


























ignore criticism, as he had in the past,
because tensions were running high,
and many pressing problems had
been left unattended.

The first step toward major political
changes in this Volga Region was
taken by young people—a Young
Communist League (Komsomol) con-
ference prepared by Alexander
Kiselyov, one of the leaders of the Vol-
gograd Komsomol. (An article about
him appears on the following pages.)
The conference expressed no confi-
dence in the regional party committee
and its first secretary. Kalashnikov re-
acted in a way that surprised even
hard-core party bureaucrats. “The
dogs bark, but the caravan goes on”
was his reply, which appeared in the
newspaper Volgograd pravda.

This reaction triggered a wave of
public indignation. Mass meetings, a
sign that Communists of the region
increasingly distrusted their political
leaders, were held. Relations between
the party committees and the
Komsomol were approaching a critical
point.

Tensions surrounded an extraordi-
nary plenum of the regional party
committee. Disembarking from chauf-
feur-driven cars outside the pompous
building of the regional party commit-
tee, plenum participants saw young
workers and students waving posters

demanding, “Resign—we don’t be-
lieve you!” “Listen to the people!”

The resignation of the first secretary
was accepted in no time. Volgograd
residents watched the ceremony live
on TV. At night the TV news program
“Vremya” showed the nation the for-
mer first secretary leaving the presid-
ium, his face contorted with anger.
An incompetent bureaucrat,
Kalashnikov had led the region to the
brink of ecological disaster—100,000
hectares of irrigated land are in a de-
plorable state. Though he was indif-
ferent to public needs, he never forgot
about himself—he had a personal ga-
rage with four cars. That
’Kalashnikov bastard,” as people
called him among themselves, had to

0.
& Three plenums were held in the
course of a month. Debates continued
until the wee hours. At times the ple-
num seemed to seal itself off from the
alarming developments in the streets;
it seemed not to hear the calls of the
massive rallies going on outside. But
ultimately public pressure forced all
the members of the regional party
committee to resign.

Delegates to an extraordinary re-
gional party conference were elected
by secret ballot. A provisional com-
mittee was elected to prepare the con-
ference. Kiselyov, a member of the

committee, said: “When will we
throw off the burden of the past?
When will officials learn to respect
other people’s opinions and under-
stand that things should not be al-
lowed to reach the point of crisis?”

Many party chiefs in the provinces
shun the public. They ignore public
opinion, hate criticism, and avoid
contact with the people they are sup-
posed to represent—conditions that
are all part of the same pattern of be-
havior. Other elements are being per-
missive and irresponsible, faring well
at the public’s expense, and brazenly
ignoring grassroots pleas.

All things come to an end, how-
ever, sooner or later. The provisional
committee ruled that the vacation cot-
tages (dachas) built for the local party
elite should be converted into a ma-
ternal-and-child - health center. An ex-
cellent clinic, once open only to high-
level bureaucrats, will instead serve
the needs of war veterans and pen-
sioners. The hotel, once reserved for
party big shots from Moscow, now
houses a medical school.

Central TV described the events in
Volgograd as “a regional revolution.”
The aim of the revolution was not to
smash old institutions but to preserve
all the progressive elements these!
structures retained despite a long
stagnation. [

—

Special for SOVIET LIFE readers

Booklet of speeches and documents of the Washington Summit

Available on request from:

SOVIET LIFE

1706 18th Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20009

Please mark envelope: Attention: Summit Documents

and enclose $2.00 for shipping and handling.

8 SOVIET LIFE, July 1990




















































Who will be the first to fly In
the Mir orbltal space
statlon—a Japanese or a
Soviet Journallst?
Sovetskaya kultura
correspondent Yurl Karash
was among the candidates.

| With electrodes attached all

' over his torso, Yurl Karash
prepares to undergo one of the

' many tests in the exhaustive

" medical exam that screened the
candidates.

n the 30 :years since the

USSR began piloted space

flights, the press and space

explorers have gotten along

very well. But even though

they were initiated into
space secrets, journalists could at best
accompany cosmonauts to the launch
pad at the Baikonur Space Center.
From that point on they had to be
satisfied with the secondhand reports
of people who had actually been in
space. But seeing is believing. Read-
ing a report by a journalist who has
gone all the way from medical check-
up to landing, people will better un-
derstand what a cosmonaut’s job is
really like.

The money raised by this flight
(from sales of commemorative medals
to donations to the Space for Children
Fund) will go to build an international
biomodule in near-earth orbit. Op-
erating in conditions of weightless-
ness, the module will produce pure
medical preparations for sick children.
Incidentally, everyone who donates
1,000 rubles or the equivalent of
1,000 U.S. dollars in foreign currency
will get a stamp canceled on the Mir
orbital complex.

But that will be in the future. Right
now we have to concentrate on being
selected from among the numerous
candidates competing for the privilege
of reporting from space. The compe-
tition was organized by the space
commission of the USSR Journalists
Union.

Journalists sent in essays, “Why I
Want to Fly to Outer Space,” and sev-
eral dozen were chosen from among
approximately 1,000 candidates. Only
37 made it to the inpatient examina-
tion after an outpatient checkup.

According to the competition orga-
nizers, at least six candidates for the
flight will be selected, with three of
them to be chosen for training in Stel-
lar Town. However, the plans to se-
lect six out of 37 candidates, even
with less vigorous health require-
ments, are hardly realistic. The merci-
less medical statistics show that at
most three out of 100 young pilots
wishing to become cosmonauts pass
the requisite physical. Although we
are not professional pilots, the hopes
for milder requirements have proven
illusory. It will be great if two or three

candidates are found fit to fly into
space. But so far each of us is only a
challenger.

I was sent to the inpatient depart-
ment of the Institute of Medical and
Biological Problems and passed the
main stages of the examination. When
I entered the ward where I was to
spend three weeks, I met four other
candidates. By the end of my stay
only one was left. Why? Mild gastri-
tis, a slight squint, and hepatitis anti-
bodies in the blood—these and some
other conditions nipped the prospec-
tive cosmonauts in the bud.

Those who want to conquer space
have to pass various tests that reveal
the tiniest faults in your health. Al-
though I'm not a professional pilot, I
attended a flying club for five years,
and the doctors always found me fit
to fly without restrictions.

One of the tests for prospective cos-
monauts is called Cook’s Armchair, or
CAC—the Russian abbreviation for
Coriolis Acceleration Chair. It is used
to check balance, tested in a state of
weightlessness. The apparatus looks
like an ordinary barber chair set in-
side a large, dark drum. Your left arm
is gripped by the blood pressure cuff,
and your left leg is tied with a wire
leading to an electrocardiograph. Your
blood pressure is read before the test
begins and after each minute of rota-
tion in different directions.

You hear the monotonous drone of
the electric engine and start spinning
like a top. The doctor gives orders in
a monotone: “Twenty-one, 22, 23...
Bend over, straighten up, bend over,
straighten up....” Each bend while
you are rotating is nauseating. During
abrupt stops the contents not only of
your stomach but also of your brain
seem about to spill out. It's much eas-
ier in a plane. Not many professional
pilots pass the 10-minute CAC test
right away.

Weightlessness: Many of us asso-
ciate it with the breathtaking mo-
ments of flying that we often experi-
ence in our dreams. However, reality
has little to do with these sensations.
Your blood wanders uncontrollably
through your body, bumping into mi-
tral valves, so that your heart skips a
beat, leaving your legs ice cold, and
making your head pound. People re-
act to this torture differently. An or-Q
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industries, suspension of industrial
projects that do not promise quick re-
turns, and bigger investments in the
nonproductive sector.

Assistance should go first to the
poorest. In the Soviet Union these are
the elderly. Last year the first session
of the new Soviet parliament, the Su-

. preme Soviet, instructed the govern-

ment to find more than six billion ru-

. bles to increase pensions. On October
"1, 1989, the minimum pension was

increased to 70 rubles a month.
But pensioners account for only 20

*. per cent of those who live below the
~ subsistence level. Fifty per cent are

» families with many children, and the

> remaining 30 per cent are young peo-
- ple. Society is equally indifferent to
~ the young and the old, to those who

have not yet given it anything and
those who have given it everything.
Something is beginning to change,

~ however. Four. hundred thirty-five

4 ———

Wages in National Income

Branch USSR | USA
%

Industry 36.6 68.1
Agriculture 16.8 27.0
Construction 52.3 71.2
Transportation and

Communications 91.0 67.0
Trade 17.0 71.2
Over-all 42.0 61.2

Monthly Income

Income 1980 | 1985 | 1988
Rubies %

-50 73] 43| 29
50-75 185 | 136 | 97
75-100 232 | 198 [ 157
100-125 195 | 193 | 17.6
125-150 132 | 150 | 157
150-175 82 | 104 [ 122
175-200 47| 67| 90
200-250 41 | 69 ] 102
250+ 13| 40| 70

T2

million rubles have been allocated
from the national budget and other
centrally controlled sources in 1990 to
increase allowances paid for children;
20 million have been allocated for
working women expecting a baby;
and funds have been increased to im-
prove the quality of meals at chil-
dren’s institutions.

