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To whom shall we tell what happened

on earth, for whom shall we place everywhere
huge mirrors, and hope they may reflect
something that will not fade away?

Czeslaw MiloszAnnalena

For many years GULA&ghistory coincided with the memory of
survivors. It was only in the last sixteen yeahsttis after 1992, with the
opening of the former Soviet archives, that thestfidocumentary
collectiond appeared, and historians — both Russian and nesid&u—
beginned to reflect on a fundamental chapter ofSb@et Union’s history,
unexplored until that time. The access to the demiary material has
allowed a first reconstruction of GULag's originadaof its evolution
between the Thirties and the first Fiftees, in tieta with the power
demands of the stalinist leadership and changdsnaihe economic and
political system in the USSR. Even today, howevke, historiographic
debate is still limited.

The system of forced labour camps, commonly kneasnGULag,
was officially born on July 11, 1929, that is a fewonths after Stalin’s
victory over the party internal oppositions. Thatydthe Sovnarkom of
USSR approved a resolution “On the employmenpo$oners work”. By
this document, Ogpu was assigned the task to etbar project for the
creation of forced labour camps for the exploitatiof prisoners’
manpower. The victory of socialism in one courdnd the consequent
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launching of forced industrialization and collecation of agriculturg
urgently required the recruitment of manpower taraesferred mainly to
the most distant and far-off places of the countryprder to exploit their
raw materials and build industries and communicatioads. In a few
months, the Ogpu elaborated a project that providedhe creation of
approximately 100 camps in the remotest and debedgions of Urss.
With that resolution and with that project was btira soviet concentration
system, commonly known as GULag. These events takreg place in a
situation of increasing resort to the terror otesthat had marked the new
regime since the years of the bolshevik revoldtidie instruments by
which the terror of state operated were mainlyeghtbe GULag, the mass
deportations amounting at approximately six millpgople (among these,
particularly bloody were that against the kulakisjth the forced
collectivization of 1930-1931, and that against thational minorities
during World War 11}, and the summary shootings that mainly
characterized the years of Great Terror when,hestveen July 1937 and
August 1938 approximately 700.000 persons were wgdc Since the
Twenties, the regime had labelled as dangeroupé¢ople who, due to
their social class or to their relations abroadjl@¢orepresent a sort of
internal “fifth column®. However, especially after Hitler got to power and
the international situation changed, the genemlizgspicion against the
“people enemies” and the xenophobia that in a motess subtle way had
always characterized the regime, did burst outewity. After 1933, in a
constant crescendo, the persecution of state becaore and more
organized and between 1937 and 1938 reached le¥elsnprecedented
violence.
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Among these three instruments of repression, tHea@ was surely
the most incisive for number of individuals affettextension, complexity,
influence over the whole civil society. To such dEgthat the reality
outside the camps (defined as “malen’kaia zonathallszone) at that time
was not indicated by the term of “free” world, vather by the expression
“bol’shaia zona” (large zone), as though the cotregion system were the
very life essence of the whole country. Actuallywias from those first
camps “born” on July 11, 1929, that between thatiBs and the Fiftees
originated a very complex structure based on distypologies of camps:
the “camps of re-education through work” I3iL (Ispravitel’'no-trudovye
lageria). Due to their economic function, these camps watmlly created
in the more peripheral regions of the country, Edr on, starting by the
end of 1931, also in the more central areas andarsuburbs of the large
cities. The ITL were populated by political priseceecommon prisoners
and criminals who, being condemned to at leasetlygars inprisonment,
were sent to camps far from the place where thesdlibefore arrest.
Beside ITL, another project was launched, concerrigettlements of re-
education through work” or ITKIspravitel'no-trudovye kolonii) At the
beginning, these settlements were opened withrtest to lodge kulakis
deported in the years of collectivization, with w#tes of less than three
years. In this case, the prisoners were serving tinge in the same region
where they used to live and they were employedamming or in small
local industries. After 1929, the “special settlense for peasants” or
“spetsposiolki’were also created. Here, together with peasants)bees
of national minorities were also deported, espbcafter 1935 and during
the years of World War |l. These were common rgeitlements, that is
villages of small and medium sizes, where prisoremsd with their
families, were subject to hard labour and couldengo away. Most of the
specposiolkiwere located in distant regions of Siberia and Khgtan, and
many prisoners were dying due to the unbearabléitons of life and
work.

During the Thirties, the camps became one of theddmental
structures of the soviet economic system. As N.dilkhand A. Roginsky
wrote in “Sistema ispravitel'no trudovykh lagereB8SR” (a fundamental
work for the reconstruction of camps geography,rtieperation, their
reorganization in the course of the years, the rmund§ detainees, the
guality and production level attained), the firabqps were born after 1929
with the intent to colonize the deserted regionthefNorth and Siberia, of
Kazakhstan and Kolyma, at the same time withstanthieir maintenance.
In the following months, new locations for the ctastion of camps were
found also near the towns and the country’s prodoctentres. For
example, two camps were opened near Moscow anchgped (Svir'lag
and Temlag) devoted to the production of timbesupply the two cities.



Having acknowledged their real economic potentibg stalinist
leadership soon decided to exploit the camps ferabnstruction of big
fluvial canals, railways and roads, and also fer phoduction of goods for
exportation (among these, the timber produced wers¢ camps, such as
the Dal'ne-Vostochnyi ITL (Dal'lag) in the Khabarsk area in Far East
and the Sibirskyi ITL (Siblag) nearby Novosibirskat in those years was
the most important product of Soviet Union for tfoegeign markets).
Meanwhile, the first railway constructions were gptfor the transport of
materials needed for work in the ore bodies andid@ils, for the creation
of kombinat(that is, of the big industrial parks) and thengjgort of their
products. In 1931, the Ukhto-Pechora ITL was opanedomi Republic,
to exploit the region’s oil, gas and coal. Duehe tichness of that area, in
a short time a big concentration area was develdpelliding five oil and
gas fields, four coal mines, five transit campsg fisovkhozy and two
villages for spestposelent§yThat same year, Jagoda, head of the Soviet
political police started the construction of Dalst another big
concentration area for the industrial developmenthe whole Kolyma
region, that would become the fundamental fieldtifie mining of gold and
other minerals along the homonymous river. The ttaoson of internal
communication roads was started, in order to tramsdl these products up
to the port of Magadan, the ill-famed destinationthousands of prisoners
who were then transferred to the camps of Kolynggore To get an idea
of the dimensions, in 1931 Dal'stroi controlled eritory of 3 million
square kilometres.

