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The problem lay buried, unspoken, for many years in the minds of American women. It was a 
strange stirring, a sense of dissatisfaction, a yearning that women suffered in the middle of the 
twentieth century in the United States. Each suburban wife struggled with it alone. As she made 
the beds, shopped for groceries, matched slipcover material, ate peanut butter sandwiches with 
her children, chauffeured Cub Scouts and Brownies, lay beside her husband at night—she was 
afraid to ask even of herself the silent question—Is this all?" 

For over fifteen years there was no word of this yearning in the millions of words written about 
women, for women, in all the columns, books and articles by experts telling women their role 
was to seek fulfillment as wives and mothers. Over and over women heard in voices of tradition 
and of Freudian sophistication that they could desire no greater destiny than to glory in their own 
femininity. Experts told them how to catch a man and keep him, how to breastfeed children and 
handle their toilet training, how to cope with sibling rivalry and adolescent rebellion; how to buy 
a dishwasher, bake bread, cook gourmet snails, and build a swimming pool with their own hands; 
how to dress, look, and act more feminine and make marriage more exciting; how to keep their 
husbands from dying young and their sons from growing into delinquents. They were taught to 
pity the neurotic, unfeminine, unhappy women who wanted to be poets or physicists or 
presidents. They learned that truly feminine women do not want careers, higher education, 
political rights—the independence and the opportunities that the old-fashioned feminists fought 
for. Some women, in their forties and fifties, still remembered painfully giving up those dreams, 
but more of the younger women no longer thought about them. A thousand expert voices 
applauded their femininity, their adjustment, their new maturity. All they had to do was devote 
their lives from earliest girlhood to finding a husband and bearing children. 

By the end of the nineteen-fifties, the average marriage age of women in America dropped to 20, 
and was still dropping, into the teens. Fourteen million girls were engaged by 17. The proportion 
of women attending college in comparison with men dropping from 47 per cent in 1920 to 35 per 
cent in 1958. A century earlier, women had fought for higher education, now girls went to 
college to get a husband. By the mid-fifties, 60 per cent dropped out of college to marry, or 
because they were afraid too much education would be a marriage bar. Colleges built dormitories 
for "married students," but the students were almost always the husbands. A new degree was 
instituted for the wives—"Ph.T." (Putting Husband Through).... 

By the end of the fifties, the United States birthrate was overtaking India's. The birth- control 
movement, renamed Planned Parenthood, was asked to find a method whereby women who had 
been advised that a third or fourth baby would be born dead or defective might have it anyhow. 
Statisticians were especially astounded at the fantastic increase in the number of babies among 
college women. Where once they had two children, now they had four, five, six. Women who 
had once wanted careers were now making careers out of having babies. So rejoiced Life 
magazine in a 1956 paean to the movement of American women back to the home. 



In a New York hospital, a woman had a nervous breakdown when she found she could not 
breastfeed her baby. In other hospitals, women dying of cancer refused a drug which research 
had proved might save their lives: its side effects were said to be unfeminine. "If I have only one 
life, let me live it as a blonde, " a larger-than-life-sized picture of a pretty, vacuous woman 
proclaimed from newspaper, magazine, and drugstore ads. And across America, three out of 
every ten women dyed their hair blonde. They ate a chalk called Metrecal, instead of food, to 
shrink to the size of the thin young models. Department-store buyers reported that American 
women, since 1939, had become three and four sizes smaller. "Women are out to fit the clothes, 
instead of vice-versa," one buyer said. 

Interior decorators were designing kitchens with mosaic murals and original paintings, for 
kitchens were once again the center of women's lives. Home sewing became a million-dollar 
industry. Many women no longer left their homes, except to shop, chauffeur their children, or 
attend a social engagement with their husbands. Girls were growing up in America without ever 
having jobs outside the home. In the late fifties, a sociological phenomenon was suddenly 
remarked: a third of American women now worked, but most were no longer young and very 
few were pursuing careers. They were married women who held part-time jobs, selling or 
secretarial, to put their husbands through school, their sons through college, or to help pay the 
mortgage. Or they were widows supporting families. Fewer and fewer women were entering 
professional work. The shortages in the nursing, social work, and teaching professions caused 
crises in almost every American city. Concerned over the Soviet Union's lead in the space race, 
scientists noted that America's greatest source of unused brain-power was women. But girls 
would not study physics: it was "unfeminine." A girl refused a science fellowship at Johns 
Hopkins to take a job in a real- estate office. All she wanted, she said, was what every other 
American girl wanted—to get married, have four children and live in a nice house in a nice 
suburb. 

