elevating Holodomor to a
Ukrainian national symbol. In November 2002, he declared:

144 “IIns nepeoro npeavaeHTa YkpauHbl JleoHnaa Kpaedyka kpaliHe BaXHO GbIfo YKpenuUTbCS Ha CBOEM
MOCTY, M Ha BOSMHE HaUMOHann3ma npotle Bcero 3To 6bino caenartb Yepes oTpuLaHme COBETCKOMO
Hacneaus. K ToMy e 9To momMorano OTBfeYb HaceneHne OT CepbEe3HbIX IKOHOMUYECKNX npobnem. Tema
rornogomMopa npuwnack odeHb kctatn”. News.rambler.ru.
https://news.rambler.ru/ukraine/43237402-kak-golod-30-h-godov-pomogaet-ukrainskim-prezidentam-uder
zhivat-vlast/

145 Kasianov, G. 09.12.2015. ‘The Holodomor and the Building of a Nation’.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10611428.2011.11065433

146 Kasianov, G. 09.12.2015. ‘The Holodomor and the Building of a Nation’.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10611428.2011.11065433

47 Kasianov, G. 09.12.2015. ‘The Holodomor and the Building of a Nation’.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10611428.2011.11065433

148 Kasianov, G. 09.12.2014. ‘The Holodomor and the Building of a Nation’.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10611428.2011.11065433
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“The Holodomor became a national dis1a4%ter. During the years 1932-1933 a fifth
of the rural population of Ukraine died”.

Kuchma also noted that a memorial to the victims of Holodomor should be erected in
Kiev to commemorate the victims and remind the Ukrainian people of their immortality.
He appealed to what Aleida Assmann calls “a moral model of understanding the past”
calling for the acknowledgment of the traumatic memory of the victims.'”

“This is not a formality- it is a testimony of deep respect for the dead, an immortal

memory of this tragic page5i1n history and at the same time- a symbol of the
immortality of our people”.

But this type of use of Holodomor, what Miller calls “...ideological indoctrination of
society with regard to historical consciousness and collective memory...”152, in the

creation of the Ukrainian nation, got problematized by Viktor Kondrashin.

“We will not use this tragedy for political purposes. For example153to consolidate
the nation in the upbringing of young people, as it is done in Ukraine”.
Furthermore, Kuchma’s nationalistic view on Holodomor has been seriously challenged
not only in Russia but in Ukraine too. Former deputy of the Odessa city Council
Alexander Visiliev claims that Kuchma’s statements are propaganda with a powerful

influence on the subconsciousness of people living in a formerly peasant country.

149 “Tonogomop cTan HauuoHanbHom katacTpodoi. Tonbko Ha npoTskeHnn 1932-1933 rogos normbna
nsaTas YacTb cenbckoro Hacenenns YkpauHol”. Newsru.com 2002. ‘YkpanHa JormkHa pacckasatb Mupy
npaegy o ronogomope, 3assun npesvaeHT Kyuma'.

https://www.newsru.com/world/23nov2002/gk.html

150 Assmann, 2017; 57

151 “3T0 He hopManbHOCTb -3TO CBUAETENLCTBO MMYyBOKOro YBaXeHUs K NorubLumnmM, 6eccmepTHoO namsaTu
00 3TOM Tparnyeckom cTpaHuLue NCTopuM 1 B TO XXe BpeMs - CUMBON 6eccmMepTuns Hallero Hapoga”.
Newsru.com 2002. ‘YkpanHa gofmkHa pacckasaTb MUpy nNpaegy O ronogomMope, 3asiBurl NpesvaeHT
Kyuma'. https://www.newsru.com/world/23nov2002/gk.html

182 Miller, 2010. ‘The Ruinous Consequence of History Politics for the Country and Its Relations with
Neighbors'. https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/number/Russia: _Politics_and_History-14896

193 “Mbl He ByaeM 1cnonb3oBaTh 3Ty Tpareauto B NONUTUYECKUX LIENsAX, K MpUMepy, A8 KOHconuaaumum
HaLUUM 1 BOCNUTaHNSI MOSOAEXM, Kak 3To AenaeTcs Ha YkpavHe”. Regnum.ru 2009. ‘YkpanHa npusHaet
npaeoTy Poccuu B agnckyccum o "ronogomope”: nHTepBbio Buktopa KoHapawwmHa'.
https://regnum.ru/news/polit/1220438.html
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“The nationalist interpretation of this tragedy is positively perceived by the
population (this is also confirmed by the data of sociologists), this approach affects the
strings of the collective unconscious.15IP a recently former peasant country, propaganda
is superimposed on family memory”.

Kuchma is also the author of a book called “YkpanHa He Poccus” (Ukraine is not Russia)
published in 2003 in which he attempts to unveil an alleged conspiracy of silence
around the sore spots in the relation between the two countries. One of the topics he
discusses is the famine of 1932-33. Holodomor is used to single out the Ukrainian
people as “a/the People of God”."® Kuchma’s assertions are typically targeted by
Russian historiography due to their mythological nature. In this case, the myth of sui
generis that sees the myth-making nation builders highlighting certain differences
between the peoples of two countries where one (the Ukrainian) of the two is
distinguished because of its uniqueness, exclusivity and its superior cultural

background.

Viktor Yushchenko (third President of Ukraine from 2005 to 2010) continued
implementing Kuchma’s interpretation of Holodomor into politics, and he also pushed for
the recognition of Holodomor as “genocide” with far more vigor than his predecessors.
Yushchenko, who also faced the task of rewriting history in post-Soviet Ukraine,
established a Ukrainian Institute of national memories under his leadership. Miller
asserts that the establishing of institutions and museums by the ruling party is a

characteristic of “History poIitics”.156

1% “HaumoHanucTuyeckan TpaKToBKa 3TOW Tpareamm BOCTIPUHUMAETCS HAaceneHMeM MomnoXUTENBHO (3TO
MoATBEPXKOAT U AaHHbIE COLMONOroB), Tako NOAX0A 3aTparnBaeT CTPYHbI KONMNeKTUBHOIO
Beccos3HaTenbHoro. B ObiBLLEN elle He4aBHO KPEeCTbAHCKOM CTpaHe nponaranja HaknaablBaeTcsi Ha
ceMenHyto namaTe”. HapogHbin koppecnoHaeHT, 16.12.2018. ‘TeHouuaa ykpanHues He 6bin0". Movemy
Knes 6outcst npaBabl 0 ronogomope’.
https://nk.org.ua/politika/genotsida-ukraintsev-ne-byilo-pochemu-kiev-boitsya-pravdyi-o-golodomore-1734
53

1% Garianin, A. 2007. ‘HenpountaHHoe nocnaHue Jleonmaa Kyumbl'. KypHana «OTeyecTBeHHble
3anuckmn» 2001 - 2014 ropos. http://www.strana-oz.ru/2007/1/neprochitannoe-poslanie-leonida-kuchmy
1% Miller, 2010. ‘The Ruinous Consequence of History Politics for the Country and Its Relations with
Neighbors'. Russia in Global Affairs. https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/number/Russia:_Politics_and_History-
14896
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“On Yushchenko’s initiative, the Ukrainian Institute of National Memory was
established, which was tasked with ‘recreating the just history of the Ukrainian nation’
and ‘forming and implementing state policy in this direction’... the real steps to create it
officially counted from July 11, 2005, when Yushchenko as President of Ukraine, signed
decree No. 1087/2005 ‘on additional measures to perpetuate the memory of victims of
political repression and famine in Ukraine’. This document instructed the government ‘to
solve the day of remembrance of the victims of Holodomor and political repression,
which in 2005 was celebrated on November 26, the issue of creating the Ukrainian

Institute of national memory 1o

By elevating the famine to “genocide” he internationalized the topic too. Holodomor
became a pivotal topic of Yushchenko’s career, but the “History politics” use he made of
the famine, received harsh critiques. In an interview released to Regnum.ru, Georgii
Kasianov states that the Ukrainian Institute of National Memory’s work is not scientific
due to its political nature. “This is an organization that appeared on a political request,
its creation was very chaotic,...”.158 According to Yushchenko, the famine was not just
man-made, it was an act of mass killing with the intention of eliminating the Ukrainian
statehood and not just Ukrainian nationalists.

“The famine in Ukraine in the 1930s did not cause death by famine, but it was
murder of the people through famine...famine in Ukraine was chosen as a way to pacify
the Ukrainian people. These crimes, in their scope, objectives and methods,
certainly fall within the definition of genocide given by the 1948 United Nations

Convention. The goal was to bleed Ukraine dry, undermine its forces and thus

eliminate the possibility of restoring Ukrainian statehood. This goal was not hidden”."”

57 “Mo uHnumaTuse KOLEHKo Bbin co3aaH YKpanHCKUA MHCTUTYT HaLMOHArbHOM NamaTi, nepen KoTopbim
Oblna nocTaeneHa 3agada ‘BoOCCO34aHus CpaBeniMBON UCTOPUN YKPAUHCKOW HauMmK' 1 ‘OpMUPOBaHUS U
peanusaunn rocyaapCTBEHHOW MOMUTUKNA B 3TOM HanpaBrieHUW'... peanbHble Laru no ero co3gaHuto
oduumanbHo otcunTeiBatoTes ¢ 11 nona 2005 roga, korga HOweHKo Kak npe3naeHT YkpauHel nognucarn
yka3 Ne 1087/2005 ‘O pononHuTeNbHbIX Mepax No YBEKOBEYEHMIO MaMSTU XXEePTB NONUTUYECKNX
penpeccuin 1 rorogoMopoB Ha YkpauHe'. 3TUM JOKYMEHTOM NpaBuUTENbCTBY Nopyvanoch ‘pewmnTs Ao OHa
NamsiTK XXepTB rofiofoOMOPOB U MONUTUYECKMX penpeccuid, kKoTopbin B 2005 rogy oTmedaeTca 26 Hos6ps,
BOMPOC CO3AaHNsi YKPAMHCKOrO MHCTUTYTa HaUMoHanbHoM namatn’” . Bukuneams. ‘KOweHko, Buktop
Anpgpeesuny’. https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/lOLleHko, Bukrop_Anapeesuy

1%8 “3T10 OpraHusauus, KoTopasi NosiBMNach No NONUTUYECKOMY 3anpocy, ee co3aaHue Bbino oYeHb
XaoTU4HbIM,... ”. Regnum.ru, 24.12.2010. ‘Tlo3uuusa AHykoBu4a no "rornogomMmopy” mMano 4Yem oTnin4aeTcs
oT no3uumm KoweHko: nHTepsbto Meoprusa KacbaHora'. https://regnum.ru/news/polit/1360130.html

139 “Fonop Ha YkpanHe 1930-x ronoB He SBMANCS CMepThbio Yepes ronogd, a youicteoM Hapoga yepes
ronog. ...ronog B YkpavHe 6bin BbIOpaH kak cnocod YCMUPEHUST YKPaMHCKOTO Hapoga. ST NpecTynineHus
no cBoMM MacliTabam, uenam u metogam, 6e3ycnoBHo, NognagaroT Nog onpegeneHve reHounaa,
KoTopoe aaét koHBeHumsi Oprannsaumm O6beguHéHHbIX Hauun 1948 roga. Llenb G6bina ob6eckpoBuTb
YkpavHy, nogopBaTb €€ Curbl U Takum 0Opa3oM yCTPaHUTb BO3MOXHOCTb BOCCTAaHOBIEHUS] YKPAUHCKOW
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Furthermore, Kasianov argues that Yushchenko when talking about “the Ukrainian
nation”, refers to ethnic Ukrainians. This interpretation does not include all people living
in Ukraine, and it is therefore a problematic definition of the nation. And above all, it
created an unease among political forces that do not strictly represent “ethnic
Ukrainians”.

“Therefore, when the President said, ‘my nation’, as if referring to the political
nation, in the context of the statement clearly there were ‘ethnic Ukrainians’. And it
provoked a conflict. A reaction from political forces which consigoer that they
represent other ethnic segments of the population of Ukraine”.

Yushchenko was also the only Ukrainian president to receive a direct response from a
Russian politician. Dmitry Medvedeyv, former President of the Russian Federation, wrote

directly to Viktor Yushchenko.

