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 BOHDAN KRAWCHENKO

 The Impact of Industrialization on the
 Social Structure of Ukraine

 The Bolshevik régime finally established itself in Ukraine at the end of
 1919 (after the first two attempts had failed) "largely by virtue of the
 authority of Moscow, Russian Communists and the Russian Red Army,"
 to quote L.D. Trotskii in 1920.1 Having taken power, the Bolsheviks
 faced the question of how to consolidate it. Their earlier failures had
 taught them many bitter lessons about the strength of the Ukrainian
 peasantry's national sentiment.2 By 1923, as part of the general all-Union
 discussion on the national question, a far-reaching program designed to
 break the party's isolation from the masses in the non-Russian republics
 was adopted.3 This program was known as "korenizatsiia." In Ukraine
 this policy took the shape of a multi-faceted and far-reaching program
 known as "Ukrainization."4

 The economic background to Ukrainization was the New Economic

 This is a revised version of a paper presented to the colloquium on "L'expérience soviétique
 et le problème national dans le monde (1920-1939)," sponsored by Centre d'Etudes Russes
 et Soviétique and Institute National des Langues et Civilisation Orientales, Paris, 6-8
 December 1978. I would like to thank Kim Fraser for her suggestions and comments.

 1. The Trotsky Papers, 2 vols. (The Hague-Paris, 1971), II, 347.
 2. See N.N. Popov, Narys istorii Komunistychnoii partii (biV shovykiv) Ukrainy (Khar-

 kiv, 1929), pp. 120-21, 123, 176-77, 185, 189-91.

 3. The party's isolation in Ukraine is graphically illustrated by the 1922 party census
 results: 77 per cent of the membership of the Communist Party of Ukraine was non-
 Ukrainian and 89 per cent gave a language other than Ukrainian as their mother-tongue.
 Vserossiiskaia perepis 1922 goda: Itogi partperepisi 1922 goda na Ukraine (Kharkiv, 1922), p.
 xii.

 4. As a language policy, Ukrainization meant that Ukrainian was to be adopted as the
 working language in all state and party institutions by 1926. In order to achieve this goal a
 knowledge of the language was made compulsory for all state employees, and at the same
 time the promotion of Ukrainians into positions of responsibility in the state and party
 apparatus was encouraged. Ukrainization of the urban proletariat was initiated by
 encouraging (some said "forcing") that proletariat to learn and use the Ukrainian language
 at the place of work. Ukrainian was also to be adopted as the language of the mass media.
 In the educational sphere, Ukrainization meant the conversion of schools to the language
 of the majority of students. Universities and polytechnical institutes increasingly adopted
 Ukrainian as the language of instruction. The major government laws and party resolutions
 on Ukrainization are to be found in Komunistychna partiia Ukrainy v resoliutsiakh i
 rishenniakh z"izdiv, konferentsii i plenumiv Tsk, 2 vols. (Kiev, 1974); Kul' turne budivnytsvo v
 Ukrains'ki RSR, naivazhlyvishi rishennia Komunistychnoii partii i radians'koho uriadu:
 Zbirnyk dokumentiv, 2 vols. (Kiev, 1961); Zbirnyk uzakonen' ta rozporiadzhen' robitnycho-
 selians'koho uriady Ukrainy (Kharkiv, 1924-25).
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 Policy (NEP), a period of steady but slow economic recovery. Ukrainians
 remained a minority in the urban environment, as Russians and their
 language and culture dominated urban socio-economic and cultural life.
 Mere resolutions could not Ukrainize the proletariat and the strategic ur-
 ban setting. Rather, a policy of socio-economic development was needed
 which would see the influx of substantial numbers of Ukrainians into the

 urban factories and universities. Some inroads into redressing this
 imbalance were made in the 1920s. But real, substantial changes occurred
 only with industrialization. By the early 1930s, under the impact of
 industrialization, Ukrainians had established themselves as a majority
 in what Karl Deutsch has called the "mobilized population," that is, the
 urban, the industrial, and the better-educated sectors of society.5 But by
 1933 the party had reversed its Ukrainization policies. This paper
 analyzes the impact of industrialization on the social structure of
 Ukraine, focussing on changes in the urban population and the structure
 of occupations. It also explores the impact of social transformations on
 the party's nationality policy.

 The Social Structure of Ukraine on the Eve of Industrialization
 In modern society, the city plays a strategic role. It concentrates all

 the critical functions: industry, communication, education, culture and
 political administration. But historically, cities in Ukraine have played an
 additional role. Dominated by Russians and other minorities, the cities
 were the fortresses from which these groups sallied forth to control the
 country economically and politically.6 The revolution had not changed
 this decisive aspect of society in Ukraine.7

 At the time of the first Soviet general population census, the urban
 population of the republic had not yet recovered from the ravages of the
 revolution and civil war. In 1926 the urban population represented 18.5
 per cent of the total,8 still below the 1914 figure of 21 per cent.9 The
 urban contingent within the ethnically Ukrainian population stood at a
 mere 10.9 per cent. In comparison, slightly over half the Russian
 population of Ukraine was composed of urban dwellers, and three-
 quarters of the Jews fell into this category. As a consequence, Ukrainians

 5. Karl W. Deutsch, Nationalism and Social Communication (Cambridge, Mass., 1953),
 p. 100.

 6. John A. Armstrong, "The Ethnic Scene in the Soviet Union," in E. Goldhagen (ed.),
 Ethnic Minorities in the Soviet Union (New York, 1968), pp. 14-15.

 7. For an analysis of the social structure of Ukraine before the revolution see Bohdan
 Krawchenko, "Aperçu de la structure sociale de l'Ukraine avant la révolution de 1917,"
 Revue des Pays de l'Est, XXVI (1976), nos. 1-2, 137-69.

 8. Vsesoiuznaia perepis naselenia 1926 goda, 54 vols. (Moscow, 1929), X, table I
 (hereafter Perepis 1926); references will be to table numbers, not pages).

 9. SSSR v tsyfrakh 1933 (Moscow, 1934), table 1, p. 92.
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 formed a distinct minority in the urban milieu. They represented 47.2 per
 cent of the total urban population, while the Russians made up 25 per
 cent, the Jews 22.7 per cent, and "others" 5.1 per cent.10

 Whatever advantages Ukrainians may have gained from represen-
 ting 47.2 per cent of the total urban population in 1926 were greatly offset
 by the distribution of their urban numbers. In the large cities that
 dominated the urban networks of Ukraine - those with a population
 over 100,000 - Ukrainians formed 33 per cent of the total population. In
 these cities Russians actually outnumbered Ukrainians. It was in towns
 with a population of 15,000-20,000 that Ukrainians achieved their
 greatest weight in the urban population - 64 per cent (see Table I). But
 these were small towns, county centres, closely tied to the agricultural
 economy, and could not begin to compare with the mobilized environ-
 ment of the large cities.

