
Introduction

Toward a Social History of the Terror

The “Great Terror” is one of the most important events in Soviet and,
indeed, in twentieth-century history. The Russian revolution in 1917,
based on the simple principle that working people should control the
wealth they create, inspired movements throughout the world. The ter-
ror’s lawlessness, violence, and killing, however, thoroughly discredited
and destroyed the world’s first socialist experiment. It raised critical and
difficult questions: when did “terror” begin? What were the causes? Who
was responsible? Who benefited, and who lost? In a prison camp in the
1930s, a young communist woman captured the urgency of these ques-
tions in an anguished poem:

We must give an answer: who needed
The monstrous destruction of the generation
That the country, severe and tender,
Raised for twenty years in work and battle?1

Historians generally agree that the terror began with the assassination
of Sergei M. Kirov, the head of the Leningrad party committee, in Decem-
ber 1934 and ended with the removal of Nikolai I. Ezhov, head of the Peo-
ple’s Commissariat of Internal Affairs (NKVD), in November 1938. The
most intense phase of repression is known in Russia as the Ezhovshchina
or the “time of Ezhov,” synonymous with his leadership of the NKVD
from November 1936 to November 1938. In these two years, millions of
people were arrested, interrogated, shot, and sent to labor camps. The
NKVD arrested more than 1,575,000 people in 1937–8, the vast majority

1 Yelena Vladimirova, a Leningrad communist who was sent to the camps in the late
1930s, wrote the poem. It is reprinted in full in Roy Medvedev, Let History Judge: The
Origins and Consequences of Stalinism (Columbia University Press, New York, 1989),
p. 634.
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2 Terror and Democracy in the Age of Stalin

(87 percent) on political grounds. Of the total arrested, approximately
1,345,000 were convicted, and 681,692 executed for counterrevolution-
ary crimes. An additional 1,473,424 died of disease, cold, hunger, acci-
dents, and other causes in the camps, in exile, or in prison.2 From 1934
to 1940, 3,750,000 people, sentenced for criminal and political offenses,
passed through the vast labor-camp system. In 1937 and 1938, there were
so many arrests that the camps were thrown into crisis, unable to feed,
clothe, or house the sheer numbers of new prisoners.3 Although political
arrests and party purges occurred before and after the Ezhovshchina, the
terror reached its height in 1937 and 1938, marking the Soviet experiment
in ways that could never be eradicated or forgotten.4

If historians largely agree about the timing of the “Great Terror,” they
disagree on almost every other aspect: the intent of the state, the targets
of repression, the role of external and internal pressures, the degree of
centralized control, the number of victims, and the reaction of Soviet
citizens. One long-prevailing view holds that the Soviet regime was from
its inception a “terror” state. Its authorities, motivated by the desire to
gain total political control, sent a steady stream of people to their deaths
in camps and prisons. The stream may have widened or narrowed over
time, but it never stopped flowing. In this view, the terror grew from
the Bolsheviks’ commitment to a profoundly antidemocratic ideology.
From the very moment they took power, they sought to crush civil society.
Terror allowed them to consolidate power and to victimize all strata of
a prostrate population. Scholars who advocated this interpretation were
interested primarily in political history. Most, although not all, considered
the Soviet Union a “totalitarian” state in which a small group of party
leaders wielded total control over all aspects of social, economic, and

2 J. Arch Getty, Gabor Rittersporn, and Viktor Zemskov, “Victims of the Soviet Penal
System in the Pre-War Years: A First Approach on the Basis of Archival Evidence,”
American Historical Review, 98, 4 (October, 1993), pp. 1022–4.

3 Oleg Khlevniuk, The History of the Gulag: From Collectivization to the Great Terror
(Yale University Press, New Haven, 2004), pp. 306, 309, 177–81.

