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Party «purges» of the railroad workers in the Far East in the 1930th
In this article the emergency measures of personnel policy concerning the railway transport workers of the Far East – members of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) in the conditions of militarization and modernization of the USSR in the 1930th years are considered. The author reconstructs the atmosphere and a course of purges on the example of concrete enterprises of the railway transport, and also reveals the motives and socio-political orientation of the purges. In the article the conclusion that the purges were the universal mobilization and political instrument is formulated. Creation of the new model of party became the result of purges: oligarchical in the center and marginalized on the places.
В статье рассматриваются чрезвычайные меры кадровой политики в отношении работников железнодорожного транспорта Дальнего Востока – членов ВКП (б) в условиях милитаризации и модернизации СССР в 1930-е годы. Автор реконструирует атмосферу и ход чисток на примере конкретных предприятий железнодорожного транспорта, а также  выявляет мотивы и социально-политическую направленность чисток. В статье формулируется вывод о том, что чистки были универсальным мобилизационным и политическим инструментом. Результатом чисток стало создание новой модели партии: олигархической в центре и маргинализированной на местах.
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Party purges, on the one hand, were a component of repressive policy of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks). With another, they were the part of personnel policy of the leading party as a result of which some communists were expelled from the party for passivity, negligence, immorality, for belonging to the political opposition or for any other reasons. The expelling from the party often, though not always was a prelude to arrest, imprisonment or the death penalty [1]. 

In the last decade historians show the interest to this subject and already reached considerable results [2]. However on a material of the Far-Eastern region this subject or at all wasn't mentioned, or considered only fragmentary [3]. 

The article is written only on the sources, the majority from which is for the first time introduced into the scientific circulation. These are protocols of the closed and general party meetings, shorthand reports of the meetings of certifying commissions, information of political departments, political reports, explanatory notes, sentences of the Military court, letters of the condemned. At the same time, the part of materials of the purges still isn't declassified therefore the statistics of purges is insufficiently presented in article.

The article purpose is to reconstruct the atmosphere and a course of purges on the example of concrete enterprises of the railway transport of the Far East during the period with 1929 to the middle of the 1930th, to reveal the motives and socio-political orientation, and also the regional features of these processes.

In the article the second and third "general" purges of 1929 – 30 are elucidated; 1933 – 34; and also the mass expelling of the party 1935 – 37.
1929: purges as the means of mobilization of the party on implementation of the solutions of the first five-years period

Purges, as a rule, took place publicly, at general meetings of the work collective therefore the protocols of meetings contain rich information not only on the biography of "purged", but about the public moods. Among undergone to humiliating interrogation there was the oldest employee of Voroshilovsk locomotive-repair plant (the former Nikolskiy railway workshops) Zinoviy Antonovich Tychinskiy, 1880, the member of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) since 1917, the son of the Cossack and the volost clerk. As the main charges point his negative statements about a tax policy of the party served, however Zinoviy Antonovich firmly defended the opinion: "When I was on a task in the villages, I saw how one imposes, and I didn't agree with it". On a question: "You participated in discussion, and on what side you were?" the commission heard even more resolute: "I had no line neither on Leninism, nor on trotskizm, and the line is one, our work" [4]. 

Really, Zinoviy Antonovich belonged to that type of experienced workers who "… grieve about each nail", and to the new power treated with care, verifying the party slogans with reality of the end of the 1920th. The power as it is paradoxical, didn't seek for strengthening of connection with the personnel workers.  So, the worker, the participant of revolution Z.A. Tychinskiy passed the purges of 1929, but didn't join the party active, remaining the critic of policy of the Bolshevist power.  Probably therefore in 1935 Z.A. Tychinskiy becomes the person involved in a case about trotskyists on DVZhD. 

The motives of expelling of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) in 1929 were the following. So, the warehouse manager Nikolay Petrovich Mitropolov, 1891, was excluded for the service in Harbin in a railway battalion of D. Khorvat; Dionisiy Matveevich Dolinskiy 1885, – for the service in imperial army. However the decisive argument for Dolinsky's expelling became his unwillingness to attend the political circle, expressed to them in a categorical form: "The political knowledge is the same that a Scripture, and it’s bothered to me to learn at an old regime therefore I don't want to attend a political circle!" [5]. Dmitry Yakovlevich Akishin, 1879, the driver of Nikolsk-Ussuriysk workshops was excluded for the flight to Harbin during the Czechoslovak revolution. Its critical evaluations of the party policy were entered in the protocol: "We made everything incorrectly!" [6].

All excluded from the party belonged to the senior generation of personnel railroad workers (middle age made 45 years), so-called "tsaristsk" generation.  The party by the purges method excluded the possibility of opposition among the old experienced workers, sought to isolate them from collectives, being afraid of their influence on the minds of young Party members. 

