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INTRODUCTION

According to the "Canong of Journalisnm" which govern the
American Society of Newspaper Editors, journalists must be
intelligent and knowledgeable, and be able to use both
"natural and trained powers of observation and reasoning" so
as to function not only as chroniclers of the news, but also

i The role of

as teachers and interpreters for their audience.
interpreter is particularly important when reporters are
assigned +to countries with cultures, social mores, and
political systems which are unfamiliar or incomprehensible to

the average Westerner.

Walter Duranty, the New York Times' foreign correspondent

in Moscow during the 19203 and 1930s, believed that his
primary responsibility was to interpret events which, due to
the gigantic c¢rucible that +the revolutionary country was
undergoing, were often beyond the understanding of the general
public. Because of the techniques he adopted to fulfil that
responsibility, Duranty became a controversial figure who was
charged with being one of those reporters who in "covering the

political news of a country also helped to shape it."! Those

Iigode of Ethics," in The Responsibilities of the Press,
ed. Gerald Gross (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1966), 405,

‘Theodore Edward Kruglalk, The Foreign Correspondents: A
Study of the Men and Women Reporting for the American Informa-
tion Media in Western Europe (Westport: Greenwcod, 1974), 64.




techniques also led to his receiving one of the nmost notable
awards bestowed upon jourmpnalists.
In 1932, Duranty received a Pulitzer Prize for his
articles on Russia, and especially those dealing with Stalin's
First Five—Year Plan. According to the announcement of award,
those articles demonstrate
profound and intimate comprehension of conditions
in Russia and of the causes of those conditions.
They are marked by scholarship, profundity, impar-
tiality, sound judgement and exceptional clarity,
and are excellent examples of the best +type of
foreign correspondence.

huranty's expertise was acknowledged once more in 1933 when

he was included in an honour roll published by the §§§;9Q.4

Duranty's success was probably due at least in part to
the advantages he possessed over most of his colleagues. In
the first place, the Times' editors allowed him to dispatch
1000 words per article, more than any of his fellow jour-
nalists were allowed. Second, his education in the Classics
allowed him to use analogies which most of the Russian censors
would not understand. Third, he was able to use the imposing

vocabulary that his education had furnished him teo cloud his

interpretations and further puzzle the censors. Last, but not

‘New York Times, 3 May 1932, [This newspaper will
hereafter be cited as NYT.]

4George Seldes, Freedom of the Press (New York 1936),
341; quoted in Marco Carynnyk, "Making the News Fit to Print:
Halter Duranty, the New York Times and the Ukrainian Famine
of 1933," in Famine in Ukraine 1932-1933, ed. Roman Serbyn and
Bohdan Xrawchenko (Edmonton: Canadian Institute of Ukrainian
Studies, University of Alberta, 1986), 83,
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least, his facility with languages allowed him very guickly
to learn enough Russian to dispense with interpreters who
could act as censors; through their choice of words they could
c¢hange the context of an interview completely.

Despite these advantages——and perhaps even because of
them—-Duranty's journalism wag subjected to divers criticism.
Some of his colleagues were foremost among his critics, but
for the most part they were newspapermen who made only
occasional trips to Moscow, not long-time residents of the
city. The main reason for their censure was their condemna-—
tion of Duranty's obfuscated coverage of +the famine which
ravaged the Ukrainian agrarian community in the early 1930s.
Because they blamed Duranty for the ignorance of the Western
world regarding that famine, a journalistic war of words arose
that found expression in the Western press.

The war of words that developed in the mid-thirties has
been revived in recent years. As a result, Duranty is usually
treated as a pariah by those who study this controversial area
of Soviet history. Except for a biographical essay by Sally

Taylor in American Newspaper Journalists, 1926~195g;5 all

other studies of Duranty concentrate on his coverage of the
famine period. The sole major work currently available is

that written by James William Crowl, Angels in Stalin's

SSaliy Taylor, "Walter Duranty,"” in American Newspaper
Journalists, 1926-1950, ed. Perry J. Ashley (Detroit: Bruccoli
Clark, 1984),




Paradige: Western Reporters in Soviet Russia 1917-1937, A Case

Study of Louis Fischer and Walter Duranty.’ Although this

book deals with most of the period during which Duranty was
the Times' Moscow correspondent, its focus is on Duranty as
an apologist for Stalin and as a major participant in the
alleged famine "cover-up." Marco Carynnyk, a Ukrainisna-
Canadian writer, has published two articles——"The Famine the

'Times' Couldn't Find"! and, more recently, "Making the News

Fit to Print: Walter Duranty, the New York Times and ths

Ukrainian Famine of 1933"--both of which deal strictly with
Iuranty's articles on the famine.® Thus, Walter Duranty
remaing for many the fiend who conspired with Stalin to make
the famine "recondite."’

Yet +this Jjudgement ignoregs the fact that Duranty's
coverage of the famine period encompasses only two years of

his two decades as a Times correspondent. In order to arrive

at a fuller understanding of Duranty's role and abilities as

SJames William Crowl, Angels in Stalin's Paradise:
Western Reporters in Soviet Russia, 1917 to 1937, A Case Study
of Louls Fischer and Walter Duranty (Washington: University
Press of America, 1982).

Marco Carynnyk, "The Famine the 'Times' Couldn't Find,"
Commentary 76.5 (1983): 32-40.

dhese two articles are, in fact, bagically the same
article; they are reprints, with some revigions, of Carynnyk's
1983 privately printed pamphlet which was published undexr the
same title as the latter. All citations will refer +to the
tatest edition found in Famine in Ukraine 1932-1933, ed. Roman
Serbyn and Bohdan Krawchenko, 67-95,

gCarynnyk, 90,



a reporter-—and an interpreter——of the news, one muist take
into account the historical background of the Soviet Union,
the tenor of the times in which he wrote, and the political
and ideological pressures that guided his pen. Furthermore,
it is essential that not only his articles of the early 1930s,
but also those published before and after the ones on which
attention has focused to date be scrutinized.

An examination of Duranty's journalistic career over a
period of three decades shows that he came to a +thorough,
individualistic understanding of the Soviet Union, and that
he made a substantial contribution to Western knowledge of
that country. This was particularly true during the 1920s,
but even in the thirties, when his journalism was adversely
affected by circumstances and restrictions beyond hisg control,
Duranty proved capable of relaying his personal vision of
Soviet society to his readers in a very distinctive manner.
In his fictional and non-fictional books about the Soviet
Union, written both before and after his retirement in 1941,
Duranty continued in his efforts to explain the events which
occurred while he was a resident reporter in Moscow and to
educate his readers as to the imperfections as well as +the
strengths of Soviet Communism. Despite some refinement of his
earlier point of view, these books show that he maintained his
conviction that Russia needed communism to develop as a world
power which could co—-exist with the USA despite ideological

differences.



CHAPTER 1

INTO THE CRUCIBLE

Walter Duranty was born in Liverpool, England on 25 HMay
1884. As a young man he enjoyved a classical education which
augimented the future journalist's natural flair for writing
and languages, After his graduation from Cambridge with
honours in 1903, the young scholar travelled to New York City,
Marseilles, and finally Paris, where he began higs career with

the New York Times just before the outbreak of World War 1,10

During this period his journalistic talent became more and
more obvious as his dramatic style brought the war into the
reading rooms of the public, and by 1917, when all Western
eyes were turning to Russia, Duranty had made his mark in
journalism. In 1919 he was chosen by the Times to go to Riga,
Latvia to get a closer look at the wesults of the Russian
Revolution, an opportunity which greatly pleased the ambitious
young reporter because he was becoming bored with his posgsition
1

as "second man" in the newspaper's Paris office. His

proximity +to the nascent socialist state in 1921 led +to

UNyT, 3 May 1932.

Ugalter Duranty, I HWrite as I Please (New York: Simon &
Schuster, 1935), 12. [Hereafter cited as I Write.]

6



further opportunities when a disastrous famine forced the men
in the Kremlin to open Russia's borders not only to Herbert
Hoover's American Relief Administration (ARA), but also o the
Western press.m

Duranty spent most of the next three yvears in Moscow,
honing his skills as a journalist and making a valiant effort
to keep his Western readers up to date on what was happening
in Soviet Russia when the situation often seemed to change
daily. His articles between 1921 and 1924, dealing with the
effects of the famine on the people and on the State, Lenin's
New Economic Policy (NEP), the civil liberties question,
Communism as a quasi-religion, and the men in the Kremlin show
that during this period he not only matured as a journalist,
but also came to a definite appreciation of what the Bol-
sheviki were trying to accomplish as well as a pragmatic

acceptance of their methods.

On 13 July 1921 Maxim Gorky, the celebrated Russian
author, wveoiced a personal appeal to "all honest people" +to
send food and medicine to save the Russian people who were

dying from the effects of one of the worst Ffamines in Russian

Mntil 1921, only those reporters who were sympathetic
to the Bolshevik cause were welcome in Russia. See Robert W.
Desmond, Crisgsis and Conflict: World News Reporting Between Two
Wars 19201940 (Iowa City: University of Iowa Press, 1982),
30, for a comprehensive list of those British and American
journalists who had been jailed in or expelled from Russia
prior to 1921. [Hereafter cited as Crisis.]

7



history.m Three weeks later the Soviet government released
an official communigue signed by Georgi Chicherin, Commissar
of Foreign Affairs, which solicited the assistance of foreign
organizations in resisting +the "unusual conditions" +that
threatened the lives of about eighteen million peopie.“ The
United States quickly answered these pleas for aid, and on 20
August 1921 an agreement was reached between Walter L. Brown,
an ARA spokesman, and Maxim Litvinov, the Soviet government's
deputy foreign commissar. Under this agreement American
relief workers would be allowed to enter Russia regardless of
their political orientation so long as they did not involve
themselves in internal politics.15 Within days, relief workers
who had been involved in post-war humanitarian work in Central
and Eastern Europe began to move into the Soviet state.

The "mission of mercy" was of great interest to the
Western world which was almost +totally dependent on its
newspapers for information from Soviet Russia. Fortunately,
Hoover had instructed the ARA negotiators at Riga to insist
that the relief force be accompanied by representatives of the

Western press so that accurate reports of the catastrophic

33laezanjamin M. Weissman, Herbert Hoover and Famine Relief
to Soviet Russia: 1921-1923 (Stanford: Hoover Institution
Press, 1974), 17; Louls Fischer, Russia's Road from Peace to

War: Soviet Foreign Relations 1917-1941 (New York: Harper and
Row, 1969), 56.

MWeissman, 4,

Brobert Paul Browder, The Origins of Soviet-American

Diplomacy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1953), 20.
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conditions could he relaved to the world.® Before the famine
became world news, these journalists reported as best they
could from relatively nearby vantage points and endeavoured
to cover the events occurring in the revolutionary country

17 Walter Lippmann and

without actually witanessing then.
Charles Merz proved that this type of long-distance reporting
left much to be desired in their article, "A Test of the

News, " which questioned the accuracy of dispatches published

in the New York Times from 1917 to 1920.1' wWith the opening

of the Soviet borders, the foreign correspondents were able
to dispatch on-the-spot accounts from Moscow; +the Times'

editors who recognized +the wvalidity of +the Lippmann/Merz

1. H. Fisher, The Famine in Soviet Russia 1919-1923: The
Operations of the American Relief Administration (New York:
Macmillan, 1927), 143,

s, Malcolm Carroll, Soviet Communism and Western Opinion
1919~-1921 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press,
1965), 6-7. There were some exceptions to this rule—-—those
journalists like John Reed and Arthur Ransome who made no
secret of their Bolshevist sympathies——but American opinion
was particularly affected by the journalistic endeavours of
George F. Kennan and Prof. Samuel Northrup Harper who were
considered authorities on Russia. Harper, however, has been
accused of "the conscious distortion of the news" during the
period of the provisional government when the pressure he
exerted on the American press kept the truth of Russia's weak
position from the public. See also John Hohenberg, Foreign
Correspondence: The Great Reporters and Their Times (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1964), 232 [Hereafter cited as
Foreign]; and William Appleman Williams, American Russian
Relations 1781-1947 (New York: Octagon Books, 1971), 87-88.

Byalter Lippman and Charles Merz, "A Test of the News, "
New Republic 23.296.2 (4 Aug 1920): 1-42.

9



critique took advantage of +this opportunity to send Walter
Duranty from Riga to Moscow. !

When Duranty and his colleagues arrived in Moscow, they
were graclously received by the Foreign Office press depart-—
ment. This graciocusness quickly dissipated, however, when an
American—born press chief recognized Duranty as the author of
& Times article in which the reporter disclosed the cir—

cumstances surrounding the capture of a Soviet agent in

10

Latvia. The article had caused a certain amount of furor in

the West, and some suspicion was concomitantly cast upon the
future Soviet official, almost leading to his own arrest.
The antagonistic attitude of this official caused some delay
in the reporters' being allowed to visit the famine area and,

as Duranty later mentioned in his autobiography, they were

Brobert w. Desmond, The Press and World Affairs (New
York Arno Press, 1972), 265n. [Hereafter cited as Press.]
See also Desmond, Crisis, 31-32 for a list of the journalists
who went to Russia with the ARA as well as those who arrived
in Moscow in late 1921 and early 1922. Among the former, in
addition to Duranty, was Francis McCullagh of the Manchester
Guardian who had been jailed during an earlier visit; among

the latter were William Henry Chamberlin of the Christian

Science Monitor, Louls Fischer of the New York FEvening Post
and the Nation, and Paul Scheffer of the Berliner Tageblatt.

Upuranty, NYT, 5 Jan 1920.

2]Crowl, 27-28, suggests that the animosity of this press
chief caused Duranty to curry the favour of the Soviets rather
than return to his role as "second man" in Paris; he also
asserts that the official's hostility manifested itself in
probationary status and travel restrictions for Duranty,
neither of which was lifted until the spring of 1922. The
first point is debatable since it cannot be proved; the
second, however, ig definitely refutable since Duranty did getl
permission to visit the famine area in the fall of 1921.

10



forced to remain in Moscow, "fighting vermin and Soviet
inertia, " and awaiting official permission to visit the famine

I¥]

area. Nevertheless, after a couple of weeks in the city,

Duranty was on his way to Samara in the company of members of
the Near Fast Relief's Commission.?

In the dispatches +that he filed from Samara Duranty
painted a vivid picture for his readers of the horrors which
were to be witnessed in the famine region.?4 Everywhere he
looked he saw starving people dressed in rags similar to
sackcloth, and shrouded with ashes from the charred fields.

He wrote of women who preferred that their children should die

from cholera rather than suffer the pain of starvation, and

22Duranty, I Write, 122, One of their members, Floyd
Gibbons of the Chicago Tribune, did manage to escape the net
of red—-tape, and succeeded at scooping his colleagues during
an unauthorized visit to the Volga area.

23Duranty 8 dlfflculty in attaining avthorization to visit
the famine area is confirmed in a letter written to the Times
by Paxton Hibben, a former American Red Cross official and
member of the Near East Relief's Commission. This letter also
invalidates the suggestion that the reporter did not manage
to wvisit the famine area until 1922. Hibben assured the
Times' editors and their readers that Duranty did accompany
the Commission to Samara in September of 1921, and that his
descriptions of conditions in the area were based on "first-

hand observations." See NYT, 5 Mar 1922.

“Duranty to NYT, 5 and 6 Sept 1921. Reprinted in Walter
Duranty, Russia Reported, ed. Gustavius Tuckerman, Jr.
(London: Victor Gollancz, 1934}, 32-34 and 27-32 regpectively.
[Hereafter cited as Russia.] Since the dates of the articles
reprinted in this volume are sometimes the dates of dispatch
rather than the dates of publication in the Times, references

to the reprints will be noted as "Duranty to NYT" as above.
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reported cases of outright infanticide.® The seasoned war
correspondent who had witnessed the horrors of World War I
battlefields, was particularly struck by the effects of the
famine on the children of the region. He brought the brutal
truth of their everyday existence into the lives of his
readers through descriptions such as the following:
a child of three or four lies half naked beside the
dead body of a kitten, upon which its eyes are
fixed sorrowfully but tearlessly. Round these eyes
so blue and sad fat black flies are crawling. The
child does not even raise a hand +o brush them
away.
Moreover, Duranty was appalled by the apparent futility of the
efforts being made to help the children. In a collecting
station set up by relief agents he saw the miseries of
starvation worsened by diseases like cholera, +typhus and
tuberculosis. In Duranty's opinion, death would be a blessing
for these pitiful examples of Russian youth.26
Another aspect of the famine which particularly caught
Duranty's attention was 1its psychological effect on +the
people: he was amazed by the docile acceptance and fatalistic
resignation that he observed. In one dispatch the reporter

described how the dying dragged themselves to the cemetery to

ensure their final resting places in consecrated ground.28 He

25,‘Duranty, Rusgsia, 27 and 29.
Bpuranty, Russia, 27-28, and 32-34.

2:”l’)uraaﬁ’cy, Russia, 28.

28Duranty to NYT, 9 Dec 1921; in Russia, 34-36.
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also wrote of hearing no complaints or cries for help, just
pathetic reiteration of the belief that help would come too
late to save them. Duranty came to the conclusion, however,
that there was a certain advantage in the inherent stamina and
unprotesting nature of the peasants. Despite their hopeless
fatalism, those few who managed to procure seed grain planted
il instead of using it for food. These cases were, of course,
few and far between since poor transportation facilities made
it impossible for the majority of the peasants, and especially
those in the outer reaches of the provinces, to obtain seed
grain.29

Throughout the famine period Duranty stressed what he saw
as the major obstacle to efficient food distribution, the
inadequate Russian transportation facilities.¥ Reljef workers
were plagued by such disadvantages as substandard rolling
stock, antiquated locomotives, and poorly maintained roadbeds;
in many areas the ARA had to resort to animal transport for
food distribution. This form of transportation was, however,
endangered by the lack of fodder and by the actions of the
starving populace which began to slaughter +the animals for
food, thus causing a vicious circle in the relief process.
Duranty saw only one solution to the problem in the availabi-

lity of tractors and an adequate reserve of fuel for those

29Duranty, Russia, 29 and 31-32.

Vgee for example Duranty, NYT, 15 and 22 Jan 1922.
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tractors; this fact, however, did not bring him much hope for
a signiticant decrease in the projected mortality figures.
The only real chance for the rescue of the starving rural
masses that Duranty could see was for the ARA to carry its
relief work deeper into the countryside; if it did not, he
foresaw an "immense rush cityward from all sides"--despits
the apparent passivity of the peasants—--which could only make
a bad situation in the urban areas worse.
In one dispatch from Moscow Duranty described the vast
number of migrants that he had witnessed in the countryside:
One of the strangest features of Russian life to-
day is the wanderers--—wandering children, wandering
soldiers, wandering families, wandering villages,
wandering tribes-—driven from their homes by the
war or revolution to move interminably across the
vast Russian plains.
This wave of humanity had begun during the war when millions
of refugees left villages threatened by the invading Germans,
following the Tsar's retreating army eastward. It swelled
just after the Revolution when many soldiers joined those
trying to return +to their hones. Eventually, "the panic
migration from the famine" caused the swell to become a tidatl
wave no less destructive than those originating in the ocean
as a major part of the rural community moved +towards the

¢ities to find food. Duranty recognized the problems that

such a mobile mass of people could cause for the Soviets. For

31Duranty, Russia, 32,
32.'Duran'{:.y to NYT, 30 Sept 1921; in Russia, 23-26.

14



one thing, it intensified the predicament of an inadequate
transportation systen already overworked by the relief effort;
for another, if the migration was not checked, the famine
conditions could not be alleviated and disease would continue
to spread +through the countryside and into the cities,¥
Duranty firmly believed that the "wanderers" had to be settled
on the land, but he also knew that it would bhe no easy task.

In Duranty's estimation, the "nomadic habit" was a perma-
nent part of the peasant way of life, generally caused by the
situation of the moment, but also based in a “reversion to

w4

ancestral custom. More than a decade later, in his autoebio-

graphical I Write as I Please, Duranty would recall +this

particular effect of +the famine, and write of it in the

following words:
That's what happens in Russian famines. . . . When
they see that the crops have failed they drift away
from their villages, not ravenous like locusts, but
helpless like sheep, without goal or purpose,
knowing only that it is death to remain, and per-
haps a hope, however slim, of life if they move
away.

It was obvious that drastic measures were needed if +this

suffering, yet mobile, mass of humanity was to be saved from

starvation and the rvelative stability of urban life main-

tained. Duranty found hope, especially for the wanderers, in

3\31)*\11_%31nﬁt:y, Russia, 23-24.
34Duranty, Russia, 24.

Ypuranty, I Write, 129.



the fact that the famine had compelled the Soviet leaders to
allow Western relief agents and observers into the hitherto
c¢losed society.

In an article which appeared in the Timeg under the
headline RUSSIA OPENED UP BY FAMINE CRISIS,36 Duranty discussed
what he saw as probably the most significant effect of the
famine: that it had forced the USSR to open its doors to a
group of "independent non-Socialist foreigners" who would
foster better East/West relations while observing the progress
made by the maturing socialist society. buranty suggested
that if any good could possibly arise from +the horrors of
1921, it would be that the famine had established contact
between Russia and the "one great country" that could help the
nascent state to survive despite their basic differences. In
this he was in complete agreement with Professor Vernon
Kellogy, Hoover's special representative in Russia, who
declared,

Above all, contact between Russia and the outer
world has been established. For us, we sce that
not everything in Russia is bad or to be condemned.
The Russians on their side realize that not every
man's hand is against them. "

If all went well, this initial contact would eventually lead

to the official recognition of the Soviet regime by the

36I)uran'ty to NYT, 6 Oct 1921; in Russia, 26-27.

The reprint of this article, like the majority of those
found in Duranty, Russia, are expurgated versions of +the
originals. This quotation is from the original dispatch.

16



American government, and +the two countries could form a
mutually beneficial relationship.

In addition, if East/West co-existence should be realized
and the Soviets should overcome their many problems, Duranty
saw a bright future for Russia. This view was articulated by
Colonel William N. Haskell, head of the ARA mission, in words
which Duranty cited in one of his articles: "I for one am
willing to go on record as an optimist on Russia."¥ wNo doubt:,
one of the reasons for the optimism of both Haskell and
Duranty was Lenin's New Economic Policy (NEP) which appeared
to be a compromise between socialism and capitalism aimed at
the reconstruction of an economy that had been devastated by
war, both international and civil, and by peasant unrest.

