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'A Rer*inder
d

V. B. Karhik

A FTER all the encomituns that were showered on
A dis Russian Revolutfon on the occasion of its
fiftieth anniversary, a young Tadjik writer, a Russian
citizen,Mr. Aziz Oulougzade has sprung on the world
stage to remind us all of its one significant failure, a
failure which makes a mockery of all its achieve-
ments on the material plane, the failure to ensure
liberty. Nlr. Aziz Oulougzade was in India as a
member of a three-man youth delegation. On the day
ttrat the delegation was to leave New Delhi for its
return trip to Moscorv, Mr. Aziz Oulougzade refused
to go back to Moscow'and sought political asylum.
From what-has appeared in the papers it is clear that
he does not u'ant to go back to his motherland because
he is not able to live there as a free man.

A similar drama was enacted in New Delhi some
eight months back. The person involved in the drama
was the daughter of Stalin, the one-time cruel dictator
of Russia. Svetlana Stalin refused to go back to
Moscow where she had left her son and daughter
because she was convinced that under communist rule
she would not be able to live her own life. In the end
she decided to go to.the United States and is now
living there as a free citizen.

, Aziz Oulougzade and Svetlana Stalin belong to two
entirely different categories of Soviet citizens. The
former is a humble rvriter making zr moclest living in
lvlosco*' as a teacher, s'hile the latter belonged to the
privileged category of the sons trncl daughters of party
bosses u'l.ro hacl irll avenues of success and advance-
ment and easy life open before them. But both deve-
loped the same feeling, the feeling that they were
stifled, that they had no freedom, that they lvoulcl be
compelled to live a life as may be decided for them by
the rulers of the country. Both revolted against this
oppression and as sooll rrs an opportunity plesentecl
itself broke irrvay frclm the bor.rclirge.

The tlvo r'"'cre fortunate enough to fincl the oppor-
tunity and mtrkcr tl.reir escapc. TIrcrc ma1' l)cr rnanl'
others, htrnclrecls turcl tliorrsarrcls. s'lrri rriin, l,t' pinirr{
for a sir.nilar opportunitt. Thrit is thc lt,asor, rvlrl: R,,s-
sian rulers do r.rot orclinarilv allorv thoir citizrrns to go
out of tltc'ir corrntlr'. 'I-hc ofliccrs tlrirt tlrcv st.rrrl oirt

and the deleg{tions that are allowed to go abroad are
as a rule handpicked persons whose loyalty to the
regime is above suspicion. Even then on many an
occasion they are required to leave behind their dear-
est relatives as host'a-ges.

The action that Svetlana Stalin and Aziz Oulougzade
were compelled to take throws a flood of "devastating
light on the-state of human liberty and rights that
obtains in communist Russia. It is never easy'to leave
one's oll'n country, abandon all that one may bave
built up during ten or twenty years of adult life and
face an uncertain future. It-ii only an iriepressible
urge to freedom that will persuade a man or a woman
to make that choice. The fact that some persons feel
compelled to make that choice robs the Revolution
of rnuch of its glory.

Lovers of freedom all over the world were 4ttracted
to the Russian Revolution not by its capacity to pro-
duce huge quantities of iron and steel'and coal and
electricity or to build up a powsful military machine
or to send space ships to the Moon but by its promise
to expand human Iiberty and to establish a socirety of
equality and freedom. Fifty years have passed but that
promise far from being fulfilled has been cruelly
belied. Svetlana Stalin and Aziz Oulougzade and
others like thern provide from tirne to time a bitter
rerrinder of that ugly fact.

COL. LESLIE SAWIINY
Col. Leslie Sawhny was an able industrialist, a

keen sportstnan ancl a great gentleman, but above
all hc n':rs a cleclicatecl ancl ardent democrat. It is
ir.r that capacity tbat Freedont Firrt knew hirn
best ancl u'ould like to remember him for all the
time to corne.

Col. Sarvhny's sad and sudden death at the early
age of fiftytu'o is a blorv to the journal, the Demo-
cratic Research Service and many other organ-
isations rvith rvhich he vl'as closely associated.
His sincelity, his fetrrlessness, his love of free-
dom ancl his cleep ingri.rined humanism were
ah.vtrys an inspiration to thern. They rvill rniss
hirn for lr)ilr)\ rnal)' ) ('ars.

li rr:clc,rtt /iir'.s1 piir.s its hurlltlc triltutr: to thc
ln('lnorv of Col. Sau'hn1', one of its ltcst and mo"^t
steaclfast frienrls.



Death Of Fourth Pla n
M. R. Hazaray

TY/HO killed the little Robin-the Fourth Plan in thelY offing? Of course the answer is plain. It was
killed by the doctrinaire dogmatists and buried most
unceremoniously by our learned Planners.

Undoubtedly, the Fourth Plan must have died of its
sheer size and weight at the time of its birth.

The First Plan was avowedly modest and it merely
aimed at increased production and reduction of inequa-
lities. Independence of the country-the political fush
of enthusiasm helped it succeed. The Second Plan
arrived on the tide of economic success of the First
Plan. Naturally it was more ambitious and aimed at
development of basic and capital goods industries
stepping up the outlays l0 times over from 60 Crores to
690 Crs. It however brewed the foreign exchange crisis.
The Third Plan was virtually shattered by two exter-'
nal attacks yet it provided laudably for the twin
objectives - defence and development as if they
were complementary in a way and not so eonficting
after all. Yet the defence expenditure had to be doubl-
ed at the cost of further economic development from
Rs. 343 Crs. to Rs. 708 Crs. approximately. The Fourth
Plan was to be still bigger by the same token but alas
it proved abortive because of the devaluation debacle
that played havoc rvith prices and production after
two successive drought years. Following table of pat-
tern of investment goes to prove the evergrowing sizes
of the successive Plans.

Period Pubkc Sector Priaate Sectot Total

First Plan
1951-1956 1560

Second Plan
1956-1961 373I

Third Plan
1961-1966 6300

Fourth Plan
1966-197r 13600

1800

3r00

4r00

7750

3360

6831

10400

2t350

Thus the mathematics of multiplication r;i'as incorpo-
rated in our planning from its very inception and most
probably this formidable mathematics must have
driven olrt economics from its ffeld. The growing sizes
of the plan naturally led to grorving deffcit financing
in the economy from Rs. 532 Crs. in the First Plan to
Rs. 1200 Crs. talgetted i.e.25% of the total Plan outlays
in the Scconcl Plan and to Rs. 1150 Crs. far exceeding
the target of Rs. 550 Crs. in the Third Plan'

Dcpc:nclcucc) ou external assistat.rce lrlso incrcasccl
nranifolcl fror.u a lncagre Rs. 203 Crs. to 2600 Crores
targctte cl in thc foulth Plart. General price level similar-

)

ly went on spiralling merrily tpto 6%,9% and L5% per
annum respectively over the period of planning. The
explosion of population continued unabated and.elud-
ed planners as politicians dared not swim against the
current and court unpopularity on this account.