“The famine of 1932-1933 in the Soviet Union was not aimed at the destruction of
any particular nation. It was the result of drought, forced collectivization and
dekulakization. It struck the whole country, and not just Ukraine. It killed millions of
residents in the Middle and Lower Volga, in Northern Caucasus, in Central
Chernozem, in Southern Urals and in Western Siberia, Kazakhstan, Belarus. We do
not justify the repression of the Stalinist regime against the entire Soviet people. But to
say that it was an attempt to exterminate the Ukrainians, means to contradict the facts
and to try to give a nationalistic subtext to the general tragedy. Discussions about any
‘qualitative differences’ between hunger in Ukraine and famine in Rus1%i1a and other
regions of the USSR, in our opinion, are simply cynical and immoral”.

rocygapcTBeHHOCTU. OTa Lenb He ckpbiBanack". Bukuneaums. ‘HOweHko, Buktop AHOpeeBuy’.
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/lOuwieHko, Buktop AHapeeBuy

160 “MoaToMy, KOrga Npe3naeHT roBopun ‘Most HaumMs', Kak 6bl UMesi B BUAY HaLMIO MOMUTUYECKYI0, B
KOHTEKCTE 3asiBMEHUS SBHO NMPUCYTCTBOBaNu MMEHHO ‘3THMYECKUE yKpauHubl'. VI 3To cnpoBoumpoBano
KOHDMVWKT, peakLmto CO CTOPOHbI MOMUTUYECKUX CUJT, KOTOPbIE CYUTAIOT, YTO OHM NPEACTaBMAT ApYyrue
3THUYECKME CErMeHTbl HacerneHus YkpauHbl”. Regnum.ru, 24.12.2010. ‘Tlo3anums AHykoBMYa no
"ronogomopy" mano 4yem otnmdaetcs ot no3nuum KoweHko: nHtepebio eoprust KacbsiHoBa'.
https://regnum.ru/news/polit/1360130.html

%1 “Fonop 1932-1933 rogos B CoBetckoM Cotose He Gbli HanpaBreH Ha YHUYTOXEHMEe Kakol- nmbo
oTaenbHon Hauuu. OH cTan cregcTBMEM 3acyxu U MPOBOOUBLUMXCS B OTHOLLEHMMW BCEW CTPaHbl, a He
OOHOW TOMbKO YKpauHbl, HACUITbCTBEHHOWN KOSMNEKTMBU3aLIMKN N packynadnBanus. Mormbnm MyunnmoHsl
xutenen CpeaHero n HmxkHero MNMoeomkbs, CeBepHoro Kaekasa, LieHTpanbHoro YepHosembs, KOxXHOro
Ypana, 3anagHon Cubupu, Kazaxctana, benopyccun. Mbl He onpaBabiBaeM penpeccun CTasriMHCKoro
pexvMa B OTHOLLEHMUN BCEro COBETCKOrO Hapoda. Ho roBopuTb 0 TOM, YTO CyLlecTBOBarna uerb
YHUUTOXEHMWS YKPaUHLEB, — 3TO 3HAYMT NPOTMBOPEYMTb hakTam 1 NbiTaTbCA NpuaaTthb
HaLUMOHaNMCTUYEeCKMn nogTekcT obuien Tparegmun. PaccyxaeHus xe 0 Kakmx-nmnbo ‘ka4eCTBEHHbIX
oTnuumsx’ rorioga Ha YkpawuHe ot ronoga B Poccun n gpyrux pernoHax CCCP, Ha Haw B3rnsig, NpocTo
UMHUYHBI 1 amopanbHbl”. Kremlin.ru. 2008. ‘Omutpuin MegBeaeB Hanpaeun nocraHue MpesngeHTy
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During Yushchenko’ s presidency, the Holodomor genocide museum was also
established. It is today located in the Pechersk district of Kiev, a highly sacred location.
With it, a tradition was also born. Assmann relates this phenomenon (the establishment
of institutions such as museums) as the ability of one group to organize itself as a

collective and have the experience of victimization become a cultural memory.

“Since 2009 a new tradition in the Ukrainian society has been developed — every
fourth Saturday in November, the honoring of the memory of Holodomor victims takes
place. On this day the city the residents and visitors of Kiev, with the participation of
leaders of the Ukrainian state come to the memorial and light candles to commemorate
the victims of genocide”.

Some, such as renowned American Canadian historian John Paul Himka, see this as

the result of Holodomor ‘over-politicized’ nature.

“A final deficiency of the genocide category, at least as it plays out with reference
to the Ukrainian famine, is that it is over-politicized and under-intellectualized”.

The establishment of tradition got further problematized by the question on the
‘sacralization’ of the famine which some consider an act of nationalism. It also opens a

discussion on the myth of martyrium.

“The negative effect of sacralization—the tendency to replace rational inquiry
with a dominating myth—is compounded by nationalization. One of the features of
genocide, at least in its non-Naimarkian (American historian who writes on modern
Eastern European history and genocide and ethnic cleansing in the region)
conceptualization - that is, one that is focused exclusively on ‘national, ethnical, racial,
or religious’ groups - is that it reifies the very categories that determine the targets.
Thus, the interpretation of the famine as a genocide directed against the Ukrainian
nation instantiates the nation itself in addition to feeding the nation-project’s
self-narrative of shared historical experience and victimization. Since genocide is a
crime, moreover, it has perpetrators; and these can be identified with the inimical
‘others’ against whom the nation is constructed. Those who promote awareness of the
Holodomor are often the same people who promote the glorification of the Organization

YkpauHbl Buktopy HOweHko, NocBsLEHHOE NpobnemaTnke Tak Ha3biBaEMOro «roriogomMopa’.
http://www.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/2081

182 History of National Museum of the Holodomor-Genocide.
https://holodomormuseum.org.ua/en/history-of- national-holodomor-genocide-museum/

183 Himka, J. Spring 2013. ‘Encumbered Memory: The Ukrainian Famine of 1932-33’.
https://doi.org/10.1353/kri.2013.0025
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of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN) and who downplay the Holocaust and/or Ukrainian
nationalist participation in it. This was largely true of President Yushchenko and his
entourage—at the same time as Yushchenko was trying to solidify the place of the
Holodomor in Ukrainian and global public memory, he was also ma1kei4ng posthumous
heroes of OUN leaders Stepan Bandera and Roman Shukhevych”.

Furthermore, Artemii Plekhanov claims this is also a way to draw political consensus

into the religious sphere.

“Since 2011, a tradition has arisen of participating in this event. Not only the
current head of state, but also all ex-presidents of Ukraine participate in it, which is a
marker of the victory of the “genocidal” discourse on the Holodomor. Similar events are
held on this day in all major cities of Ukraine. Those who do not participate directly in
them can put candles on the windows of their houses or watch the broadcast of the
ceremony through the central channels. The event involves a variety of categories of
people: believers and atheists, representatives of the elite and ordinary citizens, those
who want active action and inclusion in the atmosphere of a mourning event, and those
who join the action by simply taking part in a minute of memory or by putting a candle
on the window. In news reports, these practices are presented as an example of the
unification of a nation by honoring the memory of those who died of starvation. The
importance of this event is precisely as a ritual of civil religion and a marker of national
consensus; it demonstrates the unity of the people and the ruling class of the country”.

The question on whether Stalin planned the genocide of the entire Ukrainian people is
highly debated and yet to be determined. During my research | conducted two
interviews in the Holodomor museum. | interviewed two different guides and right after

the interviews, | followed them through the guided visit of the museum. Both guides

% Himka, J. Spring 2013. ‘Encumbered Memory: The Ukrainian Famine of 1932-33".
https://doi.org/10.1353/kri.2013.0025

163 %C 2011 r. BO3HMKAET TPaAMUMS y4acTusi B 3TOM MEPONPUATMN HE TONbKO AEWCTBYHOLLErO rMasbl
rocygapcTea, HO M BCEX 3KC-MPEe3nAEHTOB YKpauHbl, YTO SsBUITOCk Mapkepom nobeabl ‘reHoungHoro’
anckypca o ronogomope. NMogobHble MeponpusTUS NPOBOASTCA B 9TOT A€Hb BO BCEX KPYMHbIX ropoaax
YkpauHbl. Te, KTO He y4acTBYEeT B HUX HanpsiMyto, MOryT MOCTaBUTb CBEYM HA OKHA CBOMX JOMOB MK
cneguTb 3a TpaHcnAuMen uepemMoHny nNo LeHTpanbHbiM KaHanam. B meponpusitum 3agenctsoBaHbl
caMble pasHble KaTeropum HaceneHus: BepyloLme n atenctbl, NpegctaBuTenu anuTbl U psagoBble
rpaxgaHe, Te, KTO XO4YET aKTMBHOIO AENCTBUS U BKNIOYEHHOCTU B aTMOcdepy TpaypHoro cobbitus, u Te,
KTO NPUCOeOUHSETCS K AENCTBUIO, MPOCTO MPUHAB y4acTue B MUHYTE NamMsATW U NOCTaBMB CBEYKY Ha
OKHO. B HOBOCTHbIX penopTaxax AaHHble NPAKTUKWA PeNpe3eHTUPYITCH Kak npuMmep 06beanHeHns Haumm
nyTeM YeCTBOBaHWS NaMsaTh NOrmMbLunx ot ronoga. BaxHoe 3HavyeHne 3To MmeponpusTue MMeeT MMEHHO
Kak puTyan rpaxgaHCkon penurnm n mapkep obLieHaumoHanbHOro KOHCEeHCyca; Npu 3ToM
OEMOHCTPUPYETCSl €OQMHCTBO Hapoga U npassiLLero knacca ctpaHbl”. [nexaHos. A. A, 2019
‘PopmupoBaHmMe KaneHgapsi roCyaAapCTBEHHbIX NPA3gHUKOB M NaMATHbIX AaT B MOCTCOBETCKOW YKpauHe'.
https://ras.jes.su/ethnorev/s086954 150007 382-0-1
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were firm in their replies on the nature of the Holodomor. Their stance on Holodomor
was undiscussable. This version is what Gerorgy Kasianov calls the “l'ocygapcteeHHas

|3epC|/|;|”166 (State version). Both guides stated that:
“In Ukraine the famine was an instrument of genocide against Ukrainians”."’

Viktor Yanukovych, the fourth president of Ukraine from 2010 to 2014, assumed two
different stances on Holodomor. He initially endorsed the genocide version of

Holodomor, but later he reversed his view.

“On April 27, 2010, speaking at a session of the Parliamentary Assembly of the
Council of Europe in Strasbourg, V. Yanukovych stated that ‘it would be wrong and
unfair to recognize the Holodomor as a fact of genocide against a nation’ [Yanukovych
said ... 2010]...The statement of V. Yanukovych satisfied the majority of delegations
(first of all, the Russian ones) and provoked indignation of a part of Ukrainian168
parliamentarians representing the Ukrainian national-democratic opposition”.

His stance neutralized the attempt made by Yuschchenko to gather support for a draft
law on Amendments to the Criminal and the Procedural Criminal Codes of Ukraine, a

maneuver that Miller calls “History politics” manifested in legislation.

“A draft law ‘On Amendments to the Criminal and the Procedural Criminal Codes
of Ukraine’ was submitted by President Viktor Yushchenko for consideration by the
Ukrainian Parliament. The draft law envisaged prosecution for public denial of the
Holodomor Famine of 1932—-1933 in Ukraine as a fact of genocide of the Ukrainian
people, and of the Holocaust as the fact of genocide of the Jewish people. The draft law
foresaw that public denial as well as production and dissemination of materials denying
the above shall be punished by a fine of 100 to 300 untaxed minimum salaries, or

166 Kasianov, G. Interview. Kiev, 16.01.2020

167 “B YkpauHe ronog, 6bin Kak UHCTPYMEHTOM reHouuaa npoTue YKkpanHLes
02.10.2019.

168 “27 anpens 2010 ., BbicTynas Ha ceccun MapnameHTtckon accamGrnien Coseta EBponbl B CTpacbypre,
B. AHykoBMY 3aaBUN, YTO ‘Npu3HaBaTb [0N0AOMOP Kak hakT reHoumaa NpoTMB TOro UM MHOro Hapoda
OyneTt HenpaBWIbHO, HecnpaBeniMBo' [AHyKoBuY ckasaBi... 2010]. 3aseneHne ObIno caenaHo 3a AeHb 40
paccMOTpeHuns ceccmnein goknaga npo ronod 1932—1933 rr. u NPUHATUA pe3ontouuu, No NoOBo4Y KOTOPON
YKpanHCKNE y4aCTHUKN CECCUU eLLe Benu apbeprapgHblie 6om ¢ poCcCMNCKMMM ONNoHeHTamMm, JobunBasch
ynoTpebneHns TepMuHa ‘reHoums’. 3aseneHme B. AHykoBMYa ycTpouno 6onbLUMHCTBO Aenerauun
(npexae Bcero, poCCUICKYHO) 1 BbI3Baro BO3MYLLEHME YacTu YKPaMHCKNX NapnaMeHTapues,
NpeacTaBnsBLUMX YKPAUHCKYIO HaLMOHaN-AeMOKPaTUYECKYH OMno3numnio’.

KacbsiHoB, I'B. 2013. YTtuneo. ‘icTtopryeckas nonutuka B YkpauHe n Flonogomop’
http://shron1.chtyvo.org.ua/Kasianov/Ystorycheskaia_polytyka v_Ukrayne y Holodomor_ros.pdf

” o«

. ‘Ljana’. Interview. Kiev,
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imprisonment of up to two years. The draft law, however, failed to receive support from
. . . . » 169
incoming President Viktor Yanukovych”.

The politicization of Holodomor continued when Petro Poroshenko served as the sixth
president of Ukraine. He continued endorsing the genocide version of Yushchenko, but
he brought it a step further by demanding that Israel should recognize the famine as
genocide of the Ukrainian people. His request was not approved by Israel and criticized
by Efraim Zuroff, head of the Simon Wiesenthal Center. One can also argue whether
Poroshenko’s attempt to seek recognition from abroad, is a question of fo have suffered

together which according to Assmann can be an exploitation of memories.