The suburban housewife—she was the dream image of the young American women and the 
envy, it was said, of women all over the world. The American housewife—freed by science and 
labor-saving appliances from the drudgery, the dangers of childbirth and the illnesses of her 
grandmother. She was healthy, beautiful, educated, concerned only about her husband, her 
children, her home. She had found true feminine fulfillment. As a housewife and mother, she 
was respected as a full and equal partner to man in his world. She was free to choose 
automobiles, clothes, appliances, supermarkets; she had everything that women ever dreamed of. 

In the fifteen years after World War II, this mystique of feminine fulfillment became the 
cherished and self-perpetuating core of contemporary American culture. Millions of women 
lived their lives in the image of those pretty pictures of the American suburban housewife, 
kissing their husbands goodbye in front of the picture window, depositing their stationwagonsful 
of children at school, and smiling as they ran the new electric waxer over the spotless kitchen 
floor. They baked their own bread, sewed their own and their children's clothes, kept their new 
washing machines and dryers running all day. They changed the sheets on the beds twice a week 
instead of once, took the rug-hooking class in adult education, and pitied their poor frustrated 
mothers, who had dreamed of having a career. Their only dream was to be perfect wives and 



mothers; their highest ambition to have five children and a beautiful house, their only fight to get 
and keep their husbands. They had no thought for the unfeminine problems of the world outside 
the home; they wanted the men to make the major decisions. They gloried in their role as 
women, and wrote proudly on the census blank: "Occupation: housewife."... 

 If the woman had a problem in the 1950's and 1960's, she knew that something must be wrong 
with her marriage, or with herself. Other women were satisfied with their lives, she thought. 
What kind of a woman was she if she did not feel this mysterious fulfillment waxing the kitchen 
floor? She was so ashamed to admit her dissatisfaction that she never knew how many other 
women shared it.... 

But on an April morning in 1959, I heard a mother of four, having coffee with four other mothers 
in a suburban development fifteen miles from New York, say in a tone of quiet desperation, "the 
problem." And the others knew, without words, that she was not talking about a problem with 
her husband, or her children, or her home. Suddenly they realized they all shared the same 
problem, the problem that has no name. They began, hesitantly, to talk about it. Later, after they 
had picked up their children at nursery school and taken them home to nap, two of the women 
cried, in sheer relief, just to know they were not alone. 

Gradually I came to realize that the problem that has no name was shared by countless women in 
America. As a magazine writer I often interviewed women about problems with their children, or 
their marriages, or their houses, or their communities. But after a while I began to recognize the 
telltale signs of this other problem. I saw the same signs in suburban ranch houses and split-
levels on Long Island and in New Jersey and Westchester County; in colonial houses in a small 
Massachusetts town; on patios in Memphis; in surburban and city apartments; in living rooms in 
the Midwest. Sometimes I sensed the problem, not as a reporter, but as a suburban housewife, for 
during this time I was also bringing up my own three children in Rockland County, New York. I 
heard echoes of the problem in college dormitories and semi-private maternity wards, at PTA 
meetings and luncheons of the League of Women Voters, at suburban cocktail parties, in station 
wagons waiting for trains, and in snatches of conversation overheard at Schrafft's. The groping 
words I heard from other women, on quiet afternoons when children were at school or on quiet 
evenings when husbands worked late, I think I understood first as a woman long before I 
understood their larger social and psychological implications. 

Just what was this problem that has no name? What were the words women used when they tried 
to express it? Sometimes a woman would say "I feel empty somehow ... incomplete." Or she 
would say, "I feel as if I don't exist. 

Sometimes she blotted out the feeling with a tranquilizer.... 