Railroad workers who have moved forward to the management of the local Soviet and trade-union bodies in the period of Civil war were one more object of purges. The subject of analysis of the personal cases served some "white spots" in their biographies.

The working career of the driver Pavel Fyodorovich Boyko, 1891, began in Harbin, and then on the st. Evgenyevka (Spassk). In 1917 P. F. Boyko actively participated in the formation of representative bodies of the power at the station: committee of the public safety and the first Soviet, was the participant of the regional congress of the Soviet. After the liberation of Primor’e P. F. Boyko was quickly sent to Moscow as a listener of the Higher trade-union school.

As we see, Boyko wasn't the ordinary driver, and among his passengers of his "red armored train" there were the members of Dalsovnarkom A.M. Krasnoshchekov and V. V. Sakovich.  The attention of the commission was drawn by an episode with the armored train explosion. 

Question: Who was on an armored car during explosion?

Answer: Krasnoshchekov, Sakovich, Zubarev.

Question: Whether the locks from the machine guns after the armored car explosion were carried away?

Answer: I don't know as was unconscious after a bruise.

Question: After explosion when you regained consciousness, went for your troops or to the opposite side?

Answer: I spread in the direction of the next bushes with the purpose to make the way to my group [7].
But the red Boyko didn't reach, and was taken prisoner. The subsequent 1919th and 1920th were continuous "white spot" in P.F. Boyko's biography. So, the members of commission give many contradictions in P.F Boyko's biography, it is difficult for them to make the decision. At last, they decided that "… at that time were not many drivers who participated on the armored cars a little, and he participated" [8]. 

Ordinary employees were the other category of "purged". To the teacher Anna Alekseevna Arshinskaya passing the purging in a board cell of the Ussuriysk railroad, tens tricky questions were set. The most important questions sounded so: how the daughter of the peasant got university education? Whether it is valid she is from a poor family? Anna Alekseevna had to explain that her abilities were noticed by the teacher of gymnasium Baranovskaya for whom her mother worked. Baranovskaya helped the girl to enter the gymnasium, gave her the form and books. In gymnasium the girl got a city grant and graduated it with a gold medal. As the peasant's daughter, Arshinskaya wasn't taken to the capital universities, and she entered in Warsaw where the natives of all estates were taken [9]. Thus, Arshinskaya, despite the Workers' and Peasants' origin, was close to the socially alien classes, therefore was "purged" from the party.

Along with retaliatory functions, the task of purging was a practical help to the party organizations. So, the commission noted turnover of the staff, frequent changes of the secretaries of the shop cells, alcoholism of the most part of communists [10].

The analysis of the personal cases connected with the party purge of 1929 on the railway transport showed that under its sight there was the senior generation of workers and employees, those who came to the party before and during the revolution, and also during the Civil war. The party by the method of purging warned the old Party members about the undesirable examples of behavior: support of opposition, sympathy to the detached leaders (Trotskiy, Zinov’ev, Bukharin), criticism of the party line and personally Stalin. However the purging of 1929 didn't achieve its goal, these tasks were given to the new, more radical and universal purging of 1933.
Purging of 1933 as a punishment method for a failure 
of the first five-years period
Economic and social situation deterioration in 1932 – 1933 in the country as a result of a failure of the first five-years period caused the growth of discontent and so-called "oppositional moods". The way of suppression of these moods was the next purging. The "educational" aims – to explain the "nonparty" examples of behavior on the concrete examples were in passing pursued also. Resolution of the joint plenum of the Central Committee and TsKK of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) of 1933 "About the party purging" and "About Eysmont, Tolmachev, Smirnov's anti-party group", demanded "… to provide in the party hard proletarian discipline" [11].

And here in the depot of Nikolsk-Ussuriysk "… the group of workers", united round the driver Sergey Eduardovich Pogranitskiy, 1902, the member of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) since 1926 is opened.  He publicly spoke against the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) policy on a peasant question, accusing I. Stalin that he doesn't follow the V. I. Lenin's precepts.  Material on the group was given to the regional commission on purging for the check to "ideological stability" [12]. Sergey Eduardovich passed the purging and in 1936 "The honorable railroader" rank was awarded.  However on April 30, 1937 he was arrested, condemned on the charge of anti-Soviet activity and was shot. 

So, the attempt to make the precedent of "disclosure" of the local anti-party organization wasn't successful.  But it was peculiar "running in" of the new more sophisticated methods of the fight against dissent. 