The inception of NEP led to much controversy, both in
Russia and abroad. On the one hand, there were those who saw
in NEP the victory of capitalism because of its emphasis on
individualism.¥® on the other, there were those who saw it as
an "enforced retreat according to communist principles, and
a pause which must be accepted before again moving forward. ¥
Duranty recognized the reasons for the disgruntlement of those

Party members who saw the policy as a “sweeping reversal"' of

¥puranty to NYT, 12 Jun 1922; in Russia, 38-39.

¥Michael Hrushevsky, A History of Ukraine, ed. 0. J.
Frederiksen (New Haven: VYale University Press, 1941), 564.

Pr1exander Uralov [pseud. A. Avtorkhanov], The Reign of
Btalin (Westport: Hyperion, 1975), 122.
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their most sacred ideals; he alsoc recognized that the "rank
and file" had little to say when it came to policy-making, and
that it would be the men in the Kremlin who would institute
such procedures as they deemed necessary to overcome the
economic problems at hand .4

In Duranty's opinion the acceptance of NEP as a cure for
Russia's economic malaise was vuled by a number of factors.!
In the first place, the famine worked as an "object lesson®
in that it drove home the need to placate the peasants, who
had not consistently supported the Bolshevik reveolution, by
allowing them to sell their produce in order to buy manufac-
tured goodsﬁs Second, the Bolsheviks recognized that the
proletarians were thelir principal support group and that, to
retain their support, the standard of living in urban areas
would have to be improved through better wages, increased
private trade, and the encouragement of petty industry.44
third, Duranty stated +that +the +traditional idea of the
Bolshevik responsibility to achieve a world-wide socialist
revolution was under siege: revolutionary internationalism was

being replaced to a great extent, at least temporarily, by

41Duranty to NYT, 8 Sept 1921; in Russia, 88-91.
“IDuranty, NYT, 5 Oct 1921,

%Duramty to NYT, 6 Oct 1921; in Russia, 26-27. See also

Duranty, NYT, 22 Oct 1921.
44Duranty to NYT, 8 Sept 1921; in Russia, 886-91.
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Russian nationalism in the country, and even within the Party
itself.¥

All in all, Duranty saw NEP as a true and vital pronise
for Russia's future economic, political and social stabiliza—
tion, and many of his dispatches dealing with the social and
industrial improvements that he witnessed supported his belief
in that promise. In HMoscow he was struck by the "marked
change" which was evidenced by a new spirit of optimism among
the people, due primarily to the fact that under NEP individu-
alism and private effort were once more not only sanctioned,
but also encouraged.46 In addition, the stimulation of petty
industry, as he had foretold in late 1921, appeared to he
leading to the reorganization and rejuvenation of big indus-
try. Duranty believed that the cottages industries which he
witnessed in the countryside representative of "industrial
reconstruction right from the foundations."¥

To back up his theory of big industry dependence on the
stability of petty industry, Duranty put the situation into
historical perspective. In the first place, he explained that
Imperial Russia had never been truly industrialized, and that

what industry there was had been artificially stimulated by

Ypuranty, NYT, 5 oct 1921.

%puranty to NYT, 10 Sept 1921; in Russia, 91-96.

Alex DeJdonge, Stalin and the Shaping of the Soviet Union
(Great Britain: Fontana, 1987), 121.

YDuranty to NYT, 8 Sept 1921; in Russia, 88-91. See also

19



government subsidies and tariffs. Second, he said that the
malfunction of Russian industry during the revolution was due
1o its innate debility as much as to Bolshevik activities,
despite the fact that "so great an authority as Mr. Hoover"
had attributed the malfunction wholly to communism. Finally,
he cited "social indiscipline" as the coup de grace which
wiped the sglate clean and made i1t necessary for Lenin to
rebuild Rusgsian industry from scratch.

Thus, Lenin became a hero in Duranty's eyes, first
because he re—established discipline with the help of Trotsky
and ended the anarchy of the Civil War, and szecond because,
through NEP, he could "resuscitate Russian industry despite
the handicaps of civil and foreign war, treachery and incom-
petence." As Duranty saw it, the "Russian giant" which had
been stunned by seven years of war and famine was "stirring
with the return of life force," and he hoped that in the
future historians would do justice to Lenin's efforts to
vevitalize industry in Russia and recognize him for the hero
he was.¥ In addition, if Duranty saw Lenin as a hero because
of the apparent success of NEP, he also saw the Bolshevik
leader as a champion of civil liberty when the police force
and the judicial system were restructured in an attempt to put

an end to the "Red Terror."

®puranty to NYT, 10 Sept 1921; in Russia, 91-94.
49Duranty, Russia, 92 and 94.
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Duranty's analysis and explanation of the "Red Terror®
period shows the way in which his mind was beginning to work,
and the way in which he was able to justify——to himself as
much as to his readers--—the extraordinary happenings in the
revolutionary country, while he questioned +the information
which had previously been relayed to the West. 1In 1917, +tho
HSoviets had established the Cheka, a state police force which
in its battle against counter-revolution and sabotage enjoyed
remarkably autonomous powers not only as the constabulary, but
also as judge, jury and executioner. While Duranty admitted
that the Cheka and its independent activities had been a
necessity in wartime Russia, and recognized the "Terror" which
this necessity had led to, he also wondered if all of the
"bogey" stories of executions en masse which had so disturbed
the Western world, and caused that worlid to look with horror
at the new Soviet state, were in fact absolutely accurate,”

For instance, Duranty doubted the estimated numbers of
Cheka executions, and based his own estimation of roughly
50,000 deaths on the fact that some "bitterly anti-Bolshevik"
Britons had observed the Terror first—-hand and estimated a
mortality figure of 20,000. Further, he suggested that the
"wholesale slaughter" which was reported to the West could not

have been a fact since, if true, it could only have served %o

defeat, not further, the purpose of the Soviets. Finally, the

Ypuranty to NYT, 7 Feb 1922; in Russia, 119-123.
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reporter could not accept that the men in the Kremlin were
"bestial butchers" even though he added +the following Com-—
munist guotation:

it is better to execute ten, twenty, or even a

hundred persons immediately at a c¢ritical moment

than by hesitation, either merciful or anxious, to

allow a rebellion to break out, which would cost

thousands of lives before it was suppressed.
Yet, while Duranty apparently could accept this pragmatic
agssessment of the executions during the "Red Tervor," this is
not to say that he condoned what was done, and when Lenin
announced the restructuring of the state police force, the
reporter was happy to report that the "Terror" was over, and
"the wartime wolf that was kept to slay the black sheep in the
Soviet fold" was about to be converted into "a peaceful
watchdog.“51

In early 1922, when the wartime circumstances which had

as their natural concomitant the restriction of individual
liberties seemed to disappear with the end of the Civil War,
"detective force" called the GPU, or "Gay Pay Oo," which would
answer to the Ministry of the Interior unlike its all-powerful

This restructuring was possible now that the

predecessor,
circumstances which spawned the "Red Terror" of the state
police were eliminated; it was not possible as long as the

“Duranty, Russia, 121-122.

52I_)u_ran_ty, Russia, 123. The name was changed in 1924 to
the OGPU, in 1934 to the NVKD, and in 1953 to the KGB.
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Bolshevik revolutionary government was struggling to hold on
to its tenuous position in the face of White Guard hostility
and ambivalent peasant support,53 With the establishment of
the GPU, Duranty saw "the dawn of a new and less violent
epoch" for Soviet Russia, and noted that the new police force
should elicit no more fear than that invoked by the American
Department of Justice.™ With hindsight, this enthusiastic
point of view may seem absurd, or at least naive; however,
taking into account the horrors that Duranty had heard of, and
even seen for himself, it is easy +to understand how the
restriction of the powers of the police could have heen seen
as a sign of better days to come, especially when it accom-
panied a modification of the Soviet judicial systemn.

Duranty was very critical of the Soviet wartime justice
system under which defendants could do 1little to defend
themselves except "to try and rally their exhausted, terrified
brains to meet the hail of pitiless questions and accusa-~
tions." In the new system, " extraordinary tribunals" and
"star chamber" courts in which one man could be judge and
prosecutor were to be a thing of the past; defendants would
be able to employ all of the defensive conventions which were

standard practice in most Western judicial systems, except

“The Whites were the right-wing anti-Bolshevik forces
that fought against the Reds in the Civil War.

54Duranty, Russia, 122-123.
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that "lay judges" would sit in place of a jury.“ With this
restructuring of the courts, as well as the constabulary
system, Duranty saw important progress being made by the
Soviet leaders toward an open and just society; any move
toward a more democratic form of government, however, he
believed to be far in the future.

Duranty informed his readers that Russian politics, and
particularly the electoral system, would likely make the New

nh mlections were fixed,

York Tammany bosses "weep with envy.
perhaps not by manipulation of votes, but surely by manipula-
tion of voters by "spellbinders" of the Party who were not
loath to use force where verbal persuasion failed. Any
delegates who should have the audacity to put forward a list
of candidates other than those chosen by the caucus would be
"marked men for the future," but Duranty believed {that "such
untoward incidents" seldom occurred. He went on to say, too,
that +*the Bolsheviki found no need +to defend the systen;
rather, they had informed the reporter that it was "expedient
and even necessary" in a politically-backward country like
Russia., Since Duranty agreed that the masses were in great

need of political education, he based his hopes for the future

on the Kremlin's assurances that democratic government would

55Duranty, Russia, 122-123.

¥rhese political bosses dominated New York City politics
from 1854 to Mayor La Guardia's victory in 1934. An extremely
aggressive political machine, Tammany Hall was noted for its
corruption, ruthlessness, and greed for power.
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be instituted when things became "more settled" and the people
more politically enlightened.ﬁ

Duranty also recognized that the egtablishment of the
Russian federation in 1923 did not herald a move toward
democratization, and stated this fact and the reasons for it
in no uncertain termsg. He described how the Soviet political
system worked in the country as a whole, and concluded that
"the roots of the Communist Party machine" were planted deep
in +the Russian so0il because +the Bolsheviki were, 'like
Tammany, in close touch with the masses." Thus, they knew
without a doubt that the masses were still “quite incapable
of demeccratic self-government as understood in +the United
States or England.' Duranty stated that the Bolsheviks were
simply governing on behalf of the people until such time as
they were able to take the reins themselves; the test of their
sincerity, however, would come when the masses were suffi-
clently educated politically for self-government in ‘the

Western style.58

In the meantime, he was willing to keep faith
with Lenin, who had proved himself to be an able, astute, and
perhaps even compassionate leader.

As time passed, Duranty's articles more and more often

mirrored his growing respect for Lenin. The reporter was

particularly impregssed Dby +the forceful leader's apparent

Tpuranty to NYT, 24 Dec 1921; in Russia, 48-51.
¥puranty, NYT, 6 Sept 1923.
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rejection of the use of force against the backward masses, and
delinsated the Bolshevik leader's apparently conciliatory
attitude after terror as a "necessity" had subsided. To
Duranty, Lenin was a man who wished to utilize a "policy of
appeal" rather than violent measures to convince the masses
to work toward a socialist society. The Fjournalist also
believed that the leader's success was due to this preference
as well as to his remarkable insight and knowledge of +the
Russian people.w Thus Duranty produced a picture of a man who
had the confidence %to oppose those of his associates who
advocated the use of force, the humility to admit when he made
a mistake, and the sense to try and rectify ittl-a man to be
respected in his lifetime and mourned after his death. That
the Russians agreed with +this point of view, Duranty il-
lustrated in his articles dealing with Lenin's death, which
even Crowl has to cite as models of "detail and accuracy.”61

In January 1924 the New York Times carried on its front

page Duranty's report of the major news story of the day-—the
death of Lenin.% Beginning with a short statement regarding
the time and immediate cause of Lenin's death, the article

went on to describe Michael Kalinin's tearful announcement to

59Duranty to NYT, 19 Sept 1922; in Russia, 95-96.
wDuranty to NYT, 22 Oct 1921; in Russia, 86-B8B.
tlorowl, 52,

Ypuranty to NYT, 23 Jan 1924; in Russia, 129-133,
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the All-Russian Soviet Congress and its impact on the Party
members, putting into sharp relief thelr acute and passionate
grief. In addition, Duranty's dispatches in the following
days showed how much of a hold Lenin had on all of the Russian
people, not just his Bolshevilk followers.® For instance, he
reported that applications for Party membership were {looding
in from near and far after Lenin's death bringing with them
new vigour, eagerness, and solidarity to the Party. But what
impressed Duranty most was the almost messianic vision that
the people held of the Father of the Revolution as evidenced
in the "climax of an amazing week of national emotion"--
Lenin's funeral .

Duranty put all of his descriptive skills and his talent
for elocution into his verbal sketches of the Soviet leader's
funeral. The reader could almost hear the bells tolling and
the guns thundering as Lenin, in a red-draped coffin, was
carried by his heirs to his final resting place. One could
easily visualize the scene when "from a vast multitude in the
Red Square rose in the icy air a fog of congealed breath, like
a smoke sacrifice." Duranty also wrote of how people stood
in queues for hours on end to view the dead leader's body.

This he saw as a strong symbol of the quasi-religiosity of

Bolshevism, with Lenin at its centre. The reporter could find

SYpuranty to NYT, 26 Jan 1924; in Russia, 139-140.
“Mpuranty to NYT, 28 Jan 1924; in Russia, 141-147.
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no other explanation for the "gigantic mass movement" not only
of registered communists, but of the Russian people as a
whole.® A new religion had been born.

Duranty made every effort to educate his readers ag to
the strange new religion taking root in Russia. As early as
September 1921 the reporter described its adherents in the
following words:

they have the virtues as well as the faults of the

religious enthusiasts they really are. Like all
fanatics they are ruthless, narrow minded, and
self-centred[sic], but 1like fanatics +they are

nevertheless without thought of self. 1In a country
rotten with corruption the communists are honest.
In a country where they are all-powerful they live
meagrely and, like Lenin, work themselves beyond
the limit of physical endurance .
These were the men who were trying to replace the Orthodox
religion of Russia with their own; and there were visible
signs of extensive acceptance, especially by the young.

In January 1923, Duranty described the scene which he had
witnessed on Christmas Day in Moscow's Red Square,” On one
hand he saw the devotees of +traditional religion passively
standing beside a now closed shrine and occasionally "crossing

themselves against the blasphemers." On the other he saw the

Young Communist League, the youthful supporters of the new

Yhuranty to NYT, 27 Jan 1924; in Russia, 140-141.

66Duranty to NYT, 10 Sept 1921; in Russia, 91-96.

Even to this day, Christmas is celebrated by Orthodox
Russians and other Slavic peoples according +to +the old
calendar; thus, while the Western world observed the birth of
Christ on 25 Dec 1921, Christmas in Russia fell on 7 Jan 1922.

28



religion, taking part in a symbolic rite: the "burning of all

nb8 However, it Wwas the young woman who preached the new

gods .
"gospel"” that the reporter found most interesting; also, it
was in her words that he found the basis of the new religion
of the Communists——and a parallel with the old.

The woman who spoke to the Young Communists beneath the
Kremlin's walls was, in Duranty's words, "moving, pathetic—-
ignorant, if you will--but not irreligious." The reporter
noted the "spiritual fire" in her eyes and voice, as she spoke
out "against idols, priests, and church" without saving a
single word against religion. Instead, he found parallels
between her speech and the bible when she said

that the temple made without hands was superior to
the gorgeous fanes around us, built in blood for
godless +tyrants; that lascivious, self-seeking
priests could not point out the road to heaven, and
that self-sacrifice and the assuaging of human ills
were better than lip-service and churchly rites.
Duranty had to agree with an old priest who had once told him,
"Communisgm or the old religion, it is all the gsame-—there is
belief and faith in God behind both."™ For the Communists,
however, God was not in heaven, but in the Kremlin, and his
followers were not above borrowing the conventions of the old

relligion to generate the conversion of the Russian population

to Communism. It was their respousibility to ensure that the
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new religion could f£ill the wvoid left in the life of the
citizens.

Towards the end of 1923 Duranty described one way that
the Soviets had found to £fill the gap left by the abolition

of church ceremonies.?

Duranty began this article with +the
statement,
S8ince the French revolutionists feted the Goddess
of Reason in the Champs de Mars, Furope has seen no
stranger spectacle than the first public "civil
christening" performed last night in the Russian
Free Opera House.
At this ceremony, a baby girl was pledged to Communism by her
parents; the "offering" was acknowledge by Clara Zetkin, "aged
priestess of the Red International,” and by the Nicholas
Tvanovich Bukharin, high priest of Russian Marxism. The
reporter voiced his opinion of the proceedings in these words:
Anywhere but Russia the scene would have been
banal, even ridiculous, but here it was not.
Atmogphere, innate dramatic sense--call it what you
will-—it was simple, natural, and terribly impres-—
sive. '
Obviously, if a Westerner could be so impressed with the rites
of Communism, how much more so would they have moved those
who were true adherents of the new religion. Duranty was
gquick to notice the effect on the audience, especially on the
young followers of the "messiah" of socialism, and restated

his belief +that Communism was indeed a religion "of an

extremely fanatic and militant character." He backed this up

Mpuranty to NYT, 27 Nov 1923; in Russia, 51-55.
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by saying that, despite their refusal to recognize any supreme
being, +the Communists could not be termed +truly atheistic
because their new religion contained a utopian element.
Instead of a life in the hereaftexr, its adherents believed in
a future of peace and prosperity for a society in which there
would be no oppression or profit or class differences,

Duranty also saw the struggle between Church and State
as Dbeing "logically inevitable" because of +the historical
connection between the Orthodox church and the Tsarist regime,
and the added complication of the ancestral wealth of the
Church. The Communists were obliged to destroy this link to
the past if they were to build a socialist future, and Duranty
believed that they were aided in this endeavour by two
factors: the "moral deadness" of Orthodoxy and the schism
within the church itself which could only reduce its power.71
In any event, the Patriarchate had to be abolished to make way
for the Soviet Priesthood in the Red Church which was making
way for its own Trinity: Lenin as the Father, Marx as the Holy
Ghost, and Stalin as the Son."

The first time that Duranty singled out Stalin from among
Lenin's prospective heirs was in an article which appeared in

the Times in 1923 under the headline FIVE MEN DIRECTING

lpuranty to NYT, 14 Sept 1923; in Russia, 81-B5.
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DESTINY OF RUSSIA."™ This report stated that Lenin, although
not as 111 as had been reported abroad, was resting in the
country, as was Grigory Zinoviev who had accompanied +the
Bolshevik leader back from exile in 1917. With these two
members of the Central Executive Committee incapacitated, and
Michael XKalinin, despite his position as President of the
USSR, not taking an active part in its government, the actual
running of the country fell heavily on the shoulders of five
men,

Four of thege five received scant notice from Duranty.
Aleksei Rykov was "worn out” and just managing to keep going,
while Lev Kamenev was labouring to maintain his positions both
on the Inner Council and as President of the Moscow Soviet,
and any influence that he had on his colleagues was due simply
to their belief "that he most accurately interpreted to then
Lenin's thought"; both were, in Duranty's opinion, "first
class administrators, and hardly more." Lev Trotsky and Felix
Dzerzhinsky received slightly better ratings from Duranty;
both seemed "made of iron," and the reporter praised the
former for his executive abilities and the latter for his
dedication and perseverance. Neither, however, c¢ould be
compared to Lenin in "analytical power" or in "analytical

u 4

capacity. All this would hardly lead one to suppose, as

MDuranty, Russia, 104, 106 and 108.
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does Crowl, that Duranty spent more time flattering the men
in the Kremlin than analyzing their "leadership qualities."75
In any case, the man who was obviously of most interest to
Duranty, and who appeared to have the necessary gqualities to
follow in Lenin's footsteps, was the fifth-—-"the Georgian"-—-
Joseph Stalin.

Stalin in 1923 was actually a relatively obscure member
of the Xremlin group with few conspicuous leadership quali-
ties. Alex DeJonge, one of the dictator's biographers, has

stated +that John Reed, +the American Comnunist newsman who

wrote Ten Days that Shook the World, "was exceptional in his

ability to foresee Stalin's rise," while "others who met him
at this time were much less impressed." On the other side,
PeJonge mentions Robert Bruce Lockhart who "did not think a
lot of Stalin" and Victor Serge who "did not consider him

wih

officer material. Roy Medvedev, in Let History Judge,

states that "Stalin was the least prominent figure in the
Politburo," that he enjoyed little public support because he
was "closemouthed and reserved," and that he "was generally
1o be found somewhere behind the scenes" in 1922. HMedvedev

goes on to say that only the "Party apparat," the group that

”Crowl, 31.
%DGJonge, 142.
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worked "behind the scenes," recognized Stalin's exceptional
organizational talents.”’

When Duranty and his colleague, Louis Fischer, met
Stalin, they were both impressed. Fischer wrote that the man
in the Kremlin did not at first "sweep one off one's feet,"
and that he created "an impression not with the magic wand of
a magnetic personality but slowly, steadily, by laying on
brick after brick." Duranty, as he later stated in his
autobiography, was most likely impressed by this man who
seemed so unimpressive to so many simply because Stalin was
the "first big political leader'" that he had personally met .
Yet, even before Lenin's death, the reporter was astute enough
to recognize in the man something of what only ‘the inner
circle of the Kremlin recognized, and to realize that there
was more in him than met the eye; as early as 1923 Duranty
recognized Stalin as "one of the most remarkable men in Russia
and perhaps the most influential,"®

Duranty’s analysis of Stalin was indeed flattering, but

not effusively so, and it does give credence +to his later

”Roy A. MNedvedev, Let History Judge: The Origins and
Consequences of Stalinism, trans. Colleen Taylor, ed. David
Joravsky and Georges Haupt (Toronto: Random House, 1973), 17.

