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 “The struggle with the counterrevolutionary uprisings”
The author analyzes the article of M.N. Tukhachevskiy, in which he generalized his experience of command of troop units in the suppression of Kronshtadt mutiny and peasant uprising in Tambovsk province. In the article the typology of uprisings is given, the ways and methods of fight of insurgent movement are opened. On the basis of the contemporary estimations of the insurgent motion of the beginning of 1920th, in the article, on the basis of an objective approach, the position of the party-political management of the Soviet country with respect to the peasant uprisings is analyzed.
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In 1926 in three numbers of the journal “War and revolution” the article of M.N. Tukhachevskiy “Fight with the counterrevolutionary uprisings” was published, in which the practical experience of liquidation of the anti-Soviet armed actions on the territory of the RSFSR is generalized. In the last monographic studies, dedicated to M.N. Tukhachevskiy, there are references to this publication [1, 2], but the task of analyzing of its content did not stand before the authors. The purpose of this investigation lies in the fact that on the basis of the principle of objectivity to open the attitude of M.N. Tukhachevskiy to the insurgent motion at the beginning of 1920th, to analyze the ways and methods of fight with it. Expressed by M.N. Tukhachevskiy the point of view about the peasant uprisings as about one of the forms of gangsterism, was not then something uncommon, since it reflected the relation of the party-political management of the Soviet country.

In the Civil War and the military intervention the Soviet regime was the conqueror in many respects because of the support of peasantry, but it encountered with the new serious danger – peasant uprisings. On the calculations of the All-Russian extraordinary commission (VCHK) by February 1921 from 407 districts, without considering Autonomous Republics, in Soviet Russia by uprisings were covered 118 districts [1, p. 245]. In the country, where in 1920th the population was 131, 5 mln. people, from which 110,8 mln. people lived in the village [1, p. 246], the peasant uprisings rapidly extended throughout its entire territory regularly caused anxiety in the not yet completely strong Soviet regime. Speaking about this at the X congress of the Central Committee of RKP (b) (March 1921), V.I. Lenin noted that this petty-bourgeois counterrevolution, (so he called peasant uprisings - A.G.) “undoubtedly, is more dangerous than Denikin, Yudenich and Kolchak together” [3]. In this case he emphasized that the danger was intensified by the fact that the proletariat in the country makes minority, the village is ruined, and demobilization of the army gave insurgent element in an improbable quantity [3]. 
After the crushing defeat of the main white guard forces the peasant rebellion became the main threat for the Soviet State, since the party-political administration not without reason considered that under the conditions for moving to the peaceful building the internal and external anti-Soviet disposed forces use it for the purpose of the change of political course of the country. Taking into account the scales of the increased threat, the Soviet government accepted the solution to use against those risen the troop formations. By the suppression of the large – Kronshtadt and Tambovsk uprisings – to command the troops was charged to the professional regular officer, the participant of the Civil War, who deserved the monastery of the conqueror of Kolchak and Denikin, to M.N. Tukhachevskiy.

Examining in the article the main forms of the counterrevolutionary uprisings, factors and conditions of their appearance, and also the ways and methods of their liquidation, M.N. Tukhachevskiy in many respects generalized its practical experience of fight with the rebels. The article was addressed not to the agitators, but to the officers.

Tukhachevskiy isolated two basic types of uprisings – urban and peasant [4]. Narrating about the process of the liquidation of uprising under the urban conditions, he noted its sufficiently hasty nature. The possibility of the rapid suppression of counterrevolutionary actions was reached due to the developed in the locations of the cities the road infrastructure, which made it possible to move troop forces and facilities. The troop operation as it was in Kronshtadt, was realized with the help of the most steadfast in moral and political sense subdivisions, intensified by artillery, by armored cars, by tanks, by aircraft and by the other types of military equipment was carried out decisively and rapidly. During the offensive was accomplished the seizure of the vitally important city centers, such as electrical stations, water-conducting communications, train stations, telephone and telegraph and radio stations, the transport system of city was blocked. For the purpose of averting the entering and the leakages of information the counterrevolutionary forces completely were insulated from the surrounding peace.