“Ukrainian president Petro Poroshenko’s request that Israel recognize the
Holodomor...was ‘unbelievable’ and an effort to promote a ‘double genocide theory’,
Efraim Zuroff said on Tuesday...Ukrainians were the largest number of victims, but it
wasn’t directed against them, it wasn’t a plan to eliminate the Ukrainian people...One of
the biggest problem we are facing now is something called ‘double genocide theory’,
something prevalent throughout Eastern Europe, where governments are trying to say
that Communist crimes amounted to genocide...they were not. If they were, then that
means that Jews committed genocide. There were Jews- not out of any loyalty to the
Jewish people, and usually Jews who left the Jewish community- who worked i in the
KGB, and the communist security apparatus, and did horrible things. It’s true”.

Poroshenko’s stance was also attacked by first deputy chairman of the Federation
Council on Foreign Affairs and Representative of the legislative authority of the Jewish

Autonomous Region, Vladimir Dzhabarov. He stated:

“In my opinion, blaming Russia for the Holodomor is Jesuit logic. The people of
the entire Soviet Union suffered from the famine. We know that its causes are a series
of both external and internal factors. But to say that Russia provoked a famine to
commit genocide of the Ukrainian people, is simply immoral... It would be better if
Poroshenko spoke clearly on neo-Nazism, which now, unfortunately, is manifested in
Ukraine. Let him deal with more global issues, because with the policies that he is
pursuing now, | do not exclude that life in Ukraine will become very difficult”.

169 Wikipedia. ‘Denial of Holodomor'. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Denial_of the Holodomor

70 The Jerusalem Post. 22.01.2019. “Zuroff: Israel should not recognize Holodomor as genocide”.
https://www.jpost.com/Israel-News/Zuroff-Israel-should-not-recognize-Holodomor-as-genocide-578308
71 “Ha mon B3rnag, 06BuHATE Poccuio B ronogomope — aT0 nesyutckas norvka. OT ronogomopa
noctpagan Hapog Bcero Coeetckoro Cotoza. Mbl 3HaeM, YTO €ro NPUYNHBI — 3TO PSIA U BHELLHUX,

N BHYTPEHHUX dhakTopoB. Ho roBopuTb, 4TO Poccusa npoBoumpoBana rorogomop, YTobbl CoBEpLUNTL
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The newly elected Ukrainian President, Volodymyr Zelensky, has fully supported the
genocide version of the famine and called for Israel’s recognition of it. On the Israeli

Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu visit in Kiev in 2019, Zelensky stated:

“‘Honoring the eternal memory of the victims of the Holocaust, in which more than
2 million Ukrainian Jews died, Ukraine calls on Israel to also recognize the Holodomor
as an act of genocide of the Ukrainian people”.

Again, Zelensky’s statement brings up the trauma of the Holocaust in order to achieve
what Assmann calls to have suffered together that depends on the belated recognition
of other groupsm, in this case Israel. His view changed neither the Russian nor the

Israeli stance on Holodomor. The website “RT in Russian” reports:

“It is worth noting that the Israeli parliament - the Knesset - had previously
received bills recognizing this famine as genocide, but so far the deputies have not
accepted them. In August 2017, the position of Tel Aviv on this issue was explained by
the Minister of Environmental Protection of the Jewish state Zeev Elkin, head of the
intergovernmental commission for the development of international relations between
Ukraine and Israel. ‘The Israeli parliament believes that past issues should not be
decided by politicians, but by professionals, as part of a professional discourse,
Interfax-Ukraine quotes him. - Therefore, | don’t think that any declarative decision will
be made on the Holodomor, or on other difficult tragic pages in the history of these or
those peoples, because this does not correspond to our parliamentary tradition”.

reHoumzg yKpanHCKOro Hapoga, — 3TO MPOCTO aMoparnbHo... Jlyywe 6b1 [opoLleHKo YETKO Bbickasarcs
Mo HeOHaLUU3My, KOTOPbIN ceryac, K coxarneHuto, nposienseTcsd Ha YkpauHe. [ycTb pa3bupaetcs ¢ 6onee
rnobanbHbIMU BONPOCaMM, MOCKOIbKY NMPY TakOW NONMUTUKE, KOTOPYHO OH Ceryac NpoBOAMT,

s1 HE UCKITHOYal0, YTO XXM3Hb Ha YKpaunHe CTaHeT oveHb Tshkénon”. News.rambler.ru, 25.11.2017. ‘B Poccum
OTBETMIM Ha Npu3bIB [1OPOLLEHKO NOKasATbCS 3a rofiogoMop’.
https://news.rambler.ru/politics/38512335-v-rossii-otvetili-na-prizyv-poroshenko-pokayatsya-za-golodomor
[?updated

172 %415 BeYHy0 NaMaTb KEPTB XONOKOCTA, B KOTOPOM NOrndnu 6onee 2 MIH yKpanHCKUX EBPEEB,
YkpanHa obpalyaeTcs k Misapannto ¢ NpusbiBOM Takke NpM3HaTb rofiogoOMOpP akTOM reHouMaa YKPauHCKOro
Hapoga”. RT Ha pycckom. («[poBOKaUMOHHBIN XxapakTep»: B Poccun oueHnnm npusbiB 3ereHcKoro K
M3paunto npuaHatb roriogomMmop reHoumngom). PT Ha Pycckom, 19.08.2019. ‘«IMpoBOKaLMOHHbIN
xapaktep»: B Poccum oueHunm npuabiB 3eneHckoro K N3pawnnto NnpmM3HaTh rornogoMop reHoUMaoM .
https://russian.rt.com/russia/article/660314-zelenskii-ukraina-golodomor

73 Assmann, 2016; 47

174 “CTOWUT OTMETUTb, YTO B M3PaMUSIbCKUIA NaplaMeHT — KHecceT — paHee yxe nocTynanu
3aKOHOMPOEKThI O MPU3HAHUM 3TOTO ronoga reHoUMAOM, OOHAKO 40 CUX AenyTaTbl HE NPUHSAMN UX.
Mosnuuio Tenb-ABmBa nNo atomy Bonpocy B aBrycte 2017 roga nosiCHN MUHUCTP OXPaHbl OKpY»KatoLLen
cpenbl eBPEeNcKoro rocygapctea 3eaB AMNbKUH, IMaBa MeXNpaBUTENbCTBEHHOW KOMUCCUN Pa3BUTUS
MeXayHapoaHbIX cBA3en mexay YkpanHon n Uspannem.
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The Russian Foreign Ministry has not changed its 2018 statement.

“It became a common tragedy of Russians, Ukrainians, Kazakhs and other
peoples of the country and the largest humanitarian disaster in the USSR. Attempts to
present these tragic events exclusively as ‘the genocide of the Ukrainian people’ have
nothing to do with either restoring justice or historical facts, they are politicized and
unscientific, the Russian Foreign Ministry said in a statement from 2018”.

(Most Ukrainians who commented on my questions on the internet look at this Russia’s
stance as unjust. They claim that Russia uses it for silencing, one of the topics
discussed by Assmann that asserts that perpetrators create taboos that hinder victims
from recounting). In addition to this, claims on Ukrainian nationalism emerged once
again. A member of the Federation Council Committee on Foreign Affairs, Sergei
Tsekov stated:

“It is impossible to compare the Holocaust and the Holodomor, since if in the first
case we are talking about the deliberate extermination of Jews, then in the second -
about the famine that affected the entire Soviet Union... This decision about the
Holodomor (recognition of its genocide. - RT) was dragged by Ukrainian nationalists.
This is precisely the decision that undermines the foundations of the Ukrainian state.
Such decisions led to the fact that Ukraine does not have an internal core that would

unite all the peoples and nationalities living on its territory, it distorts its previous history.
As a result, there is no consolidation of the Ukrainian nation”.

‘U3pannbCkMin NapnamMmeHT CYMTAET, YTO BOMPOCHI NMPOLLNIOro AOSMKHbI peLlaTbCsl He NONUTUKaMK, a
npodeccuoHanamu, Kak YacTb NPodeCcCMoHanbHOro ANCKypca, — NpUBOANT €ro crnosa
UHTepdakc-YkpanHa. — oaTomy s He gymato, 4To ByaeT NpUMHSTO Kakoe-TO AeKnapaTuBHOE peLleHmne
Mo rofiogoMOopYy, Kak 1 Mo APYrMM TSDKENbIM TPArmyeckMm CTpaHuuam B UCTOPUKN TEX UIN NHbIX HApOJoB,
NMOTOMY YTO 3TO HE COOTBETCTBYET HaLlen napnameHTckon Tpagmumn’™. RT Ha pycckom, 19.08.2019.
‘«[MpoBoOKaUMOHHbIN xapakTep»: B Poccuun oueHunu npusbiB 3eneHCKoro K M3paunio npuaHaTb ronogomop
reHouunaom’. https://russian.rt.com/russia/article/660314-zelenskii-ukraina-golodomor

173 “OHn cTan obLuen Tparegnen pycckux, yKpanHLEeB, KasaxoB M OPYrMX HApoAOB CTPaHbl U KpyrnHeWLen
rymaHuTapHom katactpodoon Ha TeppuTtopum CCCP. lMonbITkn NnpeacTaBuTb 3T Tparmdeckme cobbiTms
WCKITIOYUTENBHO KakK ‘TEHOLMA YKPaMHCKOro Hapoga' He MMEKT HM4Yero obLuero H1 ¢ BOCCTaHOBINEHNEM
CMpaBeanMBOCTU, HU C UCTOPUYECKUMU DakTamMKn, OHN HOCSIT NONMTU3NPOBAHHBIN U @HTUHAYYHbIV
xapakTtep, — ropoputcs B coobweHmnn MU P® ot 2018 roga”. RT Ha pycckom, 19.08.2019,
‘«MpoBOKaUMOHHBIV xapakTep»: B Poccumn oueHunu npusbiB 3eNeHCKoro K Mapaunio npuaHaTe ronogomop
reHouuaom’. https://russian.rt.com/russia/article/660314-zelenskii-ukraina-golodomor

176 “CpaBHMBaTb XOSIOKOCT M FONIOAOMOP Henb3sl, MOCKOMbKY €Crin B NePBOM Crlyvae pevb UAET O
HaMepEeHHOM YHUYTOXEHMMN EBPEEB, TO BO BTOPOM — O rofiofe, KoTopbl KOCHyrcst Bcero COBETCKOro
Coto3a...”. RT Ha pycckom, 19.08.2019. ‘«[poBOKaLMOHHbI XapakTep»: B Poccum oueHnnmn npmssie
3eneHckoro k Mapannto npnsHatb ronogomop reHounaom’.
https://russian.rt.com/russia/article/660314-zelenskii-ukraina-golodomor
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Furthermore, the topic of Nazi collaborators, often present in Russian literature, was
brought about by Viktor Vodolatsky, deputy chairman of the State Duma’s committee on
CIS affairs, Eurasian integration. He also accused president Zelensky of territorial
speculations. He said to “RT in russian”:

“Zelensky’s call sounds provocative, given that he is not fighting the glorification
of Nazism in Ukraine... Any calls of Zelensky are provocative, because he is inserting
into the negotiation process issues related to the return of Crimea, bringing the

Holodomor to the level of the Holocaust, and at the same time he himself cannot q%
anything with the rehabilitation of the Nazis who killed Jews in the same Ukraine”.

Not only presidents but also a variety of other politicians have expressed their thoughts
on the famine. A few of their stances are significant and therefore worth mentioning in
order to present how complex the discussion on the Famine is. Petro Semynenko is a
Ukrainian politician and the First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of Ukraine. His view on Holodomor came with a harsh critique of Viktor
Yushchenko.

“Commenting on the Holodomor issue in 2007, Petro Symonenko stated that he

‘does not believe in any deliberate hunger’ and accused President Yushchenko of ‘using
the Holodomor to incite hatred’. In response to such a statement, Viktor Yushchenko

said he wanted to see a new law that would prohibit the denial of the Holodomor’.
Ukrainian Foreign Minister Boris Tarasyuk and Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov

came to direct confrontation on one occasion.

177 “IMpun3blB 3eNeHCKOro 3BY4MT NPOBOKALMOHHO, Y4MTLIBas TO, YTO OH He BopeTcs ¢ reponsaumen
Haumama Ha YkpawvHe...Jliobble Npu3biBbl 3eMEHCKOro HOCAT NPOBOKALMOHHBLIN XapakTep. [loTomy 4To OH
BCTaBMSAET B MEPErOBOPHbIN NMPOLECC BONPOCHI, CBSI3aHHbIE C BO3BpaLleHneM Kpbiva, ¢ BbiIBEAEHUEM
roriogomopa Ha ypoBeHb XOIOKOCTa, a MpU 3TOM CaM e CEerofHs He MOXET HMYero caenarb C
peabunutaumen HaLMCTOB, KOTOPbIE YHUUTOXanM eBpeeB Ha Tol e YkpanHe”. RT Ha pycckom,
19.98.2019. ‘«[MpoBOKaUMOHHbLIN XapakTep»: B Poccnn oueHunm npusbiB 3eneHcKoro Kk Mapavnio
NpW3HaTb rofio4oOMOp reHounaoMm .
https://russian.rt.com/russia/article/660314-zelenskii-ukraina-golodomor

178 “KommeHTUpys Temy Fonogomopa B 2007 roay, Metp CUMOHEHKO 3asBUM, YTO OH ‘He BepuT B nio6oi
npeaHaMepeHHbIn ronopg,, n 0oBuHUN MNMpesugeHTa cTparbl B. KOweHko B ‘ucnonb3oBaHmm Fonogomopa ¢
Lenbio pa3xnraHus HeHaBuCTK . B oTBeT Ha Takoe 3asiBneHue BukTtop HOLWweHKo ckasan, YTo Xo4eT
YBUAETb HOBbIV 3aKOH, KOTOPbI OyaeT 3anpelatb oTpuuaHue Monogomopa”. bupxxeson nuaep.
‘CuvimoHeHko lMéTtp Hukonaeswny’. http://www.profi-forex.org/wiki/simonenko-pjotr-nikolaevich-.html
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“On April 21, 2006, Ukrainian Foreign Minister Boris Tarasyuk, who participated
in the meeting of the Council of CIS Foreign Ministers in Moscow, proposed to include
on the meeting's agenda the issue of recognizing the 1932-1933 famine as an act of
genocide of the Ukrainian people. Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov, however,
said that ‘discussion of this issue has already been held in a narrow composition, but no
consensus has been reached’, and therefore, ‘the1c7:g)nsequences of collectivization in
Soviet times should be considered by historians™.