®rouis Fischer, Machines and Men in Russia (New York:
Harrison Smith, 1932), 273.
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¢laim that he picked "the right horse on which to bet in the

ndl In his article on the "Council of Five," he

Russian race.
described his "horse" in the following words:
during the last year Stalin has shown Fjudgment and
analytical power not unworthy of Lenin. It is to
him that the greatest part of the credit is due for
bringing about the new Soviet Union, which history
may regard as one of the most remarkable constitu-
tions in human history. Trotsky helped him in
drawing it up, but Stalin's brain guided the pen.%
1t would seem therefore that Duranty carefully evaluated the
potential of each of the men in the Kremlin, and came to a
significant conclusion regarding the future leadership of the
Soviet Union based on his intuitive analysis of Stalin.
Whatever crimes can be laid at the totalitarian leader's door,
there can be no doubt that 8talin was an extraordinary
administrator,83 and he did eventually win the Kremlin horse
race, at first against Trotsky, and then against anvone who
dared to oppose his will.

When Lenin died, Duranty made a statement which must seem
the ultimate in naivete for today's readers, but which is
understandable given Duranty's observations of the men in the
Kremlin: "No one who knows them both doubts that Trotsky and

Stalin will bury the hatchet over his grave." This optimis-

tic outlook was, of course, soon dispelled as a major power

Mpuranty, I Write, 200.
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struggle erupted causing an irreparable rift in the Party, the
expulsion of Trotsky, and Stalin's taking a firm seat in the
gsaddle of authority.

what Duranty referred to as a "furious attack by Stalin, the
chief machine leader," against Trotsky, Radek, Preobrazhensky
and other "insurgents," the foreign correspondent should have
realized that there was a major problem in the Kremlin. But
Duranty saw in the fact that this attack had been printed at
all a sign that the death of Lenin would not cause a schism
in the Party apparatus; moreover, he stated that the "general
opinion” was that it would instead "unify and strengthen the
Communist Party as nothing else could do."™  yhen he noted
Trotsky's absence from Lenin's funeral,® Duranty could not
have known that the main heir was absent due to a ruse of
Stalin. Trotsky had been sent a telegram which contained the
date of the funeral, but the date was incorrect because Stalin
wanted to make certain that his major rival would be con-
spicuous by his absence,® and that observers at the funeral
would accept the future Father of Soviet Totalitarianism and

his supporters as the dead leader's only successors.! The

84Duran:ty to NYT, 23 Jan 1924; in Russia, 129-133,
Bpuranty to NYT, 28 Jan 1924; in Russia, 141-147.
86DeJonge, 198.
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race for power had truly started, but Duranty appeared to he
teft standing at the gate instead of watching the contest.
During the spring and summer of 1924, Duranty was
strangely gilent on the political crisis which was taking
place behind the XKremlin walls. As Crowl has noted, in the
months following Lenin's death he almost totally ignored the
struggle which was becoming increasingly pub}.ic.88 What Crowl
fails +to +take into account is that, during this period,
Duranty was not a well man; by the fall of 1924 he was forced
to spend two months in France on sick leave due to a heart
condition. Whether or not this had anything to do with his
ingsufficient coverage of the Xremlin conflict is a debatable
point, but one which must at least be considered, not ignored,
if one is to reach a falr conclusion regarding Duranty's
success as a Moscow foreign correspondent in the first three

vears of his assignment.

The years from 1921 +to 1924 were vyears of fantastic
change for both the Soviet Union and for Duranty himself. As
early as the end of his first half-vear in the Soviet Union,
Duranty was making a sincere attempt to understand the aims
and methods of the men in the Kremlin during a period when
changes appeared to bhe occurring daily, and to set forth his

observations in as clear and c¢oncise a manner as was humanly

88Crowl, 53,
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possible. While Russia was struggling to overcome the effects
of a terrible famine, revolution and war, both internal and
external, it could not have been an easy task to cover +the
news when circumstances shifted like sand under one's feet.
Puranty decided, therefore, that the most anyone could do was
try to present the facts in as fair, honest and straightfor-
ward a manner as possible and leave it up to his readers to
come to their own conclusions.Y

Yet, because of the special writing and analytical skills
that Duranty's education had afforded him, and his natural
talent for description, he was able to present those facts in
such a way that a vivid picture of life in the Soviet Union
emerged. In addition, as his journalistic skills and powers
of observation matured, and as he became more comfortable with
the Russian language and his environment, his articles
mirrored that maturation. He often showed a rare ability to
understand and analyze the system around him without condoning
it-~or really condemning it-—in any way. This perhaps is not
the best road to truly incisive or investigative journalism
as we know it today, but Duranty in these early years was able
to demonstrate unsurpassed journalistic abilities, and make

the New York Times "one of *the most informative sources on

events in the Soviet Union," thus reversing the charges made

Ypuranty, NYT, 5 oct 1921.
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againgt it by Lippmann and Merz in 1920.% In the future,
those same abilities would help him when he needed to be an
interpreter, not a wverbatim wreporter of +the news. Before
Duranty could carry on with his career, however, he had to

face and overcome personal tragedy such as he had never known

hefore.

90Desmond, Press, 46.
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CHAPTER 2

WITHIN THE CRUCIBLE

In November 1924, after a lengthy convalescence due to
his heart problem, Duranty was involved in a railway accident
which had a permanent effect on his life; when the train
compartment in which he was riding across France was "smashed
to matchwood" in the accident, the reporter suffered not only
head and hand injuries, but alsoc two compound fractures of the
left leg.9§ While these injuries did not appear to be life-
threatening, gangrene set in and his leg had to be amputated.
buranty was given opium to ease the excruciating pain, and an
addiction to the drug caused him even more pain——although of
a different nature—-when he had to break the habit.® Thus the
Duranty who returned to the Soviet Union in 1925 must have
been a very different man from the one who entered the USSR
only four years earlier: the young reporter of 1921 had only
witnessed the pain and misery of others in the Great War and
in the Russian famine, the mature Fjournalist of 1925 had

personally experienced themn.

INYT, 8 Nov 1924.
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It is possible that Duranty's personal experiences in the
mid—-1920s deeply affected his reportage of +the news from
Moscow between 1925 and 1934, the period in which Stalin's
dictatorship was firmly established and +the Soviet Union
experienced yet another revolution—-—this time a revolution
from above. And yvet, Duranty's articles on the crisisg in the
Kremlin, the establishment of Stalinism and particularly the
impact of the first Five-Year Plan show that he did the best
he could to interpret the situation for his readers under
increasingly difficult circumstances. Moreover, his efforts
were so successful that they netted him a Pulitzer Prigze in
1932 which was well-deserved, despite some opinions to the
contrary; even Crowl who says that the Duranty's reportage in
the late twenties and early thirties was only moderately
successful has to admit that the articles for which he was
awarded the prize were "remarkably compieﬁa.”%

However, when a new famine ravaged the Ukraine and North
Caucasus in the early-thirties—-a famine which the men in the
Kremlin wished to hide from the West for their own reasong—-—
Duranty, along with his fellow foreign journalists, was faced
with an almost impossible situation. It was Duranty's
coverage of this famine +that became the basis for +the con-
troversy which enveloped him in the mid-thirties, despite the

fact that he was no more remiss in his responsibilities as a

29
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journalist or his coverage of the famine than the majority of
his colleagues, and was simply trying to present the achieve-
ments of the period as well as the problematic effects of
rapid industrialization and collectivization. In doing this,
he played a major role in fostering East/West relations and
helped to bring about the official recognition of the Soviet

regime by the United States.

Duranty's articles dealing with the clash in the Kremlin
in the late twenties show that he had achieved a remarkable
understanding of the conflict and its historical background.
For instance, he found the direct cause for the conflict in
the long—standing difference of focus between the Trotskyites
and the Stalinists. TFor one thing, the former were "inclined
to champion the cause of the urban proletariat," while the
latter were "committed to the policy of improving the position

of +the peasant.“%

Secondly, the reporter reiterated a
difference which he had previously noted between the +two
factions: a commitment to the Marxist spirit of international-
ism in Trotsky's camp compared +to rising nationalism in
Stalin's because of his aim to build "socialism in one

R

country. Even with these disagreements, Duranty suggested

that a major schism in the Xremlin was highly unlikely in

“puranty, NYT, 23 Jun 1926.
Ypuranty, NYT, 27 Jun 1927.
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Yight of the "rigid discipline" which the Party required of
all its members,% but he also recognized that something would
have to be done to ensure unanimity in the Kremlin.

While Duranty was worried that any hope for harmony among
the leaders could be "gravely menaced" by continuing strife
within the Party,” he also reported that the necessary steps
to remove all opposition to Stalin's power were being taken

v Thus

because "a house divided against itself cannot stand,.
the expulsion of Evgeny Preobrazhensky, one of the old guard,
together with more than sixty "malcontents," was essential if
the men in the Kremlin were to form a solid and unified
government. In Duranty's opinion only the "final elimination
of the Opposition" would ensure stability, and the economic
difficulties which plagued the USSR would be solved only when
the "crisis of policy" raised by the conflict between Trotsky
and Stalin had passed.99

Even after Trotsky's expulsion from the Party in 1927,
Duranty cited the +threat of conflict between Trotsky and
Htalin as a significant danger to the stability of the Soviet

State, and placed the blame fully at Trotsky’'s door. Because

Trotsky had not "rallied to Lenin's Bolshevik banner” until

%¥puranty, NYT, 23 Jun 1926.
97Duranty, NYT, 27 Jun 1927.

®puranty, NYT, 16 Oct 1927.

¥puranty, NYT, 30 Jan 1928.



1917, Duranty believed that he never learned "the esszential
wrongness of heretical deviations from the party line which
had been stamped upon the older schocl of Bolsheviki by Lenin

himself . "0

The only recourse for Stalin and his followers
was to rid themselves coanclusively of this disruptive in-
fluence. In mid-January 1929 Duranty reported that the
"doubters"” had been either silenced or won over, and +that
Stalin was "firmly in the saddle" in the Kremlin;" +his
assumption was confirmed with Trotsky's deportation +the
following month.

Duranty assured his readers that, once their leader was
deported, +the Trotskyists had little to fear from Stalin.
The reporter was convinced that Trotsky's followers would not
be "slain or evilly entreated,"” and that the worst they could
expect was to lose their posts and be allowed to withdraw to
some "humble retreats of rest." Duranty portraved an imags
of tired old men being put out to pasture for their own good,
blessed with Stalin's generosity and good will., Any reports
to the contrary he believed came from gossiping members of
Moscow's “foreign circle," or from Muscovites who wished to
asccentuate the seriousness of the conflict because of their

petty grievances against the men in the Xremlin in general,

Wpyuranty to NYT, 31 Dec 1928; in Russia, 153-156.
Wipuranty to NYT, 11 Jan 1929; in Russia, 162-165.
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M put Duranty, with no wreason to

and Stalin in particular.
think otherwise at the time, believed that Stalin was a leader
who could be merciful to his enemies, while at the same timo
having the strength of will, like Lenin, +to use extreme
measures to solve extreme problens.

Stalin's Piatiletka, the first Five-Year Plan, was an
extreme economic response to the extreme economic difficulties
caused by Russia's relative industrial and agricultural
bhackwardness. It was designed by Gosplan, the Soviet State
Planning Commission, to traasform Russia "from a country
primarily agrarian into one predominantly industrial."® The
successful accomplishment of the Plan was threatened, however,
by the peasants' apparent inability, or even unwillingness,
to help build a socialist state, and by the supply and
distribution difficulties which had been obvious since
Duranty's earliest days in the Soviet Union. The Soviets
believed that the two threats were inextricably linked, but
Duranty did not totally blame the peasants for +the latter
predicament. While he did mention that dissenting elements
in the countryside were fostering "economic unrest" through

sabotage, and thus causing at least a part of the "goods

famine" in +the wurban areas, +the disgtribution problem he

lmburanty, NYT, 28 Apr 1929.

Wrphe Soviet Uniocn Looks Ahead: The Five-year Plan for
Economic Construction (London: George Allen & Unwin for the
Presidium of the State Planning Commission, 1930), 18.
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attributed to the increasing bureaucratization of the Soviet
system. Duranty also predicted that, if the weather should
be unfavourable and precipitate more of a decrease in crop
production than was already expected due to a reduction in the
amount of grain being sown, the chickens would indeed “come
home to roost in the Kremlin," whether Stalin was right or
wrong in his methods . "

One of Stalin's methods of dealing with the shortages in
the urban sector with which Duranty was in total agreement was
the introduction of "bread cards." For one thing, the coupon
system prevented speculators from taking advantage of +the
shortages; second, since the cards were only given to "bona
fide workers," +the industrial sector was assured a proper
standard of living; and finally, those who were not doing
their share to further the aims of the men in the Xremlin
would be penalized for their idleness in that they would have
to pay double for their daily needs 0 Again Duranty was able
to look at the problem and the Soviet solution pragmatically,
and with the shortages thus attended to in the cities, he
decided that it was time to visit the countryside.

In June 1929 Duranty revisited the Volga agrarian
region which had been so ravaged by famine in the early

twenties. He was happy to report from that area that there

1Gé})u'f:anty, NYT, 18 May 1929.
IMDuranty, NYT, 24 Mar 1929,
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was no comparison to be made between what he had seen there
almost eight years ecarlier and what he viewed on this trip.
In addition, he came to the conclusion that because of the
rise in the standard of living the Soviet regime enjoyed +the
loyal support of 90 percent of the zural population, and
surmised that the "alleged hostility" of the peasants toward
the XKremlin was mostly a myth. Any complaints that there
were, he said, had to be attributed to "the abuse of power by
local officials," but this did not mean that the abuse was
sanctioned by the men in Moscow, or that those peasants who
were displeased with the local government were displeased with

b To use one of Duranty's

the Soviet regime az a whole .l
favourite analogies regarding forests and +trees, it would
appear that at this time he believed that the "trees" (the
local government officials) were totally detached from the
"forest” (the central government) in the minds of the pea-
sants——or at least wanted to believe so. With this in mind,
hig decision that the peasantry was ripe for collectivization,
and even welcomed it, becomes understandable.

Whether or not Duranty's trip to the Volga was made, as
Crowl suggests, with the precise object of showing that the
peasants were ready for collectivization is a debatable point;

what is certain is that the articles which that trip produced

were written by a true proponent of Stalin's Plan, and one who
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believed that it was off to a "{lying start, "0 By this time
buranty's articles for the most part presented outright praise
for collectivization, and he attributed the achievements thus
far to the able leadership of Stalin-—the man who had +the
strength of purpose not only to declare open war on the kulaks
and priests who resisted collectivization, but alsc to rid
himself of another opponent, Nicholas Bukharin. Bukharin had
been one of Stalin's supporters against Trotsky, but later he
had the temerity to disagree with his new leader, to gpeak out
against the new policy of rapid industrialization, and to
recommend a compromise with the so—called "class enemies, "%
The increasingly pragmatic Duranty concluded that any com—
promise was unthinkable once the “class war"” began; he
believed that, if the Five-Year Plan was to succeed, the men
in the Kremlin could give no gquarter to their enemies, whoever
they were.

On October 5 Duranty asked +the guestion--"What is a
kulak?"——and then proceeded +to give his readers a short
history lesson of the word's use that revealed his understand-
ing of the many changes which had affected the Russian economy
since the Revolution. The literal translation of the Russian
word, as Duranty noted, is "fist," and historically the term

was used by poorer peasants to describe their more prosperous

Em’CJ:.“owl, 104,
Wpuranty, NYT, 23 Aug 1929.
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neighbours, those who exploited +the labour of +the less
fortunate "worse than any landlord." The Bolsheviki applied
the term after the Revolution, during the period of "militant
communism, " to those peasants who hid their grain rather than
give it up to the government; but later, under NEP, the term
was once more generally restricted to thouse who employed
labour for profit.mg Duranty, in his survey of how the word
"kulak" was used over the years captured the very problem
which has beset many historians--what indeed is a kulak?
There can be no doubt that the definition of the word, as
Duranty realized, depended very much on +the political,
ideological and economic motives of the various groups which
used the term in various ways over time.

Duranty went on to give +the Communists' subjective
definition of "kulak" as it particularly related to collecti-
vization and the Five~Year Plan——"an anti-social element which
places individual profit higher than the common weal"——-and to
explain to his readers why the men in the Kremlin had desig--
nated the members of this group as "class enemies” at this
particular time. By the end of the twenties, the Communists
vere using the word, as they had before under NEP, to desig-
nate those farmers who endorsed capitalist rather than
soclalist ideals because they preferred to sell their grain

on ‘the open market rather than accept the significantly lower

I%Duraﬂty to NYT, 5 Oct 1929; in Russia, 231-232.
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"fixed prices" of the state collection agents. Under NEP this
form of private enterprise was acceptable, but it did not £it
in with the aims of the Five-Year Plan. The kulak who merely
wanted to go his own way and indulge in private trade was,
therefore, an enemy whce had to be "attacked and eliminated®
along with those who committed arson and even murder to show
their displeasure with the regime and its new economic plan,no

At the beginning of 1930, Duranty reported "the hrutal
truth" to his readers: that not only kulaks, but also "Nepmen"
and "servants of the religious cults" were to be put "up

W phis poelicy, as far as Duranty could see,

against a wall.
was not particularly unpopular with the general population;
in fact, he found that the support for Stalin's Plan was
basically unflagging, as was his own, despite some grumbling
about the unreasonable expectations and extreme methods of the
Planners.

Stalin's "Dizzy with Success" speech in March 1930, which
called for more moderation in both expectations and methods,

reinforced the generally positive opinion which Duranty

already had of him. He cited Stalin's speech as "the most

lmDuranty, Russia, 232,

1Hl')uranty to NYT, 26 Jan 1930; in Russia, 233-234. Minor
caplitalists or "private traders” of the mid-twenties were
referred to as "Nepmen"; anyone who retained his or her
Orthodox beliefs could be accused of belonging to a "religious

cult," whether priest or layperson.
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important pronouncement made in Russia for several ye::a_,.rfs,”ﬂ‘2

and praised the Soviet leader for his wisdom in curbing the
"super—zealous” local officials who had caused great misery
for the peasants by using undue force to collectivize them.!
Like Lenin who had turned from the "Red Terror" of militant
communism to social appeasement and NEP, Stalin appeared to
recognize that force was no answer when it came +to +the
peasants, and was advocating nonviolent persuasion to achievae
collectivization. This apparent adherence to Leninist beliefs
and methodology strengthened Duranty's faith in Stalin's
leadership qualities, and bolstered his conviction that if
only the peasants would voluntarily take part in the Plan a
mutually advantageous circumstance would be the result: the
Plan itself would have a better chance of success while the
peasants reaped the benefits of a more stable economy.
Within a month, however, Duranty disappointedly reported
that Stalin's retreat had created even more problems to stand
in the way of the success of the Plan. On the one hand, many
Party members were "startled" and even "disgruntled" by the
suggested modifications of the policy, just as they had been
by Lenin's apparent retreat from socialism into NEP in the
early-twenties; on the other, the peasants were "popping in

and out of collective farms as rabbits appear and disappear

Hlpyranty to NYT, 2 Mar 1930; in Russia, 235-236.
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in the fields."!% But Duranty was still convinced that the
Plan could and would succeed; in addition, he predicted that
cther plans would follow, because Five-Year Plans had "mystic
functions"” in that they repregsented "the ideal of heaven—-
unattainable but always to be aimsd at."%  1n other words,
they were to become an integral part of another new religion
of the Soviet Union, the aim of which was to change super-—
stitious peasants into agrarian proletarians; this religion
would not only further unseat Orthodox Christianity, but also
replace Marxist-Leninism, and would be known as Stalinism.
Stephen F. Cohen has cited Duranty as possibly the first
wiriter to claim that the "dominant principle" in Russia of the
1930s should be termed Stalinism, not Marxism or Leninism.''
This fact, Duranty suggested, made it very difficult for the
West to understand what was occurring in the Soviet Union
because it made judgement or interpretation by Western terms

" He therefore set out to interpret

and standards impossible.n
the concept of Stalinism and its application for his readers.
Firgt of all, Stalin had "re—established the semi-—divine,

supreme auvtocracy of the imperial idea," and Duranty believed

IMDuranty, NYT, 6 Apr 1930,
Wpuranty, NYT, 17 Aug 1930.
116Stephen F. Cohen, Rethinking the Sovielt Experience:

Politics and History Since 1917 (New York: Oxford University
Press, 19835), 174n. See Duranty, NYT, 14 Jun 1931.

IHDuranty to NYT, 13 Jun 1931; in Russia, 237-241.
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that this suited the Russians and was "ag familiar, natural
and right" to them as it would be "abominable and wrong" to
Hesterners., This then, according to Duranty, was Stalin's
primary "key to power": despite his Georglan roots, like Lenin
he recognized and appreciated the Russian character and its
need for a strong, and even despotic leader. The means the
leader adopted to modernize his backward people included the
Piatiletka which Duranty saw as "applied Stalinism" and a
"practical expression of the dominant principle." The Plan
would help transform "driven slaves” into "a nation of eager,
conscious workers" by creating a socialistic collective-con—
science in the workers, whether agrarian or industrial
Duranty's point of view regarding the Five~Year Plan was
highlighted not only in his newspaper articles, but also in
an important survey of Soviet econonmics when he joined with
several of his colleaguss and a number of other experts to
produce a collection of articles which was published under the

title Red £monamics.ug In the introduction +to the book,

Duranty discussed three phases of Soviet economic history
which, though "separate and distinguishable from each other,"
he believed to be "welded indissolubly by a single political
purpose"--the creation of a socialist State. In the first

phase, the Revolution and Civil War, Tsarism was smashed and

118Duranty, Russia, 239-241.

Bgerhard Dobbert, ed, Red Economics, Introduction by
Walter Duranty (New York: Houghton Mifflian, 1932).
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its economic system totally destroved; in the second, Lenin
adopted NEP in an attempt to construct a new economy which,
while it relied to a certain extent on capitalist methods, was
eventually to serve as a base for the furtherance of +the
soclalist ideal; and in the third phase, the Pistiletka, the
ldeal was well on its way to being established. It wag this
third phase which was to serve as the "blueprint" for the
eventual fulfilment of the Bolshevik aim, "not only to create
a new economic system, but to remake the minds of men."¥

Since Duranty wrote the introduction for Red Economics,

it may be suggested that he was considered to be exceptionally
expert in the field;iil yet, his generally positive vision of
the Five-Year Plan was to some extent contradicted by one of
his fellow contributors. While Duranty saw in the Five-Year
Plan the primary means for the realization of the Bolshevik
dream, Otto Auhagen, a former agricultural adviser to the
German embassy in Moscow, saw in it a fundamental and ines-
capable problem: the "land problem" which was a major factor

in the fall of the Romanovs, had been chiefly responsible for

lmDuranty, Introduction to Red Economics, ed. Gerhard
Dobbert, v, viii and xxi.