Things are changing for the better,
but more radical measures are
needed, especially the introduction of
a guaranteed minimum income for
low-income families. Moreover, such
a minimum should be constantly ad-
justed to inflation. Economizing on
aid to poor families leads to an in-
crease in crime, especially juvenile de-
linquency, drug addiction, alcoholism,
and moral degradation of society. The
country’s leaders seem to be well
aware of this, so they are earnestly
looking for a solution to this difficult
problem.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES AND
THE CHURCH JOIN FORCES

adim Bakatin, USSR Minister
v of the Interior, recently signed

a document whose very title
would have been amazing a mere
several months ago. Called Recom-
mendations for Cooperation Between
Corrective Labor Institutions and the
Clergy, the document set down basic
guidelines for cooperation between
law enforcement agencies and reli-
gious organizations. The guidelines
were sent to every penal institution in
the country, and law enforcement
agencies are reappraising the concep-
tual basis of their work.

Cooperation between the Church
and law enforcement agencies became
possible after the Soviet parliament
passed legislation consolidating all
forces in the nation to fight crime.
The Ministry of the Interior is looking
forward to cooperating with the

By Vladimir Prokopenko

clergy in fighting alcohol and drug
abuse, in easing interethnic relations,
in planning rehabilitative programs
for convicts, and in helping released
prisoners readjust to society.

Cooperation between the Church
and law enforcement agencies is
based on the principle of freedom of
conscience, which is guaranteed by
the USSR Constitution. Soviet con-
victs are now free to practice the reli-
gion of their choice; to possess Bibles,
Korans, or other spiritual books; and
to wear crosses or other religious
symbols.

The few limitations on worship in
prisons envisage noninterference by
the Church in the authorities’ correc-
tive activities. Religious worship by
convicts under the legal age requires
formal consent by their parents or
guardians. The authorities of penal in-

stitutions are responsible for the
safety of visiting clergy.

The cooperation between Soviet
law enforcement agencies and the
clergy for the social rehabilitation of
criminals has an international legal
aspect. The Soviet Union officially
recognized, last year, the United Na-
tions-approved Standard Minimum
Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners.
Article 42 of that document reads:
“So far as practicable, all prisoners
shall be allowed to satisfy the needs
of their religious life by attending the
services provided in the institution
and having in their possession the
books of religious observance and in-
struction of their denomination.”

Lieutenant Colonel Prokopenko is a ma-
jor functionary in the USSR Ministry of
the Interior.

LETTERS TO
THE EDITOR

Fairly often reports of “psychics’
powers” in unraveling murder cases or
in predicting events before they take
place surface in both the United States
and the Soviet Union.

The sad part is that large numbers
of people in both countries accept the
claims made, although to date there is
no credible scientific evidence to sup-
port such claims, which often prove
unfounded at a later date.

“Analysis of the status of so-called
parapsychology indicates that it is pol-

luted with antiscientific concepts. ...”

The SOVIET LIFE article [April
1990] fits neatly into the quotation!

It is my belief that the report, en-
dorsed as accurate apparently by the
Embassy of the USSR, [should] be fur-
ther investigated. It is time to reevalu-
ate, in the period of glasnost, the
whole field of parapsychology in the
Soviet Union. A formal report, perhaps
from the Academy of Sciences,
[should] be made.

In this day and age, we cannot af-
Jord to further superstitious, antiscien-
tific but popular thinking, as it affects
our whole culture in both the USSR
and the United States.

H. Rogie Rogosin
Laguna Hills, California

I am a scientist and international
businessman and am quite interested
in scientific exchanges and business
relations with the Soviet Union. I have
met Soviet scientists and have had in-
teresting and mutually rewarding dis-
cussions with them. The Soviet Union
is an important country in the world,

and I am interested in understanding
its culture more fully. For this reason,
I subscribed to SOVIET LIFE.

One of the first issues I received was
April 1990. It contained the article
“Psychic Plays Detective,” which de-
scribes a psychic who supposedly saw a
murder in her coffee grounds.

If that is an example of your edito-
rial quality, I am completely and ut-
terly disgusted. I thought that I was
subscribing to a magazine that might
give me some illuminating insights on
life in the Soviet Union. Instead, I see
that your magazine has the same low
editorial standards and trashy, sensa-
tionalist content as an American su-
permarket tabloid like the National
Enquirer.

What is next?—Stories of UFO
landings? Abominable snowmen? Half-
chimpanzee, half-human babies?

I now have zero confidence in your
Sact-checking and editorial standards.
Please remove my name from your
subscription list and refund my sub-
scription fee immediately.

William H. Pelton
Denver, Colorado
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set up under the aegis of the United
Nations.

Before an organization like ESTO
can be formed, we must deal with a
very important issue—economic sup-
port for perestroika. An economically
prosperous Soviet Union is a major
condition for global stability. Con-
versely, an impoverished Soviet
Union, beset by anarchy resulting
from ethnic strife, would be a very
dangerous, destabilizing factor. I think
that worldwide support for
Gorbachev is a matter of global im-
+ portance. The approach of the United
States to the complicated processes on
the Soviet political scene should be
based on the supremacy of the value
of our relations. Pragmatism should
- prevail over emotions.

Q: What is needed for your approach
to Soviet-American relations to be-
come a reality?
A: There’s no magic wand we can
wave to switch from confrontation to
cooperation. But the ways in which
the transition can be made have al-
ready been outlined in discussions at
the Washington summit. The main
thing is strict verification. Not only
mutual verification by the Soviet
Union and the United States, but
some sort of fire tower, a vantage
point from which it would be possible
to see whether a fire is about to break
out somewhere. Both our countries
have the maximum possible opportu-
nities for this; we can become the core
of a future international observation
and detection system. Mutual verifica-
tion builds mutual trust, which in
turn facilitates verification. We have
even started reappraising our termi-
nology. The infamous “spy satellite”
becomes the much-needed means of
verification, a factor for stability.
Within the framework of such a sys-
tem of verification, it would also be
possible to create a demilitarized zone
across the whole of central Europe.
The proposed policy is also very
useful for settling regional conflicts.
Many conflicts arose from the policy
that existed earlier: Everything is
advantageous to the Soviet Union
that is disadvantageous to the United
States and vice versa. Sources of ten-
sion appeared periodically, and we
and the Americans were only adding

fuel to the fire by supporting the op-
posing sides. If we proceed from the
premise that any conflict could dam-
age our relations, then we will be
much more active in extinguishing
fires.

Q: Your principle proceeds from the
existence of a strong Soviet Union,
but it is no secret that our country is
being rent by the most diverse con-
fliccs—from the economic to the
interethnic. Some political leaders in
the West, and indeed in the USSR,
are even talking of the imminent dis-
integration of the Soviet Union. Don’t
you think that your doctrine may be-
come less viable in such a situation?
A: Even if worst comes to worst, Rus-
sia in itself—by virtue of its potential,
its size, its resources, its people’s tal-

Many conflicts arose
from the policy that
existed earller:
Everything is
advantageous to the
Soviet Union that is
disadvantageous to
the United States
and vice versa.

ent and capacity for work, its con-
tribution to the world’s culture—will
remain a great power if it stands
firmly on its feet and is stable politi-
cally and economically. I think the
question you are raising is this: Is this
policy mutually attractive? It is obvi-
ous that today it is more attractive to
us than to the Americans. But how
advisable is it for the United States to
pay so much attention to relations
with a country that is on the verge of
disintegration?

Another question also arises: Is
there any need then to support
perestroika? In my view, Gorbachev’s
perestroika and stabilization at home
are equivalent to stabilization world-
wide, whereas the road to anarchy
will lead to the emergence of a seat of
danger to the planet as a whole. It
seems obvious to me that the United
States and the West are vitally inter-
ested in the success of perestroika.

Q: You have spoken of economic
support for perestroika. What do you
mean by that—regular financial injec-
tions into our economy?

A: Several proposals are now being
suggested. There is talk both of a new
“Marshall Plan” for the USSR and
Eastern Europe and of lend-lease de-
liveries in the mold of World War II.
These are extreme measures, and it is
far from obvious that they will be
helpful in themselves. In the final
analysis, we must straighten things
out at home by ourselves. In my
view, the United States should first
do away with the discriminatory acts
impeding the development of trade
with the USSR.

Q: Don’t you think that your idea
may encounter substantial resistance
from the conservative forces in our
country?

A: I can’t imagine any single policy
that everybody in the country would
approve of. At the same time, the pol-
icy in question is based on realistic
tendencies in the development of the
world today. The alternative is to con-
tinue to arm ourselves to the teeth
and to revive the old conception of
America as a potential adversary. This
would mean quite a different policy,
with the obligatory presence of the
enemy image. That’s the policy we
lived with for the past 72 years, seek-
ing external and internal enemies ev-
erywhere. If we deny the priority of
values central to all humankind over
class-based priorities, then we are
bound to negate the policy I have
proposed. So I imagine I'm going to
have enemies.

Finally, I would like to emphasize
once again that humankind is facing
problems of a global scale, which not
only both our countries, but also
groups of countries and military-po-
litical blocs, will be unable to cope
with. The world community must join
hands and, utilizing the strength and
prestige of the United Nations and
other international organizations, it
will, perhaps, find ways to solve the
planet’s problems. As for the role of
the uniting and organizing principle,
it could be assumed by the USSR and
the United States—I envisage pre-
cisely such actions by them in the for-

eign policy arena.
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A POLITICAL ATLAS
OF THE RUSSIAN
FEDERATION

of the Bureau of the MCNS, agreed
to talk with us.