In 1930, was started the construction of the caeéiveen the White
Sea and the Baltic Sea, a tremendous undertakimghich thousands of
prisoners had to work under unbearable conditiors \with death rates
that, like those reached in the Kolyma, were amtrey highest of the
whole concentration system. In 1932, when the wakded (the canal,
however, was never utilized, as it was not deeugindo allow the transit
of merchant ships) the construction of another lcaas started. It was the
Moscow-Volga canal, that was to be completed only years later.

Between 1935 and 1937, the number of campsasert as well as
their productivity level, in spite of the many disfttions of the system. On
the other hand, the resort to more elaborate faterror, was the cause
of an increased number of prisoners, that pratyickubled in the years
before World War Il. A determining factor, in thégnse, was the Nkvd
00477 decree of July 1937, by which the Great Tdreml its official start
and which provided for the “operations of repressaf former kulaks,
criminals and any other anti-soviet elements”, witle addition, a few
weeks later, of the various nationalities livimgthe USSR, and also the

! N.G. Okhotin, A.B. RoginskySistemagit., p. 498.



wives and sons of the “traitors of the country”. A reabject for the purge
of the whole Soviet society, including national orities and foreign
communities, that was brought to an end only aftee year of arrests,
condemnations and indiscriminate executions.

Besides the short and dramatic parenthesis oft Gexeor, when the
main function of camps seemed to be that of a mpdaee of political
isolation for the regime opponents, the camps diwknlose their character
of forced production units. Beriia’s arrival at thead of Nkvd, in the place
of Ezhov who had been arrested in 1938 and theoute@, marked the
beginning of a new development of the forced lab®te new Minister of
the Interior aimed at a rationalization of the casgptem, being aware that
Nkvd was charged with more and more ambitious ecungrojects for
which they did not have the economic resources thertechnical and
skilled personnel. Thus, in order to increase th#&y’'s production level
(during years 1936-1938 it had gone down by 13% thuthe sudden
increase of prisoners and the consequent uncadraficrease of the
number of camps where in some cases the numbernsainprs was ten
times higher than their capacity) he adopted afseteasures to strengthen
the internal discipline (increase of the productrmrms, abolition of the
early release for good conduct, immediate execufien production
saboteurs).

With the Great Terror and then with Beriia’s aativbetween 1936
and 1939, the prisoners’ life conditions greatlyrsemed, and the war
outbreak certainly did not improve the situatiomeTprisoners’ life level
that was already miserable became even worse gtith date increased (in
1942, it reached the 17,5¥%gnd the camp productivity level went down.

Between 1939 and 1945, the system structure aldmstot change:
the existing ITL, ITK and spetsposiolki camps con&d operative (except
those evacuated from the regions occupied by Gesrafter June 1941).
To support the system, the regime created the Cabarmies and
battalions” charged with the task of specific wodésmilitary importance
and including both “convicts” and “internees” caresied fit to heavy work.
On the other hand, the social aspect of the caopulption changed
deeply in those years. In fact, from October 1986,Soviet repression hit
the populations of Ukraine and Western Bielorugsiken away from
Poland in accordance with the Ribbentropp-Molotogaty, later followed
by the deportations of Polands, Lithuanians, Estdms and Latvians.
Mostly all these prisoners were confined in Kazgékhsin Komi Republic

8 Uznitsy ALZhIRa. Spisok zhenshchin-zakliuchennyhofnskogo i drugikh otdelenii Karlag,
Moskva, Zven'ia, 2003.
o The death rate between 1934 and 1937 ranged &etare yearly 2.5 and 5%. In 1938, it went

up to 10%. In the following two years, it then rbad the level of 17.5%, in 1942. According to V.N.
Zemskov, between 1942 and 1943 only, half millisisgners died due to hunger and diseaSesag, in
“Sociologicheskie issledovaniia”, n.6, 1991, pp-151



and in Siberia, but many were sent to work in tlaedhlabour camps.
Meanwhile, the repression was strongly resumed ialtbe Soviet Union

when, after the summer of 1940, Stalin decided dopa new punitive

measures in order to increase the industry prodtictand prepare the
country for the war. In this case, the repressiamiy hit a social category,
that of workers, as this was considered the mosfulisind profitable for

the camps work. After the German attack, alsoedattte arrests of Soviet
citizens native of countries at war with the Sovigthion (Germans,

Finnics, Rumanians and Italians). While this newcdéol manpower was
pouring in the camps, other prisoners were leathegn, when considered
guilty of minor crimes, to be sent to reinforce thaks of the Red Army at
the battle front. Between 1941 and 1944, 1.800.&06sts were carried
out, and 2.900.000 was the number of deteneest@dahe front, died or

releasetf.

After 1944, the camps were filled again with wheldanic groups
proceeding from territories occupied by the Red yAramd later turned
Soviet by the peace treaties, thousands of Sowidiess and civilians who
had been taken prisoners by Germans, officers alaiess of the Russian
Liberation Army, and collaborationists in the ocmg territories.
Immediately after the war end, new repressive lagainst the Soviet
society were issued. The population’s hopes fmoadning of the internal
tension were deceived soon. To face the famingjcplarly severe in
central Russia, lower Volga, Moldavia and Ukrainel946, which caused
the death of approximately 2 million people andedses and sufferings
due to malnutrition for more 169 between 1946 and June 1947, a series
of decrees were issued for the “defence of theatermef state”: in brief,
they provided for a penalty from five to twentyfiyears of hard labour for
anybody attempting on the property of the statd @mnthe kolkhozy, and
from two to three years of penal settlement forbaay who, being aware
of these crimes, did not denounce thermiccording to Zemkov’'s data,
between 1946 and 1952, 1.300.000 people were smatea the basis of
these decrees, 75% of them to penalties of morefiha years of ITE,

The consequences of the war over GULag were atintoay: in
fact, on one side, it brought a power strengthemhthe Commission of
Interior Affairs, with the availability of more maower; on the other side,
it involved the disclosure of the extreme econome@akness of the camps
system. Such a weakness became more intense po#itevar years: the
camp network was enlarged after 1946, but Nkvdmsgauld never reach

