Chapter 14. Snyder’s Accusations of
Soviet Anti-Semitism in Bloodlands

Chapter 11

What is the Truth?

U Bapyr Ha 3TOM 06¢cyxAeHrU peMuid CTasuH,
obpallasch K yieHaM [1oJUT6OPO U TOBOPUT:

- Y nac B lIK aHTHCEMUTBI 3aBeJUCh. ITO
6e306pasue!

- Tak amo 6bL10. TuxoH XpeHHUKO8 0 8peMeHU U 0
cebe. M.: «My3bika» 1994, c. 179.

Translated:

And suddenly during this discussion of the prizes
Stalin turned towards the members of the Politburo
and said:

- Antisemites have turned up in our Central Com-
mittee. It is a disgrace!

-Thus It Was. Tikhon Khrennikov about His Times
and Himself. Moscow: “Muzyka” 1994, p. 179.

The Lie That Stalin Was Anti-Semitic

Snyder’s book is subtitled “Europe Between Hitler and Stalin.” He
speaks of “twelve years, between 1933 and 1945, while both Hitler
and Stalin were in power.” (vii) Hitler committed suicide in April
1945.

So why does Snyder have a chapter that deals with events in the
USSR from 1948 to 1952, when Hitler was long dead? The reason,
presumably, is that Snyder cannot find any anti-Semitism by Stalin,
the Soviet government, or pro-Soviet forces like the Polish com-
munist-led People’s Army (Armia Ludowa, AL). On the contrary: all
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the anti-Semitism between 1933 and 1945, aside from the Nazis,
was by anticommunist forces like the Polish government-in-exile,
its underground Home Army and Ukrainian nationalists. And their
anti-Semitism was immense!

Snyder supports, and is supported by, the political forces in pre-
sent-day Poland and Ukraine that are fiercely anticommunist —
Snyder approves of that — but are also anti-Semitic in their un-
guarded moments. They revere and honor the anticommunist
forces of the war and post-war period — but these forces too were
violently anti-Semitic. Snyder obviously cannot document any So-
viet anti-Semitism before 1945 or he would have done it. So Snyder
tries hard to find anti-Semitic acts by Stalin and the Soviet leader-
ship after 1945, even though this violates the parameters Snyder
himself has chosen for his book.

The final chapter in Snyder’s book is titled “Stalinist Antisemitism.”
If one is going to sustain a comparison between Hitler and Stalin, as
Snyder wishes to do, then it’s important to claim, somehow or other,
that Stalin was anti-Semitic. This is not easy to do, as the quotation
from composer Tikhon Khrennikov’s memoirs above shows. There
is much evidence that Stalin vigorously opposed anti-Semitism.
There is no evidence that Stalin was anti-Semitic and, consequently,
no reason to think that he was. But Snyder tries to “square the cir-
cle” anyway. We examine his logical contortions and falsifications
in the present chapter.

Did Stalin Murder Solomon Mikhoels?

Snyder introduces the chapter as follows:

In January 1948, Stalin was killing a Jew. Solomon
Mikhoels, the chairman of the Jewish Anti-Fascist
Committee and the director of the Moscow Yiddish
Theater, had been sent to Minsk to judge a play for
the Stalin Prize. Once arrived, he was invited to the
country house of the head of the Soviet Belarusian
state police, Lavrenty Tsanava, who had him mur-
dered, along with an inconvenient witness. Mi-
khoels’s body, crushed by a truck, was left on a
quiet street. (339)
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This is false. Stalin did not order Mikhoels to be murdered. The doc-
uments purporting to “prove” this are crude forgeries. This forgery
has been discussed in Russia for over a decade. IUrii Mukhin dis-
cussed the evidence of a forgery in Ubiystvo Stalina i Beria (2002).
Mukhin has written some absurdities in his day, but his discussion
of the “Mikhoels murder documents” is very cogent. Zhores
Medvedev, a Soviet dissident with strong anti-Stalin and anticom-
munist credentials, wrote that he does not believe the story to be
true either.! Snyder shows no familiarity with this issue whatso-
ever.2

Did Stalin’s Daughter Overhear Stalin “Covering
Up” Mikhoels’ Murder?

Svetlana Allilueva, Stalin’s daughter, overheard her
father arranging the cover story for the murder
with Tsanava: “car accident.” (340)

Here Snyder is misleading his readers by significant omission. In
1966 Svetlana Allilueva, Joseph Stalin’s only daughter, emigrated
from the USSR to the West. In her first book of memoirs, Twenty Let-
ters To A Friend, published in 1967, a year after her arrival in the
West, she wrote:

A new wave of arrests got under way at the end of

1948... Lozovsky was arrested, and Mikhoels was
killed. (196)3

A footnote to this passage in the English edition (p. 245) states that
Mikhoels “died in mysterious circumstances” in 1948.

About a year later Allilueva published a second volume of memoirs,
Only One Year (1969). Here she tells a very different story:

One day, in father’s dacha, during one of my rare
meetings with him, I entered his room when he was

1 Stalin i Evreiskaia Problema. Moscow: Izdatel’stvo ‘Prava cheloveka’, 2003, pp. 10-26.

2 My Moscow-based colleague Vladimir L. Bobrov and I have an article pending publication
that proves conclusively that the documents purporting to prove Stalin’s murder of Mi-
khoels are crude forgeries.

3 Svetlana’s chronology is confused here. There was no such clear connection among the
events she cites, for Mikhoels was killed on January 13, 1948, not at the end of the year.
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speaking to someone on the telephone. Something
was being reported to him and he was listening.
Then, as a summary of the conversation, he said,
“Well, it’s an automobile accident.” I remember so
well the way he said it: not a question but an an-
swer, an assertion. He wasn't asking; he was sug-
gesting: “an automobile accident.” When he got
through, he greeted me; and a little later he said:
“Mikhoels was Killed in an automobile accident.” (p.
154)

Had Stalin’s daughter somehow “forgotten” to mention this detail in
her earlier account? That can hardly be the case. People do not for-
get details like the involvement of their father in a murder. Nor can
people who hear only one side of a phone conversation tell whether
a person making a statement is instructing someone else, or repeat-
ing a fact just heard from the other party.

One thing is clear: in 1967 Allilueva did not yet “know” that Mi-
khoels had been murdered at all, much less that it was her father
who had murdered him. Most likely she had been “coached” during
the year between the two books. Her second volume was written
after moving to the US and befriending several virulent anti-com-
munists, some of whom she thanks in the book. No doubt it was they
who “convinced” her to put a different interpretation on what she
had heard her father say in 1948.

Despite its obvious lack of validity as evidence some writers+*,
Snyder among them, still cite Allilueva’s statement from Only One
Year while omitting any mention of her earlier statement in Twenty
Letters To A Friend. To do so is dishonesty of a high order: propa-
ganda, not scholarship.

Did Stalin Say Russians Had Been the War’s
Greatest Victims?

Given the centrality of the Second World War to the
experience of all east Europeans, in the USSR and in

4 E.g Joshua Rubenstein and Vladimir P. Naumov, Stalin’s Secret Pogrom. The Postwar Inqui-
sition of the Jewish Anti-Fascist Committee. (New Haven CT: Yale University Press, 2001), 39.
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the new satellite states, everyone in the new com-
munist Europe would have to understand that the
Russian nation had struggled and suffered like no
other. Russians would have to be the greatest vic-
tors and the greatest victims, now and forever.
(347)

Snyder does not even bother to cite any evidence to support this
false statement.

Was The Number of Soviet Jews Killed by the
Germans a “State Secret™?

The number of Jews killed by the Germans in the Soviet Un-
ion was a state secret. (342)

This statement is also false, and again Snyder does not cite any evi-
dence to supportit. (Snyder’s footnote to the paragraph that begins
with this statement is also false — he vastly understates the number
of Soviet citizens Kkilled in the war. We omit this here).

Did the Soviets Try to Hide the Fact of
Collaboration with the Germans?

[t was unmentionable that Soviet citizens had
staffed Treblinka, Sobibér, and Belzec. That the Ger-
mans needed collaborators, and found them, is not
surprising. But collaboration undermined the myth
of a united Soviet population defending the honor
of the fatherland by resisting the hated fascist in-
vader. (342-3)

Another false statement, and again Snyder cites no evidence. There
was no “myth of a united Soviet population...” Trials of collabora-
tors continued throughout the Soviet period, as did prosecutions of,
and public attacks upon, Ukrainian and other nationalists who
aided the Nazis and who found safe haven in the West.

“Some” Nationalist Partisans Were Antisemitic?

In the Baltics and Ukraine and Poland, some parti-
sans were openly anti-Semitic, and continued to use
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the Nazi tactic of associating Soviet power with
Jewry.
(344; no reference given.)

This is a vast understatement: Baltic and Ukrainian nationalists
were uniformly anti-Semitic During the German occupation they
participated in, and often initiated, mass murders of Jewish civil-
ians, often outdoing the Germans in gruesome sadism. The same
was true of most Polish nationalists, including the Home Army.

Polish Anti-Semitism

Prewar Polish society was perhaps the most anti-Semitic society in
the world. Polish Jews were not considered “Poles” and were sub-
ject to many kinds of discrimination. The Polish Catholic church
urged discrimination against Jews, the boycott of Jewish businesses,
etc.