Q: Why do you cali yourselves “new
socialists™'?

A: We cannot completely associate
ourselves with any of our predeces-
sors in this country or in the West.

Q: What makes you different from
your “neighbors’ to the right and to
the left?

A: Unlike the Social Democrats, we
are oriented toward mass support of
the working people, the workers
movement, and independent trade
unions. Unlike the Bolsheviks, we do
not consider this state socialist.

Q: What can you offer the people?

A: We categorically reject the de-
mand for privatization of all property.
The state should play a leading role
in creating a market, but in the

present situation we favor a strong
municipal sector of the economy.

Q: What is your vision of a future
Russia?

A: For now we are not looking that
far ahead. We are busy forging a left-
wing alliance in anticipation of an im-
minent wave of strikes this summer.
That is our immediate goal. Our long-
term objective is to build a normal so-
ciety based on the socialist ideals.

. cho-Syndicalist Free Association
. and some members of the Anarcho-

Communist Revolutionary Union.

We talked to Alexander Sher-
shukov, a member of the editorial
board of the magazines Obshchina
and Volya (Freedom).

Q: Are your ideas the same as those
of the old Russian anarchists?

A: No, we are campaigning not for
the elimination of state power but for
its redistribution. Power should come
not from the top but from the bottom.

- That is why we demand the abolition

of ministries and the establishment of

self-financing territorial economic
planning centers.

Q: Do you believe that the only form
of ownership of the means of pro-
duction should be collective owner-
ship by the working people?

A: We believe that this is the most
progressive form of ownership. The
other forms of ownership will exist, if
they survive at all, in competition with
it. The state must turn over the
means of production to the working
people, free of charge.

Q: What actions has the CAS ta-

ken recently to reach its goals?
A: We are creating workers orga-
nizations in some cities to defend the
rights of the working people. We
hope that a broad-based syndicalist
trade union, Soprotivieniye (Resist-
ance), will be set up soon.

Q: Anarchism is generally associated
with the rejection of any form of or-
ganization. How do you respond to
that?

A: We reject organization based on
coercion. One can’'t make a person
free and happy by force. We are not
fighting for power.

The CDU publishes the Christian-

 Democratic Bulletin.

The main goal of the CDU of Rus-
sia is “to build on the territory of
Russia a law-based state that is
governed by the principles of Chris-
tian democracy.”

The CDU actively cooperates with
the Russian Popular Front and inde-
pendent trade unions.

We spoke with Alexander
Ogorodnikov, chairman of the Rus-
sian Christian-Democratic Union.

Q: What does the term *‘Christian de-
mocracy’’ mean?

A: In the center of social-democratic
policy is humankind. The social-dem-
ocratic movement is governed by the
moral principles of the Gospel: love,
freedom, and compassion. Unlike the
Western Christian Democrats, we
profess the idea of human solidarity.
We reject pure capitalism; instead,
we advocate a free market that is
controlled by society with the aid of
tax differentials that avoid creating an

abyss between the rich and the poor.

Q: Who can join the CDU?

A: Anyone who embraces Christian
values, even though he or she may
not necessarily practice the rites.

Q: What are your relations with the
official Church?

A: Many members of the clergy have
joined the CDU, though the official
Church leaders do not support us
and sometimes even criticize us. 0
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bcracy prevails. So we advocate
e unification of the national-patriotic
rces and the democratic forces.

I Whom do you blame for the hard-
ips and misfortunes that the Rus-
in people have endured in the
entieth century?

' Revolutionary nihilism. You can’t
ime the people for what has hap-
ined to them. Their dream of build-
) a society without exploitation of
an by man is a sacred dream. The
ime lies with those who pursued
8ir own clannish interests.

lual members of the Communist
Ity. We are fighting against faulty
licy and the false ideas that many
ople have in their minds. We do
t consider the Communist Party of
2 Soviet Union a single whole. The
nk-and-file Communists are as
werless as nonparty people. And
re are many immoral and dishon-
t people in the apparatus.

What is your program for the
onomy?

Denationalization of property, un-
r strict public control. The land
ould be turned over to the peasants.

The principal method is par-
mentary struggle. But we do not
le out demonstrations and strikes.
Ir latest mass action was held in
1apayevsk, a town near Kuibyshev.
ere were plans to build a plant to
stroy chemical weapons there. For
t weeks protesters blocked access
the construction site. Eventually
* authorities changed their minds
d decided to build a teaching cen-
"instead.

ship will coexist, ideology will not
minate the state, and citizens will
free to unite to attain their goals.

What is your attitude toward the
esidency?

It should not have been intro-
iced until a new unification treaty
fong the republics had been signed
d all human rights guaranteed.

THE SOCIAL DEMOCRATS

OF RUSSIA

By Boris Alexeyev

he emergence of social democ-

racy in Russia is associated with
the name of the outstanding Marxist
philosopher and revolutionary
Georgi Plekhanov (1856-1918). In
1883, while Plekhanov was living
abroad, he set up the Liberation of
Labor, the first Russian Marxist or-
ganization that subscribed to social-
democratic principles.

“Only a democratic state can
bring about an economic revolution
consistent with the interests of the
producers,” he wrote in his group’s
program. The party of Russian Bol-
shevik Communists, created by
Lenin in 1903, split from the Russian
Social-Democratic Labor Party. In
the many decades since then, our
official ideology has described So-
cial Democrats only as ‘‘accom-
plices to imperialism.”

But early last May, 237 people
gathered in the building housing the
Executive Committee of the
Oktyabrsky District Council of Peo-
ple’s Deputies in Moscow to attend
the founding congress of the new
Social-Democratic Party of Russia
(SDPR). The participants repre-
sented approximately 5,000 mem-
bers of 74 organizations.

Orest Rumyantsev, one of the
three cochairmen of the SDPR, said
that the new party would be a *‘par-
liamentary”” one. He explained that
this meant that the Social Demo-
crats intend to implement their poli-
cies by gaining support at elections,
both municipal and national.

He also said that the Social Dem-
ocrats planned to borrow all the
best from the experience of Western
European Social Democrats, with
whom they intend to establish close
ties.

What are the fundamental differ-
ences between the new organization
and the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union? Leonid Volkov, board
member of the Social-Democratic
Party of Russia, said: “We do not
claim the role of a class-based party
that subordinates today’s life to the
logic of the future. Our aim is to un-
derstand and democratically to reg-
ulate the vital interests of the vari-
ous social groups. Our ideology is
not ‘democratic socialism,” about
which no one can say anything artic-
ulate, but social democracy as a
permanent state of society. That
means that the individual is a top
priority for us. Respect for human
rights is fundamental to the stable
development of democracy.

“Our principle is one of reason,
not force. We will present our policy
to the people, trying to win their
confidence, but we will also listen to
their criticism.”

Judging from the polls, the Social-
Democratic Party’s supporters are
mainly technical intellectuals and
skilled workers. The party is also
well represented in parliament—70
delegates in the Supreme Soviet of
the USSR and 50 in the Supreme
Soviet of the Russian Federation are
Social Democrats. ]
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THE FIRST SOVIET CULTURAL AND INFORMATION
CENTER IN THE UNITED STATES

n early June of this year, at the Gorbachev-

Bush summit in Washington, D.C., the Cul-

tural Exchange Agreement was signed. The
accord allows for the opening of cultural and
information centers in the USSR and the United
States. It is the first agreement of its kind in the
history of Soviet-American relations. The Soviet
Union already has 65 cultural and information
centers in 50 countries.

The first Soviet center in the United States will
open in approximately two years, according to
Alexander Churlin, deputy head of the Soviet
Foreign Ministry’s Department for Cultural Rela-
tions. Churlin is now working actively to orga-
nize the center.

Of the two cities offered to us by the American
side, San Francisco and Washington, D.C., the
Soviet Foreign Ministry chose the latter. In the
future, as is stated in the agreement, we may
open a branch in Chicago or Boston, and the
Americans in Leningrad or Kiev.

It was agreed that the centers cannot be com-
mercial organizations. But they will have the
right to compensate partially for the expenses
connected with the maintenance of the centers.

“We intend to take advantage of this right,
because the Soviet Union now badly needs hard
currency,” said Churlin. “For instance, we will
charge a reasonable fee for our Russian-language
courses. We can also open a souvenir booth and
a cafeteria, with special days set aside to show-
case various national cuisines. Admission fees to

films and videotapes we show will also help
compensate for the center’s expenses. And we
will organize all kinds of exhibitions and
performances, to which we will invite well-
known Soviet actors, singers, and dancers.

“The main goal of the center will be to inform
the American public about the Soviet Union's
foreign and domestic policies, and to give Ameri-
cans a chance to learn more about the culture,
literature, economy, politics, history, and every-
day life of the Soviet people. The center will
organize lectures, round-table conferences, semi-
nars, and debates on various subjects, with the
participation of the Soviet public. And it will
hold special functions for American young peo-
ple and children.”

The center will have a library and a reading
room, in which American visitors will find all
kinds of Soviet periodicals, fiction, and books by
Soviet authors on politics, economics, and social
and other problems. Churlin said that the center
will give consultations to American students who
are interested in the Soviet system of education.