 Table I

 DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION ACCORDING TO SIZE OF
 TOWN BY NATIONALITY IN UKRAINE IN 1926

 (in per cent)
 Total

 Size of Town Population Ukrainians Russians Jews Others
 500 - 10,000 1,087,007 52.7 26.9 16.0 4.4

 10,000 - 15,000 557,025 61.2 14.3 18.6 5.9

 15,000 - 20,000 350,416 64.0 13.0 19.2 3.8
 20,000- 50,000 928,428 57.8 15.6 21.8 4.3

 50,000 - 100,000 645,345 42.9 23.6 28.2 5.3

 100,000 + 1,795,532 33.0 34.7 26.2 6.1

 Source: Calculated from Perepis 1926, vol. XI, Tables VI, Via, X, XIII; vol. XII, Tables
 VI, X; vol. XIII, Tables VI, X, XIII.

 The urban centres in Ukraine exercised an assimilatory pressure on
 the relatively few Ukrainians that lived there. The first census ever to
 allow an analysis of this trend was that of 1926. The data showed that in
 rural areas the Ukrainian language dominated (85.7 per cent of all rural
 residents gave Ukrainian as their mother-tongue) and that language
 retention among these Ukrainians was high (96.5 per cent). In urban
 areas, on the other hand, one in four Ukrainians gave Russian as his
 mother-tongue. Although Ukrainians formed 47.2 per cent of the urban
 population, only 36 per cent gave Ukrainian as their mother-tongue.
 Equally significant were two other trends to be observed in the census
 data: the more industrial the area, the higher the loss of mother-tongue

 10. Perepis 1926, vol. XI, table VIb.
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 identification among Ukrainians; and the frequency of language loss
 increased in direct proportion to the size of the city. Thus, in the case of
 the Donbas, almost half the urban Ukrainian population gave Russian as
 their mother-tongue.11

 The fact that Ukrainians and Ukrainian speakers were a minority of
 the urban population frustrated efforts in the 1920s to "Ukrainize"
 the towns. What could bring about a "Ukrainization" of the urban
 centres, especially of the major industrial cities of the southeast, would be
 a massive influx of Ukrainian peasants in search of employment. Prior to
 1929 this had not occurred. Studying migration patterns in Ukraine in
 the light of the 1926 census, A. Hirshfel'd noted that the majority of
 migrants arriving in the cities of the Donbas originated from Russia,
 while "the regions of rural over-population (Polisiia and the Right Bank)
 which could serve as a reservoir for the replenishment of the work force
 of the industrial regions ... [accounted for] only 14 per cent of the total
 emigration" to this region.12 "Why is this the case?" he asked, and
 replied: "It appears we are dealing with the historical inertia of the agricul-
 tural population of the Right Bank and Polissia, which has no desire to
 change its vocation and considers it preferable in its move to the East to
 travel beyond the Urals in search of free land."13

 What factors other than the "historical inertia" of a poorly mobilized
 population played a role in stemming the movement of the Ukrainian
 peasantry into the industrial centres? The slow pace of the development
 of industry in the 1920s was one contributing factor. The recovery of
 Ukrainian industry was slower than in Russia because the civil war lasted
 longer and the war damage had been greater.14 As late as 1928, the output
 of Ukrainian industry was 90 per cent of the pre-war (1913) production
 figure.15 Labour demands of that industry were relatively modest. Taking
 Ukrainian industry as a whole between 1913 and 1928, labour inputs had
 increased only by 8 per cent. In the next decade (1928-37) labour inputs
 were to increase by 125 per cent.16 Moreover, in the reconstruction period
 which lasted until 1928, it was workers with skills and some experience

 11. Calculated from Perepis 1926, vols. XI, XII, XIII, table VI.
 12. A. Hirshfel'd, Mihratsiini protese sy na Ukraini: V sviili perepysu 1926 r. (Kharkiv,

 1930), pp. 81-82.
 13. Ibid., p. 82.
 14. H. Hryn'ko, "Narys Ukrains'koi ekonomiky," Chervonyi shliakh, 1923, nos. 6-7, p.

 212. Hryn'ko argued that the economic recovery of Ukraine was behind that of Russia by at
 least two years.

 15. S. Minaev, "Osnovnye itogi narodno-khoziastvennogo razvitia Ukraine za 1926-
 1927 god," Statisticheskoe obozrenie, 1928, no. 1, p. 3.

 16. Andrew Gunter Frank, "Growth and Productivity in Ukrainian Agriculture and
 Industry" (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation; University of Chicago, 1957), p. 29.
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 that were required more than unskilled labour.17 The influx of Ukrain-
 ians, under-represented in the skilled and experienced work force, was
 undoubtedly affected by the low level as well as by the specific nature of
 the labour needs of industry.

 Already in the early 1920s there was evidence to suggest that there
 existed a strong correlation between economic reconstruction, the growth
 of industry and the growth of an urban Ukrainian contingent. A.
 Khomenko, who in 1923 studied a number of towns in the Kiev and
 Poltava guberniias, observed that the Ukrainian population increased in
 direct proportion to the growth of industry. He argued that with the
 abolition of tsarist restrictions on movement, and with landlords gone,
 the Ukrainian peasant under NEP would be faced with a choice of either
 becoming more efficient in agricultural production or entering new
 branches of the economy.18

 But the improvement in the living conditions of the peasantry under
 NEP appeared to have an impact on peasant migration patterns contrary
 to the expectations of Khomenko. E.O. Shatan, writing in 1927, argued
 that as a result of the relatively better rural conditions and the develop-
 ment of cooperatives in the countryside, the differentiation of the
 peasantry and the "proletarianization of its poorer element" had been
 retarded. According to Shatan, both cooperatives and the state, in
 various forms, subsidized four million small and uneconomical house-
 holds, thus "lowering the basic source of recruitment of wage labour for
 the republic's industry."19 He also pointed out that many former
 agricultural workers had obtained land in the course of the revolution,
 and that this also reduced a potentially large pool of labour. The
 improvement in agricultural conditions in Ukraine not only dampened
 the desire of the indigenous peasant population to migrate to the
 industrial zones of the southeast, but also settlement beyond the Urals
 had diminished greatly. M. KrasiFnikov's study of settlements east of the
 Urals from the Left-Bank and Right-Bank rural regions showed that
 between 1924 and 1926 the average annual rate of migration was 20,300,
 whereas the annual average for the 1910-14 period was 163,275.20
 Another study published in 1926 showed that in 1923-24 the annual
 average increase in the rural population was in the neighbourhood of
 550,000; of this annual increase, over 80 per cent chose to remain in the

 17. See V. Grekov, "Mekhanicheskoe dvizhenie naselennia v gorodakh SSSR za tretii
 kvartal 1927 goda," Statisticheskoe obozrenie, 1927, no. 11, p. 93.

 18. A. Khomenko, "Natsional'nyi sklad naselennia Ukrainy po novishykh danykh,"
 Chervonyi shliakh, 1923, nos. 6-7, pp. 89-90.