During the war Polish civilians carried out many murderous pog-
roms against Jews. Often the Germans had nothing to do with these
attacks. Jewish memoirs repeatedly record that Polish Jews who left
the ghettos were more afraid of Poles than they were of Germans.
Polish civilians robbed, beat, and murdered Jews, and turned them
in to the Germans. This last was very important as Germans were
not familiar with the clues of Jewish identity and often could not tell
Polish Jews from Polish non-Jews. Poles were much more sensitive
to these differences and could use their ability to blackmail Jews.
Szmalcownictwo?®, the blackmailing by Polish civilians of Jews who
managed to get outside the ghetto, took place everywhere.

Polish civilians killed Jews to gain favor with the Germans, but also
to steal their victims’ possessions — homes, lands, belongings,
money, clothes — or simply because they were Jews. Sometimes re-
fined forms of torture were used. Jews were burned to death; Jewish
women and girls were often raped before being killed, and so on.

Polish nationalists are fond of pointing out the fact that Israel has
named more Poles as “Righteous Among the Nations” — persons

5 Szmalec means “lard, grease” — that is, money.
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who helped Jews during the war — than people of any other nation-
ality. But many Poles who saved Jews during the war were hounded
and persecuted by their Polish neighbors and other Poles who
learned that they had helped to save Jews. Nationalist historians
avoid this issue. Dariusz Libionka, a researcher at the Polish Center
for Holocaust Research (Centrum Badan nad Zagtadg Zydéw)
whose work Snyder cites in Bloodlands, writes:

Jak wspomina Michatl Borwicz, dyrektor Zydowskiej

Komisji Historycznej w Krakowie, po wojnie

ukrywajacy Zydoéw robili wszystko, aby ich

“zbrodnia” nie zostata ujawniona:
Zaraz po ukazaniu sie pierwszego ZKH
(Dokumenty i zbrodnie meczenstwa) zaczety
sie wizyty paradoksalne. Ludzie cytowani po
nazwisku (i to wtasnie dobroczyncy!)
przychodzili przygnebieni, z wyrzutami: Ze
publikujgc ich “zbrodnie,” [ ... ] wydajemy ich na
pastwe zemsty sasiadéw. .. i nie tylko sgsiadow.
Z kolei z podobnymi pretensjami zaczeli sie
zjawia¢ niektérzy uratowani Zydzi, wystani do
nas przez swoich dobroczyncéw. Inni jeszcze
(autorzy zeznan spisanych juz, lecz na razie
jeszcze nie ogtoszonych) przychodzili
prewencyijnie, by zabroni¢ ich ogtaszania w
przysztosci | ... ]. Staneli$my, ja i moi wspotpra-
cownicy, przed kwadraturg kota.

Translated:

Michael Borwicz, director of the Jewish Historical
Commission in Krakow, said that after the war
those who had hidden Jews did everything they
could to prevent their “crime” from being disclosed:

Immediately after the release of the first ZKH
(Documents and crimes of martyrdom) there
began to occur paradoxical visits. People quoted
by name (and mainly the benefactors [those
who had rescued Jews]!) arrived depressed,
with reproaches: that by publishing their
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“crime,” [...] we were delivering them to the
mercy of the revenge of their neighbors. ...and
not only of their neighbors. In turn, with similar
claims there began to unexpectedly appear
some rescued Jews, sent to us by their benefac-
tors. Still others (authors of written testimony
but at that time as yet not published) came pre-
ventively, to prohibit their publication in the fu-
ture [...] [ and my colleagues were faced with
the problem of squaring the circle [ i.e. of pub-
lishing the names of those who had saved Jews,
and so exposing them to danger from other
Poles, or of not publishing their names, and so
leaving their benevolence unrecognized].6

493

A Polish woman who saved Jews, Marysia Michalska, told one of
those she was hiding, that she had a “guilty conscience” for helping

her Jewish wards:
Byli tez i tacy, ktorzy z powodow religijnych
uwazali, ze nam, Zydom, wstyd pomagac¢. Na
przyktad Marysia Michalska, osoba dosy¢
kulturalna, lecz przesadnie pobozna, zawsze miata
wyrzuty sumienia, ze nam udzielita pomocy ... w
rozmowie ze mng niejednokrotnie zaznaczata, ze
modli sie, by Bég jej nie ukarat za to, ze nam
pomaga.

Translated:

There were also those who, for religious reasons
thought that it was shameful to help us Jews. For
example, Mary Michalska, a quite cultured person
but overly pious, always had a guilty conscience
that she had provided assistance to us ... in conver-
sation with me she repeatedly stressed that she was
praying that God would not punish her for having
helped us.

6 Dariusz Libionka, “Polskie piSmiennictwo na temat zorganizowanej i indywidualnej

pomocy Zydom (1945-2008),” Zagtada Zydéw 4 (2008), 23.
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- Leokadia Schmidt, Cudem przezyliSmy czas zagtady
(Warsaw: Wydawnictwo Literackie, 1983), 160.

Michalska evidently got the idea that helping Jews was sinful from
the anti-Semitic Polish Roman Catholic Church, whose influence in-
tensified the ideological anti-Semitism of the Polish elites. After the
war many Jews who returned to their homes, shops, and businesses
found them occupied by Poles who refused to leave. Many were
murdered by their Polish neighbors.

The anticommunist Polish underground that carried out terrorist
activity for years after the war also targeted Jews as well as Soviet
soldiers and officials, Polish communists, and anyone whom they
deemed unpatriotic. Jewish survivors record Home Army units af-
ter the war stopping trains, taking the Jewish passengers off and
shooting them.

The Center for Holocaust Research (Centrum Badan nad Zagtada
Zydéw) in Warsaw has published many books and journal articles
detailing horrific acts of anti-Semitic violence by Polish civilians and
by the Home Army. Polish-American professor Jan Thomasz Gross,
a highly anticommunist author, has published a number of books in
English detailing Polish anti-Semitism during and after the war that
have brought this question to the attention of persons who are not
specialists in Polish history.

A recent and very useful account drawn from the works of the Cen-
trum, of Gross, of memoirs of Polish Jews, and other sources, is by
Stefan Zgliczynski, Jak Polacy Niemcom Zydéw Mordowaé Pomagali
- “How Poles Helped Germans Murder Jews.” The title is misleading,
however, as most of the accounts in the book deal with Poles, both
partisans and civilians, murdering Jews on their own initiative with-
out any encouragement or assistance, much less orders, from Ger-
mans. Zgliczynski, who is the editor of the Polish edition of the
French journal Le monde diplomatique, concludes his book with this
damning statement:

Dlatego tez logika kaze zada¢ pytanie: z kim przede
wszystkim walczyli Polacy podczas ostatniej wojny - z
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okupantem, czy tez ze swoimi zydowskimi sgsiadami i
wspotobywatelami?

Translated:

Therefore, logic forces us to ask the question: against whom,
above all, did Poles fight during the last war — against the
occupier or also against their Jewish neighbors and fellow
citizens? (265)
Zgliczynski’s book serves as an accessible introduction to the large
body of research by scholars from the Centrum and of other works
such as memoir literature that is available only in Polish. Someone
really should translate it.

Most Jews in the former “Kresy,” as Western Belorussia and West-
ern Ukraine were called by the Polish imperialists, welcomed the
Red Army enthusiastically. There were many Jews in the Red Army,
the NKVD (Soviet political police) and the Soviet administrative or-
gans. Likewise, Jewish escapees from the ghettos and Jewish parti-
sans joined the Soviet-backed People’s Army (AL), while the Home
Army rejected them at best and often murdered them. After the war
the communist administration arrested, tried, and punished Poles
who participated in pogroms against Jews.

Polish nationalists today do their best to minimize Polish anti-Sem-
itism by ignoring it; by falsely claiming that the Germans “insti-
gated” pogroms by Polish civilians; or by blaming the Jews them-
selves for being “disloyal” to Poland. Polish nationalists never dis-
cuss the official racism against Jews by the prewar Polish govern-
ment; the role of the Polish schools and Roman Catholic church
leadership in actively promoting anti-Semitic ideas; or the admira-
tion of many in the Polish elite for Adolf Hitler’s anti-Jewish cam-
paigns. Why any Polish Jews should have been loyal to the racist
Polish state is the real question, never explained.

Discussion of the official anti-Semitism under the Second Polish Re-
public, in the Home Army and other Polish formations during and
after the war, and of the phenomenal level of anti-Semitism among
the Polish population makes the Soviet Union and communist Poles
look very good by comparison.
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Who Was Harmed By Soviet “Occupation”?

No Soviet account of the war could note one of its
central facts: German and Soviet occupation to-
gether was worse than German occupation alone.
(344)

This has to be one of the most cynical statements in this highly dis-
honest book. Snyder makes no argument and cites no evidence to
support it. The reality is just the opposite: German and Soviet occu-
pation together was far, far better than German occupation alone.
Had the Soviets not driven the Germans out, the Germans would
have killed not just the millions of Poles and Soviet citizens they did
kill, but almost all of them. That was Hitler’s expressed aim.