The result of it all was the heavy burden of taxes
both direct and indirect that became unbearable to
both the rich and the poor alike. The dead weight of
taxes had its inevitable effect on the progress of the
economy in the vital sectors like agriculture and
industry. Planning produced recurrent crisis-finally
resulting in crisis of confidence in the planning itself.
We could not plan for full employment. On the
contrary unemployment became widespread. The
backlogs of unemployed increased from 5.3 million to
25 million at the beginning of the Fourth Plan. The pro-
gress of agriculture declined and that of industry slow-
ed down. Though food production increased from 50
million tons in 1951 to 100 million tons to-day and
industrial Index (Base 1956-100) jumped upto I90 at
present from its lorv level of 74 during the First Plan
period, the increase in food production or industrial
production was not at all commensurate with the
multiple effects produced elsewhere in the economy.

On the whole the targets of planning receded where
they should have succeeded and succeeded where
they should have been kept in bound. Hence it is
foolish to hope for the survival of the Fourth Plan in
such unnatural circumstances.

MOSCOW9S HAND IN INI}IA
Peter Sager

An LPH Publicatiott-
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Russia From Ma ny A n gles
ANOTHER IMPERIALISIVI

ln the course of an article in the Los Angeles Times
Mr. Louis Fischer urote:

The internationalist concern for the world working
class has given way to a Russia-first nationalism which
is the cause of the real rift with China and of Cuba's
defiant attitude toward the Soviet sugar daddy who
giveS her a 350 million-dollar annual subsidy.

Russia's nationalism irks her East European satel-
Iites and has driven Rumania to adopt an independent
foreign policy. The numerous communist parties of
the globe rvhich are still puppets of Moscow have
lost their revolutionary potential and are being used
to buttress Russia's foreign policy. In an age when
other empires are doomed, Russia should be regarded
as yet another imperialist seeking power far and near
at the expense of the Soviet people's standard of
living. .. . .

From the Czars, however, the Communists inherited
a fear of the West. It is not a fear of military attack-
they are too strong for that-but a fear of the corrosive
effect of freedom. Close contacts rvith lvestern Europe
and the United States unhindered correspondence
betrveen individuals and institutions and a mutual
ceasefire of vitroiolic diatribes would undermine the
communist autocracy r.vhich the Kremlin is determined
to perpetuate despite its demonstrably high cost.

Nevertheless dissent is not dead in the Soviet Union.
Soviet physicists, the indispensable men, buy abstract
art and hang the pictures in their homes and try to
protect the artists. Poets and writers speak out against
repression rvith increasing vehemence and frequency.
The new technologically minded generation who in 10
years will be ruling Russia are bored with the allegedly
scientific doctrines of Marx and Lenin which time has
disprovecl and rvant freedom and better living condi-
tions. Thcv cleplore the l'astefulness of foreign aicl-
especialll' sending billions in arms to people',r'ho can-
not use them-and prefel to see the lnoney spent inside
the countn'.

STALIN'S PURCES

The follottittg i,s utr extract from a series of articles
publislrccl irr. New York Tirnes.

Bl' 1967, the curnr.rlative evidence left littkr cloubt
Stalin's lllrges hacl come close to causiug Russia's
defeat bv Ce,rmanv in World War IL

Stirlin clecirnatcrcl his political arrcl inclustrial esta-
blisl.unent irr tlrc 1930's. Of 1,966 clelegates to tlrr: l7tlr
Sovict Paltv Cougless ir.r 193"1 1,10S s'erc arrcstcrl. O[
139 mcnrbcrs of tlrc Ceutral Committee, .98 ri.crc
nrrestcrl. 'l'ht, toll in tltc Rcrl ..\r'niv ri'rrs tlrlct' Srlvir.t

lvlarshals, including the Commander-in-Chief, Ivlarshal
Mikhail N. Tukhachevsky, every officer who com-
manded a military district; trvo of the four fleet com-
manders, every army corps commander; almost every
division commander; half the regimental cdmmanders,
members of military coubells and chiefs of political
work. One-third to one-half of the 75,000 Red Army
officers were arrested or shot,

SECOND REVOLUTION

In the colnse of a long articlc on the annioersarg Time
u;rote:

From feudal czarist Russia the heirs of Marx and
Lenin have created a modern state that trails only the
U.S. in power and production. Moreover, though no
country has ever freely elected a Communist govern-
ment, they have managed to impose their ideology on
one-third of the earth's population, about one billion
people.

The cost of it all has been huge. The vicious civil
war that follou'ed the Bolshevik coup decimated the
Russian population and laid waste the land. The Stali-
nist reign of terror destroyed millions of Russians,
among them many of the most intelligent and talented,
and put a permanent scar of guilt on the nation s

psyche. Industrialization u,as accomplished only by
forced labour and the long and severe deprivation of
the populace. The self-defeating collectivization of
agriculture lvas sclLleezed from the blood and brows of
the stolid and melancholy peasantry. Fear has been
the single most dorninant characteristic of 50 years of
Communism.

Despite the burden of such a legacy, Russia is
changing faster and in more ways than at any time in
its history. Instead of the fiery prophet Lenin, the
obsessecl and brutal Stalin or the bubbly and unpredic-
table Khnrshchcr', it is lecl today by an oligarchy of
sober, catrtiilrs burcauclats u,lro ernbcldy the country's
nes' striving for rcspecti'rbilitl'. . . . . . the government is
experimenting s'ith economic liberalization and
cautiously rvidening the still narrow limits of individ-
ual fi'eeclom :rnd expression. Ideology, long the great
bugaboo of Soviet life, is being sacriffced to prag-
matism in orcler to get things clone. And the regime is
fncing a gnlu'ing gap bctu'ecu Russit.t's government
and its citizcns, lrrought abotrt by tlie onslaught of
tec'hnology' ancl thc rise of n<:u' ancl striving classes in
tlrt, "clirsslt'ss sucic'1v".

\\,'lrclr, rlrlcs Ilrrssilr. go llorn lrcr'<'? One populnr
tlicorv is tlrat tlrr' (iorrrmurrist irrrr[ c,irllitalist s1'stenrs arc
glacltralll' corn t'r'girrg, as tlrc U.S. Govcurnrcnt proviclcs
rrrolr'sociirl lrcrrr'[ils rrrril tlrt'litrssiirrrs irtlopt rrorc oI tlrt'



tr'reedont First

trappings of capitalism, That theory has several
seriousflaws.....

The Soviet government has adopted a ferv capita-
list devices like incentives simply because the needs
of modern technology make them desirable. Pressures
from the nelv class of technocrats are also largely
responsible for the loosening up of'soviet society. If
people express themselves more openly in the Soviet
Union today, it is certainly not because the leadership
is committed to eventual democracy, but because a
more varied and complicated economy requires the
men rvho run it to be in the habit of asking questions.

The men in the Kremlin possess power that is
potentially limitless and unrestrained in its exercise;
they could blow the whistle on reform any day and
reimpose at least some of the tight discipline of the
past. Once fully launched, however, liberalization may
not be so easy to stop. The vast reorganization of the
Soviet economy and the increasing force of technology
are producing a second revolution in the habits and
outlook of the people that the Kremlin will be hard-
pressed to reverse. If that revolution continues to work
its influence, arousing among Russians a longing to
join the modern rvorld and giving them a freer voice to
articulate that longing, it could ultimately be of more
signiffcance than even the October Revolution.

STICK TO SIIvIPLE THINGS

A letter to tlrc Editor published in the Ttre Economist
gaae the follouing piece of adaice:

Let us stick to simple things. The Russia of 1967
lacks ahnost all the prerequisites of human dignity:
for example, objective lan', logic, freedom of discussion
and loyalty betrveen individuals. At the top the country
is still run by a junta of bosses disposing of all the
classical aids to coercion. Now empty of creative ideals,
these men can be credited only by those who have
seen and heard them.