It is no longer possible to ignore that voice, to dismiss the desperation of so many American 
women. This is not what being a woman means, no matter what the experts say. For human 
suffering there is a reason; perhaps the reason has not been found because the right questions 
have not been asked, or pressed far enough. I do not accept the answer that there is no problem 
because American women have luxuries that women in other times and lands never dreamed of; 
part of the strange newness of the problem is that it cannot be understood in terms of the age-old 



material problems of man: poverty, sickness, hunger, cold. The women who suffer this problem 
have a hunger that food cannot fill. It persists in women whose husbands are struggling interns 
and law clerks, or prosperous doctors and lawyers; in wives of workers and executives who make 
$5,000 a year or $50,000. It is not caused by lack of material advantages; it may not even be felt 
by women preoccupied with desperate problems of hunger, poverty or illness. And women who 
think it will be solved by more money, a bigger house, a second car, moving to a better suburb, 
often discover it gets worse. 

It is no longer possible today to blame the problem on loss of femininity: to say that education 
and independence and equality with men have made American women unfeminine. I have heard 
so many women try to deny this dissatisfied voice within themselves because it does not fit the 
pretty picture of femininity the experts have given them. I think, in fact, that this is the first clue 
to the mystery: the problem cannot be understood in the generally accepted terms by which 
scientists have studied women, doctors have treated them, counselors have advised them, and 
writers have written about them. Women who suffer this problem, in whom this voice is stirring, 
have lived their whole lives in the pursuit of feminine fulfillment. They are not career women 
(although career women may have other problems); they are women whose greatest ambition has 
been marriage and children. For the oldest of these women, these daughters of the American 
middle class, no other dream was possible. The ones in their forties and fifties who once had 
other dreams gave them up and threw themselves joyously into life as housewives. For the 
youngest, the new wives and mothers, this was the only dream. They are the ones who quit high 
school and college to marry, or marked time in some job in which they had no real interest until 
they married. These women are very "feminine" in the usual sense, and yet they still suffer the 
problem.... 

If I am right, the problem that has no name stirring in the minds of so many American women 
today is not a matter of loss of femininity or too much education, or the demands of domesticity. 
It is far more important than anyone recognizes. It is the key to these other new and old problems 
which have been torturing women and their husbands and children, and puzzling their doctors 
and educators for years. It may well be the key to our future as a nation and a culture. We can no 
longer ignore that voice within women that says: "I want something more than my husband and 
my children and my home." 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Nixon's Vietnamization Speech (Excerpts) 

 

. . . Tonight I want to talk to you on a subject of deep concern to all Americans and to many 
people in all parts of the world - the war in Vietnam. 

I believe that one of the reasons for the deep division about Vietnam is that many Americans 
have lost confidence in what their Government has told them about our policy. The American 
people cannot and should not be asked to support a policy which involves the overriding issues 
of war and peace unless they know the truth about that policy . . . . 

In January I could only conclude that the precipitate withdrawal of American forces from 
Vietnam would be a disaster not only for South Vietnam but for the United States and for the 
cause of peace. 

For the South Vietnamese, our precipitate withdrawal would inevitably allow the Communists to 
repeat the massacres which followed their takeover in the North fifteen years before. . . . 

For the United States, this first defeat in our nation's history would result in a collapse of 
confidence in American leadership not only in Asia but throughout the world. 

Three American Presidents have recognized the great stakes involved in Vietnam and understood 
what had to be done. . . . 

For the future of peace, precipitate withdrawal would thus be a disaster of immense magnitude. 

- A nation cannot remain great if it betrays its allies and lets down its friends. 

- Our defeat and humiliation in South Vietnam without question would promote recklessness in 
the councils of those great powers who have not yet abandoned their goals of world conquest. 

- This would spark violence wherever our commitments help maintain the peace - in the Middle 
East, in Berlin, eventually even in the Western Hemisphere. 

Ultimately, this would cost more lives. It would not bring peace; it would bring more war. 

For these reasons I rejected the recommendation that I should end the war by immediately 
withdrawing all our forces. I chose instead to change American policy on both the negotiating 
front and the battlefront. 

In order to end a war fought on many fronts, I initiated a pursuit for peace on many fronts. 

In a television speech on May 14, in a speech before the United Nations, and on a number of 
other occasions, I set forth our peace proposals in great detail. 

- We have offered the complete withdrawal of all outside forces within one year. 

- We have proposed a cease-fire under international supervision. 