4 “Ezhovshchina” and “the Terror” are terms that encompass purge, repression, and the
general climate of fear. The term “purge” or chistka refers to a process within the
Communist Party in which members were reviewed at periodic intervals and sometimes
expelled for corruption, passivity, moral laxity, political opposition, or other reasons.
In the late 1930s, these purges turned deadly, and expulsion was often, although not
always, the prelude to arrest, imprisonment, or execution. Purge is also sometimes used
to describe expulsions from an institution. The term “repression” refers to the wider
phenomena of arrest, imprisonment, and execution affecting people within and outside
the Party.
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Introduction 3

political life. As a result, in charting the political course of the state, they
attached great importance to the actions of a few leaders, and little to the
activities of workers, peasants, women, or other social groups.5

In the 1980s, a new interest in social history prompted a “revision-
ist” challenge to this view. Historians began to take a closer look at the
fissures and tensions within the Soviet state. They charted sharp vacilla-
tions in policy, relationships between central and local authorities, con-
flicts between campaign-style justice and the rule of law, and the effect
of foreign and internal social threats. They explored a dynamic dialectic
between state policies and social responses in which social tensions influ-
enced state actions, producing in turn unforeseen consequences, which
led to increasingly draconian solutions. They identified specific targets
and episodes of repression.6 A few historians investigated institutions
and groups, uncovering complex interactions between state initiatives and
social or community interests. They began to explore “popular elements”
in the terror, discovering that workers and peasants used its rituals and
rhetoric to denounce managers and officials for abuse. The focus on the

5 Robert Conquest, The Great Terror: A Reassessment (Oxford University Press, New
York, 1990); Stéphane Courtois, Nicolas Werth, Jean-Louis Panné, Andrzei Paczkowski,
Karel Bartosek, and Jean-Louis Margolin, The Black Book of Communism: Crimes, Ter-
ror, Repression (Harvard University Press, Cambridge, MA, 1999); Alexander Solzhen-
itsyn, The GULAG Archipelago: An Experiment in Literary Investigation, 1918–1956
(Harper and Row, New York, 1974); Marc Jansen and Nikita Petrov, Stalin’s Loyal
Executioner: People’s Commissar Nikolai Ezhov (Hoover Institution Press, Stanford,
2002); Oleg Khlevniuk, in In Stalin’s Shadow: The Career of “Sergo” Ordzhonikidze
(M. E. Sharpe, New York, 1995) and 1937-i: Stalin, NKVD i sovetskoe obshchestvo
(Izdatel’stvo Respublika, Moscow, 1992), presents a similar view of the state, but focuses
mainly on the Ezhovshchina.

6 J. Arch Getty, Origins of the Great Purges: The Soviet Communist Party Reconsidered,
1933–1938 (Cambridge University Press, New York, 1985); Getty, “State and Society
Under Stalin: Constitutions and Elections in the 1930s,” Slavic Review, 50, 1 (1991),
pp. 18–35; Getty, “Pragmatists and Puritans: The Rise and Fall of the Party Control
Commission,” Carl Beck Papers in Russian and East European Studies, 1208 (1997);
Getty and Oleg Naumov, The Road to Terror: Stalin and the Self-Destruction of the
Bolsheviks (Yale University Press, New Haven, 1999); James Harris, The Great Urals:
Regional Interests and the Evolution of the Soviet System, 1934–1939 (Cornell Univer-
sity Press, Ithaca, 1999); Roberta Manning, “Government in the Soviet Countryside
in the Stalinist Thirties: The Case of Belyi Raion in 1937,” Carl Beck Papers in Rus-
sian and East European Studies, 301 (1984); E. A. Rees, ed., Centre-Local Relations in
the Stalinist State, 1928–1941 (Palgrave Macmillan, Basingstoke and New York, 2002);
Gabor Rittersporn, Stalinist Simplifications and Soviet Complications: Social Tensions
and Political Conflicts in the USSR, 1933–1953 (Harwood Academic Publishers, Chur,
1991); Peter Solomon, Soviet Criminal Justice Under Stalin (Cambridge University Press,
New York and Cambridge, 1996).
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4 Terror and Democracy in the Age of Stalin

reactions of various social groups raised new and fascinating questions
about the relationship between interests “from below” and orders “from
above” in sparking and spreading repression but, with a few exceptions,
historians did not develop these initial findings.7 Historians also began
to focus on personal subjectivities, charting the inner psychology as well
as the outward public reaction to repression in an attempt to understand
how individuals responded to the terror.8

