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In the early 1930s, Ukraine suffered through a famine that 
ultimately starved 7 million Ukrainians to death and was covered 
up by the Soviet government and Western press.1 The famine was 
named “the Holodomor,” a Ukrainian name meaning “murder by 
hunger.”2 As its name suggests, the Holodomor was man-made, 
caused by Stalin with his extreme collectivization policies of the 
First Five-Year Plan. The Soviet dictatorship, afraid that reports of 
the famine would ruin its chances of diplomatic recognition by the 
West, placed heavy restrictions on the foreign press. Threatened 
with deportation, or, in extreme cases, death, the foreign press 
complied with Soviet regulations and did not report the famine.3 
In particular, Pulitzer Prize-winning New York Times journalist 
Walter Duranty used his status as the foremost authority on the 
Soviet Union to conceal the famine from the American public.4 
Duranty’s reports were so trusted that most in the West remained 
unaware of the famine until 1985, when the United States Congress 
appointed a commission to investigate the famine. The commis-
sion concluded that the West remained unaware of the famine 
for 50 years because the pro-Soviet foreign press printed “Soviet 
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fiction on the famine.”5 Most in the West remained ignorant of 
the Ukrainian Holodomor until the 1980s because of extreme 
Soviet censorship aided by the personal ambitions of the Western 
press, as reflected in Walter Duranty’s deliberately false reports in 
his accounts of Ukraine in the early 1930s.

The Holodomor occurred as a result of the Ukrainian 
small farmers’ resistance to the mandatory collectivization policy 
in the 1928 Five-Year Plan. Following the 1861 abolition of serf-
dom in Ukraine, and prior to Soviet control, Ukraine fostered a 
socio-economic structure that relied on the partnership of the 
“wealthy” kulaks and proletariat farmers. The Ukrainian economy 
had boomed when these kulaks ceded more than 53 percent of 
their land to the former serfs for the development of individually-
owned small farms.6 Implementation of the First Five-Year Plan 
in 1928 called for the kulaks and small farmers to relinquish 
these individual land claims to the Soviet government in order to 
consolidate Ukraine into a single, proletariat class.7 To do so, the 
Soviet dictatorhsip targeted the kulaks as “enemies” of the State.8 

Through lectures, Soviet commissars tried to instill in the small 
farmers animosity toward the kulaks. However, the small farmers 
were apprehensive about the Soviet anti-kulak propaganda, having 
gained their farms originally from the kulaks, and they resisted the 
first Soviet attempt at collectivization.9 After numerous attempts to 
promote collectivization through propaganda and persuasion, the 
solidarity of the Ukrainian resistance became evident, and Stalin 
decided to collectivize Ukraine with brute force.

In 1930, Josef Stalin, the dictator of the Soviet Union, 
targeted Ukraine’s forced collectivization through three strategic 
steps. First, Stalin removed the kulaks and other Ukrainian cultural 
and intellectual leaders through forced labor, murder by firing 
squad, and deportation to Siberian concentration camps.10 The loss 
of these leaders ended organized anti-collectivization resistance 
movements.11 Second, Stalin’s army replaced Christian values with 
Communist ideals by destroying the Ukrainian Church. The Soviet 
commissars and soldiers smashed crosses, demolished churches, 
and decorated the streets with posters reading “Down with the 
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church!” and “Long live the Collective Farms!”12 Spiritually, the 
Soviet commissars tried to replace the morals of the Church with 
those of Communism; physically the Soviet commissars transformed 
former churches into village theaters in which “propagandists 
danced on the place where the altar had stood.”13 The loss of the 
Church brought a loss of the spirit and zeal that fueled the anti-
Soviet movement. The third and final step towards collectiviza-
tion was the artificially-imposed famine, the Holodomor. Stalin 
increased the grain output quota by an unattainable 44 percent 
and withheld a village’s food rations when the quota was not met.14 
Stalin was aware of the impracticality of these quotas, once noting 
“the struggle for bread is the struggle for Socialism,” and he re-
lentlessly enforced the quotas as death tolls rose to 25,000 people 
a day.15 This phrase, the only formal Soviet acknowledgement of 
the famine under Stalin’s rule, became the famine’s slogan. In 
his memoir of the famine, Execution by Hunger, Holodomor sur-
vivor Miron Dolot recalls a 1931 town meeting where a leading 
propagandist, Comrade “Thousander” Cherepin announced the 
“victory of the collective system of agriculture over the indepen-
dent one.”16 Dolot notes that posters bearing the slogan adorned 
the walls of the town hall, a room that was filled with “emaciated, 
walking skeletons; [and] others, on the contrary, were swollen 
from starvation. All were silent, depressed, and apathetic.”17 But 
the famine’s slogan proved true, and, by 1932, a starving Ukraine 
was fully collectivized.

