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Revolutionary Selves: 

The Russian Intelligentsia 
from Old to New 

IGAL HALFIN 

To discover the self, to change the self-Russian revolutionaries 
took these as their most essential duties in 1917. The Bolsheviks 
looked inward, struggling to understand the meaning of their lives, 
their social roles, and the notions of justice and truth they wanted 
to live by. They spoke about freedom and equality, and counted 
on their own initiative, their own resourcefulness, to realize their 
ideals. Rather than reading the Bible or another sacred text they, 
like any other adherents of modernity, preferred to turn their gaze 
inward, counting on their own rationality, intellectual rigour, and 
inspiration. Bolshevik identity was malleable and shaped by inner 
labour, not assigned by law or any other convention. Tradition 
meant nothing: every citizen of the young Soviet republic was 
enjoined to break with the past, to work on himself or herself as a 
free agent. The Party perceived itself as a vehicle of emancipation 
precisely because it claimed to be a new type of political institution, 
one that was not coercive but expressive in nature. Official rhetoric 
emphasized initiative and enthusiasm, not fear and constraint. 

The self is a relatively new object of historical enquiry.1 

Historians have in the past been inclined to view the human 
species as a given, explaining differences in terms of reactions to 
varying social, political, and cultural contexts. But recent research 
into how the self comes into being, how it articulates itself, and 
how it reflects upon itself suggests that the revolutionary transfor-
mation of subjectivity can be a fascinating agenda of research in 

The resesarch for this essay was financed by the Israeli Science Foundation, grant number 
496-o9. 

I Luther H. Martin, Huck Gutman, and Patrick H. Hutton (eds.), Technologies Qf the Self 
A Seminar with Michel Foucault (Amherst, Mass., 1988); Charles Taylor, Sources Qf the Self The 
Maki,ng ef Modem Identity (Cambridge, Mass., 1989). 
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its own right. No longer must we imagine a universal self putting 
on a range of disguises based on its environment; revolutionary 
language is not a fac;:ade, but one of the factors generating the self, 
helping the self assume its concrete outline. 2 

In the field of Soviet history, this new theoretical framework 
became available just as the Party archives were opened to serious 
research.3 I was excited to be among the first Western scholars to 
work in the Leningrad Party archive in the early 1990s, with 
Lenin's portrait hanging behind me, and in front of me a dis-
coloured patch of wall where Gorbachev's portrait had hung only 
weeks before. What struck me most were not the deceptions and 
manipulations the Party record revealed but the endless series of 
questionnaires, autobiographies, confessions, and letters in which 
individuals dared to speak about themselves, openly and in great 
detail. Suddenly I saw that the Bolsheviks' plan was far more 
ambitious than to consolidate power and search for spoils. They 
had set their sights on constructing a new man, a task they clearly 
took very seriously. The amount of paper--a very precious com-
modity at that time-they devoted to documenting the self 
attested to the seriousness of their purpose. 

Nowhere is the work on the self more evident than in the 
records of the primary Party cells, the base of the Party's institu-
tional edifice and the main source for the present study. In 
describing the struggle over the right to belong to the Party, pro-
tocols document the process through which new identities were 
constituted and elaborated. Few doubted that workers and peas-
ants had to be promoted, that non-proletarians were undesirable, 
and that the brotherhood of the elect had to be constantly purified 
lest the bourgeoisie thwart the achievements of 1917. But how 
were identities to be determined? This was a contested issue and 
the transcripts convey the drama involved in grappling with it. 

Every meeting of a primary Party cell was carefully recorded 
by a stenographer. The attentive reader of these protocols soon 
becomes familiar with the language Bolsheviks used in addressing 
each other and can trace fine shifts in terminology. The tran-

2 N. Werth, ttre communiste en URSS sous Stalin (Paris, 1981). 
3 S. Fitzpatrick, 'Lives under Fire: Autobiographical Narratives and their Challenges 

in Stalin's Russia', in De Russie et d'ailleurs. Feux croises sur l'histoire: milanges Marc Ferro (Paris, 
1995); C. Pennetier and B. Pudal (eds.), Autobiographies, autocritiques, aveux dans le monde com-
muniste (Paris, 2002); B. Studer et al., Parler de soi sous Stalin: La Construction identitaire dans le 
communisme des annies trente (Paris, 2002). 
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scripts detail their self-fashioning, their perception of comrades 
and foes, their trustfulness, and their suspicion-readers may 
sometimes feel they are reading not Party documents but the field 
notes of an ethnologist.4 Because they constitute rich materials for 
close, literary readings and anthropological investigations, the 
transcripts of the meetings of the Party cells constantly remind us, 
through their standardized language, their silences, and their eva-
sions, of the effects of Bolshevik power on forming and expressing 
the new self. 5 · 

The Campaign against the Intelligentsia 

In principle, every Soviet citizen could become a Party member. 
True, the Bolshevik Party was the party of the proletariat, but 'pro-
letarian' was a way of thinking, not a socio-economic position one 
could not attain unless one was born into it. Every individual who 
assumed the proletarian perspective on life could become a 
member of the party of the proletariat (and inversely, workers who 
were children of workers were barred entrance if their conscious-
ness was not ripe). This inclusiveness, provided the applicant 
embraced the Party wholeheartedly and sincerely, made Com-
munism into a universalist creed, open to all. 

The autobiographical statement by Korenevsky from the 
Smolensk Technological Institute, a navy officer who served 
during the First World War in the Baltic and the Black Sea fleets 
from 1921, can be examined from this angle. Korenevsky admitted 
that his background was scarcely proletarian and that he 'was not 
very much interested in politics before the Revolution'. But the 
year 1917 changed all that. 'I developed an interest in learning 
Party programmes and in April became a Bolshevik in my soul (v 
dushe) and, one might say, in my actions as well.' Mistaking the 

4 For the importance of historical studies of the poetics of self-fashioning see I. M. 
Lotman, 'The Poetics of Everyday Behavior in Eighteenth-Century Russian Culture', in 
Alexander D. Nakhimovsky and Alice Stone Nakhimovsky (eds.), The Semiotics ef Russian 
Cultural History: Ess(!)IS (Ithaca, NY, 1985), 74-81. For the poetics of the Stalinist rituals see 
A. Getty, 'Sarrwkritika Rituals in the Stalinist Central Committee, 1933-1938', Russian Review, 
58 (1999), 49-51. 

5 Dominick LaCapra maintains that close reading of questions and answers may 
provide concrete understanding of the 'skewed reciprocity of speech' during public inter-
rogations. Dominick LaCapra, 'The Cheese and the Worms: The Cosmos of a Sixteenth-
Century Miller', in id., History and Criticism (Ithaca, NY, 1985), 45-69. 
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Bolshevik Party for a narrow class institution, Korenevsky was 
convinced Party doors were shut to him for ever. 

What stood in my way to Party enrolment-or so I used to think-was 
my title as a former officer and the absence of comrades and comrades 
in arms who would be Bolshevik idealists (ideirrye bol'sheviki). I looked 
around, searched my way, and, finally, in August 1919, found the right 
figure in the face ofa military commander, Serpen', who convinced me 
that the Party welcomes any decent individual and that I would run into 
no grudge against me as a former officer. 

His rejection anxiety alleviated, Korenevsky applied to the Party 
in 1920. 'Presently, I do all I can to help the toiling class', he 
assured his readers, 'although I have a major shortcoming--a 
total absence of rhetorical talents.'6 

What was at stake in the Party admission rituals, first and fore-
most, was the malleability of the soul, its openness to the light. 
Korenevsky's imperfect class origins could be washed away. 
Politically, however, he had to be a tabula rasa; if he had ever 
manifested a formed consciousness, it had to be a Bolshevik one. 
Otherwise, the Party had to assume that he had once made a 
deliberate choice against it and conclude that this was not a naive 
but well-intending individual, but a conniving foe. 

Judged from this perspective, the attitude towards applicants 
from the intelligentsia such as Korenevsky was ambivalent. On 
the one hand, the intelligentsia had a long-standing reputation as 
the class destined to bring light to the workers. The 'intelligentsia 
minority', its truly 'conscientious part', had proved its loyalty to 
the working class by joining the Party before the Revolution, 
when dedication to the proletarian cause had been very danger-
ous. 'When we deal with this segment of the intelligentsia', Party 
theoreticians stated, 'we are dealing with people whose loyalty to 
Communism is beyond doubt. '7 On the other hand, the intelli-
gentsia was suspect as a class traitor. During 1917, so the Bolshevik 
historians argued, this class was scared by the directness and vio-
lence of the revolutionary process. Terrified, it yoked itself to the 
defence of the old values-morality, self-restraint, and turning the 
other cheek. A wholesale excommunication of the intelligentsia 
as such was therefore uncalled for. The Tenth Party Congress 

6 Smolensky archive, reel collection, WKP 326, I. 26. 
7 'Intelligentsiia v proshlom', 127. 
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ridiculed the Moscow electric plant for calling for a 'Party without 
the intelligentsia'. 8 

The Bolshevik leadership had always been dismissive of revolu-
tionaries coming from the intelligentsia. From the early stages of 
his political career, Lenin believed that the intelligentsia was a pol-
lutant, a group unfit for the new world. 'The preponderance of 
the radical intelligentsia in the ranks of Social Democracy culti-
vates opportunist psychology .... In their very nature, such people 
are incapable of formulating questions in a steadfast, direct 
manner. Like reptiles, they swerve between mutually exclusive 
points of view (vietsia uzhom), call their reservations "corrections" 
and "doubts", constantly profess their good intentions, innocent 
wishes, and so on.'9 In 1919 Lenin wrote to Gorky: 'The petty 
intelligentsia (intelligentikz), those lackeys of capital, who deem 
themselves to be the brain of the nation but who in reality, are 
nothing but shit.'10 Zinoviev translated this language into guid-
ance to action. Following the assassination of Uritsky he urged 
workers to 'pick the intelligentsia from the street and lynch it'. 11 

Immediately after the end of the Civil War, preparations were 
made for a comprehensive cleansing of the intelligentsia from the 
Party.12 'Those who do not work with their hands, whose activity 
does not link them with the working class have no place in our 
ranks', stated the official press preparing the comprehensive Party 
purge of the autumn of 1921. 'Comrades, bear in mind that it is 
this uncompromising interpretation of membership requirements 
that distinguishes us from the Mensheviks.' 13 To be sure, a 
Bolshevik leader such as Rafail dubbed the propensity of some del-
egates to the Tenth Party Congress to see 'the origins of all our 
negatives in the intelligentsia that staffs the leading organs' as 'intel-
ligentsia-cannibalism' (intelligenstvoedstvo). 'Turning the Party rudder 
in the correct direction', he assured his audience, 'we can easily 
digest all these tens of thousands of members of the intelligentsia 

8 Desia!Yi, s"ezd RKP(b), go. 
9 V. Lenin, Pol111Je sobranie sochinenii (5th edn. Moscow, 1963-77), viii. 392-3. 

10 V. Shentalinskii, Raby svobody: V literatumyklz arkhivaklz KGB (Moscow, 1995), 307. 
11 E. Stasova, Stranitsy ;:Jzizni i bor'by (Moscow, 1960), 105. 
12 Pr(D}da, 28 Oct. 1921. Tsentral'nyi gosudarstvennyi arkhiv obshchestvennykh dvizhenii 

g. Moskvy (henceforth TsGAODM), fo. 64, op. 1, d. 78, 1. 18. For the decision to embark 
on the purge, see Pravda, 30 June 1921; the national results of the purge are summarized 
ibid. 18 Dec. 1921. 

13 Spravochnik partrabotnika, no. 2 (Moscow, 1922), 77-8. 
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who entered our Party.' 14 Molotov spoke in two voices. '\Ve must 
check the intelligentsia very carefully', he stated, but immediately 
qualified himself: 'But we do need the intelligentsia.' 15 

Lenin, however, whose voice was more authoritative, urged the 
Party to get rid of the old intelligentsia, described by him as a 
bunch of 'the dishonest and the shaky, the bureaucrats and the 
Mensheviks who had dyed their fas;ade in new colours but who 
remained just the same in the depth of their souls'. 16 Zinoviev 
argued that 'even those members of the intelligentsia who 
accepted the Revolution had in fact accepted only the New 
Economic Policy'. 17 Indeed, the main question as the Party ideo-
logues saw it was whether the intelligentsia would discard its 
ancient robes and transform itself into 'new men' (nol!)le liudz) or 
'assimilate the psychology of our comrades' .18 Speaking in 1920, 
Kalinin recalled that before 1917 the Party had been able to 
remould the old intelligentsia quite rapidly. 'When it joined the 
Party the thin stratum made up of offspring of the bourgeoisie 
could not introduce bourgeois habits into the proletarian milieu-
there were too few of them. Furthermore, underground activity, 
the life of the Party itself, moved bourgeois offspring out of their 
native milieu and placed them with the proletariat. Within two 
or three years they acquired proletarian manners and, for all 
intents and purposes, became proletarians.' But the Party could 
no longer be so sure of its transformative capacities. 'While the 
percentage of the offspring of the bourgeoisie who stream into our 
Party has remained the same in relative terms, their absolute 
numbers are much higher .... After they enter the Party they 
tend to preserve their status and lifestyle. . .. This accounts for 
the clash, evident everywhere, between the proletarian and petit 
bourgeois Party newcomers. This clash does not necessarily 
assume a political form: it may be expressed as a conflict between 
two norms of behaviour typical of two different social groups.' 19 

The head of the Central Purge Commission, Sol'ts, translated 
what Lenin and Kalinin said into practical language. He issued a 

14 Desia9'i, s"e;;,d RKP{b), 274. 15 TsGAODM fo. 64, op. 1, d. 78, I. 18. 
16 J. Arch Getty, Origins ef the Great Purges: The Soviet Communist Par!Y Reconsidered, 19:J.g-

1938 (Cambridge, 1985), 46. 
17 G. Zinov'ev, 'Doklad na vserossiiskhom s"ezde nauchnykh rabotnikov 23-go noiabria 

1923g.', in V. Soskin (ed.), Sud'by russkoi intelligen/Jii: Materiflbi diskusii, 192:,25 gg. (Novosibirsk, 
1991), 13,8. 