In the 1990s, newly released archival materials provided important
information on Stalin’s role and the targets of repression. The docu-
ments provided incontestable proof of Stalin’s close personal involvement

7 On workers and industry, see Sheila Fitzpatrick, “Workers Against Bosses: The Impact of
the Great Purges on Labor-Management Relations,” in Lewis H. Siegelbaum and Ronald
Grigor Suny, eds., Making Workers Soviet: Power, Class and Identity (Cornell Univer-
sity Press, Ithaca, 1994), pp. 311–40; J. Arch Getty and Roberta Manning, eds., Stalinist
Terror: New Perspectives (Cambridge University Press, New York, 1993), included pio-
neering articles on repression in the factories, countryside, military, and other places,
such as Roberta Manning, “The Soviet Economic Crisis of 1936–1940 and the Great
Purges” (pp. 116–41), Robert Thurston, “The Stakhanovite Movement: The Background
to the Great Terror in the Factories, 1935–1938” (pp. 142–60), and David Hoffman, “The
Great Terror on the Local Level: Purges in Moscow Factories, 1936–1938” (pp. 163–
7); Wendy Goldman, “Stalinist Terror and Democracy: The 1937 Union Campaign,”
American Historical Review, 110, 5 (December, 2005), pp. 1427–53; Lewis Siegelbaum,
Stakhanovism and the Politics of Productivity in the USSR, 1935–1941 (Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Cambridge, 1988); Robert Thurston, “Reassessing the History of Soviet
Workers: Opportunities to Criticize and Participate in Decision-Making,” in Stephen
White, ed., New Directions in Soviet History (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
1992), pp. 160–90. Only Thurston developed these initial ideas into a monograph: Life
and Terror in Stalin’s Russia, 1934–1941 (Yale University Press, New Haven, 1996). See
also Sergei Zhuravlev, “Terror Against Foreign Workers in the Moscow Elektrozavod
Plant, 1937–1938,” in Barry McLoughlin and Kevin McDermott, eds., Stalin’s Terror:
High Politics and Mass Repression in the Soviet Union (Palgrave, Basingstoke, 2003),
pp. 225–40. See also William Chase, Enemies Within the Gates? The Comintern and
the Stalinist Repression, 1934–1939 (Yale University Press, New Haven, 2001); and Asif
Siddiqi, “The Rockets’ Red Glare: Technology, Conflict, and Terror in the Soviet Union,”
Technology and Culture, 44, 3 (July, 2003), pp. 470–500, on the dynamics of repression
in institutions. On peasant responses, see Sheila Fitzpatrick, Stalin’s Peasants: Resistance
and Survival in the Russian Village After Collectivization (Oxford University Press, New
York, 1994), pp. 286–312.

8 Sheila Fitzpatrick, Everyday Stalinism. Ordinary Life in Extraordinary Times: Soviet
Russia in the 1930s (Oxford University Press, New York, 1999); Veronique Garros,
Natalia Korenevskaya, and Thomas Lahusen, Intimacy and Terror: Soviet Diaries of
the 1930s (New Press, New York, 1995); Igal Halfin, Terror in My Soul: Communist
Autobiographies on Trial (Harvard University Press, Cambridge, MA, 2003); Jochen
Hellbeck, “Fashioning the Stalinist Soul: The Diary of Stepan Podlubnyi, 1931–1939,”
in Fitzpatrick, ed., Stalinism: New Directions (Routledge, New York and London, 2000),
pp. 77–116. This list does not include memoirists and novelists, who explore the reactions
and psychology of the individual in great detail.
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Introduction 5