- We have offered free elections under international supervision, with the Communists 
participating in the organization and conduct of the elections as an organized political force. The 
Saigon Government has pledged to accept the result of the elections. 

My fellow Americans, I am sure you can recognize from what I have said that we really only 
have two choices open to us if we want to end this war: 

- I can order an immediate, precipitate withdrawal of all Americans from Vietnam without regard 
to the effects of that action. 

- Or we can persist in our search for a just peace, through a negotiated settlement if possible or 
through continued implementation of our plan for Vietnamization if necessary - a plan in which 
we will withdraw all of our forces from Vietnam on a schedule in accordance with our program, 
as the South Vietnamese become strong enough to defend their own freedom. 

I have chosen this second course. It is not the easy way. It is the right way. It is a plan which will 
end the war and serve the cause of peace, not just in Vietnam, but in the Pacific and in the world. 

In speaking of the consequences of a precipitate withdrawal, I mentioned that our allies would 
lose confidence in America. 

Far more dangerous, we would lose confidence in ourselves. Oh, the immediate reaction would 
be a sense of relief that our men were coming home. But as we saw the consequences of what we 
had done, inevitable remorse and divisive recrimination would scar our spirit as a people. 

We have faced other crises in our history and have become stronger by rejecting the easy way 
out and taking the right way in meeting our challenges. Our greatness as a nation has been our 
capacity to do what had to be done when we knew our course was right. 

I recognize that some of my fellow citizens disagree with the plan for peace I have chosen. . . . I 
would be untrue to my oath of office if I allowed the policy of this nation to be dictated by the 
minority who hold that point and who try to impose it on the Nation by mounting demonstrations 
in the street. 

For almost two hundred years, the policy of this nation has been made under our Constitution by 
those leaders in the Congress and in the White House elected by all of the people. If a vocal 
minority, however fervent its cause, prevails over reason and the will of the majority, this nation 
has no future as a free society. 

And now I would like to address a word, if I may, to the young people of this nation who are 
particularly concerned - and I understand why they are concerned - about this war. 

I respect your idealism. 

I share your concern for peace. 

I want peace as much as you do. . . . 

I have chosen a plan for peace, I believe it will succeed. 



If it does succeed, what the critics say now won't matter. If it does not succeed, anything I say 
then won't matter. 

Let historians not record that when America was the most powerful nation in the world we 
passed on the other side of the road and allowed the last hopes for peace and freedom of millions 
of people to be suffocated by the forces of totalitarianism. . . . 

 

Ronald Reagan, First Inaugural Address (1981) 

 

These United States are confronted with an economic affliction of great proportions. We suffer 
from the longest and one of the worst sustained inflations in our national history. It distorts our 
economic decisions, penalizes thrift, and crushes the struggling young and the fixed-income 
elderly alike. It threatens to shatter the lives of millions of our people. 

Idle industries have cast workers into unemployment, causing human misery and personal 
indignity. Those who do work are denied a fair return for their labor by a tax system which 
penalizes successful achievement and keeps us from maintaining full productivity. 

But great as our tax burden is, it has not kept pace with public spending. For decades, we have 
piled deficit upon deficit, mortgaging our future and our children's future for the temporary 
convenience of the present. To continue this long trend is to guarantee tremendous social, 
cultural, political, and economic upheavals. 

You and I, as individuals, can, by borrowing, live beyond our means, but for only a limited 
period of time. Why, then, should we think that collectively, as a nation, we are not bound by 
that same limitation? 

We must act today in order to preserve tomorrow. And let there be no misunderstanding - we are 
going to begin to act, beginning today. 

The economic ills we suffer have come upon us over several decades. They will not go away in 
days, weeks, or months, but they will go away. They will go away because we, as Americans, 
have the capacity now, as we have had in the past, to do whatever needs to be done to preserve 
this last and greatest bastion of freedom. 

In this present crisis, government is not the solution to our problem. 

From time to time, we have been tempted to believe that society has become too complex to be 
managed by self-rule, that government by an elite group is superior over government for, by, and 
of the people. But if no one among us is capable of governing himself, then who among us has 
the capacity to govern someone else? All of us together, in and out of government, must bear the 
burden. The solutions we seek must be equitable, with no one group singled out to pay a higher 
price. 