Wiy may be argued that Duranty was chosen because of his
Pulitzer Prize, but two details nullify this argument. In the
first place, H. R. Knickerbocker won the Prize for his
articles on Russia the year before Duranty, thus the latter
vas not alone in this distinction among the writers; in the
second, since the book was published in the same year that
Duranty received the Pulitzer, +the plans for the book and
Duranty's being chosen to write the introduction must have
been finalized long before the Prize was awarded.
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the Bolsheviks early failures, and constituted a major
hindrance to the successful execution of Stalin's Plan,¥
The Bolsheviks had secured peasant support by promising
them ownership of the land they worked; now it seemed +that
Stalin wanted to take this "gift" away, an action which the
illiterate agrarian agent of Russian society saw as equivalent
to a declaration of war. The peasants would not, therefore,
willingly accept collectivization-—and +this was as true for
many of the most destitute peasants as it was for the more
affluent. Auhagen saw this fact manifest in the destruction
of livestock that otherwise would have been peacefully given
up to the collectives; he also mentioned that the result of
this slaughter was under—nourishment and even famine . Botn
the land question and the famine were subjects +to which
Duranty paid little attention in his articles on the Five~Year
Plan, but it must be remembered that the Plan's ramifications
were very convoluted and far-reaching; the journalist did his
best to explain this to his Western readers in an overview.
When Duranty +tried +to outline +the implications of
Stalinism and the Five-Year Plan not only for the agricultural
and industrial sectors of Russia, but also for its foreign
relations and trade, he found it inmpossible to separate the

various aspects to be considered. In dealing with the

Botto Auhagen, "Agriculture," in Red FEconomics, ed.
Gerhard Dobbert, 111-133.

123}{uhagen, 129 and 132.



aconomic aspect of agriculture, for example, there were other
things besides plain economics to be considered, such as the
fact that the Xremlin deemed it far more important to collec-
tivize 60 percent of the peasants holdings in 1931, than to
generate any surplus goods for export.”4 All in all, the
emphasis appeared to be on national, rather than international
aspirations. By this time Duranty was fully convinced that
Stalin had abandoned traditional Bolshevik, or Trotskyist
internationalism and that this would lead to increased trade
and a friendlier relationship between Russia and the West.

Besides the fact that the Plan left no excess time,
money, or enerdgy for propaganda in the West, Duranty told his
readers that the Soviets would wish to avoid such subversive
activity because it could lead +to another war which, as "a
force of social destruction," would be fatal to the Plan as
"a force of social construction."” Furthermore, Duranty saw
no need for the Soviets to indulge in subversive activities
abroad while the Plan held such promise for being "the best
possible propaganda for the rest of the world," especially
when the world was suffering from the effects of a major
economic depression.ns

When the New York stock market collapsed in 1929, the

crash was felt around the world, and especially in Europe

Wpuranty to NYT, 15 Jun 1931; in Russia, 242-245.

125Duranty to NYT, 18 Jun 1931; in Russia, 245-250.
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vhere "peasants were left without markets and industrial

i 116 Russia, because of its

workers without employment.
economic isolation since the Revolution, felt the reverbesra-
tions of the crash less than countries like France, Britain
and Germany, but nonetheless it was affected. For one thing
the depression could be used by the men in the Kremlin to
highlight the imperfection of capitalism. But the Soviets,
in Duranty's eyes, were not taking advantage of the plight in
which the capitalist world found itself; despite the accusa-
tions being levied against the USSR-—that it was aggravating
the situation by "dumping" goods on a disabled market at

7

ridiculous prices'*——Duranty informed his readers +that the

Kremlin was showing its willingness "to meet the rest of the

128 If only

world half way" in its foreign +trade policies.
America could relieve itself of the paranoia that was fostered
by those who saw any collaboration with the "Red menace" as
anti-American, the men in Moscow and Washington might be able
to assist each other in easing the economic difficulties of
their respective countries. This line of reasconing was, of
course, very unpopular with those in the United States who

viished to maintain the status quo in Russo—American relations

and who sincerely felt that Duranty was too pro—Soviet to

Wirames Joll, Europe Since 1870: An International History

(New Yorlk: Harper & Row, 1973), 324.

Whesmond, Crisis, 432.
Wpuranty to NYT, 19 Jun 1931; in Russia, 250-252.
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write objectively about the Soviet Union despite his being
honoured with a Pulitzer Prize for foreign correspondence.
The Pulitzer Prize for newspaper reporting is awarded
vearly "for the best example of a reporter's work during the
year; the test being strict accuracy, terseness, and accom-
plishment of some public good commanding public attention and
IBSPECt.“ug By 1930 the events in the Soviet Union were
certainly commanding a great deal of attention, and in 1931,

H, R. "Red" Knickerbocker of +the New York Evening Post

received a Pulitzer for his series on "The Red Menace."' Tha
following year, Duranty received his own award for outstanding
achievement in covering the news from Moscow, and in the New
York Times' announcement of the award, Duranty’'s own words
regarding the evolution of his pro-Soviet and pro-Stalin
convictions were recorded.

Although Duranty admitted that he had been "viciously
anti-Bolshevik" on his arrival in Moscow, the reporter said

that he had come to appreciate the sincerity and enthusiasm

Brohn Hohenberg, The Pulitzer Prizes (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1974), 20. [Hereafter cited as Pulitzer.]

lmﬂohenberg, Pulitzer, 82. See also Hohenberg, Foreign,

318 and Desmond, Crisis, 337. The articles for which Knicker-
bocker received his Prize were published in book form in 1931;
in Amerxica the title of the bhook was The Red Trade Menace,
while in Britain it was released as The Soviet Five-Year Plan
and Its Effect on World Trade. The difference between the two
titles is indicative of the distinct difference between the
societies to whom the publishers catered. In America, the
title had to follow the "Red Menace" line so that the author

would not be considered too sympathetic to the Bolsheviks.
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of the Bolsheviks, and +to feel that they deserved a "fair
break" in the Western press. As for Stalin, Duranty saw him
as "a really great statesman'" whose economic plan had to be
appreciated despite its "imperfections." The reporter then
went on to state that, while he fully believed in Bolshevism
"for Russia," he was just as convinced that it was totally

! This last statement, however, did

unsuitable for the West.!
not Iin any way temper the growing controversy regarding
Duranty's work in general, and his apparent pro-Sovietism in
particular.

Duranty's foreign correspondence after 1929 was a matter
of some debate in his personal mail as well as in the New York
Times' letters to the editor page, and this debate mirrored
the public feelings, both pro and con, regarding the Soviet
Union and Communism. In one article Duranty told of having
received letters from anonymous champions of both gides. He
cited one note from a "Communist nut in Cleveland" who called
him "a capitalist hireling,” while a "capitalist nut in New
York" claimed that he was "bought out by the Bolsheviki . ¥
Such diverse opinions were to be found in his newspaper's

letters pages as well. On the one hand there were those who,

while they professed the necessity of an "impartial attitude”

Hiyyr, 3 May 1932,
Blpuranty, NYT, 29 Dec 1929.
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toward the USSR, decried Duranty's ‘"one—sgidedness,"' and
others whose main concern was the reporter's attempts through
his journalism to foster better relations between "his native
capitalistic and democratic country”® and a country whose
leaders wished to establish "an international cheka." on
the other hand there were +those who found Duranty's daily
dispatches to be "enlightening," who agreed with the "eminent
men" who "testified to Mr. Duranty's ability and high journa-
listic integrity," who welcomed rather than denounced +the
"respect and admiration” that the reporter showed for the
accomplishments of the Bolsheviki. One letter ended with a
question which Duranty must have read with some of satisfac-
tion: "Have we in America reached such a state of perfection
that we have nothing to learn from the gigantic social
experiment now taking place in Russia?"¥ Duranty by this
time had decided to ignore the letter writers and "give a
whole picture, wnot just +the dark corners," of what was
happening in the Soviet Union.!¥ The problem was that it was

becoming increasingly difficult for the journalists to include

13‘E'NY’I’ & Oct 1930. This letter was jointly signed by
“Plechanoff's New York Group of Russgian Social Democrats,” the
"auxiliary Committee of the Russian Social Democratic Party,"
and "'Bund' in Russia of New York Group of the Social Revolu-
tionary Party of Russia."

Better from M. Heinstein, NYT, 5 Oct 1930.
Wietter from Thomas M. Turner, NYT, 28 Jun 1931,
Bpuranty to NYT, 22 Jun 1931; in Russia, 255-258.
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any "dark coraners" in their verbal paintings due to inflexible
censorzhip and other restrictions on their activities.
Duranty was no stranger to the problems of censorship for
the foreign corregpondents whom Maxim Litvinov saw as a
"necessary nuisance, " ¥ As early as 1923 he stated that,
although whal the foreign reporters wrote rarely reached the
Wgsian publice, and despite Litvinov's personal guarantee that
only "military matters"” would be censored, censorship was a

13 What the authorities did not under-—

fact of life in Moscow.
stand, said Duranty, was that an uvnrestricted Western Press
could be more beneficial than harmful to the reputation of the
USSR in the West as the internal situation improved.139

For +the next couple of vyears +things did appear +to
improve, and the journalists enjoved relative freedom from
censorship. By 1925 it appeared that the only censorship was
self-censorship; that is, the newsmen were expected to make
gure that their stories were absoclutely accurate, and if they

did not, they would find that they were no longer welcoms in

the Soviet Union. But it was not long before the Soviet

is"’Du.:c‘aurﬂ:y, I Write, 103. Litvinov, as Deputy Foreign

Commissar, controlled +the Soviet Press Department of +the
Commissariat of Foreign Affairs, and thus the censors.

Wpuranty, NYT, 13 Sept 1923,
Wpuranty, NYT, 15 Sept 1923.

1“‘{)Sylvia R. Margulies, The Pilgrimage to Russia: The
Soviet Union and the Treatment of Foreigners, 1924-1937

(Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1968), 137.
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censors were once more hard at work, and in 1926 Duranty
volced a "serious complaint" o Litvinov, whose veply was that
the censors' main purpose was to protect the newsmen from
"misinformation. "4 The form that this "protection" took,
however, seems to have been more coercive than cooperative.
The Soviets used various methods to¢ control the output
of the foreign press community, from official "requests"“ztc
psychological ploys.M3 A favourite tactic was to question the
accuracy of a reporter's information, thereby shaking his
self-confidence; another was to postpone permission to send
a story until the reporter finally accepted the changes
proposed to him. Often, too, the adversaries would bargain
one story against another, but in such +transactions +the
reporter predictably lost. Furthermore when Anglo~Russian
relations were severed in 1927 after +the so-called "Arcos

raid"" and the GPU arrested several local people who were

Hlpaul Scheffer, Seven Years in Soviet Russia, trans.
Arthur Livingston (Westport: Hyperion, 1973), ix.

IQScheffer, vili-ix, recounted how he had been kept from
sending a story because of a "request" from Theodor Rothstein,
chief of the Soviet Press Department, who was on the executive
staff of the Commissariat of Foreign Affairs, Narkomindel, but
had been London Daily News reporter for vears.

IQMargulies, 137,

Hgee George F. Kennan, Russia and the West under Lenin
and Stalin (Toronto: Mentor, 1961), 226. The Arcos raid was
performed by the British government against the building
housing +the Soviet Trade Delegation in London. Piplomatic
relations were broken off based on the proof of subversive
endeavours which was supposedly unearthed during this raid.
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directly or indirectly connected with the British Embassy,

newsmen like Duranty who travelled on British passports were

particularly liable to expulsiOQ.Ms

By the end of the twenties, the foreign journalists had

n 148

to walk a "reportorial tightrope, and employ "cryptic and

11147

ambiguous phrases to inform their readers as to the true

state of affairs in the Soviet Union if +they were to retain
their residency in Hoscow. In other words they had to create
a new journalistic avt:

the art of telling three-gquarters, a half, still
smaller fractions, of the +truth; the art of not
telling the +truth in such a way that the +truth
would be made apparent to a thoughtful reader; or
conversely, the art of telling the whole truth up
to the point where its negative or positive sig-
nificance would become apparent.

Duranty became such a master of this type of journalism that

his colleagues referred to him as "Walter Obscuranty,”@

a,
compl imentary name which would later be used peijoratively by
his critics. In the meantime, however, his skilful manipula-
tion of the news became more notable as the journalists wers
allowed less and less freedom of movement and expression,.

Wacheffer, xi. Iin general, foreigners were not ar-—

rested; either they were expelled or the authorities simply
refused to renew their visas.

146Desmond, Press, 46,

Wyittiam Henry Chamberlin, "Russia Through Coloured
Glasses," The Fortinightly (Oct 1934): 386.

146Scheffer, p A

Wpesmond, Press, 37.
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At the end of the 1920s, with the total victery of Stalin
over all of his opposition, the foreign reporters were told
"that considerations of State and nothing else determined just
what the censorship would allow to pass.”ﬁﬂ The seriousness
of this statement was brought home to the journalists by the
boycott, and sometimes even expulsion, of those colleagues who
dared to offend the government in their dispatches.151 Duranty
would have wanted to avoid expulsion not only because of the
success he was enjoying, but also because of his personal
involvement with a Russian woman who became the mother of his
child. This situation could only be worsened when the GPU
gtepped up its involvement in the Soviet Press office.

When Theodor Rothstein, the chief Soviet Press official,
was replaced in 1930 by Jean Arens, a prominent member of the
GPU, the journalists were more intimidated by the "element of
implied menace" than they had been by threats of expulsion.
Even when a reporter left the USSR--whether voluntarily or
through expulsion--the effects of his unpopularity with the
officials was felt by those he left behind, to the point that
they were oiten imprisoned.352 Naturally buranty would have
been concerned that his Russian common-law wife might suffer

such a fate in his absence. Eventually, even the social life

lecheffer, xi.

Blgill Irwin, Propaganda and the Press (New York:
Whittlesey House, 1936), 230.

1‘3 « 3 =
*hScheffer, ¥ and xiii.
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of the journalists was subject to scrutiny by the GPU; it was
not unusual for police spies to attend parties and other
social events hosted by the journalists and attended by both

foreigners and Russiang,

Since Duranty was considered one
of the leaders of the foreign community, his activities would
have been very closely policed, and when he formed a social
club for the foreign community, the authorities were par-
ticularly upset because +they could not imagine that its
purpose was anything but subversive. ¥

This +type of constant scrutiny must have affected
Duranty's Jjournalism just as much as the restrictions of
movement that forced him and his colleagues to rely more and
more on official sources for information. These sources were
not ideal, but they were of utmest importance when Duranty and
his colleagues were for the most part restricted to Moscow and
could not view the situation in the countryside-—especially
the effects of the "man-made" famine--first hand.

Duranty's first major report on the problematic effects
of the Five-Year Plan on the rural sector-—-effects which
blogsomed into a full-blown famine in the Ukraine and North

Cavcasus——appeared in August 1932. At that time, unlike Louis

Figcher who later stated that "the peasants brought +the

153Hargulies, 129,

Bpuranty, NYT, 2 Sept 1932,
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calamity \L:Lp(.mthemse],‘Vﬁ':s,”1‘Sé Duranty placed a major portion of
the blame for the difficulties on the efforts from 1921 to
1931 "to put collectivization over" which eventually led to
shortages of food and gocds.ﬁ7 Moreover, Duranty was truly

concerned by reports from the Ukraine of peasants who, unlike

B ouis Fischer, Soviet Journey (Westport: Greenwood,
1973), 171.

lwhuranty, NYT, 9 and 10 Aug 1932. The extent and causes
of the famine have been highly debated by Western scholars
particularly since the fact that there was indeed such a
famine has been accepted by the majority of the academic
community. Speculations regarding the mortality factor place
the numbers dead anywhere from one to fifteen million. It is
probably safe to say that between five and seven million died,
either from starvation or disease, and that the higher
estimates take into account a decrease in population due to
migration and deportation. As for the causes, theories range
from a natural disaster caused by drought, to a genocidal
warfare almed at the total extinction of the Ukrainian people.
In reality, the famine was caused and exacerbated by a number
of factors including c¢limatic problems, the zeal of +the
collectivizers, the Soviet leaders' fear of attack from Japan
or Germany, the reluctance of the peasants to give up the land
which the Bolsheviks had promised them in return for their
support, the migration of starving and diseased people, and
the slaughter of livestock. For various opinions regarding
the famine, see Conquest, The Harvest of Sorrow; Serbyn and
Krawchenko, Famine in Ukraine 1932-1933; Alexander Erlich, The
Soviet Industrislization Debate, 1924-1928 (Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1960); Alec Nove, Was Stalin Really Neces-—
sary? Some Problems of Soviet Political Economy (London:
George Allen & Unwin, 1964); Douglas Tottle, Fraud, Famine and
Fascism: The Ukrainian Genocide Myth from Hitler to Harvard
(Toronto: Progress, 1987); Frank Lorimer, The Population of
the Soviet Union: History and Prospects (Geneva: League of
Nations, 1946); Steven Roseflelde, "Excess Collectivization
Deaths 1929-1933: New Demographic Evidence" and "New Demogra-—
phic Evidence on Collectivization Deaths: A Rejoinder +to
Stephen Wheatcroft," Slavic Review 43.1 (Spring 1984) and 44.3
(Fall 1985); Stephen Wheatcroft, "A Note on Steven Rose-—
fielde's Calculations of Excess Mortality in the USSR 1929-
1949" and "New Demographic Evidence on Excess Collectivization
Deaths: Yet Another Kliukva from Steven Rosefielde?" Soviet
Studies 36 (April 1984) and 44 (Fall 1985).
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their Volga equivalent in 1921, ate a large portion of their
seed grain instead of sowing it, and it was not long before
the reporter was comparing the difficulties with those which
had arisen in 1921.%
This last, of course, would have been very unpopular with
a government which believed that its foreign reputation
depended to a great extent on the improvements that it had
brought to the Soviet people, and which would therefore resent
any comparison to that earlier, very difficult period. But
for +the +time being, +the Soviets did not +try +to curtail
Duranty's freedom of expression since he did not yell "famine"
at the top of his journalistic voice, and he did relay to his
readers the positive aspects of the news from the USSR. For
instance, he reported that internal political strife had
disappeared, that the urban proletarians were receiving suffi-
cient food supplies, and that the USSR sgince 1928 had risen
from fifth to second place in world industrial production,
"next to the United States, but ahead of Great Britain and
Germany.”159 But amid these glowing reports, there was always
the "dark corner” to be reckoned with, of which the following
is a sample:
Two-thirds of the Soviet population will be lucky
if it gets more than bread, potatoes and cabbage

this Winter as a regular dielt, with fish three
times a week, say, and meat perhaps once a wesk,

Bhuranty, NYT, 11 Aug and 6 Sept 1932.
leuranty, NYT, 3 and 7 Nov 1932 and 14 Jan 1933,
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And that in quantities belowmthe people's wants and
probably below their needs

Thus, Duranty risked the government's displeasure almost daily
as he tried to relay the true situation to his readers through
"veiled references to the suffering and hints of criticism
about the human cost" ! which allowed the West at least
glimmers of the truth. When he did attempt, finally, to relay
the whole truth to his readers, the Qovernment guickiy stepped
in to ensure that Duranty continued with the "fair" reportage
for which he was known, and often criticized.

In October 1932, William Strang, a British embassy
counsellor, reported to his superiors in Britain that Duranty

ol 504

had "at last awakened to the agricultural situation,
vas trying to "let the great American public into the secret™
which had been guarded so closely by the Soviet government.
But the Soviets were not about to allow one of their favourite
reporters to blow the whistle on them, and it was not long
before Duranty was berated by some highly placed officials who
warned him of the serious consequences that could result from

his actions. The reporter took this to mean that he, like

Paul Scheffer, might be refused a re-entry visa if he did not

Wpuranty to NYT, 24 Nov 1932; in Russia, 313-318.
161Crowl, 159,

Wlpublic Record Office, London, FO.371/16336 N 6494.
Cited in Carynnyk, 68,
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toe the line.!® gince Duranty not only valued his position in
Moscow, but also must have had some concerns regarding the
safety and well-being of hisg common-law wife and child if he
should be barred from Moscow, the reason for his helping +the
Soviets to downplay the famine becomes quite plain, as does
the reason for the journalistic war of words which had the
newspapers of the world as its main battlefield.

From the beginning of +the 19308 the West had been
inundated with rumours regarding the escalating famine in many
parts of the USSR, rumours that often found voice in +the
letters pages of its press but were virtually ignored by its
readers, Ironically, in the spring of 1933, when spring
planting and the harvesting of winter wheat appeared to Dbe
extremely successful, newspapers in the United States and
elsewhere began to pay more attention to the famine. This was
probably due to the fact that despite the travel restriction
placed on the foreign correspondents when the Ukraine was
declared "out of bounds,"!™ there was "a handful of outsiders

who found out and reported the acute food shortages at the

iimg“msbecause they somehow managed to visit the famine area.

Wpublic Record Office, London, FO. 371/16323 N 7289,
Cited in Carynnyk, 71. Scheffer was refused re—entry in 1926,

Byilliam Henry Chanberlin, The Ukraine: A Submerged
Nation (New York: Macmillan, 1944), &0.

Wpaul Hollander, Political Pilgrims: Travels of Western
Intellectuals to the Soviet Union, China, and cuba 1928-1978
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1981), 119.
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Theose Jjournalists and foreign observers, like Malcolm
Muggeridge and Gareth Jonesg, who eluded the travel ban and
gpent time in the famine area, witnesszsed and wrote about the
horror in the countryside. In March 1933, the Manchester
Guardian printed an article in which Muggeridge stated flatly,
"The population is starving." The reporter then went on Lo
describe people with swollen bellies due to a lack of food
and to note the same apathy in the victims as Duranty had in
1921. He also wrote about the profusion of dead cattle and
horses and the spread of neglected fields 0t

Shortly after Muggeridge's report appeared, Gareth Jones
gave a press conference in which he described what he had seen

167 In egsenca

while on a walking tour of the famine area.
Jones reiterated what Muggeridge had written: no bread,
potatoes and beets almost gone, dead cattle and horses, and
children with swollen stomachs.!® But it was this report, not
Muggeridge's that marked the onset of the war of words which

involved both resident and transient journalists, and which

found Duranty ia the middle of the battlefield.