 19. E.O. Shatan, Problema rabochei sily v osnovnykh promyshlennykh raionnakh SSSR
 (Kharkiv, 1927), p. 45.

 20. M. Krasil'nikov, "Pereselenie v 1925 i 1926 godakh," Statisticheskoe obozrenie,
 1928, no. 2, pp. 90-93.
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 village, 14 per cent travelled beyond the Urals in search of free land, and
 a mere 6 per cent migrated to a Ukrainian town.21 It appeared as though
 the peasant, as long as he was able to live above a bare subsistence level,
 preferred the security of his native village to the insecurity of migration;
 the security of practising his same profession in another place, to the
 insecurity of changing it.

 Hirshfel'd and Khomenko, like other investigators of migration
 patterns in Ukraine, were optimistic that in time the peasantry of the
 over-populated central and northern districts would seek employment in
 the industry of the southeast, and would thus commence a "Ukrainiza-
 tion" of that region. This in fact occurred after 1929 as collectivization
 and industrialization shook the peasantry out of their "historical inertia."
 The deterioration of conditions in the countryside beginning with
 collectivization initiated a large, spontaneous influx of young Ukrainian
 peasants into the industrial regions, and between 1929 and 1932 Ukrain-
 ians made rapid and impressive gains in the urban population of these
 regions. But in the pre -collectivization period, the labour needs of the
 industry being reconstructed in the south-east were met largely by
 Russians.

 Since the second half of the nineteenth century, industrialization has
 been the motor force of both urbanization and the development of the
 occupational structure of Ukraine. Thus the same factors that retarded
 the growth of the urban population influenced the structure of occupa-
 tional opportunities. As a result of the disruption and destruction
 caused by the revolution and the civil war, industrial growth flagged and
 the number of people engaged in Ukrainian manufacturing and industry
 declined from 494,082 in 1912 to 393,703 in 1925.22 The results of the
 1926 census showed that Ukrainians remained an overwhelmingly pea-
 sant people - 89.8 per cent of the economically active Ukrainian
 population were classified as peasants, 3.9 per cent were workers (in all
 branches of the economy), and 2.6 per cent were counted as "employees."
 The occupational structure of the economically active Russian and
 Jewish population, on the other hand, stood in marked contrast to that of
 Ukrainians. Slightly over one-fifth of the Russian population were
 workers, and almost 13 per cent were employees (See Table II). If we
 examine the weight of the major nationalities within the various occupa-
 tions, we find that it was only among the peasantry that Ukrainians
 formed a decisive majority (89.4 per cent). Among workers, 54.6 per cent
 were Ukrainian by nationality; among employees, 51.7 per cent; among

 21. Study by L.E. Mints, cited in M. Galitski, "Ukraina: Obshchaia ekonomicheskaia
 kharakteristika," Sotsialisticheskoe khoziastvo, 1926, no. 1, p. 203.

 22. O.O. Nesterenko, Rozvytok promyslovosti na Ukraini, 3 vols. (Kiev, 1966), III, 62.
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 members of the liberal professions, 47.9 per cent; and of the military, 50
 per cent (see Table III).

 Table II

 OCCUPATIONAL STRUCTURE OF MAJOR NATIONALITIES

 IN UKRAINE, 1926*
 (in per cent)

 Occupation Ukrainians Russians Jews

 Workers 3.9 21.0 15.2

 Employees 2.6 12.5 20.7

 Liberal Professions 0.1 0.3 1.6

 Military 0.4 3.1 0.7

 Craftsmen, merchants,
 small entrepreneurs 1.4 4.2 35.9

 Peasants 89.8 50.6 9.8

 Unemployed 0.5 3.5 8.8

 No occupation 1.3 4.8 7.3

 100.0 100.0 100.0

 ♦Economically active population only.

 Source: Calculated from Perepis 1926, vol. XXVIII, Table I.

 Table III

 WEIGHT OF MAJOR NATIONALITIES IN THE OCCUPATIONAL

 STRUCTURE OF UKRAINE, 1926*
 (in per cent)

 Occupation Ukrainians Russians Jews Others
 Workers 54.6 29.2 8.7 7.5

 Employees 51.7 25.0 16.9 6.4
 Liberal Professions 47.9 15.2 30.4 6.5

 Military 50.0 39.6 3.7 6.7

 Craftsmen, merchants,
 small entrepreneurs 40.0 12.0 42.3 5.7

 Peasants 89.4 5.1 0.4 5.1

 ♦Economically active population only.

 Source: Calculated from Perepis 1926, vol. XXVIII, Table I.
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 As noted above, 54.6 per cent of workers were Ukrainian, but this
 figure tends to exaggerate the actual level of proletarianization of
 Ukrainians since over half of them practised their occupations in the
 village. Russian workers, on the other hand, were overwhelmingly
 located in the urban environment (81.2 per cent). Within the structure of
 the Ukrainian working class, workers in agriculture predominated (33.8
 per cent of the Ukrainian total). The strategically important working
 class, that is those in industry and manufacture, formed only 31.6 per
 cent of the ethnically Ukrainian blue-collar workers. This stood in
 dramatic contrast to the Russian working class where workers in industry
 and manufacturing formed 64.8 per cent of the entire group. Looking at
 the weight of the major nationalities within the working class, we find
 that while 82.6 per cent of all workers in agriculture were Ukrainian, only
 42.9 per cent of those engaged in industry and manufacture, and 39.2 per
 cent in construction belonged to that nationality.23 Thus the workers
 employed in large-scale industries, located in or near urban centres, were
 by and large Russian. This was a proletariat which was immeasurably
 more suited for political and trade-union activity, and had a much higher
 level of literacy and culture.

 Figures on the nationality of workers also exaggerate the strength of
 the Ukrainian national identity within that class. For the small number
 of Ukrainians found among the ranks of industrial workers, betterment
 of position required assimilation into the dominant Russian group. N.N.
 Popov wrote, "If the city was russified, and Ukrainian schools and press
 did not exist [under tsarism], then the elementary cultural development of
 the Ukrainian sectors of the proletariat... required acceptance of Russian
 culture."24 The 1926 trade-union census revealed that although 50 per
 cent of worker and employee trade-union members were Ukrainian by
 nationality, only 33 per cent of the total could converse in Ukrainian, as
 opposed to 62 per cent who could speak Russian; 40 per cent could read
 Ukrainian while 91 per cent could read Russian; and whereas only 35 per
 cent could write Ukrainian, 91 per cent could write Russian. In industry,
 the figures showed an even greater weakness of the Ukrainian national
 fact. Here 42 per cent of workers were Ukrainian by nationality, but less
 than one in four workers could speak and read Ukrainian (22 per cent),
 and a mere 17 per cent could write Ukrainian. The overwhelming
 majority of workers spoke, read and wrote in Russian - 72 , 92 and 91
 per cent respectively.25