10 A.l. Kokurin, N.V. PetrovRossija XX Velgit., pp. 441-442.

1 V.F. Zima, Golod v SSSR: 1946-1947 godov: Proiskhozhdeniesliegstviia, Moskva, 1996,
p.11.
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the production quotas they were assigned. The al'dor example, in
1947, was no more able to realize the plans anidi coine only the 58.8%
of the expected quantity of gdfdIn 1951, none of the great industrial
parks managed by the Ministry of the Interior wddeato keep the
productive plans. Such economic weakness was dseveral causes, both
of a socio-economic character and of a more sociibigal nature: the very
bad physical conditions of prisoners (only in 1947the food rations went
back to the pre-war level); the increased percentagthe ITL and ITK, of
women who were less fit for hard work and for theavy shifts usually
imposed on prisoners; the government failure teestvin the industrial
plants, infrastructures and transport to and frova ¢amps since, in the
stalinian leadership viewpoint, the system hadedoviable; the social and
national change of the camp population, a changé determined an
increase of indiscipline and a growing number dig@ance cases within
the camps. In fact, the presence of the new “peasoof war”, who often
solidarized being members of the same national ggrbad a disruptive
effect on the structure and the productivity of theviet concentration
system, especially after the creation, beginniognfiFebruary 1948, of 12
new “special camps” for political prisoners, thesbbye lageriia’, where
they gathered the political detenees found guiftycounter-revolutionary
crimes”. On one side, the creation of these newcsires withdrew a
considerable quantity of manpower from ordinary #Tlon the other side,
it facilitated the organization of rebellions whicit times took the
dimension of real mass insurrections of prisonéfee episodes of
symbolic resistance, both economic and politicdlecame more frequent
especially, at the beginning of the Fiftees, with very violent rebellions
in Gorlag, Rechlag and Steplag, It was only aft&lii$s death that the
new leadership gave the prisoners a hearing. ©bisplace in a context of
overall reflection on the economic value and paditiconvenience of the
camps system. On March 25, 1953, the constructioa eeries of big
plants was stopped. Two days later, on March 27 ammesty decree
brought about the liberation of more than one omllprisoners. In 1953
alone, the number of operastive camps went dowalimpst half. After
the XX Congress of Pcus and Khrushchev’'s famousdpen October 25,
1956, a resolution of the Central Committee of Pang of the Council of
Ministers of USSR, defined as “inopportune thelfar existence of ITL".
A real historical vision of the GULag, and moreganeral of the
Soviet past has never existed in USSR. Only theiaffvision imposed by
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In the camps were left the prisoners sentenceddmmon crimes (that is, those sentenced on
the basis of one of the many repressive laws oftheet state, such as, for instance, a simpleydatia
work) and the criminals in the strict sense, whpged, however, a special treatment and did nokwor

16 On these aspects, see the fundamental volume. I§r&eri,Resistenza nel Gulag. Un capitolo
inedito della destalinizzazione in Unione SovietiBaveria Mannelli, Rubbettino, 2003.



the regime existed, a vision of an epic charaeted, the clandestine vision
of a literary-memorialistic character. This is or# the dramatic
inheritances of the stalinist era. If a writer veasisidered, as Stalin himself
affirmed, an engineer of souls, an historian cauidly be considered an
architect whose task was to take part in the coostm of the system
foundations through the legitimation of the mytheated by ideologdy.
This process, started in the Thirties, was stegdédthough with different
features, even in the years following the deathtled great tyrant.
Obviously, none of the Soviet élites that succeedgubwer after 1953 was
interested in promoting a free historical comparisa the events of a past
identified by one of the most devastating expemsnaf Russian society,
that of terror of state and of stalinian repressiorHistory had to stay
cautiously confined in the artful world of ideolagy

If in the course of the long twenty four yearsstdlinian tyranny the
memory had been strictly banned, something begainaoge after 1953,
when the State, between the end of Fifties andodggnning of Sixties,
granted for the first time a limited space to thblgation and distribution
of the first memorial works on Terror and GUL&dror the Soviet society,
this has been one of the most important effectstlod “destalinization”
(otherwise quite ephemeral) fostered by Khrushcl&tarting from 1953,
the progressive dismantlement of the concentraystem, the first law for
the rehabilitation of the victims of repression1856, the possibility for
some deported population to return to their honhed, many people to
break the silence and to tell their personal amiljastory. The stalinian
terror was then the first ground of the Sovietdristl memory. Officially,
however, the “forbidden memory” of the previous ngewas replaced by
another one: “untruthful”. The Khrushchev regimenatted the possibility
to reckon with the past. However, as written by ehis Roginsky, now
director of the Memorial Association in Moscow:

the one and only idea that was to get the “greght’liwas: the terror
did exist, but was due to one individual, Stalinowhade use of it to
strike the best elements of the communist partye Tdrror was
aimed at the Party. For anyone a little acquaimtgid the history of

1 On the myths created by soviet history, see @&tt®i Il radioso avvenire. Mitologie culturali

sovietiche Einaudi, Torino, 2001.

18 In more recent years, many works have been fhddisn Russia and abroad, on the history of
stalinism, terror of state and GULag. Among thegmublished in Italy or translated into Italian — we
remember: A. ApplebaunGulag. Storia dei campi di concentramento sovigfidilano, Mondadori,
2004; 1.V. Clevnjuk Storia del Gulag. Dalla collettivizzazione al Grandierrore Torino, Einaudi, 2006;
M. Craveri, Resistenza nel Gulagoveria Mannelli, Rubbettino, 2003; E. Dundovich, Gori, E.
Guercetti, Reflections on the Gulag. With a Documentary Appemh the Italian Victims of the
Repression in the USSHnnali della Fondazione Giangiacomo Feltrinellindo XXXVII, Feltrinelli,
Milano, 2003, now also in the Italian editidBulag. Storia e Memorigreltrinelli, Milano, 2004.

19 See E. Kaplan, “Aspetti e problemi della bibliafim del Gulag”, in E. Dundovich, F. Gori, E.
GuercettiGulag. Storia e Memoriecit. pp. 279-305.



soviet repressions, evidently this is a falsehddee power had tried
to rewrite history and to replace the absence ohamg with a false
memory. Afterwards, even this false memory wasittterf’.

In fact, Khruscev’'s contradictory liberalism gothaxisted in a short
period of time, and things did not improve with th&inforcement of
neostalinist trends following Brezhnev’'s nominatidfter Stalin’s death in
March 1953, Soviet intellectuals were animated bgntadictory
sentiment$’. One of the most remarkable effects of the “thaves the
appearance of a novel that was considered absplboézktical for those
years, Doctor Zhivago. Discontent did not delagpoead over other social
classes. On July 1958, in Moscow, on the occasioth® unveiling of
Maiakovsky monument, after the official ceremonyngoyoung people had
stayed there to exchange their opinions and to tfe@id writings, and had
decided to repeat those meetings almost every myeAlthough the police
did soon intervene to stop the initiative, it hageb an important evidence
of the new climate that was spreading across thatop In fact, in 1960,
another small group of twenty-years-old studerasl, &igreed to resume the
readings under the monument. Among these studéete twere Yurii
Galanskov, Vladimir Bukovsky and Aleksandr Ginzhufdat event had
attracted a great number of people, especially gouithat had been the
first act of group civil disobedience, that is tysthe beginning of dissent
in the strict sense of the word.