18 Deviataia koeferentsiia RKP(b) (Moscow, 1972), 144. 19 Ibid. 168-g. 
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demand that 'the purge commissions pay special attention to the 
Party members from the intelligentsia'.20 The working class was 
supposed to be the subject of the purge, the intelligentsia its 
object. Taking advantage of their privileges as judges, 'worker-
purifiers' (rabochii-chistil'shchiki) said of the intelligentsia that 'it 
came to us by mistake; the Communist Party is not the intelli-
gentsia's party'. 21 Whereas 'the working class was sent to battle 
by decades of exploitation', a Party spokesman explained, 'the 
intelligentsia could well have joined the Revolution purely out of 
a hope for promotion'.22 Instructions given to localities reflected 
this sentiment: while the number of workers subjected to interro-
gation had to be cut to a minimum, 'the same yardstick could not 
be applied to the intelligentsia'. The Party had to know 'whether 
they had taken advantage of their bureaucratic position'.23 

Shkiriatov reported that the purge commissions developed a 
special approach in dealing with members of the intelligentsia 
who clung to their old habits, particularly those who joined our 
Party in 19i21, or 1920, or 1919, that is, after the October 
Revolution. . .. We not only double-checked to make sure that 
such a person was not a careerist, that he was a conscientious 
human being who works well in Soviet institutions and has the 
necessary theoretical preparation, but we also checked to make 
sure that his spirit was sufficiently Bolshevik and revolutionary. '24 

The official press recounted how, 'when workers come across a 
"specialist" their vigilance intensifies' and they ask one question 
after another. 25 

A feuilleton entitled 'The People's Judgment Day' threw the 
difference between the treatment of the intelligentsia and the 
working class during the purge into a sharp relief: 
The chair of the meeting summons the first Party member---a worker-
peasant-to the table. Two, three words and his autobiography is 
exhausted. Any derailments? None. 'Next!' An anxious Party functionary, 
a former chancery worker steps in. 'Your autobiography, comrade.' A 
long and boring story unfolds. One can see right away that this individual 

20 Thomas Henry Richard Rigby, Communist Par/)! Membership in the U.S.S.R., 1911 1967 
(Princeton, 1968), 961 ; Pr(J1)da, 28 Oct. 1921. 21 Pr(J1)da, 29 Nov. 1921. 

22 Ibid. 9 Oct. 1921. 23 Ibid. 28 Oct. 1921. 
24 Odinnadtsa/)ii s"ezd RKP(b), 373. 
25 In agricultural provinces such as Smolensk 23.8% of the purged were described as 

'responsible workers'; 13-4°/o were Razdobreev-type 'specialists'. Pravda, 11 Oct. and 18 
Dec. 1921; Odinnadtsa/)ii s"ezd RKP(b), 746. 
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was never oppressed by capitalists, that this individual hovers somewhere 
up in the sky. 'Next!' A highly placed official wearing an intelligentsia 
face steps forward. Despite his higher education he had followed a wan-
dering course without rudder or sail, had been with the Socialist 
Revolutionaries, with the Mensheviks, with the Bund .... As he tells his 
autobiography, this comrade seems like an actor. Gradually workers 
shake themselves up and expose the physiognomy of a bureaucrat. 26 

The message to the purge commissions was unequivocal-subject 
intelligentsia autobiographies to merciless examination: 'While 
mistakes committed by undeveloped proletarians may be forgiven, 
more should be expected from the knowledgeable. '27 

The detailed minutes of the 1921 purge kept at the Smolensk 
Institute give a sense of what an intelligentsia identity meant to 
rank-and-file Bolsheviks and show that the baiting of the intelli-
gentsia took place at the grass roots. The purge committee did its 
work in the presence of all the members of the cell as well as a 
number of 'extramural workers representing the Smolensk prole-
tariat'. The meetings lasted for many hours-in one case from 
three in the afternoon to ten in the morning--as each member of 
the cell was called to centre stage to recount his autobiography 
aloud. Anyone present could comment on what he heard, advance 
derailments, and ask questions, while the Party's 'plenipotentiaries' 
(upolnomochen1!J!e)-Bolsheviks with underground experience and 
proletarian class origins delegated to the purge meetings by the 
county Party commissions-made their own enquiries. 28 

About every fourth Party member in the Institute belonged to 
the intelligentsia cohort that, as one would expect, suffered the 
brunt of the purge. Consider Mochelevkin's interrogation. 
Although this student claimed in his questionnaire that he was 'of 
peasant origins', a brief interrogation showed otherwise. 
Q; You said your father was a land tiller. But did not the tsarist govern-

ment prohibitJews from working the land? Besides, did you not omit 
the fact that your mother used to run a shop? 

26 Pravda, 9 Oct. 1921. The Central Committee decreed that the following membership 
categories should be submitted to close scrutiny: (a) former members of other parties; (b) 
individuals who had once belonged to the bureaucratic apparatus of the tsarist regime or 
the Provisional Government; (c) employees. 27 Pravda, 28 Oct. 1921. 

28 The plenipotentiaries could collect negative material against Communists independ-
ently of the cell. While it was the cell's vote that was binding, their assessments played a 
part when the cell's decisions were reviewed by the higher Party organs. Pravda, 9 Oct. 
1921; N. Rodionova, Got!), napriadzermogo truda (Moscow, 1963), 69. 
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A: My father had two desiatinas ofland which he tilled himself. He also 
worked at his brother's as a steward. In my mother's occupation I 
had little interest. 29 

When Mochelevkin confessed that 'the February Revolution came 
to me as a surprise; in the beginning, I was unable to orient 
myself, an anonymous student recalled that he had been over-
heard to make such typically intelligentsia statements as: 'The top-
pling of Kerensky was premature and unnecessary.' Besides, 
'when Mochelevkin delivered a speech at a political rally, soldiers 
wanted to beat him up for some reason'-a bizarre inclination on 
the part of a zealously pro-Bolshevik crowd, unless, of course, 'the 
speaker objected to our withdrawal from the war'. 

Undoubtedly the most intriguing remark on this case was made 
when one of the detractors noted that 'Mochelevkin liked to kiss 
ladies' hands'. Far from true working-class conduct, such behav-
iour 'was quite typical of the intelligentsia'. Ever on the alert for 
the slightest physical clues, this physiognomist believed that 
Mochelevkin's general demeanour, his grimaces, and the telltale 
floridness of his gestures all betrayed an absence of proletarian 
masculinity. 

Mochelevkin's feminized portrait revealed the class-gender 
nexus integral to the official discourse. Bolshevik poetics symbol-
ically grafted the intelligentsia onto the traditional and deprecated 
role of the female, assigning the active, masculine role to the pro-
letariat. In this scheme, thinking itself became a feminine faculty 
whereas acting was strictly masculine. 'Its feminine psyche', 
Trotsky believed, 'the fact that it is trained to be contemplative, 
impressionable, and sensitive, undercuts the intelligentsia's phys-
ical power.'30 'Obsequious' and 'weak' students ofMochelevkin's 
ilk were allegedly effective in coaxing naive workers into turning 
their bodily strength against themselves, which kept them from 
demanding their rights. But now this strategy was unmasked, and 
Mochelevkin was defenceless. 

Another detractor brought Mochelevkin's intelligentsia identity 
into particularly sharp focus when he called attention to the defen-
dant's smoothness: 'Mochelevkin is eloquent about things that the 
committee is not interested in, dodging what is really significant.' 
As the following exchange suggests, he had not only shunned 

29 WKP 326, I. 16. 
30 Lev Trotskii, 'Ob intelligentsii', in Sochineniia, 21 vols. (Moscow, 19251 ), xx. 336. 
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physical labour, but had also lied in denying that others had done 
household chores for him: 
Q; Your autobiography states that your means were strained. But have 

you not had servants? 
A: No, my mother was the one who had servants, not I. 

But apples could not have fallen that far from the tree. And 
besides, Mochelevkin could not prove that he had distanced 
himself from his family and had made true sacrifices for the 
Revolution. Bereft of will and rotten to the core, he was purged by 
an overwhelming majority. 

Doubtless, the apogee of the purge was the interrogation of the 
Institute's rector, Razdobreev, a quintessential intelligentsia 
Bolshevik.31 An older and better-educated Bolshevik, Razdobreev 
had completed his formal training long before 1917. With the 
coming of October he took the Red side and during the last stages 
of the Civil War he had served as the military commissar of the 
Smolensk Institute, a post he still occupied in 1921. Considering 
his social physiognomy, his successful career in tsarist Russia, his 
late admission to the Party (April 1920), and the fact that he 'had 
been corrupted by long interaction with a petit bourgeois milieu', 
Razdobreev's position was precarious. 

The message the Central Committee sent regarding individuals 
such as Razdobreev was somewhat contradictory: 'We have to be 
particularly demanding toward Soviet employees and to the off-
spring of bourgeois intelligentsia', the Central Committee stated. 
At the same time, it went without saying that 'each cell must find 
enough wit and tact to retain the truly conscientious and loyal 
people'.32 Overall, the anxieties associated with the dramatic liber-
alization of economic policies tipped the balance in the direction of 
exclusivism. 'The main target of the purge', Shkiriatov explained, 
was not so much the 'crook who had wormed his way into our 
Party ... but even a conscientious individual, if he has nothing in 
common with our Party. For when we take sharp turns-some-
times we have to swerve or make full reverse--such elements can 
weaken us. '33 

Razdobreev's interrogation took almost an entire night. The 
bureau had done plenty of preparatory work on the case, solicit-

31 WKP 326, 11. 1,. 
32 Jzyestiia TsK RKP(b), no. 33, 3g-40. 33 Odinnadtsa!)li s"ezd RKP(b), 372. 
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ing and double-checking denunciations. As the process began, the 
rector responded to a list of questions presented to him in 
advance: 
Q; Given that you are the son of a simple Cossack, how did you manage 

to pave your way to the tsarist Ministry of Transportation? 
A: Through the recommendation of the railway management I was 

accepted by an institute run by the ministry on an academic fellow-
ship. 

Q; Where did you get the money that allowed you to study abroad? 
A: When I lived abroad, I was broke .... Father borrowed goo roubles 

[for me]. He barely came up with the money to repay the loan. 

Having established that Razdobreev was a social upstart, the 
interrogation moved to enquire about the evolution of his political 
consciousness: 
Q; You say that your feelings about the Party platform were for a long 

time unsettled, but not anymore? ... 
A: I did not want to join the Party earlier because Kolchak and Denikin 

were about to be defeated, so I hoped to avoid the impression that 
I had become a Bolshevik only because the Soviet power had the 
upper hand. But when the war with Poland began I did enrol. 

Q; Was not the situation of the republic very sound in April [when you 
applied for Party membership]? 

A: I insist that the republic was not safe then and that that was the 
reason for my enrolment. 

Though Razdobreev claimed that he had lent a shoulder to the 
Reds at a moment of grave danger, his interrogators still suspected 
that he was motivated by his pursuit of a lucrative bureaucratic 
post. 
Q; Having read Marx and Engels before, how could you waver for so 

long before joining the Party? 
A: My interest in social issues goes back to 1905. I then participated in 

an anarchist circle. In the Institute I was doing scholarly work and 
met no one who could acquaint me with the Bolshevik programme. 
Yes, I read Marx. But my impression was that his ideas could be the 
basis for any socialist party, not just the Bolsheviks. I wanted to 
understand [the basic ideas of socialism], so I read Marx. 

The purgers would focus on Razdobreev's interpretation of Marx, 
and he knew it was crucial to distinguish himself from the old 
intelligentsia, whose reading tended to be quite Menshevik. 
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Emphasizing that familiarity with Marxism did not automatically 
entail acquaintance with Bolshevism, Razdobreev conceded that 
his 1905 consciousness was perhaps moot. But he was careful to 
make it clear that he was definitely not distinctly Menshevik, or in 
any other way anti-Bolshevik. 