 23. Calculated from Perepis 1926, vol. XXVIII, table I.
 24. Popov, p. 26.
 25. Trud i profsoiuzy na Ukraine: Statistiche skii spravochnik za 1921-1928 gg. (Khar-

 kiv, 1928), pp. 110-14.
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 The Ukrainization of the working class was central to the problem of
 overcoming the traditional dualities of the Ukrainian social structure.
 Mykola Skrypnyk, Commissar for Education in the late 1920s and a
 vocal advocate of Ukrainization policies, argued that the "Russification"
 of the indigenous Ukrainian working class was tsarism's patrimony.26 In
 time, given the new Ukrainization policies, this trend would be reversed.
 A new working class was being formed, the members of which were
 graduates of Ukrainian-language schools. Books, newspapers and techni-
 cal literature were now available in the Ukrainian language such that the
 language could for the first time in its history serve as a vehicle for
 modernization. In 1927, the Ukrainization of the trade unions was
 announced,27 and this Skrypnyk hoped would begin a process of "de-
 Russification" of the Ukrainian workers. But the figures given above
 clearly indicate that the Ukrainization of the working class would be a
 formidable task in view of the weakness of the Ukrainian language in the
 industrial milieu. For the Ukrainization of the working class to occur, the
 numerical weight of the indigenous Ukrainian workers, and in particular
 of Ukrainian-speaking youth recently arrived from the countryside,
 would have to increase dramatically. This would lay the objective
 conditions for the introduction of the Ukrainian language into the
 industrial environment. Prior to the first Five-Year Plan, these objective
 pre-conditions for the Ukrainization of the working class were lacking.

 The other major occupational category apart from the working class
 and the peasantry was the "employees" (sluzhashchie). These literate,
 well-educated office and professional workers formed the backbone of
 the administration of the state and the economy. The Ukrainization of
 the state and economic administration had been decreed as early as 1923.
 V. Chubar noted that "Ukrainization cannot be understood merely as
 the introduction of the Ukrainian language. Ukrainization consists of
 involving in the work of the state the maximum number of Ukrainian
 elements."28 To what extent was the latter realized by 1926?

 The weight of Ukrainians among employees was even lower than
 their weight among workers - 51.7 per cent. What further weakened the
 influence of Ukrainians in this group was the fact that in urban areas
 their share of the total declined to 42.9 per cent. Whereas 86.2 per cent of
 all Russian employees worked in urban areas, and 88.8 per cent of Jewish
 employees, only 62.1 per cent of Ukrainian employees were in that
 category. But the general occupational category of "employee" is too
 vague and all-inclusive to serve as an adequate measure of where

 26. M. Skrypnyk, Statti i promovy z natsional'noho pytannia (New York, 1974), pp.
 260-61.

 27. Kul'turne budivnystvo, I, 346-56.

 28. Cited in Istoriia derzhavy i prava Ukrains'koi RSRy 2 vols. (Kiev, 1967), I, 537.
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 Ukrainians stood. Both "personal servants" and "managers" (rukovodi-
 teli) were grouped in this category. A more detailed analysis of the
 various occupations subsumed under the rubric of employee reveals that
 the weight of Ukrainians declined in the more prestigious and important
 occupations. Thus, while 50.4 per cent of those classified as "managers"
 and 48.4 per cent of technical personnel were Ukrainian by nationality,
 among personal servants, the proportion of Ukrainians rose to 68.5 per
 cent. The highest concentration of Russians within the employee category
 was among the technical personnel, and in the case of Jews, among sales
 and commercial staff. Only a third of the managers and 37.3 per cent of
 the technical staff in industry and manufacturing were Ukrainian by
 nationality.29 In the civil service, Ukrainians represented 30 per cent of
 total employees in 192230; by 1927, G.K. Ordzhonikidze reported that 54.3
 per cent of the civil servants were Ukrainian by nationality.31

 Among artistic personnel - actors, painters, writers and musicians,
 that is, those responsible for much of the cultural production in society -
 slightly more than one in four were Ukrainian (27.3 per cent); 30.8 per
 cent were Russian and 35.6 per cent were Jewish.32 The fledgling
 Ukrainian culture in the 1920s was severely handicapped in its struggle
 to achieve cultural hegemony within its own society. Not only was the
 numerical representation of Ukrainians weak, but Russification also took
 its toll. According to a study by A. Khvylia, only 17 per cent of the
 "artistic personnel" enumerated in the 1926 census could actually speak
 Ukrainian.33

 An analysis of purely societal developments in Ukraine in the 1920s
 misrepresents the period to an extent. What statistics cannot capture is
 the excitement generated by the cultural, intellectual and political debates
 of the period. The iconoclasm of the writer M. Khvyl'ovyi, the bold
 political assertions of O. Shums'kyi, the elaboration of alternative
 economic conceptions by V. Volobuiev and Solodub - these and many
 others contributed to making the 1920s the "golden era" of Soviet
 Ukrainian history. The era drew to a close shortly after 1927 when the
 republic witnessed a steady accretion by the Moscow centre of its
 authority in every field. With industrialization, a policy aptly called
 "integral standardization" was imposed on Ukraine.34

 29. Calculated from Perepis 1926, vol. XXVIII, table VI.
 30. Popov, p. 275.
 31. Piatnadsiati s"ezd VKPfb) dekabr' 1927 goda: Stenografìcheskii otchet (Moscow,

 1961), p. 443.
 32. Calculated from Perepis 1926, vol. XXVIII, table VI.
 33. A. Khvylia, Natsional'nyi vopros na Ukraine (Kharkiv, 1926), p. 35.
 34. Basil Dmytryshyn, The Ukraine 1918-1953: A Study of Russian Bolshevik Nationality

 Policy (New York, 1956), p. 122.
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 But it would be mistaken to measure the progress registered by
 Ukrainians purely from the point of view of the cultural and intellectual
 ferment of the period. The social structure of the Ukrainian nation
 suffered from endemic underdevelopment. The theoretical brilliance of
 Ukrainian "national communist" leaders could not compensate for the
 fact that Ukrainians were a minority in every crucial occupational
 category. The towns remained Russified and the Ukrainian language
 penetrated the urban environment only with the greatest of difficulty.
 That significant progress in the national development of Ukrainians had
 occurred is undeniable,35 but as Skrypnyk noted, only further economic
 development would "dictate [an] absolute inevitable Ukrainization."36

 Skrypnyk argued that for further national development to occur,
 "socialist development" was necessary.37 What he meant was that only the
 growth of industry, whose human resources would be provided by the
 rural Ukrainian population, could alter the age-old national physiog-
 nomy of the towns. With the entry of Ukrainian-speaking youth into the
 world of modern industry, the traditional imbalances between the various
 national groups inhabiting Ukraine would be altered from the standpoint
 of the social division of labour. "Socialist development" would force the
 rapid growth of technical and scientific literature in Ukrainian, extending
 that language beyond its limited role as the vernacular of the village. The
 tempo of Ukrainization of higher and technical education would be
 hastened. With Ukrainians emerging as a majority in all the categories
 indicating social mobilization, the process of the national consolidation
 of that people would be complete.