The famine did not end until May of 1933, when, after 
three years of hunger and death, the Ukrainian people were too 
weak to procure enough grain to successfully complete Stalin’s 
Five-Year Plan.18 The legitimacy of Stalin’s regime depended on 
the success of the First Five-Year Plan. If the harvest were not 
reaped, the collectivization of Ukraine, and by association the 
First Five-Year Plan, would be unsuccessful.19 If the First Five-Year 
Plan failed, the Soviet Union would not be considered legitimate 
enough to gain diplomatic recognition by the United States and 
admission into the League of Nations.20 Seeking diplomatic recog-
nition, Stalin restored food rations in 1933 so that the Ukrainian 
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farmers were healthy enough to harvest the grain and complete 
the First Five-Year Plan.

In order to further prove the “success” of collectivization 
and the First Five-Year Plan, the Soviet government under Stalin’s 
administration never acknowledged the famine’s existence. Do-
ing so would have revealed both Ukrainian noncompliance with 
collectivization and its noncompliance with the Soviet Union.21 
Acknowledgement of noncompliance would suggest a weakness 
in the First Five-Year Plan, which would hurt both domestic and 
foreign respect for the Soviet government. Therefore, acknowl-
edgment of the famine was forbidden in the Soviet Union under 
Stalin’s regime.22 While rumors of the famine circulated, merely 
mentioning the famine could land one in prison for three to five 
years.23 The state-controlled papers never printed news of the 
famine, and, in a 1933 interview, prominent Soviet Foreign Com-
missar Maxim Litvinov officially denounced rumors of the famine, 
when he lied flatly, “there is no famine.”24 Therefore, the Soviet 
regime tightly controlled news of the famine in order to preserve 
confidence in Stalin, collectivization, and the First Five-Year Plan.

In order to prevent international knowledge of the famine, 
the Soviet government heightened restrictions on the foreign press. 
First, the Soviet government established a Foreign Press Depart-
ment that censored all dispatches between foreign journalists and 
their editors. If a journalist attempted to smuggle a story across 
the border, the journalist’s visa was revoked, and the story was 
destroyed immediately.25 Foreign journalists in the Soviet Union 
were rarely given permission to leave Moscow, and thus reported 
about the huge Soviet Union from a single city. Their reports 
became compilations of excerpts from Soviet papers, creating 
second-hand reporting that was laced with Soviet propaganda.26 
It would have been risky for a reporter to break the norm of 
second-hand reporting to follow the story of a rumored famine.

Malcolm Muggeridge, a reporter for the Manchester Guard-
ian, was the first to break the cycle of second-hand reporting by 
witnessing the famine first-hand and reporting its full scale truth-
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fully in March of 1933.27 Muggeridge illegally caught a train to 
Ukraine, where he saw hordes of starving farmers and countless 
abandoned villages.28 His articles were smuggled out in a diplo-
matic pouch and appeared in an anonymous series in the Guard-
ian from March 25–28, 1933.29 About this time, Gareth Jones, a 
contemporary of Muggeridge and secretary to the British Prime 
Minister David Lloyd George, embarked on a similar illegal trip to 
the Ukrainian countryside. On March 29, 1933, Jones held a press 
conference in Berlin where he further publicized the tragedy.30 
The press conference sparked several articles by the Western press, 
increasing international attention to the famine.