The current President of the Russian Federation Vladimir Putin has up to this date

neither expressed his views, nor directly commented on Holodomor in public.

7. Interpretations of Holodomor in Ukrainian historiography

The main trends regarding Holodomor in Ukrainian historiography that recurred most
frequently in my research, are those of “grain confiscation/blacklists”, the “border
blockade” and “genocide of the Ukrainian nation/identity”. The work of the survivors of
Holodomor (Ukrainian diaspora) along with the work of James Mace, Robert Conquest
and the Harvard famine project, still play a significant role in Ukrainian historiography.
Most Ukrainians | talked to and those who commented on my questions on the internet,
hold on to these theories too. The recent work of Anne Applebaum is considered by
many experts a continuation of Robert Conquest’s study. Though she rejects the
genocide interpretation of the famine (because the term was coined a decade after the
famine and the U.N. Convention of 1948 cannot be applied retroactively180), Applebaum
adheres to Ukrainian historiography. Kasianov states:

“Applebaum is Conquest two. She just repeats... her representation of the hunger

repeats Conquest. My main complaint about Applebaum’s book is that it simply
presents the dominant discourses of the Holodomor adopted in official Ukrainian

179 “21 anpens 2006 roga rnasa MW[ YkpauHbl Bopuc Tapaciok, y4acTsosasLuuin B 3acegaHun CoseTa
rmaB MWL ctpan CHI™ B MockBe, npennoXun BHECTM B MOBECTKY AHS 3acedaHunst BONPOC O NMpU3HaHUn
ronogomopa 1932—1933 rogoB akTom reHoumaa ykpamHckoro Hapoga. maea MWL, Poccun Cepreii
NaBpoB, ogHako, 3asBurl, YTO «0BCy>XOEeHNE ITOro BOMPOCa Y)Ke NPOXoausio B Y3KOM COCTaBe, HO
KOHCEHcyca He ObINo JOCTUIHYTOY, a MO3TOMY «MOCNeACcTBUS KONnekTnem3aaumm Bo BpemeHa CCCP
OOIMKHbI paccMmaTtpmBaTtb UCTOpUKK”. Buknnegums. ‘Tonogomop B Nonutuke’.
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/fTonogomop_B_nonutuke

180 Malko, V.A. ‘The Holodomor as Genocide in Historiography and Memory’.
https://www.academia.edu/41145405/The_Holodomor_as_Genocide_in_Historiography _and_Memory
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historiography. That is, she actually transcribes the official point of view of Ukraine and
the Ukrainian diasporaﬁgn the famine of 1932-33...her book is not a historiographic
work. It is duplicative”.

While Kondrashin affirms:

“‘Applebaum has ignored the huge array of archival documents on the topic of the
1932-1933 famine in the Ukrainian SSR, which was put into scholarly circulation by
Russian and foreign historians and demographers in recent decades. She repeats the

old historiog{gphy clichés about the 'special relationship' of I.V. Stalin to Ukraine and
Ukrainians”.

In Ukrainian historiography, the genocide/deliberate act of killing theory is the most
common. This theory is supported by the succession of several tragic measures taken
by Stalin. According to the Ukrainian narrative (unlike the Russian narrative), Stalin and
the Communist party are the perpetrators who actively and intentionally caused the
famine. Their aim was to either punish (with consequent enormous losses of lives)
ethnic Ukrainians or exterminate them through starvation. The Ukrainian narrative of
Holodomor assigns specific actors to the role of perpetrators and victims. Its Russian
counterparts do not. In the Ukrainian version of the famine, “collectivization” (which is
supposed to have taken place spontaneously) comes first. With collectivization, starting
in 1929, came also “dekulakization” and religious repression. These measures were
taken all over the Soviet Union.

“But in practice, the policy was pushed hard from above. In the week starting 10
November 1929 the party’s central committee met in Moscow and resolved to ‘speed
up’ the process of collectivization of peasants households’ by sending party cadres into
the villages to set up new communal farms and persuade peasants to join them. The

same resolution condemned the opponents of collectivization and expelled their leader,
Nikolai Bukharin- Stalin’s most important political opponent by the time- from the

181 “3nnnbaym, ato KoHksecTa asa. OHa npocTo nosTopsieT...Eé penpeseHTauus rornona rnosTopserT,
KoHkBecTa. Mos rmaBHas npeteH3nst K kHure Annnbayma 3akno4aeTcsi B TOM, YTO OHA NPOCTO
TpaHCNMpyeT, ZOMUHUPYIOLLME AUCKYPChl FONI0A0MOpPa, NPUHATbLIE B 0duLManbHOW YKpanHCKON
nctopuorpacpun. To ecTb, OHa akTUYECKN TPAHCNUPYET odhULManbHy0 TOUKY 3peHNS YKpauHbl 1
YKpanHCcKon gnacnopsl Ha ronog 32-33 rodoB... ee KHUra He sBnsieTca uctopmorpaduyeckmum Tpyaom, ato
nynnuuctuka”. Kasianov, G. Interview. Kiev, 16.01.2020

182 “3nnnbaym npourHopupoBarna orpoMHbIN MacCuB apXMBHbIX AOKYMEHTOB Ha Temy ronoga 1932-1933
rogoB B YCCP, BBEAEHHLIN B HAY4YHbI 0O0POT POCCUIACKMMU U 3apyOeXXHbIMU CTOPUKaMK 1 aemorpadmm
B nocrniegHve OecATuneTys, n NnoBTopuna crapble WwWiammnbl nctopuorpacumm no nosogy 'ocoboro
oTHoweHus' .B. CtanuHa k YkpauHe n ykpamHuam”. KongpatuvH, B. 2018
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Politburo. A few weeks later the People’s Commissariat for Agriculture declared that a1II83
of the grain-producing regions of the USSR would be collectivized within three years”.

With massive forced collectivization, discontent among peasants in the countryside
rose. The phenomenon of rebellion started to take place from 1930, especially in

Ukraine where anti-Soviet sentiments were not new.

“The result was rapid, massive, sometime chaotic and often violent resistance.
But properly speaking, it is incorrect to say that resistance followed collectivization,
since resistance of various kinds actually accompanied every stage of dekulakization
and collectivization...because peasants refused to cooperate, the idealistic young
agitators from outside and their local allies grew angrier, their methods became more
extreme and their violence harsher... Resistance, especially in Ukraine, also raised
alarm bells at the highest level...Many Ukrainian peasants did not trust the Soviet state
that they had fought against only ten years earlier...Ordered to hand over their livestock
to collective farms that they did not trust, peasants began to slaughter cows, pigs,
sheep and even horses. They ate the meat, salted |t sold it or concealed it- anything to
prevent the collective farms from getting hold of it”.

By 1932, Stalin’s worries over Ukraine had grown. He clearly expressed his thoughts
when he told Kaganovich that Ukraine could have been lost and began suspecting that
Ukrainian nationalism was the main cause behind resistance to collectivization.
Nationalism was to be held responsible for the so-called acts of sabotage.

“He had long perceived a clear connection between the grain collection problem
in Ukraine and the threat of nationalism in the republic”.

“Resistance to collectivization” was therefore to be quashed. The “blackboards” system
(or blacklists) was introduced with vigor in Ukraine according to Ukraine historiography.
“In 1932 the blacklist returned as a tool for the reinforcement of grain

procurement policy. Although they were used to some degree in all other
grain-producing regions of the USSR, blacklists were applied earlier, more widely and

18 Applebaum, A. 2018; 115. Citing RtsKhIDNI 17/2/441, vols. 1 and 2; summarized in Robert Conquest,
The Harvest of Sorrow: Soviet Collectivization and the Terror-Famine (New York: Oxford University Press,
1986), 112-14; and Lynne Viola, Peasant Rebel under Stalin: Collectivization and the Culture of Peasant
Resistance. (Oxford University Press, 1996), 24-6

18 Applebaum, A. 2018; 141-142

18 Applebaum, A. 2018; 187
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. . ., 186
more rigorously in Ukraine”.

Failure to deliver the grain quota was interpreted as a problem of national sentiment.
Harsh punishments in the form of confiscation were therefore inflicted on farmers.
Farmers who had not met the grain quota because they simply did not have enough
produce, were unjustly punished. Andrea Graziosi holds that deportations and attacks
on the elites, were also significant in the size of the famine.

“Specific areas of Northern Caucasus and Ukraine, where the opposition to
collectivization had been stronger, were punished even more cruelly: all goods,
including non-agricultural, were removed from stores and all inhabitants were deported
from certain localities... The awareness that in Ukraine and Kuban the peasant question
also was a national question determined the need to deal with and ‘solve’ these
questions together. In order to make sure that such a ‘solution’ was there to stay, it was

complemented by the decision to get rid of the natiopsgl elites and their policies, which
were suspected, as we know, of abetting peasants”.

Brekhunenko, over the course of my interview in Kiev, clearly pointed out that many
peasants were punished as a result of Stalin’s war on Ukrainians during which
“blacklists” were actively used to extend his control over the country and punish its
population. Confiscations went on even when peasants had no grain.

n188

“They simply did not have any (grain/supplies)

Stalin’s suspicion was based on the assumption that the peasants nourished Ukrainian
nationalistic and anti-Bolshevik sentiments. In other words, a dangerous class.
But failure to meet the grain quota was not necessarily an act of sabotage or “theft of

state property” according to Kulchytsky:

18 Applebaum, A. 2018; 197

187 Graziosi, A. ‘The Soviet 1931-1933 Famines and the Ukrainian Holodomor: Is a New Interpretation
Possible, and What Would Its Consequences Be?'.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/41036863?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents

18 “Y Hux npocto HeT!”. Yakubovskiy |; Lapchinskaya, N; Brekhunenko, V. Interview. Kiev, 03.10.2019.
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“The1 Egeasants were not organized; the sabotage of collective farm labor was not
organized”.

My research shows that Ukrainian historiography agrees with Applebaum’s position on
the “blacklists” that sees this law being applied to whole districts in Ukraine, not only to

grain producers as it happened in Russia.

“Whole districts were blacklisted. Machine tractor stations, timber companies and
all kinds of provincial enterprises only distantly connected to grain production were
blacklisted...Blacklisting affected not just peasants but artisans, nurses, teachers,
clerks, civil %%rvants, anyone who lived in a blacklisted village or worked in a blacklisted
enterprise”.

This led to what some people interpret as the intentional destruction of the countryside

and its population.

“... the goal of Bolshevik policy was not so much the formal implementation of
the grain-procurement plan (this was merely a pretext) as the destruction of the
peasantry and all who lived in the coygqtryside...The blacklist became a universal
weapon aimed at all rural residents”.

A trend that significantly distinguishes the main Ukrainian version of Holodomor from
the Russian one, is based on what comes after confiscation and blacklists (common
traits of both historiographies). Along with “blacklisting”, came prohibition on trades and

blockades around villages.

“The first official document enacted on all-Ukrainian level in which the term
‘blacklists’ was used, and its tragic content revealed was a resolution issued by the
republican Communist Party headquarters on 18 November 1932. It included the
following list of repressive measures: the complete suspension of delivery of goods; the
removal of all goods available in stores (eventually, this measure came to be known as
‘good repressions’); a ban on credits of any kind and the preterm repayment of loans
and other financial obligations issued earlier (‘financial repressions’); and thoroughgoing
purge of ‘counterrevolutjg)znary elements’ among the members of collective farms and
local executive bodies”.

189 “KpecTbsiHe He BbINy opraHn3oBaHbl, CaboTas KOMXo3Horo Tpyaa He 6bin opraHusosan”. Kulchytsky, S.
Interview. Kiev, 01.10.2019.