¥cited in Carynayk, 72.

W iones was not a journalist; he was a young Welshman who
had been a student of the prominent historian of Russia, Sir
Bernard Paves and may have had some connection with +the
British Mission in Moscow during this period.

ited in Carynnyk, 75,
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On 31 March 1933, the Times published what Crowl calls
the "most notorious article" of Duranty's career.® and vet,
a close look at this article reveals that Duranty agreed with
Jones ' report that the villagers were without bread and added
a telling statement: that although +there was "no actual
starvation or deaths from starvation," there wag "widespread
mortality from diseases due to malnutrition." If one remenm-
bers that this was a predominant factor which the veteran
reporter found in the famine areas in 1921, it is easy to read
between the lines and see that Duranty was admitting that
there was indeed famine in the countryside. The problem is
that Duranty not only justified the conditions in the villages
with one of his most pragmatic and oft-guoted statements——"you
can't make an omelette without breaking eggs"——he also accused
Jones of perpetrating a "big scare story," and insinuated that
the young man's account had been motivated by a British desire
for revenge over the Melro—-Vickers trial. ' The first shot in
the war of words had been fired.

It was not long before Jones' retaliated by sending a

letter to the New York Times, which was published under the

Mrhe soviet regime had arrested six foreign engineers
working for the Metropolitan-Vickers Electrical Company on
congtruction projects in the Soviet Union, and accused them
of sabotage and espionage. This appears to have been done
mainly to embarrass a nation of the capitalist community.
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heading "Mr. Joopes Repliesg“wl After thanking Duranty "for
his continued kindness and helpfulness" to Western vigitors
in Moscow, the young Welshman proceeded to enlighten the
veteran newsman. His own report, Jones said, was based not
only on first—-hand observations, but also on discussions with
"between twenty and thirty consuls and diplomatic representa-—
tives of various nations"; and it was from these supposedly
objective foreign observers that he had gleaned his "first
evidence." As for the journalists-—-Duranty iancluded-—-Jones
accused them of being "masters of euphemism and understate-
ment," and by implication of being less +than veracious
raporters. Duranty's ego may have been wounded by +this
barrage, but he remained on +the battlefield, launching a
counterstrike while he waited for his fellow journalists +to
answer the young outsider's charges by entering the war on the
side of their veteran colleague.

Duranty's counterstrike took the form of a defensive
article in which he tried, as he had done before, to explain
to his readers the difficulties encountered by the foreign

17 The situation was worsened

journalists in the Soviet Union.
for them, the newsman said, by *"the perpetual misunderstanding
among people at home"” regarding the lovalties of the resident

reporters. Goling one step farther, he stated that accusations

Myyr, 13 May 1933,
Ypuranty, NYT, 11 Jun 1933.
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printed in the New York Forward and the Chicago Tribune that

correspondents who were "friendly" with the regime received

some sort of "concessions," and that Duranty himself got "a
two~-third rebate on cable tolls from the Soviet Government,
were preposterous. Since all cof Duranty's cables were sent

to the New York Times from the USSR collect, and thus paid for

on the receiving not the sending end, the latter suggestion
was especially ludicrous. As for the former, Duranty stated
that he was not guilty of "prostituting” his "professional
integrity,” but was merely trying to do his job as he saw it:
"to write facts and not consider his own prejudices or those
of his newspaper or the home public."” One would expect that
this would have been the aspiration of all the foreign
journalists in Moscow, and as a community they would therefore
have been disturbed by Jones' attack--especially when they
recognized the truth of his accusations. This was, perhaps,
part of the reason why they joined Duranty's side against
Jones; but it was not the whole reason.

Jones'® report of famine in Russia had caused some turmoil
in the press rooms of the West, and the home offices began to
question their respective foreign correspondents regarding the
validity of the report. The Metro-Vickers trial was in the
spotlight at this time, however, and as Eugene Lyons later
said it was "a compelling professional necessity" for the
foreign press to maintain an amicable relationship with the

censors at least until the trial was over. If they were not
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"friendly"-—that is, if they did not help to discredit +the
Welshman who had dared to alir the Soviet's dirty linen in the
West—-they would be denied access to the trial. According to
Lyons, "it would have been professional suicide to make an
issue of the famine at this particular time. 1P This was
brought home to the journalists in a meeting with Konstantin
Umansky, the head Soviet censor during this period. Umaasky,
"the soul of graciousness," met with the reporters in a hotel
room where they worked out a "formula of denial" which would

174

put Jones in his place. Years later, when he could afford

to be candid about this embarrassing episode, Lyons wrote that
throwing down Jones was as unpleasant a chore as
fell to any of us in years of Jjuggling facts +to
please dictatorial regimes——but throw him down we
did, unanimously and in almost identical formulas
of egquivocation. Poor Gareth Jones must have been
the most surprised human being alive when the facts
he go painstakingly garnered_ from our mouths were

snowed under by our denials.!?
Distasteful as the task might have been, at the time it was
simply a "professional necessity," and the resident foreign
journalists thus won the first battle in the war of words.
With Jones wvangquished, the men in the Kremlin probably

thought +that their secret was safe once more, but Cardinal

Inmitzer, Archbishop of Vienna, soon added his voice to the

lnEugene Lyons, "The Press Corps Conceals a Famine" in
Verdict of Three Decades, ed. Julien Steinberg, 273. [Here-
after cited as "Press."]

174Lyons, "Presgs," 275276,
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Lyons, "Press," 27
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battle by reporting to the West that "infanticide and can-—

176 "Infan-

nibalism" were not unknown in the famine areas,.
ticide" and "caonnibalism"! Could this be possible? Of course
the Foreign Office in Moscow was gquick to deny the allegations
in an official statement which called the charges ‘'pure
fabrications"; and Duranty, possibly under pressure, was just
as quick in coming to the defense of the Soviets. In his
articles, he refused to countenance any comparison betwean
1932-33 and the famine of 1921--although he had earlier made
the same comparison--saying that "the badness was exaggerated
abroad" and that "most of the pessimistic reports" were
fabricated by anti-Soviets who were "naturally the most
hostile +o the Soviet Union."! But, while the reporter
scorned all famine reports, he had to admit that there had
been a "heavy loss of life” in the grain producing areas.
Furthermore, he took a chance and mentioned in passing "a
growing tendency" in the Soviet Union "to cover up or minimize
the difficulties——for foreign consumption." Perhaps it was
this passing comment which forced the authorities shortly
thereafter to allow Duranty to visit the famine area, or at
least those parts of it that they wanted him to see.

For some months the foreign correspondents had been

officially restricted from travelling to the areas in which

Ubnyr, 20 Aug 1933,
1"?71‘)111?;:111{:}7, NYT, 21 Aug 1933,
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the famine was said to be most catastrophic. But finally, in
September, Duranty was able to sebt off with Stanley Richardson
of the Associated Press for a car tour of the North Caucasus
and the Ukraine, the two areas sald to be hardest hit. From
Reostov-on-Don, Duranty velayed an "optimistic picture" of
peasants selling all sorts of foodstuffs at low rates in the
stations and "large gquantities" of grain being shipped and
stored along his route;l76 he also wrote of "plump babies" and
"husky girls and women" in an area where there was "not famine
but abundance" and where the peasants denied that there had
been "anything like famine conditions." Duranty went on to
state that he could not understand why the Kremlin would have
restricted travel to this land of "milk and 1fmn€ay'.'*§79

And yet, even in these articles, the reporter managed to
slip in the dark corner, saying that there was "evidence of
& past struggle" in some empty villages, and that "the pinch
must have been tighter" than the officials were willing to
samit. 80 Writing from Xharkov, Duranty included another
telling statement:

all talk of famine now is ridiculous. . . . this
‘now' is significant. It contrasts with 'then'~-

lmDuranty, NYT, 14 Sept 1933. Robert Conquest in Harvest
of Sorrow: Soviet Collectivization and the Terror-Famine
(Edmonton: University of Alberta in BAssociation with the
Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies, 1986}, 319, claims
that it was this dispatceh which Litvinov found "useful"” in his
negotiations for American recognition of the USSR.

Wpuranty, NYT, 14 Sept 1933.
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last Winter--which, they +tell vyou, ‘'was hard.’
Hard it was.*™

Thus it appears that the Soviet officials were not successful
in completely controelling what the journalist dispatched to
hig home office; they had even less success in controlling his
private conversations with other members of +the foreign
diplomat corps who could relay the truth to the Western world.

On 26 September 1933, Willjam Strang dispatched another
confidential report to Whitehall, based almost entirely on
information which the counsellor had received from Duranty
when the latter returned to Moscow after his car trip into the
famine area.'™ The report contained a lengthy account of the
gituvation in the North Caucasus and the Ukraine, as well as
some of the reporter's perscnal impressions of the intensity
of the famine. For instance, it was Duranty's opinion that
"as many as 10 million people may have died directly or
indirectly from lack of food in the Soviet Union" in the space
cf one year.M3 Since the report was probably sent directly to
Britain by courier, and consequently not subject to Soviet

scrutiny, the government officials could not have known that

Blpuranty, NYT, 16 Sept 1933,

Blpyplic Record Office, London, FO.371/17253 N
7182/114/38. I gratefully acknowledge the assistance of Dr.
bavis Daycock, Political Science Department, University of
Manitoba, who supplied me with a photocopy of this document.

ESSDuran‘cy told a member of Strang's staff +that the
population of the North Caucasus and Lower Volga decreased by
three million, and the Ukraine by four to five.
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Duranty was "leaking" the truth to the West through his local
contacts. ¥ Therefore, they probably believed +that +their
secret was safe and that the reputation of the Soviet Union
had not been damaged by the appearance of the famine.!®
bDuranty definitely helped protect +the Soviet Union's
reputation in the West by taking part in the famine cover-up;
but to say that he did it deliberately, for purely avaricious
reasons, seems unjust when one considers that his actions were
the results of wvarious factors which do not excuse his
actions, but do to some degree challenge the allegations that
buranty was merely an iniguitous careerist, or at least a
fellow traveller who was duped by the Soviet leaders. First
of all, during the early thirties Duranty and his colleagues
were subjected to the most stringent censorship that the

foreign journalists' community in Moscow had ever experienced.

EMCarynnyk, 61ln, p94.

BThe Soviet leaders could not control the increasing
openness of their "secret" in the yvears to come, as more and
more groups and individuals began to offer their own particu-
lar versions of the "truth" about the famine to the Western
public. It was not until recently, more than fifty vyears
after the fact, that Soviet authorities were willing to use
the term "famine" to describe the difficulties encountered in
the Ukraine in the early 1930s, to allow personal accounts of
the period to be published in the Soviet press, and to permit
Soviet historians to deal with that portion of Soviet history.
See, for example, Serhiy Dibrova, "Famine of 1933: Political
profiteering or search for truth?" in News from Ukraine, No.
39.1027 (Sept 1988), 5; "Sovielt paper publishes account of
Ukrainian famine" in the Winnipeg Free Press, 21 May 1988, 74;
and V.P Danilov, "Diskussiia v zapadnoi presse o golode 1932~
33 gg. i 'demograficheskoi katastrofe' 30-40-kh godov v SSSR,"
Voprosy isteorii, No. 3 (1988), 116-121.
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Second, although rumours were rife regarding the extent of the
famine, there were just as many speculations as to the
veracity of those rumours. Duranty could not print +the
rumours without verification; however, he could, and did make
his personal conviction that millions were threatened known
through his +talks with members of +the diplomatic corps.
Third, at the same time as the population of the Ukraine was
hardest hit by the effects of the famine, the Soviet authori -
ties were doing their best to keep foreign observers, and
particularly foreign journalists from viewing the situation
in the countryside first-hand. It was not until the worst was
over that Duranty received permission to wvisit the famine
area, and then it is doubtful that he was allowed to see for
himself the true effects of the disaster.

Yet, one must not overlook the fact that Duranty also had
personal reasons for his role in the cover-up. In addition
to his concern for the safety of his common-law wife and
child, he lived with an unremitting threat of expulsion from
the Soviet Union which was aggravated by constant State police
surveillance. Furthermore, the reporter maintained a long-
standing belief that the Americans and the Russians should
help each other in their respective hours of need.® This

could happen consistently only if diplomatic relations between

Wrhe USA was still suffering from the effects of the
depression, the USSR from a backward economy despite the
supposedly successfiul Five-Year FPlan.
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the USA and the USSR were resumed. As Dana Dalrymple says,
"if the story of the famine were made known, Russia's cause
would not have been enhanced";!® in this case, Russia's cause
Wwags also Duranty’'s: a desire for the official recognition of
the Soviet regime by +the foremost capitalist country in the
viorld, the United States.

Immediately after the Bolshevik Revolution, Trotsky, as
Commissar of Foreign Affairs, sent communigues to all of the
foreign diplomats in Russia, reguesting official recognition
of the new wregime from the wvarious goveraments +that they
represented. The American ambassador, David Francis, dis-
regarded the communication, and for the next sixteen years
there were no official diplomatic relations between the two
countries. The American press had much +to do with the
continuation of this state of affairs during the 19203 because
it fostered the "Great Red Scare" by constantly publishing
stories of Bolshevik atrocities, regardless of the veracity

188 The men in the Kremlin

of the stories or their sources.
became "convenlent monsters to be dressed with one's favorite
prejudices or fears," which included everything from Germano-—

phobia to +the rumoured nationalization of Russian women , 1%

¥hana Dalrymple, "The Soviet Famine of 1932-1934,"
Soviet Studies 15.3 (1964): 278.

1%Browder, 3 and 12.

Wpeter ¢. Filene, Americans and the Soviet Experiment
1917-1933 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1967), 46.
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Even the concentrated American effort to relieve the famine
sufferers in the early twenties did nothing to change the
majority view, though there were some pro-recognition voices
beginning to be heard.”™ For the next ten vears, the Soviets
refused to make any direct requests for American acknowledg-
ment, even though France and Britain officially recognized the
regime in the mid-twenties and pro-recognition group in the
United States was steadily gaining strength.wl

By this time, too, Duranty was emphasizing his own pro-
recognition stance in his articles, as well as that of Stalin,
whom the reporter cited as being "willing" to "“resume normal
relations. ¥ 1t would appear that Duranty had decided by
1930 to use his influence in both +the USA and the USSR and
become "instrumental in bringing the two nations together,”w3
This aim was facilitated in the spring of 1932 when Duranty
met Alexander Gumberg, an American politician who had been
born in Russia and was a major advocate of recognition.l94
Gumberg arranged a meeting that summer between the reporter

and Franklin Delano Roosevelt, the Democratic nominee for the

American presidency, who "displayed a keen interest in Rusgsian

I%Browder, 21.
Bipilene, 211.
Blpuranty, NYT, 1 Dec 1930.
3%Taylﬂr, 101,

“gilliam Appleman Williams, American Russian Relations

!

1781~1947 (New York: Octagon Books, 1971), 235.
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affairs and exhibited an unprejudiced approach to the issues
involved."'®  oOnce Roosevelt was elected in November 1932,
Duranty knew that he had a firin ally in the White House, and
their summer meeting became "an encouraging sign" for other
CAmerican pro“recognitionists.w6
On 17 November 1933, after almost a year of negotiations
between Roosevelt and Commissar for Foreign Affairs Litvinov,
the United States officially recognized the Soviet Union.
Duranty's role in furthering the resumption of relations was
acknowledged even before the event by Stalin himself who
praised the reporter in the following words:
You have done a good job in your reporting of the
USSR, although you are not a Marxist, because you
tried to tell the truth about our country and to
understand it and explain it to vour readers !
And Duranty was further honoured when he was invited to
accompany Litvinov to the United States to cover the negotia-
tions, an invitation which would have been coveted by any
member of the foreign press community in Moscow. Baclk home
in the USA, Duranty's vrole in bringing the +two nations
together was acknowledged when the Nation included his name

in its annual honour roll, and cited his articles as "the most

enlightening, dispassionate, and readable dispatches from a

Bigrowder, 75-76. See also Duranty, I Write, 320-321;
NYT, 26 Jul 1932.

I%Browder, 80.
Bpuranty, { Write, 166-167.

82



great nation in the making which appeared in any newspaper in
the worid. "™ But the ultimate honour came at the celebration
hanquet after +the fruitful completion of the negotiations.
Alexander Woollcott of the New Yorker described what happened
when the names were tread of those who had most advanced the
cause of the pro-recognitionists!
For each name in the roll, whether Russian ox
American, there was polite applause from the 1,700
[quests], but the one really prolonged pandemonium
was evaked by the mention of a little Englishman
who was an amused and politely attentive witness of
these festivities. Indeed, one guite got +the
impression that America, in a spasm of discernment,
was recognizing both Russia and Walter Duranty.®
Shortly after this momentous occasion, Duranty returned to his
post in Moscow where he continued to report on the news from
the USSR to a Western public which recognized his expertise

as a foreign correspondent and classified him as an authority

an Soviet socliety.

When Walter Duranty returned to the Soviet Union after
his train accident in 1924, a new chapter in his life began.
From 1925 to 1933 his reputation as a journalist and as an
expert on Soviet affairs was truly established as he covered

one of the most disruptive periods in Russian history. If it

I%G. Seldes, Freedom of the Press (New York 1938), 341.
Cited in Caryanvk, 93.

B85, Woollcott, "A Personal Note on Walter Duranty," in
Walter Duranty, Duranty Reports Russia (New York 1934), v.
Cited in Carynnyk, B3.
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is accepted that during this pericd +the situation in +the
Soviet Union became increasingly more confusing and less open
to simple explanations than it had been since the Revolution,
and that with Stalin's consolidation of power +the Western
journalists were faced with more and more obstacles in their
search for the truth, Duranty's reportage must be recognized
to have been at least as successful as that of his fellow
resident reporters, and in some ways even more so.

In the late twenties, as the various factions in the
Kremlin jockeyed for power, Duranty was one of the first
Westerners to recognize the potential of Stalin. Even before
1925, the reporter had begun to appreciate what the Bolsheviks
were trying to accomplish, to pragmatically accept the need
for extraordinary answers to extraordinary problems, and to
recognize the absolute necessity of a strong leader to follow
in Lenin's footsteps. When Stalin appeared to possess the
gualities that Lenin's heir must possess and the ability to
bring the Bolshevik dream to fruition, Duranty became hig firm
supporter,

The articles that Duranty wrote interpreting Stalinism
for his readers and explaining how it was applied in the first
Five-Year Plan led to his being honoured by the Pulitzer jury.
These articles were not, however, written in series, as for
instance were those written Dby Knickerbocker on the "Red
Menace." In fact, Duranty covered the Plan »right from its

inception in October 1928 +to its premature conclusion in
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December 1932, Moreover, his 1930 articles for which he
received the Prize included not only coverage of the Plan, but
also reports on Stalinism as the new state religion of +the
Soviet Union, on the continuing problems between the USA and
the USSR, and on the gquality of life in Russia both for the
local people and for the foreign community. Some of his best
and most intuitive articles dealt with Stalin himself,
especially after his personal interview with the Soviet leader
in December. Thus, it was not only Duranty's coverage of the
Five-Year Plan in 1930, but also his attention to wvarious
other subjects of interest to the American people that earned
him the respect of many of his peers and readers.

However, as censorship increased significantly during the
late twenties, and with the travel restrictions that were put
into effect during the early +thirties, Duranty and his
colleagues found it more and more difficult to adequately
report the news from Moscow to their Western readers. Thus,
straightforward reportage had to give way to a more obfuscated
form of journalism. Duranty became particularly adept at this
type of writing; so much so that he was attacked by those
transient reporters and visitors to the Soviet Union who could
have no idea of the problems faced by the resident newsmen in
Moscow. For one thing, they could not fully appreciate the
apprehension which some of the journalists felt regarding the
safety of Russian nationals with whom they had established

close relationships once the GPU began o exercise more

B85



control over their liveg in general, and their journalism in
particular. In Duranty's case, that this problem was inten—
sified with the birth of his son must be taken into account
when one considers his part in the famine cover-up.

As for Duranty's efforts to further the cause of the pro-
recognitionists, it may be suggested that he was motivated not
only by the pressures of life in the Soviet Union, but also
by a conviction that capitalism and communism could co—exist
peacefully and for the mutual benefit of their respective home
countries. In addition, once the United States officially
recognized the Soviet state, there was a chance that further
co-operation between the two powers would lead to a more open
Soviet society, a relaxation of the restrictions and secre-
tiveness of the Soviet goveranment, and a deeper understanding
0of the Russians by the American people. In 1933, Duranty
could not have known that Stalinism would not become more
democratic, that Stalin himself would become a tyrannical
dictator who was capable of murdering millions to safeguard
his own position, and that +the majority of the Western
newspapers would eventually find it impossible to cover the

news from Stalin's Russia.

86



CHAPTER 3

THE CRUCIBLE REVISITED

With the recognition of the Soviet Union by the United
States, Walter Duranty saw one of his major hopes realized;
but, shortly after the establishment in 1934 of an American

Embassy in Moscow, his term as the New York Times' resident

reporter in that city ended . 10 By 1934, ﬂe had spent the best
part of thirteen years in Soviet Russia, and had earned-—in
some quarters at least——the title, "King of Reporters,“ml Fox
the next seven years he maintained his association with the
Times, travelling to different countries such as Spain and
Japan, and returning periodically to Moscow to substitute for
his replacenment, Harold Denny, whenever +the latter was on
leave, Most of his time, however, was spent writing books

and stories, as well as analytical magazine articles, for

publishers not necessarily associated with the New York Times.

szugene Lyons and William Henry Chamberlin also gave up
their resident reporter status at this time. See Filene, 279.