Surelv rr'c' shotrlcl reco gn i se trve'ntiet]r-cen tury' mrtt'x -

isrl (marxisrn-leninism) for u'l.rrrt it is: the instrument
of mystificirtion of 11 grcup of Eurasian u'ar-lords. To
hope that thcir u'olcls and deeds rvill evolve into a
presentable life-svstern is irbsurd. Their porver rvill last
until it is overthrox'n by the Russian people. lt{ean-
while let us not celebrate anything but that people's
survival,

QLTALITY OF LrFE

\I/ritLng uhotrt ltt dotl-to-duy lif c irr Rtr.ssin, Tl.rc
Econornist, Lottti<ttt slalcd:

Rrrssia fiftv vcrLls ott is it grt't' plirce. To visit it as it
('onrrrelu()r'lltt'<l tlrc Oc'tolrt'r lli'r'olrrtioll \\'1ts to t'caliscr

tlrirt ttlrrtlitiouri (iLlr g() ()tt gt'ttirtg llcttcr for it lorrg

tirrre u.itlrotrt ltccorniug goocl. Lifcr in lltrssiir is still
crtlaorrlinrtlilv ircrn.,'t'nit'nt Irr u't'stt't'tt standirlcls.
rrrrtI it is ir slroci.. rLiIt'r'iLll tirt' tirlk irrrtl tlre ltitlitr ol

.1
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east-west detente, to ffnd the regime still so closed to
outside inquiry, so absolutist and so snspicious. . . . .

Queues are still the ffrst thing that catch the western
visitor's eye: queues waiting each morning for the
shops to open, queues of 100 or 20O people who have
got wind of a consignment of fresh ffsh, queues for
eggs and scarce kinds of tinned fruit, queues waiting
every evening in the cold outside icecream parlours
and restaurants, queues even to buy a quick drink at a
wretched windy street kiosk instead of a warm pub,
queues of people standing twenty minutes in the
middle of Moscow before they can get a taxi even
outside the rush hour.

In Russia, prices of the most essential goods stay
low, and rich and poor have an equal chance of buying
what is scarce; it is simply a matter of getting into
the queue in time. Those who come too late inquire
rvhen the next consignment will be on sale, and take
care to arrive rvell before the shop opens so as to get
near the door.

If the visitor puts himself in a Russian's shoes
he can ffnd plenty to be glad about. Living standards
have improved and the housing shortage in the cities
is no longer so acute..... Food in the resturants has
improved, and the supply of cars has increased so
much, in Moscow anyway, that the city is a jaywalker's
nightmare. And Russians have all their space achieve-
rnents to be proud of, as well as their great advances
in education and health services.

But rvhen the visitor returns to his western shoes he
cannot help being assailed by doubts about the real
quality of life, Ieaving aside the material discomforts.
All over Russia today the streets are filled with millions
of ugly portraits of Leuin reduced to caricature by
the fearlessly-jutting Batman chin, the burning, narrow,
calculating eyes. (The present leadership appeared on
the posters only a few days before the anniversary.)
The other symbols employed for the anniversary are
crude and crushing: massive hammers and sickles,
zoomir.rg rockets. It rvoulcl matter less if unofficial art
rvere free, but it is not.

THE CON{N{UNIST PARTY OF INDIA
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C reativity In Crisis : Russian Story
Dilip Chitre

HE grit shown by the Soviet creative writer in the
face of police persecution, exile, imprisonment,

machine-gun squads and the cruelly idiotic grin of
commissars is perhaps a more dazzling achievement of
the Soviet spirit than all those technological ffre-
rvorks which blind critics in underdeveloped coun-
tries like ours. It is expression rvhich has paid a

Irigher price than that paid by 'alienated' aoant garde
in France or the United States or even in our own
country where persecution of each type is hardly
known. What Sinyavsky is prepared to face in order to
proclaim his own moral and aesthetic vision is the
monstrous machinery of a penal colony.

Fifty years have passed. They have given us Lenin,
Stalin, Malenkov, Khrushchev, and Brezhnev. They
have also given us a brilliant galaxy of martyrs such as

Boris Pastemak in the cause of creative and moral
perception.

On one hand, rn'e have tyranny with a changing
face; on the other, we have the natural alliance of the
cieative spirit attaining a moral dignity unparalleled
in the modern world. This upsurge of the spirit shines
through the grotesque, naive, exhibitionistic, but
savagely porverful rvorks of Mayakovsky and his con-
temporary heirs; or it is refected in the lonely depth
and rvidth of Boris Pasternak's tragic pcrception and
triumphant vision.

Alienation, in an affiuent ancl clemocratic society, is
often a rnatter of cultivation. In a slumbering and im-
poverished democratic society like ours, it is often a
luxurious form of insanity rvhich has neither aesthetic
nor moral ends before it.

In a society like the Soviet, engineered by a few
theorists and monopolists of political power, alier-ra-

tion is painfully reirl ancl valicl. To bc a tlaitor in a sit-
uation likc that is to be tliurrplrantlv htttnau. Seconcllr,,
s'e u'ho fight against a domir.rant rninority in our'
societl', fight iln Establishrnent s'hich can be con-
tinuously ancl openly attacked (although it cau never
be totallv demolished) at a lesser and more indirect
personal cost. To be a Genet in France is different from
being a Sinvavsky is Soviet Russia. Genet's social
offences are parcloned rvhen his fellorv rvriters sign an
appe:rl, his creati'u'c gr.nitrs is granterl cvctt ccrtiriu
prir.ileges not clrrr. to thit ves n'ho cannot rr'r'itt':
Sinl'avskr"s vcn' act of s'riting is an offenc'e consiclclecl
cleservinq a 'nrilcl' jrril-tcrnr of st'r'r'n t'cars, utrcl Sholo-
l<hov u'onlrl ft'r'l sorrv tllrt it c'orrltl rtot lrc r'ts st't't'tc rts

ir.; tlic goocl olcl cllr-s.
l'herefore. I fecl, tiuit tlrrr c'r't'irtivc c'risr's in Sovict litc-

r':rirrll is rrrrrrlt nrolc r',rl tlrrrn tlrrrt irr tltc so-r'lllcrl 1r't't'

world. It has brought out the best qualities in a creative
spirit rvhich .emerge only under real death-tensions.
The Soviet establishment has.a Kafkaesque quality
which makes the Soviet non-Conformist writers' con-
flict existentially more real than that of the existential
heroes of the West. It is a paradox. When witches are
burnt, only then even black magic assumes the moral
clignity of a Christ on the cross. When witches become
celebrities instead, rvitchcraft leads only to decadence
and further decadence.

Our own non-conformity and alienation only
dwindles into schools and movements and generations.
We cannot grasp the moral dignity of a mutation in
the sensibility that is celebrated in the arena of death,
surrounded by the sort of laughing hyenas who had
totally encircled the dying Pasternak.

It is this essentially moral poignancy, this sense of
profound involvement in the self-critical unfolding of
sensible experience in the face of external pressures,
that for me comprises the heart of the matter. This
year in particular lvhen ideologists and counter-ideolo-
gists will again take up their trumpets or pens to
praise or damn the Revolution once again, I am really
obsessed most rvith only this aspect of the Russian
story.