1% Applebaum, A. 2018; 199

191 Papakin, H. ‘Blacklists as an Instrument of the Famine-Genocide of 1932-1933 in Ukraine’
https://holodomor.ca/translated-articles-on-the-holodomor/

192 Papakin, H. ‘Blacklists as an Instrument of the Famine-Genocide of 1932-1933 in Ukraine’
https://holodomor.ca/translated-articles-on-the-holodomor/
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According to the Ukrainian narrative, blockades were issued only in Ukraine and in
Kuban, an area populated by mostly ethnic Ukrainians. “Ljana” was firm and concise in
explaining why the famine was different in Ukraine. At first a law was issued that

banned traveling. She stated as follows:

“For example, a law was passed in January 33 in which peasants from Ukraine
were not allowed to travel to Russia or Belarus. This was prohibited. This was the law.
Nowhere else in the Soviet Union was there such a law, and people were not forbidden
to leave any republic. There were people who lived, for example, 5 km from the border,
that very often escaped from starvation by walking into the territory of Russia. They
exchanged something for food, clothes for example, or some kind of tools. They
somehow earned money for the food. They returned home to Ukraine and saved their
families this way. In January 1933, this law was issued, banning traveling. Nowhere else
in the Soviet Union it was issued. This is very important; it is such a confirmation that
genocide was against Ukrainians. I'd also like to specify that this also happened in the
territory of Kuban. Do you know where it is?... Do you know what was going on there in
this period? ...There, too, about eighty percent of the population of Kuban were
Ukrainians. And in Kuban it was also forbidden to travel in search of food. People were
not allowed out. In Kuban and in Ukraine. Where Ukrainians were not let out, so we are

. . gy . 193
talking about genocide and killing by famine”.

Secondly, “blacklisting” was introduced. “Ljana” claims that “blockades” were raised
around villages preventing people from transiting. For many villagers this measure
meant a death sentence.

“Also, have you heard anything about the blackboard regime?... Yes, and you
know that this is a regime; it was also used only in Ukraine. Nowhere else in the Soviet

Union. What do you know about this regime? ...This regime was tried on December 6,
1932 for the first time. The village was recorded on this blackboard, but in reality, there

193 “Hanpumep, koraa B 33 rogy B sHBape Gbin U3AaH 3akoH, 38 KOTOPbLIM KPpeCTUHAM C YKpauHbl HEmMb3st
ObIno Bble3XaTb Ha Tepputoputo Poccumn nnn benopyccun, ato 6bino 3anpelleHo. BoT Takor 3akoH 6bin,
GonblUe HUrge B COBETCKOM COIO3€ TaKOro 3akOHa He ObIfo, HU C Kakux pecnybnvk He 3anpeLianm
Bble3xaTb. TO €CTb 1I0aN, KOTOPbIE JaXe XWX, Hanpumep, 5 KM OT rpaHuLbl, OHX O4€Hb YacTo
cnacanuck OT rofioga TeMm, YTO XOOUNM MELUKOM Ha TeppuToputo Poccun, Hanpumep, Y4To-TO TaM MEHSANU
Ha eny, O4EXAY WIM Xe Kakne-To opyanst Tpyda UHCTPYMEHTBI CBOM MIK XXe 3apabaTbiBany Kak-To Ha 3Ty
eny. BosBpawanvce gomon B YkpanHy 1 cnacanucb Tak cBon ceMbl. B aHBape 33-ro roga 6bin nsgaH BoT
3TOT 3aKOH O 3anpeTe Bble3ada, bonblue HUIde B COBETCKOM COHO3€e ero He Obinio. OTO 04eHb BaXHO, 3TO
Takoe NOATBEPXKAEHWS, YTO MMEHHO MPOTMB YKpauHLUEB reHouma. Takke xotena 6bl, 06paTnTb BHUMaHue,
YTO 3TOT 3aKOH OH AeNCcTBOBan 1 Ha TeppuTopumn KybaHu, Bbl 3HaeTe rge ato? A 3HaeTe, YTO Tam 3TOT
nepuog 6b1o? Tam Toxe, OKONO B BOCBMUAECSTU NPOLEHTOB HaceneHns KybaHn — aT1o Obinu yKpauHubl.
M noatomy B KybaHu Takke Gbino 3anpeLleHo Bble3xaTb B nonckax eapl. Jliogen He Bbinyckanu. B
KybaHe 1 B YkpanHe. Tam, rge ykpauHLbl OTTyga He Bbinyckanu, N0O3TOMy Mbl FOBOPMM O reHouuae n o6
ybunctee ronogom”. “Ljana”. Interview. Kiev, 02.10.2019
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was no blackboard, it was just an imaginary blackboard. And those villages that were
registered in it, yes, they were blocked from all sides. At first special detachments drove
to this village. They took absolutely all the food and left nothing. Then they left and
stopped leaving a 2- or 3-line barrier, around this village. They let nobody in and out,
and sometimes they kept the village entry blocked for 2 months. And people were dying
in whole villages precisely because of this blackboard regime, and | want to repeat once
again that there was no such regime anywhere else in the Soviet Union”.

Unlike the Russian historiography of the famine, the Holodomor Ukrainian narrative has
no doubt on who the perpetrators and their collaborators were. | mentioned a statement
of Kondrashin to Yakubovskiy, Lapchinskaya, and Brekhunenko during our meeting, as

follows:

“Stalin’s plans for the destruction of the Ukrainians by means of a famine did not
exist. The documents demonstrate that the leadership of the Ukrainian SSR, which hid
the scale of the disaster, played a huge role in the tragedy. As soon as the Union Center
was informed of the true scale of the tragedy, Ukraine received most of the food aid”.

Brekhunenko quickly replied and dismissed Kondrashin’s assertion.

“[The party leadership in Ukraine at the time] was an occupation power. This was
the Russian government. It was looking for local people to implement its decisions. Like
Hitler. He, too, was looking for allies there everywhere ... the work he did was not done
by Germans, but by the hands of those peoples who were there... for example, in the
Jewish ghetto, in Ukraine, in Poland, in Lithuania, in Belarus, the police were from Jews

194 “Kpome Toro, 0 pexuMe YepHbIX AOCOK Bbl YTO-TO Cribiwanu? [a, u 3HaeTe, YTO 3TO PEXUM OH Takke
ncnonb3oBarscs TonbKo Ha Tepputopumn YkpauHel. Hurae 6onbwe B CoBetckom Coto3e 3TOro pexxuma He
ObIS10...4TO Bbl 3HaeTe 06 aTOM pexume BoobLe? B nepBbIn 3TOT pexxum nonpobosanu 6-ro gekabpsa 32
roga. Ceno, AepeBHs, KOTopas 3aHOCUIack Ha 3Ty YEPHYH AOCKY, HA caMoM aene bGykBanbHO HUKaKOM
YepHbI OCKM He BbINno, 3To Takon obpas YepHom aockn. U Te céna, KoTopble 3aHOCKK ctoga, aa, Ux co
BCEX CTOPOH BrokvMpoBanu, CHavana crneuuanbHble oTpsabl Bble3Xanu B 3TO Ceno, B 3Ty AEPEBHI0,
3abupanu abcontoTHO BCto ealy, BCe NPOAOBONbCTBUS, HUYErO HE OCTaBMANN, HY COBCEM. W Bblexanu
OCTaHOBUNNCH B 2 UNU 3 NUHWK 3arpaguTenbHbIX, BOKPYr AepeBHE 3TON. Hukoro nyckanu, He Bbinyckanu
W VHOTAa Aepxanu 1 2 Mecsla BOT Tak ceno 6rnokuposany Bbe3a 1 Bbesa. Y NoHATHO, YTo noan
yMupanu BoT LieNbIMU OEPEBHAMU UMEHHO M3-3a 3TOMO PEXMMa YepHbI JOCOK U eLle pa3 Xouy
NOBTOPUTL, YTO BOoNbLUE HUFGE B COBETCKOM COKO3€ TaKoro pexxuma He 6bino”. “Ljana”. Interview. Kiev,
02.10.2019

195 “Hykakmx nnaHosB CTanvMHa YHUYTOXWUTL YKpauHLER C NMOMOLLIO rofiofa He CyLLecTBOBaro.
[oKyMeHTbl AEMOHCTPUPYIOT OrPOMHYIO POrb B Tpareamu pykoBoacTtea YkpanHckon CCP, kotopoe
ckpbiBano macwtabbl 6eacteus. Kak TonbKo CO3HbIN LeHTp 6bln npomHgopmMupoBaH 06 UCTUHHOM
pa3smaxe Tparegun, YkpavmHa nony4dmna 6onbLiyto 4acTb NPOAOBONbCTBEHHON NOMOLLM. HapoaHbIi
KoppecnoHaeHT, 16.12.2018. ‘TeHoumaa ykpanHueB He 6bi1o’. ‘Tlouemy Knee 6outcs npaeapl 0
rornogomope’. https://nk.org.ua/politika/genotsida-ukraintsev-ne-byilo-pochemu-kiev-boitsya-pravdyi-o-
golodomore-173453
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... and therefore here, it is speculation when Kondrashin says that the Ukrainians did it
themselves. This was not done by Ukrainians. It was done by someone who, in the
service of the occupation power, executed the decision of the occupatioqgg)ower. It was
not the initiative of Ukraine. It was the initiative of the occupying power”.

Professor Kulchytsky’s narrative on the famine was very similar to “Ljana™s, but he

included the possibility that Stalin wanted to use the famine as a form of “punishment”.

To my question: “Some Ukrainian expert talks about the destruction of the Ukrainian
people (genocide). They say that Stalin “planned” the famine. Russian historian Viktor
Kondrashin writes that this can’t make sense because the leadership of the Ukrainian
SSR knew about the famine but hid the evidence. When Moscow got the news, food aid
was sent to Ukraine from Russia. How responsible was the Ukrainian SSR in the
catastrophe?”"’ Kulchytsky replied:

“I have known Kondrashin for a very long time ... We have been to various
conferences together ... but | agree that it seems that Stalin did not want to destroy the
Ukrainian peoples, | also agree because he (Stalin) did not have such a goal, to destroy
the Ukrainian people. He wanted to punish the Ukrainian people. This is a completely

different matter. This mean%gterror. Terror by hunger. This is terror by famine as an
instrument of punishment.”

There is also a view held by some scholars asserting that Stalin policies were designed

196 “3710 BblNa OKKyNaLMoHHas BrnacTb. ATo Bbina poccuiickas BnacTtb. OHa nckana MecTHbIX A
peanusaumn cBoux peweHnin. Kak, Hanpumep, Mtnep. OH ToXe uckan Tam CO3HMKOB, Besae... Paboty
Jernarn pykamy He HeMLEB, HO Jenan pykammu Tex HapogoB, KoTopble TaM 6binu. MNpumep, ¢ EBpencknm
retTTo B YkpauHe, B Nonble, B Jlutee, B benopyccuu, nonnuusa 6bina 13 eBpees, ..\ NO3TOMY 34€eCb, 3TO
cnekynsiuus, korga KoHgpaluvH roBopuT, Y4TO YKkpavHLbl camu 3TO caenanu. 910 genany He YKpauHubl,
3TO Aernanu Te, Kotopble (Obinn) Ha cnyx6e OKKyNauMOHHOM BMacTW, UCMOSTHAINN peLleHne
OKKyMaLNOHHOWM BNnacTu. ATo He ObINo MHNLMATMBOW YKpauHbl. ITO ObINO MHULMATMBOW OKKYyMNaLNUOHHOM
Bnactn”. Yakubovskiy I; Lapchinskaya, N; Brekhunenko, V. Interview. Kiev, 03.10.2019

197 “HekoTopble YKpanHCKME 3KCNepThl pacckasbiBaloT 06 YHUUTOXEHUM YKpanMHCKOro Hapoaa (reHouma).
loBopsT, yTo CTanuH «nnaHnposany ronod. Poccuiicknii uctopuk Buktop KoHapawmH NULLET, YTO 3TO He
UMeET CMbICra, NOTOMY YTO pyKoBOACTBO YkpanHcko CCP 3Hano o ronoge, HO ckpbiBano ynukn. Korga B
MockBy nocTynunu HOBOCTU, B YkpaunHy Obina oTnpasneHa npogoBofibCTBEHHAs NomoLb 13 Poccun.
Hackonbko oTBeTcTBEHHa Obina YkpanHckasa CCP B katactpode?” Kulchytsky, S. Interview. Kiev,
01.10.2019.

198 “A ¢ KoHOpaluHbIM 3HaKOM OYeHb AaBHO...Mbl GbiBanu Ha pasHblX KOHPEePEHLMSX...HO S COrMaceH YTo
KaxeTcs, 4To CTanuH He XoTen YHUUYTOXUTb YKPauHCKUA Hapod, S C HAM TOXe COrnaceH, NoTOMY YTO OH
(CTanvH) He nmen Takom Uenu, YHUYTOXWTb YKpanHckuin Hapod. OH xoTen HakasaTb YKpavHCKUA Hapog,
3TO COBCEM Apyroe Aeno. ATo o3HayaeT Teppop. Teppop ronogom. 310 Teppop ronogom, kKak MeToq
HakasaHus.” Kulchytsky, S. Interview. Kiev, 01.10.2019
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to attack not only ethnic Ukrainians in Ukraine, but also people of Ukrainian descent in
other areas. However, | found this view very uncommon in Ukrainian historiography.
..in the Lower Volga region, the North Caucasus, Western Siberia, and

Kazakhstan . those who were arrested, dispossessed of farm Iand and tools, exiled to
force labour camps, and executed were Ukrainian by ancestry”.