The change was pushed forward mainly in the liferamlieu.
However, it also developed in other surroundingsha end of Fifties, for
instance, a school was created in the house giaimters Evgenii and Lev
Kropivnitsky, father and son, in Lianozovo near Nos. Every Sunday,
painters, poets and all kinds of intellectuals, there to discuss about art
and culture. A very popular form of communicatioasarepresented by the
songwriters’ music, that was recorded in casse#ted reproduced in
thousands of copies as it happened with writtetstdkis time under the
name of magnitizdat. In this way, the songs by a&eidr Galich, Viadimir
Vysotsky, Bulat Okudzhava, and many others, wereagp

In this climate of relative change, a former deéené Soviet camps,
Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn, wrote a tale entitled “Qlag in the life of Ivan
Denisovich”, published in the November 1962 issfighe “Novyi mir”
magazine. The tale described in a detached wayjdjef a prisoner in a
Soviet hard labour camp. The publication had anosxe effect, and from

20 A. Roginsky, “Mantenere viva la memoria del Gulagla Russia d’oggi”, in G. Nissim (ed.),

Storie di uomini giusti nel GulagMilano, Bruno Mondadori, 2004, p. 314.
21 On the transformations of soviet society afte63@nd the birth of dissent, see M. Clementi,
Storia del dissenso sovietid®@pma, Odradek, 2007.



that moment on everybody felt the need to remerabdrto bear witness.
Rather than a literary event, it was a moral ardas@vent in the Soviet
life, that produced a real opinion movement. In shene period in which
Solzenitsyn published “One day in the life of IvBenisovich” and was
starting to think about his next work “The Gulagchipelago”, Varlam

Shalamov was writing his “The Kolyma Tales”, EvganGinzburg was

drawing up “Journey into the whirlwind”, NadezhdaMilelstam entrusted
to samizdat his memoirs, “Hope against hope”, Andi@kovsky was

writing the script of the movie “Rublev”. It was noore possible for the
regime to tolerate all this: from 1964, the spaopened in the official

press were closed one after the other.

After Khrushchev’' defenestration, the situation gotrse and worse.
Brezhnev and Kosygin, respectively secretary ofpgluty and president of
the government, set to regain control over a sp@eimated by protest
sentiments. In the press, more and more frequen¢ Wee attempts to
rehabilitate Stalin, the censure had a resumptMemory was denied
again, but this time with less impressive effectscomparison with the
stalinian era. Thanks teamizdat hundreds of copies of former prisoners’
memoirs were spreading around, as well as copiggeat works such as
“Requiem” by Anna Akhmatova. In this atmosphere Moscow and in
Leningrad began the first political trials agaimi$sidents. These trials
were meant to be a sort of intimidation directedntellectuals, but on the
contrary they marked the regime’s first settfack

In the course of the Sixties and Seventies, thedelstine process of
construction of the Soviet historical memory fourelv energies thanks to
the birth of the complex and articulated phenomeofatissent. It is not by
chance that many of the founders of Moscow Memdkedociation — the
first centre of research on the victims of stalintarror, officially created
in 1989 but operative as a movement since 1987d-ble@n among the
actors of fights against the regime in those twoades. It is just about the
reasons of that choice that Arsenii Roginsky talksa long interview
granted to Alessandra Rognoni in 2003:

Among others, there was a small group of young lesibyat | joined.
In the Seventies we collected materials on GULag, recorded
people’s recollections and memories, collected dwous and
studied family archives. Then we commented, wedttee comment

22 Among the famous trials of those years, we retball against the young poet losif Brodsky, the

favourite pupil of the great Russian poetess AnkhAmatova, whose poems circulated since 1958, in
form of samizdat. In March 1964, he was sentenoefive years, but during his trial even some of the
official intelligentsia mobilized in his favour. Walso recall the trial against two young Muscovite
writers, Andrei Siniavsky and Julii Daniel’, guiltyf publishing abroad their works for years, under
pseudonym. Their arrest was the first to be annedity western radios in Russian language, thasbad
many secret listeners in the Ussr.
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on all this material in a scientific way, and there published
historical collections in samizdat, that were sujosaitly printed
again abroad. [...] We realized that two generatiarre passing by
and the memory of the present might be lost. It avasoral sense of
responsibility towards our own country. Of counse, did not think,
and | never believed that | would live after themtounism. [...]
However, we just could not give up with these tkinigj was merely
a moral need. If | had not done it, | would havstloespect for
myself. [...] | could also see that this materiedagppeared because
people died. Documents would never leave the aeshil had this
clear, but in people heads there is a hagd important memory.
This is the memory to be saved. And this is whatneg to do”

It was in this way that Pamiat’ magazine was borh976, as a samizdat.
Among its editors were Larisa Bogoraz, AleksandmiB& and, of course,
Arsenii Roginsky{”.

Underground issues of Pamiat’ kept on between Ewb51981, the year
of Roginsky’s arrest. A few years later, togetha@hviDaniel’, he was to be one
of the main founders of Memorial, to which both tbkem would give their
precious experience in the field of historical ers&”. Other famous dissidents
of that period will join the association: Sergeiuatev, one of the founders in
1969 of the “Initiative group for the defence ofitirights in USSR”, in 1989
became its co-president; Andrei Sakharov, at the of its foundation, in 1989,
agreed to join the board of directors and wasiiss fionorary presefft

Actually, before being an officially recognizedsasiation, with its own
statute and directive organs, for two years, tsabetween 1987 and 1989,
Memorial had been a spontaneous movement of pempde opinion. In the
climate of relative opening started by Gorbachafgrimal groups arose among
people sharing the same interests. This fact waslatiely anomalous in Soviet
people’s habits. Among these, there was a cluled¢dDemocratic Perestroika”,
with an historical section that later took the eaof Memorial. This section was
concerned with stalinist era, and soon arose ientron to build a monument to
remember the millions of repression victims andreate a real research centre
on the history of repressions in USSRThe activists (a group of well-known

23

Interview by Alessandra Rognoni to Arsenii RoginaMilan, November 2003.
24

M. Clementi,Storia del dissenso sovietiagit., p. 208; A. Rognoni, “L’Associazione Memorial
di Mosca: storia e attivita”, tesi di laurea dissapresso I'Universita Cattolica di Milano, annd20
relatore Prof. Dell’Asta, p. 20.