 From the standpoint of preserving the national self-identification of
 Ukrainians, this was a gamble. The village was always the reservoir of the
 Ukrainian national "ethnos." Would not the town assert its assimilatory
 pressures on Ukrainians? Here the question of the tempo of development
 was important. A slow rate of development would mean that the
 relatively few Ukrainians entering the urban environment could be
 assimilated. But if the rate of social mobilization of Ukrainians outpaced
 the rate of assimilation in the towns, the result would be a strengthening
 of the national element in the urban environment. The latter process in
 fact occurred between 1929 and 1932. This period is a crucial one from
 the point of view of the national development of Ukrainians.

 The early years of industrialization saw rapid socio-economic de-
 velopment in the context of a continuation of the policy of Ukrainization.

 35. This is especially true in the publication of Ukrainian-language books and
 newspapers and in the development of Ukrainian-language schools.

 36. M. Skrypnyk, "Promova na chervnevomu plenumi TsK KP(b)U 1926 r.," in
 Budivnytsvo radians' koi Ukrainy: Zbirnyk (Kharkiv, n.d.), p. 31.

 37. M. Skrypnyk, "Iz krainy nepivs'koi v krainu sotsialistychnu," Chervonyi shliakh,
 1930, no. 9, p. 70.
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 Major new contingents of Ukrainian speakers arrived in the town. To
 service their cultural needs, an unprecedented growth of Ukrainian-
 language newspapers and books, and of the Ukrainian-language educa-
 tional system occurred.38 This in turn reinforced the national self-
 identification of the new urban residents. With Ukrainian increasingly
 serving as the language of social mobilization, a major factor in the
 Russification process was weakened. There was every indication that the
 Ukrainian national fact could flourish and even come to dominate the

 urban centres. To those in the party who counterposed the Russian
 urban, proletarian culture to the Ukrainian peasant culture, Skrypnyk
 asked that they open their eyes and see "how life has made a mockery of
 this idea."39

 The most far-reaching changes in Ukrainian society occurred in the
 1930s. During the first two Five-Year Plans in particular, the social
 structure of Ukraine was greatly changed. The study of these years,
 however, is severely handicapped by the lack of data. As the Soviet
 régime rose to its full totalitarian posture, social science data were only
 grudgingly released, and what were released is highly suspect. But the
 1930s are a watershed in Ukrainian history. The lack of data should not
 deter an effort to understand what occurred in that decade. By piecing
 together fragmentary evidence, perhaps we can begin to reconstruct the
 developments of those eventful years.

 The Impact of Industrialization on the Social Structure of Ukraine
 At the Tenth Party Congress in 1921, Stalin predicted "It is clear

 that whereas Russian elements still predominate in the Ukrainian towns,
 in the course of time these towns will inevitably be Ukrainized. Forty
 years ago Riga presented itself as a German city, but inasmuch as the
 town grows at the expense of the village population, and the village is the
 guardian of nationality, so today Riga is a Latvian town. Fifty years ago
 all the towns of Hungary were German, today they have been Magyar-
 ized."40 In the 1920s, his forecast had not yet materialized. But in the
 climacteric industrialization era of the 1930s, the gross production of the
 republic's industry increased more than six times.41 This rapid industrial

 38. In 1929, 50 per cent of the book titles and 68 per cent of the newspapers published
 in Ukraine were in Ukrainian. A year later, the percentage of book titles in Ukraine had
 increased to 78. 1 and newspapers to 89.3. The change is even more striking in scientific and
 technical titles: in 1927, a mere 25 per cent were in Ukrainian; by 1931, this had jumped to
 63 per cent. "Presa," Chervonyi shliakh, 1932, nos. 5-6, p. 148; SSSR v tsyfrakh, pp. 542-43;
 Presa Ukrains'koi RSR 1917-1966: Statystychnyi dovidnyk (Kharkiv, 1966), p. 96.

 39. Skrypnyk, Statti, p. 210.
 40. Protokoly s"ezdov i konferentsii VKP(b), desiati s"ezd (mart 1921) (Moscow, 1923),

 pp. 216-17.
 41. Ukraina za 60 rokiv, 1917-1967: Statystychnyi dovidnyk (Kiev, 1967), p. 99,

 comparing gross production of 1940 with that of 1928.
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 growth had a profound effect on Ukrainian cities in terms of the growth
 both of the total urban population and of its Ukrainian contingent.

 Between 1926 and 1939 the urban population of Ukraine grew from
 5.3 million to 11.7 million, and the weight of the urban residents in the
 total population increased from 18.5 per cent to 36.8 per cent.42 In the
 course of industrialization the rural population declined, not only as a
 percentage, but in absolute terms as well.43 In part this was the result of
 deaths during the famine of 1932-33 (an estimated 3 million), the loss of
 life during collectivization and the purges (an estimated one million), and
 the deportation to Siberia and other regions of an additional two to three
 million people.44 Another major factor was the large-scale emigration
 from the predominantly Ukrainian agricultural districts of the central-
 western regions to the Donbas and the neighbouring industrial-mining
 areas in eastern Ukraine. E.M. Kulischer estimates that most of the two

 million new residents of the Donbas, Kryvyi Rih, Dnipropetrovsk and
 Kharkiv areas were in fact peasants from the central-western oblasts of
 Ukraine.45

 Because the published results of the 1939 census did not provide data
 regarding the ethnic composition of the urban population, no precise
 information has been available until recently on how the ethnic composi-
 tion of the cities was affected by industrialization. This information first
 came to light in a 1975 article by V.F. Burlin and A.L. Perkhovs'kyi.
 According to the authors, Ukrainians emerged as a majority of the urban
 population in 1939 when they comprised 58.1 per cent of the urban
 total.46 This represented an 11 per cent increase over the 1926 figure.

 Most of our information regarding changes in the ethnic composi-
 tion of the major cities of Ukraine in the 1930s comes from a speech by
 S.V. Kosior, First Secretary of the Communist Party of Ukraine (CPU).
 In his report to the November 1933 Plenum of the Central Committee of
 the CPU, Kosior attacked those party members who argued that the party
 faction in power had abandoned the policy of "Ukrainization." He
 pointed out that thanks to accelerated industrialization, this policy was
 finally being realized.