In Ukraine historiography, Stalin’s policies of the “blacklists” and the “blockade”, are key
elements that set the Ukrainian famine apart from the notion of Soviet general famine
supported by Russian historians. They make the famine “intentional”. They assign the
role of “perpetrator” to Stalin and that of “victims” to the Ukrainians. The result of Stalin’s
planned famine aimed at the Ukrainian population brought forward Article Il of the
United Nations’ Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of
Genocide. Since the 80s, references to Lemkin’s definition of genocide have been
actively used in the Holodomor Ukrainian historiography which today still mostly
adheres to James Mace’s views.

“Stalin's famine, he (Lemkin) said, was ‘not simply a case of mass murder’ but ‘a
case of genocide, of destruction, not of individuals only, but of a culture and a nation™.

The title of the Holodomor Victims Memorial brochure, | collected in February 2020 is:
“We were killed because we are Ukrainians”.””"

It reads:

..Genocide means...acts committed with the intent to destroy, in whole or in
part, any national, ethnic, racial or religious group as such”.

This refers to Raphael Lemkin’s work on the meaning of genocide.

19 Malko, V.A. 2019. ‘Blacklists as an Instrument of the Famine-Genocide of 1932-1933 in Ukraine’.
https://www.academia.edu/41145405/The_Holodomor_as_Genocide_in_Historiography and_Memory
200 Motyl, A. Sept-Oct 2010. ‘Deleting the Holodomor: Ukraine Unmakes lItself’. Sage Publications, Inc.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/278702997?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents

201 Holodomor Victims Memorial brochure. ‘We Were Killed because We Are Ukrainians’. (Collected on
16.01.2020)

202 Holodomor Victims Memorial brochure. ‘We Were Killed because We Are Ukrainians’. (Collected on
16.01.2020)
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“...a lawyer of Polish-Jewish descent who is best known for coining the word
genocide and initiating the Genocide Convention. Lemkin coined the word genocide ir2103
1943 or 1944 from genos (Greek for family, tribe, or race) and -cide (Latin for killing)”.

8. Interpretations of Holodomor in Russian historiography and
how they relate to Ukrainian interpretations

Over the course of this research the following topics frequently appeared in Russian
historiography regarding the famine of 1932-1933: “Falsification of history”,
“‘Russophobia”, “Ukrainian Nazi’s collaborators”, the “general and indiscriminate nature
of the famine that struck the USSR”, “Stalin’s attempt to squeeze as much grain as

possible from the Ukrainian peasants”, “the Ukrainian communist party’s responsibility”

and “victimization”.

In Russian historiography, the actors drawn into the discussion are not the same as
those in the Ukrainian discourse. The role of Stalin is considerably reduced while the
role of the inventors of the term Holodomor (diaspora, Harvard institute and immigrants)
easily gets drawn into the discussion. In Russian historiography one can assume that
these actors are given the role of war criminals (collaborators of the Nazis during WW2)
and promoters of “Russophobia” and propagandistic narratives where Russia is
portrayed as a victim. In Russian historiography, “Holodomor” is still seen as
propagandistic and anti-Soviet. Russian Wikipedia writes:

“The events of the first half of 1933 in the Ukrainian SSR were used in the West
. . . . . . . ., 204
in publications, statements and actions of an anti-Soviet orientation”.

203 Wikipedia. ‘Raphael Lemkin’. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Raphael_Lemkin

204 “CoBbITa nepsoit nonosuHbl 1933 rona B YCCP ucnonb3osanuck Ha 3anaae B nybnvkaumsix,
3asABMNEHNAX U aKUUSX aHTUCOBETCKOW HanpaerneHHocTh”. Bukunegus. ‘TonogomMop B NONUMTUKE .
https://ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/lonogomop_B_nonutuke
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In addition to this, the coinage of the term Holodomor by the Ukrainian diaspora is often
interpreted as “®anbcudmkauns VICTOpVIVI"205 (falsification of history). Among the traits
rejected by Russian narrative, is the creation of Holodomor by Ukrainian immigrants, the
Harvard project institute and the scientific research methods of Robert Conquest and
James Mace. To some, the work of Mace and Conquest and the nature of their research
is dubious. Claims that the work of Robert Conquest, author of The Harvest of Sorrow
(1986), builds upon the “yxacos” (horror) genre206 initiated by Aleksander Solzhenitsyn,
abound in Russian narrative. Mace’s approach to the research and his research team
are criticized. Elena Prudnikova (born in 1958) and Ivan Chigirin (born in 1944) are two
Russian authors who wrote several books regarding the use of “myths” in anti-Soviet
narrative. In their book The Myth of Holodomor (2013), they write:

“His method was very simple. The commission gathered suitable memories of
Ukrainians who at different times left the USSR for the USA and Canada. And since in

the USA, Nazi accomplices and OUN membersz\é\/?ere saved from the Communists, you
can imagine the direction of these testimonies”.

In his book Communism and the Dilemmas of National Liberation: National Communism
in Soviet Ukraine in 1919-1933, James Mace discusses the purpose of the famine and
its perpetrator. His thesis is refuted by activists in several Russian sources | consulted.

One of these activists is A.B Martirosian.

“The Harvard Project received special attention from the ruling circles and special
services of the United States. It was generously financed and constantly supplemented
with new ‘scientific’ areas and developments. A book by James Mace, ‘Communism and
the Dilemmas of National Liberation: National Communism in Soviet Ukraine in
1919-1933’, was published at Harvard University Press in 1983. Completely dull from a
scientific point of view, this work did not attract any attention from American scientists.
However, Mace did not draw any conclusions for himself and proceeded to create the
myth that Moscow, in an effort to strengthen its power, ‘destroyed the Ukrainian

205 Spivak, I. 18.12.2006. ‘Tonogomop-danbcupukaums nctopun’.
https://web.archive.org/web/20070113001331/http://www.westeast.us/51/article/420.html

206 MpyaHukosa, E; Ynrnpun, WN. 2013

27 “AccnegoBaTenbCKUiA METO Y Hero bbln 04eHb NPOCTON- KoMUceus cobupana nogxoasiiue
BOCMOMMHaHMSA YKpanHLUEB, B pa3Hoe BpeMs BblexaBnx n3 CCCP B CLUA n KaHagy. A nockonbky B CLLUA
cnacanucb OT KOMMYHWCTOB B MEPBYO oyepenb HauucTckne nocobHmkmn n OYHoBLbI, MOXHO
npeacTtaBuTb cebe HanpaBneHHOCTb 3TNX ceuaeTenscTB”. [pyaHunkora, E; YnrnpuH, U, 2013; 18
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peasantry, Ukrainian Intelligentsia, the Ukrainian language, Uk2|;ainian history in the
understanding of the people, and destroyed Ukraine as such”.

Statements like Martiriosian’s, often build on the Russian trend that rejects theories of
the “destruction of the Ukrainians”.

“To consider the famine of 1932-1933 as a struggle against the Ukrainian people
is to consciously misinterpret historical facts. Indeed, at this very time, Ukraine was in
the midst of Ukrainianization.... Beginning in the 1920s, (the Soviet authorities) fought
here not against the Ukrainian language and culture, but just the opposite — against the

Russian Iango%age and Russian culture. By the time of the famine, the republic was 80%
Ukrainized”.

However, the people who started the discussion on Holodomor and applied the term,
are not just associated with anti communist immigrants. A search on the internet on
what Russian academics, activists and historians write about the origin of the term
“‘Holodomor” borrowed by Mace, reveals numerous negative commentaries and severe
critiques. Some of them are particularly harsh, such as Leonid Maslovskiy’s one.

“In our time, for the first time this term was applied to Ukraine by a US citizen, J.

Mace, who probably borrowed it from the department of tzqoe Minister of Propaganda,
Hitler's friend and like-minded person, fascist Goebbels”.

208 “FapBapacKkui MPOEKT MOoMb30Barncs 0cobbiM BHUMaHWEM npassLmx Kpyros v cneucnyx6 CLUA. Ero
Leapo ouHaHCMpPOBanU 1 NOCTOSIHHO AOMNOMHANN HOBbIMU ‘HayYHbIMI' HanpaeneHnsaIMn 1 pa3paboTkamu.
B nsparenbctBe MapBapackoro yHuBepcuteTa B 1983 rogy 6bina onybnvkoBaHa kHura [xerimca Meica
‘KOMMYHM3M 1 OUNeMMbl HAaUMOHANBHOIO OCBOOOXAEHNS: HAUMOHanbHbIA KOMMYHU3M B COBETCKOM
YkpaunHe B 1919-1933 rr.’. Kak NONHOCTbLIO rnynas ¢ Hay4dHOW TOYKU 3peHust, 3Ta paboTa He npuBnekna
HMKaKOro BHUMaHWsi amepuKaHCKMX yYeHbix. OgHako Melic HuKakux BelBOOOB Ansi cebst He caenan u
npucTynun K opMmnpoBaHuto Mmnda o Tom, 4to MockBa B CTpEMIIEHNN YKPENWTBL CBOKO BNacTb ‘norybuna
YKPanHCKOE KPECTbSHCTBO, YKPAUHCKYO MHTENTUIEHLMNIO, YKPANHCKUN SI3bIK, YKPAUHCKYI0 UCTOPWIO B
NMOHMMaHMM Hapoaa, yHU4ToXuna YkpauHy kak TakoByto”. MaptupocsiH, A.b. 200 Mudos o CtanuHe.
CtanuH n goctumxenus CCCP’.

https://e-libra.ru/read/178883-stalin-i-dostizheniya-sssr.html#1425886733

209 “PgccmatpuBaTth rornogomop 1932-1933 rogos kak 60pbby C YKpauHCKUM HAapOAoM - 3HAUMUT,
CO3HaTenbHO nepeBupaTb uctopudeckme aktel. Begb B 310 camoe Bpemsi Ha YkpanHe Gbina B camoMm
pasrape ykpavHusaumsi...HaunHas ¢ 20-x rogoB 3geck 60pOnmMCh HE C YKPAMHCKUM S3bIKOM U KYFBTYPOW,
a Kak pa3 HaobopoT - C PyCCKMM A3bIKOM U PYCCKOWM KynbTypow. Ko BpeMeHu ronogomopa pecnybnuka
obina Ha 80 % ykpaunHusmpoaHa’. Webarchive.com, 24.11.2006. ‘Tonogomop: reHouug unu coumouma?
Korga 3awuTa xyxe ockoponeHus’.
https://web.archive.org/web/20070314052441/http://www.gorod.donbass.com/archive/html/look432006.ht
m

210 “B Halue Bpems BNepBble 3TOT TEPMUH MO OTHOLLEHUIO K YKpauHe npumeHun rpaxkaaHund CLUA,
BbllWeykasaHHbIn [1. Menc, KoTopbIn, BEPOATHO, NO3anMCTBOBar €ro U3 BegoMcTBa MMHUCTPA
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The idea that Nazi-collaborators who escaped to the West helped coin the term
Holodomor, does not recur on internet sites only, but in books too. A book by Sigismund
Mironin, suggested to me by Stanislav Kulchytsky, makes similar claims on the creators
of Holodomor.

“However, according to historians, the true authors of this substitution of
concepts were Ukrainian nationalists, second-wave immigrants, who from 1945 to 1952
carried out bloody actions in Western Ukraine, and during the Nazi occupation of
Ukraine became ‘famous’ as collaborators, underlings of the Nazis”.”"

During my conversation with Georgy Kasianov, | had the chance to discuss Robert
Conquest’s work with him. Kasianov (Ukrainian born), does not exactly support the main
Russian tendency on Holodomor thinking, but he often looks at the Ukrainian versions

as non-exhaustive. Such is the work of Conquest according to him.