““We hope,” Churlin said, “’that our center will
maintain direct contacts with American scientific
institutions, schools, libraries, universities, and
cultural and information organizations.”

The popularity of the center will depend, of
course, on how it organizes its work. The Soviet
organizers believe that the wishes of the Ameri-
cans themselves will play a great role in many of
its decisions. .

bulletin board

Sunday School

Continued from page 51

Every week, parents and grandparents sit in
on the classes along with the children. The
adults listen in fascination—this represents the
first chance most of them have ever had to learn
about the Scriptures.

Sunday schools face some formidable prob-
lems. One is the tiny classrooms. The number of
applications far exceeds the space available. And,
although several new schools are to open soon,
there will still not be nearly enough spaces to
satisfy the demand.

“There’s another problem,” says Father Mi-
khail. “Our conditions are totally unlike those in
prerevolutionary Russia, when religion was an
obligatory discipline in every school, or those in
the West. Before the Revolution in our country,
just as in the West today, religious education
began at home. The school didn’t have to teach
kids the basics—they were absorbed with a

mother’s milk. Our pupils, on the other hand,
come to us from the Soviet school system. Un-
fortunately, in my opinion, Soviet pedagogy is
hopelessly dogmatic, with ideology everywhere.
It regulates children’s conduct, imposes atheism
on them, and has no use for freedom of choice.
“Also, Soviet educational theory does not rec-
ognize age and sex differences. So Sunday
schools have to work out pedagogical principles
of their own or borrow them from the past.
Konstantin Ushinsky, the renowned nineteenth
century educator who was known as ‘the teacher
of Russian teachers,” saw religion as the corner-
stone of schooling, on a par with science. And
there’s another, even more precious experience
for us to proceed from: the vast heritage of Rus-
sian homiletics. They can be an excellent basis
for new teaching methods. I also use my own
practical experience in having brought up my
own three children. Every lesson brings me
new discoveries and new joys, and allows me to
see my tasks more clearly.” ]
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have any money, so why should he
go? He actually objects to going. How
do you like that? How can you re-
spect a man who hasn’t got a ruble to
his name? Once more everything
ends up on my burdened shoulders:
work, sausages, the kid. Two kids,
more like it: Before, I had just my 12-
year-old daughter to look after; now
I've got a 25-year-old son too. Where
could it all end?

I asked him this very question. He
took offense to it and walked out on
me, saying he wouldn’t be back. I
told him he’d forgotten his gum. A
pack of chewing gum—that was the
only contribution he had made to our
well-being, I said. He took offense
even more and said I could keep it;
only he said it with the magnanimity
of a man leaving me a whole island,
like Onassis.

With that we split up. The gum was
inherited by my daughter. All I got
was another period of loneliness,
which seemed impossible to bear the
next day. On the first day you are
high on a sense of being in the right,
and then on the next the usual de-
pression sets in and burns inside you
as if you'd drunk bleach. Full of peo-
ple as the world may be, it feels
pretty empty when that one person is
gone.

I was walking down the studio cor-
ridor, as though through a desert,
when I saw Kiyashko. Kiyashko’s the
program writer: He writes about the
dangers of smoking and the benefits
of education. Like all people of little
talent, he writes in great detail and
always meets his deadlines. Such a
punctual fellow. I've noticed that only
Westerners, evidently because time is
money, are quite so punctual.

As I said Hello to Kiyashko, I
stopped and stared right into the dark
little pupils of his eyes. This is the
way I always greeted him: I stopped
and adopted that facial expression
that one would adopt on meeting a
king or queen, one of genteel respect
and secret admiration.

Let me tell you a little about
Kiyashko. First of all, he was 70 years
old and a war veteran. He was
wounded in 1943. I don’t know the
exact details, but I think he was di-

——

rectly hit by a shell. On his head was
a scar, a deep pit about the size of an
orange. His right hand had been
blown off at the wrist. You could see
the stump protruding from his sleeve;
it had since been covered over with
tight new skin, pink and shiny.
Kiyashko wasn’t at all embarrassed by
having no hand and always offered
the stump to shake hands with peo-
ple. Overcoming my brief repulsion, I
would always take hold of this stump
and shake it. The silky, almost
babylike softness of his arm was
something I didn’t forget in a hurry
afterward. As well as his arm and
head, Kiyashko’s leg was mutilated.
He tended to place his weight on it
rather heavily, and every step he took
was hard work.

People said he was married and
that his wife limped too, on the same
leg as he did. They had met in a mili-

Every step was a
hurdle. And life’s
hard enough with two
arms and two legs.

tary hospital during the war and con-
valesced together.

Whenever I met old Kiyashko, I
used to think back in time, like re-
winding a tape, and see him as a
young man of 25, like my camera-
man. Then I would imagine the ex-
plosion. Oblivion...and then the
first waking impressions as he came
out of his drugged stupor and grasped
the reality of the situation. I'd imagine
the initial horror he’d felt, followed
by the long struggle he’d waged to
this day—that of coming to terms
with it. Every step was a hurdle. And
life’s hard enough with two arms and
two legs.

My respectful greeting was sup-
posed to give him to understand that
the younger generation cared about
his bravery and suffering. Bravery
and suffering, it would seem, are
words that have lost their meaning,
but those are the words. And the
younger generation did care. The next
generation remembers these things,

and my “hello” compensated a little
for the past. There’s nothing else I can
do. All I can do is respect and remem-
ber them.

There could not have been any
thought of compensation in
Kiyashko’s mind, however. He was
merely walking down the corridor in
the way that had been habitual to
him over the last 45 years, when he
had met a young editorial assistant
who looked like Pushkin’s wife. She
looked at him rather strangely, only
just managing not to wink, and had
then said Hello with deliberation.
Whenever this happened, Kiyashko
would be surprised—he had not a
clue what she wanted. Kiyashko had
heard from his own daughter that
young men these days were no
good—they were just a bunch of
drunken, good-for-nothing scroung-
ers, who couldn’t pay their own way
in life. So perhaps it wasn’t so sur-
prising after all that young, single
women should seek support and se-
curity from mature, and even older,
men.

Kiyashko was a busy man. He had
his family as well as his creative am-
bitions to occupy him. But he always
put his creative ambitions first, before
his family and definitely before any
unforeseen distractions. A man has
his ego to think of. He must think of
his legacy to future generations; tell
them about the harm done by smok-
ing, for example. About the value of
education. Never mind that it is well
known to all and sundry. He would
once more remind us that smoking is
harmful; it decreases your life expect-
ancy. And you only live once. Never
mind that people think him outdated,
moth-eaten. As for these trashy
young singers, they would just have
the whole past painted black, blotted
out. Things weren’t right in those
days (they’d say), but they are now.
Mind you, now has to be seen from
the viewpoint of later. Only time will
tell, as the saying goes. Let them live
to an older age and then look back to
see what lessons time has to teach
them.

Kiyashko frowned at the thought of
these painters of glasnost tarring ev-
erything with the same brush, includ-
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IS THE USSR

GIVING UP TOO MUCH?

By Alexei Pushkov

ne feature of democratization is

that there is now open opposi-

tion to the leadership’s foreign

policy. No one should be de-

ceived by the resolution of sup-

port that was passed by 90 per
cent of the delegates to the Twenty-eighth Con-
gress of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union after hearing the Central Committee’s po-
litical report. To a large degree, the resolution
was motivated by the survival instinct and the
fear of causing a split and a further weakening in
the party. The resolution' failed to address such
established notions as new thinking and univer-
sal values. That 1,116 votes were cast against
Mikhail Gorbachev for the office of General Sec-
retary shows that within the party there is re-
sentment against his foreign policy.

Criticisms of Gorbachev’s policies from the
right appeal not to the reason but to emotions,
long-held opinions, and ideological instincts.
These are corroborated by statements, particu-
larly by the military, that we are “destroying our
own defense structures,” making one concession
after another at talks, and curtailing our mili-
tary’s strategic potential. But the commander of
our general staff, General Mikhail Moiseyev,
states: “As we sign disarmament agreements, we
preserve the approximate equilibrium of interests
of the parties. At these talks we have our princi-
pled positions.” According to Moiseyev, such po-
sitions are worked out with the active involve-
ment of the general staff and are intended to
prevent any deterioration of the national de-
fenses or the potential of our armed forces.

But what about the West? Is it true, as our
hawks say, that the West has been making disar-
mament promises to us while it continues to arm
itself at a furious pace? Indeed, the West has not
abandoned its modernization programs and is
even building up its arsenals in several areas. But
we are not abandoning our own programs, ei-
ther. Also, the NATO members are beginning to
move from words to deeds in terms of military
budget cuts.

If Soviet-American relations make further
headway, the U.S. plans to cut its armed forces
by 25 per cent between 1992 and 1997. Perhaps
the Americans aren’t giving us reason to rejoice,
but they are moving in the right direction. In any
event, larger cuts will only be possible provided
the USSR maintains its current foreign policy.

Efforts are being made to convince us that the

current foreign policy of the USSR is undermin-
ing our status as a superpower. But this is not
true in essence. Our status is not being under-
mined by our foreign policy but by the deplor-
able state of society, by the lack of economic
competence, by technological backwardness.