Tukhachevskiy considered the urban mutinies in principle unsuccessful and improbable, since on their organization had a negative effect the large number of factors – incorrect organization of combat control of those rebels because of the absence of the combat personnel, external means of connection, and also the combat and logistics. Besides that enumerated, the urban uprisings, in the opinion of the author, did not have in their basis the sufficient mass character and large territorial scope [4].
Describing the tactics of their liquidation, the general stopped only on the basic moments of the tactical actions of the troop units. “Despite the fact that urban uprisings are manifested and give themselves to feel with the larger sharpness than uprising peasant” – considered M.N. Tukhachevskiy, “the organization of their suppression does not have such difficulties and this continuous systematic operation, such as is necessary to use in the eradication of peasant gangsterism” [4, p. 6].

Giving the general characteristic to the peasant insurgent movement, M.N. Tukhachevskiy focused attention on its difference from the usual war. The author emphasized that in the regions of uprising it is necessary to conduct not combat, but the war, since, “the struggle is necessary to make, in essence, not with the bands, but with entire local population”. In his opinion the military actions had to end by the durable occupation of the risen region, by the restoration of the organs of the Soviet regime, by the liquidation of the possibility of forming the population of forces [4, p. 9]. The author emphasized the special features of rebels, their difference from the enemy in the usual war, speaking, that the territorial “murderous units” differed in no way in the appearance from the usual peasant population, since they were its inherent composite part, but their martial nature made the main force of gangsterism and made it difficult to liquidate. Tukhachevskiy wrote that “the bandit, who goes into the battle, is possible and not to differ from peasant, who goes to the work” [4, p. 9]. Moreover sympathizing local population lent to the rebels support of every kind, and the Red Army in the regions, “infected with gangsterism”, met general hostility from the side of peasantry, in connection with which it could not organize good reconnaissance and fix the work on the eradication of bands. Besides the military actions, conducting the wide political campaign was necessary, the result of which the change in political views of the insurgent population it had to become. The attention is drawn to the frequent use by the author of concepts “bandits” and “gangsterism”, in which he in essence understood the peasants and peasant uprisings.

Examining the forms of peasant rebellion, or peasant gangsterism, M.N. Tukhachevskiy isolated three most characteristic groups of anti-Soviet actions. To the first group he put “the armed struggle of peasantry with the dictatorship of working class, which was being been the consequence of the disturbance of the Workers' Union and peasants” [5] as this, in the opinion of the author, it was in Tambovsk province. Closely located to that starving to center the province was the place of “intensive pumping out of foodstuffs”, which was conducted with the crude breaking of decree. Discredit by the local organs of the Soviet regime and the severe social and economic conditions, in which was located the population, successfully used during the organization of uprising the former rural teacher and militiaman, “sympathizing” socialist revolutionary A.S. Antonov. The uprising as the organized armed action of peasantry against the Soviet regime in 1920-1922 in the Tambovsk and partially in the Voronezhsk provinces, it became one of the most significant attempts at the realization of the new tactics of anti-Soviet forces – “explosion from within”. In May 1921 the armed forces of rebels reached 8 – 10 thousand people [6]. More lately M.N. Tukhachevskiy himself recognized the success of rebels in the creation of this organized armed force.
To the second group the insurgent movement in the near-boundary territory was taken. In the opinion of the author, the organization of these uprisings was made from abroad, from where the anti-Soviet structures supplied combat personnel and weapon. Thus, in January 1924 in Blagoveshchenk district of the Amur province the peasant mutiny was organized, which was the largest attempt of peasantry, directed by the foreign white guard forces in Manchuria, liquidate the soviets in the Far East and disrupt the peaceful socialist building. By pretext for the uprising served the dissatisfaction of peasantry, who did not know the policy of surplus-appropriation system, as an increase in autumn 1923 of food tax by 25%, and also the mass abuses of province organs with conducting of the tax campaign [7].