Parallel with the party purging, passed the purging of "soviet apparatus". In the Far East they coincided with the militarization
. The order on reduction in the administration of the trade union of DVZhD generated hearings among the office employees. One noticed that move away the good, conscientious workers. Others said that the majority of dismissed are the "harbintsy
"; but also that and others agreed in opinion that unreliable and politically alien were left. One waited for the worst: "Now from the line the arrested will stretch ". Others explained: "One arrest, the brother, not for the truancies, and for something another" [13].
The results of purging of 1933 in comparison with the purging of 1929 were more large-scale [14, c.244]. If in 1929 7,6% of the total number of the Far-Eastern organization of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) were excluded, as a result of purging of 1933 only on the Ussuriysk railroad 15,5% of communists, and candidates for the members of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) – 20% were excluded [15]. These figures quite keep within an all-union indicator of 18,3% of the excluded candidates and members of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) [16, p. 18]. However on the separate party organizations, for example on the 3rd district of the Ussuriysk Road, the percent of excluded reached 22% among the party members and 45% – among the candidates for members of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) [17]. 

The motives of expelling, given in the protocols had no obviously political character and mainly they were connected with alcoholism, plunder, failure to pay the party contributions, bureaucracy, careerism, eye-wash. However the political labels met: "stranger", "opportunist", "politically unstable", "Leninism perversion". 

In 1934 the reasons of an expelling remained the same: "ballast", "class and alien elements", regeneration, moral decay [18]. 

By 1934 the logic of "purging" led to their folding. However, actually the artificial incitement of the class fight only amplified. In the second half of the 1930th from the protocols of party meetings the term "purging" disappears, however, expelling from the party of the objectionable proceed under the pretext of verification of the party documents or certification of the transport workers. And, the party purging of the second half of the 1930th were carried out in parallel with the repressions.
1935-37: expelling from the party as the part of repressive internal policy

After the first political processes in 1935 – 36 the new purging was carried out in the party (under the guise of check and exchange of the party-membership cards). In March, 1935 the Communist Party committee of the locomotive depot investigated the case of the driver I.D. Lyubchenko, 1902, the member of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) since 1929, one of the best shock-worker and the active work correspondents. During the intervention he, allegedly, kept in contact with the Japanese and white officers; was involved in kappelevsk investigation. As Lyubchenko explained, his family needed, therefore by the Diterikhs's government he was the carrier, carried the Japanese. In response to the ridiculous charges, Lyubchenko exclaimed: "… I was made the traitor of working class, but that I don't recognize myself". After Lyubchenko's expelling from the party, the materials on him were given to the People's Commissariat for Internal Affairs [19]. 

For connection with the kappelevsk investigation also Grigoriy Il’ich Supryaga, the member of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) since 1925 –master of the VPRZ boiler shop was excluded. In October, 1935 in the plant the group of "White Guards" in which there was already mentioned G. I. Supryaga and three more factory workers, was opened with the labels: socialist-revolutionary; petlyurovets and the kulak. All of them are expelled from the party [20]. 

The senior switchman of the station Voroshilov-Ussuriyskiy Nikita Zosimovich Ch. was exposed by the worker V. who declared at the meeting: "… I thought that you already threw your hostile sorties, and you still the same Japanese a service-man". The worker V. which surname we shouldn't call for obvious reasons told about the event which took place in 1921: "Japanese sold the firewood. I came to buy it, there stood many workers and women. I looked that there are all Russians, there were no Japanese, and I speak: "Here "macaques" took away from us the firewood and now sell to us". At this time runs up to me H. also speaks with the rage: "You that, came to be engaged in propaganda for the "companions?" … Don’t you like that Japan helps us, gives us the credits that we didn't die with hunger. "Companions" are pleasant to you? So in the Center where the "companions", there people with hunger swell". I began to speak: "You are the fool, where the companions, the people live well", then H. once ran to declare to Japanese. The workers who were present there speak: "Run away from here …"" [21]. It was decided: "To expel from the transport this enemy who expects Japanese to serve them truly on the switch!" [22].

Illustration of the sharpness of ideological disagreements among the workers is the history with the driver of the Voroshilov – Ussuriysk depot Yulian Richardovich Mashinskiy, 1892, the holder of four St George's Crosses. In 1919 –1920th He served in the Kolchak's army, and then in the National and revolutionary army (further – NRA). Yu.A. Mashinskiy was the candidate in members of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) since 1932, but the communist didn't become. Given to him the recommendation to the party the driver I.A. Fisenko, having learned that Yu.R. Mashinsky served in the ranks of white army and took part in the "beating of workers", withdrew the recommendation. Between them an interesting dialogue took place.

Fisenko: "You were in the ranks of white army and beat the workers?"

Mashinskiy:  "Yes, I was, and such fools as you, beated".  Mashinskiy was arrested, expelled from the candidates, the case was submitted to the People's Commissariat for Internal Affairs [23]. 