In the meantime, when it comes to the inter-
national or domestic politics, the right has nei-
ther trustworthy ideas nor an alternative plat-
form that would take into account both their
subjective preferences and the genuine national
priorities. What they do have is a painful feeling
of nostalgia for the clear and well-organized past
and an acute desire to find the “culprits” who
are to blame for the need to enter a new and
uncomfortable world.

What do the conservatives invite us to do?
Should we slow down the progress at the disar-
mament talks? Or abandon the steps that got
them off the ground, only to get bogged down
again in senseless and ruinous confrontation?
Should we turn down new thinking and the pri-
ority of universal human values?

Should we once again launch an ideological
attack? What ideas should be used as weapons,
or shall we again resort to tanks?

The country has neither the physical nor the
psychological resources for a policy of moderate
confrontation, for which the right is campaign-
ing. This country has no alternative to Gorba-
chev’s policies.

Conservative thinking has been rejected in a
major way, and now it is engaged in rear-guard
battles. An increasing number of people are
coming to understand that most of our past
achievements, both domestic and international,
are castles in the sand, that military might with-
out a viable economy, a free public life, techno-
logical progress, and democratic institutions is
worth very little.

The structures of the cold war are being de-
stroyed as we enter a qualitatively new world.
We are faced with the issue of finding our own
place, our own role, in this world. We must dis-
cover ways to meet our national interests, in-
cluding those of security. For our foreign policy
to be as effective and balanced as possible, we
need criticism and analytical thought, which
should appeal to the intellect, not the heart; to
serious calculations, not to conditioned reflexes.
If we fail to agree with the content of what is
offered, we still should welcome that it is said. H

Courtesy of the newspaper Izvestia

SOVIET LIFE, September 1990

7






Perhaps Anatoli Sobchak, the Leningrad law-
yer who was recently elected mayor of that city,
is the most colorful moderately left figure in the
new parliament. Wherever he goes, a pack of
reporters is trailing not far behind. Poor guy.

Sobchak possesses many good qualities. He is
highly competent and talkative at times. Report-
ers love him for his verbosity and willingness to
speak. He seems to love to talk, assuming an
important air and making significant gestures.
Thank heavens, he’s not well versed in “aca-
demese,” so any mortal fluent in Russian can
understand him.

Anyway, the new parliament covers a broad
political spectrum, including radicals, moderates,
and old-timers. It's an explosive mixture when
the parliament launches debates on the issues
affecting the very political and economic founda-
tions of this country, for example, on the laws on
property, the ownership of land, the taxation of
enterprises, and so on.

For instance, the government program for the
transition to a “regulated”” market economy pro-
voked a storm of conflicting views. Speakers for
and against, apparently forgetting all rules of
conduct, shook their fists and launched into ti-
rades. Economist Gennadi Filshin, the radical
leader of the Inter-Regional Group, demanded
that the resignation of Ryzhkov’s government be
considered, the unspeakable in Soviet official
politics. In fact, the parliament heard a lot of
criticism, more than enough to have had a dis-
senter jailed for “waging anti-Soviet propa-
ganda” before.

The debates on the law on property sparked
an especially fierce debate on the Soviet system.
Remember, Marxist theory defies private prop-
erty under socialism as allegedly fostering
exploitation. Quite naturally, this dogma became
a bone of contention for old-timers and radicals.

“What is socialist property?”” questioned
Eduard Kozin from the rostrum. “Who can tell?
There’s only one kind of property, either under
socialism or capitalism. For example, for me,
there’s no difference between a socialist or a cap-
italist coat. I suppose that if we choose the way
we are headed, I'll have no coat at all. Exploita-
tion, either of man or machine, exists in every
society. That’s the way society is.”

Having listened to all this, Deputy Leonid
Sukhov boldly stepped up to the rostrum and
read a letter from the workers of a Moscow taxi
depot: “Giving a free hand to private business
means betraying our children and depriving
them of the chance to live in a society governed
by social justice,” the workers wrote.

For my money, Fyodor Burlatsky, the editor in
chief of Literaturnaya gazeta (Literary Gazette),
who is a moderate left-winger like Sobchak, was
closer to the golden mean.

“Who had the results of all labor for them-
selves before?” Burlatsky asked. “The landlord
and the capitalist. We accomplished the revolu-
tion and gave everything over to the state.
Who's the boss now? The peasant? The worker?
The intellectual? No, who then? The bureaucrat?
The bureaucrat hasn’t become the proprietor, but
he has quickly taken the reins in distributing the
wealth.

““Now, the goal of the reform is to deprive the
bureaucrat of that right and give it to work col-
lectives and individuals.”

However, the ardent debates produced few re-
sults. Private property is not mentioned in the
new law, though a variety of property forms is
elaborated. The radicals did a lot of grumbling.

In fact, moderation should become the sign of
the times now, in a country on the verge of
rending itself asunder. With society split into
hostile camps, radical and conservative—Russia
always went to extremes, alas—the parliament
should always seek a Solomonian solution. Oth-
erwise, the chasm between social groups will
deepen to such an extent that it will undermine
the entire perestroika process. Moreover, the ail-
ing economy might collapse if a big leap like the
radicals propose is adopted.

One ailment that seemed to spread through
the newborn parliament was truancy. At times
the spacious hall of the parliament looked like a
body half eaten by disease, with a little over 300
of the 542 deputies in attendance. Invariably the
absentees cited meetings with their constituency
as their excuse. On occasion the lawmaking
process ground to a halt whenever a quorum
could not be reached. .

When that happened, chairman of the Su-
preme Soviet Anatoli Lukyanov looked around
and sternly reminded everyone: “Listen, ... the
taxpayers are shelling out 500 rubles a month for
each of you—twice the average wage. Please be
so kind as to give them their money’s worth.”

Though the parliamentarians divided into a
cluster of groups, each lobbying for its specific
interests, the divisions do not comprise Western-
ized factions. Political pluralism is still in the bud
stage, and it isn’t a meaningful factor in the
country’s policies. At present, it can only shore
up the evolving new parties.

The Third Session of the Supreme Soviet
turned out to be both the longest and most pro-
ductive. Thirty-three laws were passed—twice as
many as were adopted at the two previous ses-
sions. Yet, I believe, the best achievement of the
session was that it shaped a highly competent
and able team of parliamentarians. The Soviet
legislative system now has a, perhaps, green but
strong branch in the separation of powers. A
guarantee of genuine democracy is gathering
momentum.
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The Holy Liturgy now sounds
again under the domes of the incred-
ibly beautiful St. Isaac’s Cathedral in
historic Leningrad. Sobchak unhesi-
tatingly granted the request of Patri-
arch Alexius of Moscow and All-Rus-
sia to serve mass in that famous
Russian cathedral. Believers have
been waiting for this since 1928.

Then Sobchak invited the chairman
of the Supreme Soviet of the Russian
Federation, Boris Yeltsin, to attend
mass. Yeltsin immediately agreed, un-
derstanding perfectly well the impor-
tance of this event not only for Lenin-
grad but for the whole republic.

As a former mountaineer, Anatoli

he mayor
I at home.
Clockwise from

far left: Sobchak is
an excellent cook and
frequently makes
dinner for his family.
Last year the
Sobchaks had to
tape paper around
the windows to keep
the cold out. The
family together.

Sobchak knows how important it is to
work with a team you can rely on. He
has the same goals as the chairman of
the Supreme Soviet of Russia and a
complete understanding of how these
goals can be achieved.

“One of the most important tasks,”
says Sobchak, “is to draw up a plan
for establishing a free economic zone
in Leningrad Region. The market will
help to fill the shops with goods and
to get us out of the crisis. To achieve
this, we must give up the mentality of
banning everything and allow any
initiative that can benefit the city.”

As soon as the work on the plan is
completed, the Leningrad City Soviet
will submit it to voters as a referen-
dum and to the Russian Supreme So-
viet, which is waiting to take action
on it. The whole country cannot
switch over to market relations over-
night. It's necessary to experiment
and to try out different models first,
one of which has been suggested by
the people of Leningrad.

The new laws on which Sobchak
has worked in the Legislative Com-
mission of the Soviet parliament are
coming into force today. He now has
the chance to put them into practice.

So, the new mayor of Leningrad
has not only put forward his program
but has started implementing it with-
out delay. In the sphere of politics it
means a real multiparty system. The
City Soviet immediately started to
register new political organizations,
such as the Popular Front, the United
Workers Front, the Voters Associa-
tion, and others. In the economic
sphere it means a real variety of
forms of management, such as lease-
holders and joint-stock companies.

“The Soviets of People’s Deputies,”
says Leningrad’s mayor, “are the only
legitimate power in the city, and any
decision by them is mandatory for ev-
eryone. There can be no exceptions—
either for groups or for individuals.”

Countering resistance to the new
ideas has become par for the course
for the city officials. Each decision by
the new Leningrad City Soviet is a
hard-won victory for the deputies and
their chairman.

But then, Anatoli Sobchak has al-
ways believed that truth will prevail.
When he is asked about the source of
his optimism, he normally replies
very briefly: “A pessimist shouldn’t
go into politics.” [ ]
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Korovin. He was a little over 50, tall,
well built, and full of energy. He had
been a flier in the Second World War,
and later a history teacher and
schoolmaster. After he retired, he
started coming every summer to the
Solovetsky Islands to work as a guide.