 42. Itogi vsesoiuznoi perepisi naseleniia 1959 goda, Ukrainskaia SSR (Moscow, 1963),
 table I (hereafter Perepis 1959).

 43. Between 1926 and 1939, the rural population dropped by 3.8 million {ibid).
 44. V. Kubijovyc, "Movement of Population," in Ukraine: A Concise Encyclopaedia,

 Volodymyr Kubijovyc (ed.), 2 vols. (Toronto, 1963-71), I, 200.
 45. Eugene M. Kulischer, Europe on the Move: War and Population Changes, 1917-1947

 (New York, 1948), p. 108.
 46. V.F. Burlin and A.L. Perkovs'kyi, "Zminy v sotsial'no-ekonomichniy strukturi

 naselennia Ukrains'koi RSR (1959-1970 rr.)," Demohrafichni doslidzhennia, Vypusk 3 (Kiev,
 1975), p. 25.
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 There is no need to deal at length with the increase in the urban
 population in general, since everyone knows that in connection with the
 gigantic rate of industrialization during recent years, not only has the
 population of the old industrial towns doubled and trebled, but in place
 of the settlements and sparsely populated places of old, several new, big
 industrial towns have sprung up. What is important to note is that the
 Ukrainian section of the urban population has increased very consider-
 ably. Take for example Kharkov. In 1923 there were 122,000 Ukrainians
 in Kharkov, representing 37.9 percent of the total population; in 1926
 the number of Ukrainians had increased to 160,000 - 38.3 percent, and
 by the beginning of 1933 there were over 330,000 Ukrainians, or almost
 half the population. In other words, the number of Ukrainians in
 Kharkov during the last six years has been more than doubled. And this,
 bear in mind, is Kharkov, which in the past was, for the most part, a
 Russian town as far as the population was concerned.

 Still more astounding changes are taking place in other towns. Take
 for example, Stalino [Donets'k]. In 1923 there were 2,200 Ukrainians in
 Stalino, representing 7 percent of the total population; in 1926 there
 were 27,500 Ukrainians - 26 percent; and in 1933, about 86,000 - over 31
 percent of the population.

 Again, in Zaporozhie, there were 12,000 Ukrainians in 1923 repre-
 senting 28 percent; in 1926 there were 26,500 - 47 percent; and now there
 are 60,000 or 56 percent of the total urban population. Take Lugansk, in
 1923 there were 9,500 Ukrainians there, or 21 percent of the total
 population; in 1926 the Ukrainian population increased to 43 percent -
 31,200 persons and in 1933 to 60 percent, representing 71,000 Ukrainians.

 Lastly, take Dnipropetrovsk: in 1923 there were 24,500 Ukrainians
 there, or 16 percent of the total population; in 1926 there were 83,000 or
 36 percent, and in 1933 - 185,000 or 48 percent.

 This comrades, is the process which is taking place in our towns. As
 you see, it is an extremely clear and very natural process in which the
 Ukrainian population is increasing, and this process will continue at an
 increasing rate. Of this there is not the slightest doubt whatever*1

 Our only other source of information on the effects of industrializa-
 tion on the ethnic composition of cities is M.V. Kurman's and I.V.
 Lebedinskii's study of Kharkiv. According to them, by 1939 Ukrainians
 formed 48.6 per cent of the city's total population. In 1926, Ukrainians
 represented 38.4 per cent of Kharkiv's population.48

 In the course of the 1930s the old division of the Ukrainian village
 and the Russian town that characterized the pre-revolutionary and early
 Soviet social structure had been altered, at least in the formal sense.

 47. P.P. Postyshev and S.V. Kosior, Soviet Ukraine Today (Moscow, 1934), pp. 43-45
 (emphasis added).

 48. M.V. Kurman and I.V. Lebensinskii, Naselenie bolshogo sotsialisticheskogo goroda
 (Moscow, 1968), p. 122.
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 What available urban data do not tell us is whether, with the appearance
 of an increasingly "Ukrainized" town (in the sense of nationality), there
 did not occur a simultaneous process of "denationalization" that pos-
 sibly nullified what otherwise would have been a major step in the process
 of the national development of Ukrainians. By examining other aspects
 of Ukrainian society in the 1930s, one can perhaps obtain some answers
 to this question.

 The rapid industrial growth of the 1930s fundamentally restructured
 the occupational distribution of the economically active population:49

 1926 1939

 workers 6.2% 36.9%

 employees 8.1% 16.7%
 peasants/collective 85.7% 46.4%

 farmers

 100.0% 100.0%

 The above figures are for the population of the republic as a whole. How
 were Ukrainians affected by these changes? In 1933, Kosior reported that
 the weight of Ukrainians among workers and employees increased from
 49.4 percent of the total in 1926 to 59 per cent in 1931. His figures did not
 consider employees and workers separately, and he also admitted that
 "unfortunately we have no later figures on this subject," which could
 show the effect of the Five-Year Plan on the occupational structure of the
 ethnically Ukrainian population.50 But data giving the nationality break-
 down of some occupations after 1931 were in fact released, and these
 would suggest that Ukrainians did indeed register significant progress in
 those occupations..

 The progress registered by Ukrainians among "employees" was
 modest. In 1926 they formed 5 1 .7 per cent of this group; by 1939, 56.2 per
 cent.51 Undoubtedly the purge of "Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists" in
 1933 and again between 1936-38 had taken its toll of Ukrainians engaged
 in "predominantly mental labour." This was also a period when tens of
 thousands of "leading cadres" from Russia were sent into Ukraine to
 manage the economy.52 Ukrainians did, however, make some gains.
 According to a Pravda report in 1930, the per cent of Ukrainians among
 the rukovoditeli in industry, the state administration and trade unions had

 49. Calculated from Perepis 1926, vol. XXVIII, table I, and Perepis 1959, table LXVII.
 50. S.V. Kosior, "Pidsumky i naiblyzhchi zavdannia natsionarnoi polityky na Ukraini,"

 Chervonyi shliakh, 1933, nos. 8-9, p. 211.
 51. Calculated from Perepis 1926, vol. XXVIII, table I, and Iu.V. Arutiunian,

 "Izmenenie sotsial'noi struktury sovetskikh natsii," Istoriici SSR 1972, no. 4, p. 15.
 52 See, for example, Postyshev and Kosior, pp. 11-12; Pravda, 22 November 1933.
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 risen to 43 per cent, as opposed to 34 per cent in 1926. In the mining
 industry, traditionally a Russian domain, Ukrainians in 1930 formed 40.4
 per cent of engineers, 49.6 per cent of technicians, and (significantly) 60
 per cent of "trainees" preparing to fill posts in these occupations.53

 The important changes occurred in the working class. As a result of
 the brisk tempo of industrial growth, the working class grew from one
 million in 1926 to 3.1 million by 1939.54 The greatest numerical increases
 occurred during the first Five-Year Plan. Between 1926 and 1932, the
 working class almost doubled in size. Between 1933 and 1939 the working
 class grew by a mere 30 per cent.55 This process was not unique to
 Ukraine - throughout the USSR as a whole the tempo in the increase of
 the working class slowed down during the second Five-Year Plan as more
 emphasis was placed on raising labour productivity, the mastery of new
 technology, etc.56 Thus, the overwhelming majority of new workers
 appeared in Ukraine during the period of "Ukrainization," that is, before
 1933.