Obsessed rvith a debate the frame of rvhich has not
changed over half a century, the writers in the Soviet
Union still have a sense of individualitl,. But it is
the lirnited individuality of a rebel whose har-rd is
forced by his enemy or, if you like, his big Brother.
Even the rebel has to claim to be a Communist.
as Evtushenko has been doing. And in doing so
he is forced to get involved in a politics that is very
alien to his orvn creative calling. He may struggle
trclmilably; Ire nral' shon' l.ris ingenuitv in clebatel he
mev become a rnrrrtr,r' ancl inspire atr apltlause. Rut lrc
is permanentll' crlnden.mecl to tl.ris frarn-^ of reference
s'hich {orces upor.r liirn the presslrres of an intellectual
mvthology u'hich is not of his ou'n choice. This is hou'
Esenin ancl Nlavakovskv were dragged into a contro-
versy u'hich \\/as not even rerrotely connected rvith
literature. And the situation is basically unchangecl,

Because of his peculiar ancl rigiclly pre-set relation-
ship l'ith thc Establislrrncrrt on the onc hirnrl, ancl be-
catrsc of tlre irlnr<ist c'onge'nital infcc'tirln s'ith the corle
of N{arxist thinking-the l)o('t r.nust alrr.avs fincl hinr"^<rlf
irr u c[orrlrle-birr<l sitrrrrtion. IIr. r'ltn tliinlt otrlv olt tu,o
nlriol lol?'s to plrir-: tlrc lolc ol rt Cornnrtrnisl l'tt'o111tt't-
poct, u'lricli \laiai.:ovsliv cltosc' to lrlar'; tlrc rolc ol a
'traitrlr"/rnaltvr. ()l tlris I srtsltcr,'t cvt'ry Srtviet u'litc't'is
rrnt'nnsciorrslv rrulu',,. lrr l:rr'1. lris rvriliirg is slr:rpt'tl lrr'



Freedom First

this awareness. And there are some writers, like Vozne-
sensky in our time, who derive their dynamism from the
very ffssion caused by the confict betrveen the trvo
roles.

But these younger poets, the most widely larown
of whom are Evtushenko and Voznesensky, are Soviet
poets in the sense that their entire past has been spent
in post-Revolutionary Russia. Andrei Voznesenky
was born in 1933, Evgeny Evtushenko in 1933, Bella
Akhmadulina in 1937. The eldest of the most important
present-day Soviet poets, Evgeny Vinokurov, was born
in 1925. The poetic pre-occupations of these few people
will provide us with some interesting material for ana-
lysis and speculation. All these poets are individualistic.
But that is not saying much. The interesting fact about
them is that ( and this I say only on the basis of the
translations of their work I have seen ) they divide
into two types. Evtushenko, and to some extent Vozne-
sensky, often turn declamatory, oratorial, and rhetori-
cal like Mayakovsky. Th"y show an excessive self-
consciousness and an element of verbal extraversion.
It is as if they force the identity of a poet upon them-
selves and rvrite in the voice of a spokesman, a cham-
pion, br a prophet. Both of them, particularly Evtu-
shenko, display their gifts like untamed prodigies. One
is reminded of Esenin here as well as Mayakovsy: the
precocity, verbal as well as that of the attitude towards
things, reflects a self-dramatized maladjustmeut
which prevents a mature introspection. Voznesensky,
who is probably among the world's finest contem-
poral'y poets, often over-articulates his basically nar-
rorv thematic material. Things are made dramatic, they
are blown up, inflated, and made a bit grotesque in his
poetry. Evtushenko, rvho got very highly praised
rather hastily by Western critics, appears evell more
grotesque to me. Loudness is not all.

On the other hand, Vinokurov and Akhmadulina
seem to be writing a poetry hidden at the surface, a
poetry of condensed depth and not a poetry of tonal
sweep. In a sense, this is a furning inu'ard of one's
poetic concerlr.

I am not onc of those u'lto naivcll' choosc to see onlv
tlie unfortunate political halo projectecl consciously or
unconsciously around the heacl of errery Soviet poet by'

some Western critics. But I also thilk that it is equally
naive to assurne that politics in the Soviet Union do
not put pressures on the creative mind. Esenin ancl
lr{ayakovsky \\/ere responding to a situation rvhicl-r
contained, among otlrer things, sttch presstlres. And it
is appalent tlrat botlt their poetic clcvices clcrive partlv
from tltis scnst' o[ siegc ancl compulsion to aclapt thcir
poctic gifts antl urges itr a spccific lnallllcr. This is s'hat
must havc affcctccl t'i'cn tltc' litcran' lrttitrrtlcs of ir

qc.nellttiotr u'lrich hrts st','tt Ilrr' 1tt'r'st'c'rrtiott <t{] Pitstt't tlltll
iurcl thc' r'ictirrrizrrtiou oI SitniLvsli-i ancl ])rrrrii'1.

Vozncsenskr- is flcirrg 1-lcctrliar llr'('sstll'('s: as iI poct
lrc lrls l stlr,,rr i'i \i't'rrl.:,r'.sk'. irr llirrrl lrLrt ltt'ril:,,'

6

Ianuar| 7068

shares something with Pasternak, with the young poet
Brodsky. He is torn between a vague rhetoric and a
concrete mysticism, And he cannot wrench himself
free: hc chooses to see himself as a prophet-martyr and
a lyricist turned inward at the same time. The two
roles are incompatible: they tend to split the very
personality of his language. His speech shows a dis-
tinct schizophrenic crack.

It is a tragic but magniftcient struggle. Here one sees

the poetic conscience of one of the world's most gifted
contemporary poets strained under pecular environ-
mental pressures.

And I am not ashamed to treat Voznesensky as a
symbol of the creative mind in the Soviet Union. It is
a story of creativity in crisis. It is a story of men and
women systematically alienated from their own
creative selves by the demands of a State. Their great
gifts and their restless urge to experiment thwarted
by the presence of a rigid code of an ideology which
dares even to predict the possibilities of poetry-its
content, mode, form, substance, and achitectonics.
They have a pre-assigned role to play. And if they
refuse to play it, they are forced to rebel. And rebels are
unfree: their antagonist limits and dictates the course
of their creative careers. A Soviet writer even a rebel
against political pressures, is condemned to turn politi-
cal. This inhibits his compass and suppresses his inner
drive and energy. His destiny thus becomes historical:
he is deprivecl of the historical position of the artist
s'ho transcends his o',r'n culture while giving its inner
diseascs, conflicts, and contradictions a miraculously
cletailed and vivid form. The seismograph of his sensi'
bility itself damaged, the brilliance of his expression
becomes chaotic and intermittent.

At this point, inevitably, my thoughts turn to our
ou'n situation as rvriters in India.