By the reason for the actions, taken by M.N. Tukhachevskiy to the third group, was not only the disturbance of the Workers' Union and peasants, but also conducting the policy, which does not consider the national mentality of the local population. So it was in Turkestan, where as a result of mistakes of the local authorities occurred the aggravation of the economic interests of the local settled and nomadic population, and also the local population and Russian migrants. In 1924 in the territory of the Soviet Far East in the Okhotsk district occurred, so that called, “Tunguska uprising”, caused by the unskillful and forced measures of local leaders with respect to the radical peoples – Tunguses (Evenks). Illiterate actions of the regional Soviet regime, as a result of which the Tunguska population was put into the deep misery and hunger, they forced the representatives of radical northern peoples to organize the congress, at which was accepted the solution to be separated from the RSFSR and to create its state. The attempts to choke resistance by force led to bloodshed. As soon as after the interference of the Central Committee of RKP (b) and making concrete political and organizational-personnel decisions in August 1925 it was possible positively to solve the Tunguska conflict [8, 9].

In spite of difference in the basic forms of peasant rebellion, they had common features. “If we study the structure of the armed struggle of rebellion, wrote M.N. Tukhachevskiy, that we will see, that, first of all the peasantry attempts to organize its own authority, which being gradually enlarged, takes the forms of local power of the state” [4, p. 6]. The self-organizing local peasant authority rested on the local peasant armed forming, which had territorial-martial nature. Revealing the process of the development of insurgent movement, the author traced its basic stages – from the disorderly to that organized. The staff work appeared in them, the combat training of troop units was developed and, gradually, they were converted into the part-regular units, but preserved the principles of the territoriality of forming. The connection between the forces was supported mainly – by walkers. With the sympathy of peasant population, with the active support from its side this was the matter natural and simple. To open this connection was almost impossible. The reconnaissance was conducted secret and troop. The entire sympathizing peasantry took part in it, and also the urban counter-revolutionary elements, with which the rebellion supported continuous connection. By reconnaissance the rebels got the necessary information about the location and movement of the Red Army troops, and also about the possibilities of supply with weapon and with ammunition. Sympathizing population lent support of every kind to rebels; this circumstance according to M.N. Tukhachevskiy, in the eyes of our troops began to acquire the nature of “some wonderful invincibility and invulnerability” [1, p. 252].
Revealing the tactics of the actions of rebels, M.N. Tukhachevskiy wrote that the method of their operations was exceptionally partisan. They were, as a rule, busy with construction of ambushes and bypasses and only for putting the serious defeat to the Red Army garrisons and to individual forces the rebels were united in the large force. Such raids were, as a rule, carried out by them for the purpose of the seizure of weapon and expansion of “peasant authority” in the adjacent regions. The tactical basis of the actions of bands in conjunction with the qualitative fixed system of communications and secret service had the purpose to bring the subdivisions of the Red Army to their strategic exhaustion, to force them “to be thrown about” by its forces because of the unexpected and continuous attacks of bandits. The latter, in turn inflicted to the Red Army men loss after the loss, they tried to demoralize them. Peasant bands acted where conveniently, and into the cases of military engagement unfavorable for themselves – they ran, giving themselves for the innocent civilians, and then again they were gathered.

In the second part of the article, which is possible to consider as basic, M.N. Tukhachevskiy opened the tactics of military actions on the eradication of peasant, as he called it, “typical gangsterism” [6, p. 3].

As it is accepted by military people, any action must be begun from the planning. The commander also this time did not begin to change military traditions – everything began from making of the comprehensive plan “on the fight with gangsterism” and its subsequent systematic putting into action. The main task, which was put before M.N. Tukhachevskiy, “… durable military occupation, so that the Soviet regime could be strengthened at the places. After the designation of basic landmarks from the forthcoming work, by the command of Tambovsk army the instruction was made, which was subsequently developed and added by the whole series of separate orders [6, p. 8].

