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%.‘:ultural thaw is

not re‘storaataon of hlstc.ry

MAY 22. 1987

by Raya Dunayevskaya
In April in Moscow the journal Novy Mir (New

. World; published a new play by the well-known Russian -
playwright, Milhail Shatrov, entitled “The Peace Trea-:
{y of Brest-Litovak,” which captured some front-page:
publicity in the West, the 11.S. especially. Because the-

" great histaric revolutinnaries—Leon Trotsky and Niko- |
‘lai Bukharin—appear in it as co-leaders of Lenin, when
they huve been excrcised frem the oﬂir'mlly re-written :
Stalinist and de.-Stalinist histories, t.xe play in ret.ewmg;

this extraordinary treatment.
‘The New York Times front-page report on this

(April 30, 1987) was accompanied by a picture of Trot-

eky. The emphams on the pbenomenal nature of the
play’s pubhcauon is further stressed by the New York
Times reporter in Moscow, Bill Keller, who reported
that the play had been written in 1962 during the
Khnwhchey cultural thaw, But it wee¢ not then ap-
proved for puchahon. much less given' a drimatic
production, whereas in 1987 it is not cnly being pub-
lmho:l. but its author, Shatmv, announcsd in an inter-
view that it would be staged in Moacow in November
on the J0th anniversary of the Russian Revolution, This
too made it sound s if it were a play rehabilitating the

two great leaders of - the Russian '%evolutmn, 'I‘rotsky :

snd Bukharin,

NOVY MIR (NEW WORLD)
IS NOT ALL THAT NEW

Nothing could be further -from the truth. Smce the

journal Novy Mir has not yet mvived in U.S. libraries, I

am at ¢ disadvantage in not having read the play itself -

and must depend mainly on reviews. It is not true, how-
ever, that either the suthor of the play, Shatrov, or the
genre of his plays is a mystery. The Enghsh-ap-akmg

world can follow the officinl: Russien -views on Soviet -

culture in Boviet Literature, which 'is pubhshed in Mos-,

cow, in English, for that purpose. ‘The one that is of
relevanca to this ovent is the No. 4, 1983 issua -

of Soviel Literature, which ran an extenawe interview .

with the author and an ivtellactuelistic -analysis -of all

his plays, especially ths one then packing them in,:
“We're Bound o' Win.," The author himself subiitled -

the play “Publicistic Dmma,“ which hia mtervmwm, El-
ena Olkhovich, calls “mono-dmm". it is’ actually ‘what
Shatrov has been writing ever since the de-Stalinization

period began in 1857 when he was 24 yeara old, =~ - .
) What:sthenewtopweveryhmethemxsaahght.
thaw in culiura? life, is just a topic, not a new subject—

the forbidden history as well as the precent directich of

Russis. The ghosts from past history eppear i in this play

Russna s latest piay iS no freedem mad

not only to prove that Lenin was a great revolutlonary,

a theoretician, a practitioner who won power against
Czarism and capitalism; it as well hit out against all

other tendencies, including those who had heen consid-

ered the “general staff of the Revolution.”
The chosen crises points in Shatrov’s plays show all

tendencies—be they Trotzsky/Bukharin, or the Workers' -
COpposition, or the Social Revolutionsries, and so

orth—io bo wrong and Lenin right. In the play, Lenia
is always right, and is the never-ending subject.

In the play st issue, Fussin had been fighting a, war
that all of the people opposed and enthusziastically fol-
lowed Lenin o overthrow the Kerensky regime which
continued the war; Russia was totally exhausted before
it finally succeeded in achisving peace. The German

army offered £ very humahatmg peace treaty at Brest-

Litovsk in 1518,

Bukharin in 1918 was mn.sndered an ultra-leftist since
he wished to go on with a revolutionary war, evidently
thinking they could do so until it became a world revo-
lution. He opposed signing the hurailiating Brest-Litovsk

Treaty which Germeany oifered. Trotsky was the negoti-

ator and disagreed with fukharin that it was necessary

~ to go on with the war, but also did not wish to sign the -

treaty. He had the slogan “No Peace, No War." Lenin
peicted ‘to the fact that not only was a pause needed
for ‘this newly born workers' state that had called for
the end of the war, but that if they didn't slgm it then,
the conditions would even be worse Inter, This is exact-

ly what happﬂned and !ab=r they all had to mgn

I‘HE ‘RESTORATION’

Mo one needs to be told thet Gorbachev is the pres;

ent ruler. And. the reporter in the New York Times

-promptly linked the April thaw to Gorbachev’s Febru- -

ary epeech to newspaper editors where he said, “there
must be no forgotten names, no blanl spaces, elther in
hxstory or in literature.”