 How was the national composition of the working class affected by
 this influx of new labour? Fortunately we have the work of S.L.
 Seniavskii and V.B. Tel'pukhovskii, whose book gives the only published
 data on the national composition of the Soviet Ukrainian working class
 in the light of the 1939 census. To compare their data with the 1926
 census, one must omit certain occupational categories included within the
 concept "worker" in 1926, namely those working in certain non-material
 production spheres (e.g., workers in trade, commerce). In 1926, out of a
 total of 669,090 workers thus defined, 47.6 per cent were Ukrainian. In
 1939, this figure was 65.8 per cent.57 This represents an increase of 18.2
 per cent over a thirteen year period. Other sources suggest that the major
 increase in the weight of Ukrainians within the working class occurred by
 the end of the first Five-Year Plan. S. Dimanstein wrote that in 1932, 60
 per cent of the working class was Ukrainian by nationality.58 In 1935,
 according to an official report, 62.1 percent of workers were Ukrainian.59
 As a result of the social transformations, Ukrainians emerged as a
 majority of this crucial sector of the population.

 53. Pravda, 8 June 1930.

 54. Perepis 1926, vol. XXVIII, table I; S.L. Seniavskii and V.B. Tel'pukhovskii,
 Rabochi klass SSSR (1938-1965) (Moscow, 1971), p. 333.

 55. M. Garin, "Na rubezhe dvukh piateletok," Revoliutsiia i natsional'nosti, 1933, no.
 1, p. 14; Nesterenko, III, 167.

 56. Y.S. Borisova, L.S. Gaponenko, A.I. Kotelents, V.S. Lelchuk, Outline History of
 the Soviet Working Class (Moscow, 1971), p. 174.

 57. Seniavskii and Tel'pukhovskii, p. 333.
 58. S. Dimanstein, "K IX s"ezdu profsoiuzov," Revoliutsiia i natsional'nosti, 1932 no

 4, p. 9.

 59. Revoliutsiia i natsional'nosti, 1937, no. 11, p. 79.
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 Hitherto, changes within the national composition of the working
 class as a whole have been considered. How were specific sectors of the
 working class affected by the influx of new Ukrainian workers? Did
 Ukrainians enter the strategic centres of the industrial labour force, or
 did they remain in the lower paid, less important occupations? Scattered
 evidence suggests that Ukrainians did indeed register impressive gains in
 the economically decisive sectors of the industrial work force. Among
 industrial workers, Ukrainians increased from 41 per cent of the total in
 1926, to 53 per cent in 1932.60 Unfortunately, there are no data on the
 share of Ukrainians in the industrial working class after 1932. What
 seems to have occurred is that the influx of Ukrainians was greatest in the
 new industries. In an older industry such as coal, the weight of
 Ukrainians among miners stood at just 46 per cent of the total in 1933.61
 But in the metallurgical industry, they grew from 45 per cent of the total
 number of workers in 1929,62 to 70 per cent in 1937.63 Similarly in the
 chemical industry, the weight of Ukrainians rose from 51 per cent in 1931
 to 75 per cent in 1937.64

 The working class in Ukraine had been traditionally either Russian or
 Russified Ukrainian. Earlier data showed that the overwhelming majority
 of workers neither spoke, read nor wrote Ukrainian, and the industrial
 proletariat in particular inhabited a Russian cultural universe. In 1928,
 for example, in the fifty libraries operated by the miners' union in the
 Stalino okrug, Ukrainian books represented less than 8 per cent of the
 total number held; in the Dnipropetrovsk okrug, 9 per cent of the books
 in the metallurgical union's libraries were Ukrainian-language publica-
 tions.65 There is little information on how the influx of new Ukrainian

 workers changed this picture. But one statistic released at the Eleventh
 Congress of the CPU showed that considerable progress in the Ukrainiza-
 tion of the working class had been achieved. Between 1927 and 1930 the
 number of metallurgists who spoke Ukrainian grew from 18 per cent to
 42 per cent of the total, and those who knew how to write Ukrainian
 increased from 14 to 35 per cent.66 By 1931, according to Skrypnyk, the
 portion of metallurgists who spoke Ukrainian had risen to 76 per cent of
 the total.67 Skrypnyk attributed this growth both to the influx of new
 labour and to the policy of the "Ukrainization" of the trade-union

 60. Kosior, Chervonyi shliakh, 1933, nos. 8-9, p. 210.
 61. Ibid.

 62. Istoriia robitnychoho klasu Ukrains'koi RSR, 2 vols. (Kiev, 1967), II, 172.
 63. Torzhestvo lenins'koi natsional'noi polityky na Ukraini (Kiev, 1967), p. 429.
 64. Kosior, Chervonyi shliakh, 1933, nos. 8-9, p. 210; Torzhestvo, p. 429.
 65. Kul'turne budivnytsvo, I, 424.
 66. KPU v rezoliutsiakh, I, 661.

 67. Skrypnyk, Statti, p. 261.
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 structure and the working class initiated in 1927.68
 The working class began to change not only its national composi-

 tion, but also increasingly its cultural orientation. Ukrainian language
 and culture now penetrated milieux from which it had been traditionally
 excluded. Kosior noted in 1930, "We witness a massive growth of
 interest of the working class in Ukrainian literature and Ukrainian books.
 This is the most significant and the most important indicator of our
 progress."69 The fascinating encounter between the Ukrainian Vaplite
 group of writers and Donbas and Dnipropetrovsk workers in 1929 was
 an example of this new interest in Ukrainian cultural production.70
 The mass circulation Ukrainian magazine Massovyk, founded in 1929
 in the heart of the Russified working class, the Donbas, noted that, much
 to the editor's surprise, its three-month campaign to popularize Ukrain-
 ian culture had found resonance "in each and every enterprise in the
 Donbas."71 A. Khvylia provides many graphic reports of the growing
 popularity of and attraction to Ukrainian culture in the industrial regions
 of the Donbas. He quotes D. Leikin, a worker from Stalino (Donets'k),
 who made the following observation:

 In the past few years we have listened to hundreds of lecturers on
 different themes. All of them spoke in Russian. But recently, we hear
 many shouts of 'Speak in Ukrainian.' There exists a solid basis for these
 cries. Out of a thousand workers in our factory, well over half are either
 Ukrainian or speak Ukrainian. Therefore, the pull toward Ukrainian
 culture is quite widespread.72

 Prior to the abandonment of Ukrainization policies by the party in 1933,
 the working class of the republic was increasingly using the Ukrainian
 langa uge. The most graphic illustration of this was the fact that by early
 1933, 88 per cent of all factory newspapers were published in the
 Ukrainian language, double the figure for 1928. 73 Moreover, with the
 Ukrainization of the schools, a new generation of Ukrainian-speaking
 proletarians was growing. In Russified Kharkiv, according to one official
 party report, over 50 per cent of "proletarian youth" were enrolled in
 Ukrainian-language schools in 1928. 74 (Three-quarters of the adult work
 force in that city could not speak Ukrainian.75)

 68. See KuV turne budivnytsvo, I, 350-51.

 69. S.V. Kosior, Vybrani statti i promovy (Kiev, 1962), p. 270.
 70. Yurij Lutskyj (ed.), Vaplitians'kyi zbirnyk (Toronto, 1977), pp. 63-68.
 71. Partiinoe stroitel 'stvo , 1930, no. 6, p. 60.