Ypobert Bruce Lockhart, The Diaries of Sir Robert Bruce
Lockhart, ed. Kenneth Young (New York: St. Martin's, 1973),
291. According to Lockhart who met Duranty in May 1934,
Duranty had "a swell new job: four months a vear in Moscow,
eight moonths free or special work on special pay for his
papexr. "
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Although Duranty was never recognized as a masterful
writer of fiction, some of his fictional works are highly
significant for a study of his view of Bolshevism and Soviet
Jjustice. In his later, non—fictional works, Duranty often
referred back to the major events of his Moscow period, such
a8 the 1920s famine, NEP, Stalin's rise to power, the first
Five-Year Plan, and the 19305 "man—made" famine. These works
ghow that, although his earlier convictions were sometimes
modified because of on-going changes in the Soviet state, in
general his support of socialism for Russia and his promotion
of mutually beneficial relations between the communists and
the capitalists remained unchanged through the vears, as did
his praise for Stalin and his belief in +the promise of
Stalinism, However, as Duranty looked back at the Great Purge
in which Stalin inexorably and conclusively rid hinmself of any
and all opposition, or even threats to his position of power,
he was forced to reconsider and to see the man in the Xremlin

for the cruel despot that he really was.

The literary works that Duranty produced during his long
writing career show evidence of the influence exerted upon him

by the Manchester Guardian correspondent, William Bolitho

Ryall, who was his colleague in Paris and a good friend.
After Duranty's train accident, Bolitho had advised him to
write as part of his rehabilitation process, and Duranty

quoted his friend’'s words +to thisz effect:
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Write a boeok. . . . Any book, provided that it is
your book, that's to say, the book that comes from
you our of your consciousness and is not something
that you are writing as you think you ought to
write or as someone else wants vyou to write. .
wri%$ what you want to write, as you want to write
it e

The crippled reporter tock this friendly advice and wrote an
autoblography covering his journalistic career up to 1934

which was published under the title I Write as I Please. This

was not, however, Duranty's first foray outside of newspaper
Journalism, nor was it to be his last.

Duranty's career as a writer began in New York ity
before he became a newspaper journalist, and recommenced in
the early thirties when he and his friend Knickerbocker ran
"a fiction factory in Moscow ., "0 In 1937, Duranty's first

full-length novels, One Life, One Kopek and Solomon's Cat,

were published. These were followed in 1943 by a fictiona-

lized pseudo-autobiography, Search for a Key, and in 1945 by

a collaborative effort with Mary Loos, Return to the Vinevard.

Tt is, nevertheless, Duranty's first novel that is of par-—
ticular interest because it tells us much of his opinion of
Bolshevism and the value of life in the Soviet Union.

The hero of One Life, One Kopek, Ivan Petrovich Petrov

——peasant, soldier, worker--is the perfect combination for a

study of the evolution of the revolutionary character. Sent

zsgjj)xll"a.nty, I Write, 258.
Wrockhart, 291.
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to Siberia for <trying to protect a young aristocrat fromn
arrest, Ivan reads Marx's Das Kapital, and his education as
a revolutionary begins; after his escape, he is trained as a
Bolshevik, first in the army and then in a Moscow factory.
During the Civil War, Ivan shows how completely he has been
Bolshevized: he knows that "the revolution is a mistress who
allows no rival” and that "to Bolshevik discipline there are
no excepticns.”mé Called upon to destroy a White Army head-
guarters, Ivan sacrifices the young man for whom he suffered
exile, a young gentlewoman with whom he had been in love since
childhood, and even himself, all for the Cause-—the destruc-—
tion of the old order and the creation of a socialist State.

One Life, One Kopek received mixed reviews from the

American literary community. Duranty's critics complained
that +the story was +too contrived, like something ocut of
Hollywood; his champions applauded his interpretation and
humanization of revolutionary history. But only one of the
reviewers recognized the real significance of the story and
of its authorship: that the book was not really a novel and
that the author was "too good a reporter to handle fiction. i)
Duranty once told Parker ¥F. Enwright that he had his own

method for writing fiction; he would take the seed of an idea,

WMyaiter Duranty, One Life, One Kopek (New York: Literary
Guild of America, 1937), 123 and 253. [Hereafter cited as One
Life.]

W gletcher Pratt, Saturday Review of Literature 16:5 (14
Aug. 1937).
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let it germinate in his mind, and then report on it as though

LY
1t were a news stgry.m” In a sense, this was what he did with

One Life, One Kopek; the reporter took hig observations of the

Bolsheviks and merged them intoc a peasant/worker/scldier
fictional hero. The c¢limactic death of +that character
highlighted the cheapness of 1life in Russia, each person's
life being worth but a kopek;m? it also underlined +the
absolute discipline and self-sacrifice required of the
Bolshevilki. These elements were more fully delineated in
Duranty's treatment of Russian justice.

In the late-twenties and early-thirties Duranty wrote a
number of short stories, mostly based on actual events, which

viere published in three volumes: The Curious Lottery and Other

Tales of Russian Justice in 1929, Babies Without Tails in

1937, and The Gold Train and Other Stories in 1938; of these

stories, +the most notable are those which dealt with the
Soviet jurisprudence system. In one of the so-called "talesg,*®
Duranty showed how the Soviet state strove to protect its
young women from sexual abuse by declaring war on "youthful
violence and depravity," and sentencing rapists to death for

"hooliganism" because rape was not officially a capital

BWorhis information was offered by Dr. Enwright, Duranty's
stepson and a retired professor of English, in a telephone
conversation with myself on 7 Mar 1989,

Wrne frontispiece of One Life carries a notation that
the title is a rough translation of Zhizn Kopeika, a Russian
saying which means that "Life is a little kopeck," or "not
worth a rap.”
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R0
offense . % Duranty also showed how the Bolshevik judges
viewed traditional religiosity, or "gross superstition," along
with any form of individualism or private gain at the expense

154
0 ope

of Soviet society, as a crime more serious than murdei.
of the most significant stories, however, was that which dealt
with the Shakhti trial.

Duranty covered +the Shakhti <rial din 1928, and his

articles in the New York Times offered a straightforward

description of the proceediags and of the Russian and German
specialists accused of sabotage and counter-revolution; one
year later, his "Shadows of Shakhta" story embellished his
previous coverage with all the colour of a sensational puppet
show., Here was the chief prosecutor Nikolai Krylenko, puppet-
master and "revolutionary fanatic," "prowling like a wolf¥
about the stage.” Here too were the defendants, men guillty
of ascribing to a "bourgecis caplitalist mentality,"” each a
"doomed puppet of success." But Duranty also used his
"Shakhta" story, as he did the others, +to show +the wvast
difference between Soviet Jurisprudence and +the Western
institution. He concluded that, while the focus of Western

law was on the individual-—"the protection of person and

Wyalter Duranty, The Curious Lottery and Other Tales of
Russian Justice (Freeport: Books for Libraries, 1969), 73.
[Hereafter cited as Lottery.] DeJonge, 222, also cites a case

in which of fifteen workers who raped a young woman five were
sentenced to death for "banditry.®

Wpuranty, Lottery, 16-17, 30-31, 44-45, and 71-72.
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property"——Russian law concentrated oa the community and the
protection of the State. Under this system, Duranty said,
"The state 1is everything, the individual nothing." In
addition, he found that, unlike Western courts where the
accused 1s presumed innocent until proven guilty, in <the
Soviet Union the mere fact that the accused had been brought
to trial led to a presumption of guilt.ﬂﬁ This last detail
was further highlighted in one of Duranty's short pieces of
fiction,

In "The Parrot," an allegorical study of Russian justice
which earned Duranty an 0. Henry literary award,ﬁi the
hunter/prosecutor Dbecomes +the “Baba Papagai,” the Parrot
Woman; +the judge and jury are bound together in the Baba
Papagal's familiar: "a parrot red and grey, in a wire cage;
and when it bit you, you were guilty; and when it didn't, you
were innocent; but it always bit you, and so you were always
shot. "1 and vet, despite the vividness and appareant censure
of this particular allegory, Duranty noted a kernel of meriti
in Russian "parrot justice" when he compared it to that of the

West:

Wpuranty, Lottery, 138, 141, 144-146, 230, 232 and 234;

see also I Write, 204.

211Published in Babies Without Tails (New York: Modern
Age, 1937) and in The Gold Train and Other Stories (l.ondon:
Hamish Hamilton, 1938). Citations are from the latter, under
"Parrot."

Wpuranty, "Parrot," 258.
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it can fairly be said that in no other country in
the world is it so hard for a gullty person to
evade punishment as in Russia today. Every one who
ig familiar with the delays, laxities and loopholes
of American criminal procedure musgt sometimes wish
that the guilty were punished more surely and
sawiftly, even though that should involve in rare
cases hardship to the innocent.*
It was not often that Duranty made such a direct compariscn
between the FEast and the West, but his habit of reportiag
gomething positive in even the most negative elements and
events, and something negative in what he appeared to most
approve of, was a major element which can be found in the
majority of his writings, from his newspaper articles of the
1930s to his analytical, non-fictional examinations of Soviet
society.

In addition to the introduction and article that he wrote

for Red Economics in 1932, a collection of his newspaper

articles entitled Russia Reported in 1934, and his autobiogra-—

phical I Write as I Please in 1935, Duranty published a number

of explanatory and analytical woerks after his departure from
Moscow in 1934, These included a pamphlet for the American

Foreign Policy Association, Europe: War or Peace?, which

appeared in 1935, and three magazine articles: "The Riddle of
Rugsia: What Lies Behind Recent Evenits in the USSR?" in 1937,
"The Russo-German Partnership" in 1940, and "Stalin: Dealex

in Destiny" in 1943. His major works-—The Kremlin and the

People, USSR: The Story of Soviet Russia, and Stalin & Co.:

zuburanty, Lottery, 236-37.
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Ihe Politburo—-—-the Men Who Run Russia—--were published when he

was no longer associated with the New York Times, in 1941,

1944, and 1949 respectively. In these works he often returned
to the events of his early vears in the USSR, sometimes to
reinforce what he had previously written, and occasionally to
add retrospective opinions of those events.

One of the early Soviet ventures that Duranty dealt with
in his later writings was the institution of Lenin's New
fconomic Policy. Duranty maintained that it had been set up,
not to herald the victory of capitalism over socialism, but
as a "temporary expedient" meant "to stimulate paralyzed
initiative and revive moribund commerce, to renew the confi-—
dence and loyalty of the peasants, and to set turning again
the motionless wheels of industry."m If it was meant to bhe
a panacea for all the ills of Soviet gsociety, there can be no
doubt that it produced some ills of its own in the form of
what Duranty referred to as the "froth and scum" of "gambling
and debauchery." Although Duranty's articles during the NEP
period were generally approving in nature, he now voiced his
regret that he and other "ill-informed" members of the foreign
community had concentrated too much on “"corruption and

ticense," to the exclusion of the major societal and economic

Ypuranty, I Write, 116, 121, and 198.
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benefits accrued from +the policy-—especially those which
brought about the end of the 19205 famine.!Dl

After 1934, Duranty restated many of the same points he
made in his earlier newspaper articles regarding the famine
of the early twenties. He again pointed out that when the
direct causes of death were discussed, disease could not be
ignored;216 nor could one forget the role of the "wanderers'" in
spreading disease and thus causing those areas which were not
directly touched by the famine to become afflicted.!! What he
added was that the famine had been caused not only by the
imperialist, interventionist and civil wars—-—as most Soviet
historians would have their readers believe-—-but also by the

"stagnation and resentment" which resulted from Lenin's policy

of "Militant Communism,. "8

Wpuranty, I Write, 140 and 150,

oygalter Duranty, US88R: The Story of Soviet Russia (New
York: J. B. Lippincott, 1944), 74. [Hereafter cited as USSR.]

This point has also been made regarding the 1930s famine by
Ian Grey in his The First Fifty Years: Soviet Russia 1917-67
(London: Hodder & Stoughton, 1967), 188; and regarding the
famine of the 1890s by Richard . Robbins Jr. in his TFamine

in Russia 1891-1892: The Imperial Government Responds to a

Crisis (New York: Columbia University Press, 1975), 170.

anuranty, I Write, 129. According to Robbins, 170, this

was also a problem in the 1890s when "the movement of peasants
in search of jobs and food helped to spread sickness."

2mDuranty, USSR, 68; see also I Write, 116-19, for
Duranty's opinion regarding +the material and psychological
stimulation which led to the policy of militant communism, and
the cost of that policy.
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Ag for the impact of his first-hand observations on
himself and his reportage, Duranty described his feelings of
sickness and self-hatred "for being healthy and well fed" in
the face of starving children, and the helpless conclusion to
which he came: that there was nothing he could do but try to
portray the "naked ugliness" of the situation to his readers

as Finally, he re-emphasized the

through his articles.
importance of the famine and the admission of the ARA into the
USSR for Russo—American relations; not only did the relief
programme save many ‘lives, it also showed that friendly
relations between East and West were possible and even
desirable .

It took more than a decade after the famine of the
twenties for the USA to resume diplomatic relations with the
USER; but in all that time Duranty never wavered in his belief
that the two countries were destined to be friends and allies.
He was

convinced that the Kremlin was the firmest citadel
of power in Europe, that the USSR would henceforth
play a great and growing part in world affairs and
that the absence of diplomatic relations between it
and the U.5.A was 1llogical and absurd .

Furthermore, he believed that "the United States of America

and the SJSoviet Union should form an ideal combination for

Bpuranty, i Write, 132.
223iDx:L:t:au:rty, I Write, 318.

97



mutually profitable business relations. "™ put Huranty could
not ignore the fact that, once formalized, the Russo-—-American
relationship did not live up to his expectations. Too many
disagreements over debt repayments and the spread of Communist
propaganda 1in the Western world rose up to complicate a
relationship which Duranty originally viewed as a simple
"horse trade."! Ten years later, after Russia and the United
States seemed to prove his theory of East/West mutually
beneficial co-operation by cooperating against Hitler, Duranty
still found it strange that, while they supported each other
"in time of need," the twe countries continued to misunder-

gtand and mistrust each other.né

Again, albeit with the added
benefit of hindsight, he tried to explain the paradoxical
relationship to his readers.

Duranty believed that the major problem between East and
Hest was to be found in the "c¢ross-purposes" which led the
US3R and the USA to accuse each other of trying to dominate

the world.™ This state of affairs could only be alleviated

if +the Americans wrealized that +the East/West conflict was

Pygiter Duranty, "The United States and the Union of
Socialist Soviet Republics," in Red Economics, ed. Gerhard
bobbert, 311.

ZNDHranty, I Write, 526.
Ppyranty, USSR, 123.
Wyalter Duranty, Stalin & Co.: The Politburo--the Men

Who Run Rugsia (Toronto: George T. HcLeod, 1949), 225.
[Hereafter cited as Politburo.]
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really only a "diplomatic struggle," and not a war, "cold or

otherwise. ¥ Like George . Kennan, Duranty appreciated the

vast difference between the "attitude of war" which existed
and an actual "state of war."" The former would not hecome
the latter, Duranty suggested, 1if the West would recognize
three things: that the "Communist tide" on the international
stage had decisively lessened after 1947; +that the Soviet
Union was too immersed in post-war reconstruction to even
consider a future war; and that the Soviets signed a number
of treaties and trade agreements after the war which the
Kremlin evidently intended to honour and maintain since none
of them had been "protested" in any way. ¥Furthermore, Duranty
thought 1t highly unlikely that Stalin would risk a war with
America which was equal, if not superior to Russia in military
Strength.wﬁ Long after he left the Soviet Union, Duranty was
still betting on Stalin, the "horse" that he had backed for
over two decades.

Duranty habitually used the "horse" metaphor to describe

his attitude towards Stalin.!® 1n one instance he told of how

226Duran’cy, Politburo, 236-237.

22'?Ke‘ﬂna.n, 367.

zwDuranty, I Write, 165-66 and 200. See also Walter
Duranty, The Kremlin and the People (New York: Reynal &

Hitchcoock, 1941), 11-12; "Stalin: Dealer in Destiny," Coronet

{(Jun. 1943): 13. [Cited hereafter as Kremlin and "Stalin®
respectively.]
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Stalin himself had once +told him that be "bet on the right
horse, " Duranty explained that Stalin was ostensibly
apeaking of Russia, but went on to say that they both under-
stood the Kremlin leader was really referring to himself. For
the reporter, +the two were inextricably linked and deserved
agqual support:
I backed 8talin the way you back a horse, until vou
think of it as "your" horse: though it may belong
to Whitney or Widener or scmeone, you think of it
as your horse because you always backed it. That's
how I felt about Russia, that's how I feel about
Stalin,
The link between leader and country is also obvious in another
instance, when Duranty changed +the metaphor slightly to
portray Stalin as a legendary Centaur, both horse and rider,
indivigible and indispensable to the Cause . ¥
Although Duranty believed that much of the Stalin legend
was the result of the aura of mystery which surrounded the
leader, he also believed that "no man achieves greatness and
retains it but by unusual gualities of mind or body." Stalin
could not really be compared to Lenin, "one of the very rare
and greatest of men," but Duranty saw certaln traits in the

Georgian that entitled him to Lenin's mantle of leadership:

perseverance, patience, will power, unflianching courage, and

szuranty, "Stalin," 13; Kremlin, 11,
Blpuranty, Kremlin, 11-12; see also USSR, 165-166.

Blipuranty, USSR, 168-169.
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ruthlessness.” Moreover, Stalin had acgquired self-control
when he learned to harness his "explosive tempevament” and
more efficiently use his energy. These were attributes,
Duranty believed, which also belonged te the Tammany bosses
who dominated New York City politics and "fought with cold
unscrupulousness for position and power" in that city.mé
Duranty compared Stalin to Charles Wurphy, one of the
Tammany bosses, almost as often as he used +the "horse"
metaphor. He saw them as "shrewd and tenacious'" statesmen who
started out with little prestige or even popularity and ended
up in positions of supreme power because they had the ability
to manipulate those around them with the skill of master chess
piayers.ns There was, however, one thing that bothered
Duranty about Stalin: not that he alwayse managed to maintain
his position "by hook or by crook,” but that he would find it
difficult, if not impossible, to give up the dictatorship he
had worked so long and hard to acguire and maintain once the
masses were sufficiently educated for self-government. As

Duranty put it, "the tutor abandons his position of authority

only with reluctance.” But this was a worry for the future;

Wpuranty, USSR, 136, 163, 168-169, and 171-172.

Bpuranty, Politburo, 46-47; see also Kremlin, 15.

Wpuranty, Kremlin, 32; Politburc, 16; I Write, 200-201;
and USSR, 169.
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in the meantime Duranty was content to deal with the past and
Stalin's "labours of Herculesg, "0

There can be no doubt that, while the totalitarian leader
committed some of the worst crimes in the history of Russia
or the Soviet Union, Stalin's accomplishments must be weighed
against +those crimes; ¥ and Duranty's treatment of +those
accomplishments, because he was a first-hand observer of many
of them, merits some discussion. Like Isaac Deutscher,
Duranty saw both the negative and the positive sides of the
“tragic, self-contradictory, but creative revolution, "™ andg
especially when it came to the Five-Year Plan. He referred
to the Plan, in retrospect, as "the biggest, boldest, newest
thing in the whole wide world,"® unlike Bugene Lyons who,
also in retrospect, referred to it as a “saturnalia of death,
hunger, and unexampled expioitation.”ﬂo

In recent years the first Five-Year Plan and the social
disruption that it produced has been examined and discussed

by many notable scholars. One hypothesis offered is that the

236Duranty, Politbure, 17, 27 and 67.

Hlyil11iam Henry Chamberlin, The Russian Enigma: An
Interpretation (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1944), 120.

Bygaac Deutscher, Stalin: A Political Biography Markham:
Penguin, 1984), 612.

Bpuranty, USSR, 152.

i@Eugene Lyons, Workers' Paradise Lost: Fifty Years of

Soviet Communism: A Balance Sheet (New York: Funk & Wagnalls,

1967), 126.
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digruption and the excesses which led to that digruption were
the natural consequence of the rush to modernize Russia under

a plan which could not allow any "countervailing forces” orx

ot
waste time on the "coordination of ends and means. " Duranty

accepted +that for the Bolsheviks any revolution must be a

i 24l

"sweeping" and "violent upheaval. He also believed that

speed was of the utmost importance because a spectre of war

43 Russia had to

with Japan or Germany hung over the Kremlin.
modernize, industrialize, and revolutionize its backward
agrarian sector if it was to safeqguard itself against foreign
invasion.™ 1f this entailed war on the home front, so be it.

Another suggestion put forth by Sovietologists is that
for Russia to be modernized "under the communist flag," the

W opor a nation which had

Five-Year Plan had to be mythified.
been at war, in one form of another, for the belter part of
a guarter—-century, the easiest way to accomplish this was to

give the Russians a new enemy to fight in a mythical war. In

his retrospective analyses of the events of the late 19208 and

Ulyoshe Lewin, "The Disappearance of PFlanning in the
Plan," Slavic Review 32.2 (Jun 1973): 287.

¥ipuranty, Politburo, 74.

243Duranty, I Write, 315, The first time +that Duranty
referred to this particular problem was in his NYT articles
of September 1933.

Mpuranty, USSR, 151.

Wyicolas Berdyaev, The Origin of Russian Communism,

trans. R. M. French (London: Geoffrey Bles, 1948), 145.
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egarly 1930z, Duranty often alluded to the "war atmosphere" of
the period, especially in the countryside. The Kremlin's
propaganda, he wrote, had created "an emotional sturm und
drang" not unlilke that which the Great War had evolked in the
Vest, Mo Thus, the Kremlin presented the Five-Year Plan to the
people "as a war with all that war demands in devotion and
self-sacrifice."® The "rural revolution," and especially the
campaign agalinst the kulaks which could only be described in
combat terms, completed the analogy.

Duranty was always of two minds about the kulaks, and
recognized the dilemma which the group held for the agrarian
248

planners. On the one hand he saw them as a "possessing or

dominating class or group" which would not passively give up
its privileged pos::iw‘:ion;25‘g as the symbol of "land-hunger in
its sharpest form," with a corresponding desire to exploit
their less fortunate neighbours;iSG and as a "stubbornly
individualistic and reactionary" group, steeped in private

trade and "petty capitalism," with no idea of what socialism

meant since they would rather destroy what they had than share

Wpyranty, I Write, 314-315.

¥puranty, USSR, 157.