~ It is not clear- whether Shatrov actualxy referred to-.

- that spBech, but the reporter followed his citing. of it by -

. quoting Shatrov that “it is only a matter of time” be-
fore Trotsky and Bukharin would: be acknowledged as

. historical figurea: “Hardly anyone knows thesa men ex.

" capt at the level of stereotype. We don't meed myths.

- We- don’t need legends. Wa. need to- scvrt'. ‘out’ ever:rthmg '

as it veally was.”

They certainly nned to do that. But thoy have been
- going in the exact opposile direction: for a whole half-
- century. The truth about “The Peace of Brest-Litovsk,” .
is that the.very resioration of.the. names,’ Trotaky and::
Bukharm, is limited to j-.mt names, It is onl,; becausé _

history cannot be exorcised, no maiter how admimstra-
tively i is re-written that some in the audience may be
under ths illusion that Trotsky and:Bukharin, ss two
great revolutionaries who with Lenin led the 1917 Reve-

- lution, sill some day be restored. In rruth, here are the
-words Shatrov, speaking to the aud:ence. puts in Le- ..
nin's mouth cencemmg Tromkys posmon “Only time

will tell if this is an'act of genius, as you think, or ad-
venture and betrayal, as I thipk.” Now please. tell me
what the audience, celebrating the 70th anniversary of

" the Russien Revolutmn, will think after hearing thuse
. words, : .

DE-STJ.KLMZED STATE-CAP!‘]FALISM
The point is' that da-Stalinization, be it in the
Khrushchev form or now in Gorbachev’s trying to clairn

* that he is restoring Leninism, has not changed anything
‘fundamenial. Though ‘we did get rid of the gory Mos-

cow franie-up murderous Trials of 1936-38, Ruasia still

-has the same fundamental cluse ground—state-capital-

ism and single party domination
The so-called reforms, both those that were initiated
by Khrushchev and now in ancther version by Gorba-

‘chev, cannot re-write history. It's for this reason that

it’s impertant also to recall the very first reaction of
Trotsky s widow Natelia Sedova, after Khrushchev's
“secret” speech of 1956, when she cibled him to say
that she is ready to come to Russia to testify, and that

‘in fact unless the’ rehabilitation is one of full restoration
. of Trotsky, it would mean nothing,

As [ put it when Khrashchev suddenly and coaven-
re.nﬂy szlecied a few of the crimes of Stalin for criti-
ciam: “Khrushchev is the most unjrateful Stalinist
that every hved. He is very brave in front of a
corpse.’”
Natalia's statement was by ro means- Just out of loy-

‘alty to Trotsky. The objective ground for opposition to

Russian state-capitalism that continued to call itself

-Commumam was seen again when the same topic-resur.

faced in 1951 as a French newspaper, France-Soir,
ll:rought up the queshon of Stalin in an interview mt.h
er. . .
Here is what she wrote the edstor on Nov. 9 1951:
“The police terror and the celumnies of Stalin sre only-

the politicel aspect of a death struggle conducted

against the, revolution by the entire :bureaucracy. One -
cannot therefors expect the re-establishment of the

‘whole working clase’ except by the amnihilation’ of this

bureaucracy by the working class whicli it has veduced

to slavery, I don’t expect snything from the Russian :

party nor, ﬂummmm.mmmum umta.- e
. contiin.ed o RN o
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€372 It bt that the mncentraﬁon ona lin;le great reve-
- lutnmwh:ﬂwmnnymofm_ch-aud.l.objwd?e,
momentous period ua 1917-23. i in itself wrong. It is- |
that those great historic events appesr as nothing but
background, and I vould say ‘more for the present than
for'the past. The masses as well 2s the co-lesders are

si'ﬂ'g.e w of winciug; niono-drama remaing, not a po-
eiic cr philc.a-h:. phenomenou, but. a publicistic, pro- ‘,
pugnnduhc pro_lectzou. L —May§, 1987 -
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May 6t 1987

