T i Y

5 | Radio Free Europe/Munich
”.igi'"':'i’ -'?rﬁzbaluifion“aﬁd;Andlyais7naﬁartmeﬁt
=2 -+ Background Information USSR

14 January 1960
THE FALL OF A FAVORITE ' -

In December 1957 N.S. Khrushchev consolidated his July victory

- over the anti-Party group and completed his reorganization of
the apex of the Party hierarchy by bringing into the Secretariat
~of the Central Committee of the CPSU, three more full members of
the Presidium, A.I. Kirichenko {(lst Secretary of the Ukrainian
6P), N. MukhitdInov (1st Secretary of the Uzbekistan CP), and
N.G., Ignatov (18t Secretary of Gorky oblast);l simultaneously
but withou?t any public announcement concerning his status in
the secretariat, N. Belyaev, secretary, CC, CPSU, since July
1955, Vice Chairman of the CC Buro for the RSFSR since March
1956, and full member of the Presidium, CC, CPSU since July
1957, was appointed first secretary of the Kazakh CP.2 At the
. ne the significance of the packing of the Secretariat was ob-
us, and Khrushchev's key organizational innovation of placing
8 Presidium members3 in the secretariat, in fact, has effective-~
ly subordinated the nominally higher policy making Party body
to the source of Khrushchev's power, the secretariat where his

control is unchallenged. . 3

. The importance of personnel changes in the Secretariat, par-
tiéularly the unpublicized removals, is in the Khrushchev era
therefore from an analytical point of view as great as ousters
from the Presidium, the last of which was the expulsion of Mar-
shal §.Bulganin in March, 1958.4 Since that time the 14 member
Presidium has remained unaffected, but the secretariat has lost
two of *ts top ranking members. Thus, although N, Belyaev has
spent two years in Alma Ata and his participation in Presidium
decisions, if any, is certainly not on the same regular basis -
2 to 3 times per week? -~ as the members permanently located in
Moscow, he is still officially - in alphabetical order - always
listed with the other Presidium members. While never officially

Mggounced, it is obvious that Belyaev's transfer to Kazakhstan
has meant the severance of his ties with the secretariat. This
ouster also denoted the surrender of his post as Khrushchev's
deputy in the CC Buro for the RSFSR to A. Aristov,® whose fre-
gquent routine appearances at regional Party meetings at which
personnel changes are implemented have suddenly been given a

dramatic impact by his participation in the work of the Rostov
Obkom plenum which "elected comrade A.I. Kirichenko, as first

gsecretary of the obkom." 7 ' :

In purely organizational terms, the transfer of Khrushchev's
"erown prince"® from Moscow to the mouth of the Dom cannot be
compared to Belyaev's assignment to Alma Ata-two years ago. The
latter could well have been interpreted as an indication of
particular trust to guarantee the success of Khrushchev's key
¥irgin land project; but the fact that the good 1958 harvest
.was not rewarded with the return to the Kremlin suggests that
Belyaev's initial performance in Kazakhstan had not been con-.
‘gidered sufficient penmnce for whatever previous errors had led
$0 his transfer. The public tongue lashing delivered by Khrush-
; C¢hev to his former deputy at the December plenum is evidence
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*4s circumstantial proof that*Kirichenko was lacking in the ne-
- ces¥®ary leadership gqualifications in the field of agriculture
two facts may be cited: 1) his absence from the list of re-
cipients of the medal "For Labor Valor" which included Khrush-
chev, Ignatov and Aristov from the Presidium/Secretariat and
the newecomers G, Denisov, Chief CC Department for Agriculture

in the Union Republics, G.I. Vorobz§g, Chief CC Department for

- AGriculture for the RSFSR and M.T. Yefremov, Chief, CC Depart-
ment for Party Organs of the RSFSRL[; 2) the failure to be in-
cluded among the members of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet
who were given the same award on 13 January, also for contri-
butions in the agricultural sector. The slighting of Kirichenko,
implieit in the first omission, becomes explicit in the second;
the only other Presidium member, except Voroshilov, holding
a-seat on this body, who did not receive the medal was N.I.
Belyaev, while the following candidate members, J. Kalnbernzin,
recently transferred from first secretary of the Latvian CC