Razdobreev's description of his past attitude as 'underdevel-
oped' left room for his personal growth in subsequent years. This, 
however, was not the only interpretation available. 'Razdobreev's 
belated enrolment in the Party calls for deep reflection', argued 
Zakharov, a member of the bureau. 'He must have been politi-
cally developed, since he had already read fathers of Marxism. 
Razdobreev joined the Party at a time when the Red Army had 
just achieved a great victory at the gates of Warsaw.' 

IfRazdobreev, along with the rest of the chauvinist, petit bour-
geois intelligentsia, had joined the Party not because he was com-
mitted to the idea of the universal revolution but because of a belief 
that the new regime was about to replace 'national war' with 'class 
war', he may have stayed in the Bolshevik camp, according to his 
detractors, because he hoped that the New Economic Policy 
(NEP) would restore capitalist order. Had Razdobreev accepted 
Bolshevism in general, including its War Communist episode? Or 
was he perhaps simply attracted by NEP? 

Q; Do you think the Party ever commits mistakes? Were the Bolsheviks 
right when they introduced prodrazverstka [tax proportional to the 
harvest imposed during the Civil War]? 

A: It would not have been bad to introduce prodnalog [ a pre-set agricul-
tural tax that enabled peasants to keep most of their product, one of 
the key innovations ofNEP] right away and skip over the prodra,zver-
stka. 34 This is the only issue over which I had disagreements with 
Communists. 

Q; What is your attitude toward specialists? 
A: Specialists are indispensable everywhere, and in our republic partic-

ularly so. Ifl thought otherwise I would not have taken the position 
of a rector. 

Q; Should specialists be financially supported? 
A: Yes, we have to secure their livelihood. 
Plenipotentiary: Listening to you one gains the impression that you base 

your sympathy for Communism on the NEP. But what if our eco-
nomic policy changes? 

34 TaGAODM fo. 1673, op. 1, d. 48, 1. 8; Leninskii sbomik, xxxv. 179. 
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A: It cannot change because it was meant to last for some years. If the 
Party sensibly and reasonably alters its policy, I think I will be able 
to comprehend such a step, come to terms with it, and endorse it. It 
is essentially temporary, but the NEP is necessary and appropriate 
right now. The Party ideal will have to be resurrected some time in 
the future. The dictatorship of the proletariat can wither away only 
gradually. 

Citing Lenin to the effect that 'the NEP has to be embraced seri-
ously, and for a long time', Razdobreev professed temperance. 
His enthusiasm for the NEP, however, was open to the objection 
that what might be desirable for the intelligentsia could be a step 
backwards for the proletariat. To prove that he was in all respects 
a Bolshevik, Razdobreev had to show that he was not one of the 
intelligentsia softies who harboured qualms regarding the use of 
force, for example, during the merciless suppression of the 
Kronstadt rebellion. This was especially important since the 
purgers had noticed that, despite his role as military commissar, 
Razdobreev had not participated during that crisis. He did not 
go to the military barracks when a military emergency was 
announced during the Kronstadt uprising because, he claimed, 'I 
was needed at my work place'. 

As the flood of questions from the floor subsided, the bureau 
revealed the damaging material against Razdobreev that it had 
collected. Its affidavit included twenty-three complaints of minor 
misconduct and three more substantial denunciations including 
charges of embezzlement, high-handedness, and possession of a 
bourgeois proprietary instinct-all typical intelligentsia failings. It 
was asserted that Razdobreev had humiliated his subordinates. 
Razdobreev countered: 'I did not use the Institute's manpower 
for my personal needs. Nor is it in my character to desire to be 
called "master" (barin). The old nanny who calls me such is no 
longer young and cannot be untaught. There is no crime in that.' 
Other accusations alleged that Razdobreev had used the 
Institute's car 'as if it was his property', that he had constructed a 
fence around his summer house with the help of Red Army man-
power, and that his maids had thrown away part of his meat 
ration muttering that 'even dogs would not eat it'. Here 
Razdobreev's response was brief and dismissive: 'In general, 
workers dislike Communists and administrators. But I did not 
teach my staff to say such things.' 
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But the charges were accumulating, and Razdobreev was 
beginning to look like a grandee. Another wave of allegations fol-
lowed: 

You could not possibly have produced a one-to-eighteen potato harvest 
when the average in this area is one-to-eight. While you and your col-
laborators get fat on the potatoes you embezzle, workers are starving on 
the Volga. What do you say to this? ... And why does not everyone 
receive the same ration? Why should some be mighty and some be mice 
(krali i karlikz)? 

Razdobreev defended himself point by point: 'I see no crime in 
the land returning so much. Believe me, the Volga famine was 
much on my mind when I dug potatoes. Whether I will donate 
my potatoes for relief is as yet uncertain.' 

Because Bolshevism did not distinguish between political and 
economic crimes-GPU, for example, regarded 'economic sabo-
tage' and 'political sedition' as equally counter-revolutionary-
the following diatribe, launched by a student named Grigorev, 
offered a unified model of Razdobreev's class and political 
outlook. 'The abnormal size of Razdobreev's harvest indicates 
where fertilizers were used and where they were not. ... Potatoes 
were dug by Red Army soldiers; they had not contracted to do 
this work, but had been ordered to do it and were indignant at 
such exploitation .... Razdobreev says workers on the state farm 
do not approve of Communists. How could it be otherwise? Once 
they have seen the example set by a prominent Communist like 
him, they start thinking in a non-Communist way.' This was a 
damaging line of persecution. Using the language of class war 
Grigorev portrayed the rector as an enemy of the working class, 
precisely the type of element who sets workers against their own 
party. What else, if they see in the Bolshevik ranks arrogant 
exploiters who continue treating them as the dregs of society and 
believe that workers are too obtuse to see the tricks played on 
them? The remainder of the speech was a condemnation of the 
petit bourgeois possessiveness unfortunately brought back into 
favour by the NEP: 

Razdobreev is a specialist to the bone, a sweet-talker who has wriggled 
out of trouble before and might succeed again today. I will not deny that 
as a specialist Razdobreev is priceless. But as a Communist he is good for 
nothing and has to be thrown out. The Party is not a shelter for special-
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ists! I am not against providing specialists with an allowance, but this 
allowance is not a licence to 'take as much as you can'. Why should 
other trustworthy comrades of old standing suffer worse material condi-
tions? The scion of a petit bourgeois family, Razdobreev has never been 
and will never become a part of the worker-peasant masses. Razdobreev 
adores the New Economic Policy and likes to say: 'This is mine.' He 
may be a worthy member of the petite bourgeoisie but he is not a worthy 
member of the Party. 

Grigorev persevered, insisting that Razdobreev's intelligentsia 
instinct had led him to 'surround himself with cronies who took 
shelter behind him and wove themselves cosy nests. This is how 
the tiny little Mensheviks infiltrate our ranks.' The 'Menshevik 
bond' Grigorev was talking about did not have to be seen as a 
specific set of political convictions. Rather, it stemmed from the 
general 'physiognomy' of Razdobreev's company, 'which was 
sprightly, philistine, and exploiting'. Grigorev relied here on the 
Bolshevik press which advanced the notion of the 'good-for-
nothing philistine intelligentsia which exists in every Party cell'.35 

Even as the attacks became less concrete, they became more 
dramatic and, possibly, devastating. Grigorev squeezed Razdo-
breev into a coffin; Zakharov nailed it shut. 'His theoretical pos-
ition was always in agreement with the Party, but in practical 
terms he was aloof and alienated himself from the grass roots, in 
no way had Razdobreev proved his loyalty to the Revolution.' 

At this point, loffe, the first to speak in favour of the defendant 
after a long interval, interjected that ideological endorsement must 
be worth something: 'Razdobreev supports the Party platform, 
does he not? Believe me, an old Bolshevik; it is wrong to put on 
the same plane the work of a specialist and the work of an 
unskilled worker. Shepherd and specialist do not reap the same.' 
But Zakharov dismissed this attempt to defend the embattled 
rector: 
I still insist that Razdobreev lacks a healthy, proletarian instinct because 
he was raised and now moves in a milieu which is alien to the proletariat 
and to our Party. Everything suggests that our Institute is not a 
Communist, but a White organization. Razdobreev neither enlisted in 
the special detachment, nor did he volunteer to participate in Saturday 
work (Subbotnila). To be sure, Razdobreev has pieces of paper to justify 
anything he does. This only further proves he is not a staunch 

35 Pravda, 12 Oct. and 30 Nov. 1921. 
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Communist, for had he been one he would have pleaded guilty and 
begged us for forgiveness. 

Refraining from a head-on critique of the NEP, Bolshevik zealots 
limited themselves to showing that now that alien economic forces 
had been released it was all the more important to defend prole-
tarian purity. IfRazdobreev had to be tolerated as an administra-
tor, there was no need to put up with him in the Party. 'I respect 
Razdobreev a great deal as a practical man', one of his detractors 
stated. 'It is impossible to exaggerate his contribution to the 
Institute since 1918. Yet, a Party tribunal is another matter .... He 
is a man of another camp and another set of convictions.' 

The time had come for the moderates to attempt a rebuttal. 
Slesar' reminded the cell that Party specialists deserved special con-
sideration: 'Razdobreev's peccadilloes are not grounds for expul-
sion. Razdobreev does not interact with the masses because his 
work has to be conducted in the office. . . . Our responsible 
workers do not and cannot live on a ration of the same size we live 
on. Everyone should receive not only "according to his needs" but 
also "according to his talents".' The combination of the egalitarian 
'to everyone according to his needs' and the meritocratic 'to every-
one according to his talents' betrayed contradictory feelings regard-
ing the class meaning of the New Economic Policy. Apparently 
Slesar' had said the right thing, however contradictory, because 
Zakharov promptly backed down: 'I will summarize that 
Razdobreev is a bad Bolshevik but a good specialist. Our Party 
still needs him. In my view, we should not drum him out but expel 
him for a month with the right of re-admission subject to a proba-
tion period.' Another speaker proposed that 'since Razdobreev has 
never been on probation, he should be downgraded to Party can-
didate.' These compromises, however, were ruled out by the 
plenipotentiary on procedural grounds: 'Communists are reduced 
to the status of Party candidates only if they make unintentional 
mistakes and are able to improve their conduct. A rector of the 
Institute cannot be put into this category. Probation is not a 
"penalty battalion"!' If Razdobreev was to be retained, 'somebody 
had to touch on his political work in the Institute'. 

This was the cue for Korolev, the Party secretary, to speak. 

Had everyone had Razdobreev's discipline, things would have been excel-
lent. Razdobreev came to all the meetings of the cell and regularly carried 



Revolutionary Selves 121 

out the bureau's assignments. He reported on the Eighth Congress of 
Soviets, on the events in Kronstadt, and on the prodnalog . ... His scholarly 
work explains why he has not done more politically .... The main charge 
against Razdobreev seems to be that 'his soul does not seem to be 
Communist'. The impressions of a few comrades, their idea of how things 
'seem', is not sufficient grounds to have someone's political character 
assassinated. . . . We should not forget that in facing the present forum 
and having to justify himself in front of a hundred individuals, 
Razdobreev has already been sufficiently punished. 

According to Korolev, the intelligentsia could not be measured 
by the same yardstick applied to workers. Razdobreev could not 
be a Bolshevik by instinct; but, and this was a no less important 
indication that his heart was in the right place, he was loyal and 
committed. Korolev's concluding speech saved the rector; only 
nine votes were cast for his expulsion. 

In terms of the Bolshevik discourse, Razdobreev represented 
the upper intelligentsia, comprising old-time bureaucrats and spe-
cialists. But the intelligentsia could also appear in the shape of a 
'declassed' mob; thrust into a disorienting class alignment, it might 
turn to the anarchism of the extreme left or, just as likely, to the 
Black Hundred sentiment of the extreme right. According to 
Party ideologues, impoverished intelligentsia swerved toward 
'infantile radicalism', 'nihilism', and anarchism, that 'quintessen-
tial intelligentsia deviation'. 36 

Despite the crackdown on anarchism after the Kronstadt rebel-
lion, the Party was lenient toward its ultras from the intelligentsia 
in the early 1920s, provided they distilled their radicalism into 
pure Bolshevism.37 Though Rivkinson, one of Razdobreev's stu-
dents, had a previous conviction for 'baiting Soviet employees', 
he was forgiven.38 Of Podzniakov, to give another example, stu-
dents said that 'in his youth he identified authority and upper 
classes withJewishness'. Podzniakov's negative features, however, 
were 'impressed on him' by his petit bourgeois, intelligentsia 
milieu. 'Although Podzniakov had gone through a street school 
of anti-Semitism', his defenders explained, 'this mood is long since 
a mere ghost from his past.' In view of his 'exploits in defence of 
the Revolution', Podzniakov was retained. 39 

36 Pravda, 28 Oct. and 30 Nov. 1921. Partiinyi arkhiv Tomskoi oblasti (henceforth 
PATO), fo. 1, op. 1, d. 981, I. 57. 37 RGASPI fo. 613, op. 1, d. 6, I. 127. 