We hear much of special interest groups. Our concern must be for a special interest group that 
has been too long neglected. It knows no sectional boundaries or ethnic and racial divisions, and 
it crosses political party lines. It is made up of men and women who raise our food, patrol our 
streets, man our mines and our factories, teach our children, keep our homes, and heal us when 
we are sick - professionals, industrialists, shopkeepers, clerks, cabbies, and truckdrivers. They 
are, in short, "We the people," this breed called Americans. 

Well, this administration's objective will be a healthy, vigorous, growing economy that provides 
equal opportunity for all Americans, with no barriers born of bigotry or discrimination. Putting 
America back to work means putting all Americans back to work. Ending inflation means 
freeing all Americans from the terror of runaway living costs. All must share in the productive 
work of this "new beginning" and all must share in the bounty of a revived economy. With the 
idealism and fair play which are the core of our system and our strength, we can have a strong 
and prosperous America at peace with itself and the world. 

So, as we begin, let us take inventory. We are a nation that has a government - not the other way 
around. And this makes us special among the nations of the Earth. Our government has no power 
except that granted it by the people. It is time to check and reverse the growth of government 
which shows signs of having grown beyond the consent of the governed. 

It is my intention to curb the size and influence of the Federal establishment and to demand 
recognition of the distinction between the powers granted to the Federal Government and those 
reserved to the States or to the people. All of us need to be reminded that the Federal 
Government did not create the States; the States created the Federal Government. 

Now, so there will be no misunderstanding, it is not my intention to do away with government. It 
is, rather, to make it work - work with us, not over us; to stand by our side, not ride on our back. 
Government can and must provide opportunity, not smother it; foster productivity, not stifle it. 

If we look to the answer as to why, for so many years, we achieved so much, prospered as no 
other people on Earth, it was because here, in this land, we unleashed the energy and individual 
genius of man to a greater extent than has ever been done before. Freedom and the dignity of the 
individual have been more available and assured here than in any other place on Earth. The price 
for this freedom at times has been high, but we have never been unwilling to pay that price. 

It is no coincidence that our present troubles parallel and are proportionate to the intervention 
and intrusion in our lives that result from unnecessary and excessive growth of government. It is 
time for us to realize that we are too great a nation to limit ourselves to small dreams. We are 
not, as some would have us believe, doomed to an inevitable decline. I do not believe in a fate 
that will fall on us no matter what we do. I do believe in a fate that will fall on us if we do 
nothing. So, with all the creative energy at our command, let us begin an era of national renewal. 
Let us renew our determination, our courage, and our strength. And let us renew our faith and 
our hope. 

 

 



Letter to Government Officials from Gulag Prisoners, 1926. 

 

To the Presidium of the Central Executive Committee of the All-Union Communist Party 
(Bolshevik) 

We appeal to you, asking you to pay a minimum of attention to our request. 

We are prisoners who are returning from the Solovetsky concentration camp because of our poor 
health. We went there full of energy and good health, and now we are returning as invalids, 
broken and crippled emotionally and physically. We are asking you to draw your attention to the 
arbitrary use of power and the violence that reign at the Solovetsky concentration camp in Kemi 
and in all sections of the concentration camp. It is difficult for a human being even to imagine 
such terror, tyranny, violence, and lawlessness. When we went there, we could not conceive of 
such a horror, and now we, crippled ourselves, together with several thousands who are still 
there, appeal to the ruling center of the Soviet state to curb the terror that reigns there. As though 
it weren't enough that the Unified State Political Directorate [OGPU] without oversight and due 
process sends workers and peasants there who are by and large innocent (we are not talking 
about criminals who deserve to be punished), the former tsarist penal servitude system in 
comparison to Solovky had 99% more humanity, fairness, and legality. […] 