in repression. Peppered with Stalin’s signature and marginal notes, they
revealed his hand to be quite literally everywhere. The archives also
yielded new information about victims. Earlier estimates of arrests and
executions in 1937–8 proved to be highly inflated. Historians originally
estimated the number of people arrested to be between 7 million and
20 million. New figures, based on archival materials, show that approxi-
mately 2.5 million people were arrested, for both political and nonpolit-
ical crimes. Similarly, historians had estimated the number of executions
at roughly 7 million, but the actual number, 681,692, turned out to be
one-tenth of that estimate.9 Although the number of victims was discov-
ered to be smaller than previously thought, the range of groups within
the population targeted for repression turned out to be far wider. New
findings substantially expanded the categories of victims beyond the eco-
nomic managers, party and military leaders, former oppositionists, and
foreign communists previously identified by historians. “Order 00447”
for “mass operations” in July 1937 set target numbers for the impris-
onment or execution of criminals, village clergy, religious activists, for-
mer kulaks, lishentsy (nobles, industrialists, and others deprived of voting
rights), and other “hostile elements.” It was followed by “Order 00486,”
which mandated the arrest of wives of men convicted of counterrevolu-
tionary crimes, and a series of “national operations” aimed at Germans,
Poles, Romanians, Finns, Latvians, and other groups.10 The mass oper-
ations alone resulted in the arrest of 766,000 people, of which 385,000
were executed. These findings led to a new subset of research, which one
historian termed “victim studies.”11

9 The 2.5 million figure covers political and nonpolitical charges and includes the 1.575
million arrested by the security police. See Getty et al., “Victims of the Soviet Penal
System in the Pre-War Years,” pp. 1022–3.

10 J. Arch Getty, “‘Excesses Are Not Permitted’: Mass Terror and Stalinist Governance in the
Late 1930s,” Russian Review, 61 (January, 2002), pp. 113–38; Paul Hagenloh, “Socially
Harmful Elements and the Great Terror,” in Fitzpatrick, Stalinism: New Directions,
pp. 286–308; Oleg Khlevniuk, “The Objectives of the Great Terror, 1937–1938,” in J.
Cooper, M. Perrie, and E. A. Rees, eds., Soviet History, 1917–1953: Essays in Honor
of R. W. Davies (St. Martin’s Press, New York, 1995), pp. 83–104; Barry McLoughlin,
“Mass Operations of the NKVD, 1937–1938: A Survey” (pp. 118–52), Nikita Petrov
and Arsenii Roginskii, “The ‘Polish Operation’ of the NKVD, 1937–1938” (pp. 153–
70), and David Shearer, “Social Disorder, Mass Repression and the NKVD During the
1930s” (pp. 85–117), all in McLoughlin and McDermott, Stalin’s Terror; Melanie Ilic,
ed., Stalin’s Terror Revisited (Palgrave, Basingstoke, 2006), pp. 5–6.

11 Shearer, “Social Disorder and the NKVD in the 1930s,” p. 103; McLoughlin and Mc-
Dermott, “Rethinking Stalinist Terror,” in McLoughlin and McDermott, Stalin’s Terror,
p. 3. See also Ilic, Stalin’s Terror Revisited.
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6 Terror and Democracy in the Age of Stalin

New findings from the archives had a mixed influence on debates over
the terror. They reinforced the longstanding contention of proponents of
the totalitarian thesis that Stalin played a large personal role in the repres-
sions. His role in mandating the mass operations encouraged some histo-
rians to conceptualize the terror more narrowly as “a series of centrally
directed punitive actions.” In the words of Oleg Khlevniuk, “Mass repres-
sions started and ended on orders from above, whenever Stalin considered
an action appropriate.” Even local “excesses” were “determined by the
central directives themselves.”12 Discovery of the mass operations, how-
ever, also sparked interest in the social tensions that pushed central party
leaders into authorizing such sweeping arrests. Some historians argued
that Stalin initiated the mass operations in order to eliminate disgruntled
social groups that might serve as a “fifth column” in the event of war.
Barry McLoughlin noted that the impetus for Order 00447 to a certain
extent “came from below” and “definitely went beyond the Stalin-Ezhov
axis.” Regional party leaders, concerned about how disaffected social
groups would vote in the upcoming democratic elections to the Supreme
Soviet, welcomed and widened the mass operations.13 Historians inves-
tigating NKVD initiative on the local level also challenged the notion of
total central control.14