The Russian Revolution has had a tremendous im-
pact on the minds of the Indian intelligentsia of a
generation and more ago. Even today, one hears of
'progressive' and 'reactionary' writers in Indian lang-
uagcs, altlroLrgh one hears less about them as one used
to rrbout 20 1'cals ago,

The my'tlrology of n Revolution, of bloodshed and a
miractrlous rebirth, cloes appeal to rnany utopia-seek-
ing rornantic u'riters. And here I see a self-imposed
inhibition on creativity, narrowing the conscience and
the sensibility of many writers, They tend to confuse
ideological dogma rvith moral involvement. With the
rnassive econonic pressures we face today, with our
cultulal clccirclenc'c irr.rd social diseases, u'ith the sheer
rnagnitucle of our ploblems-rve tend to bccoure nar-
rou', rigicl, pcssimistic, tlr clespcrate' Such tensions
oftt'rr lrclll lo stirrrttLlter cleiltivit),. But rigicl clogmas,
t,r,r.rr il: tlti,i. irrt.irsify tlrt, crcltiyg \\,l.itc)r.'s acstlretic
uisitrtr. ,ritcrr lcitil liitrt asItitv ft'orrr liis ccntlirl corlccl']i
as arr irltist. l'rrsircil into tlrir position of tr pt'tlptrgauclist,

r (',tttl ittrt, .l rttt lttttlr' lO)



Equality In Soviet Life
S. H. Deshpande

1T has been said that there are no experts on Soviet
r Russia-only varying degrees of ignorance. Our
ignorance of the state of affairs regarding income
distribution in the Soviet Union is absyrnally'deep.
One reason is that the Soviet Union does not publiJh
data on income distribution-a fact which in itself,
needless to say, is quite significant. The other reason
is that Western scholars, many of whom have devoted
a whole lifetime to putting together a reasonably intel-
ligible picture of the Soviet economy have paid more
attention to overall growth rates, rates of industrial
production, particularly heavy industry production, and
relatively less to the consumption and welfare stand-
ards of the Soviet citizens. There are welcome signs
of the situation in this respect having begun to change
in the past few years but it still cannot be described
as satisfactory. In this light an attempt to tackle the
subject would be a foolhardy venture. But the subject
happens to be of surpassing interest and an attempt,
however weak and faltering, needs to be made.

Since the state of information forbids the use of
quantitative measures, what is attempted here is a
compilation of infolmation on different layers of
income-earners in Soviet society from the top to the
bottom, mostly in qualitative terms. Figures are used,
whenever it has been possible to obtain them but the
reader needs to be cautioned against attaching any
spurious precision to thcm, since even Western scholars,
whose material has been primarily used here, are not
always in agreement u'ith one another on many issues
pertaining to the facts of the case. The figures, there-
fore, should be looked upon as indicators of 'broad
orders of magnitude' and nothing more.

The richest class of persons in Soviet Russia has, it
seelns, alvva)'s consistecl of suc'ccssful artists antl
'intellcctunls'. John Gurrthcr, in his Insidc Europe,
1936, mentioned playrvriglit Vasily V. Shkvarkin as

earning 200,000 roubles in loyalties in 1934, ancl an
editor of a con-ric journal earnir.rg 30,000 roubles per
month. Top-ranking film stars too u'ould belong to
this category, and also perhaps leading scientists and
inventors. Next s'oulcl come the highest Government
and Party functionaries, heacls of sccret police, armv
generals etc. High Governrncnt irncl Party officirrls livc
in such unbc'lievable sccrecv tl.rat an idea of their
material t'c'alth is clifficult to foln-r. The salaric's s'hit'lr
the Cor-nn'rtrrristr; uccc'pt urrr'nrirrisc:rrll'' sitvs Grrntlrcr'.
IIc irlso tall.:s r,l llrr. |r'rr'Irrlit.,. ll: Stalirr':; 1i,, irig airrl ol
the fir'rnnc,ial pr'olritv of otht'i rrrt,rrrlrcrs ol tlic Clovclrr-
ment. Stalin's srrlirn-is ntc.ntioncrl to bt. lbout 100 r'orrb-
lt's 1l'.'r' tttrirttlr, Iloii, i r'r-. sirlill ii i:! i' ir I)r)r)r' !rrtlitltloi r,!

the real wealth of persons in the Soviet Union, parti-
cularly of those in the favoured categories as Gunther
himself is careful to note. Stalin occupied three rooms
in the Kremlin but his dacha (country house) was the
"Soviet equivalent of the country home of an Ameri-
can millionaire." This must have been, by and large,
true of other Government functionaries and high Party
officials. Djilas speaks of the Party official being con-
sidered by his fellow citizens as "very rich and as a
man who does not have to work".

Two things need to be noted about the very highest
income-class, the'cream of the cream'. Their number,
probably, was not very large, as compared to that of
similar income earners in the capitalist countriq,s.
"Among all the one hundred and sixty million Rus-
sians, there are probably not ten men who earn 95000
per year. The proportion of national income control-
led by the richest, therefore, would not be very
significant.

The classes of 'Salaried employees' and 'Wage earn-
ers', in that order, would constitute the next income
classes in the hierarchy. 'Wage earners' include rvork-
ers up to the rank of foreman, including apprentices.
'Salaried employees' consist of supervisory or admin-
istrative personnel of the rank of foreman or over,
up to and including the director of the factory,
engineers and other technical personnel, doctors,
economists, teachers and other hired professional
workers and office workers generally. Whatever Soviet
Policy existed in respect of wage differentials existed
in respect of these classes ( and state-farm workers ).
Soon after the Revolution, in 1919, the 2nd Trade
Union Congress made a plea for greater equality in
wage-scales and laid down very narrow difierentials'
Tlic 3rcl congrcss in 1920 revisecl the earlier policy
ancl increusecl thc clifierences quite consiclerably. This
policy remainecl in effect until 1926 'w'hen thc 7th
Congress again opted for greater equality. Tomsky,
in his rcport at this Congress made a plea for 'elertrcn-

tary class justice' and incidentally threrv some light
ou the distribution of income in the USSR. He said,
"In truth, s'hen foreigners travel here they are sur-
prisecl tnost of all by the circnurstirncc tlrat ttncltrt lt
clictirtorship of the prolctaritrt iu <lttr rcvoluticlntrv
unions thc clificrcncc betrvccn tlic pa-v of rlualifiecl
anrl urtqrrr,-lificcl labotrlct's is t;l' strch coltlssal ruagrlittrclc
,r, rl,r,'s lol t'risl in \\:t':;llt'rr lirtt'o1tr' " iVi'lcs|r'r'lrrl
rr,r'isiou <lli u-agc' sclilc tlrcrl lollorlc'cl trl lt'trtititt t'l[t't'-
tivc rrutil 1931 t'lrcn Stir'lirr irr Iris sltct'c'lr rtt tlrc rrtt'ct-
iil1l ol ili(ioir. llliIl!ilg('l s t oltii,-'tlttrt'tl't'tltliLiii.iil illtti.lrr'
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in no rrncertain terms. There has been no official
espousal of equilatarianism since.

Abram Bergson, from a study of the Soviet s'age
structure in the early years concluded that in 1928
(rvhich coincided rvith the heyday of equalitarianism )
the inequality in the earnings of Soviet wage earners
rvas 'clistinctly' less than in 1914'. By 1934 the in-
equality had increased (probably because of its official
approval after 1931) but was still less than that which
characterised the pre-Revolution period. Bergson
attributes this greater equality to the absence of trade-
unions of skilled workers which generally have the
efiect of keeping their rvage levels high in capitahst
countries; to gieater equality in opportunities for
higher education and skilled crafts; and to the exist-
ence of non-monetary incentives. But by 1937 the
inequalities within the ranks of wage-earner had in-
creased still further and may not have been far differ-
ent from those existing in the capitalist countries.