The Soviet Union further tightened restrictions on the 
foreign press in response to the unwelcome press coverage of the 
famine. Eugene Lyons, the United Press correspondent in Moscow, 
wrote, “We were summoned to the Press Department one by one 
and instructed not to venture out of Moscow without submitting 
a detailed itinerary and having it officially sanctioned. In effect, 
therefore, we were summarily deprived of the right of unhampered 
travel in the country to which we were accredited.”31 Following 
further complaints by the foreign press, Soviet Press Chief Kon-
stantin Oumansky noted, “This is nothing new. Such a rule has 
been in existence since the beginning of the Revolution. Now we 
have decided to enforce it.”32 To further demonstrate its iron-fist 
policy, the Soviet government banned Jones and Muggeridge from 
returning to the Soviet Union.33 The deportation of Muggeridge 
and Jones became an unspoken threat to foreign journalists. While 
not ecstatic about their confinement to Moscow, the message from 
the Soviet government was clear: if the correspondents wished to 
remain in Russia, they would report the official Soviet position: 
“there is no famine.”34

The Soviet Union’s influence over the Western press jeop-
ardized the credibility of Muggeridge’s reports. His articles did 
not match those of his peers, sparking confusion and skepticism 
among the public.35 Beatrice Webb, a respected economist and 
Muggeridge’s aunt, was particularly furious with her nephew’s 
reports. Muggeridge once quoted from her diary, “Malcolm has 
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come back with stories about a terrible famine in the USSR. I have 
been to see Mr. Maisky [the Soviet ambassador in Britain] about 
it, and I realize that he’s [Muggeridge] got it absolutely wrong.”36 
Muggeridge adds, “Who would suppose that Mr. Maisky would 
say, “No, no, of course he’s right”?37 Muggeridge, with nothing 
to lose, having lost both his access to Ukraine and his job, vigor-
ously continued to report on the famine. But he was alone in his 
accusations against the Soviet regime, leading many to believe the 
Soviet authorities and the countless stories from other foreign 
reporters that denied the famine. Ultimately, Muggeridge lost 
both his career and respect as a journalist as he fought to expose 
the famine in the face of the Soviet censorship.

The circumstances of Jones’ death illustrate the ends to 
which the Soviet Union was willing to go in order to conceal the 
famine. On August 12, 1935, the eve of his 30th birthday, and two 
years after his reports on the famine, Jones was mysteriously mur-
dered by Chinese bandits in route to the northwestern Chinese 
city of Kalgan.38 Those close to Jones believed that his death was 
arranged by Soviet spies, a theory which Lloyd George supported.39 
Lloyd George commented, “Mr. Gareth Jones knew too much of 
what was going on (…) He had a passion for finding out what was 
happening in foreign lands wherever there was trouble, and in 
pursuit of his investigations he shrank from no risk. I had always 
been afraid that he would take one risk too many.”40 The con-
nection between Jones’ knowledge of the famine and his suspect 
death is in equal parts dubious and likely.41

The criticism Muggeridge and Jones received from West-
ern society was in part a result of the professional necessity for 
the Western press to sympathize with the Soviet Union in their 
reports. This sympathy served to tighten the gaps that the Soviet 
censorship left open and to discount the facs from reporters like 
Muggeridge and Jones. In an interview commemorating the 50th 
anniversary of the famine, Muggeridge noted, “The press was not 
overtly pro-Soviet, but it was, as it is now, essentially sympathetic 
with that side and distrustful of any serious attack on it.”42 While 
some members of the foreign press were Soviet sympathizers, 
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many wrote pro-Soviet articles out of professional necessity. Jones’ 
reports of the famine coincided with a major international news 
story, the trial of “six British engineers accused of sabotaging 
turbines and other machinery sold to the USSR by their own 
firm.”43 Soviet Press Chief Oumansky told the foreign reporters 
that, in order to cover the trial, they must repudiate Jones and 
the famine. This ultimatum was not unusual for the Soviet Press 
Department, which rewarded pro-Soviet reporters with everything 
from liquor and tobacco to exclusive interviews with high-ranking 
government officials.44 Because pro-Soviet journalism advanced the 
careers and comforts of the foreign correspondents, the Western 
press rejected rumors of the famine and reported favorably on 
the First Five-Year Plan.