Moreover, new research blurred the sharp distinction between propo-
nents of the totalitarian thesis and revisionists. Leading revisionists were
in fact the first to reveal Stalin’s great personal role in the repressions, a key
tenet of the totalitarian thesis.15 At the same time, new documents chal-
lenged the idea that Stalin’s obsessive drive for power was the main force
behind the terror. Vacillation, switchbacks, and backtracking marked the
Party’s winding “road to terror.” Stalin and party leaders even hesitated
over how to interpret the Kirov murder, an event that in retrospect served
as the main catalyst for the terror.16 And if “revisionists,” so attuned to

12 Oleg Khlevniuk, The History of the Gulag, pp. 140, 331. See Khlevniuk’s review of Jansen
and Petrov, Stalin’s Loyal Executioner, and J. Arch Getty’s response in “To the Editors,”
in Kritika: Explorations in Russian and Eurasian History, 4, 3 (2003), pp. 760–7, and
5, 1 (2004), pp. 233–5.

13 Hiroaki Kuromiya, Freedom and Terror in the Donbas: A Ukrainian-Russian Border-
land, 1870s–1990s (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998); Jansen and Petrov,
pp. 79–111; McLoughlin, “Mass Operations of the NKVD, 1937–1938,” pp. 123–4.

14 Getty, “‘Excesses Are Not Permitted’”; McLoughlin, “Mass Operations of the NKVD,
1937–1938”; A. Vatlin and N. Musienko, “Stalinist Terror in the Moscow District of
Kuntsevo,” in McLoughlin and McDermott, Stalin’s Terror, p. 127.

15 Lynne Viola, William Chase, and J. Arch Getty, all labeled “revisionists” at one time,
made important contributions to our understanding of political repression.

16 See Getty and Naumov, The Road to Terror.
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Introduction 7

social history, made significant contributions to the new political history,
some political historians, dissatisfied by the narrow focus on Stalin and
a few central party leaders, raised important questions about the connec-
tions between terror and “the recurring tremors of the industrialization
and collectivization upheavals.”17 Finally, new political findings enriched,
rather than invalidated, earlier attempts to explore the element of terror
“from below” by clarifying the dynamic between central orders and social
responses.18 Most of the new archival discoveries, however, still centered
on central party authorities. Apart from a few pioneering articles and
books, historians have yet to engage either the influence of social pres-
sures on central party policies or the responses of various social groups
to repression, two critical elements in developing a social history of the
terror.

This book shifts attention from the machinations of top party leaders
to the mechanisms by which repression engulfed Soviet society. It explores
how terror spread downward and outward through the hierarchical lay-
ers of the unions, a network that encompassed 22 million members and
reached from the All Union Central Council of Unions (VTsSPS) to factory
and shop committees. It argues that repression was a mass phenomenon,
not only in the number of victims it claimed, but also in the number of per-
petrators it spawned. Party leaders presented the murderous abrogation of
civil rights that we presently term “the Terror” as patriotic “anti-terror”
measures. They stressed that vigilance and denunciation were duties of
all loyal citizens. Moreover, they couched these “anti-terror” measures in
the language of antibureaucratization, socialist renewal, and mass control
from below, appeals with strong popular resonance. While recognizing the
importance of state signals and actions, the book argues that repression
was also institutionally disseminated. People participated as perpetrators
and victims, and sometimes both, through their membership in factories,
unions, schools, military units, and other institutions. The complex issues
and rivalries unique to these organizations helped fuel the political culture
of repression.