The Soviet retaking of areas formerly occupied by the Germans was
certainly far better for Jews, communists, and all those who were
fighting or resisting the German occupation. The Red Army saved
the majority of Poles, Belorussians, Ukrainians, Russians, and Jews
from annihilation or at best slave labor.” For example, most of the
members of the anticommunist Home Army surrendered in early
1945 when ordered to do so by the London Polish government, and
either lived peacefully in postwar Poland or chose to emigrate. Had
the Red Army not liberated Poland the Germans would eventually
have captured and killed them.

In the article cited previously Grzegorz Motyka, an anticommunist
and a researcher whose work Snyder recommends, says that it was
the Red Army that stopped the pro-Nazi Ukrainian Nationalists
from slaughtering even more Polish civilians and that thousands of
Poles joined the pro-Soviet partisan movement as a result.

Of course, the Soviet occupation was indeed “worse” for some peo-
ple. For Poles who were prosecuted for anti-Semitic and/or anti-
communist crimes. For those who had collaborated with the Ger-
mans — though it is not clear how many of even these Poles would
have survived if Germany had won the war. For those who fought in

7 See the Nazi “Generalplan Ost,” now online at http://gplanost.x-berg.de/gplanosthtml In
Russian translation at http://vk.com/doc-37298103_133818250?d1=a63272a28cd2d43eb8
(accessed February 10, 2014)
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or supported the underground anticommunist terrorist move-
ments.

In short, the Soviet occupation was worse for fascists, anti-Semites,
and those who fought for the restoration of capitalism. The political
tendency of Bloodlands is aimed to please these very forces, who are
honored as “freedom fighters” by today’s nationalists in Poland, the
Baltics, Ukraine, and to a lesser extent in Belarus.

“The Big Lie” Yet Again: “Soviet Invasion of
Poland,” “Soviet Alliance with Germany”

The whole Soviet idea of the Great Patriotic War
was premised on the view that the war began in
1941, when Germany invaded the USSR, not in
1939, when Germany and the Soviet Union together
invaded Poland. In other words, in the official story,
the territories absorbed as a result of Soviet aggres-
sion in 1939 had to be considered as somehow al-
ways having been Soviet, rather than as the booty
of a war that Stalin had helped Hitler to begin. Oth-
erwise the Soviet Union would figure as one of the
two powers that started the war, as one of the ag-
gressors, which was obviously unacceptable. (344;
no reference given)

And:

The Soviet citizens who suffered most in the war had been
brought by force under Soviet rule right before the Germans
came—as a result of a Soviet alliance with Nazi Germany.

“Also to be forgotten was that the Soviet Union had been al-
lied to Nazi Germany when the war began in 1939... (345)

This falsehood is crucial to Snyder’s thesis. We have thoroughly dis-
cussed it earlier in the present book. We have shown exhaustively
in previous chapters that there was no “alliance” with Nazi Germany
and no “Soviet aggression.” Apparently Snyder thinks that his read-
ers will believe this falsehood if he repeats it often enough. This is
the technique of mind-numbing repetition called “the Big Lie” that
Adolf Hitler advocated in Mein Kampf.
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The following sentence begs for a little more comment:

...in the official story, the territories absorbed as a
result of Soviet aggression in 1939 had to be con-
sidered as somehow always having been Soviet, ra-
ther than as the booty of a war that Stalin had
helped Hitler to begin.

Snyder is referring to Western Ukraine and Western Belorussia,
which had been “the booty of a war” all right — the booty of the
Polish imperialist invasion of Russia in 1919-1921. Poland had
taken these lands by force then, and lost them again in 1939. Evi-
dently Snyder hopes that his readers will be ignorant of this history.

And of course it was not Stalin who had “helped Hitler to begin” the
war. The British, French, and Polish governments did that. They en-
couraged Hitler’s aggression with the Munich Accord. Then they
torpedoed collective security against Hitler despite the Soviets’
struggle to convince them of its necessity. We have discussed this,
with evidence, in previous chapters.

Was There Official Anti-Semitism in the USSR
After World War 11?

In late 1948 and early 1949, public life in the Soviet
Union veered toward anti-Semitism. The new line
was set, indirectly but discernibly, by Pravda on 28
January 1949. An article on “unpatriotic theater
critics,” who were “bearers of stateless cosmopoli-
tanism,” began a campaign of denunciation of Jews
in every sphere of professional life. Pravda purged
itself of Jews in early March. Jewish officers were
cashiered from the Red Army and Jewish activists
removed from leadership positions in the com-
munist party. ...Jewish writers who had taken an in-
terest in Yiddish culture or in the German murder
of Jews found themselves under arrest. As Gross-
man recalled, “Throughout the whole of the USSR it
seemed that only Jews thieved and took bribes, only
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Jews were criminally indifferent towards the suffer-
ings of the sick, and only Jews published vicious or
badly written books.”12 (348)

Sources (n. 12 p. 502):
*“On the Pravda article, see Kostyrchenko, Shadows, 152.”

* “On the decreased number of Jews in high party positions
(thirteen percent to four percent from 1945 to 1952), see
Kostyrchenko, Gosudarstvennyi antisemitizm, 352.”

* “The Grossman quotation is from Chandler’s translation of
Everything Flows.

The Pravda editorial discussed by Kostyrchenko was written by
Aleksandr A. Fadeev, General Secretary of the Writers Union, and
David I. Zaslavskii, a longtime editor of Pravda and of Jewish back-
ground himself. The article is available online at a number of
places.8 Many, though not all, of the theatre critics who are criticized
in it do have recognizably Jewish names. But that in itself does not
make the article anti-Semitic, despite the claims of Kostyrchenko
and others. It's impossible to criticize anyone without mentioning
that person’s name. It is not anti-Semitic to criticize a Jewish writer.
And the criticism in the Pravda editorial is not anti-Semitic at all.
Rather, it is directed against criticism that belittled Soviet culture in
comparison to Western European culture.

By 1952 the percentage of persons “of Jewish origin” in Party or-
ganizations had indeed declined to approximately the percentage of
Jews in the Soviet population (the correct reference is to the table
in Kostyrchenko, Gosudarstvennyi antisemitizm pp. 353-355). But
this is not evidence of anti-Semitism either. Previously the percent-
age of Jews in high positions in the Party and cultural spheres had
been two or more times their proportion in the population. The
large-scale overrepresentation of Jews in these fields was only pos-
sible if other nationalities were seriously underrepresented. Reduc-
ing the percentage of Jews was inevitable as the percentage of other
nationalities was increased.

8 At http://www.alexanderyakovlev.org/fond/issues-doc/69512 and
http://www.ihst.ru/projects/sohist/books/cosmopolit/100.htm
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[t was also inevitable that there would be an increase in anti-Semi-
tism in the USSR after the war. Tens of millions of Soviet citizens
had lived for several years under German occupation and been sub-
ject to an unprecedented barrage of Nazi anti-Semitic propaganda.
Nationalists among the Baltic, Belorussian, and Ukrainian popula-
tion had promoted anti-Semitism too, often more vehemently than
the Germans did. This was bound to leave its mark on postwar So-
viet society. But Snyder is not discussing this anti-Semitism.

Stalin Opposed Anti-Semitism
In the paragraph cited above, Snyder writes:

A few dozen Jewish poets and novelists who used
Russian literary pseudonyms found their real or
prior names published in parentheses. (348)

This is true — and it was Stalin himself who reacted vehemently
against it. Stalin opposed the publication of Jewish names after the
“pen” names of authors. Noted Soviet author, war correspondent,
and editor of literary journals Konstantin Simonov records the fol-
lowing:

- [louemy MaJiblieB, a B CKOOKaX CTOUT POBUHCKUI?

B yeMm fieno? Jlo kKakux nop 3To 6yAeT

npoJio/iKkaThesA? B npoiioM rosy y»e roBopu/in

Ha 3Ty TEMY, 3alPeTU/IM IPeJCTaBASITh Ha

IpeMHIo, yKa3biBas iBOMHbIe paMuIny. 3aueM 3TO

JenaeTcs? 3aueM NUlIeTcs ABOWHas GaMuaus?

Ecsiv yesioBek u36paJ cebe TUTEPATYPHBIN

NICEBJOHUM - 3TO €ro IPaBo, He Oy/ieM yxKe

rOBOPUTH HU O YeM JIpyroM, IpocTo 06

3JIeMeHTAapHOM NPUJINYUU. Yesl0BeK UMeeT IPaBo

nycaTh N0/, TEM ICEBJLOHUMOM, KOTOPbIH OH cebe

u36pas. Ho, BUAMMO, KOMY-TO PUSTHO

IO/IYEePKHYTb, UTO ¥ 3TOr0 Yesi0BeKa JIBOMHas

baMuIus, NoAYEepKHYTh, UTO 3TO eBpel. 3ayeM 3To

noJf4yepKuBaTh? 3a4eM 3TO AesaTh? 3adyeM

HacaxaaTb aHTUceMUTHU3M? KoMy aTo Hazj0?