38 WKR 326, I. 16. 39 WKR 326, II. 9-10. 
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Redkov, on the other hand, who had seemed to be facing 
similar difficulties, was unanimously purged. In 1918 Reclkov took 
part in the dispersal of Bel'ts' soviet by 'waving around a "Smith" 
revolver', a denunciation maintained. The accused tried to 
explain: '\\Then I heard that in Moscow and Petrograd power had 
collapsed I confronted the local soviets, in keeping with the slogan 
"To hell with all that constrains us!" ... Since I believed that the 
Bolsheviks said one thing and did another I was anxious that the 
October Revolution might not fully realize its goals, that the com-
missar would simply replace the tsar as our new ruler. Now', 
Redkov assured the cell, 'I endorse the Bolshevik tactics. During 
the Kronstadt events I even got out my Nogan-1 have liked 
revolvers since I was a child-thinking I would need it against the 
mutineers.' Having heard all that, the cell concluded that 'in all 
likelihood Redkov is not a real Bolshevik. A Kadet, a Menshevik 
or an anarchist'-what else could a declassed member of the intel-
ligentsia be? -'he might turn his revolver against us at any 
moment.'40 

Nikiforov, also from the Smolensk Technological Institute, was 
candid about his syndicalist past.41 'Before the October Revolution', 
his autobiography stated, 'destiny brought me to an anarchist circle 
where I became acquainted with the literature of this party. My 
soul and my mind felt at home there.' Nikiforov confessed that 
his anarchist pranks and daredevil feats were all tokens of childish 
exuberance: 
Only a secondary school student, I already started quarrelling with my 
fellow pupils. I also rebelled against the administration, which brought 
down retaliation upon me. Since mine is a rambunctious character, I 
always pursued my goals openly and disregarded all obstacles. Direct 
and candid, I trusted the people I loved and rebelled against grandeur. 

At this stage Nikiforov was full of impulsive creativity, not true 
revolutionary consciousness. Left alone during the war, 'unem-
ployed and forced to take desperate measures to survive', he 'with-
drew into himself'. 

During the Revolution, Nikiforov embraced the revolutionary 
cause with all his heart. His autobiography makes it clear that res-
olute Bolshevik action left a deep impression on the protagonist: 

40 Spravochnik partrabotnika, no. 3 (Moscow, 1923), 105-8; WKP 326, 11. 9, 15-16. 
41 WKP 326, I. 17. 
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'When the October Revolution erupted, the whirlwind of events 
turned society upside down. The strong will of the Bolsheviks over-
came the feeble will ofKerensky. The open and merciless struggle 
against the bourgeoisie made of me a Bolshevik supporter and, 
slightly familiar with the history of socialism as I was, I embraced 
Communism-the only way for humans to live together.' 

This, however, did not mean that Nikiforov had fully con-
verted. The autobiographer confessed to having thought that, 'if 
evaluated from the universal perspective, Communism is a tem-
porary state of things' which would one day yield to anarchism. 
Little of that mattered in 1917. As far as Nikiforov was concerned, 
the distinction between anarchism and Bolshevism was purely 
academic. 

Asked to expand on his autobiography, Nikiforov elaborated 
on his early political stand: 

I did not like Kerensky because he talked too much. The Bolsheviks I 
respected but was scarcely familiar with their programme. While the 
history of socialism was known to me in broad outlines I knew nothing 
of the evolution of this party. I belonged to an anarchist-syndicalist 
group-'Communism is the shortest way toward anarchism', that was 
my argument. . . . Only later did I realize that Communism was 
unavoidable. I joined the Bolshevik Party because at the front, in the 
battle, specific party affiliation was secondary. 

In July 1918 Nikiforov volunteered for the Red Army. Deployed 
to Smolensk during the last stage of the Civil War, he joined the 
Party in April 1920 and became the secretary of the military com-
mittee. 

Nikiforov's confessors in the Smolensk Institute were in a 
quandary. On the one hand, the defendant had clearly been com-
mitted to the victory of the Reds in the Civil War; on the other, 
his lingering theoretical weaknesses could well be a dangerous 
vestige of anarchism. When he was quizzed as to why he had 
joined the Party, Nikiforov explained that 'I wanted to support 
the Bolsheviks in their struggle against capitalism, so that reaction 
would be eradicated. I realized that as far as political parties went, 
the Bolsheviks were the furthest to the left.' In principle, Nikiforov 
was against 'parties'; forced by political exigencies to choose one, 
he had made the correct choice. In a sense, the Communist Party 
was in his eyes not the absolute good but the least of all evils. 
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Nikiforov knew that his hesitation in accepting organizational 
discipline and a hierarchical chain of command could be held 
against him. Earlier in the year he had even clashed with the 
bureau: he had initially refused to submit an autobiography and 
escaped purge only by a hair. Now he stated that 'the Party is 
strong because of its discipline. Even if expelled, I will not abandon 
my convictions. A Party card does not prove that somebody is a 
Communist.' Again and again Nikiforov stated his hope that every-
body would calm down and realize that he had weaned himself of 
anarchism. But he had gone too far in downplaying the signifi-
cance of Party affiliation, one of the worst breaches of Party disci-
pline a Bolshevik could imagine. A sympathetic listener described 
the defendant as 'a bitter proletarian . . . who has no problem 
throwing the truth in one's face, one in whom the spirit of "rebel-
lion"-not "anarchy"-dwells'. 'Nikiforov is full of defiance', 
another speaker stated, 'but we should not blame him for this. 
True, he refused to work in student organizations, but this was 
because he thought they were bureaucratic.' Nikiforov was ulti-
mately retained on the strength of the following argument: 'Take 
Razdobreev: undoubtedly a specialist, he carries the title of 
Communist. If we accept someone who is to the right of us, why 
should a person who is to the left of us have no place in our Party?' 

The above proceedings bring to the surface many catchwords, 
nuances, and shades of meaning that were linked to the notion of 
the 'intelligentsia' in the official discourse.42 Granting that some 
members of this class united with it body and soul, the Bolsheviks 
of the early 1920s maintained that, as a whole, the intelligentsia 
was the nemesis of the proletariat. Party members from the intel-
ligentsia brought with them petit bourgeois economics (an exag-
gerated enthusiasm for NEP or, inversely, a total incomprehension 
of its importance), petit bourgeois politics (rightist Menshevism 
or its close opposite, leftist anarchism), and petit bourgeois self-
fashioning ('slyness', lukavstvo, and 'narcissism', samovliubchivost'). 
Tailored to fit a stock pattern of a class whose very essence was lies 
and dissimulation, intelligentsia Bolsheviks were described as indi-
viduals who pretended they shared the Party's goals but who 
remained, in reality, 'spineless' (bedf}irebetnye) and 'without princi-

42 The purge protocols from the Smolensk Technological Institute are all the more 
valuable ifwe take note ofKalinin's regret that 'for the most part minutes of Party meetings 
dedicated to the 1921 purge are not kept'. Pr011da, 27 Oct. 1921. 
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ples' (bezprintsipnye). Believing that intelligentsia Bolsheviks were by 
and large sophists, obfuscators, and clerks, who turned every 
healthy impulse into abstract formulas, utopian blueprints, and 
much 'learned dust' (mudrstvovanw), the Party purists poured buckets 
of scorn upon this 'arid and cerebral cohort'.43 

Restrictions on Intelligentsia Admissions 

Soon after the 1921 purge the Party unfolded a complementary 
series of measures hampering intelligentsia admissions. The 
Eleventh Party Congress tightened the statutory screws that kept 
the intelligentsia out of the brotherhood of the elect. To become 
Party members, the intelligentsia had to prove they were 'experi-
enced in public work and ... well prepared to be an ideological 
auxiliary in the work of the proletarian masses'.44 As non-proletar-
ians, the intelligentsia had to find five recommenders and, in the 
rare cases that they were accepted, spend two years on probation as 
'Party candidates'. As a result of the purge and admission restric-
tions the proportion of the Party made up of intelligentsia dropped 
by 3.6 per cent from 1921 to 1923. Following the Twelfth Party 
Congress's freeze on all intelligentsia promotions to full Party mem-
bership in 1923 (a provision that remained in force for over a year) 
the share of the intelligentsia in the Party fell even further. 45 

43 For the intelligentsia's hatred of the 'intellectual, curious, and cerebral side of them-
selves' see Richard Stites, Revolutionary Dreams: Utnpian Vision and Experimental Life in the 
Russian Revolution (New York, 1989), 72-3. The pervasiveness of the anti-intelligentsia sen-
timent during the 1921 purge was outstanding. Emilian Riutin, a Bolshevik Civil War hero, 
and a member of presidium of the Siberian Party committee, ran into trouble defending 
his Communist credentials. There were those who suspected that Riutin's education had 
supposedly moved him away from the ranks of the proletariat. Indeed, in one of the ques-
tionnaires, Riutin admitted his social position was that of a 'proletarian member of the 
intelligentsia' (by social origin he was a 'son of a middle-peasant'). During the meeting of 
the purge commission in Tomsk from 30 Nov. 1921 it was suggested that as 'Riutin belongs 
with the intelligentsia' his Party membership could not be ratified and the case had to be 
'transferred to the Supreme Siberian Purge Commission'. A recommendation to the effect 
that 'Riutin has no bourgeois, philistine inclination' was a timely intervention in Riutin's 
defence and secured his possession of a Party card. B. Starkov, 'Tiazhkii put' prozreniia', 
in M. Riutin: Na koleni ne vstanu (Moscow, 1992), 4; Partiinyi arkhiv Novosibirskoi oblasti 
(henceforth PANO), fo. 1, op. 2, d. 478, II. 235-8. 

44 PANO fo. 2, op. 1, d. 17, I. 233. 
45 Rigby, Communist Part)! Membership, 102-17; KPSS v rezoliutsiiakh i resheniiakh (Moscow, 

1970), 452; Tsentral'nyi gosudarstvennyi arkhiv istoriko politicheskikh dokumentov (hence-
forth TsGA IPD), fo. 138, op. 1, d. 1g, I. 44. 
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This anti-intelligentsia campaign affected higher education 
most directly. From September 1922 to February 1923, only four 
applications were submitted to academic Party cells in the 
Volodarsk district. (This can be compared with eighty-eight appli-
cations submitted in the factories during the same time.) During 
the same period in Vasileostrovsk district, where most of 
Petrograd's universities were located, only three Party applicants 
from the intelligentsia became Party candidates (compared to 
seventy-six workers and thirty-three peasants), and only three can-
didates belonging to this category were promoted to full Party 
membership (compared to twenty-three workers and five peas-
ants). It is highly likely that the eighty-two applications that were 
not considered by the Party bureaux at all were put forward by 
non-proletarians. 46 

In 1922 the Party cell of the Leningrad Engineering Institute 
reported that 'we have received almost no student applications'. 
No tears were shed, however. 'Most of our students come from 
the intelligentsia anyway. There is no suitable material here. '47 

While the number of applications rose during the following year, 
the district committee instructed the cell to regard all these appli-
cants as mental labourers. 'Though we have no formal grounds 
to block the enrolment of the intelligentsia to the Party', the cell 
candidly reported, 'we will take all possible measures to prevent 
their admission. '48 

If we consider the sheer volume of Party admissions, 'intelli-
gentsia-oriented' academic institutions compare poorly with the 
technical, 'proletarian-oriented' institutes, to say nothing of the 
workers' faculties.49 A comparison between the Party cells at the 
two main academic institutions in Tomsk, Tomsk State University 
and Tomsk Technological Institute, suggests that the latter's cell 
'attracted proletarian students', while the proletarianization of the 
former left much to be desired. 

Plagued by the 'preponderance' (;::,asilie) of the intelligentsia the 
university fell out of favour with the Tomsk Party leadership. 
During the 1923/ 4 academic year its Party cell was evenly divided 
between proletarian and intelligentsia members (thirty-eight intel-

46 Sbomik Materialov Leningradskogo Komiteta RKP (Petrograd, 1923), vi. 173, 201. 
47 TsGA IPD fo. 1085, op. 1, d. 10, I. 4. 
48 TsGA IPD fo. 1085, op. 1, d. 12, p. 65; d. 16, I. 15. 
49 PANO fo. 2, op. 1, d. 17, p. 233; d. 24, I. 318; PATO fo. 320, op. 1, d. 7, I. 29. 
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TABLE 5.1. Social position of Bolsheviks enrolled in Tomsk academic institutions 
(1923) 

Social position Tomsk Technologi,cal Institute Tomsk State University 

Intelligentsia 17 (35%) 26 (72%) 
Workers and peasants 32 (65%) 10 (28%) 

Source-. GANO fo. 1053, op. 1, d. 682, I. 23. 

ligentsia Party members and thirty-eight Party members from the 
working class and the peasantry). 50 But even this breakdown 
would not have been possible had it not been for the efforts of the 
local Party bureau. 