In the factories and the unions, the social tensions of industrializa-
tion were critical to the spread of terror. Workers, shop foremen, local
party members, and union leaders adopted the slogans of repression and
used them, often against each other, to redress longstanding grievances,

17 McLoughlin, “Mass Operations of the NKVD, 1937–1938,” p. 142.
18 Fitzpatrick, “How the Mice Buried the Cat” and Stalin’s Peasants; Manning, “Govern-

ment in the Soviet Countryside in the Stalinist Thirties”; Michael Ellman, “The Soviet
1937 Provincial Show Trials: Carnival or Terror?,” Europe-Asia Studies, 53, 8 (Decem-
ber, 2001), pp. 1221–33.

© Cambridge University Press www.cambridge.org

Cambridge University Press
978-0-521-86614-9 - Terror and Democracy in the Age of Stalin: The Social Dynamics of
Repression
Wendy Z. Goldman
Excerpt
More information

http://www.cambridge.org/0521866146
http://www.cambridge.org
http://www.cambridge.org


8 Terror and Democracy in the Age of Stalin

shift blame for intractable problems in production, and advance personal
agendas. Party and union leaders strongly encouraged workers and union
members to attack and remove corrupt and abusive officials. Highly pub-
licized campaigns for secret-ballot, multicandidate elections in the unions,
the soviets, and the Party accompanied the terror. The slogans of repres-
sion were intimately intertwined with those of democracy. Superficially,
these two phenomena appear in sharp contradiction. What could denunci-
ations, spy mania, fear, mass arrests, extralegal trials, and executions pos-
sibly have in common with secret ballots, new elections, official account-
ability, and the revitalization of democracy from below? Terror and
Democracy in the Age of Stalin examines this paradox and the troubling
questions it raises about mass participation and support for repression.

The terror was not simply a targeted surgical strike “from above” aimed
at the excision of oppositionists and perceived enemies, but a mass, polit-
ical panic that profoundly reshaped relationships in every institution and
workplace. It provided new concepts and language – “unmasking ene-
mies,” “suppressing criticism from below,” “wreckers,” “family circles,”
“lickspittles,” and “toadies” – that gave workers and officials new avenues
to pursue their interests. The unions, the VTsSPS, and the party commit-
tees in the factories all participated in a process of “self-devouring” in
which their own members enthusiastically accused and denounced each
other in ritualized exposures and expulsions. The perpetrators of purge
often became victims of the very processes they had initially promulgated.
Members of unions and local party organizations frequently became the
agents of their own demise.

This internal dynamic, with its complicated organizational and psycho-
logical mechanisms of self-destruction, differed sharply from the mobile
killing squads and genocidal death camps of Nazism. If the rhetoric of
Nazism was aimed at the “enemy” without, the rhetoric of the Soviet ter-
ror centered on “unmasking” the “enemy” within. In this sense, the anal-
ogy between Hitler and Stalin, so commonly invoked, does little to illu-
minate the dynamics of the Soviet terror.19 The Nazis’ genocidal policies

19 On comparative approaches to terror, see Omer Bartov, “Review Forum. Rewriting
the Twentieth Century: Extreme Opinions,” Kritika, 3, 2 (2002), pp. 281–302; Alan
Bullock, Hitler and Stalin: Parallel Lives (Knopf, New York, 1992); Sheila Fitzpatrick
and Robert Gellately, eds., Accusatory Practices: Denunciation in Modern European
History, 1789–1989 (University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1997); Gellately and Ben
Kiernan, The Specter of Genocide: Mass Murder in Historical Perspective (Cambridge
University Press, New York, 2005); Ian Kershaw and Moshe Lewin, eds., Stalinism and
Nazism: Dictatorships in Comparison (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997);
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Introduction 9

were perhaps closest to the mass operations, which also targeted spe-
cific social and national groups for arrest, deportation, or execution, but
the Soviet terror was far broader than the mass operations. It transformed
every workplace and institution with its ritualized “unmasking” of trusted
workmates, internal reviews, accusations, and denunciations. A worker,
party member, engineer, or official could as easily become a victim as a
perpetrator. No one fully understood why certain victims were selected.
Party members struggled in shocked incomprehension to explain the arrest
of relatives and spouses at party meetings. Unlike the German genocidal
war against the Jews, the line between victims and perpetrators in the
Soviet case was blurred. Yesterday’s denouncer often became tomorrow’s
victim.20