YesioBeKa HaJl0 MUCATh [0/ TOU GaMUIHEN, IO/

KOTOpOU OH cebsi muuIeT caM. YesI0OBEK X0UeT
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“MeTh nceBJoHUM. OH cebs OlyIIaeT TakK, KaK 3TO
JIJIsl HEF'O CaMOr0 eCTECTBEHHO. 3a4eM Ke ero
TSAHYTb, TAIIUTh Ha3aj? o

Translated:

Why ‘Mal’tsev’, and then ‘Rovinskii’ in parentheses?
What's going on here? How long is this going to
continue? ... Why is this being done? We already
spoke about this last year, forbidding double last
names in works presented for the [Stalin] prize.
Why write a double last name? If a person has cho-
sen a literary pseudonym — that’s his right. We're
not speaking of anything other than elementary de-
cency. A person has the right to write under a pseu-
donym he has chosen for himself. But, obviously,
somebody wants to emphasize that this person has
a double name, to emphasize that he is a Jew. Why
emphasize that? Why do that? Why spread anti-
Semitism? Who benefits from that? We must write
down a person with the surname that the person
himself has chosen. A person wishes to have a pseu-
donym; he himself feels that this is natural for him.
So why pull him, drag him back?

Simonov’s book and this quotation are well known to students of
Soviet history. If Snyder is ignorant of it he is unqualified to write
about the subject. If he does know about it but kept it from his read-
ers he is being deliberately dishonest. Stalin made other remarks
after the war showing that he personally opposed anti-Semitism.

Snyder cites no evidence that “Jewish officers were dismissed from
the Red Army” because they were Jewish or that “Jewish writers...
found themselves under arrest.” These are serious allegations. If
they were made against, say, the American government we would
demand evidence. Perhaps Snyder is counting on reflexive, “knee-
jerk” anti-Stalinism among his readers to blind them to the absence
of any evidence?

9 Konstantin Simonov. Glazami cheloveka moego pokoleniya. Moscow: Novosti, 1988, p. 216.
Also online at http://www.hrono.info/libris/lib_s/simonov16.php
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The Grossman quotation is from a novel written years after Stalin’s
death. A quotation from a novel is not documentation of an histori-
cal fact. Grossman himself was a tragic case of the consequences of
Khrushchev’s lies about Stalin and the Stalin years. And the reader
should be clear on this point: Khrushchev’s “Secret Speech” was de-
liberately falsified from beginning to end.10 Grossman believed
these slanders and incorporated Khrushchev’s false history of the
USSR into the book Snyder cites, Everything Flows (Vsio techiot). In
it the protagonist accepts Khrushchev’s false “revelations” about
the Stalin years at face value and decides that all the years of com-
munism have been a cruel hoax, the defendants in the Moscow Tri-
als innocent, and so forth.

Grossman’s translator, Robert Chandler, believes this false history
himself and has said that Grossman’s novels are important “as his-
tory.”11 Quite the opposite is the case. Grossman believed Khrush-
chev’s lies and built his novel around them. Many people would con-
clude that this ruins Grossman'’s novel, for the novel is constructed
entirely around Khrushchev’s politics. If he had known Khrush-
chev’s “revelations” were lies Grossman would never have written
this novel in the first place! But many more people than just Gross-
man were duped and disillusioned by Khrushchev’s lies.

Snyder writes:

Jews across the Soviet Union were in a state of dis-
tress. The MGB reported the anxieties of the Jews in
Soviet Ukraine, who understood that the policy
must come from the top, and worried that “no one
can say what form this is going to take.” Only five

10 See Furr, Khrushchev Lied. The English version of this book was not published until 2011,
after Bloodlands. But the Russian version was published in 2007, long before Bloodlands.
['poBep @epp. AHTHUCTANUMHCKAsA TOA/I0CTh. M.: Anroptum. 2007. Republished as Tenu XX-
ro Cbhe3/ia, UM aHTUCTAJIMHCKAs NoAJ10CTh. M.: dkcMo-AnroputM, 2010. Snyder should
have known about it.

11 See Chandler’s remarks in the following interview at BookSerf: “BS... Does it matter what
we call different sections of Everything Flows, history or fiction? RC: No, I don’t think it mat-
ters.” At http://thebookserf.blogspot.com/2010/01/everything-flows-by-vasily-gross-
man.html Also, email of Robert Chandler of March 4, 2010.
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years had passed since the end of the German occu-
pation. For that matter, only eleven years had
passed since the end of the Great Terror.13 (348)

Source (n. 13 p. 502): “... For the MGB report, see Kostyrchenko,
Gosudarstvennyi antisemitizm, 327.”

The letter in question!2 does indeed show that some Jewish nation-
alists in the Western Ukrainian city of Chernovtsy reacted nega-
tively to the line on Soviet patriotism of the anti-cosmopolitan cam-
paign. However, according to the letter, not all the Jewish figures
quoted considered it anti-Semitic. Some of them simply thought it
was anti-Marxist. Benjamin Pinkus, Professor of Jewish History at
the Ben-Gurion University in Israel, states that: ...”It is important to
emphasise that in these attacks [the anti-cosmopolitanism cam-
paign] there was no anti-Jewish tone, either explicitly or implic-
itly.”13

The “Berlin Blockade”

Snyder gives the following brief account of the “Berlin Blockade”:

The western Allies had announced that they would
introduce a new German currency, the Deutsch-
mark, in the zones they controlled. The Soviets
blockaded West Berlin, with the evident goal of
forcing West Berliners to accept supplies from the
Soviets, and thus accept Soviet control of their soci-
ety. The Americans then undertook to supply the
isolated city by air, which Moscow claimed could
never work. In May 1949, the Soviets had to give up
the blockade. The Americans, along with the British,
proved capable of supplying thousands of tons of

12 Online at http://www.alexanderyakovlev.org/fond/issues-doc/68642

13 The Jews of the Soviet Union: The History of a National Minority. Cambridge University
Press, 1989, p 152. Pinkus shows that some Jews “took an active part in the anti-cosmopoli-
tanism campaign.” (157) Pinkus also argues that Jewish writers were attacked more fre-
quently and perhaps more intensely. So the anti-cosmopolitan campaign may not have been
entirely free of anti-Semitism. But it was not official anti-Semitism.



504 Blood Lies

supplies by air every day. In this one action, good-
will, prosperity, and power were all on display.
(349)

This is false. “Soviet control of their society” was not at all the Soviet
“goal.” Even Snyder does not claim he can demonstrate this, calling
it “the evident goal.” Snyder has distorted what the Berlin crisis was
all about. Historian Geoffrey Roberts describes it as follows:

Although termed a “blockade” by the West, the So-
viet action consisted of a limited set of restrictions
on land access to the Western sectors of Berlin from
West Germany. It did not preclude supplies to West
Berlin from the Soviet zone of occupation, which
continued to trickle into the city, nor was air access
prohibited — hence the famous airlift.

The goal of Stalin’s pressure tactics was to force the
Western allies to rescind their London communiqué
and return to the CFM [Council of Foreign Minis-
ters] negotiating forum. Stalin was quite frank
about his aim in two conversations he held with the
British, French, and American ambassadors in Au-
gust 1948. In January 1949 Stalin made this posi-
tion public when he agreed with a Western inter-
viewer that the blockade would be lifted if the West
agreed to convene another CFM session devoted to
the German question. In May 1949 the blockade
was lifted when the Western powers agreed to re-
convene the CFM in Paris.1*

Smyder does not mention the fact that it was the Soviet Union that
offered to reunite Germany — something all Germans wanted —
but the Western Allies refused.

14 Roberts, Molotov. Stalin’s Cold Warrior (Dulles, VA: Potomac Books, 2012), 118-9.
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Snyder Falsifies — Again — About Litvinov’s
Dismissal

He [Molotov] had been appointed to the job [Soviet
Foreign Minister] in 1939, in part because he (un-
like his predecessor Litvinov) was not Jewish, and
Stalin had then needed someone with whom Hitler
would negotiate. (351)

We have exposed this falsehood in a previous chapter. There is no
evidence to support it. It seems that Molotov was appointed be-
cause Stalin wanted desperately to conclude a treaty for mutual de-
fense not with Hitler but with the West, and Molotov was the person
closest to him.

[t was very dangerous to be a Jew in postwar Po-
land—though no more so than to be a Ukrainian or
a German or a Pole in the anti-communist under-
ground. (352)

This is a striking admission by Snyder, though he appears to be un-
aware he has made it. Snyder is comparing the situation of Jewish
civilians, who he admits were subject to murderous anti-Semitic
pogroms by Poles in Poland, to armed terrorists who were of course
being hunted by the police.

Many of these terrorists had collaborated with the Germans —
some Home Army men had done this, as had virtually all the Ukrain-
ians and Germans in what Snyder calls “the anti-communist under-
ground.” Many of them had participated in the Holocaust and/or
themselves taken part in the murder of Polish, Ukrainian, and Rus-
sian civilians. It was right that it be “dangerous” for them, just as it
was wrong that there was so much Polish anti-Semitism that it was
dangerous for Jews in Poland.

