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Directions: Read the transcript of the “Secret Speech” given by Nikita
Khrushchev in 1956 and answer the thought questions at the end.

Nikita Khrushchev (1894-1971), First Secretary of the Communist Party (1953-1964) and Premier of the Soviet
Union (1958-1964) delivered the following speech to an unofficial, closed session of the Twentieth Party Congress
on February 25, 1956. Although the contents of the speech were held confidential, it was soon leaked to
outsiders. While he was careful to protect the spirit of Lenin, Khrushchev attacked the crimes committed by Stalin
and his closest associates.
We have to consider seriously and analyze correctly [the crimes of the Stalin era] in order that we may
preclude any possibility of a repetition in any form whatever of what took place during the life of Stalin, who
absolutely did not tolerate collegiality in leadership and in work, and who practiced brutal violence, not only
toward everything which opposed him, but also toward that which seemed to his capricious and despotic
character, contrary to his concepts.
Stalin acted not through persuasion, explanation, and patient cooperation with people, but by imposing
his concepts and demanding absolute submission to his opinion. Whoever opposed this concept or tried to
prove his viewpoint, and the correctness of his position, was doomed to removal from the leading collective and
to subsequent moral and physical annihilation. This was especially true during the period following the XVIIth
Party Congress [1934], when many prominent Party leaders and rank-and-file Party workers, honest and
dedicated to the cause of Communism, fell victim to Stalin's despotism. . . .
Stalin originated the concept enemy of the people. This term automatically rendered it unnecessary that
the ideological errors of a man or men engaged in a controversy be proven; this term made possible the usage
of the most cruel repression, violating all norms of revolutionary legality, against anyone who in any way
disagreed with Stalin, against those who were only suspected of hostile intent, against those who had bad
reputations. This concept, enemy of the people, actually eliminated the possibility of any kind of ideological fight
or the making of one’s views known on this or that issue, even those of a practical character. In the main, and in
actuality, the only proof of guilt used, against all norms of current legal science, was the "confession" of the
accused himself; and, as subsequent probing proved, confessions were acquired through physical pressures
against the accused.
This led to the glaring violations of revolutionary legality, and to the fact that many entirely innocent
persons, who in the past had defended the Party line, became victims. . . .
The Commission [of Inquiry] has become acquainted with a large quantity of materials in the NKVD
archive and with other documents and has established many facts pertaining to the fabrication of cases against
Communists, to false accusations, to glaring abuses of socialist legality -- which resulted in the death of innocent
people. It became apparent that many Party, Soviet and economic activists who were branded in 1937-1938 as
enemies were actually never enemies, spies, wreckers, etc., but were always honest Communists; they were
only so stigmatized, and often, no longer able to bear barbaric tortures, they charged themselves with all kinds
of grave and unlikely crimes. . . .
Lenin used severe methods only in the most necessary cases, when the exploiting classes were still in
existence and were vigorously opposing the revolution, when the struggle for survival was decidedly assuming
the sharpest forms, even including a civil war.
Stalin, on the other hand, used extreme methods and mass repression at a time when the revolution
was already victorious, when the Soviet state was strengthened, when the exploiting classes were already
liquidated and Socialist relations were rooted solidly in all phases of national economy, when our Party was
politically consolidated and had strengthened itself both numerically and ideologically. It is clear that here Stalin

showed in a whole series of cases his intolerance, his brutality and his abuse of power. Instead of proving his
political correctness and mobilizing the masses, he often chose the path of repression and physical annihilation,
not only against actual enemies, but also against individuals who had not committed any crimes against the
Party and the Soviet government.
An example of vile provocation, of odious falsification and of criminal violation of revolutionary legality
is the case of the former candidate for the Central Committee Political Bureau, one of the most eminent workers
of the Party and of the Soviet government, Comrade Eikhe, who was a Party member since 1905.
Comrade Eikhe was arrested on April 29, 1938, on the basis of slanderous materials, without the
sanction of the Prosecutor of the USSR, which was finally received 15 months after the arrest.
Investigation of Eikhe's case was made in a manner which most brutally violated Soviet legality and was
accompanied by willfulness and falsification. Eikhe was forced under torture to sign ahead of time a protocol of
his confession prepared by the investigative judge, in which he and several other eminent Party workers were
accused of anti-Soviet activity.
On October 1, 1939, Eikhe sent his declaration to Stalin in which he categorically denied his guilt and
asked for an examination of his case. In the declaration he wrote: "There is no more bitter misery than to sit in
the jail of a government for which I have always fought."
A second declaration of Eikhe has been preserved which he sent to Stalin on October 27, 1939; in it he
cited facts very convincingly and countered the slanderous accusations made against him, arguing that his
provocatory accusation was on the one hand the work of real Trotskyites whose arrests he had sanctioned as
First Secretary of the West Siberian Krai Party Committee and who conspired in order to take revenge upon him,
and, on the other hand, the result of the base falsification of materials by the investigative judges. . . .
It would appear that such an important declaration was worth an examination by the Central
Committee. This, however, was not done and the declaration was transmitted to Beria while the terrible
maltreatment of the Political Bureau candidate, Comrade Eikhe, continued.
On February 2, 1940, Eikhe was brought before the court. Here he did not confess any guilt and said as
follows: “In all the so-called confessions of mine there is not one letter written by me with the exception of my
signatures under the protocols which were forced from me. I have made my confession under pressure from the
investigative judge who from the time of my arrest tormented me. After that I began to write all this
nonsense.... The most important thing for me is to tell the court, the Party and Stalin that I am not guilty. I have
never been guilty of any conspiracy. I will die believing in the truth of Party policy as I have believed in it during
my whole life.”
On February 4 Eikhe was shot.
Congressional Record: Proceedings and Debates of the 84th Congress, 2nd Session (May 22, 1956-June 11,
1956), C11, Part 7 (June 4, 1956)
Thought Questions:
1. Why is Stalin referred to as a despot instead of communist?

2.

What are the abuses of power Khruschev accuses Stalin of?

3.

How was Stalin actually working against the communist party?

4. How was Robert Eikhe used as an example of the abuses of Stalin? Why?