As the call, which requires universal realization, in the instruction was indicated that for the eradication of gangsterism one should look not as at any protracted operation, and as to the more serious military task – campaign or even the war. In the territory, covered by gangsterism, it was necessary to destroy the personnel of bandits and to master their power sources. After “the return” of authority to the previously occupied with bandits regions, in the opinion of the author, it was necessary to create in them the atmosphere of “resistance of medium”, which excluded the appearance of gangsterism. In this was consisted the major principle of the operation of occupation forces, which, in the opinion of Tukhachevskiy, was principally important solidly to know to all commanders and to political workers. Theorizing apropos fight with the partisanship (“and in our opinion, as he refined, with gangsterism”), Tukhachevskiy as before avoided the ideological and methodological semitones: “What will be the occupational work?.. The work on occupation is conducted not via the passive seating of the troops in the villages, but by the withdrawal of the white guard-murderous organs of authority and actively helped them elements and via systematic cultivation and realization of the Soviet regime. The whole population must be examined” [1, p. 260].
It should also be noted that the commander clearly shared the functions of the troops and the province administration. He emphasized that “the work on the non-admission of the appearance of gangsterism, on the creation of opposition of medium… conduct no longer the troop units, but the organs of the Soviet regime, which are based oneself on the civil armed force – the Soviet police. The forming of the police in “murderous regions” must be conducted not on the general bases. It must consist not of the local natives, the communists and reliable executive body must participate in it. Its number must be substantially increased in comparison with the established standards” [6, p. 10]. Thus, the army subdivisions and police, acting separately, solve the general problem: “The work of the police, together with the impression of the firm power of the Red Army, which compulsorily must be suggested to peasants by our troops, creates the steady, damping mood, which must be fixed by the Soviet work of revolutionary committees” [6, p. 10].

Tukhachevskiy also considered that for the suggestion of respect to the force of the Soviet regime and the Red Army, it is necessary to carry out into the life the declared threats steadily and rigidly. One of them was the forced migration of the family members of the rebels into the other regions of the RSFSR, the confiscation of their property and its distribution between the Soviet-disposed peasants, which had to introduce the stratification into the peasant medium. For the purpose of the complete destruction of the armed forces of the rebels the concentration camps were organized, where “for the maintenance of gangsterism via the concealment of active bandits” [6, p. 11] the members of the families of the rebels were put. Sent into the other provinces were counted about 70 thousand people, among which in essence there were women, children and a small quantity of old men. They all were been under terrible conditions. One of the leaders of the Political Red Cross, Vera Figner in September 1921 wrote to the tribunal of Republic that of 364 peasants, sent into the Moscow camp as the hostages for the relatives, who were being in the bands, 29 men – the old men older than 60 years, 158 – the minor, the third of which are younger than 10 years, five – generally babies. “All these people, terrified Vera Nikolaevna, were in the most lamentable state – ragged, half-naked and hungry so, that small children are dug in the cesspools, in order to find any piece, which it would be possible to eat” [2, p. 172].
Cruelty with respect to the peasants returned with their mercilessness with respect to the authorities, which in turn used the organized government terror. As an example of this can serve the fragment from the order of the commander-in-chief of forces of the Tambovsk province S.N. Shikunov, in which he said: “… our task – final destruction of the bands of enemy, the confiscation of cattle and property by peasants, noted in the complicity to bands. To the force, which acts against Koptevo, by the energetic offensive through Kenzar to master Koptevo, to confiscate the cattle, the inventory, bread supplies and generally foodstuffs, to burn Koptevo from four sides, and to go away to Kenzar. To destroy the band in Novosil’sk, to confiscate the cattle, bread and the foodstuffs. Bread and foodstuffs must be sent on the carts to Tambov” [1, p. 247]. It is understandable that it could not be advantageous for the authorities interaction with the local population.

In the struggle with the peasant rebels in Tambovsk province the troop formations under the command of M.N. Tukhachevskiy had decisive successes and the victory was gained. For the first time in the operation against the peasant rebels the truck technician was used. The leadership of automobile force exercised the deputy of M.N. Tukhachevskiy I.P. Uborevich, who showed “an exceptional result in the organization of automobile forces and the tactics of their actions” [6, p. 14]. In the contemporary books, dedicated to M.N. Tukhachevskiy, is given the fact of using gas against the peasants. In the article any references about this are absent.