25 i, p. 21.

2 A. SacharovMemorie,Sugarco, Milano, 1990, p. 775. Sacharov himselfthaeh the promoter,
on October 30, 1974, of a press conference to stighe “Day of the political prisoner in Ussr”
organized by prisoners in Mordovia and Perm’ cgmyth a hunger strike to attract attention on rthei
hard life conditions. This date will then becomsyanbol of Memoarial fight for the historical truttpuo
1991, when the Supreme Soviet will officially reaaz it.

27 N. Adler, Victims of Soviet Terror. The story of the Memoh&vementPraeger Publishers
West Port, Connecticut and London, 1993, pp. 45fand
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intelligentsia members of the tini€)who, along the typical lines of dissent,
asserted to be in full agreement with the dictafehe Soviet Constitution, soon
decided to look for people’s help through a steeggtscription for the purpose to
build the monument. At the same time, they triedineolve the interest of
cultural institutions belonging to the reforming ngi of soviet democratic
intelligentsia, with the support of the editori@lard of Ogoniok magazife

In the following months, also thanks to the suppofr distinguished
members of democratic intelligentsia, such as thesigist Andrei Sakharov, the
historian Yurii Afanas’ev, writers like Lev Razgand Anatolii Rybakov, the
poet Evgenii Evtushenko, the songwriter Bulat Olala, the historian Roy
Medvedev and Boris Eltsin himself, Memorial was lecting an increasing
number of agreements. An enormous crowd attende@atober 19, 1988, at the
MELZ Palace of Culture in Moscow, the “Week of Coesice”, an exhibition
promoted by various associations and newspapedsalan, for the first time, by
Memorial. People were bringing letters, diariebjeots of the camp life, a
patrimony that became the nucleus of museum, ashand library of the
association’s scientific centre. In spite of theetis coming from the authorities
who deemed dangerous the renown that the movemamtaaquiring, the first
founding congres$ of the association was arranged for the end obliat
Later, under the authorities’ pressure, it was glednnto the less engaging name
of “preparatory conference”, in view of the reaufalation. On that occasion,
Sacharov was indicated as a candidate for the S&&diament’, and it was
decided that Memorial would have a federative,eathan hierarchic, structure.
The real founding congress would convene soon:riegB28® January of 1989 in
two stages, first the Moscow section, then that Mémorial pansoviet
Association. Delegates attended by the hundredresepting about 250
organizations and groups both Russian and of dBwetet republics such as
Ukraine, Belorussia, Georgia, Kazakhstan. During ¢bngress, the association
guidelines and statute were drafted, the diredtivéies and the scientific centre
— constituted by a museum, an archive and a librargre created, with the task
to promote researches and to publish books on igtery of repressions in
USSR~

Before long, Memorial became a reference fothalse who had known
the violence of the terror of state, either dingatlr indirectly through the
experience of their relatives. The association cdtethto a legal rehabilitation
of the victims of political repressions and to geafor lodging, transport and free

28 Among them: Pavel Kudiukin and Aleksandr Vaishdige sociologist Galina Ratiskaia, the

mathematicians Dimitrii Leonov and Elena Zhemkguat to mention a few names that may be found in
more details in M. Ferretti,a memoria mutilata. La Russia ricordh Corbaccio, Milano, 1993, p. 346.

29 A. Rognoni, “L’Associazione Memorial di Mosca'it.c pp, 43-49.

30 Later transformed into a “preparatory confererjost to avoid arousing the authorities’ anger.

31 A possible hypothesis, since a recent changaéeftection law allowed associations such as
Memorial to elect some candidates.

32 The scientific centre continues to be the indlledreference for whom intends to deal with the
soviet history and especially of the history of regsion. Among the others, were nominated as
responsible of the scientific centre: Ales Adamabyicrurii Afanas’ev, Mikhail Gefter, Marietta
Chudakova, Nikita Okhotin, Arsenii Roginsky. An dmpynthesis of the origins, of the history and of
the activities of Memorial may be found in the sitew.memo.ru.
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medical assistané® In December 1989, on the occasion of the firsingoof the
new-born Congress of people representatives, Sé&gealev, an outstanding
member of Memorial, was elected. When he was naeuharesident of the
parliament Commission for the defence of human tsigiSergei Kovalev
committed to fight for a rehabilitation law for thectims of repression, that
should provide for the review of the cases up ®dhd of communist regime,
and not only the cases between the Thirties anéitties. In 1991, the law was
actually approved: for the first time it publiclyckmowledged the crimes
perpretated by the Soviet state towards its ciizéeginning from 1917 up to
the moment the law came into force. Finally, alweythe same year, by another
law of the state, October 30 was appointed “Dayhef memory of victims of
political repressions”. The choice was not casoal:October 30, 1989, a few
hundreds people formed a chain around the Lubypakece — the former seat of
Nkvd and later of Kgb — the place where thousariggeople had been tortured.
The following year, always on the same day, duangerimony in a small park
just a few metres from Lubyanka, a big stone wagiled, in memory of all the
victims of repression in USSR. The stone was tdkam the Solovki Islands, in
the Baltic sea, at 160 kilometres from the polaclej seat of an old monastery
that in the Twenties had been turned into the fystcial camp for political
prisoners. The date had an extremely important sfimialue: on October 30,
1974, the prisoners of Mordovia and Perm’ campsd, g@ne on a hunger strike
to protest against the life conditions and to obtthe status of “political
prisoners”, marking that date as the “Day of thé&tieal Prisoner”.

In 1992, the Memorial Association “pansoviet, tigtal, divulgating and
charitable” became “international”, since after 19%e Soviet Union did not
exist any mor¥. The associations of former USSR states, suchazskhstan
and Latvia joined in, as well as around twenty aigations of Ukraine,
Memorial Berlin and Memorial Russfa Into the last one, are comprised the
regional sections, that operate in conformity witie general statute of
Memorial, and the member organizations (approxitpaseventy), with their
own statute, that do not come directly under thgoastion, but that work
together with it and share its ethical principl@he regional sections are

3 In most of the cases, the life conditions of fagervivors were very difficult. The survivors,

rehabilitated in accordance with the law of 195@revgetting very low pensions, as the years of camp
forced work had not been calculated, and refundsitgd for their property confiscation had been
insignificant, M. FerrettiLa memoria mutilatacit., p.370.

. Ibidem.