The party meetings of the times of purging reminded cruel performance with in advance learned roles.  At the party meeting of the Vladivostok junction in March, 1936 gave the chance "to prove" to the fanatically adjusted representative of the youth.  Here the quote from his hysterical performance:  "…listening to the old party members, I see how the class fight becomes aggravated, and takes the forms of the underground trotskist-zinov’evsk fascist organizations.  <…> S. – the gendarme swine, my father called him so, I will find out it.  This S.<…>tries to pretend to be the activist …" [24]. 

During the campaign for an exchange of the party documents in 1936 on the Voroshilovsk railway junction 34 Party members were excluded with the formulations:  "White Guards and spies" – 14 people, "connection with alien elements" – 3 people, kulaks – 3 people, "morally gone wrong" – 7 people, "passive" – 7 people [25]. 

According to S. A. Golovin, on DVK in all during the checking of the party documents in 1935 2876 members of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) and 1761 candidates are expelled; and by an exchange the party documents in 1936 – 329 and 130, respectively [26]. In August – September, 1936 the campaign on an exchange of the party documents smoothly flowed in the political processes on charge of participation to the trotskist-zinov’evsk terrorist center.

Since February – March, 1937 mass repressions, green light to which opened the notorious plenum of the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) began. Party meetings turned into the war where everyone was at war with everyone, to the war in which it was impossible to separate the truth from dirty charges.
On May 22, 1937 to two o'clock in the morning the meeting of primary Communist Party organization of the station Nadezhdinskaya was continued. The story of Ivan Sergeyevich Shugaley, 1884, the communist since 1926, the commercial auditor of DVZhD was discussed. On the People's Commissariat for Internal Affairs materials, in the years of intervention the Japanese officers lived in his apartment and were engaged in espionage. In campaign with the kulak Reshetnikov he supplied the white with fodder and got big money. At the station Muchnaya he became good with the socialist-revolutionary Solov’yov who called Shugaley the member of the same party. Correspondence with Harbin was one more criminal stroke of the biography of Shugaley.

Shugaley's confession. "I was born in a poor country family. To DVK I came as the foot-messenger in 1906. From 1916 to 1924 I worked at the Lipovtsy station. I had no connections with the white officers, on the contrary, there was the staff of the guerrilla group of Orlov in my flat. I had connection with the officers of the Yenisei regiment for demoralization of the soldiers and the regiment revolt against the command. Then the white accused me in supply of the guerrillas with the weapon, made a search, arrested, and I stayed eleven days, I also was accused in the bridge explosion on 49 km. The red army which has occupied Nikolsk-Ussuriysk released me. Really I sent hay to the city, but the white I didn't supply with fodder. I never was the members of the socialist-revolutionary party. In the Muchnaya station I organized the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) cell. I had communication with the abroad till 1934, there, in Harbin, there two brothers of my wife lived; now they are in the USSR. My letters had the agitation for the Soviet power character "[27]. For the counterrevolutionary espionage connection and help to the Japanese interventionists, white gangs and as the henchman of Japanese-trotskist fascism Shugaley was expelled from the ranks of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) and was dismissed from the commercial auditor.  He is shot on September 4, 1937. 

The motives of expelling in 1937 become more politized: "for connection with enemies of the people", "for dulling of Bolshevist vigilance", "for concealment of the facts", "for the anti-Soviet slander", "for the counterrevolutionary conversations and propaganda" [28].

So, in the second half of the 1930th the purges evolved in the repression which result was the not expelling from the ranks of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks), but the arrest, condemning and even the shooting.

The materials of purges of the enterprises of the railway transport testify that "historical crimes" are the crimes, committed against the Soviet power even before the coming that to the Far East were the widespread motive of expelling from the party. The author considers that the use of rhetoric of the Civil war was not casual. It is connected with historical features of the Civil war in the Far East (duration, unclearness of political forces and a variety of political regimes, intervention influence).
Thus, purges were the universal instrument of check of a qualitative state of the party shots, i.e. the part of the inner-party personnel policy.  This policy considerably was determined by the tasks of economic development of the country.  Mobilization of the party structures on implementation of the plans of accelerated modernization required the high degree of controllability by the all mass of the party members, from here – a tendency to transformation of the purges in an exclusively repressive mechanism that, in turn, gave the chance to use purges and in someone's mercenary purposes as the means for elimination of the objectionable. 

Creation of new model of the party was a negative consequence of purges and repressions: oligarchical in the center and marginalized on the places.

�Militarization –complex of the actions accepted in the resolution of the Politburo of the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist Party (bolsheviks) on December 13, 1932, the regime of military operation introducing on the Ussuriysk and Transbaikal railroads (military discipline, military and judicial and a military disciplinary responsibility). All persons liable for the call-up workers and employees were considered called up for the active duty with distribution on them the relevant authorized provisions of RKKA, jurisdiction to the military judicial authorities and receiving the privileges and advantages provided to the military personnel of RKKA. 


� "Harbintsy" – the railroad workers who left in 1929 – 1934 with KVZhD