People die like flies, i.e., they die a slow and painful death; we repeat that all this torment and 
suffering is placed only on the shoulders of the proletariat without money, i.e., on workers who, 
we repeat, were unfortunate to find themselves in the period of hunger and destruction 
accompanying the events of the October Revolution, and who committed crimes only to save 
themselves and their families from death by starvation; they have already borne the punishment 
for these crimes, and the vast majority of them subsequently chose the path of honest labor. Now 
because of their past, for whose crime they have already paid, they are fired from their jobs. Yet, 
the main thing is that the entire weight of this scandalous abuse of power, brute violence, and 
lawlessness that reign at Solovky and other sections of the OGPU concentration camp is placed 
on the shoulders of workers and peasants; others, such as counterrevolutionaries, profiteers and 
so on, have full wallets and have set themselves up and live in clover in the Soviet State, while 
next to them, in the literal meaning of the word, the penniless proletariat dies from hunger, cold, 
and back- breaking 14-16 hour days under the tyranny and lawlessness of inmates who are the 
agents and collaborators of the State Political Directorate [GPU]. 

If you complain or write anything ("Heaven forbid"), they will frame you for an attempted 
escape or for something else, and they will shoot you like a dog. They line us up naked and 
barefoot at 22 degrees below zero and keep us outside for up to an hour. It is difficult to describe 
all the chaos and terror that is going on in Kemi, Solovky, and the other sections of the 
concentrations camp. All annual inspections uncover a lot of abuses. But what they discover in 
comparison to what actually exists is only a part of the horror and abuse of power, which the 
inspection accidently uncovers. (One example is the following fact, one of a thousand, which is 
registered in GPU and for which the guilty have been punished: THEY FORCED THE 
INMATES TO EAT THEIR OWN FECES. "Comrades," if we dare to use this phrase, verify that 



this is a fact from reality, about which, we repeat, OGPU has the official evidence, and judge for 
yourself the full extent of effrontery and humiliation in the supervision by those who want to 
make a career for themselves. […] 

We are sure and we hope that in the All-Union Communist Party there are people, as we have 
been told, who are humane and sympathetic; it is possible, that you might think that it is our 
imagination, but we swear to you all, by everything that is sacred to us, that this is only one small 
part of the nightmarish truth, because it makes no sense to make this up. We repeat, and will 
repeat 100 times, that yes, indeed there are some guilty people, but the majority suffer 
innocently, as is described above. The word law, according to the law of the GPU concentration 
camps, does not exist; what does exist is only the autocratic power of petty tyrants, i.e., 
collaborators, serving time, who have power over life and death. Everything described above is 
the truth and we, ourselves, who are close to the grave after 3 years in Solovky and Kemi and 
other sections, are asking you to improve the pathetic, tortured existence of those who are there 
who languish under the yoke of the OGPU's tyranny, violence, and complete lawlessness… 

To this we subscribe: G. Zheleznov, Vinogradov, F. Belinskii. 

Dec. 14, 1926 

 

Memorandum on the Grain Problem in Ukraine, 1932. 

 

Addendum to the minutes of Politburo [meeting] No. 93. 

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF PEOPLE'S COMMISSARS OF THE UKRAINIAN 
SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC AND OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY (BOLSHEVIK) OF UKRAINE ON BLACKLISTING VILLAGES 
THAT MALICIOUSLY SABOTAGE THE COLLECTION OF GRAIN. 

In view of the shameful collapse of grain collection in the more remote regions of Ukraine, the 
Council of People's Commissars and the Central Committee call upon the oblast executive 
committees and the oblast [party] committees as well as the raion executive committees and the 
raion [party] committees: to break up the sabotage of grain collection, which has been organized 
by kulak and counterrevolutionary elements; to liquidate the resistance of some of the rural 
communists, who in fact have become the leaders of the sabotage; to eliminate the passivity and 
complacency toward the saboteurs, incompatible with being a party member; and to ensure, with 
maximum speed, full and absolute compliance with the plan for grain collection. 

The Council of People's Commissars and the Central Committee resolve: 

To place the following villages on the black list for overt disruption of the grain collection plan 
and for malicious sabotage, organized by kulak and counterrevolutionary elements: 

 



    village of Verbka in Pavlograd raion, Dnepropetrovsk oblast. 

    village of Sviatotroitskoe in Troitsk raion, Odessa oblast. 

    village of Peski in Bashtan raion, Odessa oblast. 

The following measures should be undertaken with respect to these villages : 

    Immediate cessation of delivery of goods, complete suspension of cooperative and state trade 
in the villages, and removal of all available goods from cooperative and state stores. 