The great divide between agricultural and non-
agricultural incomes has been frequently commentecl
ufon. Jasny believes that the difierence between rural
and urban incomes at the beginning of the First Five
Year Plan was substantial, the lrrban per capita income
being 3.7 times the rural. But even if the Gosplan
estimate of the urban incomes being2.7 times the rural
is accepted Jasny's calculations show that this differ-
ence rvent on increasing over time. Thus in 1928

rtrral per capita income u'as about 37% of rtrbau
income; in 1950 it rvas 3I.1%, in 1952 it was 2B.8% trncl

in 1956,31.5%. "This great disparity", observed Jasny,
"not nnreasonable for a backrvard agricultural country
but unsttitable for an industrial country, should have
been reduced over the years. Rather than tlris, it
rviclened considerably, and the development brought
the situation to near catastrophic dimensions".

It is necessary to take notice of the inequalities prc-
vailing tuithin the agricultural sector' In the first place

state-iarm (sookhoz) rvorkers' This is because the
strte farm is "socialist Property" ancl the s'orker on

tlrt' stirtc frtrm is 1r goverlllnent enrlllor-ee gcttirrll rr

grralantc'ccl s'age, jtrst like nn ir.rdtrstrial \\'r'tge cill'llcl'.
On thc otl.ret Itancl, the collective frrrnl is "Co-operativtr

Propert.v" and the State does not clirectly look after
tho^\\,irges or tlrr: rvell-llcing of thc collectivc farrlr

rrernlrcr, What he gets is a share in tlte total outptrt

of the farm and theic too, his remttneration is not the

{irst clrarge on tlre incomc of the Kolkltoi' The compul-

srrlr' <lclii-crv to tlre Governrnent, at fired prices' 
. 
is

tlro fir.st clraige. I' arlclitio' tSere art <lt'c6c'titttrs f.t'
vrrriorrs 

"n,,.,n.,nr.r 
frutds. Tlre meitgre rt'sicltral tlrat

lt'rriltitts is rliviclc<l illllollg tlle nrcnllrers irl n<'c'rlr<l-

:rrt<'r' u'itlt thcil ill<livitlrriil u'orli c'rttttrilrtttiotts'

.\rrrl r t't. tltt' tltlot' llt'asllitts.ci't'titirrlr' \\'(':'1' l1()l lll('

rrr0sl ,.li.srrrlr.rtntir-qt,tl si'c.tir,,t <lf ilrt' so<'it'tr'. 'l-o lrlt'rrlt'

tlri, ,,,,.ti,,,.r lr.c l.rir'r, t. trr" to tltt' ''*'.r'ltl olt llr'lri'<l
ri itt's. riittc]t-ttlrit'ts. llolit't' tloqs itil(l irlil)'lr'\ 'l' "1'
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tute men" who peopled the forced labour camps and
forced settlements. The estimates of the number of
the inmates of these camps have ranged betrveen 2
million to 20 million. Swianiewicz, himself a one-
time inmate, puts the ffgure at about 7 million in
1941 (excluding the prisoners of war who, accord-
ing to him, accounted for another 5 to 7 million).
Jasny gives a figure 3.5 million at Stalin's Death. If
Swianiewicz's estimate of 7 million is accepted, I
per cent of the labour force in 1941. These outcasts,
mostly young men of 35 to 50, were condemned to a
life of hard, exhausting, labour with little by way of
food, clothing, accommodation or ordinary personal
liberties.

We have some definite idea of what is happening
to the variouS bottom layers of the Soviet society
after the death of Salin. Sarting first with the inmates
of the forced labour camps a deffnite improvement
becomes discernible. On the one hand there has been
no mass intake of prisoners as in the worst of Stalin-
ist times; on the other, large numbers have been
released since Stalin's death, particularly during
1953-57. In addition, some concessions have been
extended to the prisoners.

The Kolkhozniks have received a much better treat-
ment at the hands of Stalin's successors. There is,
basically, evidence of the official attitude towards
agriculture having changed. Agriculture is no more
an 'internal colonv' at the expense of which industry
is to be built; production considerations have begun
to mtrtter more than ever. Whatever the soundness of
Khrushcl.rev's agrarian policies, underlying them was
the realization that at the bottom of the production
rlifficulties of agriculture li.ry the miserably low re-
',r'arcl *'hich the collective farmer obtainecl for his
rvork.

A factor making for greater equality within the
agriuiltural sector is the efforts made to enlarge the
nrea of state farms. All the virgin lands (about a 100
nrillion acres ) openccl up for cultivation since 1958
rulc crrtilc'lv opctaterl lrv statc fanls. In aclclition
llul)rcrons /to1k/ro:r's linvc bc:cn turnecl into souk/toecs.
A.s ir resrrlt of tlresc lncirslrres the soukhoz share in the
total agricultural otrtput rvhich rvas I0 per cent in
195-1 hacl sonc up to 20 pcr ccnt in 1962.

Since 1957 amelioration also has come to the low
piricl u'orkers. In Januarv 1957 minimum wages for
\\'u{rc-e[rners an<l salaried ernployees rvere increased,
This incltnt^(' \\,ls erpcctcd to raise the wages of the
lrxr-piricl u'olkc.rs lx' 33 pcr c'cnt. Also iucorne and
l;achclol trrxc's ol) ciri'nings ol upto 370 roubles
rrrorrtlrlv u'clr. alrolislrc.il lrrrtl titr rates'uvere reclucccl
iol rrritIlllr' ('il[('qoli('ij trl ittttttttt' (-'illl]ct's.

It is rlrritr' possilrll tlrltl tlrc scitlcs r:rigltt rtt ottc
{irrrt'lrt' ti1l1.lr'<l irr lrrrorrt'ol tlrt'ltlrr'-11:li(l \\'ilq('-(.'rlrtlcl's
< l,tss lrn<l lrt irnotltt'r'in flrvtltr tll thc farnrcrs iu irccorcl-

(,r:i,r','!' it ;'ti::, ll)
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f\OMMUNISTS in the Soviet Union celebrated in
1-, No',r"rnber the 50th anniversary of the Bolshevik
Revolution. This is a time of reckoning. What have the
Bolsheviks done in 50 years? What is going on in
Russia today? Where is the world Communist move-
ment headed?
Here are,ffndings of the world's foremost authorities.

The old Russian Empire - under Soviet rule - has
made gains in education, science, social services,
industrialization, urbanization, military power, missile
and space technology.

In total volume of economic production, Russia has
moved up fiom fffth rank in the world in 1917 to a

position second only to that of the United States. The
U.S.S.R. still runs a poor second - with a gross national
product only 45 per cent, or less, of American output.

The rate of Soviet economic grorvth has slorved in
recent years. It is being exceeded in a number of non-
Communist countries, including Japan, Germany,
Taiwan, Greece, France and Italy.

On a per capita basis, Soviet economic output ranks
around 20th in the rvorld-behind such countries as

Luxembourg, Denmark, Norrvay, Finland, Israel,
Switzerland, Austria, Czechoslovakia, Venezuela and
New Zealand.

Of the major porvers involved in two world lvars,
the U.S.S.R. has had a slower gros'th rate in produc-
tion, relative to population, than any of the others. All
countries that s'ere ahead of Russia in 1917 are ahead
of it todal'.