Walter Duranty, the New York Times’ Moscow bureau chief 
since 1922, used his reputation to conceal the Holodomor and 
advance his status as the chief authority on the Soviet Union. 
Duranty’s 10 years of experience in the Soviet Union allowed for 
a friendly rapport with the Soviets, who granted him exclusive 
interviews with high-level Soviet officials and access to classified 
government documents. In April of 1932, Duranty was awarded 
the Pulitzer Prize for his “dispassionate” Soviet correspondence.45 

The announcement noted that “Mr. Duranty’s dispatches show 
profound and intimate comprehension of conditions in Russia 
and of the causes of those conditions.”46 Duranty’s reports soothed 
American concerns over the famine and promoted the success of 
collectivization, leading the publisher of the New York Times Adoph 
S. Ochs to comment, “we have given Mr. Duranty the widest lati-
tude because of our confidence in his integrity, and his alertness 
and ability to send us authentic news.”47 Duranty exercised his 
latitude to deny the facts of the famine for his own professional 
advancement.48

Duranty gained recognition as a foreign correspondent in 
1919, when he was relocated to Riga, Lativa by the New York Times, 
to report on American and British aid efforts in the Baltic States. 
While there, Duranty learned of a Bolshevik courier who was 
caught smuggling $13,000 worth of diamonds and suspicious docu-
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ments from the Comintern to the American Communist Party.49 
These documents discussed Communist-organized anti-American 
plots and were seized by the Lettish authorities. The documents, 
although concerning the United States, were distributed to the 
British forces stationed in Latvia. In a stroke of luck, Duranty was 
offered copies of the documents from Captain Dewhurst of the 
British Army.50 Duranty exploited his status as the only American 
reporter with access to the documents, later writing: 

To me the effects of this capture were delightful. Most reporters 
know cases when they were handed a cracker-jack story on a plate, 
so to speak, but in this instance, it was not one story but a dozen, at 
a time when nothing was happening in Latvia, and when the United 
States was in the throes of a fantastic anti-Red scare.51

Duranty withheld the documents from the American Mission in 
Riga in order to maintain his exclusive story, which he broke on 
the front-page of the New York Times in a series of seven dispatches 
that slammed the Bolshevik-controlled Soviet Union. As Duranty 
released “a document a day for the next two weeks or more,” from 
December 22, 1919 to January 4, 1920, he established his position 
as a reputable foreign correspondent.52

Following his success with the Comintern courier articles, 
Duranty continued reporting in Riga until July of 1921 when the 
New York Times offered him the opportunity to report from Moscow. 
Duranty, eager to report the activity occurring in the fledgling So-
viet Union, had applied for the job a year earlier.53 While waiting 
for a visa, Duranty befriended a Soviet Press officer by the name 
of Markov.54 In confidence, Markov told Duranty that the Soviet 
Press Department planned to deny Duranty a visa because of his 
Comintern courier articles. The articles led the department to 
believe that he would continue to write anti-Bolshevik reports 
that would portray the Soviet Union in a poor light. In order to 
gain entry to the Soviet Union, Duranty told Markov that the Co-
mintern documents were invalid and pledged that he would not 
send “untrue or unfair reports from the Soviet Union.”55 Duranty 
appeased the hesitant Soviet Union with an article heralding 
Lenin’s announcement of the New Economic Policy on August 
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12, 1921.56 Following the report, as Duranty put it, “luck broke my 
way,” and he was allowed to enter the Soviet Union.57 This experi-
ence proved to Duranty what it took for a foreign correspondent 
to remain in the Soviet Union. His report on the New Economic 
Policy set the bar for his reports in the years to come, which would 
be filled with articles that portrayed the dictatorship in a positive 
light to the foreign public. Duranty’s articles from within the 
Soviet Union would remain supportive of the Soviet government 
and its official views.

