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A Further Note of Clarification on the
Famine, the Camps and Excess Mortality

STEPHEN G. WHEATCROFT

FORTUNATELY SCHOLARS SELDOM HAVE TO WORRY ABOUT SEEING their unpublished work
extensively cited in the publications of others. There is a convention that you do not
plunder other people’s unpublished conference papers without their consent. Steven
Rosefielde! does not follow such conventions, and his action in this case is particu-
larly annoying because (i) he appears not to understand the material that he is
attempting to use, and (ii) his objective is self-serving mystification. Rosefielde is
clearly attempting to substantiate his former claims concerning the scale of excess
mortality and forced labour, and to cast doubt on the Soviet archival materials that
challenge these views. The one previous claim that Rosefielde is now prepared to
reject concerns the Antonov—Ovseenko figure of 156 million for the 1937 census,
which he now not only rejects but also implicitly denies that he had previously been
its most outspoken champion.

As regards the reliability of the NKVD materials, Rosefielde notes Walter
Laqueur’s criticisms with approval and repeats Laqueur’s claim that the KGB and
military archives remain completely closed, as do most of the NKVD records except
for those ‘suspiciously available’ in GARF. Both of these statements are simply
incorrect, as will be shown below.

While the KGB archives are not totally open, they are certainly not completely
closed. The OGPU materials for the countryside during collectivisation and the
famine are being worked on by Professor Danilov’s group prior to publication in five
volumes, with a summary volume in English for Yale University Press. The materials
on repression, arrests and executions have been made available to the former dissident
Arsenii Roginsky of Memorial, and although it is regrettable that he, unlike Danilov,
has not made these materials available to international scholarly gaze, he is adamant
that his figures correspond to the published series. We also have regional OGPU
materials that correspond to these series.

Secondly, while the nature of the split of NKVD materials between GARF and
TsAFSB is curious, it cannot be described as suspicious in the terms that Rosefielde
and Laqueur want to imply. The division of NKVD materials was apparently decided
in 1960 when the functions of the MVD were greatly reduced. The labour camps and
places of special exile were taken out of its jurisdiction, and so it was quite natural
that the files for these matters would be taken from the KGB and placed in the secret
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