In this passage and in fact throughout Bloodlands Snyder is clearly
doing propaganda work for — “rehabilitating” — pro-Nazi, anti-Se-
mitic forces in Eastern Europe who are considered “heroes” by to-
day’s right-wing Eastern European nationalists. Of course these
forces were also anti-Soviet, which is the reason Snyder minimizes
their crimes.
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In 2013 Poland declared a holiday in honor of the “Doomed Sol-
diers” (in Polish, “Zotnierze wykleci”) of the Polish anticommunist
underground, proclaiming them to be “heroes.” A Ukrainian news-
paper has this to say about them:

“IIpoksisATi coiaTH”: HACTaB Yyac 6aYUTU repoiB
TaKUMHU, IKHMU BOHU OYJIH

[TapsamenT [losbLli NiATpUMaB HaZl@aHHS CTATyCy
HallioHaJIbHOTO CBSITA JHIO NaM'sITi T.3B.
“NPOKJSATHX CONAATIB” - yUaCHUKIB
AHTUPAASAHCbKOI0 36poiHOro nifgniais B 1940-
1950-Ti pp. Cepef, HuX € i Ti, XTO BijBEPTO
CIiBIpaLl0BaB 3 HALUMCTAMY, 1 Ti, XTO N10-3BipAYOMY
BOMBAB MUPHHUX yKpaiHILiB.15

Translated:

“Doomed Soldiers” [more accurately, “damned sol-
diers”] — The Time Has Come to See These Heroes
As They Really Were

The Parliament of Poland had supported the pro-
posal for the status of a national holiday to the day
of memory of the so-called “Doomed Soldiers” —
the participants in the anti-Soviet armed under-
ground of the 1940s and 1950s. Among them are
those who openly collaborated with the Nazis and
those who viciously killed peaceful Ukrainians.

Snyder does not mention the fact that the Soviets and pro-Soviet
Poles actively persecuted anti-Semites. For example, the perpetra-
tors of the murderous pogram of Jews in Kielce, Poland, in July 1946
were captured, tried, convicted, and executed within a month of
their crime.

15 http://www.istpravda.com.ua/digest/2011/03/7/29916/ The reader will recall that an-
ticommunist historian Motyka states that Ukrainian partisans murdered 100,000 or more
peaceful Poles in the Volhynian Massacres.
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Did the Polish Communists Claim that Only
Communists Led the Warsaw Ghetto Revolt?

All resistance to fascism was by definition led by
communists; if it was not led by communists, then it
was not resistance. The history of the Warsaw
Ghetto Uprising of 1943 had to be rewritten such
that communists could be seen as leading Polish
Jews—just as they were supposedly leading the
Polish anti-Nazi resistance generally. In the politi-
cally acceptable history of the Second World War,
the resistance in the ghetto had little to do with the
mass murder of Jews, and much to do with the
courage of communists. This fundamental shift of
emphasis obscured the Jewish experience of the
war, as the Holocaust became nothing more than an
instance of fascism. It was precisely Jewish com-
munists who had to develop and communicate
these misrepresentations, so that they could not be
charged with attending to Jewish rather than Polish
goals. In order to seem like plausible Polish com-
munist leaders, Jewish communists had to delete
from history the single most important example of
Jews resisting Nazis from Jewish motivations. The
bait in Stalin’s political trap was left by Hitler.22
(322)

Source (n. 22 p. 502): Shore, “Jezyk,” 60.

This is contradicted by Snyder’s own source. According to Marci
Shore Jewish historians did not “delete” the Warsaw Ghetto Upris-
ing from history but continued to celebrate it every year while
downplaying the role of the Zionists and exaggerating that of the
Communists.
Shore, “Jezyk,” 60:
W ten sposo6b zakonczyta sie pewna epoka. Co roku
komunis$ci - z Zachariaszem na czele - obchodzili
rocznice powstania. Nie byto juz zadnej wzmianki o
syjonistach. Generalnie chodzito tu o proces, w
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ktérym komunisci zydowscy zdradzali
syjonistyczng lewice, swoich bytych towarzyszy.

Translated:

Thus ended an era. Every year the communists,
with Zacharias in charge, celebrated the anniver-
sary. There was no longer any mention of Zionists.
Generally, this meant a process in which Jewish
Communists betrayed the Zionist left, their former
comrades.

Po wyjedzie Hermana i innych syjonistéw, Ber Mark
stat sie autorem oficjalnej historii powstania w
getcie warszawskim. Wedtug cenzora: “Tow.
Markowi udato sie przeprowadzi¢ w swej pracy
stuszng polityczno-ideologiczna linie ... Tow. Mark
przeprowadza w swej pracy te linie zasadnicza, ze
jedynag site, ktora rzucita hasto walki, ze jedynym
czynnikiem, ktéry zorganizowat i kierowat ruchem
oporu w getcie — byta PPRi GL.”

Translated:

After the departure of Herman and other Zionists,
Ber Mark was the author of the official history of
the Warsaw ghetto uprising. According to the cen-
sor: “Comrade Mark carried out in his work the le-
gitimate political and ideological line ... Comrade
Mark carries out in his work in this line of principle
that the only force which threw the signal for the
fight that the only factor that organized and di-
rected resistance in the Ghetto, was the PPR and the
GL [the Polish Workers Party and the Gardia Lu-
dowa, communist groups].”

But there is reason to doubt the truth of Shore’s statement here. Ber
Mark’s official history, Powstanie w getcie warszawskim, published
in Polish in 1959, was published in English translation in 1975. Here
are two short passages from the early pages of that book, Uprising
in the Warsaw Ghetto:
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[ts [the Anti-Fascist Bloc’s] member bodies were
the Polish Workers Party (P.P.R.), Hashomer Hat-
zair, Left and Right Labor Zionists, and Hechalutz.
(5)
Commander-in-chief [of the Jewish Fighting Organi-
zation] was [Mordechai] Anielewicz, a twenty-four-
year-old Hashomer Hatzair activist. Other members
were Hersz Berlinski (Left Labor Zionist), Marek
Edelman (Jewish Labor Bund), Itzhak Cukierman
(Hechalutz), and Michal Roisenfeld (Polish Workers
Party). (6)

Here is one final passage to show that Mark did not neglect the Zi-

onists in the rest of the book:

In brief, here [at Mila 18] were the mind and heart

of the Uprising: the leaderships of the Jewish

Fighting Organization, Hashomer Hatzair, and the

Communists; plus activists and commanders in

D’ror (a Zionist group), the Jewish Labor Bund, and

Akiva. (72)
The issue here is not how historically accurate Mark’s depiction is.
Snyder claims that the postwar communist version of the Warsaw
Ghetto uprising portrayed communists as in the lead. Snyder’s
source Shore claims that Ber Mark wrote that “the only factor that
organized and directed resistence in the Ghetto was the PPR and
GL.” These quotations from Ber Mark ’s book prove that this is not
true. Mark mentions the communists prominently but often men-
tions Zionist and other non-communist Jewish forces first. Moreo-
ver, Mark does not show communists as the leaders of the Uprising,
as Shore claims.

Snyder then again claims, without evidence, that Stalin was anti-Se-
mitic:

This was Polish-Jewish Stalinist self-defense from

Stalin’s own anti-Semitism. (356)
Another blatant falsehood by Snyder. As we have seen and will see
again, Stalin was not in the least “anti-Semitic” and Snyder has no
evidence that he was.
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According to Zhores Medvedev,

AnTtucemutnsm CTajuHa, 0 KOTOPOM MOKHO
MPOYUTATh NMOYTH BO BCEX ero 6Horpadusx, He ObLI
HU PEJINTUO3HBIM, HU 3THUYECKUM, HU GBITOBBIM.
OH 6b1J1 OJIUTUYECKUM U IPOSIBJISAICA B popme
AHTHCHOHHU3Ma, a He 10/10po6Un.

Translated:

Stalin’s anti-Semitism, about which one reads in al-

most all of his biographies, was not based on reli-

gion, or race, or culture. It was political and ex-

pressed itself in the form of anti-Zionism, and not of

racial anti-Semitism [iudofobii].16
Here Medvedev takes the position that opposition to Zionism is
“anti-Semitic.” Of course this is wrong. Many Jews, including Israeli
Jews, are strongly anti-Zionist. Aside from this issue Medvedev
states that there is no evidence that Stalin was anti-Semitic. Anti-
communist writers routinely claim that he was. Snyder is one of
these.

Again Snyder Claims Stalin “Slandered the Home
Army and the Warsaw Uprising”

The associated slander of the Home Army and the
Warsaw Uprising of 1944 was an easy labor. Since
it had not been led by communists, it could not have
been an uprising. Since the Home Army soldiers
were not communists, they were reactionaries, act-
ing against the interests of the toiling masses. The
Polish patriots who died seeking to liberate their
capital were fascists, little better than Hitler. The
Home Army, which had fought the Germans with
much greater determination than the Polish com-
munists, was a “bespittled dwarf of reaction.”23
(356)

16 Stalin i evreiskaia problema, p. 92.
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n. 23: This was part of the slogan of one of the more
striking propaganda posters, executed by Wtodzim-
ierz Zakrzewski.l7

This is false. The communists never called the fighters of the War-
saw Uprising “fascists” and Snyder cannot cite any evidence that
they did so. Furthermore, many communists also fought in the War-
saw Uprising.

As we have discussed in an earlier chapter, it was not only Stalin
and the communists but General Anders, Jan Ciechanowski, and
many other anticommunist Poles thought the Warsaw Uprising of
1944 was a “crime.” The criminals were the Home Army leadership,
not the ordinary fighters. Many other non-communist Poles came to
think the same thing, since the Uprising predictably led only to dis-
aster.

There is no question that the Home Army fought to restore prewar
Poland, a violent, imperialist regime, racist against Jews, Ukraini-
ans, and Belorussians, and hostile even to the Polish trade union
movement. Snyder cites no evidence at all for his claim that the
Home Army fought the Germans “with much greater determination
than the Polish communists” of the People’s Army. Moreover, here
Snyder seems to forget that he has already claimed that the activity
of pro-Soviet partisans against the Germans simply brought down
German violence upon the local population. To the extent the Home
Army fought the Germans their actions would have the same effect.