Throughout the 1920s, Duranty reported the Soviet Union 
from the right hand of the Bolsheviks, building a rapport with Soviet 
leaders. Through Lenin’s death, Trotsky’s exile, and Stalin’s rise to 
power, Duranty remained supportive of the Soviet Union. In his 
book, US Intelligence Perceptions of Soviet Power, 1921–1946, Leonard 
Leshuk quotes A. W. Klieforth of the U.S. Embassy in Berlin, to 
whom Duranty admitted “in agreement with The New York Times 
and the Soviet authorities, ‘his official dispatches always reflected 
the official opinion of the Soviet regime and not his own.’”58 In 
return for his cooperation, the Soviet Union provided Duranty 
with a large apartment, chauffeur, and a mistress, among other 
amenities that were usually reserved for commissars.59 Through 
pro-Soviet reporting, Duranty earned a comfortable life in the 
Soviet Union.

On November 30, 1930, the Soviet Press Department re-
warded Duranty’s pro-Soviet reports by giving him an exclusive 
interview with Stalin. The interview, only Stalin’s second in four 
years, was both an honor and an exclusive privilege. Duranty re-
iterated throughout his article recounting the interview that he 
was awestruck by Stalin and repeatedly praised the Premier as a 
“great” man with a spirit that was “far more interesting than what 
they say.”60 In the article, Duranty mentioned Stalin’s interest in the 
possibility of the Soviet Union doing grain business with capitalist 
nations. The article lingered briefly on the minor point, before 
rebounding to discuss Soviet-United States relations.61 Yet Stalin’s 
comment, microscopic within a titanic interview, foreshadowed 
the lengths to which Stalin would go in order to sell the grain 
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produced during Ukraine’s forced collectivization. Duranty in-
cluded the grain comment in the development of a larger point: 
the success of Soviet collectivization. Duranty framed the article 
to support Stalin’s assertion to the Western world that, “Socialist 
production is possible and is growing and will succeed. Whether 
they [capitalists] like it or not, Socialist economics will develop.”62 
Duranty received international recognition for the article covering 
Stalin’s announcement, certifying his place as the most distin-
guished Moscow correspondent of the day.63

Because of the success of his 1930 interview with Stalin, 
Duranty’s Soviet reports were widely read and respected by the 
West. Therefore, on September 1, 1932, when Duranty published 
his first article on the Ukrainian famine, his report was trusted 
by the West as the truth. The article mentioned an “unsatisfac-
tory” harvest in Ukraine, and attributed it to defiant peasants.64 
Duranty noted that the “demoralized” peasants sowed the fields 
half as quickly as the prior year and stole from the collective farms, 
leading to a “widespread shortage” of grain. Although Duranty 
later acknowledged that he knew of Ukraine’s forced collectiviza-
tion and the famine when writing the article, he omitted both in 
his report.65 The report exemplified Duranty’s style of dishonest 
appeasement journalism. By attributing the grain shortages to 
defiant peasants, Duranty ensured that the West would not blame 
the Soviet regime or collectivization for grain shortages. Because 
Duranty dispelled Western fears of a famine in Ukraine and satis-
fied the Soviet Press Department, he ensured that both his access 
to Soviet officials and status as the most respected Moscow cor-
respondent would not change.

However, Duranty’s reports denying the famine were 
interrupted in March of 1933 when Muggeridge and Jones each 
published first-hand accounts of the famine. On March 31, 1933, 
in the wake of Muggeridge’s and Jones’s deportations, Duranty 
published an article denouncing Jones’s reports of famine.66 The 
article was released the night after Soviet Press Chief Oumansky 
warned the Moscow foreign correspondents about reporting the 
famine, a night which reaffirmed the lessons Duranty learned 
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when gaining his Soviet visa. In the article, Duranty categorized 
Jones’s judgment that “thousands [are] already dead and millions 
menaced by death from starvation” as a “somewhat hasty” depic-
tion of Ukraine in comparison to Duranty’s “more trustworthy” 
reports from personal connections in the Soviet government.67 The 
article concluded “conditions are bad, but there is no famine,” and 
sardonically added, “you can’t make an omelette without breaking 
eggs.”68 While Duranty harshly denied the famine in the article, 
he later commented that he knew of the famine at the time but 
did not want to give a “second-hand description” of Ukraine’s 
“miseries, hopes, disappointments, and struggles (…) without 
having seen them.”69 In addition to Duranty’s professed reason for 
denying the famine, Duranty was proud of his reputation as the 
leading informant on the Soviet Union to the West and did not 
want to lose that status. Therefore, when Press Chief Oumansky 
threatened Duranty with the loss of his job, Duranty denied the 
famine.70 Because Duranty was the most respected Moscow cor-
respondent of the time, his article denying Jones’ report of the 
famine was accepted by his Western audience as the truth. Thus, 
Duranty used his authority to lie to his Western audience, and he 
lied to his Western audience in order to keep this same authority. 