% Into the last one, are comprised the regiondimes; that operate in conformity with the general
statute of Memorial, and the member organizatiapp(oximately seventy), with their own statute ttha
do not come directly under the association, but Wk together with it and share its ethical pijhes.
The regional sections are organized in an autonsnway, they carry on various activities, and are
coordinated by a common office located at the Méahaeat in Moscow. The task of this office is
promoting common activities such as school cortipas, exhibition organization, projects for histat
research. In some cases, these activities areedawri by former prisoners and their relatives, timep
cases also with the participation of younger germis. This is mainly due to the yearly competitmm
soviet history promoted by the Association in tlolaols, that has allowed many young people to
discover the history of their own country and im&ocases of their own families, making up for ekl

of text-books adopted in schools in which staliniand terror of state are entitled a few pages and n
more than two hours in the course of the year.
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organized in an autonomous way, they carry on wuariactivities, and are
coordinated by a common office located at the Meéah@eat in Moscow. The
task of this office is promoting common activitissich as school competitions,
exhibition organization, projects for historicalsearch. In some cases, these
activities are carried on by former prisoners aneirtrelatives, in other cases
also with the participation of younger generatiomhkis is mainly due to the
yearly competition on Soviet history promoted bg thssociation in the schools,
that has allowed many young people to discovehisory of their own country
and in some cases of their own families, makingarpthe lack of text-books
adopted in schools in which stalinism and terrostate are entitled a few pages
and no more than two hours in the course of the’$ea

Since the Association’s structure is dynamic mathan static, when new
branches are born, other branches disappear. Amagignal sessions, the most
active are those of Riazan’, St. Petersburg, Ekdterg, Ukhta and Perrf’ In
Italy, Memorial Italia has been created in 2004ithvthe following purposes: to
spread in Italy the cultural and scientific aciest of Memorial Moscow; to
promote researches on the history of political @spions in USSR in the XX
century; to diffuse the knowledge of the USSR hsto the XX century through
exhibitions, seminars, lessons in schools and usites; to collect documentary
material on the Italian victims of stalinian remiess; to keep the memory of
Gulag and of its victims alive through the publicatof diaries, letters and other
materials; to strive to spread information, studiedl researches concerning the
themes of human rights and their violation and wWedewithin Russia and the
other states born from the dissolution of USSR

On October 18, 1991, the Supreme Soviet of the-lb@wm Russian
Federation passed the law on the rehabilitatioviatims of political repressions,
asserting that “are reinstated in their rightstiadl victims of the political terror
starting from October 25, 1917, to the date thesgmelaw comes into force”. In
Russia many people thought that in the “war fotdmg the Soviet society had
been fighting for many years, the historical tratid the memory of terror had
prevailed at la§l. Unfortunately, these expectations were let ddwnthe
involution of the Russian political situation, ianticular after the second half of
the Nineties, and even more after Putin came togpawl1999.

In general, during the two mandates of Eltsin, ghesident only recalled
the crimes of the old regime at the time of elejowhen he had to confront
Ziuganov leader of the communist Party. Then, once winrex dlections, a
reconciliation and good will atmosphere was annednanere rhetoric words
without contents. In the chaos following the dissioin of USSR, already in

%6 The first edition of the competition has beent thkMarch 1999, with the title “The man of
history. Russia in the XX century” open to studesftthe Russian Federation, aged 14 to 18 yeaitheln
year 2003/2004, the competion was open to studehiShechnian schools aged 14-17 years: their
compositions were so good to deserve publicatatey translated in Italian under the titla Cecenia dei
bambinj a cura di F. Gori, Einaudi, 2007. Winners areegithe opportunity to visit Moscow and are
offered computers, videocameras and books. In dkeylears, they are also given the opportunity to
participate in an international summer camp fornghistorians taking place in Germany.

37 A. Rognoni, “L’Associazione Memorial di Mosca'it.c pp. 67-68.

38 For further information, see the site www.memieitilia. it.

39 A. Roginsky, “Mantenere viva la memoria del Gutedla Russia d’oggi”, cit., p.316.

14



1992, the former soviet archives opened up thestanies to Russian and foreign
researchers, even before the issue of a propefoliathhe archives. This allowed
Memorial researchers to launch inquiries of exeeyati importance, especially
on the funds of Garf (the State Central ArchiveMwmscow) on how the terror of
state operated, on the dekulakization policiesth@nconcentration system, the
history of “Great Terror”, the identity of polititand non-political victims of the
articulated campaigns of stalinian repression. Egfig during the first Eltsin
presidence, the political power did not facilitatbut neither hindered,
Memorial's activity. The new leading class was @tilly engaged to bridge the
country to a democratic system and a free marketattually in the sharing out
of powers and privilegé$ The Kremlin did not seem to give much importance
to the activity of an association made by formessdients with a project to
recover historical skeletons in the cupboard. He same way, in parallel,
Russian public opinion seemed to be less and eseested in the “memory of
terror”, being rather worried about unemploymempoverishment of large
strata of population, social differences, and lack welfare state system.

In the first half of the Nineties, the associatemquired a permanent seat
in the centre of Moscow, not far from the Kremisuitable for the scientific
centre, that soon became well known at an inteynati level. The centre
included a museum, with collections of objects teby former camp prisoners
or found by Memorial researchers in the locatiohsame of the camps, a rich
library, and also an archive with documents ana ddtose collection started in
1989. Since the time of the exhibition “The weekcohscience”, questionnaires
had been distributed to former detenees and tekatives. The data collected are
analyzed and kept in personal files that today arhtm more than 50.000. The
same data are also available in elctronic form.

Since the beginning of the Nineties, started thiglipation of the “Books
of Memory”, also called martyrologies, based on tlieumentation available
after the opening of state archives and often thawokthe good will of the
personnel of Memorial and of its branches. Thedemes represent a sort of
virtual cemetery of the victims of repression. Thethodology followed for their
compilation varies according to the cases: at titheschronological principle
has been chosen, some other times the victimsepsain, in other cases the
place of execution or burial. A glance through &éh@sges is a most upsetting
experience: hundreds of thousands names are sungemte another, hundreds
of thousands lives of innocent men and women ki@t no guilt.

Besides these most valuable volumes rescuing étaiion the existence
of so many victims of repression, in 1998 a manved published, with the first
systematic description of networks, functions, nembf prisoners of the camps
of re-education through work, that is those camps formed the complex
system of GULaQ§. Moreover, many research projects have been laahch
sometimes in cooperation with “institutes of thenmaey” of other countries. In
1998, for instance, the Memorial “Polish Programtias launched. This program

40 F. BenvenutilL.a Russia dopo 'URSS. Dal 1985 a qg@arocci, Roma, 2006.
4 N. Okhotin, A. RoginskySistema ispravitel’no-trudovykh lagere v CCCR,
See www.memo.ru.
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was based on hundreds of letters received by secedion directly from Polish

citizens, who were asking for help to reconstrine tdestiny of their relatives
who had moved to USSR (the Polish was among tigesaforeign communities
when Stalin came to power). Since 1996, with therdimation of “Karta” centre,

Warsaw, and with the participation of groups andeagch centres of
Azerbaidzhan, Albania, Belorussia, Bulgaria, HuggaGeorgia, Lithuania,

Latvia, Poland, Russia, Ukraine and the Czech ameb8k Republics, Memorial

has adhered to the international project that éethé publication, in 2008. of a
dictionary of dissidents of central and easterrope®.

