How was the Bolshevik regime affected by the Civil War?
Effects of the war – general

Estimated Red Army deaths – 632,00 killed in battle with 581,000 dead of disease. Whites may have lost up to 1.29 million from death and disease.
Add in the effects of typhus and typhoid, the two main killers, the effects of the White and Red Terrors, hunger, starvation and cholera epidemics and the number killed in the Civil War rises to between 7-10 million.

To put this in context, it was more than four times the Russian casualties in the 1st World War (1.7 million). Seven million children were left homeless and one million of the best and brightest emigrated to Western Europe.

Evan Mawsdley has calculated that the Civil War ‘was the greatest national catastrophe Europe had yet seen’.

Economic impact

Half the labour force of Moscow and St Petersburg had fled into the countryside to try to find food. 

The industrial centres of the Urals, the Donbas region and the Ukraine had suffered heavy damage.

This MEANT that the class the Bolsheviks received its support from was rapidly disintegrating.

To cope with its cash shortage the government had printed more banknotes to cover its expenses. As a result by October 1920 the rouble was worth only one percent of its value in October 1917.
THIS IS THE IMPORTANT CONTROVERSY

THERE WERE MANY CHANGES THAT OCCURRED IN THE CIVIL WAR. POLITICALLY THE REGIME WAS MILITARIZED AND BRUTALISED, ECONOMICALLY IT WAS CENTRALISED UNDER STATE CONTROL.

KEY QUESTION: WAS THE REGIME FORCED INTO THESE CHANGES BY THE CRISIS OF THE CIVIL WAR OR WOULD THEY HAVE TAKEN PLACE ANYWAY BECAUSE OF THE NATURE OF COMMUNISM, AS A DELIBERATE DRIVE TOWARDS SOCIALISM?

Some different viewpoints:
American historian Robert C. Tucker argues that the Civil War was responsible for the political developments. He says the methods that the civil war caused to be adopted brutalised the party and gave them a siege mentality, making concentration on centralisation of resources an integral part of the Soviet system. Tucker believes that Lenin’s ideas, enshrined for example in Lenin’s idea of a volunteer militia that could not be used against the people (mentioned in the April Theses) were changed by the pragmatic need to defend the new order. 

Christopher Read on the other hand makes the point that it was not only the war that changed the Bolsheviks. As he says the Bolsheviks were products of tsarist rule and a society where opposition could not be tolerated. He makes the point that to an opposition party who believed they knew best in changing Marxism and establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat force was the only way to prove their position. 

Adam Ulam is representative of a group of older liberal historians who argue that Lenin in a striking parallel to George Bush welcomed the civil war and subsequent crises as a means of maintaining the terror and bans on a free press and persecution of opposition groups. 

What do you think? Write a cohesive argument for one side of this dispute using the evidence provided. 
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