Duranty was so respected as an authority on the Soviet 
Union that even Franklin Roosevelt contacted him for informa-
tion regarding the Soviet Union prior to his 1932 Presidential 
election.71 A detailed outline of their conversation appeared in 
the Times the next day under the headline “Roosevelt Confers 
On Russian Policy.” At the time, Roosevelt was contemplating the 
resumption of diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union, when 
and if he were elected. During an afternoon, Roosevelt quizzed 
Duranty on the economic climate in the Soviet Union and all 
aspects of their industry.72 A thorough overview of Soviet indus-
try would have included the grain industry, which was primarily 
located in Ukraine. Yet, in both the Times article73 and Duranty’s 
account of the afternoon in his autobiography,74 the topics of 
famine and grain were never mentioned. The consequences of 
Duranty’s omission to then-Governor Roosevelt were seen on Au-
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gust 25, 1933, when President Roosevelt signed the International 
Wheat Agreement. The International Wheat Agreement called 
on the Soviet Union to lower the price of wheat, in exchange 
for increased trade with the United States.75 Upon signing the 
agreement, Roosevelt unintentionally promoted the harsh Soviet 
collectivization policy. If Roosevelt knew of the famine, he would 
have known of the problems that increased wheat trade posed to 
the recently-collectivized, and starving, Ukraine.

Duranty’s role in denying the famine and supporting the 
International Wheat Agreement was recognized by the Soviet 
Union and rewarded in September of 1933, when the reporter 
was granted the opportunity to travel to Ukraine, where he saw the 
effect of the Holodomor firsthand.76 While Stalin restored food 
rations to pre-collectivization levels in May of 1933, Ukrainians 
were still recovering from the famine at the time of Duranty’s 
visit.77 Because of Duranty’s previous pro-Soviet reports denying 
the famine; the Soviet Union trusted Duranty not to report the 
famine, but instead the “success” of Ukraine’s collectivization. 
Stalin clarified the Soviet Union’s expectation of what Duranty 
would report from Ukraine in August of 1933, after the signing of 
the International Wheat Agreement. Stalin commended Duranty’s 
pro-Soviet reports, noting, “You have done a great job in your 
reporting of the USSR, although you are not a Marxist, because 
you tried to tell the truth about our country and to understand it 
and explain it to your readers.”78 Duranty’s report to the New York 
Times showed that he met Stalin’s expectations of his visit, report-
ing, “The writer has just completed a 200-mile auto trip through 
the heart of the Ukraine and can say positively that the harvest is 
splendid and all talk of famine now is ridiculous.”79 In his report, 
Duranty continued to depict a thriving Ukraine that was “healthy 
and well nourished,”80 and where citizens were “willingly obeying 
the Kremlin’s orders.”81 Duranty’s clearest acknowledgement of the 
reasons behind Stalin’s efforts in Ukraine appeared in the closing 
paragraphs of the article, where he denounced the kulaks and at-
tributed the rise in grain rations to collectivization.82 In closing, 
Duranty wrote, “In short, the mechanization and collectivization 
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of Russian agriculture have come to stay and the Kremlin has won 
its battle.”83 As the foremost U.S. authority on the Soviet Union, 
Duranty’s firsthand account of Ukraine depicted a Ukraine thriv-
ing because of collectivization and put any final rumors of famine 
in Ukraine to rest.