Korovin told us about the monk
named Savvaty, who, wanting to re-
treat to a “silent,” uninhabited spot,
had heard about the island. Years
later, Zosima, who was born not far
from Lake Onega, left home in search
of solitude after the death of his par-
ents. He hoped to build a hermitage
away from the hustle and bustle of
the world. Zosima came across the el-
derly monk Gherman, who had once
lived with Savvaty on Solovetsky Is-
land. Zosima learned everything he
could about the island and then set
out on his journey to find it. His very
first night on the island, he had a vi-
sion of the future church that would
be built there.

Father Superior Filipp—boyar
Fyodor Kolychev in secular life—real-
ized in full measure the visions and
dreams of Zosima. Filipp was eventu-
ally canonized in 1652 as a “man
wondrously good and pure of heart,
who performed many good deeds for
the benefit of the region.”

A biography of Filipp records that
this outstanding Russian used his
wealth “to erect handsome buildings
on the island” and “to dig deep
trenches so that water could be
brought from the nearby lake to the
monastery.”

According to Academician Dmitri
Likhachev, an authority on the his-
tory of the region, the ensemble built
in Filipp’s lifetime is not only a re-
markable historical monument of
Russian architecture of the mid-six-
teenth century but also the sole re-
maining relic of the Russian technol-
ogy of the day.

Czar Ivan the Terrible summoned
Filipp to Moscow in 1566 and ap-
pointed him Metropolitan of the Rus-
sian Orthodox Church. However, in
less than three years, Filipp was de-
posed, imprisoned, and, on the Czar’s
orders, murdered. In 1591 Filipp’s re-
mains were sent to the Solovetsky
Monastery. Fifty years later, they
were brought back to Moscow and in-
terred in the Cathedral of the
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Dormition in the Kremlin. Accompa-
nying the relic back to Moscow was
the future Patriarch of the Russian
Orthodox Church, Nikon, Metropoli-
tan of Novgorod, who had also been
a Solovetsky monk. Later, in the Ca-
thedral of the Transfiguration, Nikon
read a letter written by Czar Alexei in
which the Czar asked Filipp to forgive
Czar Ivan the Terrible.

Our guide, Korovin, went on to tell
us about Trifon, the monk who had
supervised the construction of the for-
tress out of boulders that abounded in
the area, and about how the
Solovetsky Monastery had defended
the Russian North from attacks by the
Swedes, Danes, Lithuanians, and
English.

We also learned about the unique
historical and architectural complex
on Kii Island (also in the White Sea),
where a branch of the Solovetsky
Monastery was located. The complex
has remained untouched to this day,
without any crude reconstruction or
remodeling.

“But I don’t know what will be left
of the complex in another two or
three years,” Korovin said. “‘Probably
only the walls of the refectory, the
monks’ cells, the belfry, and the Ca-
thedral of the Exaltation of the Cross.
The roofs and the floors are just about
ready to cave in, so pretty soon there
won’t be anything left to restore. A
group of students had come to restore
the wooden roofing originally built in
the nineteenth century, but their ef-
forts literally went up in smoke. The
roofing on the refectory and the mo-
nastic cells caught fire and were de-
stroyed when the management of the
local recreation home was criminally
negligent and bumed trash on a
windy day. Without roofing, these
buildings are now totally at the mercy
of the elements.”

On Solovetsky Island proper,
Savvaty’s Hermitage is in a deplor-
able state, as are buildings on the
smaller islands, including the ruins of
the only stone pier in Russia and the
church named for Andrew the First-
Called, the patron saint of the Russian
fleet. The church was built on the or-
der of Peter the Great.

The following day we met with Lev
Vostryakov, the director of the is-
land’s museum preserve, who told us

that many changes have been taking
place since the mid-1970s, when the
Council of Ministers of the Russian
Federation designated the local mu-
seum a state history, architecture, and
nature museum preserve. Vostryakov
assured us that conservation and res-
toration work is now under way, but
when we looked at the restoration
plans, we realized that none of the 29
monuments that were to have been
restored by now is finished. A com-
mission of the Ministry of Culture of
the Russian Federation that visited
the Solovetsky Islands recently cited
how slowly the work was progress-
ing. More importantly, the commis-
sion found that the work already
done was of inferior quality.

Take the first refectory in Russia,
for instance. It is a genuine architec-
tural masterpiece. The huge hall,
which once seated more than 400, is
16.75 meters high, and the brick
vaults are supported by a single
round column less than four meters in
diameter! Restorers have fortified the
walls and the vaults, fixed the broken
brick details of the interior décor, laid
new wooden floors, and repaired the
arched ceiling and the window
frames. Putting in windowpanes is
another matter since that would in-
crease the humidity in the structure.
Installing a heating and ventilation
system would help, but who knows
when that will happen? So, for now,
the restored sections of the refectory
are at the mercy of the cold sea
breezes, and the building continues to
deteriorate before it can be repaired.

The longer Alex and I stayed on the
islands, the more we came to realize
that they were in need of help. A
multitude of propositions and plans
have been offered over the years, but
to no avail. Some people suggested
using public contributions to restore
the Solovetsky ensemble. Others pro-
posed having the islands declared a
national reconstruction site under the
sponsorship of Soviet youth organiza-
tions. And still others dreamed of
making the islands a tourist haven,
complete with comfortable hotels,
campsites, concert halls, high-speed
launches running from island to is-
land, Russian baths, and wayside tav-
erns whose menus include fresh fish
from the nearby sea or lakes.
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verse unto its own,” Vicki’s mother
explains. “All three of us often read
verses to each other. That’s our idea
of fun.”

Vicki’s Uncle Alex, who is a good
friend of mine, once told me that
many people used to ask him how his
niece could possibly write love poems
at only 11.

“You mean, they think I'm too
young to know about love?”” Vicki re-
torts. “But if you have someone you
cherish more than yourself, you know
what love is.”

Alex told me he has two brothers
and a sister, and all are big on poetry.
Some even write poems, though pro-
fessionally they are either technology
experts or military officers.

“The male members of the family
have no problem believing that
Vicki's verses are truly her own,”
Alex tells me. “The women are much
harder to convince.”

“Don’t they know the real thing
when they see it?” says Vicki's 82-
year-old grandfather, who was the
first to recognize his granddaughter’s
talent. A veteran of the Spanish Civil
War, he has written over 40 books on
technology but only two about his ex-
periences in Spain.

“At first we were frightened by
Vicki‘’s genius,” her mother tells me.
“And her father and I took her to a
string of neurologists. All of them told
us nothing was medically wrong. Af-
ter enough sleepless nights, we were
exhausted, so we tried giving Vicki
something to help her sleep. But that
only made her mumble in her restless
sleep, and when she got up, she’d be
more dead than alive.”

If I were to choose one word to
describe the Vetrov home, I'd have to
say, “‘dignity.” Never did I sense a
touch of false modesty whenever the
parents spoke about their child, or she
about herself. I wonder, wouldn't it
be better to play her genius down? I
don’t think so. Harmony between you
and your milieu is the best thing a
person with a special gift can hope
for. The Vetrovs have created a har-
monious environment for their special
flower to blossom. If only more par-
ents were like them!

Courtesy of the newspaper
Komsomolskaya pravda

VICTORIA VETROVA

* * *

The grass is green, though you can’t
hear the birds;

Don’t trust those rains, they aren’t the
best of judges,

And jelly-like, this dusk is slowly
cuddling

And drop by drop it trickles into words.

Don'’t listen to a person if they still

Are with you, this blue sky and the
green meadow,

The lake that sparkles like a glass you
tread on,

The birch tree copse that only looks so
ill.

Do not call back and do not call aloud

When in the wind your mind is slightly
whirly

And in the sky that glistens as if pearly

The streams tie up a necklace out of
clouds.

—August 29, 1989

* * *

I feel gloomy. Can'’t realize, why?
The confusion of colorful tatters.
And the moment is fading to die
On the rope of that voluble chatter.

The air stiffens in lumps spelling
trouble,

As foretold by the yesterday’s raving.

In the sky mica, shattered to rubble,

A deep trail of the crane flock is
waving.

On its shoulders the oak tree holds high

The old branches where spiders are
swinging,

And the gloom of late summertime lies

Like that famous black mark in my
fingers.

—September 22, 1989

Tloka ele 3eneHas Tpasa,

He Bepb 00XAsAM - OHH IUIOXHE CYObH,
U cyMepkH, noxoxue Ha CTYAEHb,
CnuBaloTca no Kane/bKe B CJ/loBa.

He cnywaif HUKoro, xorga co MHOiA
3enennlit nyr u He6o ronyboe,

U o3epo, kak cTekiasliiko, paboe,
U poua Tonbko kaxerca 60nbHOM.

He otknukaiica ¥ He OKIHKa,
Koraa nmoa BeTpoM roJjioBy 3aKpyXHT
U B HebocBoOzE, COTKAHHOM M3 KPYXEB,
ConnloTca B oxepenbe obnaka.

29.8.89 r.

A rpymy. HenousartHo, 3auem?

B pa3HOUBETHBIX OCKOJIKaX CMATEHbE.
Ha BepeBouke nnuHHBIX peveit

Y MupaeT, cMepKasch, MCHOBEHBE.

Bo3ayx 3amMep B koMoukax Geabl
IIpenckxa3aHbeM BuyepauHero Gpena.
Ha ocxonkax HebecHOU ciitoabl
Kones xypaBnuHoro cnena.