Where human consumption-the standard of living-
is concerned, the Soviet people are even further
behind other nations than per capita GNP indicates.
The Soviet regime has given first priority to building
heavy industry and a war machine-not goods that
benefit people.

Russian irgriculttrrc-folcibly' collectivizecl by' the
Communists-has provecl to be one o['the rnost costll'
and least productive farm systerns ever devised. In
recent years, thc Soviets have had to buy around 2
billion dollars'rvorth of surplus food frorn the \\Iest to
avert acute distress.

Public education has been one of the genuine
achievemcnts of thc Sovict rcgime. Toclal', 95 pcr cent
of the people can reacl and rvrite-in some language-
cornpared u'ith about 40 pel ccnt at the tinre of thc
Bolshevik Rcvolution. But libcrirl lcirrning has suffered
from ]\{arxist clogma, Corlmrrnist plopagancla, ('('nsor'-
ship, lack of acaclcnric fleeckrur.

Thc Rolslrcvill t'rllcriirri'rrt t;', i'r' J0 ,\ L'iriJ- Ilt. t.tl,rr,
a terriblrr toll of <k'irth ancl srrfft'rinq <lrrlinq variorrs
periods of s':rr, c'ivil u'rrr. R<'d tcilrlr. Stirlini.;t l)nlgcs.
fitlrn c'ollt'c'tilizirtiorr. Ior',,.t'rl irrcltrstlirLlizrrtiorr. slrrrt'-

Russian Revolution-A Balance Sheet
labour camps, mass deportations and liquidations of
ethnic minorities. Western demographers calculate
that the Soviet Union would have at least 80 million
more people than it does today, if it had not been for
deaths and lessened birth rates caused over this
period by war, terror, famine and pestilence.

Communism has expanded its domain over 15
countries, containing 1.1 billion people-a third of the
rvorld's population-and a fourth of its land area. None
of these territorial acquisitions came about through
free elections. AII were the results of conquest, coup or
subversion. Now, the Communist bloc is beginning to
disintegrate. In a modern world, Bolshevism appears
an anachronism.

As Russia looks ahead, many pressures-internal and
external-are building up in the Soviet system.

The people rvant a better way of life-now-instead
of "building for the future," which never seems to
come. 'After 50 years of Communist promises,"' said
one obsen'er, "the people are tired of waiting."

They rvant better housing, more consumer goods of
better style and quality, higher real wages and a
better selection of foods, more privacy for family
living, more private-property rights, Iess interference
from the police and petty bureaucracy, and maybe-
some day-an automobile.

Half of the Soviet population today is made up of
persons 26 years old-oi younger. They did notlive
through the Revolution. Many cannot remember Stalin
or World War IL

Youngsters are fed up with indoctrination in Com-
munist ideology'. Freedom of thought and action are
valued more. Western music, dancing, clothes attract
younger people. Poets and writers are popular; their
works, banned by the regime, have a large clandestine
circulation.

Alcoholism, r'auclalism and jur.enile clelinquency-
rvlrich the Soviets call "hooligauisrn"-have risen at an
alarming rate. Reforrn schools callecl "institutes for
public re-eclucation" have been set up for iuvenile
offenders.

A cultural revolt is evident among better-educated
Russians-u'riters, artists, scientists, educators and
scholars. \\/hat they rvant is more freeclom of expres-
sion.

Althotrgh thc Conrrnunist Party still frou'ns on rcli-
gion peoplc sccnr borecl lvitlr atheisnr. Therc has beor
rr grou'tlr t,I rcligiotrs fccling arr<l clrtrlclr attcncltncc,
',;11 i i. '1i ,r-1. iuil(;;r,*l u r;i l:ir1.4 l.lir:;; 1;..ti1rl.-'.'llrc c'r'irnt' u'itvt' lrits qro\\'n lrl rrrirjrlr Plopoltions.
Str';rlirr,l {r'onr tlrt' Stltc lx' c,itizcrrs lras lrccoinc so u'i<l<:-

slrit';rti ilrlri lt'lrt,lrIc,rl o1[crrclc'r's rlt' scrrI lrclolt' {irirrg

1)
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squads. A Ministry for Preservation of Public Order
u'as established to cope with the magnitude of crime.

Unlike a democracy or constitutional monarchy, the
Soviet system provides no legal machinery for an ord-
erly succession to leadership. Thus, a permanerit
struggle for povver goes on at the top of the Commu-
nist Party.

Special-interest groups are said to be ffghting for a
larger share of the power and wealth. A constant
struggle goes on over allocation of Soviet resources bet-
ween competing demands of industry, agriculture,
science and the military.

The Communist Party, the Red Army, the KGB
(secret police) are still the pillars of power. The KGB
wields the greatest power in a ph1'sical sense. The KGB
monitors the party, checks on the military, runs the
inteinal police, customs and border guard.

The primary purpose of economic grorvth in the
U.S.S.R. has been not peace and prospeiity for the
Russian people, but advancement of the Soviet regime
as a political and military power.

Dc'spite talk of "peaceful coexistence", "detente" and
"liberalization" in the Soviet Union and its satellites,
Kremlin rulers remain dedicated to Communist prin-
ciples of "r'vorld revolution," "class warfare" and "wars
of liberation."

Regardless of tleaties on nuclear tests, outer space
and "nonproliferation", there has been nc abatement
of the Soviet drive to gain supremacy in the race for
nuclear arms-in both offensive weapons and missile
defense.

The Soviet announcement on October 10 that mili-
tary spending for 1968 will go up by 15 per cent means
the largest increase in Soviet history.

The Kremlin has pledged a billion dollars in military
aid to North Vietnam. Also, the Russians are re-equip-
ping Egypt and some other Arab countries with an

Ianuaru 1968

estimated 2 billion dollars in arms to replace those
which were lost in the Arab-Israeli war last spring.

Signiffcant trends in Soviet military and foreign
policy appear to be the following:

The Russians will try to maximize unrest in Latin
America, radicalize the Middle East, expand into the
Mediterranean. They are hoping that Europe will turn
neutral, and that Africa will become racially anti-
American. In Asia, tlre Russians fear the Chinese, and
are trying desperately to get a pro-Soviet regime in
Peking. ,,

The Soviets are building up expeditionary forces
which are fexible, diversified, airborne and amphi-
bious, in order to inject Soviet power more rapidly
into local uprisings and military conficts far from
home. Included are long-range troop and cargo trans-
ports, big helicopters, paratroopers and a new Marine
Corps.

Already the Soviets have penetrated deeper into the
Mediterranean and Middle East than at any other
time in Russian history.

Communist solidarity is cracking. Eastern Euro-
pean satellites have become more independent. Red
China, formerly the No. I friend, now iS. the No. I
enemy. The Kremlin must reckon with a future when
780 million hungry Chinese will have nuclear missiles.
The Chinese have historical claims to some Soviet
territory, and ideological claims to leadership of the
revolutionary movement in Asia, Africa and Latin
America. Fragmentation of the Communist bloc
doesn't mean there is no longer any threat-it just
means the threat is different.