Duranty used his 1935 memoir, I Write as I Please, to cement 
the image of successful collectivization. In the memoir, Duranty 
recognized that his reports often sympathized unduly with the 
Soviet Union because it was his duty as a Moscow correspondent 
to understand and report Soviet news “like a true-blue Stalin-
ist.”84 Duranty noted, “I had no intention of being an apologist 
for the Stalin administration; all that I was thinking of was that I 
had ‘doped out’ the line that the administration inevitably must 
follow, and when it did follow that line I naturally felt that it was 
right.”85 The memoir followed Duranty’s usual style of appease-
ment journalism by acknowledging his Soviet sympathies without 
discrediting his earlier false reports on collectivization. Duranty 
emphasized that while he sympathized with the Soviet Union, his 
reports were still factual, commenting, “It is a matter of history that 
the first Five-Year Plan succeeded far better than anyone abroad 
expected.”86 To support his statement, Duranty recounted horrors 
of kulak mismanagement, with a reference to “grain (…) rotting 
unharvested in the fields.”87 Duranty reiterated that it was the Soviet 
government that saved the poor villagers who could not collectiv-
ize on their own and helped the peasants to “accept a modern 
form of agriculture instead of the wasteful clumsy methods which 
he and his grandfather and great-grandfathers have followed.”88 
The memoir, published two years after the famine, was distanced 
enough from the famine to establish the “final word” on the famine 
and collectivization. With no credible opposing stories, it would 
seem that I Write as I Please and Duranty’s other reports denying 
the famine would conceal the Holodomor indefinitely.

It was not until after Stalin’s death in 1953 that information 
regarding the famine was again exposed. While the Soviet Union 
slowly acknowledged the famine, it never took full responsibility for 
the massacre. In his 1956 “Secret Speech,” Soviet Premier Nikita 
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Khruschev alluded to a “difficult situation in agriculture,” with no 
further discussion of the famine.89 The famine was not referenced 
again until 1969, when Premier Leonid Brezhnev recognized 
“errors” in “collective farm construction” but did not specify the 
Holodomor in Ukraine. Brezhnev argued that the Party did not 
need to recognize its mistake in collectivization, because the Party 
had already rectified the mistakes.90 As the Soviet Union began to 
unravel in the 1980s, Ukrainian testimonies of the famine began 
to surface.91 The United States Congress appointed a commission 
to investigate the famine in 1985, bringing the famine to inter-
national attention. In a series of reports released between 1985 
and 1988, the commission concluded that millions of Ukrainians 
were killed in a 1932–1933 manmade famine created by the Soviet 
government.92 The findings of the Congressional reports were 
reiterated in historian Robert Conquest’s 1987 book The Harvest 
of Sorrow: Soviet Collectivization and the Terror-Famine.93 Conquest’s 
book and the Congressional reports encouraged many survivors 
of the famine to publish their eyewitness accounts of the famine. 
Finally, in 1987, the Soviet Union acknowledged the Holodomor’s 
existence and impact but blamed it on drought and poor harvest.94

The Soviet government’s harsh censorship policy, aided by 
the personal ambitions of the pro-Soviet Western press, was respon-
sible for the 55-year concealment of the Ukrainian Holodomor 
to the Western world. In recent years, the truth has seeped to the 
surface, trading Duranty’s respect for disgrace, and Jones and Mug-
geridge’s humiliation for honor. In 2003, the Pulitzer Prize Board 
met to discuss the possibility of revoking Duranty’s 1932 Pulitzer 
Prize. Ultimately, the Board chose to leave the prize intact, stating 
that the prize was awarded for 13 dispatches that were published 
in 1931, prior to his reports on the famine. They noted Duranty’s 
questionable Soviet leanings, yet stated affirmatively that the Pu-
litzer Prize was independent of the author’s character.95 In 2008, 
Gareth Jones and Malcolm Muggeridge received posthumously 
the Ukrainian Order of Freedom.96 Their courageous reporting 
defied both the legalities and the norms for the foreign press at 
the time. Finally, the Ukrainian famine is receiving the attention 
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it was long denied. As the truth is unraveled, it is clearer than 
ever that the Western ignorance of the famine was primarily due 
to the Soviet-sympathizing foreign press97 and harsh censorship.
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