JepxHUT Oy6 Ha KOCTJABBLIX MJje4ax
TlayTHHO# 06nHTBIE BETKH,
Onycresliero jiera neyanb
Ha nagouu, kak uyepHas MeTKa.

229.89 r.
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sis, which indicates that the standard
of living in society will rise nearly
twofold within a space of three or
four years if the funds allocated to
education are doubled. But if the na-
tion reduces its investment in educa-
tion, there will be a proportionate fall
in the standard of living. In fact, the
process has already begun. The
empty stores speak for themselves.

Q: But our budget can only be
stretched so far. Is it possible that the
government simply cannot allocate
any more money to the schools? Be-
sides, there are many other problems
—in agriculture, ecology, and health
care. Where are we going to find the
funds for all of this?

A: First, the government should do a
better job of planning. Obviously,
public education must be one of our
top investment priorities. If our soci-
ety can be described as a tree, then
education is its roots. And if the sub-
stances the tree needs don’t get to the
roots, the tree will die.

Nonbudgetary channels must also
be used. Let us hope that public
movements and foundations will pay
more attention to education. There
must be changes on the municipal
level too. For instance, the Law on
Local Self-Government, which was
passed recently by the USSR Su-
preme Soviet, has opened up oppor-
tunities for that. The new system of
taxes allows local Soviets to help the
neglected school sector. I am con-
vinced that many companies, cooper-
atives, and citizens would contribute
to it if they were sure that that money
would go to improve the standard of
our children’s education.

Q: But that might lead to the intro-
duction of paid education.
A: I don't think that paid education
as such is so objectionable, if the fees
are reasonable. It is even a good
thing. And paid education means ad-
ditional funds. Most developed coun-
tries have paid education. True, it is
backed up by a sound system of pub-
lic stipends, loans, and so forth. With-
out copying their pattern blindly, we
could borrow certain things from
them. But we should proceed mainly
from the situation in this country.
Here is another proposal: A constit-

uent republic must add a ruble of its
own for every ruble allocated to it for
education from the State Budget.
Things must be changed to make it
beneficial for enterprises to invest part
of their profit in education, in the
education of their workers, for exam-
ple. Such investments would be par-
tially tax-deductible.

Unfortunately, the Ministry of Fi-
nance has so far turned a deaf ear to
our proposals.

Q: It seems that the introduction of a
market economy is going to change
the system of education in some way.
A: 1 have my own ideas about that,
which some may find questionable. I
think we must have two kinds of edu-
cation: professional education and lib-
eral arts education. Today college
graduates often choose occupations
other than those they were trained
for, and the public funds that were
spent on them are never repaid. So

NI don’t think that
paid education as such
is so objectionable,
if the fees are
reasonable. )

the purpose of their going to college
was self-improvement. That is not
bad in itself—it is even commend-
able. But why should the state pay for
it? These people should pay for their
education themselves.

I think that the state must provide
everyone with primary, basic educa-
tion. This must be followed by voca-
tional training, which should be sub-
sidized by the enterprise intending to
employ the person in question. A sys-
tem of loans must be introduced for
those who wish to get an education
independently.

Such a person would take out a
loan, interest-free and repayable over
a period of five years or so after
graduation. This kind of loan would
not reduce a young person to poverty.

Q: And what if, after graduating from
an educational establishment, a per-

son discovered that his or her calling
belonged elsewhere?

A: Then that person’s professional
training would have to be financed by
the enterprise that employed him or
her, or expected to do so. An interest-
free loan for education would not be
granted again. And the loan would
still have to be repaid. Such a two-
phase system is very convenient in
conditions of a market economy. It
enables every specialist to change his
or her specialization fairly easily.

Q: 1 think it is time we discussed the
teachers.

A: There are plenty of problems in
that area too. I think that if we are to
introduce a purpose-oriented system
in the financing of education, we had
better begin with a new program for
training teachers. I certainly don't
mean to imply that all of the teachers
in this country are incompetent. But I
think that many of them still take an
approach that is based on stereotypes,
and that should be changed. Many
other teachers must upgrade their
knowledge. However, we must avoid
“tough” measures, like immediately
sacking teachers who are deemed in-
competent. Teachers must be given
an opportunity to adjust to the new
situation, to the new requirements in
particular.

Q: Isn’t it time the schools in this
country were relieved of the burden
of ideology?

A: Ideology and professionalism
should not be linked forcibly. People
must be given an opportunity to get
the knowledge they want. Their alle-
giance to any given social theory is
their business and no one else’s. But I
believe we should think twice before
dismantling everything that belongs
to the social aspect.

Q: Are you afraid that mental fer-
ment might result?

A: There’s plenty of mental ferment
as it is. As a result of the repudiation
of the old values, many people are at
a loss now. This tells on the young
more than on us older people. And
yet, any group, including those in the
teaching profession, will surely see
change in its thinking.

Continued on page 12
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to learn to work a full-sized forge
there.

By eighth grade, every student will
have accumulated a data bank indi-
cating his or her vocational abilities
and inclinations. The idea is not to
recommend any specific trade but to
reveal a complex of qualities. For in-
stance, Andrei (or Oksana or Maxim
or anyone else) will best be able to
express himself working with abstract
ideas, or in the field of communica-
tions, or in some activity where he
can be close to nature.

Yamburg says: “No, we have no
right to impose anything upon
Ruslan. He has a different psychologi-
cal makeup. He works well with his
hands. And he will be able to satisfy
his passion for leadership as a maker
of things.”

Let’s return to the beginning: What
is the lyceum? The final polish ap-
plied to advanced students? A hot-
house for especially cherished plants?
It would be more appropriate to com-
pare it to an experimental field for se-
lected seeds. It is senseless to talk
about the advantages of flax over
those of barley. Both are useful.

In Yamburg’s school, lyceum and
other students make up two equal
currents. It is just that for the former,
a so-called classical education is bene-
fidal, while for the latter it is not.

Recommendations on who goes
where are based on students’ data
banks. This principle can be criticized
as mechanical, but it’s worked so far.
Do the students on the ordinary track
envy their “elitist” schoolmates? I
don’t know. I saw them all talking
and laughing together.

As we walked from one building to
another, we passed a group that
Yamburg told me was made up of
both regular and lyceum students. He
called to one of the girls, who had a
jacket in hand and a mane of chestnut
hair she would throw back ostenta-
tiously from time to time.

“Why are you here, Tatyana? Are
your classes over?”’

“The mandatory lessons are over.
I'm not into the nuclides.”

“What a way to talk!” Yamburg
said. “Speak properly, please, without
the slang.”

“I meant a lecture on polymers. I'm
not too interested in that. But in half
an hour I want to go to the seminar
on ancient Russian literature.”

“Okay, go. And don’t be late for
the rehearsal.” The school was stag-
ing a performance of Manuscripts
Won't Burn, based on the writings of
Mikhail Bulgakov.

Yes, Tatyana has the right to attend
extracurricular lectures as she sees fit.
She has an affinity for the arts, and
tests have shown that she could make
a good historian or archivist. But of
course, she won't get out of learning
about the sciences altogether. Yam-
burg explained that she will have to
take a class on the philosophy of
mathematics. If you add Latin and
Ancient Greek to this, the luggage of
knowledge will be rather weighty.

Advanced
mathematics,
Ancient Greek,
Latin—we haven't
seen such a program
since before the
Revolution.

What about the lyceum’s other di-
vision—the physicomathematical and
medical department? Students there
will have elective subjects in the hu-
manities, too: the history of culture,
great books of humankind, the his-
tory of religion, and so forth. In the
religion class, students read the holy
books of the world’s great religions.
The Bible is taught by an Orthodox
priest.

So the lyceum will impart enough
knowledge to its charges. I don’t
know whether it will graduate future
statesmen, but the school’s patrons—
the Institute of Radio Engineering and
Electronics, the History-Archival Insti-
tute, and the Second Moscow Medical
Institute—are certain to get promising
students.

Still, I was intent on finding a simi-

larity between the present-day ly-
ceum and that of Pushkin’s time. Will
we see modern Pushchins and Del-
vigs graduating from this school? Will
it inspire them to serve the lofty
ideals of reason and freedom? Or per-
haps our society will just get knowl-
edgeable conformists? That would be
a sad outcome.

Fortunately, the principal and the
staff are also preoccupied with this
idea. They are well aware that mak-
ing sure their charges are physically
healthy is easier than fostering moral
principles in them. The school has
two gyms, three language labs, and a
swimming pool to be completed soon,
but not a single textbook on ethics. In
Yamburg’s opinion, the three whales
that support us are still the pursuit of
a life goal, spirituality, and a reveren-
tial attitude toward thinkers who
have gone before us.

“Yes, we want to build strong char-
acters,” said the principal, “but with-
out setting them in opposition to their
environment. Enough destruction! It
is time to bow in reverence to every-
thing good that was done in the past.

“But these students will live in a
world that is far from perfect. There is
much confusion all around us. Some
people think it’s better to elbow one’s
way through life. The main thing is to
remain human under any circum-
stances and to know that there is al-
ways a choice, an alternative. But to
see that, we have to get away from
the slave mentality.”