Snyder omits to inform his readers that the Home Army was con-
spiring with the German military against the communist forces. Nor
does he mention that the Home Army hunted down and killed Jews,
including Jews who escaped from the Warsaw Ghetto Uprising, and
collaborated with the Nazis against the Red Army.

17 The Zakrzewski poster, “The giant and the bespittled dwarf of reaction,” may be viewed
here: http://artyzm.com/obraz.php?id=5569 The “giant” in the poster is either a People’s
Army (Armia Ludowa) fighter or a Polish Army (Wojsko Polskie) man, and the “bespittled
dwarf of reaction” is the AK. The AK attacked and killed pro-Soviet partisans and Jews gen-
erally, and had collaborated with the Nazis, so it is neither surprising or unjust that the
communists attacked it as “reactionary.”
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Should Stalin Have Left Terrorists Alone Because
A Few Of Them Had Once Tried to Save Jews?

Berman, a very intelligent man, understood all of
this as well as anyone could, and he brought these
premises to their logical conclusions. He presided
over a security apparatus that arrested members of
the Home Army who had accepted the special as-
signment of saving Jews. (357)

This is a dishonest statement. Snyder apparently wishes to imply
that Polish communist security arrested some Home Army men be-
cause they had been assigned to save Jews. Snyder does not say this
in plain language, because it is untrue. Does he then wish to imply
that “accepting the special assignment of saving Jews” should have
exempted them from arrest no matter what else they did?

Snyder gives no note or citation of evidence for this statement. He
does not tell us the names of any of these Home Army men. But one
of them — if not the only one — was Witold Pilecki. Pilecki did in-
deed struggle to save Jews. But he also remained in post-war Poland
as a leader of the violent underground terrorist Home Army which
murdered thousands of Poles, Jews, and Soviet citizens.

This is what he was tried and executed for in 1948. No country, cap-
italist or communist, permits underground terrorists to roam and
murder freely. Zgliczynski’s book gives many examples of wartime
and, especially, of post-war murders of Jews, communists, Soviet
citizens, and others by underground terrorists of the Home Army,
the NSZ (Narodowe Sity Zbrojne, “National Armed Forces”). There
is at least one book that gives names and details about more than
one thousand members and veterans of the pro-communist Peo-
ple’s Army (Armia Ludowa, AL) murdered by these underground
anticommunist “nationalist” groups after the war’s end.18

18 Zotnierze Armii Ludowej polegli i zamordowani przez podziemie zbrojne po wyzwoleniu
kraju. Warsaw: Wydawca Rada Krajowa Zotnierzy Armii Krajowej przy ZG Zwigzku
Kombatantéw RP i b. WieZniéw Politycznych, 1997. Some excerpts from this book, very
hard to find outside Poland, are online at http://poczmanski-
wieslaw.blog.pl/2013/09/05/w-trosce-o-dobre-imie-prezydenta-iii-rp/ and a few other
sites (accessed March 22 2014).
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Snyder Lies About Purge of the Polish Communist
Party

Polish communists who were in power in the late
1940s usually knew, from personal experience, just
what had happened to their comrades in the 1930s.
Back then, Stalin had sent a signal; Polish com-
munists had duly denounced each other, which led
to mass murder, and the end of the party itself....30
(359)

Source (n. 30 p. 503): “This explanation of the absence of a com-
munist blood purge in Poland can be found inter alia in Luks,
“Briiche,” 47. One Polish communist leader apparently murdered
another during the war; this too might have bred caution.”

Evidently Snyder has invented this falsehood. There has never been
any evidence that Stalin gave such a “signal.” Luks, “Briiche,” — the
correct page reference to it is p. 43, not p. 47 — says nothing about
a “signal” from Stalin, about “Polish communists duly denouncing
each other,” “mass murder,” or anything of the kind.

The “Doctors’ Plot”

Snyder spends more space on this event than on any other in this
chapter. He gets virtually everything wrong, as he has so many
times before. It is hard to believe that Snyder has studied the Doc-
tors’ Plot himself. He appears to rely instead on the extremely anti-
communist and incompetent secondary accounts by Brent and
Naumov, and by Arno Lustiger. But Snyder, not they, is responsible
for what goes into his book.

Shcherbakov had died the day after he had insisted,

against doctors’ orders, on taking part in a Victory

Day parade. (363)
Source (n. 39 p. 503): “On the Victory Day parade, see Branden-
berger, “Last Crime,” 193.”
Brandenberger simply repeats what Brent/Naumov say: that
Shcherbakov ignored the doctors’ advice to remain in bed — he had
suffered a heart attack on December 1944 — and instead went out
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to view the Victory Day celebrations and died of another heart at-
tack the next day, May 10, 1945. But neither Branderberger nor
Brent/Naumov cite any evidence for their contention that Shcher-
bakov ignored the doctors’ advice.

AN. Ponomarev, author of the only full-length biography of Shcher-
bakov, had access to evidence from the Moscow Party archive and
from the Shcherbakov family. Ponomarev states that Shcherbakov
went to the celebration with his doctors’ permission:

BeuepoMm (Bpa4yu He Bo3pakasiM) AjieKCaHzp
CepreeBUY B COIPOBOXKIEHUH XKeHbI TpHUeXxas C
JlauM B CTOJIUILY, TOGBIBAJ HA YJIMILAX U MJIOMIA/SX,
MopasoBaJsICs BMeCTe C MOCKBUYaMH
JOJITOXKJaHHOU nobene.1®

Translated:

In the evening (the doctors did not object) Ale-
ksandr Sergeevich together with his wife drove
from his dacha to the capital, spent a while on the
streets and in the squares, rejoicing together with
the Muscovites over the long-awaited victory. (Em-
phasis added.)

Ponomarev is honest enough to admit that he is not certain about
this, since the testimony came years a few years later during the in-
vestigation of the Doctors’ Plot. How, then, can Brandenberger,
Brent/Naumov, and Snyder claim without qualification that Shcher-
bakov’s doctors did object?

In the case of Zhdanov things are clearer, and again Snyder gets
them wrong:

Zhdanov, too, had ignored doctors’ orders to rest.
(363)

This can only be a deliberate falsehood either by Snyder or by his
source. Snyder cites the Brent/Naumov book so he must know that
even this dishonest book discusses how the doctors in charge of

19 A.N. Ponomarev. Aleksandr Shcherbakov. Stranitsy biografii. M: 1zd. Glavarkhiva Moskvy,
2004, p. 275.
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treating Zhdanov allowed him to leave his bed and walk around de-
spite the fact that the consulting cardiologist, Dr. Lidia Timashulk,
determined that Zhdanov had suffered a recent heart attack and
recommended strict bed rest.

There Really Was a “Doctors’ Plot” Against
Zhdanov

In fact there was indeed a conspiracy among Zhdanov’s doctors to
mistreat Zhdanov: to deny that he had suffered not just one heart
attack but two recent ones and possibly a third the month before;
to ignore the diagnosis of Dr. Timashuk, the cardiologist, and there-
fore to allow Zhdanov to get out of bed. The direct result of this was
Zhdanov’s death. Gennady Kostyrchenko quotes from Dr. Vinogra-
dov’s note to Beria on March 27, 1953:

Bce ke He06x0MO MpU3HATh, UTO y A.A. dKaHoBa
nMeJicsd UHPAPKT, U OTPUIIAHHE €r0 MHOIO,
npodeccopamu Bacusenko, EropoBbiM, JOKTOpaMu
MaitiopoBbiM 1 Kapnait 661710 ¢ Halllel CTOPOHbBI
omu6kou. [Ipu 3TOM 3/10r0 YyMbIC/Ia B IOCTAHOBKE
JiMarHosa u MeTo/ia JiedeHHs y Hac He OblJ10.”20

Translated:

All the same, it must be admitted that A.A. Zhdanov
did have a heart attack and the denial of this fact by
myself, professor Vasilenko and Egorov, and doc-
tors Maiorov and Karpai was a mistake on our part.
We had no evil intention in making our diagnosis
and our treatment.

Brent and Naumov claim to have had access to an even earlier doc-
ument in which Vinogradov makes the same admission:

On November 18, 1952, Vinogradov was still able to
deny a premeditated plot to kill Zhdanov: “I allowed
a mistake in the diagnosis that led to grave conse-
quences and then to [Zhdanov’s] death. There was
no evil plan in my action ... I want only to repeat

20 Tainaia politika Stalina. Vlast’ i antisemitizm (2003), 642.
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that at the basis of this crime, its original source,
was medical error that I allowed as a consultant,
leading the treatment of A.A. Zhdanov.
(Brent/Naumov, 231)

A semi-official collection of documents cites the following original:

f npusHaro, 4TO 1Mo Moel BUHE KHU3Hb A.A.
’KnaHoBa 6bL1a cokpatieHa. [Ipu iedeHuu s
JLOMYCTHUJI OLUUOKY B JUAaTHOCTHKE, IPHUBEJLIYVIO K
TSDKEJIbIM [10CJIeICTBUSAM, a 3aTEM K ero CMEPTH.
3J10r0 YyMBbIC/a B MOUX AEACTBUSAX He Obly0.21

Translated:

[ admit that it was my fault that A.A. Zhdanov’s life
was shortened. In the course of treating him [ made
a mistake in diagnosis which led to serious conse-
quences and then to his death. There was no evil in-
tent in my actions.