Statisticians were, in fact, crucial in the constitution of the 
Bolshevik subject, thanks to their role in assigning class identity. 
The data lists at their disposal were divided among three cate-
gories: 'social origins' (sotsial'noe proishozhdenie), 'main profession' 
(glavnaia prefessiia), and 'social position' (sotsial'noe polozhenie). The last 
and the most significant category was supposed to be the result of 
combining the first two. How they were combined was effectively 
at the statistician's discretion. Determined to bestow acceptable 
class characteristics upon as many students as possible, statisticians 
became downright creative at times. 'Peasants' and 'workers' 
remained on their lists as such, even when the students in question 
assumed intelligentsia responsibilities: a 'hereditary worker' such 
as Galichanin remained a worker although he had served as a clerk 
on the state agricultural farm; the daughter of a peasant, such as 
comrade Derevianina, dodged the intelligentsia column despite the 
fact that she had been a primary school teacher. 'Peasants by social 
origin' such as Sleznev, Chernov, and Zolotorev also retained their 
proletarian status, though the Tomsk Party organization stipulated 
that medical assistants like them 'are no good in class terms and 
should be considered, strictly speaking, as employees'. When the 
university statistician conferred an intelligentsia social position it 
was usually the lesser of two evils. Baskovich and Khiletskaia, two 
'merchant daughters', were thereby spared the ignominy of being 
thrust into the category of 'class aliens' and gained a modicum of 
Bolshevik class respectability. There were, however, instances 
when that was out of the question. A number of students had to be 

50 PATO fo. 115, op. 2, d. 3, 11. 6-16; d. 4, I. 41. 
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categorized as 'intelligentsia' despite their 'peasant' origins: 
comrade Zudilov became a mental labourer because of his 'clerical 
work', while Toletukhina and Kletkina were so categorized 'while 
teaching in school'. When the transition to intellectual labour took 
place before the student enrolled in the Party, his 'degeneration' 
could not be overlooked. 5 I 

Once the freeze on admission to university cells was abolished, 
the Technological lnstitute's Party cell grew by leaps and bounds. 
Admitting 'pure-blooded workers' into its ranks, it passed the 200 
mark in 1925. 'Teeming with the intelligentsia', the university, by 
contrast, had to discourage students from applying to the Party: as 
a result, between March andjune 1925, only seven applications 
were submitted and not all of them were accepted.52 When a 
modest growth did occur in the 1925/6 winter trimester, much to 
the cell's chagrin, it further enlarged the intelligentsia cohort. 

TABLE 5.2. Social position of Bolsheviks at Tomsk State Univcrsi~ (1925/ 6) 

Students' social position Nov. 1925 Apr. 1926 

Workers and peasants 33 (77%) 33 (60%) 
Intelligentsia 10 (23%) 22 (40%) 
Total 43 (100%) 55 (100%) 

Source-. Partiinyi arkhiv tomskoi oblasti, fo. n5, op. 2, d. 3, II. 6-16; d. 4, I. 41; d. 7, I. 55; 
d. 8, II. 26-g5, 146. 

Rather apologetically the cell's spokesman argued that class statis-
tics 'are misleading' and that the 'bald intelligentsia figures give a 
false impression. In reality, at least every second intelligentsia 
student comes from a semi-proletarian family.' The local statisti-
cian continued doing all he could to improve students' class 
profile: while he counted only twenty-two students as non-prole-
tarians, the cell's personal files contained nine 'chancery workers', 
nine 'medical assistants', three 'doctors', seven 'school teachers', 
one 'agricultural expert', and one 'Party functionary'-all excel-
lent candidates for the intelligentsia column. 53 

Eager to act in concert with the statistician's agenda, students 
played down the intellectual component of their lives. Ostankin, 

51 GANO fo. 1053, op. 1, d. 58g, I. 51; PATO fo. 320, op. 1, d. 19, II. 126,; PATO fo. 
n5, op. 2, d. 3, 11. 6-27. 52 PANO fo. 2, op. 1, d. 963, I. 4. 

53 Only thirteen university Communists were 'workers' with real experience in produc-
tion; ten other Communists were 'land tillers' (khleboroby). PATO fo. rr5, op. 2, d. 8, I. 146. 
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a student at the Leningrad Agricultural Institute, stated in his 
autobiography that 'I was born to a worker family'. Further infor-
mation suggested that he had spent most of his life working in 
clerical jobs and studying. In his defence, he emphasized that he 
had never acquired intelligentsia consciousness. The young 
Osankin wanted to follow in his father's footsteps and become an 
agricultural day labourer. Alas, local conditions dictated other-
wise. Rather than disclose what had actually happened, the auto-
biographer produced a series of counterfactuals: he 'would have 
become' a worker, 'if not for the complete absence of factories in 
our vicinity. Thus the only alternative I had was either to remain 
at home or to study. Through no act of my own, I was later 
advanced from primary school to high school.'54 

Suspicions aroused by the many telltale intelligentsia traits dis-
played by 'the unskilled worker Mal' kov', the bureau of the 
Tomsk Technological Institute grilled the student in 1925:55 

Q; You say you have lived by the labours of your own hands since the 
age of 18 and yet your questionnaire states you 'have no profession'? 

A: When I started working industry was weak, so I was employed in all 
kinds of jobs. 

Q; Before you entered the Institute, what did you do? 
A: I studied in a Real Schule. 

Naiden knew that Ma'lkov's parents were artisans in the Altai, 
and that could mean that they were well off. 'Tell us what your 
parents are doing and what they own', he demanded. 'It is no 
good saying, how do I know, perhaps they have some stuff.' But 
Mal'kov insisted he could not add to what he had already written 
in his autobiography: 'It is difficult for me to state in a responsible 
way how my parents are. . . . I have had practically no contact 
with my father since 1921.' 

The initial vote at the bureau was close: three for; zero against; 
five abstentions. The Party secretary was dissatisfied: 'that kind of 
a decision is worthless. It means going to the general meeting of 
the cell with practically no recommendation. Let's be determined. 
Accept him, yes or no?!' Further detail about the applicant's mil-
itary service could elucidate his class physiognomy: 
Q; What rank did you reach in Kolchak's army? 
A: I was a private. 

s4 TsGA IPD fo. 1085, op. 1, d. 23, I. 199. 55 PATO fo. 17, op. 1, d. 747, I. 21. 
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Q; When were you drafted into the Red Army? 
A: In Marinsk, in 1920 .... I became an assistant to the communication 

officer. 
'What kind of Red Army service is that if he sat in Tomsk and 
was in no battles?' Mal' gin exclaimed. This lack of commitment 
was typical of the intelligentsia. 'As far as I know', Zaikin com-
mented, 'guys with education were officers in the White Army.' 
'We need facts, not supposition', Borisov rebutted. But nothing 
could dispel Prikhod'ko's unease: 'only the privileged attended 
Real Schukn before the revolution. Something about Mal'kov is just 
not right.' 'Mal'kov's past is vague', Zaikin agreed. 'It is strange 
that he applies to the Party just before graduating. A speculator 
would behave in such a way. We should not attribute too much 
importance to his political erudition. When necessary the intelli-
gentsia can master theory better than any of us.' 

Popov called for more leniency: 'Remember that if we accept 
him we accept him not as a full Party member but as a candidate. 
It is up to us to make sure that Mal' kov will make a good expert. 
If we reject him we will demonstrate our attitude to such a cat-
egory of persons.' The debate boiled down to the desirability of 
accepting the intelligentsia into the Party. Though this was a 
period of a favourable attitude towards the intelligentsia, the 
second vote produced exactly the same results as the first and 
Mal'kov's case remained pending.56 

Knowledge could not be pursued for individual aims. Kolodin, 
a Leningrad student, was purged from the Party in the early 1920s 
because he was judged to be an 'individualist member of the intel-
ligentsia'. The purge protocol stated that 'Kolodin strives only for 
personal knowledge and does nothing for the collective. '57 But 
education was not inevitably construed as an anti-proletarian 
experience.58 The 1923 autobiography of Tydman, born in 
Vitebsk to a family of railway employees and at the time of his 
application a student at the Leningrad Engineering Institute, 
forcefully argued that his studies had helped him to penetrate the 
meaning of class relations. 59 

Tydman, like Mal'kov, had attended a Real Schule, but his 
studies had somehow pointed his youthful consciousness in the 
right direction: 'I was converted to the revolutionary cause by the 

56 PATO fo. 17, op. 1, d. 747, p. 21. 57 TsGAOR(L) fo. 2556, op. 1, d. 16, I. 84. 
58 TsGAODM fo. 67, op. 1, d. 97, I. 6ob. 59 TsGA IPD fo. m85, op. 1, d. 24, I. 14. 
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October uprising of 1905, which became engraved in my memory. 
At that time, workers seized power for a short while in our small 
but revolutionary town.' Even university studies did not cloud 
Tydman's consciousness: 'In 1912 I entered the economics faculty 
of the Moscow Commercial Institute. There I attended lectures 
by almost the entire Social Democratic Central Committee: 
Manuilov (political economy); Novgorodtsev (philosophy and 
history of political theory); Kizevetter (Russian history); and 
Bulgakov (history of economic theory).' Believing that they had 
given him the basic tools of social analysis, the autobiographer 
presented his Kadet professors as Social Democrats! In any case, 
'familiarity with the right literature and with Bolshevik students-
who held several demonstrations and strikes-vaccinated me 
against a pure bourgeois ideology'. 

All of this evidence of revolutionary activism was supposed to 
erase any suspicions that Tydman was a member of the old intel-
ligentsia. A Red Army commissar, the autobiographer turned out 
to be a paragon of Bolshevik virtues: 'the NEP was the cause of 
bitter internal struggle and disenchantment to me. I found it very 
difficult to come to terms with this new atmosphere after I had 
been purified by the flames of War Communism. At the sight of 
thriving speculation and drunkenness I was as miserable as the 
dog who has to tolerate a cat right inside his doghouse.' Aware 
that the NEP was widely regarded as an attempt to reconcile the 
intelligentsia to Bolshevik power, and that identification with War 
Communism was characteristic of workers, Tydman was broadly 
hinting that he deserved to be classified as a proletarian. 

The problem with Mal'kov and Tydman was that they were 
beneficiaries of the tsarist educational system. Their background 
could explain their not fully committed stance toward .the 
Bolsheviks in recent years. If students with such backgrounds 
could only hope for consideration, Party applicants educated 
under the Soviet regime could, on occasion, actively oppose dis-
crimination against the intelligentsia. Realizing that he had been 
grouped with non-proletarian applicants Trifonov, a student at 
Leningrad State University, was dismayed: 

To my considerable surprise, I was facing a terrible dilemma: should I 
apply to the Party as a member of the intelligentsia or abstain from 
applying altogether. I reject the first option on principle and protest 
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against the second as unfair. I feel compelled to declare that a policy 
that does not distinguish between the old, conservative intelligentsia and 
the new, toiling intelligentsia, is misbegotten down to its roots. Was the 
new intelligentsia not educated by the Soviet Power itself? ... The very 
possibility of a comparison between me [and the old intelligentsia] is an 
insult to my spirit. Comrades, tell me what I have in common with 
members of the hereditary intelligentsia, who were educated in the old 
times!60 

To prove his point, Trifonov quoted from his autobiography: 'I 
attended high school in 1919-21, and served in the Red Army 
during that same period. Had it not been for the Revolution, I 
would not have seen the university any more than I see my own 
ears.' A 'peasant-proletarian' and by no means weak or effete, 
Trifonov felt that any talk about his degeneration 'is tantamount 
to a bad joke. I was sent to study not by mommy and daddy but 
straight from the plough!' His Party application, coinciding with 
a strong anti-intelligentsia bias, was flatly rejected (February 1924). 
Trifonov was instructed to start working in a factory and reapply 
later. 

By and large, an intelligentsia background could be overlooked 
if one had accomplished meritorious deeds when political passions 
raged. Consider the brief interrogation of Cherniakov: 
Q When did your active political life begin? 
A: I became a revolutionary in 1921 after my father was killed. I have 

been working in the Cheka ever since. 

And a similar exchange with Trofirnov, also from the mid-192os: 
Q How was your political consciousness developed? 
A: My father participated in the February uprising. I helped to distrib-

ute Bolshevik leaflets and arms. I am now applying to the Party 
merely in order to formalize my commitment to the Soviet Power. 

Both of these intelligentsia students at Tomsk State University 
were accepted into the Party with honours as professional revolu-
tionaries. 61 

In 1926-7 the status of the intelligentsia within the Party 
improved significantly. Re-christening it the 'toiling intelligentsia' 
(trudiashchiesia intelligentsia), class analysts put the intelligentsia on 
the same level as other 'labouring classes'.62 According to the 

60 TsGA IPD fo. 984, op. 1, d. 188, 11. 143-4. 
61 PATO fo. n5, op. 2, d. 12, I. 62. 62 Trinadtsatyi s"ezd RKP(b), 711. 
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August 1925 Central Committee circular, the 'intelligentsia' had 
been merged with the 'employees', a category that included 
'administrators', 'professionals', and 'workers in culture and 
enlightenment'.63 Furthermore, the henceforth mandatory cat-
egory 'others', referring to declassed elements such as 'artisans', 
'housekeepers', and 'students who had no profession before they 
entered the Party', assumed some of the worst connotations pre-
viously associated with the intelligentsia, although it was highly 
anomalous because it also subsumed 'professional revolutionaries'. 
No fewer than thirty-five delegates to the summer 1924 Thirteenth 
Party Congress, for example, were classified as 'others'.64 

Fluctuations in the Leningrad State University's Party mem-
bership vividly display this short-lived tolerance of the intelli-
gentsia. Depleted by a recent purge, the Leningrad State 
University Party cell numbered only 162 members in early 1925. 
However, during the 1925/6 academic year it tripled in size, 
largely because of the admission of 'employees' and 'others'; by 
1927, the non-proletarian cohort comprised almost 40 per cent 
of the cell. 