Finally, many exhibitions have been organizedha Nineties. Among
these, we remember the photographic exhibition “Hubovki special camp,
1923-1939", that took place at the Solovki monasier 1989, the exhibition
“Art in the camps” held in Moscow in 1990, the ebition “Gulag. Il sistema dei
lager in Urss”, held in Milan inside the Castelldoi2esco in 1999, in
cooperation with the Feltrinelli Foundation of Milavhose Eastern Countries
section was then directed by Francesca Gori. Tkhdgbdion is still itinerant in
various lItalian towns.

As years were passing by, however, these inigat@rouse less and less
attention. Contrary to what occurred in the secoald of the Eighties, in Russia
the “memory of terror” has been replaced by a “algst memory” of the past,
an imagined past, cleared of the harsh aspects@nelassuring, the nostalgia of
a regime that took away liberty, but that was grantsecurity, work, health
assistance, and, last but not least for the Russtional pride, respectability at
international level.

In 2000, the country chose, of its own will, a nevesident, a former
lieutenant-colonel of Kgbh. Between 1993 and 2008,assisted to a real decline
of democratic parties, with less and less votes.Réginsky observed, “with
Putin’s accession an important event took plads: gecond memory, the myth
of a normal past, has become a thesis of the [stgdtevith Putin, history seems
to re-enter into the sphere of the state policwds so in the era of soviet power,
and today it is so agaifi”

Consequently, in an absolutely antithetic way carad to the intent of
Memorial dissidents, the memory of terror remaié much tied to the real
political processes of the country. The attempitigiéy successful thanks to the
control exerted by government organs on mass medmecisely that of making
it fall into oblivion, in the name of a past seenaaseries of victories, of heroic
deeds and great accomplishments, for which milliohdappy people with a
normal life were willing to pay a high price. AstiPusaid, before a public of

a3 Since 1990, Memorial had launched a researchegrajevoted to the activity of soviet

dissidents and to the movement for human righthényears from 1960 to 1980. The project, diretted
A. Daniel’, will lead to the compilation of a bidiliographic dictionary of soviet dissidents. The
preliminary work has consisted of the collectiortefts, documents and samizdat publications that ha
been put together in an archive . This archivadsording to many experts, the richest collectiorttos
theme after that of Radio Svoboda that is now lkepghe centre “Open Society archives” in Budapest.
The dictionary has not been completed yet, butrdgroof materials already collected is now avdiab
on the site of Memorial, including all the issuésh® samizdat bulletin “Chronicle of current ev&nt

a A. Roginsky, “Mantenere viva la memoria del Gutela Russia d’oggi”, cit., p. 320.
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historians expressly convened at the end of Noven@03, “we must clear
history of the trash. Our country was great. We tnbegch young people to be
proud of our history”®. With a new patriotic pride, the country lookstaese
young people, that the President calls “nashi”.n[f@nce in the neocapitalist
Russia of the Nineties, a true historical memohared by the state and the
nation was not born, the memory of terror becanee@yain, in many ways, a
private or, at most, regional memdty

Of little use are the voices rising at times aghithese restoring
trends. Among these, we remember the journalistaARplitovskaya, cruelly
killed in Moscow on October 6, 2006: in her artechppeared on the independent
journal “Novaya Gazeta”, and in her books (neveblished in Russi4j with
great courage she denounced the continuity exidtetgveen the methods of
power of the old soviet regime and those of thesgume government: the lack of
independence of courts due to the connivance betvpedblic attorneys and
politicians close to Putin; the lack of a real poéil confrontation due to the
control exerted by the government on television gmdss; the privatistic
administration of res publica by Putin’s entouraglee resort to violence,
brutality and every sort of illegal acts in tacklithe Chechnian question. Nor in
more recent times things seem to have improvedDecember 4, 2008, the
police made a perquisition at the seat of Memanigbt.Petersburg, directed by
Irina Flige, and confiscated all the computer materof the Association. The
reason for the search has been the Memorial's edldghancing of “Novyi
Peterburg”, an opposition newspaper, that had loémsed by the government
authorities in 2007, for “incitement to hatred” arglpport to “Marsh
nesoglasnykh”, all the demonstrations against Ptitiat saw the repression by
the police special forces and the arrest of mamyigg@ants. The materials, that
until today have not been returned, include: bipgieal data concerning more
than 50.000 victims of stalinian repressions; thsults of a research on the
places of execution and burial of repression vistimany hundreds places with
descriptions and photos); the photographic cotbectmore than 10.000 photos)
and the reference text of the “Virtual museum ofla@li an unique online
resource gathering more than hundred Russian togaéums on Gulag.

Silences and reticences on Gulag’s history didatdtarize not only
the way in which the soviet memory before, andgbst-Soviet memory after,
were built or de-structurized. The shadow of theiences and reticences, with
its political and ideological implications, was dlam also on the debate in many
countries of western Europe. In these countries,vidry existence of “GULag”
has often become the subject of disputes or, mfiem,othe oblivion of large
strata of western historiography.

In Italy, the history of Gulag and of the Italiaictims of stalinism
has been silenced and ignored for a long time, thighcomplicity of the Italian
Communist Party, whose leaders were bearing thghwer a joint responsibility

° Ibidem.
46 A good support is given, for example, to the Pevluseum by the local administration, as it
represents a piece of the region memory. The stsuéappens in Komi Republii, p. 321.

A. Politovskaja,Cecenia. Il disonore russd;andangola Russia di PutinAdelphi, Torino,
2005;Diario russo, 2003-2005T orino, Adelphi, 2007.