Therefore there really was a “doctors’ plot” against Zhdanov in
1948! Vinogradov admitted that the consulting doctors ignored the
findings and recommendation of the cardiologist, Dr. Timashuk.
The only question is whether Vinogradov and the others did this, as
Vinogradov claimed, to “hide my mistake in order to protect myself
and those who had taken part in Zhdanov’s treatment,” 22 or
whether they had deliberately killed Zhdanov.

Understandably, the Soviet investigators had to investigate the lat-
ter possibility. The job of policemen is to be suspicious. If medical
doctors in the United States today were to make such an admission
they would face the threat of loss of medical license and civil litiga-
tion.

Snyder must have known this since both Brent/Naumov and
Kostyrchenko relate it. Moreover, many of the primary sources, in-
cluding this document, have been publicly available for years. But

21 At http://www.alexanderyakovlev.org/fond/issues-doc/69180

22 ” _4TOOBI CKPBITh CBOIO OLIMGKY, BHITOPOAUTD Ce6s1 1 MPUHUMABILUX YYaCTHE B JIe4eHUU
A.A. XKnaHoBa...» ; see document at previous footnote.
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Snyder failed to tell his readers the facts about this important ques-
tion.

Did Stalin Order the Doctors To Be Beaten in
19527

Snyder: In autumn 1952 several more Soviet doc-
tors were under investigation. None of them had
anything to do with Zhdanov or Shcherbakov, but
they had treated other Soviet and foreign com-
munist dignitaries before their deaths. One of them
was Stalin’s personal doctor, who had advised him
to retire in early 1952. At Stalin’s express and re-
peated orders, these people were beaten terri-
bly...*6 (365)

Source (n. 46 p. 503): “Quotation: Brent, Plot, 250.”

Snyder gives no evidence for the claim that Stalin ordered the doc-
tors to be beaten. Neither do Brent and Naumov, who state that “the
doctors were ‘beaten to a pulp’” but give no reference.

This opens up an interesting mystery. On August 22, 2011, a pur-
ported letter to Beria from Sergei A. Goglidze, Deputy head of the
MGB at the time and dated March 26, 1953, was published by “Me-
morial Society” official and researcher Nikita Petrov in Novaia
Gazeta.?3 This is an ideologically anticommunist newspaper of
which Mikhail Gorbachev is part owner along with a Russian billion-
aire, while “Memorial” is a highly anticommunist research institu-
tion. Neither has any reputation for historical objectivity. In this let-
ter Goglidze supposedly claimed that Stalin himself had told him to
beat suspects “with deadly beatings.”

Is this document genuine? Petrov claims that he found it “in the
1990s” but does not explain why he waited until 2011 to publish it.
It is not mentioned in the “Memorial”-sponsored volume Lavrentii

23 Nikita Petrov. “Zavety Stalina: ‘Bit’, bit’, smertnym boem bit’!” - Hukuta I[leTpoB. 3aBeTbI
CranuHa: «BUTh, 6UTh, CMepTHBIM GoeM 6UTh!» http://www.novayagazeta.ru/gu-
lag/48143.html For some reason Petrov published only excerpts from this letter. The whole
text is available at http://perpetrator2004.narod.ru/documents/DoctorsPlot/Stalin-
DocsDP.doc
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Beria, Part |, published in 1991, where Documents 5 and 6 deal with
the “Doctors Plot.” Nor is it in the 1085-page volume of Beria-re-
lated documents published in 2012.24 Petrov quoted from it in an
earlier article in Novaia Gazeta of October 16, 2008, but did not pub-
lish it at that time. Instead, he published an often-reprinted repro-
duction the so-called “torture telegram” of January 10, 1939, along
with a handwritten facsimile of a letter from Semion Ignat’ev to Sta-
lin of November 15, 1952 that does not mention beatings.

All this raises suspicion about whether this document is genuine.
Even if it is, the further question is: was Goglidze telling the truth?
The truth is: itis impossible to say. Anti-Stalinists have every reason
to fabricate documents to make Stalin look bad, and have done so.
Goglidze, if he did write this letter, had every reason to pass the
blame for mistreatment of the doctor-prisoners onto the dead Sta-
lin, since doing so might help him avoid punishment (Goglidze was
one of six MGB officers shot in December 1953 for their association
with Lavrentii Beria).The historian’s dictum “Testis unus — testis
nullus” applies here too; one “witness” is never enough to establish
a fact. Source criticism, an obligation for every responsible histo-
rian, is essential here — and once again Snyder fails to give us any.

Snyder also fails to inform his readers of this passage in the memoir
of Stalin’s daughter Svetlana Allilueva:

The “case of the Kremlin doctors” was under way
that last winter. My father's housekeeper told me
not long ago that my father was exceedingly dis-
tressed at the turn events took. She heard it dis-
cussed at the dinner table. She was waiting on the
table, as usual, when my father remarked that he
didn't believe the doctors were “dishonest” and
that the only evidence against them, after all, was
the “reports” of Dr. Timashuk.25 (Emphasis added)

Snyder quotes Svetlana Allilueva’s memoirs elsewhere, so why not
here? Obviously because this quotation would cast doubt on Stalin’s

24 Politbiuro i delo Beria. Sbornik dokumentov. Moscow: Kuchkovo Pole, 2012.
25 Twenty Letters to a Friend, p. 207.
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guilt in the “Doctors’ Plot” case. Brent/Naumov also fail to cite this
passage, no doubt for the same reason.

We have seen above that Snyder quotes from Svetlana Allilueva’s
writings — but only when they have an anti-Stalin tendency. When
they do not or, as here, when they contradict an anti-communist
story, Snyder ignores them. This is not the way a historian is sup-
posed to act. Snyder is writing not history but “anticommunist
propaganda with footnotes.”

Snyder Falsifies Stalin’s Words
Snyder states:

Stalin, a sick man of seventy-three, listening to no
counsel but his own, pushed forward. In December
1952 he said that “every Jew is a nationalist and an
agent of American intelligence,” a paranoid formu-
lation even by his standards.*° (366)

Source (n. 49 p. 503): “For “every Jew...,” see Rubenstein, Pogrom,
62.

Rubenstein does have this quotation — but it is a lie. Rubenstein
refers to the source, the memoirs of Minister Malyshev about a De-
cember 1 1952 meeting during which Stalin said:

JIto6oii eBpeii-HalMOHAIUCT, 3TO areHT
amMepHUK[aHcKo#] pa3Beaku. EBpeu-
Hal{[MOHAJUCTBI| CYUTAIOT, YTO UX HALUIO CIIACH
CIIA (TaM MOHO cTaTh borayom, 6yp»a 4 T.A.)

Translated:

Every Jewish nationalist is an agent of American in-
telligence. Jewish nationalists consider that their
nation was saved by the USA (there one can become
rich, a bourgeois, etc.)

- Istochnik 5 (1997), 140-1.
By “Jewish nationalist” Stalin clearly means “Zionist.” Since April

2008 there has even been an Internet page exposing this misquota-
tion, which it attributes to Brent and Naumov. But as recently as
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April 2012 Snyder was repeating this false quotation in the stand-
ard talk he was giving about Bloodlands.26

Snyder is either deliberately lying or never bothered to check the
source of this quotation. Whatever is the case, it does him no credit
as a historian.

Anything To Make Stalin Appear Anti-Semitic?
Snyder Falsifies the Draft Letter
Snyder writes:

In February 1953, the Soviet leadership was draft-
ing and redrafting a collective Jewish self-denuncia-
tion, including phrases that might have come
straight from Nazi propaganda. It was to be signed
by prominent Soviet Jews and published in Pravda.
Vasily Grossman was among those intimidated into
signing the letter....52 (367)

Sources (n. 52 p. 504):

* “On the drafting and redrafting, see Kostyrchenko, Gosudar-
stvennyi antisemitizm , 470-478.”

*“On Grossman, see Brandenberger, “Last Crime,” 196.
* “See also Luks, “Briiche,” 47.”

In an article published in 2009, when Bloodlands must have been
nearing completion, Snyder wrote:

In early 1953, the Soviet leadership was circulating
a petition among prominent Soviet Jews, who were
to apologize to Russians for claiming that Jews had
suffered, and thank Russians for saving them.”
(note to Kostyrchenko, Gosudarstvennyi anti-
semitizm... 470-478.) (2009-4)

Snyder’s characterization of the unpublished letter is false. The let-
ter in question says nothing whatsoever about any apology, to Rus-
sians or to anyone else. It says nothing about “claiming that Jews

26See http://holocaustcontroversies.blogspot.com/2006/04/correction-corner-1-every-
jew-is.html When Snyder repeated this lie during his talk on April 17, 2012 at Kean Univer-
sity I called from the floor: “That’s not true!” Snyder’s reply was “Yeah, sure!”
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had suffered.” It says nothing about “thanking Russians” — or any-
body — “for saving them.” It does not contain any “Jewish self-de-
nunciation,” whatever that might mean. It contains no “phrases that
might have come straight from Nazi propaganda.”