Speaking about the reasons of peasant uprising in Tambovsk province, M.N. Tukhachevskiy did not begin to refer to the conclusions of the members of the special Commission of investigation of the reasons and nature of the insurgent movement in Tambovsk province, which were, of course, known to him. In the reports of the members of commission as the reasons for peasant uprising carefully and accurately was indicated that had place – the bends in the administrative activity of authorities, the unskillful and rigid methods of gubChK, tactless measures with respect to the peasantry, abnormal food campaign, conducted in 1919-1920. Especially it was noted the difficult food position of Republic, which made the agents of food-organs not to stand upon ceremony with expediency of methods on the evacuation of bread from the peasant population [1, p. 246].

At the same time, M.N. Tukhachevskiy recognized that the peasantry, in spite of the entire gravity of policy of the surplus-appropriation system, supported the Soviet regime under the conditions of Civil War and intervention. But as soon as the war was finished, as soon as the peasantry felt itself the owner of the land, it began not only economic and political fight with the Soviet regime, but also declared even the war as it was in Tambovsk. In his discussions he proceeded from the estimations of the surplus-appropriation system policy of V.I. Lenin, who said on the X congress of RKP (b): we “could not be held otherwise as by the using of the surplus-appropriation system, i.e., to take all surpluses by the peasants, such as only they have, to take sometimes even not only surpluses, and something necessary for peasant, to provide the army and not to give the industry to be ruined entirely [3, p. 24]. Further he continued “the peasant must starve a little in order thus to free factories and cities from the complete hunger. In the state scale, this thing is completely clear, but so that it would be understandable to the poor peasant-owner, we do not hope [3, p. 150]. However, the dissatisfaction of peasantry, its requirements of the cancellation of surplus-appropriation system, the Soviet government unambiguously estimated as the counterrevolutionary murderous uprisings, which were the subject to severe suppression.
Sharing the Leninist point of view with respect to peasant policy, M.N. Tukhachevskiy gave in the article long quotation from the report “About the tactics of RKP” (1921), in which V.I. Lenin substantiated passage to the new form of interrelations of the proletariat and peasantry – “in the place for requisition natural tax came. … Change in our economic policy we conducted, obeying to the exceptionally practical circumstances, which escaped from the position of need” [10]. One of such practical circumstances became the peasant uprisings.

Later in the history of our state there were circumstances, when the acquired experience of the suppression of peasant uprisings was used, indeed the terror as the policy of the state deference, has its laws, about which we do not have the right to forget.

In 1926 Tukhachevskiy understood, that any state will die, if it does not satisfy the economic interests of the overwhelming majority of population; therefore he considered that the liquidation of the uprisings without actual realizing of the course of the new economic policy, which will draw peasantry to the side of the Soviet regime, was impossible [4, p. 13]. Summing up further the certain sum in his thoughts in regard to this, he noted that not only for the backward countries, for the peasant countries, but also for the foremost capitalist states with the powerful industry and the industrial working class it is necessary to consider the economic interests of petty-bourgeois elements and to satisfy their vital interests. Without this transitional measure the working class will not know how to successfully conduct its program of socialist building [4, p. 13].

Today's political administration of Russia, building the state power and the interrelations in the society on the basis of democratic principles, tries to reexamine the events of the past and to give them its estimations. So, in June 1996 by the commission of the President of the Russian Federation on the rehabilitation of the victims of political repressions the historical validity of the vested rights of the citizens of Russia, punished in connection with the charge in the participation in peasant uprisings 1918 – 1922 was restored. According to the President's Decree of RF № 931 “About peasant uprisings of 1918–1922” the peasants - participants of the uprisings of 1918 – 1922 cannot be acknowledged as participants of gangster groups, in connection with which they were completely rehabilitated. Thus, only in 77 years the system of the state power, after acknowledging the mistakes made previously, confessed before the participants of peasant uprisings, opening thus new approaches in the system of estimations of those events in the historical science.

In the contemporary historiography the peasant uprisings in beginning of the 20th of XX century should be considered as the outbreaks of Civil War, as the tragic page of the history of our Fatherland.
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