TABLE 5.3. Social composition of the uningrad State Universi!J Party 
organization in 1927 

Workers 
Peasants 
Employees 
Others 
Total 

PartJ members 

190 (48.5%) 
51 (13.0%) 
89 (22.7%) 
62 (15.8%) 
392 (100%) 

PartJ candidates 

65 (37.4%) 
27 (15.5%) 
55 (31.6%) 
27 (15.5%) 
174 (100%) 

Komsomol members 

394 (34.6%) 
365 (31.9%) 
318 (27.9%) 
64 (5.6%) 
1,141 (100%) 

Source: Tsentral'nyi gosudarstvennyi arkhiv istoriko politicheskikh dokumentov, fo. 984, 
op. 1, d. 148, I. 148. 

So dire had the situation become that in order to keep the uni-
versity's Party cells from being completely overrun by non-proletar-
ians, the Vasilevsk Island District Committee (under whose 
jurisdiction the cell fell) refused to approve any more student mem-

63 The pre-revolutionary mystique of the intelligentsia did not go away easily. Thus 
Nikolai Chaplin, head of the Komsomol in the 1920s, refused to put 'employee' as his 
social position, always preferring, 'member of the intelligentsia'. D. Poliakova, 'Poka serdtsa 
dlia chesti zhivy ... ', in A. Afanas'ev, Oni ne rrwlchali (Moscow, 1991), 358. 

64 TsGA !PD fo. 984, op. 1, d. 249, 11. 1-2, 5. 
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berships. This led to unhappiness in the 'enormous' local 
Komsomol organization, which was the pool from which appli-
cants were drawn, and after a general meeting of the university 
Party organization, an appeal was made to the highest Party organs 
'to reverse this decision'.65 But the Leningrad authorities, eager to 
protect the proletarian nature of the Leningrad Party organization, 
insisted on the freeze. Eventually, a memorandum drafted by the 
Leningrad Regional Party Committee on 7 December 1927 pro-
posed guidelines that would ensure the induction of at least some 
students into the Party: 'Aware of the Central Committee's stipu-
lation that the number of workers from the bench in the Party 
should not fall below 50 per cent ... we believe that students 
should be enrolled solely in the third membership category.'66 It is 
remarkable that in order to enable at least some students to enrol 
the apparatus was willing to endorse the assumption that academic 
studies had a declassing effect (since this was the meaning of stu-
dents' relegation to a non-productivist, third category of Party 
membership). 

As the 1920s drew to a close, battles over the class categoriza-
tion of student Bolsheviks were growing in intensity and sophisti-
cation. Statistics was a key area for administrative machinations. 
Fearing 'finagling in classification', the statistical department at 
the Central Committee instructed all Party organizations to 
review the class affiliations of their membership in March 1928.67 

As subsequent events in Tomsk make clear, however, this 
command was thwarted and revisions in bookkeeping backfired. 
Instead of unmasking the masquerading Party intelligentsia, the 
commission that was working to implement the Central Com-
mittee's directive leaped at the opportunity further to improve 
local students' identities. 

65 In 1927 about every fourth Leningrad student was enrolled in the Komsomol (1,542 
out of6,501). TsGA IPD fo. 6, op. 1, d. 224, I. 206. TsGA IPD fo. 984, op. 1, d. 244, I. 27; 
fo. K-141, op. 1, d. 1a, I. 5. 

66 TsGA IPD fo. 984, op. 1, d. 120, I. 33; Komsomol members younger than 20 could 
apply for Party membership only through the Komsomol district committee. TsGA IPD 
fo. 138, op. 1, d. 1g, p. 17; Spravochnilc partiinogo rabotnilca (1923), iii. 124-5. On measures cur-
tailing admissions of Komsomol students into the Party see Student reooliutsi~ 5 (1927), 21-
2; 0. Dubatova and A. Tuliak, '0 rabote Komsomola v vuze', Krasnoe studenchestoo, 8 
(192;-8), 38. 

67 Edward Hallet Carr and R. W. Davies, Foundations qf a Planned Economy, 1926-1929 
(London, 1971), i. roo-1; Rigby, Communist Part)! Membership, 163. 
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TABLE 5.4. Alterations in the social positions of Tomsk students (1928) 
(cases in which students' social positions remained the same are not included in the 
table) 

From To Technologi,cal Institute State University Workers' 
Faculty 

'other' 'student' 21 
'other' 'employee' 19 
'other' 'worker' 13 
'employee' 'worker' 9 3 
'other' 'peasant' 19 
'worker' 'employee' 2 
'employee' 'peasant' 2 I 
'peasant' 'worker' 10 
'employee' student' 
'peasant' 'employee' 
'worker' 'peasant' 

Source: PATO fo. 76, op. r, d. 483, ll. 13z-g; 138-42. 

Very few workers or peasants were 'unmasked' as members of the 
intelligentsia; conversely, many who had been identified as 
'employees' and 'others' saw a marked improvement in their 
status. 

The flexibility built into the system allowed classes to be made 
and unmade after abrupt changes in Bolshevik policy. The social 
categorizations used by the Party apparatus were progressively 
refined: following the appearance of 'workers from the bench' 
and 'peasants from the plough' in 1923-4, the 'toiling intelli-
gentsia' was called into existence a year later only to be amalga-
mated with 'employees'. Rather than an objective given, the 
intelligentsia appears to have been a flexible discursive artefact, 
made and unmade depending on the vagaries of Party politics. 
Admissions returns enable us not only to trace changes in the 
intelligentsia's numerical preponderance in Party cells, but also 
to examine the construction of the category itself. Indisputably, 
signals from the centre constantly elevated some social categories 
and lowered others. The fact that fluctuations in the status of the 
'intelligentsia' emanated from policy shifts at the apex of the 
system, however, does not mean that class was not a question of 
discourse. In describing the discourse that classified and described 
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the 'intelligentsia', my point is not that the meaning of class cat-
egories was the result of a free exchange of opinion, but that the 
centre never had-nor could it have had-full control over how 
class vocabulary was used. The leaders of the local Party cells, 
their statisticians, and the grass roots themselves had real latitude 
in identifying who belonged to the intelligentsia and which intel-
ligentsia students deserved Party admission. 

Intelligentsia Conversions 

The Party's increasing emphasis on identifying those with a pro-
letarian spirit resulted in more attention being paid to story-telling 
as the best means of determining class identity. This led to an 
increased emphasis on the distinction between social origins and 
social position, and, in many late 1920s documents, to the question 
'What were your class origins?' being replaced by 'What sort of 
milieu did you grow up in (sreda gde vyros)?'68 Since 'formative 
milieu' was much more amenable to narrativization than 'socio-
economic background', the element of self-fashioning in the cre-
ation of an intelligentsia subject grew in importance. 

Offering a variety of strategies for the narrative presentation 
of life experience, the autobiography allowed intelligentsia 
Bolsheviks to inject a proletarian spirit into a non-proletarian 
frame. Bolsheviks believed that typical members of the intelli-
gentsia came from the urban petite bourgeoisie (meshchanstvo). 
Their sins were usually committed close to the beginning of their 
lives. Given that origins were impure, the corresponding life story 
had to describe a fairly unilinear self-improvement, a steady and 
uninterrupted movement towards universalist consciousness. It 
was as if the sheer volume of their sins placed members of the 
intelligentsia at a disadvantage by comparison with workers; any 
further corruption of their souls would have made Party enrol-
ment highly unlikely. 

Thus the influences which formed the intelligentsia conscious-
ness were usually presented as progressing from good to better. 
In intelligentsia autobiographies, interaction with the proletarian 
milieu and revolutionary activity drove protagonists towards the 
comprehension of class relations, gradually relieving them of petit 

68 PATO fo. 76, op. r, d. 114. 
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bourgeois character traits. Alternatively, intelligentsia autobiogra-
phies could be composed according to the conversion crisis model, 
describing a story of miraculous transformation. But in these 
cases, a perdurable kernel of proletarian values, no matter how 
small and forgotten, was usually posited to make the eventual 
adoption of proletarian ideology slightly more likely. 

Intelligentsia narrators of this sort tended to claim that deep 
within their souls a proletarian ember lay hidden, glowing beneath 
the cinders. Once blown into a flame, it kindled a conflagration 
that destroyed such intelligentsia vices as passivity, cowardice, 
opportunism, utilitarianism, and the tendency to make corrupt bar-
gains with the enemies of the proletariat. In the 1930s the play-
wright Aleksandr Afinogenov described how he discovered his true 
revolutionary identity underneath his intelligentsia self: 'I set the 
knife to myself and took out not only my stomach but the heart as 
well. The self inside me died-and then a miracle happened. A 
new "self' revived ... all the best that had ever been in me and 
had since vanished. Now it turns out that my positive features had 
not faded or evaporated, had not completely died, but laid down a 
foundation for a completely new me, tiny and weak as it may at 
first have been.'69 Here the renunciation of the intelligentsia self 
was simultaneously the discovery of a lost proletarian identity. 

The exact formula of the conversion was not so important; 
intelligentsia autobiographers paid much more attention to the 
phenomenological aspects of their conversion than worker or 
peasant autobiographers. Incessantly self-reflective, they docu-
mented every movement of their soul, revealed every inner spring 
of their intentions, and described every inch of their personal 
growth in cerebral terms. Cut off from active life, students who 
described themselves as members of the intelligentsia had to keep 
their narratives logical because rational deliberation and theoret-
ical insight were the only impetuses accepted as forces that could 
convince them to embrace the Party. 

Numerous Party applicants claimed to have refashioned them-
selves as members of the new intelligentsia. The autobiography of 
Kasintsev, a student at the Leningrad State University and a pro-
fessional musician, is interesting in this regard. 70 Recapitulating 
those parts of intelligentsia autobiography that dealt with the 

69 Jochen Hellbeck, Revolution on my Mind: Writing a Diary under Stalin (Cambridge, Mass., 
2006), 326. 70 TsGA IPD fo. 1085, op. r, d. 26, 11. 142-3. 
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transformation of declassed urban dwellers into conscious prole-
tarians, he made a powerful case for being able to contribute, not 
necessarily as someone reborn into the working class, but as a 
proud member of the new intelligentsia. 

Kasintsev claimed he had come 'from a poor workers' milieu'. 
His mother was a peasant, 'completely illiterate to this very day'. 
His father, 'while still a barely literate urchin, was apprenticed to 
a carpenter'. When he had witnessed the cruelty the exploiter 
inflicted upon the exploited, Kasintsev's father became a champion 
of the working class. 'He took the revolutionary nickname "Artar", 
and made a red shirt from his favourite cloth.' The post-1905 reac-
tion, however, soon deflated this radicalism and Kasintsev had to 
admit that his father then crossed the lines and became a foreman. 
In a word, the autobiographer's background was shoddy. 

But not all was lost: rent into bourgeois and proletarian halves, 
a petit bourgeois soul could evolve in a positive direction if cir-
cumstances were propitious. When Kasintsev begun his studies at 
the Vladikavkaz high school, his wealthy classmates identified him 
as their social opposite: 'I would constantly hear insults like 
"muzhik", "paper boy", and so on thrown in my direction.' Long 
years of experience in the struggle against Dinikin bands com-
pleted Kasintsev's conversion, 'and the experience left me devoted 
heart and soul to the Soviet Power'. 

But the autobiography's concluding part, where Kasintsev 
comes close to speaking of the tutelage of the working class, is the 
most interesting: 
Advancing hand in hand with the people and fighting to defend their 
interests, I wished for only one thing, to be an honest human being, a 
friend and a servant of the Russian people. In 1922, an urge seized me 
to become an engineer, for the good of the people .... I now write to 
relieve and cleanse my soul, and my aim is to earn the trust of the 
workers ... and prove that we, the new generation of the intelligentsia, 
do not strive to separate ourselves from the working class but on the con-
trary seek to be close to it, to be its friend. I look forward to a new way 
of living, working hand in hand with the working class, so that no bar-
riers will exist between us. 