/P.N-““
The April 30, 1987 New York Times featurez on the
.- Tront page by Bill Kell er from Mogcow under the title 'Top

Bolshevik} Long Taboo, Re-emerge in Komut'Dlay® with o 1931
picture of Leon Trotaky. 1t tums out that the play,
( "The Peace Treaty of Brest-Litovsk*® by Mikhail Shatrov _
L'T which was written in 1962 during the Khruschev de-Stalihizatioon,
o but was never apsrovsd-to-be published until this roment,

under Gorbachev's glasnost,

|
The[issue of Novy Mir(April 198%/has not yet come
ééﬂ to the U.S., but we get x the reporter's ® "analysis"

Y in a 1ittle pver 500 words about its contents and the
g&s,& said

B fact thal{it is supposed to cpen in November on the ?Oth

\)

anniversary of the RR at the Vakhtangov Theatre.

We fail to get any reason, if the author gave such

'a reason, why this event from the past 3/3/18, was chosen,

The impression glven. that 1t was 1o re-habilitate 28R

Trotsky and Bukharln hardly tells the story, since, thoUgh:

it. 1s certalnly a first to have these revolutlonarles

mentloned it 1s ]S oan evnnt on which they werelg

wrong and Lenin_was right. Nothing is said about the

“fact that. Trotsky and?ﬁukharih'didinot have the same position,




2

though both opposed the signing of the peace treaty,
Bukharin was thon considered ultra-loftist and wanted

the war continued ag g revolutionary war, Trotaky

definitely considered ®B% that utoplan and saw the

showed hig ambiv o)
impossibility, and (Lssuhg hiw own sEogan, 0 War, No

late
Peace,” Lenin knew, aéﬁ{ﬁ?%iybody had to agree with

him, that if they do not sign the offer of +he imperial
' v

Germany now, they'll getiéveﬁ}

By the time Lenin won a majority, that is exactly what

) VTR TH W
happened, they had to sign it:ga worst conditions,

Instead of going on further with the content of
the play, Shatrov expands the playwright from which
's clear that thy

-k

themes and

some “ﬁndssirable qualities" of Stalin during ¥ the .

. Tacking them in now, as in
Brezhnev pericd zs well; e cuggggz_p By Ue, all other

o

" plays, thepopular, "The-Dicfatorship of Conscience" |is a mock

#¢ial of Lenin ST T
: L}H_ﬂ,,/ ﬂ - ) '
‘The reporter tries %o connect all this'with-the'
February speech—of Gord d news éxecutives
®there must be no fergotten némes,_nc ﬁlank spaces,

either in history or in literature,
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; +Xe bublication of a_Russian—play in the end of
‘., i Apxil has monaged-te capture some front-page publ;citz

in m thezWest, in th&eou;*.qr_gspmm

w
i 7
h

e reason for this(is due o tHe ® fact that

‘ RINEEIS T RerTs | o_nft\he characters in the drama ;
"'The Peace Treaty of Brest-..tov -

cut out of the history

s

- ) 0 J{ 2 . ‘ a .
books in Russia .e}.rer, since Stalin’s 450EEN rise to power,

here sﬁr

. WA
to mention it in any form 2% whatsoever.,

To further draw attentidn to how unusual, how very

historig an:. act this was, the New York Timeés had it

both on page 0ne~and was accompanied by a picture of
: phenomenal H
sky. To ,fmhga: stress on 1tgtmu9ua—l nature dg w
: (}7 g Qﬂdﬂ);
N [,U\, the, rep ortn:y'B:Lll Keller,. stressecg the fact that the
l
play appear::.ng in the 3ournal M:.zgjjma c‘éual;y

in 1962 JLaf,Fuzw
been writte uring the —r&t geent cultural thaw dn-

t

Khmshct@x_'_s—-tfi:me-, but was not ;\-pprpved for productior;.

oo T gauem-blm% Jms o«q{V'E

“but the urhor, Mikha:.l Shatrov,
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E&:’;nounced at he 1nterv1ew that it woul d be staged in
n Nove : '

MoscowYon the 70th annlversary of the Russian Revolution. .
This too sounded as if it was really #%E a play for the
rehabilitation of the two great co-leaders of Lemin in

the November 1917 Russian Revolutlon.