. to the post of Chairman of the Republican Supreme Soviet, K.
Mazurov, first secretary of the Belo-Russian CC, who was criti-

-~ & ~ed at the December plenum by Khrushchev, N.V. Podgorny,

“IWWichenko's successor as head of the Ukrainian CC, and %.S._
Korotchenko, Chairman of the Presidium of,the Ukrainian Supreme
ooviet, were granted this award.

FPor the time being, the exact nature of the issues involved
in Kirichenko's removal from the secretariatl8 must, neverthe-
less, remain a matter of speculation., Whether it is his failure
to implement the instructions of the leader in agriculture or
his responsibility for the shortcomings of the functionaries

"selected by him, Kirichenko has now become the most significant
symbol of Khrushchev's chastisement of a long-time member of '

- his Ukrainian Party machine, the most prominent of the apparat-
chiki who faithfully fought with the First secretary in his
spectacular assent to unrestricted domination of the Party appar-
atus. That Stalin's successor would ruthlessly turn on a newly
acquired "opportunistic" ally had been shown in the expulsion
of Marshal Zhukov as well as 1n his tactics of expediency against
those who had supported him in his struggle with Malenkov. That
= ashchev could humiliate a loyal o0ld associate such as Nikolai
BX¥ganin without a trace of remorse had been forecast by the man-
ner in which he consigned his sponsor and teacher, L.M. Kagan-
ovich to the depths of Party oblivion. That he was ready to
deprecate the gbilities and question the honesty and courage
of one of the key apparatchiki on whom he had relied since
1955 was apparent from his treatment of N. Belyaev. Different
in kind from all these cases, however, is the sudden removal
from the center of power - the secretariat - of Khrushchev

drained apparatchik whose career since 1939 had been entirely
dependent - except for 1950-53 - on his relationship with the" ‘
present ruler of the Party-State apparatus. In Khrushchev's
own words at the plenum can be found the hard core of his
catechiem on cadres: "Friendship is one thing, but work is
.another." Wiith. the peremptory stripping of Party power and
status *from his former comrade-in-arms (Stalingrad and other
fronts) and post-Stalin protege Khrushchev has proven, regard-
less of the uncertainty concerning the nature of the controversy,
that he practise that which he preaches.

This profession of absolute impartiality must be taken into
account in any analysis, and, in fact, it fits almost toowell -
into the image of the leader which Khrushchev is consciously
seeking to implant in the minds of the apparatchiki and the
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_Thiélis, however, only one of the possible reactions. ?or
o*numcrous members of the Ukrainian-machine who have been

{: 1 and other republiecs, Kirichenko's departure must
'ovitnbly be a warning that new influences are making them-
elves felt in the most sensitive sector of cadre selection.
#ithin the next few weeks, Republican Party Congresses will

e held and the resulting personnel changes will provide an
urate forecast of the delegates to the XXII Congress to ' .
n 1961 or earlier. As Chief of the CC Department: for
8 in the Union Re gEEIIen, V.1. Churayev,22 who
has served under Aristov in the same capacity in
¢ Department for Party Organs in the RSFSR, will have a
role in implementing Moscow's decisions,Should N.G. Ignatov
0 has just returned from the post of Chairman of the Presi-

m of the Supreme Soviet of the RSFSR "to work at his main job
Central Committee" appear at these Congresses, the mystery
henko's successor as cadre chief of the non-Russian
;s will be clarified. If, on the other hand, Aristov ex-

s activities into the Union Republics, responsibility

oa will, once again, be concentrated in the hands of
ngie erson - and a new contender for the succession to

4 i'ohev will have appeared. I, any case, the fall of Kiri-
nhenko marks a turning point in The story of Khrushchev and

hi '_men from the Ukraine. . g ;
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