“I agree with Robert Conquest on all issues. If we are talking about his book
published in '86, | mean that, | perceive what is written by Robert Conquest as a
historiographical fact. | am not engaging in a discourse with Robert Conquest about
what he wrote. | rate his work as simply part of historiography. | do not enter the
discussion with him. There is no point in some sort of discourse. The work was simply
written by order. It was formalized through the Ukrainian Institute, the Ukrainian-Harvard
Institute, and it was the so-called Harvard Project. And the work of Conquest was
written within the framework of the so-called totalitarian approach. The totalitarian
theory that had that the ruling class of the Soviet Union organized the hunger in order to
strike at the peasantry. And in general, this version of Conquest, fits into the genocidal
version. But | do not refute Conquest, | do not say that he is wrong, it is simply one of
the ver2§i20ns written as part of a totalitarian approach, a totalitarian school, nothing
more”.

nponaraHapl, Apyra U eguHoMbILLNeHHuKa Mntnepa, gawwncra e6benbca”. MupteceH, 09.03.2017.
‘TonogomMopa Ha YkpanHe He 6bino! 3to mud «made in USA'.
https://kaleidoscopelive.mirtesen.ru/blog/43411206957/Golodomora-na-Ukrayine-ne-byilo!-Eto-mif-«made
-in-USA»?nr=1

211 “OpHako, Kak yTBepXaakT UCTOPUKN, MOANMHHBIMI aBTOPaMU 3TOW NOAMEHbLI MOHATUIA BblnK
YKpanHCKNEe HaLMOHanNucTbl, SMUrpaHTbl BTOPOW BOMHbI, KOTopble ¢ 1945 no 1952 r. coBepLuanu
KpOBaBbl€ akLuMu Ha TeppuTopumn 3anagHon YKpauHbl, a BO BpEMEHa M’MTAEPOBCKON OKKyNaLmmn YKpauHbl
‘npocnaBunuck’ Ha nNonpuLe KonnabopaunoHMCTOB, MPUCYXXHMKOB HaumcToB”. ‘Tonogomop Ha Pycu’.
MupoHuH, C. 2008. https://archive.org/stream/B-001-024-846-
ALL/MnpoHnH%20C.C.%20-%20"Tonogomop"%20Ha%20Pycn_djvu.txt

212 “Hq no scem Bonpocam cornaceH ¢ Po6eptom KoHksectoM. Ecnin peyb MaET o ero kHure nsgaHuin B 86
rogy, S B TOM, YTO, S BOCMIPMHUMaLO TO, YTO HanncaHo Pobeptom KoHKBECTOM Kak uctopmorpadmnyeckmni
dakT. A He BcTynato B guckypc ¢ Pobeptom KoHKBEKCTOM MO MOBOAY TOro, YTO OH Hanucan. A oueHMBato
ero paboTy npocra Kak 4acTb ncropuorpacpumm. A He BCTynatw ¢ HAM B ANCKYCCU0. 34eCb HET CMbICNa, B
KakoW-To amckyccmn. Pabota nonpocTy Obinia HanncaHa no 3akasy. 3To 6bin ohopMieHo Yepes
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Russophobia is also a significant argument in Russian historiography disclosed in my
research. Some people blame the entire Harvard University’s Holodomor project for
being an instrument that was not only utilized to defeat the Soviet Union or communism,
but Russia itself and the Russians. The term Holodomor itself is loaded with
Russophobia according to activist Leonid Maslovskiy.

“The myth of the Holodomor ... is an integral part of the so-called Harvard project,
created for psychological sabotage of information against the Soviet Union, and then
Russia. It clearly shows the direction - the maximum incitement to nationalist passions,
and above all animal hatred and hatred of Russia and the Russian people... Itis

believed that the creator of the ‘Harvard project’ is ... the notorious Ameriz%an political
scientist, one of the most vicious Russophobes - Zbigniew Brzezinski ...”

Regarding the nature of the famine, | asked Alexey Miller whether the Holodomor was a
chain of unlucky events or part of Stalin’s murderous plan to exterminate the Ukrainians.
He defends the Holodomor variant of general tragedy and furthermore he also attacks
the Ukrainian “witness project” of collecting interviews with the survivors of Holodomor.
His view is not unusual in many of the Russian sources | consulted when writing this
thesis.

“It was a chain of events but not unlucky incidents. It was a chain of events which
was the result of Stalin’s desire to put pressure on the regions which traditionally
produced grain and to squeeze them. To get as much grain as possible, assuming that
people who were in charge of these regions were hiding resources. This was the case

in Ukraine, this was the case in the Volga region, this was the case in Northern
Caucasus, this was the case in Kazakhstan. Another very important factor was that

YKPaMHCKUI UHCTUTYT, YKPAMHCKO- rapBapACKUA MHCTUTYT, ObiNT Tak HasbiBaeMbIl [apBapackmi NnpoekT. U
paboTta KoHKBECTOM HanncaHa, B pamKax, Tak Ha3blBaeMOro ToTanuTapHoro nogxoga. TotanutapHom
Teopuu, KOTopas 3aKkrioyaeTcs 0 TOM, YTo npasswwmmn knacc Cosetckoro Coto3a opraHn3oBan ronog Ans
TOro, YToObI HAHECTM yaap No KpecTbAHCTBY. U BooOLem- aTa Bepcusi KoHKBECTa OHa BNMCLIBAETCS B
reHoumaHyto Bepcuto. Ho s He onpoBeprato KoHKBecCTa, S He roBOpH, YTO OH He MpaB, 3TO MPOCTO OfHa 13
BEPCUI HanucaHa B paMKax ToTanuTapHOro Noaxoda, ToTarnmMTapHoON LWKonbl, He bonee Toro”. Kasianov,
G. Interview. Kiev, 16.01.2020

23 “Mudp o ‘ronogomope’... SIBMNsieTCsl COCTABHOWM YacTblo Tak HAa3bIBAEMOIO rapBapACcKOro NpoekTa,
CO34aHHOro A8 MHPOPMALIMOHHO-MCUXONOrMYecknx ansepcui ewée npotus Cosetckoro Coto3a, a 3atem
n Poccuun. B HEM 4ETKO MpocMaTpMBaEeTCsl HaMpPaBeHHOCTb - MaKCUMarbHOe pasXuraHve
HaLUMOHaNMCTUYECKMX CTPacTeN, U Npexae BCero 3BepUHON Bpaxabl 1 HEHaBUCTu k Poccum n pycckomy
Hapogy...CunTaeTcs, YTO TBOPLOM ‘TapBapACcKOro MpoeKkTa’ SABMSETCS... MPECOBYTbI aMEePUKaHCKNIA
MOMMTOSION, OAMH U3 caMbiX 3M06HbIX pycodoboB - 36urHeB BxeaunHckui...". MupteceH, 28.11.2017.
‘TonogomMopa Ha YkpanHe He 6bino! 3to mud «made in USA'.
http://rosprav.mirtesen.ru/blog/43264398609/Mif-o-Golodomore-dolzhen-byit-razrushen?nr=1
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while carrying out collectivization, the Soviet Power assumed that it was also destroying
the kulaks. And kulaks did not deserve any mercy because they were class enemies.
Be it in Ukraine, in Russia, wherever. So, kulaks were targeted without ethnic difference.
A hidden part of the story which probably we’ll never know properly, is the story of how
the conflict within the villages where poor peasants were now having the chance to take
a revenge over their rich neighbors during the collectivization. It is not by chance that
when Ukrainians started the project of collecting oral narratives of people who suffered
during Holodomor, they collected it then they made transcripts, then they edited the
transcripts and then they destroyed the tapes. It was a huge project which was heavily
edited because it was showing how the internal conflict within the village was very often
aggravating the situation. So, these narratives have been subject to redaction”.”’

Kondrashin is perhaps the Russian historian that researched the famine most
extensively. He adheres to the theory of the general famine and argues that the term
Holodomor is the result of the Ukrainian politicization of the famine that has been
serving different causes since World War |I.

“It should be recalled that this idea (the ‘famine’ of the Ukrainian people) is the
result of artificial politicization of the problem ... For example, Ukrainian nationalists
during the Great Patriotic War represented by the OUN-UPA in the temporarily occupied
territory of Ukraine, did not use the tragedy of 1932-1933 in their ‘ideological work’. For

them, as well as for the Nazis, in their campaign to ‘Iibezr%te’ Ukraine from Bolshevism,
the Holodomor was not considered a significant event”.

Kondrashin takes the theory of responsibility of the Ukrainian people on the catastrophe
even further and considers Russian help sent to Ukraine as proof of this. He reduces
the role of Stalin the “perpetrator” and introduces Stalin the “benefactor”. The
perpetrators are the leaders of Ukraine.

“In 1933, (Ukraine) received loans of 501 thousand tons of supply, at the
expense of the Russian regions. Of the 12,100 tractors, she got almost half. Of the

214 Miller, A. Interview. St. Petersburg, 12.11.2019

215 “CnieqyeT HAaNOMHWUTB, YTO 3Ta uaes (‘reHouma ronoaoMOpPOM' YKpauHCKOro Hapoaa)- pesynbsrart
NCKYCCTBEHHOW NnonvTusaumm npobnemel...Hanpumep, ykpamHckne HaumoHanucTel B rogbl Benvkown
OtevecTBeHHOM BoMHbI B Nuue OYH-YTTA Ha BpeMEHHO OKKYNMPOBAHHOW TEPPUTOPUM YKpauHbl B CBOEW
'oeonorunyeckon pabote' He ucnonb3oBanu Tpareguto 1932-1933 rogos. [nst HUX, Kak U ANs HAUMUCTOB, B
nx noxofe K 'ocBoboXaeHMI0' YKpaunHbl OT 60MbLUEBM3Ma FONI0AOMOP HE CYUTANCs 3HaYMMbIM COObLITUEM.
B cBA3M C 3TMM NPUMEHMTENBHO K TeME 'ToNoA N YKpanHCKUEe HaLMOHanmeTbl' ewé OgHUM apryMeHToM,
NOATBEPXKOAIOLLMM MONMMTUYECKYH0 KOHBIOHKTYPHOCTb KOHLIENUMK 'reHouuaa’ ronogoMopom YKpauHsl,
SIBNSAETCA UCTOPUS C Tak HasblBaeMblli BceykpanHCckon noBCcTaH4Yeckon 60eBoi opraHusaumnen,
packpbiton OIT1Y B Hauyane 1933 roga B YkpanHckon CCP”. KongpaluvH, B. 2018

86



quota for the number of workers who were allowed to have gardens, a third. Everything
because of the threat of crop failure in the republic. Because of the leaders of grain
production. How does this fit into a ‘genocide’? Russia was not killing Ukraine. The
leaders and his people6 Disputes over who suffered the hardest from the Stalinist
regime are immoral’.

Kondrashin also claims that there is eventually no evidence of Stalin’s plan to organize

the famine.

(Interviewer) “So Stalin did not organize ethnic repression?”.
(Kondrashin) “You know, | specifically searched for documents where he is

supposed to have said: ‘These damned Ukrainians!” etc. But | did not find any”. 21

On the role of the blockade that most Ukrainian historiography adheres to, with
Stanislav Kulchytsky as initiator of this version that claims to be the vital element behind

the genocide of the Ukrainian people, Kondrashin responds to as follows:

“While accusing me of being ‘insufficiently familiar with the topic on the session’s
agenda’, for all Ukraine to hear, S. V. Kulchytsky himself is guilty of unpardonable
mistakes (or omissions?) and is thereby leading his colleagues astray. During the
conference he insisted that Stalin threw up a blockade only around Ukraine and the
Kuban in order to enclose the starving people in the famine zone; they were forbidden
to leave it, hence the death toll and proof of the ‘Holodomor as genocide’. | am talking
about the notorious directive of the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist
Party (Bolsheviks) and the Council of People’s Commissars of the USSR (Jan. 22,
1933) on measures aimed at preventing the mass exodus of starving peasants, in
keeping with which the mass departure of peasants from the Ukrainian SSR and the
North Caucasus ‘in search of bread’ had to be stopped”.

216 “B 1933 rogy oHa nony4una 501 TbicsA4y TOHH ccyf, 3TO, OTMEYY, U 3a CYET POCCUickmMx obnacren. 3
12,100 TpakTOpOB €1 gocTanachb NoYTK NOSI0BMHA. M3 KBOTbI HA YMCO pabounx, KOTOPbIM paspeLlanoch
UMETb oropoapl, - TpeTb. Bcé - n3-3a yrposbl cpbiBa MOCEBHOW B pecnybnvke, nuaepe 3epHOBOIO
nponsBoacTea. Ho kak oHo BnMcbiBaeTcs B ‘reHouma’? He Poccus yomnBana YkpauHy. Boxapb - cBow
Hapog. Cnopbl Ha TeMy, KTO Tsbkenee noctpagar oT CTalIMHCKOro pexuma, 6e3HpaBCTBEHHbI U
nonutuyeckn onacHbl”. N3sectus IZ. ‘Uctopuk Buktop KoHgpalumH: "He Poccus ybneana YkpauHy.
Boxapb - cBon Hapoa” .22.10.2008. https://iz.ru/news/341984

217 “3naunT, CTanuH He opraHn3oBbIBan PENPeccum No 3THUYECKOMY NpUHLUMNY? Bel 3HaeTe, s
cneumanbHO McKan JOKYMEHTbI, rae Obl oH roBopun: ‘3T npoknsiTele Xoxmbl!’ n.1.4. Ho 8 He Hawen Hu
opHoro”. Nictopnyeckasn QkcnepTtusa. ‘KongpawmH B.B. "Ecnn 6bl He KONNEKTMBU3aUMs, HAKaAKoro ronoaa,
C TOYKM 3pEHUsI NOTOAHLIX YCNOBUIA, He Obino 6bI™. hitps://istorex.ru/page/kondrashin_vv

218 Congress 1917.gr. “Viktor Kondrashin — Was the 1932-33 famine in Ukraine “an act of genocide
against the Ukrainian people”? My response to S. V. Kulchytsky”, 01.04.2019.
https://congress1917.gr/archives/1017
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During my meeting with professor Kasianov, | also inquired on the blockade issue,
knowing that Kasianov does not fully agree with Ukrainian historiography, and his

interpretation of Holodomor is very much respected in Russia.
| therefore asked Kasianov the following question:

“As for the article by James Mace, can you confirm his information that the
border between Russia and Ukraine was closed for long periods in 1933-34, and there
was no hunger during the famine in Kharkov in Belgorod? If S0, should we consider this
as irrefutable evidence that Ukraine was a particular target?”