Nothlng could be further from the truuﬁ
dﬂb
EE:”“ I am dlsadvantaged bed ave noc

.the pla} 1n_ Novy mﬂr has not yet*
rm/"(‘p; JreA s BM[J"’S/‘?#?%M_ %4)/‘

1

arrlveq in U S 11brar1es but ?t is very clear even
from the ¥rief reviews from Moséow of those who have
) S - first'g

read it, and ahové ©of all From Lhe history, Semsoae.

all from ‘the object i%e sitvation and from

the history of the author, that
LT & NB ' reveal ﬂ
hav1ng them appear does speak k KA there is a limited

t} the .step forwar d in '

cultural thaw, and indeed the eﬁorter

\ ,
the April 7R thaw directly to Gorbachev's February

Speech to newspaper editors that "there must be no
forgotten names, no blank 5paces, a2ither in history
or in literatﬁre.“ And this is rollowed by Shatrov

saying 1n the 1nterv1=w that "'t's only a matter of tlme"‘

. before Trotuky'and Bukharin are again recognlzed as

hlstorical flgures-

e

. _-'_v.".-_ e
Caes e




t i3 net clear
inether Shatrov actually referred to that speech,

kBl e M
but the reperter followed t up with Ythe ¢l aim vhat it is

e i

("only a matter of ime before Trotsky and Bukharins “wWould-be-~.
\acknewledged as historical figuress edmitidigde "lHardly \
]

/

anyone knows ¥b#¥h these men except at the lavel of = +-reo Ype

Y rTe t

We don't need myths., Ve don't need legends, We need to sort /

\ out everythlng as it redlly wasg," S L _

—

That-;e_exaci¥gﬁit;_,mhey—s%TII‘ﬁﬁﬁ,haven‘t ser%ed-evenythiﬁ@mé
‘ogirf’ﬁﬁaﬂ’hls play isn't going to do it. The truth is the very

restoratlon of the names is just as names and precisely

becaus‘7as names)uhny are so TS receognizable because of what
Lo e nes 10
they really we*@—{%ée&% revolutionaries who FECTEN »
NY G, % g Ruihience. n& fUVWAW /
fﬁhﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁrﬁﬂ the 83y Revolutymg%ééat Stalin murdered and all )E%D%W if
/

the de-stalinization has continued to be rooted in the same fYHE%bq
ground of state-capitalism and single party state domination. ‘M
T ——

The so-called reforms, both those that were initiated by ' (}?&5r
another e

Khrujhnev and new in a-paler version by Gorbachev, cannot
) - "

re~write history. 'It'sffor this reason that it's important

also to recall the very first reaction of Trotsky's w1dow
Vatalia Sedova,. after Khruchschev's"secret" when she cabled
‘him to say that she is ready to come to testify and that in

“faet unless the rehabilitation is one of the full restoratio

of Trotsky, it would mean nothiggE}RTﬁai¥§‘is was by no means
v @

just out of loyalty to Trotsky, again're in 1961

B i i e B i T - L3




to cortlnue the revolutlonary war, as he felt sure - they

would succeed 1nternat10na11y. Trotsky wanted neithe?L

the war nor Bukharin's position, coming up with the

"No War. Wo Peace.'

théy did not sigm it then, they would get a much worse .
one, sianzaf:ex;%%jﬂtheyuaze.not part of the aliies’

B ‘—-——-—____..._

PR

time -will tell if this is an act of genuis, as.

-think, or advéntuxe and g betrayal, as I think.

. .

Now pleaqe tell what the audlence celebkating the 70th

annlveréary hearlng those words, after resto*lng those

magnifica nt revolut1onary leaders to theit supposedly

rightful place ghfﬁké