    Full prohibition of collective farm trade for both collective farms and collective farmers, and 
for private farmers. 

    Cessation of any sort of credit and demand for early repayment of credit and other financial 
obligations. 

    Investigation and purge of all sorts of foreign and hostile elements from cooperative and state 
institutions, to be carried out by organs of the Workers and Peasants Inspectorate. 

    Investigation and purge of collective farms in these villages, with removal of 
counterrevolutionary elements and organizers of grain collection disruption. 

The Council of People's Commissars and the Central Committee call upon all collective and 
private farmers who are honest and dedicated to Soviet rule to organize all their efforts for a 
merciless struggle against kulaks and their accomplices in order to: defeat in their villages the 
kulak sabotage of grain collection; fulfill honestly and conscientiously their grain collection 
obligations to the Soviet authorities; and strengthen collective farms. 

CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCIL OF PEOPLE'S COMMISSARS OF THE UKRAINIAN 
SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC - V. CHUBAR'. 

SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY 
(BOLSHEVIK) OF UKRAINE - S. KOSIOR. 

6 December 1932. 

 

1988 Report on Anonymous Publications Hostile Towards the Soviet Government 

 

Committee of State Security of the USSR March 21, 1988 No. 458-Ch Moscow 

TO THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE of the CPSU 

Results of the work of the KGB in investigating authors of anonymous materials of a hostile 
nature. 

 



In 1987 the measures implemented in the country for economic perestroika and the broadening 
of democratization and glasnost resulted in a 29.5% reduction in the distribution of anonymous 
materials of an anti-Soviet, nationalistic, and politically injurious content as compared with the 
previous year. However, the number of persons who took part in their preparation and 
distribution (1663) increased by 9.4% because of some growth of cliquish, negative occurrences 
among the youth of the Kazakh SRR and Latvia. 

The number of instances of distributed materials criticizing the international assistance to 
Afghanistan by the USSR declined by 77%, and the number of pro-fascist slogans and symbols 
fell by 24%. 

During the year 44 instances of distribution of anonymous materials containing terrorist 
statements against leaders of the CPSU and the Soviet government, 108 threats of physical 
violence against representatives of the local party, soviet activists, and functionaries, 308 
nationalistic, basically anti-Russian fabrications, and 46 instances of disagreement with the 
measures for perestroika in Soviet society were recorded. 

A significant number of anonymous incidents occurred in Ukraine, Kazakhstan, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Moscow, and Leningrad. 

In 1987, 1,312 authors of pamphlets, letters, and graffiti were identified. Of this number, 33 
persons admitted to statements of a terrorist nature about the leaders of the party and the 
government; and 67, to threats of physical violence against local party and soviet activists and 
functionaries. 

Of the total number of authors investigated, 37.2% are university students and students in 
vocational and trade schools, 18.6% are workers, 16.8% are office workers, 9.5% are retired 
persons, 17.9% are other categories of citizens, including persons serving time in correctional-
labor facilities. 

Among the authors who were identified are 59 members and candidate members in the 
Communist Party and 361 in the Young Communist League. 

Reasons for preparing and distributing anonymous materials are: nationalist sentiments (248 
persons); dissatisfaction with measures taken to strengthen discipline and fight drunkenness and 
alcoholism (187 persons); inadequacies in the food supply to the population and also high prices 
for certain commercial products (43 persons); difficulties with housing and household needs (41 
persons); hooliganism (238 persons); mercenary motives (86 persons); mental illness (86 
persons); illegal actions by some local managers manifested in coarse treatment of subordinates, 
officious treatment of citizens' petitions, violations of ethical behavior, etc. (23 persons). 

The reasons for the preparation and distribution of anonymous materials by the remaining 276 
authors are now being investigated. 

After appropriate review, the majority of the authors under investigation (55.6%) were dealt with 
through measures of a preventive nature, 66 persons were tried pursuant to articles of the general 
Criminal Code of the RSFSR and the criminal codes of other union republics. 



The KGB is implementing measures to prevent and suppress in a timely fashion negative 
incidents connected with the distribution of anonymous materials of hostile content and to 
increase the effectiveness of the effort to identify the authors and distributors of these materials. 

For your information. 

Committee Chairman /s/ V. Chebrikov 