Kasianov refuted the Ukrainian version of the blockade replying as follows:

“And the facts of the blockade. The blocking of railroad tracks, yes there was, but
talking about the border between Russia and Ukraine is not entirely correct. Because
the border, in the sense we imagine a border with guards and so on, was not there.
Some borders appeared in some places but not in all areas. This means that the border
was conditional, that is, people who fled to Russia to areas that were not affected by
hunger, indeed, they fled. But there were cases of blockade, overlapping certain parts of
the territory, including the border, but these were conditional borders. This doesn’t
confirm that Ukraine was a special object of the organization of the hunger. Entire
territories were also blocked in Russia when people tried to escape. So, this does not
indicate that this is a feature of the Ukrainian hunger. But the Ukrainian famine had its
own definition of features related to the fact that here, for example, they (the Ukrainians)
suffered more in certain areas, while assistance was provided to only one area. Already
in 1933, in the winter and in the spring of 33, help was provided, but in other regions
there was no help. For example, areas where industrial crops were grown, like in the
Kiev region where beets were grown. They were grown on a large scale. Help came
here on a limited scale, because beets were not needed. But in those areas where grain
was grown, help was already sent in the spring of 1933 on a large scale, this is one of
the features. In addition, there were, let’s say, as the population was largely agricultural
at that time, although reinforced urbanization was already taking place here, Iosses that
were in absolute terms much greater than in other territories of the Soviet Union”.

219 “Yto kacaertca cratbu [xerimca Meica, MoXXeTe N Bbl MOATBEPAUTL €ro MHAOPMAaLMIO O TOM, YTO
rpaHuua mexagy Poccuren n YkpanHoi Obina 3akpbiTa B Te4eHne anuTenbHbix nepmnogos B 1933-34 rogax,
1 BO Bpems ronoga B XapbkoBe B benropoge He 6bino ronoga? Ecnn ga, To AOMKHbBI M Mbl CH4UTaTh 3TO
HEOMNpPOBEPXKNMbIM [OKa3aTENbCTBOM TOr0, YTO YKpanHa Obinia 0cobeHHO MulieHbo?”. Kasianov, G.
Interview, Kiev 16.01.2020.

220 “A cpakTbl Briokagbl, NepeKpbITUS KENe3HOAOPOXHbIX MyTel, Aa 3To Tak BbINo, HO FOBOPUTL O rpaHuLe
mMexay Poccuen n YkpanHon 6bio He COBCEM rPamMOTHO, MOTOMY YTO rpaHuLa B TaKOM CMbICHE, KaK Mbl
cebe eé€ npencrasnsiem, BOT YTO ObINO rpaHMLa C NorpaHUyYHMKamMun 1 Tak ganee, Takow rpaHuLbl He
6b110. OHa cevac Takasi NosiBMach M TO He Ha BCex yyacTkax. 3HauuT, rpaHuua Obina ycrnoBHOW, TO
ecTb B Poccuio B panoHbl KOTopble He Bbinv nopakeHbl roriogom, AeUCTBUTENBHO, Noan 6exanu, Ho
crnyyaeB Grnokagbl, NepekpbITUS ONPeaenéHHbIX y4acTKOB TEPPUTOPUU, N B TOM YNCIIE U HA FpaHnLEe, HO
3TO YCIOBHbIE FPaHULbI, OHM ObINK, HO OHU HE NOATBEPXKAAMOT, TO YTO 3TO, BOT YKpanHa bbina Kak Obl
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Kondrashin’s view cannot be referred to as “rocygapcreeHHas Bepcus” as Kasianov
refers to the Ukrainian version of the Holodomor museum. His explanation is
nevertheless shared by Dmitry Medvedev (the only Russian president to mention and
comment on the famine of 1932-33 publicly since perestroika). Furthermore, several
students, professors and experts | talked to during my work on this thesis and also
ex-Soviet non-Ukrainian citizens that | met and questioned since February 2019,
support his view. These actors agreed with Kondrashin’s claims:

“The famine did not target individual nations. There was no genocide specifically
against the Ukrainian people; there was a joint tragedy of the Ukrainian, Russian, and
other peoples of our country, which was the fault of the Soviet leadership. The famine of

1932-33 was a tragedy that afflicted the entire Soviet countryside, particularly in Ukraine
and Russia”.

9. Conclusion

This thesis has presented some of the challenges met by Ukraine and Russia in
interpreting the famine of 1932-33. The memory is shared by both nations but
understood and utilized in considerably different ways. The inability of the two countries

to find a common agreement on its interpretation and a final assessment on the cause

ocobbiM 06BEKTOM opraHusaumm ronoga. B Poccum Toxe GrniokupoBanuch Lenble TeppuTopum, Koraa
noam nbltanuck 6exatb. Tak YTo, 3TO He yKa3blBaeT Ha Kakyt 0COBEHHOCTb yKpauHcKoro ronoga. A
YKpPaWHCKUIA ronod MMen ceoe onpeaeneHne 0CoOOGeHHOCTH, CBsi3aHHbIe C TeM, YTO 34eCb, HanpumMep, B
O[fHM paloHbI CUNbHee cTpaganu, OgHUM panoHa OkasbiBanack NOMOLLb. Ye B 33 roay, 3MMow BECHON
33 roga, okasanacb NOMOLLb, a B APYrMX permoHax He okasanacbk nomollb. Ha npumep, paioHsl, rae
BblpalluBanu TexHudeckune kynetypbl, Knesckast obnactb, 3geckb cBékny Bbipawmsanu. OHu Bbinm B
bonbLlmx MmacwTabax. Cioga NOMOLLb LA B OrpaHNYeHHbIX MacliTabax, MoTOMYy YTO CBEKMa Obina He
Hy>kHa. A BOT B TeX panoHax, rae BbipaluMBany 3epHo, Tyda NomoLLb yxe wwna BecHon 1933 roga B
bonbLMx MacwTabax, BOT 3TO ogHa 1 ocobeHHocTen. Kpome Toro, 3aech Obinin, CKaxkeM Tak, MOCKOSbKY
HacerneHune GbINo B 3HAYUTENBHOW CTEMEHN arpapHOe Ha TOT MOMEHT, XOTS Y)Xe npoucxoguna
ypGaHu3auus, ycuneHHas 3gechb, notepu B abcontoTHbIX Lndpax 6binm ropasao 6onbliee, YeM Ha ApYrnx
Tepputopusix Cosetckoro coto3a”. Kasianov, G. Interview. Kiev, 16.01.2020

221 Congress 1917.gr. 01.04.2019. ‘Viktor Kondrashin — Was the 1932-33 famine in Ukraine “an act of
genocide against the Ukrainian people”? My response to S. V. Kulchytsky’.
https://congress1917.gr/archives/1017
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of the tragedy, has turned the event into a traumatic memory. Through the gathering and
the examination of primary and secondary sources related to the tragedy, and
interviews with experts on the field, the paper looks at the vastness and complexity of
the topic with the myriad of actors involved in the construction of its discourse, its
narrative and its politicization. The understanding of what Ukrainian narrative refers to
as “Holodomor” and its Russian counterpart as “famine”, has become a highly complex

matter of identity between history and memory.

The discourse on the famine commenced in the West, initiated by Ukrainian immigrants
especially in the USA and Canada already in the 50s, when any discussion on the event
was still strictly prohibited in the Soviet Union. Here the discourse arrived only in the
80s, during perestroika when the political changes triggered an interaction between
memory and history. The Ukrainians diaspora would eventually forge the term
Holodomor which means “to kill by starvation”. This does not only mark a definitive
departure from Soviet historiography, but also the birth of a nuance which would
kickstart a fiery debate between Ukraine and Russia, a debate still very much alive

today.

James Mace, Robert Conquest, Harvard University and former US president Ronald
Reagan’s commitment in researching the famine, were decisive factors in composing
this literature. One of their purposes of this literature was to pinpoint the perpetrator of
the famine. However, there are several challenges encountered by this narrative. First
and foremost, the nature of this historiography was met with fierce resistance and has
been the object of harsh Russian critiques igniting a sore debate on perpetrators and
victims in which Russia assumed a strategy of survival. These allegations accuse the
Ukrainian immigrants of being either ex-Nazi collaborators that escaped the USSR and
were able to use the famine as anti communist propaganda in order to cover their
failings, or Russophobic Ukrainian nationalists that sought to externalize Ukraine from

Soviet history and create an identity for Ukrainian immigrants abroad by proposing the
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study of their suffering. Several Russian activists claim that this study is based on
myths. Furthermore there seem to be considerable discrepancies within Western
literature itself and not just between Ukrainian and Russian historiography. By
consulting western historiography, the thesis reconstructs a version of the actual famine.
In it, all authors seem to agree on the fact that the famine struck the peasantry of the
USSR and was aggravated by Stalin’s botched collectivization, dekulakization and the
absurd confiscation that followed, where as much foodstuff and money as possible were
squeezed out of an already poor population. Yet, not all agree on Stalin’s intentions,
especially on the claims that entail Moscow launching a deliberate act of mass killing on
Ukrainian peasants because they were potential nationalists and embodied the identity

of Ukraine which Stalin severely distrusted.

The thesis also presents a brief discussion on the building of politics around the famine,
showing that history politics has been drawn into the debate of the famine since the
event entered the political sphere with the consequent problematization of the historical
facts. Several Ukrainian presidents and most of the Ukrainian public opinion look upon
the politicization of the famine as a result of the advantages of the democratic process
that Ukraine undergoes, while Russian historians respond by accusing Ukraine of
distorting the historical facts through politics. Many Ukrainians hold Russia responsible
for silencing the crimes of the Communist party, while Russian historians and activists
blame Ukraine of seeking recognition for their victimhood based on the myth of
martyrium. This relation of perpetrator and victim has further increased the traumatic
character of the memory and turned it into a tool that serves politicians in their political
career. In addition to this, Ukraine’s politicians themselves were divided by the famine.
Different presidents have pushed for their own version of the famine, at times by
advancing certain arguments that supported their political proposals, and at times by
withdrawing them. Although many of these versions largely agree with various western
narratives on Holodomor, none of them was fully acknowledged worldwide on the

political level. Ironically for Ukraine, the pro-Russia version of Yanukovych was the one
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that received full support from other politicians abroad. From Russia herself and former
Russian President Dmitry Medvedev (although Russia has never officially
acknowledged it), unlike the Yushchenko’s genocidal version that met with resistance in
the West and in the East (also Applebaum refutes this version) and that was rejected by
Israel. Even though President Putin refers to Russians and Ukrainians as peoples with a
common tradition and a common history and appeals to the myth of common descent,
he has neither defended the Russian version of common Soviet famine, nor expressed

any thoughts on the event.

The thesis has also looked at the two main discourses on the famine recurring in
Ukrainian and Russian historiography. According to the dominant Ukraine narrative, the
famine struck the peasantry of Ukraine and other parts of the USSR populated by
Ukrainians. Ukraine had a large peasant population and was often referred to as the
breadbasket of the Soviet Union. The famine was not the result of unfavorable weather
conditions or Stalin’s political ruthlessness, but instead an attempt by Stalin and the
communist party in Moscow to exterminate the peasantry. Using measures specifically
designed for Ukraine such as “blacklists” and “blockades”, Stalin guaranteed that
Ukrainian peasants would suffer the most and eventually starve to death holding them
responsible for “dangerous nationalism” that pushed for an independent Ukraine.

Ukrainian narrative has it that Stalin was afraid to lose Ukraine.

The dominant Russian narrative defends the theory of general famine that struck the
USSR indiscriminately, holding that all assumptions on the extermination of ethnic
Ukrainians are immoral and unjust due to the multi-ethnic nature of the USSR where
several ethnic groups suffered in equal measure. Falsification of history and myths are
recurrent arguments in Russian historiography and thus represent rejections of the
Ukrainian version of the famine. These arguments are often based on the assertion that
Ukrainians narrate the facts from the victims point of view which distorts the true facts.

Russian and pro-Russian narratives share the view of failed collectivization but discard
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the idea of Stalin’s genocidal intentions, holding that Stalin wanted to squeeze as much
grain as possible out of Ukraine. His total disregard for human life increased the
damage inflicted on the population. The “deliberate” act of killing is totally absent in

Russian narrative.

Russia’s narrative also rejects the theory of Stalin designing “special measures” for
Ukraine such as “blacklists” and “blockades”. It claims that “blacklists” were a common
phenomenon of the whole USSR and discards the topic on the “blockade”. It claims that
although roadblocks eventually appeared in different spots at different times, the border
was never completely sealed. This narrative also claims that help was sent to Ukraine in
large quantities (Ukraine received more than other Russian areas, some Russian
sources claim), but unluckily these supplies were not sent to all areas. Certain areas

were prioritized.

All the above-mentioned disagreements on the Holodomor-contended memory, clearly
indicate that the nature of the disputes between the two countries extends far beyond
what really happened in 1932-33. The two main versions of the hunger, the Ukrainian
and the Russian, though at times very similar, unfold themselves into completely
different territories removing the two nations from one another. Yet, this thesis attempts
to incorporate as many examples as possible from significant elements of the
interpretations of the famine, presenting perhaps what could be a third version. Not a
replacement of the previous versions, but a possible way of research that might inspire
others into looking at such an important topic of the past, which traits and similarities

can for sure be found in other disputed historical events.
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