 72. A. Khvylia, Do rozviazannia natsionaV noho pytannia na Ukraini (Kharkiv, 1930),
 pp. 110-11.

 73. Kosior, Chervonyi shliakh, 1933, nos. 8-9, p. 211.
 74. "Doklady mestnykh organizatsii v TsK: V Kharkovskoi organizatsii," Kommun-

 isticheskaia revoliutsiia, 1928, nos. 11-12, p. 115.
 75. Ibid., p. 108.
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 Karl Deutsch has noted that if the rate of social mobilization

 outruns that of assimilation, the effect may be to exacerbate ethnic
 tensions.76 The rate of social mobilization of Ukrainians in the early years
 of industrialization was rapid, and the data on the dramatic increase in the
 number of Ukrainian readers (and writers) suggest that the processes of
 assimilation could not keep pace with those of social mobilization.
 Deutsch has suggested that as a result of rapid mobilization, with
 increasing education and exposure to mass communication in their native
 language, members of each nationality become more aware of their dif-
 ferences from other groups and of their affinities with persons of kindred
 language or heritage. The trends in the early period of industrialization
 indicate that the Ukrainization of the working class and the urban centres
 was acquiring momentum just at the time when the party decided to
 abandon and reverse its stand on Ukrainization policies. Did the
 successes registered in the process of the Ukrainization of the working
 class, for example, alarm central party authorities?

 A little-known and short-lived debate between S. Dimanstein and

 Stalin on ethno-cultural processes among the non-Russian nations in
 the early period of industrialization is of great interest here. Dimanstein
 argued that the influx of the indigenous population into the towns under
 industrialization, in the context of a policy of not only tolerating but also
 promoting indigenous cultural development, gave Ukrainian culture an
 historically unprecedented opportunity for development. Having an
 urban base denied it in the past, with resources of the state backing
 Ukrainian culture, and a wider public than ever before as a result of
 the liquidation of illiteracy and progress in education, this culture and
 language would not only flourish, but "also increasingly differentiate
 itself" from the culture of other nations, in particular the Russian.
 Dimanstein noted that the language of the "contemporary Ukrainian
 writers" has evolved to such a stage as to be incomprehensible for "those
 of us who know the Ukrainian language only on the basis of the
 Russian."77 He predicted that this development would unleash centri-
 fugal forces.78 Stalin retorted that Dimanstein was wrong. The promotion
 of languages and cultures in the context of industrialization did not
 necessarily entail a growing differentiation of these cultures because the
 content of culture would be controlled.79 "Bolshevik Ukrainization" was

 the new slogan. But inasmuch as the same article denouncing Diman-
 stein's hypothesis ended with a strong call for the struggle against local

 76. Deutsch, pp. 99-100.
 77. S. Dimanstein, "Problemy natsional'noi kul'tury i kul'turnogo stroitel'stva v

 natsional'nykh respublikakh," Vestnik kommunisticheskoi akademii, XXXI (1929), 122.
 78. Ibid., pp. 119, 121-46.
 79. "Za pravil'nuiu natsional'nuiu politiku partii," Kommuni Stiche skaia revoliutsiia,

 1931, no. 4, pp. 72-73.
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 nationalism in Ukraine which was threatening the unity of the USSR,80
 this was, in a manner of speaking, confirmation of Dimanstein's hypo-
 thesis. If Dimanstein's thesis was correct, then this provides some
 rationale for the party's abandonment of Ukrainization policies in the
 second half of the 1930s.81 Of course, other factors such as peasant
 resistance and opposition to grain requisition, etc. also played a role in
 the decision. But the Soviet leadership was forced to consider the
 unsettling possibility that its principal source of strength in Ukraine -
 the urban population and the proletariat - was rapidly becoming pre-
 dominantly Ukrainian rather than Russian, and could move toward a
 more distinctly "national" political posture. Perhaps Ukrainization was
 abandoned because, finally, the party realized that it could succeed.

 80. Ibid., p. 75.
 81. See R.S. Sullivant, Soviet Politics and the Ukraine, 1917-1957 (New York, 1962),

 chapter V, for an account of the abandonment of Ukrainization.

This content downloaded from 155.247.166.234 on Mon, 06 Jun 2016 20:53:12 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms


	Contents
	p. [338]
	p. 339
	p. 340
	p. 341
	p. 342
	p. 343
	p. 344
	p. 345
	p. 346
	p. 347
	p. 348
	p. 349
	p. 350
	p. 351
	p. 352
	p. 353
	p. 354
	p. 355
	p. 356
	p. 357

	Issue Table of Contents
	Canadian Slavonic Papers / Revue Canadienne des Slavistes, Vol. 22, No. 3 (September 1980) pp. 319-450
	Front Matter
	Soviet Responses to Albert Camus, 1956-76 [pp. 319-337]
	The Impact of Industrialization on the Social Structure of Ukraine [pp. 338-357]
	A Closer Look at Narrative Structure in Bulgakov's The Master and Margarita [pp. 358-371]
	The Early Prose of Saltykov-Shchedrin and Dostoevskii: Parallels and Echoes [pp. 372-387]
	A Concurrence of Psychological and Narrative Structures: Anamnesis in Valentin Rasputin's Upstream, Downstream [pp. 388-399]
	On the Phonetic Nature of the Origin of Ukrainian Ikavism [pp. 400-407]
	NOTES AND COMMENTS
	"Iron Talons" in the Igor Tale [pp. 408-410]

	BOOK REVIEWS
	Review: untitled [pp. 411-412]
	Review: untitled [pp. 412-413]
	Review: untitled [pp. 413-414]
	Review: untitled [pp. 415-416]
	Review: untitled [pp. 416-417]
	Review: untitled [pp. 417-418]
	Review: untitled [pp. 418-419]
	Review: untitled [pp. 419-420]
	Review: untitled [pp. 420-421]
	Review: untitled [pp. 421-422]
	Review: untitled [pp. 423-424]
	Review: untitled [pp. 424-425]
	Review: untitled [pp. 425-426]
	Review: untitled [pp. 426-427]
	Review: untitled [pp. 427-429]
	Review: untitled [pp. 429-430]
	Review: untitled [pp. 430-431]
	Review: untitled [pp. 431-432]
	Review: untitled [pp. 432-433]
	Review: untitled [pp. 434-434]
	Review: untitled [pp. 435-436]
	Review: untitled [pp. 436-438]
	Review: untitled [pp. 438-439]
	Review: untitled [pp. 439-440]
	Review: untitled [pp. 440-442]
	Review: untitled [pp. 442-443]
	Review: untitled [pp. 443-444]
	Review: untitled [pp. 445-446]
	Review: untitled [pp. 446-447]

	ABSTRACTS [pp. 448-450]
	Back Matter