-U. S. Nerls & Workl Report, November 6, 1967

(Continued from page 6)

he rvill only be a spectacular example of a waste of
talent like lr,Iayakovsky. Pushed into the position of
Sinl'avsk1', he u'ill face victirnization. Pushecl into the
position of Voznesensky, he rvill become a rebel wast-
ing his tremendous talent only in defending his rights
as a creative man tl-rrough his poems-and will be pre-
vented from producing lris best, naturtral rvork.

And yet today, in this country the admirers of the
Soviet revolution ask us to become 'progressive' even
if that involves developing a monstrous naivety. Worse
still, rlhen a fellot'-u'riter like me u'orries about the
fate of a Sinyavskl' or apprcciirtes the unflinching
assc'rtion of inrliviclualitv by u Voznescnsky, Irc is
lrrartclccl lrs an :\rrrcricarr tgcnt.

-]:.tl rttc'I.v Irortt tt l)(tl)rt' l)r(l)(tratl 1r,r,rL,li,l(r,,r
orr Rrrssirrrr Rcaolrttiott orgtLuiscd.bu tltc Itrdiurt
('.ttrttrttil I t't frtr (lttl! rrrul I;rccrlorrt.

b
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Ilr,l,l ,rui l"r tttoli ttrrtrIltr. \\'r. tr. cOl]tit)gl
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ance with shifts in political exigencies. But on the
whole the concern for the underdog seems to have
increased and this augurs well for the future.

This conclusion is reinforced by other develop-
ments. The pension law of JuIy 1966 sharply increased
pension rates" Tuition fees charged since 1940 for
secondary and higher education have been abolished.
The length of the working week has been cut from
47 houls to 41. Further cuts were promised in the 7
year plan but seem to have been shelved. There is
a good deal of loosening of exceptionally stringent
labourlaws. Powers of the trade unions (factory
committees ) have been a little enlarged.

For the upper classes we have once again the testi-
mony of John Gunther lnside Russia Todag from
which we can get an idea of their standard of life and
how it looks if contrasted with that of the common
people. The composition of this class appears to
remain the same and once again the artists and cer-
tain kinds of intellectuals top the list. "What might
be called a millionaire class has grown up, composed
mostly of writers who earn royalties, musicians,
scientists and inventors. The richest man in Russia is
supposed to be a composer of popular music, whose
earnings have probably amounted to 1,000,000 (old)
roubles (over $100,000) per year. Several well-known
ffgures like Galina Ulanova the celebrated ballet
dancer, and the novelist Konstantin Simonov, are
supposed to have 'unUmited" bank accounts; their
balances are so large that they can draw without
limit". Senior members of the Government probably
draw monthly salaries of 1000 to 1800 roubles or $1100
to $1980.

There are some signs that the elite in the Soviet
society - top industrial managers, plant directors,
leading engineers, senior military of;Hcers, popular
novelists and artists, members of the Academy of
Sciences, University professors - are slowly assum-
ing the character of a 'class', in the sense that their
children have easier access to higher education and
better paid jobs.

Women continue to enjoy equality of status as in
the Stalinist times. Revierving the progress made by
women Peter Wiles observed, "...in the domain of
economic equality for rvomen tlie USSR is very far
ahead of us indeed, even allowing for overwork and
a great deal of defeminazation distasteful even to
carleer women". It is an idle speculation, but one
worthu'hile indulging in, that rvith rising living
standards women may decide to give more time for
household duties, prefer the rnore congenial comforts
of the horne and rvithdrarv at lcast from thc ruorc
'masculine' pr'<l[c'ssiorrs, sirrcc it s'rs thc t'c:ortoruii'
circumstances u'hich largeh' forcecl thc'n.r into thtr
ranks of rvorkers.

-the generai impressions that can be formed from
this account are three (1) Inequality in Russia, during
the Stalinist times was quite glaring (2) In the post-
Stalin period, inequality seems to have been reduced.
(3) At the moment the indications appear to point to
a still greater equality in the future.

The appearance of some of the writers, artists,
scientists and 'intellectuals' in the highest categories
is a striking Soviet feature. An obvious reason seems
to be the political importance of these classes as
effective weapons of propaganda. A totalitarian
system, while it is exceptionally brutal to dissenting
intellectuals, must also be exceptionally generous to
intellectuals who sing paeElns of praise to the Establ-
ishment. One who has tasted the quality of Soviet
'literature', particularly of the Stalinist times, need
never be under illusion that genuine artistic merit
mattered even a bit for being the recipient of state
largesse. The point is obliquely strengthened by the
fact that certain categories of intellectuals, like the
medical profession, who have no propaganda value,
get very low emoluments and enjoy a low social
status.

-Ertracts from a paper prepered for serninarc
on Russian Reooluti.on organised. by the
Indian Committee for Cultural Freedom.
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Batliboi has fulfilled the deman&
of a growing industrial economy for
seventy years. Today, as manufac,
turers, distributors and exportersrwe
at Batliboi are confidentof repeating
thie performance over and over again.
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With Many V"'ices
"The deep

voices, Come, my friends,
a newer rvorld."

-Tenngwn.

Innovations in language policy rnust
norv.

-Weekend Reoiew,

.:;,:{
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\{oans round with many
'Ti.s not too late to seek

India's plight-natural failures made worse by
human and political ones.

-Manchester Guardian Weekly, December 7.

stbp here and

December 23.

Disenchantment has become institutionalized.
. -Chanchal Sarkar referring to Kerala, Hindustan

Stand,ard, December 8.

dencits in state 
^"u ":;;;2l!iiff;i,;u,*. December e.

Communism is no longer a monolith.

-Frank Moraes, lndian Express, December 12.

Majority n-le is not the same thing as democracy.

-C. Rajagopalachari, Swaraiya, Decembq 16.

The obvious answer to the pbtential threat from
Communist China is collective defence in cooperition
with those who'are nearer to its r.rrlnerable cdntres.

-Thought, Decembbr 23.

India. ' i

-C. Rajagopalachari, Su;araiga, December 23. "'-t:

Is a radical alterr-rative to the Congress possible
within the rule of law or, mdst the elaborate parapher-
nalia of democracy produce always a choice between
trveedledum and tweedledee?

-Econonic' ind Poli.tical Weeklg, December 23.

Every democratic system evolves its own conven-
tions. It is not only the rvater but the banks which make
the river.

-Mrs. Indira Gandhi, Times of lndia,
December 25.

Politics of the street are different from politics of a

democracy.

-Y. B. Chavan, Tinrcs of India, November 28.

All in all, it looks as if we are in for pretty large English lauguage in Irrdtu i, linked to the unity of fr,

In a secular state, prayer
prayer and not for politics.

meetings should be

Opinion, December

"We thrive on anarchy."
' -Mathai Manjuran, Kerala Labour Minister,

The Hindu, December 19.

for .ii

19.

Rural India is now on the move.

-Mr. Chester Borvles, American Ambassador,
lndinn Express, December 21.

Events in Bengal and elsewhere since the removal.of
the Ajoy Mukherjee Ministry show that the Commu-
nists are great adepts in exploiting the processes of
clemocracv for subverting it.

-Inclion Drpress, November 28.

\\/hirt i','as happening in \\lcst Bengal s'as that a
Government u'hich had lost its majority was bent on
prolonging its hold on power.

-\\'eekend Reaieu, November 95.

Thc Conglcss lcaclers ale bccornirrg their ou'n worst
('lteln\'.

-:lltt lit:ottotttic'I' itttt,s. Novcrnbcr 98.
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