Of course, Snyder’s readers will have no idea that he is lying — and
here I say “lying” advisedly, because it is not credible that Snyder
has simply failed to read the letter himself. But Snyder’s readers will
not have read the letter. What's more, Snyder has failed to inform
them where they might read it. The first draft of the letter in ques-
tion is translated into English in Brent/Naumov (300-305). Snyder
cites this book. But Snyder does not inform his readers that they can
read this letter there. Could that be because anyone who does read
the letter would see that Snyder is not being truthful about it?

Nor was it “the Soviet leadership” that was circulating this letter.
Dmitrii Shepilov, one of the Secretaries of the CPSU, and N.A. Mi-
khailov, head of the Agitprop section of the Party, sent it to Malen-
kov, who was in the leadership of the Party, the Politburo. Neither
Shepilov nor Mikhailov was in the “Soviet leadership.” After criti-
cism by II'ia Erenburg a second draft was sent to Mikhailov by Shep-
ilov but never circulated farther, much less printed.

Here is what Lazar Kaganovich told Feliks Chuev about this letter:

Korza MuxaiyioB nprHec MHe Gymary aJis
ny6JMKaLyMU NPOTUB 3TUX BpaveH - 1 BaM
pacckasblBalo KOe-4TO JIMYHOE - 110 eBPeHCKOMY
BOIIPOCY, ¥ TaM ObLIY NOANMCH PelizeHa U MHOTUX
Jpyrux eBpeicKux aesTeneil. MuxaisioB 6b11
cekpetapeM [IK, moTOM MUHUCTPOM KyJbTYypHI. f
eMy cKasaJi: «fl He moAmuIy».

- A 4TO, TaM ocyxKJasu Ux?

- [a, aa. OH roBopuT: «Kak? MHe ToBapuiy CTasivH
nopyuu.”- Ckaxkute ToBapuiyy CTa/IMHy, 4TO 5 He
noanuuty. {1 eMmy cam 06'bsICHIO.

Korpa a npuweJ;, CTaJuH MeHs ClIpalliMBaeT:
«Ilouemy BbI He nognucanu?» f ropopro: «f dien
[Mosut610po LK KIICC, a He eBpelickuit
001eCTBEHHBIH JlesiTesIb, U 6YAy HOAIUCHIBATD
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6ymary Kak 4jeH [losuT6ropo. /laBaiiTe Takyto
OyMary s HallMIly, a Kak eBpeHdCKui
0011leCTBEHHbIH fiedTe b He OyAy MO/ NUChIBATh. f
He eBpeNCKUM 061eCTBEHHBIN JlesiTeb!»

CTasH BHUMaTeJIbHO Ha MeHs IOCMOTpeJI:
«JlagHO, XOpO1IOY.

A roBopto: «Ec/iv HY>KHO, S HaNUIY, CTaThIO, OT
ceosa».

«[locMOTpUM, MOXKET, HaZl0 OYAET U CTAThIO
HanucaTb»27

Translated:

When Mikhailov brought me the paper for publica-
tion against these doctors — [ am telling you some-
thing personal — concerning the Jewish question,
there were the signatures of Reizen and of many
other Jewish figures. Mikhailov was a secretary of
the Central Committee, and then Minister of Cul-
ture. I told him: “I will not sign it.”

- What? Are you condemning them?

- Yes, yes. He said: “What? Comrade Stalin gave me
this.” — Tell comrade Stalin that I will not sign it. [
will explain it to him myself.

When I arrived, Stalin asked me. “Why didn’t you
sign?” [ said: “I am a member of the Politburo of the
CC of the CPSU, and not a Jewish public figure, and I
will sign papers as a member of the Politburo. Give
me a paper like this and I will sign it, but [ will not
sign as a Jewish public figure. [ am not a Jewish pub-
lic figure.”

Stalin looked attentively at me. “OK, that’s fine.”
I said: “If necessary, | will write an article of my

»

own.
“Let’s see, maybe we’ll need you to write an article.”

27 Feliks Chuev, Tak govoril Kaganovich. Moscow: Otechestvo, 1992, p. 174.
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There is no evidence that Vasili Grossman was “intimidated into
signing the letter.” His signature simply appears alongside those of
many others. Brandenberger cites no evidence that Grossman was
“coerced.” Nor does it seem likely. Judging from his novels, at this
time Grossman was making great efforts to be a loyal communist.

In vicious press attacks, it suddenly emerged that
his [Grossman’s] recently published novel of the
war, For a Just Cause, was not patriotic enough. For
a Just Cause was a vast novel of the Battle of Stalin-
grad, mostly within Stalinist conventions. (367)

Several of these criticisms are available online. None of them are
“vicious,” though some are sharp. Their main point is that Gross-
man’s novel is not Marxist enough for a Party member.28

Snyder: Rumors Are History — Almost
Snyder writes:

Judging by the rumors circulating at the time, So-
viet citizens had no trouble imagining the possible
outcomes: doctors would have been show-tried
with Soviet leaders who were their supposed allies;
remaining Jews would have been purged from the
state police and the armed forces; the thirty-five
thousand Soviet Jewish doctors (and perhaps scien-
tists as well) might have been deported to camps;
and perhaps even the Jewish people as such would
have been subject to forced removal or even mass
shootings.>* (368, emphasis added)

It is true that rumors like this circulated at the time in the USSR.
Today in the USA rumors are circulating that Israel had advance
warning of the 9/11 terrorist attack; that the attack was permitted,
maybe even planned, by the Bush Administration itself; that the
Twin Towers were demolished not by the jetliners’ impacts but by
explosive charges carefully placed in advance, etc.

28 At http://www.hrono.ru/dokum/195_dok/19530324gross.html
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In other words, rumor is not history — far from it! There are plenty
of rumors in Russia today that reflect very positively on Stalin. Of
course, Snyder ignores them. For Snyder, rumor only belongs in an
historical work when that rumor conforms to his own prejudices.

Snyder has to know, but does not tell his readers, that Gennady
Kostyrchenko, anticommunist, Zionist, and hater of Stalin, has long
since disproved the stories about a “planned deportation of Jews.”
Kostyrchenko’s article is titled “Deportatsiia — Mistifikatsiia,” and
one does not need to know Russian to understand its meaning.2?
Snyder also fails to inform his readers that in his book Stalin i
evreiskaia problema (“Stalin and the Jewish Problem,” 2003) Zhores
Medvedev writes:

Mo>kHO peAnoa0XUThb, YTO CTa/JIMH MO3BOHUJ B
«[IpaBay» 1160 BeuepoMm 27 dpeBpaJis, MO0 yTPoM
28 deBpaJisi ¥ pacnopsAUICcH NIPEKPATUTD
ny6JMKaLMI0 aHTHEBPEeNCKUX MaTepPUaJloB U BCexX
JAPYTHUX CTaTel, CBSI3aHHBIX C «eJIoOM Bpayeil....”

B CoBeTckomM Coro3e B 3TO BpeMs ObLJI TOJbKO OJUH
4eJI0BeK, KOTOPbII MOT IPOCTbIM TeslepOHHBIM
3BOHKOM pegakTopy «IIpaBapl» uiau B Arutnpon
K KIICC usmeHUTb 0QULIMATBHYIO IOJUTUKY. ITO
MOT cAesiaTb ToAbKo CTanuH. (216-7)

Translated:

We can assume that Stalin called Pravda either on
the evening of February 27 or in the morning of
February 28 and arranged for the cessation of pub-
lication of anti-Jewish materials and of all other ar-
ticles dealing with the “Doctors’ Plot.”...

In the Soviet Union at that time there was only one
person who was able, with a single telephone call to

29 See his articles “/lenoprauus - Muctudukanus,” Jlexaum, 9/ 2002, at http://www.le-
chaim.ru/ARHIV/125 /kost.htm ; also in Bonpocbl UcTopuu 1 (2003),92-113.
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the editor of Pravda or to the Department of Agit-
prop of the CC CPSU to change official policy. Only
Stalin could do that...

In their collection of essays The Unknown Stalin Zhores and his
brother Roi Medvedev come to a similar conclusion:

We still have no way of knowing exactly how the
anti-Semitic campaign was stopped on 1 March or
who was ultimately responsible. ... It is clear, how-
ever, that the end of the propaganda campaign was
associated with a decision to abandon preparations
for the trial of the doctors. The actual order could
only have come from Ignatiev. It is also conceivable,
however, that Stalin had given the instruction him-
self on 27 or 28 February.30

[t appears more than unlikely that Ignatiev would have sent such an
order without at least obtaining Stalin’s approval. The Medvedev
volumes are very well known but Snyder does not mention these
passages. Incompetence? Or deliberate deceit?

Snyder Still Believes Khrushchev’s “Secret
Speech”
Snyder:

He [Nikita Khrushchev] even revealed some of Sta-
lin’s crimes in a speech to a party congress in Feb-
ruary 1956... (371)

No, he did not. The evidence proving Khrushchev’s famous “Secret
Speech” was falsified from beginning to the end was published in
Russian in late 2007, long before Snyder’s book was completed.3! If
Snyder did not know about this he is incompetent to write about the
matter.

30 Woodstock and New York: Overlook Press, 2004, p. 32

31T, ®epp, AHmucmanuHckas nodsocms (2007). In English since 2011 as Khrushchev Lied.