Mirhe dual point of view, as stated in this and +the
following paragraph, was first delineated by Duranty in a
major newspaper article, NYT, 6 Feb 1933,

¥puranty, Politburo, 75,

“puranty, USSR, 129.
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ey

it with +the poorer peasants or the State b The kulaks,
therefore, had to be "eliminated as a class" in "a battle to
the death" if the Plan was +o succeed. i

On the other hand, Duranty recognized that the kulaks had
been the major producers of a marketable food surplus because
they were "more energetic and intelligent" than the majority
of the peasants,ﬁgand therefore more efficient farmers.® He
also stated that they "were not all villains and squeezers,"
and that many were actually "kindly helpful neighbors," open
to victimization because of the greed and envy of the desti-
tute peasants who became the central government's allies in
the "class war."™ The problem was that, once the kulaks were
"crushed" and the remaining peasants were collectivized
"willy-nilly," the agricultural expertise which the kulaks
brought +to the economy was missing; this--along with the
wholesale destruction of livestock, peasant sabotage, the
appalling inefficiency of the collecltive farms, the shocking

mismanagement of promising harvests, and inadequate distribu-

tion-—Duranty suggested, was a major cause of the 1930s

Blpuranty, Politburo, 71 and 74; USSR, 185.
szuranty, Politburo, 75.
2”Duranty, I ¥Write, 196.
25“’I)ura.m'%:y, Politburo, 76.

zﬁDuranty, USSR, 129.
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famine.™ While he firmly believed that the blame had to be
ghared by collectivizers and recalcitrant peasants alike,
Duranty also suggested that the international situation of
the period was a major factor to be considered.

In Duranty's opinion, two external difficulties played
a role in Russia's famine problem in the early 1930s: +the
World Depression and the Japanese menace. Nevertheless, it
was the latter situation which he emphasized because it
altered the objective of the Five-Year Plan from "peaceful
development" to defensive preparation in case of war. B raced
with what Duranty believed to be a "desperate situation'--the
Kremlin feared that Japan was gearing up to invade the USSR
and knew ‘that +the Red Army did not have sufficient food
reserves to fight a war--Stalin stepped up grain collections
and gasoline rationing at a time when both were badly needed
in the countryside and a natural disaster became a "man—made
famine." Duranty insisted, however, that millions died, not
because of Stalin's "brutal determination," but because their
food and fuel reserves had been seized by a leadership under
duress because of their fear of (L:.ax];)::i:a.i513

This particular aspect of the famine guestion has been

virtually ignored, especially in recent studies; but, as Max

Bpuranty, USSR, 179 and 283; Politburo, 76-78.

zwDuranty, I Write, 282,

Bipuranty, USSR, 192. See also NYT, 16 Sept 1933,
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Beloff states in his study of Soviet foreign policy,
Even if some of +the repeated warnings +that the
Soviet Union was on the brink of war may be as-
cribed to the needs of internal propaganda, there
can be no doubt that the military needs of the
Soviet Union were influential.l
Duranty's suggestion of military motivation cannot, therefore
be ignored, It merits at least as much attention as the
suggestion of a ”faminemgenocide”%asince one of the immediate
effects of the Plan was that it highlighted the necessity of
peace.26i The fact that Japan did not attack, Duranty be-
lieved, was because Stalin's "bluff" worked; the dictator
convinced the world, and especially the Japanese, that the
Soviet Union, and particularly its Red Army, was a major force
to be reckoned with., In Duranty's words, "Stalin had won his
game against terrific odds, but Russia had paid in lives as

a 161

heavily as for war. The reporter also suggested that the

mortality figures could have been lower if it had not been

WIax Beloff, The Foreign Policy of Soviet Russia 1929-
1941 (Toronto: Oxford University Press, 1947), 15-16.

Wynig theory has been highlighted most recently by such
scholars as Roman Serbyn and Bohdan Krawchenko, the editors
of Famine in Ukraine 1932-1933. What began as an effort to
bring the famine to the attention of the public, to make it
less "recondite," has blossomed intoe a full-scale dehate of
Stalin's ethnic motivation and his culpability in the deaths
of millions of Ukrainians.

szeloff, 2'7. That the Kremlin recognized this need is
evidenced by its attempts to come to a non-aggression agree-
ment with Japan in 1933--a proposal which was promnptly
rejected by the Japanese--and later, as a member of the League
of Nations, to promote collective security.

Blpuranty, USsk, 193.
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for the peasants' ignorance, or at least their misinterpreta-—
tion of Stalin's attempts to alleviate their plight.

Duranty believed that, as early as 1930, Stalin had
perceived +the problems incurred by the ‘"exaggerated and
unwise" haste towards the completion of the Plan, and that it

was this plus "the pressure of public opinion" which had led

b

dan

to the "Dizziness from Success" speech,z It appeared to
Duranty, however, that the peasants did not fully understand
the intent of the speech--that “"super—industrialization" and
collectivization would continue, but with less speed and more
care. They immediately supposed that they were being told
that they did not have to remain in the collectives, or to
enter them if they had not yet done so. Theyv did not realize
that, henceforth, individualism would have to give way to
collectivism. While Russia feared the imminence of war, this
fact had to be brought home to the peasants in no uncertain
terms-—and it was when millions died in the famine; but once
the threat was lifted, Stalin was free to ease their burden,
and Duranty was thoroughly impressed with at least one of the
methods that the leader chose to help the peas::zrﬁ::»:;.2"’4
According to Duranty, the most effective method that
Stalin chose to change the situation in the countryside was

to send in "political sections” made up of members of the

Blpuranty, USSR, 23 and 182; Politburo, 75.

2':}‘QDU.J;‘a:f:d:y, USSR, 183, 186 and 194.
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Communist Party who had the ability to educate the masses in
modern agricultural methods, especially in +the sowing of
crops, and to correct the mismanagement of the collective
farms which had Dbeen so detrimental to the success of tha
Plan. buranty believed +that Stalin's decislon to send in
groups of what may be termed agrarian storm troopers, "tardy"
as it might have been, "literally snatched victeory from defeat
in the cause of rural socialization."¥®

For one thing, the peasants were subjected toc the
benefits of expert guidance and supervision. For another,
the sections had the authority to remove local officials who
were to Dblame for much of the peasants' plight and the
appalling state of affairs in the kolkhozi, the collective
farmg. And finally, the sections initiated the sstablishment
of the artel, a system which encouraged the interaction of
“communal enterprises" with private projects such as kitchen
gardens and minor animal husbandry. The success of the
gections led Duranty to believe that, after "a long and cruel
struggle, almost as costly in human suffering and actual loss
of life as a foreign war," Stalin had truly accomplished one
of his greatest achievements, "his conguest of the Russian
villages for socialism."®  Whether the means used to reach

this end were justifiable or not was another matter entirely,

Bimranty, I Write, 284, 322, and 324; Politburo, 138,
zﬁDuranﬁy, Politburo, 72 and 79; [ Write, 285,
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When Duranty sat down to write of Stalin's first Five-
Year Plan and its effects, and to deal with the question of
Justifiable means, he ran into a major problem: he could only
give "a second~hand description” of what he saw as the "traginc
vet wonderful years from 1928 to 1933" because he, like his
celleagues, had not been allowed to view the situation first-
hand. Furthermore, he looked back at his coverage of the
period "with mingled regret and pride." Limited as he had
been by censorship and travel restrictions, he had still been
able to gauge the "Party Line" and to predict some of the
events accurately. What he regretted was +that he simul-
taneously allowed his "critical faculty" to decrease, and
therefore did not adequately consider the consequences and
cost of what he had foreseen.d
But even in retrospect Duranty would not admit that the
cost of progress, "in blood and tears and other terms of human
suffering," was inexcusable because he believed that any plan
was better than no plan at all and that, perhaps, the end
justified the means. His opinion of the latter he voiced in
a poem which was written in the style of e & cummings:
i sat and wondered whether the End justified +the
Means
as many another reporter has wondered before me
and whether that meant any end justified any means
i decided it didnt
or whether a noble end justified any means
i wasnt so sure about that
and finally whether a noble end justified somewhat
doubtful means
Wpuranty, 1 Writs, 277-278 and 301.
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at this peint 1 fancied it might
But Duranty only "wondered®; he never pregumed to judge the
right or the wrong of the programme that led to so many deaths
hecause he refused, as a reporter, "to sit in moral judgement"
on men of conviction like the Bolsheviks. !

Duranty came to the conclusion that, when it came to ends
and means, a firm decision reguired “"belief" and "passionate
single-minded earnestaness." He decided that the Bolsheviks
possessed these traits, and that he himself did not--nor did
he want to. He was quite content to sit in the middle of the
road and "see too many sides of a guestion to be guite sure
vhich one of them is t{rue.” Ag for his coverage of the
famine, as he said to his old friend Xnickerbocker,

I don't see that I have been any less accurate
about Russia because I failed to stress casualties
so hard as some of my colleagues, than I was in
reporting battles on the French Front when I said
more about the importance of the victory than the
lives it cost. . . . I'm a reporter, not a humani-
tarian, and if a reporter can't see the wood for
trees he can't describe the wood.®
Thus, to Duranty, it was more important to report who won the
battles on the agrarian front than to list the casualties or
shout "famine" at the top of hig literary voice. He could
look at collectivization as "Stalin's hardest bhattle" in a

more pragmatic manner than could many of his cohorts, and even

consider the conclusioen of the war as a victory for the

Bipuranty, I Write, 197, 303 and 305.
EwDuraé%y, I Write, 167 and 309.
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Russians and Stalin's "major contribution to the establishment

. . N . . ¥t
in Russia of a socialist state. i

This victory he deemed +to
be more important even +than Stalin's consolidation of a
socialist State made up of various nationalities, but ruled
by a single, strong, guasi-religious leader.

As Commissar of Nationalities under Lenin, Stalin had
played a major part in the unification of "dozens of diverse
and formerly hostile peoples with different languages,
cultures, and religions" into a cohesive whole, the Soviet
Union;™ to maintain this cohesion Stalin had to give +the
masses a new religion to follow and a new "God" to worship.
The question of whether or not Communism should be termed a
religion has been a matter of some debate for churchmen and
philosophers.”z There have been those who were convinced that
Communism was not a religion because it involved no belief in
a "supernatural order" ;i on the other side have been those

who were just as certain that it was a religion because it

contained the "significant attitudes" of a religien.”4

ZmDuranty, Politburo, 98,
Ylpuranty, Politburo, 67.

Yigee for example Ivan Levisky, "Communism and Religion,"
and Reinhold Niebuhr, '"Christian Politics and Communist
Religion, " in Christianity and the Social Revolution, ed. John

Lewis, Karl Polanyi and Donald X. Kitchin (London: Victor
Gollancz, 1935), 262-296 and 442-472 respectively.

273Levisky, 278.
i"yiebuhr, 460-461.
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Nicolas Berdvaev's answer to the guestion was different
from both of the above., He believed that Communisin wanted to
be a religion which would replace Christianity in the minds
and hearts of the Russian people; and that the totalitarian
Soviet state was "founded on an orthodox faith" which offered
the people "a political catechism" +that satisfied many of
their "deep religious and social instincts.” 1In conclusion,
he stated that Communism was "the profesgsion of a definite
faith, a faith which is opposed to Chrigtianity." Not the
least of the reasons for his coanclusion was his staunch belief
that the Russian people, denied "the true and living God," had
set up "false gods, images and idols" to worship.ys Lenin was
the first of these, but he was not the last.

From his earliest days in Soviet Russia, Duranty viewed
Communism as a religion, or at least as a "faith," and he
continued to refer to the religious elements of Soviet society
in his books as he had done in hig earlier articles., He wrote
of dialectic materialism as one of the "sacraments of the
Marxist religion," the base on which the Kremlin az a Church
was erected, and stated that the adherents were bound by "a

chain of logic no less strong and binding than is the chain

Mperdyaev, 143, 158, 160 and 166. See also Martin C.
D'arcy, Communism and Christisnity (New York: Devin-Adair,
1957), 218. D'arcy says that to call the two "rival reli-
gions" is an abuse of words, and that "it is better to speak
of rival faiths."
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of falth tec believers in supernatural religions.“% Further,
while Ivan Levisky stated that the Russian people were never

n 177 Duranty

expected "to venerate Lenin for himself alone,
wrote of how the Bolsheviks deified their dead leader, and
used "the utmost of their science to immortalize his mortal
clay" so that the masses could congregate in Red Sguare to
honour and adore him-—or at least his remains. To Duranty
Lenin's tomb was "one star for all to follow," and it was this
symbol which was the determining factor when he made up his
own mind regarding the Stalinist faith.

Any Westerner visiting the Soviet Union even today would
be overwhelmed by the number of public memorials teo Lenin——in
pictures, statues and immense posters which bear his words—-—
and by the number of people who still line up daily at his
tomb. There is no parallel display devoted to Stalin; all of
the "icons" have been removed since Khrushchev's so—-called
"secret speech" in 1956 which denounced Stalin as a major
criminal. In Duranty's time such a display did exist, and it
symbolized the modification of Marxist-Leninism to Stalinianm
because it was Stalinism which had reestablished a "semidivine

supreme autocracy.”ﬂg

Q%Duranty, USSR, 215,
2”Levisky, 278.
Mpuranty, 1 Write, 334.

Mpuranty, Politburo, 64.
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Stalin was, of course, the embodiment of this autocracy;
he wag "the symbol of the Communist Party faith" and was sup-
ported by a "civilian army" of guasi-religious fanatics.
Duranty likened Stalin to the autocratic Popes of davs gone
by, whose thunder of ex—communication often was enforced by
the lightning of war." This was the religious "angle" +that
Duranty felt should "not be denied nor neglected": as Supreme
Guardian of the "mystic" Party Line, Stalin couid allow no
opposition to the "deified" State or to his own position as
leader of that State. Thus, he had the prerogative to
excommunicate, or even to execute any "sinners” who should
rise against him, and this he did in his battles against a
number of his fellow reveolutionaries.

Duranty believed that the "Kremlin-Opposition conflict®
couvld be examined through three chronological phases: the
1923-28 "Open Controversy," the 1928-34 "Reconciliation," and
the 1934-38 "Secret Canspiracy,”ml in the first phase, Stalin
did all he could to rid himself of the "Western exiles" who
spent most of the pre-1917 years in the West as absentee
revolutionaries, while Stalin-—along with Voroshilov, Molotov,
and many others——remained in Russia where they were persecuted

by the Tsar's secret police, double—crossed by imperiatl

Bpuranty, Politburo, 64; "Stalin," 14; USSR, 167. See
also Walter Duranty, "The Riddle of Russia: What Lies Behind
Recent Events in the USSR?" New Republic 91 (14 Jul 1937):

272. [Hereafter cited as "Riddle.]
Bpuranty, "Riddle," 270.
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agents, incarcerated, deported and even hanged,ﬁi Lenin wag
one of the "Westerners," but according to Duranty he was never
considered such, and therefore had no problems driving his

4

n 283 Furthermore, Stalin's 1real battle for

"unruly team.
supremacy in the Kremlin did not begin until after Lenin's
death; it was only then that Stalin could fully utilize his
Tammany—-like talents and his position as General Secretary to
get rid of Trotsky and those who followed him.H

Looking back at his reportage of the first phase, from
the vantage point of the second when the conflict appeared to
have cooled, Duranty admitted that he had neot really com-
prehended what was going on, even while he maintained that he
had been "better informed than most foreigners." In retro-
spect, he felt that it was "easy to be wige" and to identify
many clues which he had missed that could have indicated the
real course of events, such as rumours of dissension in the
Kremlin ranks. But at the time, he had learned to reject such
rumours and believed that, although arguments were not unknown
among the leaders, Bolshevik discipline would never allow

outright conflict,®

EMDuranty, USSR, b5; "Stalin," 17.
®puranty, USSR, 174; Politburo, 17.
284Duran%y, Politburo, 44.

Z%Duranty, I Write, 213 and 215.
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In addition, the Kremlin and the official sources did a
geod job of keepling the true nature of the dispute hidden from
the journalists’' community; as Duranty saild, "the inportance
of the personalities involved tended to make for gecrecy, and
although the fact of disagreement might lzak out, its details
were studiously withheld.” The cne detail which might have
indicated the true gravity of the situation, and which Duranty
believed he should have noted, was the announcement that the
Party was to be expanded by 100,000 "workers from the bench”
who would be "hand-picked by the Secretariat. " gince Stalin
was 1in control of the Secretariat, Duranty should have
recognized that the deck was being stacked in the Georgian's
favour.

To use Duranty's own metaphor, though in a different
context, the horse race was "fixed." And vet, during the
"Reconciliation" phase, the political breathing space before
Stalin's methods of consolidating his power through manipula-
tion and "“fixing" became more vicious and deadly, Duranty
found something positive in the conflict and its apparent
regsolution: Stalin was able to concentrate on the clash in
the countryside and the threatened military contest with Japan
without worrying about & confrontation in the Kremlin.®' 1n

1935, when it appeared that Stalin had truly vanquished all

zﬁDuranty, USSR, 164.



of his opponents at home and the Japanese war had not materia-
lized, Duranty wrote of the Hremlin campaign:

The intra-Party controversy occupisd the time and
energy of the Soviet leaders for nearly four vears
and left scars that are not vet healed, but in the
end its credit balance far outweighed +the debit,
because it settled things . . . by the survival of
the fittest in a conflict without mercy. "

Duranty, content in his belief that his horse had won, could
not have known that the race was not over, that the conflict
was far from settled, and that the wounds, rather than being
allowed to heal, would soon be reopened in one of the most
merciless and bloody Purges in history.

Although Duranty had left his post in Moscow at the time
of the Purges, he spent a great deal of time in the Soviet
Union observing the +trials and discussing them with the
foreign community, both reporters and diplomats. Joseph E.
Daviesz, the US Ambagsador to the USSR from 1936 to 1938, spent
many an evening in the American embassy discussing the trials
with Duranty and the other foreign correspondents whom he
considered his "unofficial advisers."®# Of what he saw as "an
exceptionally brilliant group of men"-—prominent reporters
like Harold Denny, Joe Barnes, Joe Phillips, Charles Nutter
and Henry Shapiro, who were considered experts on Soviet
affairs——-Davies seemed most impressed by Duranty's accuracy,
lucidity, and common sense. In Davies' opinion, Duranty

(e

Duranty, I Write, 271.
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always "told the truth as he saw it" through "the eyes of a
genius."” HMoreover, the American diplomat applauvded the "fine
loyalty" and "indefatigable industry.," along with the insight
regarding the Soviet system, that Duranty had gained during
his long stay in Moscow. The reporter's experience made him
a valuable asselt to the American Mission and to the foreign
community ag a whole when it came to theilr understanding of
the situation at hand and its historic significance,wa

The Great Purge of the 19308 was significantly different
from those which preceded it in Soviet history, and Russian
chgervers of the political trials in the mid~thirties probably
would not have used the term "purge," or the Russian chistka,
to describe what was happeningg291 The literal translation for
the Russian term chistka is "cleaning" or "clean-—up" and, when
used in the context of the pericdic screenings and expulsions
of Communist Party members, does not carry the same stigma as
has been applied to the word "purge" by Western scholars since
the 1930s. Duranty himself had witnessed one of the early
chistki shortly after the inception of NEP when twenty-five

percent of the Party membership was ejected or put on preba-

29(}Joseph E. Davies, Mission to Moscow (New York: Simon &
Schuster, 1941), 275 and 352.

Bly, arch Getty, Origins of the Great Purges: The Soviet
Communist Party Reconsidered, 1933-1938 (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 1985), 38.
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tionary status.B  This purge was followed by others, almost
on a yvearly bagis, all of which were followed by more readmis-—
sions than executions.® Nonetheless, Duranty's articles
which appeared in 1933 iandicate that he was aware of, and
probably concerned about the involvement of the State Police
in the proceedings, just as he had been during the Shakhti

trial ® This involvement, however, was nothing compared to
that of the OGPU after Kirov's assassination in late 1934.
According to Duranty, Sergei XKirov was not only a loyal
supporter of Stalin, he was also cne of the leader's closest
friends. But Kirov proposed a more lenient treatment of the
oppositionists than either Stalin or the OGPU leader, Genrikh
Yagoda, was willing to accept. Duranty suggested that Yagoda
was directly involved jin Kirov's murder because the OGPU chief
could not accept the latter's pacifistic point of view;ws'the
reporter did not, however, make any mention of the likelihood

of Stalin's complicity in the assassination.®™ Whether the

latter hypothesis is true or not, there can be no doubt +that

292Duran"‘\:y, Kremlin, 116, Duranty believed +that +the
number purged was closer to one third of the membership, but
Getty, 45, states that "one in four" were purged.

E%Getty, 56,

Mgee Duranty, Russia, 335-340.

2%I}U.ra.m:\_y, Kremlin, 28.

E%According to Joll, 356, Stalin might have engineered
the assassination to act as a catalyst for his own future

plans.,
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the assassination did indeed end the Reconciliation stage and
open the door for Yagoda's witch-hunt and its successor——the

Yezhovshchina, or Great Purge, which c¢laimed the lives of so

many of the 0id Bolsheviks.

The Treason Trials of the mid-~thirties began when Lev
Kamenev and Grigory Zinoviev, who had been close associates
of Lenin and long—time threats to Stalin's power, were tried
for the murder of Kirov. But they were not accused only of
murder; according to the prosecution +they were guilty of
planning to assassinate Stalin and his supporters, of being
in cahoots with Trotsky, and of dealing secretly with the
Germans . Nonetheless, what they were really guilty of was
heresy: they had dared to guestion the legitimacy of Stalin
as Lenin's true heir and had thus committed a mortal sin. The
very fact that they had been brought to trial, according to
Soviet justice, meant that they were damned; and, as Duranty
noted, the only purpose of their trial was "to decide +the
degree of guilt and punish R They were, of course,
executed. The same held true in all of the following trials
from that of Karl Radek and sixteen others in January 1937,
through that of the Red Army Generals six months later, to
that of Nicholas Bukharin, Aleksei Rykov and Genrikh Yagoda

in March 1938,

zg?Dm:‘a:r:;ty, Kremlin, 42.
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The Radek trial brought forth what Duranty believed to
be one of +the "silliest assertions" ever made: thalt the
defendants had been subjected to hypnosis, torture or drugs
and thus forced to falsely confess thelr crimes. Duranty's
answer to this charge——"What preposterous nonsenge!—-can only
be termed naive, as was his opinion that to suggest that men
like Radek and the others would capitulate under any such
devices "against their own strong hearts" was ridiculous.
The journalist suggested that the dyed—-in-the-wool Bolsheviks
had come to recognize that, in opposing Stalin, they were
opposing the sacred Party Line; somehow they were convinced
of the error of their ways and recognized their "cardinal
sin." Although Duranty could not explain exactly how or why
this was so, he certainly believed that it was “true of Radek
and his co-defendants just as it had been of Zinoviev, Kamenev

and the others.? He seemed to imply that they were more

2%Duran‘ty, Kremlin, 48-49. Duranty was not alone in his
naivete; see Arthur Upham Pope, Maxim Litvinoff (New York: L.
B. Figcher, 1943), 421. Pope cites Quentin Reynoldsg, a
foreign correspondent who “found no Britigh or BAmerican
correspondent in Russia who thought that the famous confes-
sions . . . had been extorted by torture."

i%.’Duranty, Kremlin, 43 and 50. According to Robert
Conguest, The Great Terror: Stalin's Purge of the Thirties
(London: Hacmillan, 1968), 147, "The priaciple had becomne
established that a confession was the best result obtainable.®
Conquest goes on to say that "over and above the rational
motives for the extraction of confession, one seems to sense
an almost metaphysical preference for it." For a fictiona-
lized account of +the Bukharin +trial which supports this
theory, see Arthur Koestler, Darkness at Noon, trans. Daphne
Hardy (Markham: Penguin, 1984),

122



victims of +the system, and of +the Bolshevik faith, +han
culpable villains.