17



in many of those deaths. They were responsibledtaboration with the soviet
political police in the purge of the Italian comniynin Urss in the Thirties, and
responsible for the conspiracy of silence in thestpear period when they
pretended to ignore those evéfits

This theme was tackled for the first time in thgti8s®. However,
almost ten years went by before Dante Corneli,airtbe few lItalians to survive
soviet camps and return to Italy, began to telldws1 story and that of many
other Italians who died in the Soviet Uni@nin 1970, after twenty years of
detention and confinement in Soviet Union, he retdrto Italy. Corneli fought
for a long time, with scanty means and with unbegdwill, against the
conspiracy of silence surrounding the history afidin migration in the Soviet
Union. In his book “II redivivo tiburtino”, Corneliold about the long years he
spent in the Vorkuta camps, and then confined loei$a. Besides, he employed
all his resources to rescue from oblivion faces aadnes of many Italian
comrades he left in the Soviet Union, and thatrdidler come back to Italy. He
contacted the families of the victims and the fesmwiors, he made inquiries in
the State Central Archives, he searched his own anentHowever, not many
were those willing to listen such inconvenient hutHe published his books,
that, in the free and democratic Italy of the S&esn he bitterly defined
samizdatat his own cost since at the time no publishingdegpaid any attention
to him. It was only with the “Redivivo tiburtino’hat he found an anomalous
communist publisher, “La Pietra”, who anyway made spirit of the book

48 E. Dundovich,“Tra esilio e castigo. Il Komintern, il PCI e la peessione degli antifascisti

italiani in URSS (1936-1938Roma, Carocci, 1998.

49 In 1961, three issues of “Settimana Incom lllastt were devoted to the theme of the Italian
victims of stalinism (the research was published Sgrra with the article$Si apre il processo a
Togliatti: parlano le vittime del terrore stalinest, a. XIV, n. 45, 12 novembre 1961;e’ confessioni’
degli innocenti strappate con la tortura nel careedella Lubianka) a. XIV, n. 46, pp. 14-17Una
lagnanza perché il cibo era scarso bastava per peoave la deportaziong”a. XIV, n. 47, pp. 48-53;
three years later appeared the first two voluntest by Guelfo Zaccari®00 comunisti italiani vittime
dello stalinismo”,Milano,, 1964, and that by Renato Miéiiogliatti 1937”, Milano, Rizzoli, 1964. By
the middle of the Seventies appeared on the rellieRRonte” the short biographies of Rimola, Peluso,
Ghezzi, Rossi e Baccala written by Alfonso Leondttaliani vittime dello stalinismo in URSS;3,
1976). Besides, a few years later, in 1985, MaocBltaccini began to publish, together with others,
among them Roberto Gremmo, the review “La Fattdegli Animali” with the contribution of Dante
Corneli, Nella Masutti, widow of Emilio GuarnascleMario Guarnaschelli (brother of Emilio), Pia
Piccioni, widow of Vincenzo Baccala, and VladimBertazzoni. The review is still published today and
is available for consultation at the Istituto Sahiei, Turin and at the Feltrinelli Foundation, Mila

%0 On his experience in the Soviet Union, Cornelot@rmany pages. Among these: D. Corneli,
“50 anni in URSS Tivoli, edito in proprio, 1975;Stalin visto da una sua vittima italiana'Tivoli, edito

in proprio, 1975;L’annientamento della guardia bolscevicaTivoli, edito in proprio, 1975yorkuta, un
mondo esecrato da Dio e dagli uomifivoli, edito in proprio, 1975Amare verita sulla guerra civile di
Spagna’; Tivoli, edito in proprio, 1979/l dramma dell’emigrazione italiana in Unione Setica”,
Tivoli, edito in proprio, 1980;Due lettere aperte del ‘Redivivo tiberting"Tivoli, edito in proprio,
1973;“Elenco delle vittime italiane dello stalinismo (¢ lettera A alla L)", Tivoli, edito in proprio,
1981;“Elenco delle vittime italiane dello stalinismo (it lettera M alla Z) Tivoli, edito in proprio,
1982; “Rappresentanti del Comintern, dirigenti e funzionaPersecutori e vittime;” Tivoli, edito in
proprio, 1979/l redivivo tiburtino” , Milano, La Pietra, 1977 and the new editftrredivivo tiburtino.

Un operaio italiano nei lager di Stalip"with an introduction by Antonio Carioti, FirenZaperal Libri,
2000;"“Lo stalinismo in Italia e nel’emigrazione antifeista”, Tivoli, edito in proprio;*Vivere in URSS
(1922-1970). Frammenti e ricordi'Tivoli, edito in proprio, 1989.
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conditional on an introductive note in the fourtbver that was altering the
author’s real intentions.

The truth that Corneli was telling revolutionizegaraphrasing
Gramsci, beliefs and dogmas that in Italy were wedked, and was inconvenient
for many. Also inconvenient was his consistency tiever failed even after his
return to Italy, when he was left alone and betayy those communist
comrades that after so many years still wanteditg Im oblivion the stories like
his own. Umberto Terracini expressly asked himagét the past and go back
into the party, a compromise that Dante Corneéatgid once more.

In the last sixteen yeafsthe history of Italians in Soviet Union has
been the object of a reconstruction founded, ferfitst time, on former soviet
archival sourced. Thanks to the documents now available, it has pessible
until today to give a face to 1028 Iltalians who fetdd various forms of
repressiorlt in Soviet UnioR*, and to trace back to the reasons of the oblivion
that not only in USSR but also in Italy has surmbesh their memory for a long
time.

°1 It is not based on former soviet archival sourbes on a deep research on Italian documentary

and printed sources, R. Caccavalgpthunisti italiani in Unione Sovietica'Milano, Mursia, 1995. In
this volume are reconstructed for the first timeere if partially, the biographies of many Italian
antifascists.

52 F. Bigazzi, G. LehnerDialoghi del Terrore”, Firenze, Ponte alle Grazie, 1991; G. Lehner, F.
Bigazzi, La tragedia dei comunisti italiani. Le vittime deCl in Unione Sovieticaylilano, Mondadori,
2000.
%3 Loss of civil rights, prison detention, depomati exile, sentence to long detention in camps,
shooting.

>4 Names and biographies of the 1028 Italians aperted in the voluméReflections on the
Gulag”, cit pp. 325-470. They are also available on titernet sitewww.gulag-italia.it For a general
reconstruction of the vicissitudes of the Italiammunity in Ussr between 1917 and 1956, see atso, i
the above cited volume, the article by E. Dundoyieh Gori, E. Guercettiltalian emigration in the
USSR. History of a Repressigp. 139-186. Of the 1028 names, around 500 belormgembers of the
Italian community in Kerch, Crimea, who were depdrto Kazakhstan in 1942. The remaining are
mostly names of antifascist political exiles, oftemmmunist, who reached Ussr between the Twenties
and the first half of the Thirties, following theeggecutions by Mussolini’s regime. 120 of them were
shooted, 128 died in soviet prisons and camps.

19