The use of 'we/them' suggests that the autobiographer distin-
guished himself, a member of the new intelligentsia, from the 
working class proper. At the same time, the allusion to the fall of 
all barriers between the workers and the intelligentsia attests to 
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Kasintsev's hope that in the classless future the gap between work 
and thought will at last disappear. 'Down with bureaucratism!' he 
inveighed. 'Let the engineer be distinguished from the worker by 
occupation alone, not by ideology. Once we have travelled a hard, 
thorny path, the day will come when the worker perceives the 
expert not as a softie (beloruchka) but as a friend.' When, in the 
passage cited at the beginning of this paragraph, Kasintsev 
switched to the present tense, this indicated that he was describing 
the contemporary, transitional period in which certain divisions 
between the working class and the intelligentsia were preserved. 
Shifting tenses yet again and adopting the future tense, the author 
replaced the division between 'me' (Kasintsev, a member of the 
intelligentsia) and 'them' (the working class) with the promise of a 
new 'we'-the unified revolutionary Subject. Since the tasks of 
the Party and the new intelligentsia were basically identical, 
namely, to enlighten workers and bring about the worker-intelli-
gentsia synthesis, Kasintsev's place, the autobiography tacitly con-
cluded, was with the Party. 

No matter how bright and erudite, members of the intelli-
gentsia always doubted their relevance. Knowledge was not a 
value in itself; detached from life it was obscurantist and irrele-
vant. Truth could not be assessed at a strictly theoretical level, 
though this was certainly important; it had to explain real events 
and make sense to the proletariat. That is why many intelligentsia 
autobiographies combine descriptions of intellectual discoveries 
with demonstrations that these discoveries were relevant to the 
struggle of the working class. Consider the case of Osinsky, a 
prominent Bolshevik Party leader and economist: 
When I was about 14 years old I wrote my first article on religion and 
ethics. Although our circle evolved toward Marxism quite slowly it had 
a politically radical and materialist bent almost from the very beginning . 
. . . In the winter of 1904-5 our work in the Qymnasium took a political 
direction and we began putting out a daily newspaper, making presen-
tations, and arranging discussions. Finally the time had come to decide 
our political orientation (politicheski samoopredelit'sia). For this purpose-
and such behaviour is quite characteristic of the theoretical deviations 
that occurred over the course of our spiritual development-we decided 
to review, under the instruction of P. M. Lebedev, the history of the rev-
olutionary movement in Russia.71 

71 Though his autobiographical narrative was quite contorted in this regard, Osinsky 
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Though overall he was moving along the correct trajectory, 
Osinsky was still suffering from his old intelligentsia habits. When 
he chose the Decembrists as the subject of his presentation he was 
overcome by a need to 'oppose strenuously everything "fashion-
able"'. Such an inclination to assert the originality of one's mind 
was-Osinsky now saw this clearly-'the psychological plague of 
the intelligentsia'. Since he had perceived Marxism as a fleeting 
intelligentsia fad the autobiographer had tried to give the 
Decembrist movement a non-Marxist interpretation, mainly out 
of spite. 'I set out on the road of baseless liberalism and this 
allowed Lebedev and Kerzhentsev to demolish my argument. 
Once I had carefully thought through the reasons for my "defeat" 
I arrived at the conclusion that old Marx knew what he was 
talking about.' 

The intelligentsia's purely intellectual insight was not enough. 
Osinsky was not yet a consistent revolutionary thinker. It was not 
until the Revolution of 1905 that his Marxism was 'tangibly re-
inforced'. After the uprising had been put down Osinsky went to 
Germany to study political economy. He no longer tarried in 
unwholesome ideological byways: 'I divided my time between the 
study of Plekhanov and of Lenin.' Having finally joined theory to 
practice Osinsky returned to Russia and, in the autumn of 1907, 
'deemed myself ready to become a conscious Party member'. 72 

The path to enlightenment, and the pitfalls the intelligentsia 
met along the way, feature prominently in the autobiography of 
Reisner, a major Soviet sociologist and psychologist. The begin-
ning was modest: 'I received education in keeping with intelli-
gentsia romanticism-that is, a jumble of unscientific ideas that 
doomed my young mind to years of slogging through an intellec-
tual morass.' The remainder of Reisner's autobiography is an 
account of how he overcame this predicament. He began at an 
early age 'to seek for the path to humanity's salvation'. As he 
describes how he plunged into 'mysticism' and 'Tolstoyanism', 
then underwent the 'strong influence of Dostoevsky', his sarcasm 
appears to have been an offspring of an old intelligentsia family. 'A son of a petty land 
owner in the Orlov province, my father ... never possessed the princely title (so often 
ascribed to me without reason). Father had to commence his life working as a Qymnasium 
teacher .... But he was a man of radical convictions and high culture. Even at a time 
when he did not have a large income ... foreign language tutors were hired for the chil-
dren. Thus I have been fluent in German and French since childhood.' 

72 Deiateli SSSR, 570. 
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is quite evident. But soon enough he came to hate classicism and 
reject science--intellectual preoccupations relevant only to a pre-
tentious, obscurantist, and totally detached intelligentsia-and the 
young graduate of the Petersburg Gymnasium went to study at 
Warsaw University. At that time, he said, 'I dreamed of dedicat-
ing myself to religion.' 

A 'sharp break' in Reisner's evolution occurred when he came 
under the influence of Professor Blok. The father of the famous 
poet was 'a scholar who somehow managed to combine enormous 
erudition, materialist scepticism, and slavophilism. A sociologist-
positivist in his premises, Blok was a Romantic in his conclusions.' 
Reisner absorbed his mentor's method but was not satisfied as to 
what implications he should draw from it. Confused, he went to 
Kiev to seek illumination from Evgeny Trubetskoi. 'A careful 
investigation of political schools', however, brought Reisner to the 
gloomy conclusion that 'contemporary science had come to a 
dead end and was unable to decide between two equally binding 
and logical systems of thought which were glaringly, irreconcilably 
antithetical .... Political science appeared to be an accumulation 
of equally binding "verities" (pravdy) and "truths" (instiny), each 
flatly contradicting the other.' Needless to say, a mystic such as 
Trubetskoi 'could not show a way out since he took one truth on 
faith and rejected all others'. It was then that Reisner was pre-
sented with the task to which he was to 'dedicate his theoretical 
and practical life-finding an objective law that would explain 
why various worldviews have come into existence and why they 
have to be mutually exclusive'.73 

Reisner's conversion was piecemeal. Religion, for example, he 
spurned while a teacher at Tomsk University in the late 1890s; 
'this was all to the good since mysticism was known to be the 
major obstacle on the path to enlightenment faced by Silver Age 
intelligentsia. His articles from that period exposed the purely 
political nature of the Russian Church and moral legislation.'74 

Ultimately Reisner managed to extricate himself from the remain-
ing forms of scholastic thinking. While in Europe in 1903 he finally 
saw that Marxism alone was a science and that all other creeds 
were merely interest-driven beliefs. The serious materialist teach-
ing focused not on the contradictions within human thought but 

73 Ibid. 623. 74 Ibid. 624. 
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on the tensions at the base of society. 'Marxism was the only way 
to resolve these fundamental contradictions. The dialectical, con-
tradictory character of political systems could not be explained in 
their own terms, only in terms of their social underpinnings. The 
secrets of the political realm could be unlocked only if one 
approached them in terms of the class interests for which they 
served as an ideological superstructure'.' 

As he approached that fundamental truth Reisner passed 
through the classic series of stages of the member of the intelli-
gentsia on his way to the light, moving from the realm of ideas to 
the reality that explained it. But no theory, not even Marxism, 
could be fully absorbed without revolutionary practice. His legal 
expertise meant that his own revolutionary experience was the 
clef ence he mounted of German Social Democrats accused of 
crimes of state against the Russian tsar. 75 Once Reisner discov-
ered the proletariat, this member of the intelligentsia found his 
true audience. Although the pre-revolutionary university audito-
riums were full when Reisner lectured, his explanations of the 
social determination of human psychology fell on deaf ears. Only 
when he made his way to workers' auditoriums to disseminate 
scholarly socialist propaganda did his listeners seem attentive and 
receptive. 76 

Action, the property of the working class, and thought, the 
property of the intelligentsia, were expected to fuse in the New 
Man. In many a Bolshevik autob1ography the marriage of a 
member of the intelligentsia to the proletariat was celebrated. The 
autobiography of Professor Shchepkin, a Kadet-tumed-Bolshevik, 
included the following summary of the protagonist's conversion 
from member of the old intelligentsia to Bolshevik scholar: 'As 
social initiative is passed into the hands of the popular masses, 
higher education must be inspired by the life going on around it: 
theory must be subjected to practice. Contemplation, the child of 
detached cognition, must be replaced by an American type of 
pragmatism ... a Will that pushes one to act. '77 

One of the features that make the above autobiographies espe-
cially intriguing is how the new intelligentsia, even as it set about 
the task of inculcating the proletariat with Marxist theory, was, in 
the process, losing much of its own identity. For the 'purity' of the 

75 Dei.ateli SSSR, 624. 76 Ibid. 626. 77 Ibid. 775. 
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voice of the new intelligentsia depended, in the final analysis, on 
its ability to speak with the voice of the proletariat. By instilling a 
universalist consciousness in their working-class audiences, 
Osinsky and Reisner, themselves unequivocally offspring of the 
intelligentsia, came to identify with their proteges. To the extent 
that universalism was an intrinsically proletarian quality, those 
members of the revolutionary intelligentsia who acquired it 
through great mental labour somehow became proletarians. Of 
course, this dynamic worked both ways: with the obliteration of 
their exclusive identification with manual labour proletarians like-
wise lost their authentic self. As they became aware of their pro-
letarian identity and grew to be conscious of their revolutionary 
duties, politically mature workers became, in a sense, members of 
the intelligentsia. 

Clearly, universalist consciousness was the ultimate standard of 
Bolshevik identity, not class origins or occupation. And the· new 
intelligentsia had plenty of this universalism. Lenin scolded those 
who tried to delegitimize its members on the grounds that they 
were petit bourgeois: 'If social origins are fetishized, workers, 
having been small landowners in the past, would have to be rele-
gated to the petite bourgeoisie as well! Individuals distantly related 
to members of the intelligentsia were not barred from becoming 
"proletarians in spirit" (proktarii dukhom).' In the words of an anony-
mous Marxist pamphleteer, Marx, Engels, and Lenin, unham-
pered by their non-proletarian origins, 'were the best among 
the intelligentsia, capable of renouncing individualism, plumbing 
the depths of human suffering and sacrificing themselves for the 

l . , 78 pro etanat. 
What was expected from the new intelligentsia is clear from the 

assessment of the members belonging to this category by their 
superiors and inferiors. Consider the Communist University's per-
sonal evaluation ofTerent'ev, composed in the spring of 1924 by 
the presidium of the Party cell in the Red Army unit to which he 
was briefly assigned as a propagandist: 
During the period he spent in our division Terent'ev did not meet the 
expectations of someone sent by the Party. He arrived here not because 
he wanted to work with us but only because he was ... eager to meet 
the upcoming German Revolution [ as a member of a military staff]. As 

78 RGASPI fo. 17, op. 8, d. 396, 1. 17. 
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a student of the Communist University, Comrade Terent'ev surely has 
sufficient theoretical education. Yet he does not want to pass on his 
knowledge to peasants or to the less developed Party members. For him, 
the Communist University is a place where one obtains a profession 
needed for one's personal happiness .... Here is Terent'ev's interpreta-
tion of the maxim, BEING DETER.c\flNES CONSCIOUSNESS: first, make me a 
staff member, then develop expectations in my regard. Refusing to hang 
newspapers on the walls, to contribute to Lenin's corner, etc., he justifies 
himself by saying that this is somethi.ng only political activists from the 
staff can be expected to do. Although Terent'ev attends Party meetings, 
lectures, and discussion groups regularly, he does not show proper ini-
tiative in agitating among the masses. Nor does this intemperate and 
undisciplined comrade care about personal conversations with com-
rades. His life style is secluded: 'I read and work on myself, he explains, 
'so that I do not fall behind my fellow students.'79 

This was a harsh condemnation: educated in Bolshevik institu-
tions, Terent'ev was supposed to 'retain his ties with the masses', 
give generously of his ideological and political insights, and help 
to convert others to Communism. Instead, he treated the know-
ledge he received as private property-a telltale sign that this 
intelligentsia comrade was rapidly degenerating. so 

Despite the very different historical context and the recent 
announcement that class struggle in the country had been termi-
nated, expectations of the intelligentsia, now declared an 'inter-
mediary layer' (prosloika) linking workers and peasants, did not 
change significantly in the 1930s. Kapustin, a young expert at the 
Leningrad Kirov plant who had just returned from university 
studies in England, was accused by fellow engineers of 'wrecking' 
in 1937, that is, his shop was not meeting its production norms. 
The following letter in his defence, jotted down with a pencil on 
an oily paper, was signed by twenty-eight workers operating 
different shifts. Wishing to save their boss, the signatories did 
not miss a single superlative that befitted a member of the 
new intelligentsia. The letter was addressed to Zal'tsman, the 
head of the turbine-producing shop and one of Kapustin's main 
detractors: 

79 TsGA IPD fo. 197, op. 1, d. 71, 1. 17. 
80 Party officials maintained that cadres sent for higher education easily lost their 
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We consider Kapustin our best friend, our best boss. In his work, he 
never raises his voice, treats us as his equals, always greets us with a 
handshake. He gives exhaustive answers to all our questions, explains, 
shows, teaches. We always fully understand the orders coming from 
Iakov Fedorovich [Kapustin], a seasoned Party member who came from 
our ranks and who has the general sympathy of all the workers here. 
Under his leadership we became politically educated individuals. Every 
lunch break we would read newspapers and Iakov Fedorovich was our 
lecturer and general consultant very frequently. He had always known 
how to approach the worker with love, arid we reciprocated and tried to 
execute his orders quickly and precisely .... Kapustin forged excellent 
production workers out of us, politically trustworthy people who work 
consciously.81 

All the characteristics of the genre appear here: Kapustin came 
from the people, and remained in the people and of the people. 
While his studies put him in a position of authority, he did all he 
could to direct his workers so that one day they would close the 
remaining gap between manual and mental labour. 