Duranty maintained that, unlike the others, Yagoda was
a "real villain." It was he who, as O6PU chief, had directed
the "bloody drama." Duranty had always been concerned about
the OGPU's involvement in the Russian judiciary system, and
particularly so after Yagoda became its head. The only
problem was that, when Yagoda was caught like a spider in his
own web and arrested in the fall of 1937, he was replaced by
a man Duranty saw as "a Dbloodthirsty fanatic who slew by
thousands where Yagoda had slain his dozens."™ 1+ was under
Nicholas Yezhov that the Purge turned into a real bloodbath.

For eighteen months the new Red Terror, the Yezhovshchina,

swept <through the Soviet Union, destroying the so-—-called
"enemies of the people" on trumped-up charges of espionage,
treason and any other crime that could be imagined. But it
was not long before Yezhov met the same fate as Yagoda. With
the former's execution——and the disappearance from the stage
of the puppet-master, Nikolai Krylenko, in what might be
termed the purge of the purgers because of their roles in the
ecariier trials®-—the Great Purge finally came to an end. Its

effects, however, were to be felt for a very long time.

S%Duraﬁty, Kremlin, 39, 41, 47 and 76. Chamberlin saw
the involvement of the OGPU in the political trials as a
symbol of <their +totalitarian nature and cited Duranty's

comments as proof of his own theory in Enigma, 141.
Vehamberlin, Enigma, 141.
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Duranty offered his evaluation of the long-term ilmpact
of the Great Purge in his 1941 publication, The Kremlin and
the People, a book which John N. Hazard called "a dramatic
and mnlausible picture of the trials, it Within the USSR
itself, Duranty believed that the trials fostered "suspicion-
phobia" in the masses, and that this psychological effect led
to many innocents being accused as enemies of the people
because the people themselves "thought that a traitor might
be hiding under every bed." Conseguently, <the Great Purge
was self-perpetuating. Yet, what was more important +to
Duranty +than the internal impact was +the effect +that the
trials had on the Western World's opinion of the Soviet Union.
The Purge democlished all he had done to nurture a sympathetic
understanding within his readers of the unigqueness of Soviet
society; the reputation and prestige of the USSR was ruined,
perhaps irrevocably. Moreover, Duranty feared that the "ugly
impression" left by the Purge had served Hitler well because
Communism, at least in Stalinist terms, was no longer viewed
in the West as a preferable alternative to Fascism. "

Duranty finally came to realize that the "horsge” which
he had backed for so many yvears was a dark one indeed. He saw

that Stalin, in the end, abandoned the crafty machinations

SG2J‘ohn Hazard, "Review article," American Historical
Review 47.4 (Jul 1942): 864. Hazard was an American Professor

nf Law who studied at the Moascow Juridicial Institute, See
Margulies, 91.

EGSDuranty, Kremlin, 22 and 87.
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which had brought him to power, and turned to "the brutal,
physical method of killing +the opposition" %o ensure +the
permanence of that power. Lenin's heir may have "polished
and perfected" Leninism, as Duranty had predicted in 1930;
but he had also turned away from the gospel of Lenin and used
"physical force against his fellow-communists, "%

When Stalin died, almost a decade after the onset of the
Great Purge, Duranty wrote a Jless thasn mournful article for

the Orlando Morning Sentinel which was published under the

headline STALIN, THE RED TYRANT, DIES.™  In it Duranty
creturned to his old habit of letting harsh adijectives like
"cold and tough and hard and inhuman" tell +the true story.
Gone was the "horse" analogy; instead, Stalin was reduced to
a "machine of steel" and a symbol of "modern war" who had
killed Lenin's friends "without mercy." As for the tyrant's
remainsg, Duranty hoped that the Soviet people would be "smart"
and "build a shrine for his ashes" far from Moscow because,

after all, Stalin was not a true Russian.

Many former Moscow correspondents have produced books
dealing with Soviet society after their departures from the
Soviet Union. In recent years, for example, three studies of

daily life in Russia have been published: Hedrick Smith's The

04

o

Duranty, Politburo, 21. See also NYT, 30 Nov 1930.

®Woriando Horning Sentinel, 6 Mar 1953,
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Rugsians, David K. Shipler's Russia: Broken Idols, Solemn

Dreams, and David K. ¥Willis' Xlass: How Russians Really

1if . s x .
give‘ﬁo Those journalists who were resident in Moscow at the

same time as Duranty——such as William Henry Chamberlin and
Eugene Lyons-—also produced "tell-all” books dealing with
their Soviet experiences, and were careful not to abuse the
hogpitality of their Bolshevik hosts until after +they had
relinguished their positions in the Soviet Union, ¥

Puranty, however, maintained a strong link to the USSR
even after his departure in 1934; not only did he relturn
periodically to relieve his replacement, Harcold Denny, during
the mid~thirties, he also retained a strong interest in Soviet
affairs for the rest of his life. For Duranty to have written
a "tell—-all" study in the same terms as Chamberlin and Lyons
would have been impossible because he never experienced the
same degree of disillusionment with the Soviet system as his
two former colleagues. Instead, Duranty used his talents as
a writer of stories and books to educate his readers about the
Hoviets and their society. He used the genre of fiction to

interpret what otherwise might have Dbeen incomprehensible:

Wygedrick Smith, The Russians (Toronto: Random Housse,
1976); David K. Shipler, Russia: Broken Idols, Solemn Dieams
(Markham: Penguin, 1984); and David K. Willis, Xlass: How
Rugsians Really Live (New York: Avon, 1987). Smith and
Shipler were affiliated with the New York Times, Willis with

the Christian Science Monitor.

e

a1 . .
Vltee for instance Lyons, Workers' Paradise Lost, also
William Henry Chamberlin, Collectivism: A False Utopia (New

York: Hacmillan, 1937).
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Bolshevism, the Bolsheviks, and Soviet justice. In his non-
fictional works——-when Duranty discussed the 1920s famine, NEP,
the rise of Stalinism, its application in the Five-Year Plan,
the famine and the purges of the 1930s--he tried to "go back
to what went before, to seek and find the cause, in order +o

1+ 308

know the effect. Generally, the opinions that Duranty had

formed during his tenure in Moscow weve reiterated in his
later works; but he was also able to add some retrospective
ingights which showed his continuing interest in, and aware-
ness of Russian society and Soviet politics, both internal and
external. And finally, it was only when Stalin was dead that

Duranty felt safe enough in his Florida retirement home to let

his feelings for the vicious totalitarian leader be known.

puranty, Kremlin, 7.
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CONCLUSION

In a recent article, the eminent Sovietologist Stephen
¥. Cohen~-who 1s not only a Princeton gcholar, but also writes
a columnn for the Nation-—severely reprimanded +the American
news media for its "one-dimensional, distorted, =silly, and
factually wrong” coverage of the Soviet Union. According to
Robert Karl HManoff--co-director of New York University's
Center for War, Peace, and the News HMedia-—this +type of
criticism "has a tradition almost as long as the reporting
itself. ! The diatribe began as earlily as 1917 when the only
foreign reporters allowed into revolutionary Rugsia were those
vwhose political orientation was at least "pink," if not Red,
while all others had to be sgatisfied with long-distance
observations. The latter journalists were the focus of the
Lippman/Merz critigue; but the former also came in for their
share of sharp criticism because their reportage was based on

"seeing not what was, but what men wished to see, i

309S’cephen F. Cohen, "The Media's Russia," Harper's (HMar
1985), 25. {Hereafter cited as "Media's."]

Mrobert Karl Manoff, "The Hedia's Hogcow, " RAASS
Newsletter 26.5 (Nov 1986), 1.

iippman and Merz, 3.
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The common denominator of the various condemnations which
have been directed at the Press corps, from that of Lippman
and Merz to that of Cohen, is their broad point of view: that
ig, generally the censure has been aimed at the corps as a
whole, not at individual newsmen. One of the exceptions to
this generality is found in the case of Walter Duranty who has
been subjected in recent vyears +to what may be termed a
"blackwash." With the current increased interest in the 1930s
famine and the role of Western journalism in keeping the truth
of its severity from the public, Duranty has been accused of
everything from being a "Soviet hireling”312 to heoing "an
apologist for Stalin. "B

The main reason for these accusations is the wide-spread
belief among many scholars that Duranty almost single—handedly
perpetrated the cover-up even though other journalists of the
period, like William Henry Chamberlin and REugene Lvong, have
admitted to taking part in the establishment of the "big lie.”
The main problem is that those who have been most disparaging
in theilr analyses of Duranty's Journalism not only have
focused almost solely on the articles he wrote in the early

thirties, they also have tried to use his personal life to

corroborate their accusations.

Herowl, 142,

3BGay Talese, The Kingdom and the Power (New York: World
Publishing, 1969), 523.
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One piece of circumstantial evidence against Duranty
offered by his critics is his flamboyant lifestyle, not only
after hig return to Hoscow in 1925, but even as early as his
first vyear in Soviet Russia. On their arrival in Hoscow
Duranty and his colleaques were assigned vermin-ridden rooms
in one of the decrepit hotels of the city. Duranty's lodging
was soon replaced courtesy of the city Soviet by what has been
termed a "cottage” by some, ™ but which the reporter described
in his autobiography as "a small apartment which had been a
ruined restaurant." 1t was given to him free of charge with
the provision that he and Herbert Pulitzer, who shared the
accommodations, undertake the necessary renovations to make
it at least habitable. The two journalists were apparently
very successful in this venture and eventually they managed
to turn the run—-down apartment into an intellectual Mecca for
the foreign community.

During the rest of his stay in Moscow Duranty was known
to be "not only a generous host" but also "perhaps +the
cleverest conversationist and the social leader of the foreign

u3th

colony. This reputation, of course, has led to his being

suspected by some of leading a profligate life which made him

3M(Erow.i, 34, Crowl faills +to mention +the fact that
Pulitzer, the owner of The New York World, shared in the
venture, and that theirs was not a unique situation. See
Duranty, I Write, 149.

puranty, I Write, 148.

356(33:0;«?1, 34,
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sugceptible to brikery or blackmaill; but since no hard
cvidence of his being a recipisnt of financial inducemsnts or
a victim of extortion has been unearthed, both charges must
be considered to be at least unproven, if not untrue, and his
gsocial success attributed to his popularity, despite claims
to the contrary.

Another argument +that has been used +to bolster the
charges laid against Duranty is that he was unpopular with his
colleagues because of his alleged collusion with the Soviets
and the gspecial privileges that it afforded him. Submitted
in evidence for this claim is an incident recorded by Samuel
N. Harper, an Amevican scholar who visited the Soviet Union
many times during the period in guestion. Harper wrote in his
memoirs that a "somewhat antagonistic attitude developed at
Limes toward Duranty and his methods among his colleagues,"
and went on to describe an occasion during which he found this
1o be the case. At a luncheon in 1926 Duranty made a comment
regarding his own "cultivation" of contacts in the Kremlin.
The other guests, as Harper related, "in chorus and with
vigor, almost shouted alt him: 'You certainly do cultivate
them! ' "% The suggestion that this was a vitriolic attack on
the reporter's integrity is probably best negated by Harper's

inclugion of Hubert Kanickerbocker in +the group, because

.
,
17

‘Samuel N. Harper, The Russia I Believe In, ed. Paul V.
Harper and Ronald Thompson (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1945), 231. :

v
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"Knicks" was buranty's good friend and writing collaborator.
Thisg episede, instead of proving that enmity towards Duranty
was rife in the foreign community, +takes on an entirely
different ceonnotation when their friendship is considered; it
becomes simply an incident of good-natured heckling +towards
a member of the community, a sign of camaraderie not conflict.
As for those journalists who did make seriously dispara—
ging remarks about Duranty's journalism, the suggestion must
be made that their comments could be attributed to the all -
too—-common custom of speculation when it comes to those who
are difficult to understand, or even to resentment in the face
of superior abilities and success. A great part of Duranty's
success was directly due to the linguistic, schelarly and
professional advantages which he had over most of his fellow-
journalists, and which helped him to make his dispatches <o
the Times fuller and more interesting than many of thosze
submitted by his colleagues to their respective newspapers.
With these advantages in mind, it is no wonder that John
Hohenberg, a noted authority on American journalism, says that
"it was Duranty's destiny to be the most imposing of all +the
foreign correspondents who worked in the shadow of the Xremlin
hetween the wars," and that the New York Times was "fortunate"

318

to have him as thelr Moscow correspondent. Another accolade

comes from Mever Berger, a Puliizer Prize winner for his own

A1
it

Hohenberg, Foreign, 268,
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Journalism and author of The Story of the New York Times 1851-

1981, In Berger's estimation,
Duranty's reports from Russia not only gave the
constantly shifting economic and social changes,

. but were threaded with local color and thumb-
nail portraits to provide historian§ﬂwith a living
image of a violently troubled land.®”

Robert W. Desmond, another foreign correspondence specialist,

iz less effusive in his praise. Neveriheless, he credits the

reporter with making the New York Times "one of +the most

. - . . < . . K
informative sources on events in the Soviet Unzom,”iﬁ

because, "so far as concerned Russian news in the United
States, the change for the better began in August, 1921, when
Walter Duranty went to Moscow, "

Very little is known about Duranty's political beliefs
before he was assigned to Soviet Russia except that he was a
gself-professed intense anti-Bolshevist who shared the view
"that the Bolsheviks were enemies of God and Man. "' ne
direct contact with the people who were involved in one of the
most expansive social modification experiments in histery, the
young reporter became intrigued with, and even sympathetic to
thelr cause. This change was due not only +to Duranty's

inveterate interest in atypical people, places and situations,

(Vew York: Simon & Schuster, 1951), 328.

Lar

10 -
ﬁDesmoad, Crisis, 46.

pesmond, Pregsg, 2656,

Yy . . .
“puranty, I Write, 6. See also Xremlin, 8.
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but also to the fact that, in a land ravaged by war and
famine, evervithing seemed to be against the sucecess of tho
experiment. Only Lenin and his New Economic Policy heid out
any hope for the future, especially if one considered NEP {to
be a compronmise between capitalism and communism as Duranty
did at the time. Lenin, therefore, became a genuine hero in
the reporter's eyes,.

Duranty was also impressed with the Bolsheviks attempts
to ensure increased civil liberties and +to replace the
hierarchal religion based on the supernatural with a guasi-
religion based on classlessness and complete equality on
earth. As he observed the changes taking place, his articles
mirrored his growing respect for the aims of the Bolsheviks
and his pragmatic acceptance of the methods which had to be
used to achieve their goals. By 1924, the maturing journalist
no longer had to fight his own prejudices or "lean over back-
wards" to write anything positive about the Bolsheviks., He
had come to the conclusion that "the Red Star was destined to
rise high and shine bright in the international h.eewea:z:z;,”323
and he was determined to go along for the ride and report on
its progress.

Duranty decided that if he was to remain in Russia as a
resident reporter he would have to ensure the continued

support of his employers, the editors of the New York Times;

Wpuranty, I Write, 163 and 166.
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to do so, it was absolutely necessary that he become one of
the most knowledgeable and capable journalists in MHoscow's
foreign community., But he could also maintain that support

by catering to the needs of the newspaper's readers. Becauso

iife in the Soviet crucible that was Stalin's Russia "was so

5 2 st . —’1!',;:
remote from American habit and comprehension, "

Hestern
readers would have little chance of comprehending what was
happening unless someone explained each event and its sig-
nificance to then. Thus, Duranty took it upon himself to
beconme an interpreter, rather than a mere narrvator of the news
o that his readers could better understand Soviet society.
This interpretive form of journalism, augmented by his
natural descriptive talent, helped establish Duranty's
reputation as a foreign correspondent, and was a particular
advantage for his coverage of the news as Marxist-Leninism
gave way to Stalinism. He was so successful in interpreting
the first Five-Year Plan and explaining the pros and cons of
its application for his reading public that he was awarded a
Pulitzer Prize for his efforts. But the Prize could not help
him salvage his reputation when he succumbed to the pressures
put on the foreign community to cover up the famine which was
caused, at least in part, by the rapid industrialization and
collectivization measures that were a major part of Stalin's

Plan and by the "class war" that was aimed at the creation of

Ypuranty, I Write, 164,
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a fully classless socialist society.

During 8Btalin's rise to power and the onset of the "man—
made"” famine, the Moscow corresgpondents found their {freedom
of expression controlled more and more every day. As time
passed, restrictions on thelr movements, severe censorship,
threat of expulsion, and the menace of the state police
affected their journalism in such a way that they found it
impossible to be "entirely forthright in their observations."
This resulted in the creation of a form of journalism which
depended on euphemisms and half{-truths.

Duranty was singularly proficient when it came to this
nevi style of reportage. His articles of the Stalinist era may
best be described as mosaics, pictures made up of little
pieces in all the colours of the spectrum, as well ag black
and white. Frequently there appeared to be too many white-—-
or Red-—pleces for +the reporter's critics, but there was
always the speclling of black which could not be overlooksd.
Even in those articles in which he absolutely denied the
existence of the 1930s famine, the truth could be found if one
read between the lines. Any other way of getting the truth
across to his readers was closed to Duranty, as it was to his
colleagues.

HSoviet censorship became more severe at the same time
that the GPU became more rigorousg in its direct pressure on
the foreign community. The dournalists were coerced into

covering up the famine and taking part in a war of words in



the Western newspapers, a war which came close to irrevocably
damaging +the wreputation for wveracious and interpretive
journalism that Duranty had worked seo long and hard +to
establish. What saved his reputation in 1934 was his role in
furthering another cause of the men in the Kremlin——the
official recognition of the Soviet Union by the United States.

Throughout his tenure as the Times' Moscow correspondent
huranty had believed that the USSR and the USA should be able
to interact for their wmutual benefit. This could not happen,
however, until the American government officially recognized
the Soviet regime, and when it finally did Duranty was lauded
for his Journalistic efforts +to further +the successful
negotiations of the agreesment. With +this triumph in hand,
Duranty left his resident post in Moscow but continued to work
for the Times as a transient foreign reporter and began 1o
spend an increasing amount of time writing books, magazine
articles, and stories. Nevertheless, the spectre of Stalinist
retribution continued to haunt his writing.

In addition to the pressures placed on the entire foreign
press corps, while he was in Russia Duranty lived with the
fear that the Soviets could hold his son hostage if he should
overstep their bounds. This is an important point since, as
William Henry Chamberlin wrote when dealing with the Great
Purge confessions, "A man who might be able to resist any kind

of pressure against himself may break down if the future of

137



his family is at stake. " Nor was this dilemma alleviated
when Duranty left the Sovielt Unien, since he could not take
his Russian commen—law wife and son with him. Thus his
literary works after 1934, and even after his retirement in
1941, were very close in content and in tone to the articles
which he had written while he was a resident reporter in
Hoscow.

Az an author, Duranty contiaued +to 9produce verbal
mosaics., His works of fiction contained many of the insights
that he had gained during his time in Soviet Russia, particu-
larly regarding his interpretation of the Bolshevik character
and the supreme self-discipline that Bolshevism-as-—religion
required of its adherents; but they also depicted the true
nature of the Soviet Fjudicial system as it worked in the
trials of the Great Purge——what may be termed the injustice
of "Parrot justice." His non~fiction books and articles which
dealt with the many events and social modifications that he
had witnessed while a resident reporter in Moscow-—from the
1920s famine, through Marxist-Leninism, to Stalinism at its
best and its worst-—are masterpieces of recall, but with
smatterings of hindsight thrown in for good measure. None of
these works can be compared to the exposes that some of his
extremely disillusioned ex-colleagues produced after their

departures from Moscow, because he maintained his support of

Chamberlin, Collectivism, 56.

138



Stalinism as a viable and even proper system for Russia until
Stalin died. Only *then did Duranty write an article which
described the totalitarian leader as the Man of Steecl that he
was., And vet, Duranty's post-Moscow works exhihbit the talent
and erudition of an author who possessed the verbal dexterity
to allow his readers o see +*through his eves, and whoso
profound knowledge and understanding of Soviet society was
based on years of observation, analysis and conscientious
interpretation.

There can be no doubt that Walter Duranty fully deserves
to be called "the Great Ehterpreter.” ¥rom the beginning of
his Moscow residency when he was a fledgling reporter, through
his maturation as a foreign journalist, +to his retirement
years as an author, he never abandoned his guest to comprehend
fully *the unique and distincltive society that inhabits the
Soviet Union and to explain that phenomenon to his Western
readers. But even after years of concentrating on the factors
of the Soviet Union's genesis, maturation and establishment
as a world power, Duranty still felt that while he could
interpret what he had observed during his years in the heat
of the crucible, the essence of Soviet society had escaped
him. It remained an intriasic uvonknown, a puzzle which could
be elucidated only if one recognized that the Soviet Union is

"utterly different from +the Western world, and that our



‘ i ; : 14
standards of comparison cannot be applied to it.,"
such time as the mystery

Until
regsolved,

serious Sovietologists
must study and consider the past interpretations of such on-
the—-spot observers as Walter Duranty, and even vesort

to
interpretation themselves as a means toward understanding.

“ouranty, USSR, 11.
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