Mark Mazower, Dark Continent: Europe’s Twentieth Century (Knopf, New York, 1999);
Eric Weitz, A Century of Genocide: Utopias of Race and Nation (Princeton University
Press, Princeton, 2003). On parallels between debates in German and Soviet historiogra-
phy on Nazism and Stalinism, see Tim Mason, “Intention and Explanation: A Current
Controversy About the Interpretation of National Socialism,” in Mason, Nazism, Fas-
cism and the Working Class (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995), p. 212;
Martin Malia, “To the Editors,” Kritika, 2, 4 (2001), pp. 707–11. See also Ian Kershaw,
The Nazi Dictatorship: Problems and Perspectives of Interpretation (Oxford Univer-
sity Press, New York, 2000); “From the Editors. Really-Existing Revisionism?,” Kri-
tika, 3, 3 (2002), pp. 569–71; Christopher Browning, “Beyond ‘Intentionalism’ and
‘Functionalism’: A Reassessment of Nazi Jewish Policy from 1939 to 1941,” in Thomas
Childers and Jane Caplan, eds., Reevaluating the Third Reich (Holmes and Meier, New
York, 1993), pp. 211–33. On the Soviet debate, see Russian Review, 45, 4 (1986), pp.
357–413, and 46, 4 (1987), pp. 379–431, and more recently Martin Malia, “Judging
Nazism and Communism,” National Interest, 69 (Fall, 2002), pp. 63–78, and Michael
David-Fox, “On the Primacy of Ideology: Soviet Revisionists and Holocaust Deniers (In
Response to Martin Malia),” Kritika, 5, 1 (Winter 2004), pp. 81–105.

20 On popular responses to Nazi terror, see Christopher Browning, Ordinary Men: Reserve
Police Battalion 101 and the Final Solution in Poland (Harper, New York, 1998); Nor-
man Finkelstein and Ruth Birn, A Nation on Trial: The Goldhagen Thesis and Historical
Truth (Metropolitan Books, New York, 1998); Robert Gellately, Backing Hitler: Con-
sent and Coercion in Nazi Germany (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2001); Michael
Geyer and John Boyer, eds., Resistance Against the Third Reich (University of Chicago
Press, Chicago, 1994); Daniel Goldhagen, Hitler’s Willing Executioners: Ordinary Ger-
mans and the Holocaust (Vintage Books, New York, 1997); Raul Hilberg, Perpetrators,
Victims, Bystanders: The Jewish Catastrophe, 1933–1945 (Aaron Asher Books, New
York, 1992); Eric Johnson, Nazi Terror: The Gestapo, Jews, and Ordinary Germans
(Basic Books, New York, 1999); Ian Kershaw, Popular Opinion and Political Dissent in
the Third Reich: Bavaria 1933–1945 (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1983); Claudia
Koonz, Mothers in the Fatherland: Women, Family Life, and Nazi Politics (St. Martin’s
Press, New York, 1987); Detlev Peukert, Inside Nazi Germany: Conformity, Opposi-
tion and Racism in Everyday Life (Yale University Press, New Haven, 1987); Marlis G.
Steinert, Hitler’s War and the Germans: Public Mood and Attitude During the Second
World War (Ohio University Press, Athens, 1977).
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10 Terror and Democracy in the Age of Stalin

Terror and Democracy in the Age of Stalin traces the evolution of ter-
ror in the factories and the unions. Beginning with a broad overview of
Soviet industrialization, it examines the initial apathy of workers and
party members toward the hunt for “enemies,” the concerted efforts of
central party leaders to whip up hysteria over “wrecking” in industry, and
the rapid descent into madness in the factories and the unions. In exploring
the responses of workers, local party members, union officials, managers,
and shop heads, it seeks to understand how fundamentally decent, normal
people move, in clear, comprehensible stages, toward self-destruction.
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