To be worthy of the Party, intelligentsia students had to show 
that they had overcome what were regarded as their most intrinsic 
traits-selfishness, highmindedness, and anti-social inclinations. 
This became all the more urgent when the applicant's intelli-
gentsia individualism had taken a political form and had been 
expressed through identification with one of the anarchist currents 
that tried to outdo Bolsheviks in their radicalism. The autobiog-
raphy ofBuntar', a student at Leningrad State University, brought 
into sharp relief this connection between intelligentsia identity and 
unbridled sentiment.82 Born in 1902 in a village called larunino, 
in Tver Province, the autobiographer had, despite his poor 
peasant origins, become an employee. 'The loss of class roots 
occurred very early in life', he confessed. The early death of his 
father and his mother's subsequent move to Petersburg, where she 
found employment as a servant, had had a declassing effect on 
the children: the autobiographer's youngest sister became a 
servant, and later a chambermaid, while the 1-year-old Buntar' 
was placed in a petit bourgeois primary school. Having aban-
doned agricultural work and failed to enter the capital's industrial 
labour force, Buntar' lost his social compass and embraced the 

81 V. I. Demidov and V. A. Kutuzov, Leningradskoe delo (Leningrad, 1990), 76-;. 
82 TsGA IPD fo. 984, op. 1, d. 126, II. 66, 69. 
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dissolute pastimes of urban riffraff. 'After I graduated from school, 
a teacher with anarchist inclinations helped me enrol in college. 
I consumed some of the social democratic literature that filled her 
bookshelves.' 

In 1915, the autobiographer came across a particularly impressive 
inflammatory leaflet which prompted him to join a local anarchist 
organization. In fact, the name 'Bun tar", which means 'rebel' in 
Russian, was clearly a pseudonym of the sort favoured by defiant 
anarchists. Buntar' played a major role in the almost mythical occu-
pation ofDumovo's summer house and the capture of the palace 
of the Duke ofLeikhtenberg--two major anarchist actions accom-
plished during that revolutionary year. He does not quite tell us 
how, but somehow Buntar' evolved from a wild and militant anar-
chist into a dedicated Bolshevik. During the Civil War many anar-
chists had decided to 'sell their swords' and side with the Reds.83 

By 1920, the opinions of Buntar', too, had definitely 'drifted 
away from anarchism'. The Party cell of the Presnetsk region 
went so far as to 'enrol me in its ranks without any probation 
period'-a rare honour indeed that can be explained by the auto-
biographer's committed service in the ranks of the Red Army. But 
his past returned to haunt him and during the purge of 1921 he 
was expelled from the Party. The protocol of the proceedings of 
the Petersburg Control Commission, which oversaw his reinstate-
ment request, indicates that 'Buntar"s purge was motivated by the 
sympathy he showed for the anarchist party before the February 
revolution'. Worse yet, Buntar' had reportedly refused to cooper-
ate with the Cheka in suppressing anarchist organizations despite 
explicit orders to do so. 'Even now Uune 1922], the supplicant is 
sympathetic to anarchist idealists (anarkhisry ideinogo tolka).'84 

The matter of his expulsion obliged Buntar' to disclose to the 
Leningrad State University Party cell a set of highly revealing 
autobiographical reflections. Only toward the very end of his 
second autobiographical letter did he directly confront the accu-
sation that he was an anarchist sympathizer: 'As far as my old 
views go, I renounced them a long time ago. Can anyone seri-
ously believe that an anarchist would command Red Army battal-
ions? ... True, I did display a certain weakness in Tver when 
prominent anarchists were arrested. All I ask, however, is that the 

83 Volna: E{/zemesi.achnyi organflderatsii anarkho-kommunisticheskikh grupp, ,t-8 (1923), 38-g. 
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Party use me without bringing pressure to bear on those parts of 
my constitution that remain weak.' 

The remainder of his letter was dedicated to reflections on the 
role of the new intelligentsia in the Party, an issue that had a 
direct bearing on the autobiographer since he preferred academic 
studies to a military career: 
You refused to allow me to remain in the workers' Party, basing that 
decision . . . solely on the fact that I am not a 'worker' but a 'member 
of the intelligentsia'. The Party, you argued, draws its strength exclu-
sively from workers from the bench. First, let me tell you that I by no 
means regard myself as a member of the intelligentsia in the full sense of 
the word. My course of university studies is not yet completed, so how 
can I be classified as a 'mental labourer'? Shouldn't you wait until I 
graduate and start actually working in a white-collar profession? Second, 
if I am purged from the Party and, following that, from the university, 
will I not have to work in a factory like any other worker? ... In my 
view, this makes me not a 'mental labourer' but an 'educated unskilled 
worker' (int,elligentnyi chernorabochii). 

Had he been an old-fashioned member of the intelligentsia, 
Buntar' averred, he could have remained a chancery worker in 
the Red Army. The sole reason for his demobilization was a 'lack 
of desire to become a military specialist in times of peace'. 

Next, Buntar' turned to the general meaning of the term 'intel-
ligentsia': 'Setting aside for a moment the definition of a member 
of the intelligentsia which is based on one's relation to production, 
one has to admit that, from the point of view of proletarian ethics, 
mental development (umstvennoe ra;::,vitie) should be considered not 
a burden but, quite to the contrary, an asset. The workers' revo-
lution cannot win until every single worker becomes sufficiently 
developed to be able to supervise the production process.' A 
wholesale attack on the· intelligentsia and its spiritual values, 
Buntar' reminded the reader, had a name in the Bolshevik parl-
ance-it was makhaevshchina, a syndicalist heresy condemned by 
the Party in every possible language.85 According to Buntar', a 
workers' intelligentsia had to be built in order to secure proletar-
ian victory in the struggle over minds: 
During the transitional period ... the intelligentsia that thinks and feels 
with the Party is particularly valuable, especially when it comes from the 

85 On makhaevshchina as a pejorative term see L. Syrkin, 'Chto takoe makhaevshchina?', 
Krasnaia letopis', 6 (1929) and 1 (1930). 
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lower echelons of society. It is not inferior but complementary to workers 
from the bench. . . . The Party has to be on the alert for the possible 
effects of economic hardship on the working class: when under duress, 
a worker may easily succumb to all kinds of deviations. At a moment of 
economic distress, only an imaginative enlightenment, and not some 
propaganda loaded with cliches, is capable of reanimating the workers 
and of forcing them to think as workers should think. 

His underlying assumption was that each class had character-
istic patterns of thought, but at times individual members of a 
class could be swayed by alien modes of thinking. Without assis-
tance from the new intelligentsia, workers who were in trouble 
could succumb to petit bourgeois temptations. The autobiogra-
pher believed that only an alert and genuine revolutionary intel-
ligentsia could unmask the false prophets who tried to lure the 
workers away from the right path: 

A worker who is relatively poorly developed-and we should keep in 
mind that fully developed Bolshevik workers are still rare-is generally 
vulnerable to all sorts of criticism advanced by the seditious Mensheviks 
who worm their way into the factory. If that danger is to be staved off, 
the presence in the factory of intelligentsia with working-class roots is 
crucial. Saving the GPU plenty of effort, such intelligentsia can create 
the conditions for a widening of the freedom of speech without which it 
will be impossible to rekindle workers' political thought. 

Since many workers were not yet conscious enough to have the 
upper hand in political debates with the Mensheviks, so the argu-
ment went, political freedoms had unfortunately to be suppressed. 
But this situation was bound to change with the growth of the true 
workers' intelligentsia. 86 

Almost imperceptibly, the autobiography ofBuntar' metamor-
phosed into an extended apologia for the new intelligentsia. A 
vanguard of the proletariat, it alone could lead workers to a class-
less society. Buntar' was adamant that those who had purged him 
from the Party had inadvertently blasted the buds of the new 
intelligentsia: 'The Party cannot and does not rely solely on 
workers from the bench. Its anti-intelligentsia policies are aimed 
at only the worthless intelligentsia, the intelligentsia which is alien 
to the proletariat. To confuse me with that kind of intelligentsia 
. . . is to offend my pride. Insult is added to injury when I am 

86 TsGA IPD fo. 984, op. r, d. 126, 11. 75,. 
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identified with the hordes of individuals who grope for loopholes 
so as to worm their way into the Party. We seek not loopholes but 
legitimate ways to become Party members.' Pleading that he was 
not an old intelligentsia interloper but a member of the new intel-
ligentsia that fully belonged to the Soviet political order, Buntar' 
sought to turn the weaknesses of intelligentsia identity into a 
source of strength. The conclusion of his autobiography-'in my 
view, the doors of the Party should be open to each and every 
member of the intelligentsia who thinks like a worker'-might 
have served as the motto of those who believed in the transcend-
ence of class distinctions in Bolshevik society. 

The autobiographies we have just examined might as easily be 
described as treatises in class theory. But this was entirely appro-
priate. One of the founding principles of the Bolshevik illiberal 
self was that society instilled in an individual his or her sense of 
identity. In presenting themselves, authors never limited their nar-
rative to the contents of their private lives but, by dwelling at 
length and with considerable sophistication on the past and the 
present of the Party, elucidated their own place in the proletarian 
movement. Our autobiographers were well aware that after the 
Revolution the relationship between the intelligentsia and the 
working class had been reformulated from a relationship in which 
the intelligentsia played the guiding role to a class alliance under 
the guidance of the working class. Kasintsev, Reisner, and even 
Buntar', albeit a bit less enthusiastically, all acknowledged that in 
the pupil-teacher relationship, the two sides had switched posi-
tions. 'The intelligentsia has been adopted by the proletariat', 
Party spokesmen explained.87 'It is now the Party that sets the 
rules. The intelligentsia', Lunacharsky explained, 'is not the 
manager but the servant.'88 

But Lunacharsky could also be cited by members of the intelli-
gentsia who wanted to substantiate their claims for Party member-
ship. When asked 'should we create a new intelligentsia? Can 
we not jump directly into a period devoid of intelligentsia?' 
Lunacharsky answered: 'We take the Dictatorship of the Proletariat 
seriously, though it is temporary, do we not? Why should we not 
treat the intelligentsia with equal seriousness, transient category 

87 'Sotsial'naia fizionomiia intelligentsii', Biulletini lit.eratury i z:.hivzi, 1 (1924), 5. 
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though it is?'89 Explaining that 'No form will be complete until the 
construction of Communism is complete', Lenin himself had 
warned that even a proletarian revolution could not eradicate the 
distinction between mental and manual labour right away: 'The 
antithesis between mental and physical labour ... cannot on any 
account immediately be removed by the mere conversion of the 
means of production into public property, by the mere expropria-
tion of capitalists. '90 

The inclusiveness of the Bolshevik brotherhood ensured that 
alien social origins were never insuperable. The Soviet Constitution 
of 1918 established the category of the disenfranchised (lishent,ry): for-
merly privileged estates and occupations such as nobles, merchants, 
and tsarist gendarmes were relegated to the ranks of the exploiters 
and deprived of citizens' rights.91 Despite discrimination against 
these categories, the offspring of anti-social elements could claim a 
Party card if they were able to prove that they had severed ties with 
their parents. If youngsters demonstrated that their consciousness 
broke with the retrograde thinking of their parents, they could 
claim to become full participants in the Soviet social order. 'Our 
family fully degenerated (razl,ozhi/,as')', Sashanova, a student at the 
Leningrad Communist University, stated in 1924. She had nothing 
to do with her father's business and had not been 'in touch with 
any of my relatives since 1917'. 92 

The most horrible class identities could be whitewashed. Even 
the son of a gendarme could become a Party member, as was the 
case with Galenchenko, who was accepted by the Smolensk 
Institute cell in May 1920. 'Already eleven years since my father 
left that occupation', Galenchenko explained. 'True, I get along 
with my father but this is so because he is a kind man with 
Tolstoyan convictions.' Pointing out that Galenchenko had been 
one of the first in the region to join the Bolsheviks, students con-
cluded they 'should not brand Galenchenko because of what his 
father used to do'.93 In principle, conversion was open to all. 

89 Sud'by sovremennoi intelligentsii, 45. 
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