I asked Yamburg about financing.
’Good education calls for good
money,” he answered. “And we are
earning it. We sell textbooks and vis-
ual aids that we have developed here
and printed in our own printing shop.
Besides, we are the sponsor of a co-
operative, which is also a source of
funds.”

Still, the lyceum has many prob-
lems. I am afraid that my story may
have created the impression that the
school is a blissfully happy place,
with its venerable principal lecturing
from atop a pedagogical Olympus.
Alas! Yamburg’s staff says that he has
about 100 teachers, more than 1,000
pupils and ...a million question
marks. |
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USSR Academy of Sciences; Moscow
State University; the Vneshtekhnika
Company; the Main Demonstration
and Testing Center at the USSR Exhi-
bition of Economic Achievements;
and the Computer Center of the
USSR Academy of Sciences.

I am 42, married with two children.
I graduated from the computer tech-
nology department of the Moscow
Communications Institute and the ap-
plied mathematics department of the
Moscow Physicotechnical Institute. I
wrote my doctoral thesis on com-
puter-controlled systems. Before I met
Mr. Ritchie, I worked as a computer
expert for four years at the Kama
Truck Plant.

Q: Dialogue owes its prosperity at
least in part to huge capital invest-
ments, doesn't it?

A: It does indeed. Joseph Ritchie
originally invested five million dollars
in the company.

Q: What made him decide to do busi-
ness in the Soviet Union?

A: He told me that once he sat down
and took a look at himself: He was
41, with nine children and a lot of
money. But would his children need
all that money if relations between
the Soviet Union and the United
States deteriorated? He decided that
tensions could be relaxed if both sides
embarked on joint projects. Ritchie
also saw the ongoing revolutionary
processes in this country as a safe bet
for joint entrepreneurship.

Incidentally, our joint venture
adopted the management pattern em-
ployed by Ritchie’s company in the
United States. Business must be based
on democratic rather than authoritar-
ian principles, so the president of our
enterprise feels that the traditional So-
viet collectivism fits perfectly in such
a management system.

I was very glad to hear Mr. Ritchie
tell a Soviet newspaper that our com-
pany was his most successful experi-
ment in business.

Q: What does Dialogue actually do?

A: Our chief line of business is to
provide computers for domestic con-
sumption, in particular, personal com-
puters assembled from imported com-
ponents. We buy imported computer

parts with the hard currency that we
earn by exporting software programs.

Q: Don't you think that pursuing dol-
lar revenues by embezzling our intel-
lectual resources could do this country
a lot of harm?

A: On the contrary. For one thing,
we develop programs that are in high
demand on the market. They are re-
leased on the Soviet market first and
then they are exported, which means
that we sell copies. That is our under-
lying principle.

For another thing, the hard cur-
rency we earn from software exports
is spent on new technologies and
hardware for projects to be launched
in this country. Also, Dialogue ad-
vises Soviet citizens on computer
technology. At our training centers
and our numerous branches across
the country, we offer courses in pro-
gramming and the use and mainte-
nance of personal computers.

“We buy imported
computer parts with
the hard currency that
we earn by exporting
software programs.”

We are also mindful of longer-term
perspectives. We know that if all state
organizations, cooperatives, and joint
ventures work hard enough, we may
one day produce enough PCs to meet
the rising demand. And then every-
body will be looking for software
products. But in the software business
it takes at least a couple of years to
develop a potential hit. So for the
time being, we are trying to create a
vast pool of software that we can
draw on in the future.

Q: We often talk these days about the
human factor. Dialogue is reportedly
one of the few joint ventures that
have emphasized the human factor
from the very beginning. Is this true?

A: Yes. When we started Dialogue,
we decided that work at our company
should be not only materially reward-

ing but also pleasant. So we place a
lot of emphasis on staff selection.
What we value in the people we hire
are individuality, professionalism, a
cordial attitude toward one’s col-
leagues, and an acute social con-
sciousness. We also minimize control
and formalities. We try to treat our
staff like a big family bound together
not just by a common workplace but
also by mutual concerns, moral val-
ues, interests, and hobbies.

Q: I attended a charity event that you
organized in the Hall of Columns of
the House of Trade Unions. I was
greatly impressed, especially when I
saw many people from nursing
homes in the audience. Since your of-
fice is near the Yelokhov Epiphany
Cathedral, one of the largest active
churches in Moscow, I was wonder-
ing whether your charities were in-
spired by your proximity to the
cathedral.

A: I don't think so. Charity is a uni-
versal value, and atheists can be char-
itable too. And yet we do have close
links with the Church, for several rea-
sons. The most important of these is
that we see the Church as a crudial
source of culture. So we are trying to
help. We are restoring the cobble-
stone area around the Yelokhov Ca-
thedral. We have also donated large
amounts of money for the renovation
of the Dmitri Solunsky Church.

Q: You also extend your benevolence
to the younger generation.

A: That’s right. Dialogue has fitted
out a computerized laboratory at Sec-
ondary School No. 345 in Moscow.
The lab was a gift to the school, but
our donation was motivated at least
in part by self-interest. You see, pro-
grammers who grew up with comput-
ers are 10 times more productive than
those who learned their computer
skills after finishing school. The first
lessons in programming should be
taught in nursery school. So we’re
planning to computerize a nursery
school in the area.

As for charity organizations, we do-
nated a million rubles to the Interna-
tional Foundation for the Survival
and Development of Humanity. And
that action had nothing to do with
pragmatism.
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he Nikitin fam-
ily is used to be-
ing the center of
controversy. For
more than 25
years Lena and
Boris Nikitin,
their children, and now their grand-
children have borne the heavy bur-
den of public scrutiny. One day I
heard one of them complaining: “We
live like fish in an aquarium. Every
moment people are studying us.”

And it’s true; I certainly wouldn’t
like to be in their shoes! Some days
nearly 100 people visit their home in
the town of Bolshevo, near Moscow.
People come to see them from all
over the USSR and even from other
countries.

The family has been the subject of
four films and many television and
radio programs as well as newspaper

o
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-
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feature stories. Lena and Boris Nikitin
have published 11 books, which have
been printed in a total of more than
two million copies in the USSR. Their
books have also come out in Japan,
West Germany, the Netherlands, the
United States, Finland, Bulgaria, and
Mongolia.

Boris Nikitin, the patriarch, is now
73. An engineer by profession, he be-
4 gan his career in the air force, then

w became a secondary school teacher.
+§ He met Lena, a philologist who
¢ worked in a children’s library, and
»i they were married.

4 Boris and Lena have three sons and
a¢ four daughters. In bringing them up,

W

the Nikitins used an unconventional

g and innovative system that shocked

{i the public at the time. Many elements
) of that system ran counter to gener-

pi ally accepted principles of child rear-

ying: the toughening of babies from
t the first weeks of life, acrobatics and
# gymnastics  almost from the first

[
"I‘
l’ f

months, a great deal of freedom, a
minimum number of prohibitions,
and the introduction of letters, num-
bers, and maps at a very tender age.
The most important thing about the
Nikitin system is that Lena and Boris
have utterly rejected the “curbing”
and “slowing down” of children’s ac-
tivity that can result from parental
apprehension.

The Nikitins are absolutely sure
that every child has tremendous bio-
logical and psychological resources.
The parents’ task is to do everything
possible fully to reveal this potential
and to help the child learn to use it.

The Nikitin youngsters grew up
hardy, agile, and careful. They rarely
got sick or hurt themselves. They be-
gan toddling at the age of seven or
eight months. At about a year they
began speaking. At the age of two or
three they began reading, counting on
their fingers, and handling simple im-
plements. By the time they got to
school, they were well coordinated
physically and had a good stock of
general knowledge and practical
skills. They had no difficulty at
school. Sometimes they got far ahead
of their classmates and, by agreement
with their teachers, skipped a grade.

The Nikitin children have grown
up now. What kind of people are
they?

The first child, Alexei, is 30 years
old. By the age of 14 he had finished
junior high school and had entered a
technical secondary school. After
graduating, he worked for a year.
Then he got a degree from a teachers
institute. Now he is a physicist
specializing in electronics and works
at a research institute.

The second child, Anton, finished a
technical secondary school with high
honors. He then went on to Moscow
State University, where he also grad-

uated with high honors. He is now a
chemist by profession.

Olga graduated from the school of
law at Moscow State University at the
age of 20. Today she is a legal adviser
at a large industrial enterprise.

Anna went to a specialized second-
ary medical school after junior high
school. She is a nurse, and her hus-
band teaches high school in Perm Re-
gion. They have three children.

Yulia graduated from a specialized
secondary school and the department
of library science at an institute of cul-
ture. She works as a bibliographer.

Ivan is the only one of the Nikitin
children who did not skip a grade in
school. He is now an aircraft me-
chanic in the Soviet Army.

Lyubov, the youngest, is 18 years
old. Two years ago she graduated
from a librarians specialized second-
ary school. She works in a library.

So all seven of the children have
received a specialized secondary de-
gree or higher. Each works in his or
her chosen field. Some people may
think that there is nothing special
about this. The same results can be
seen in the millions of families where
children are brought up in the con-
ventional way.

We are accustomed to hearing sto-
ries about prodigies. For instance, if a
three-year-old toddler begins to play
the piano, he is sure to become a
modern Mozart at the age of 20.

But none of the Nikitin children
thinks that there is anything special
about him or her.

Five of the second-generation
Nikitins have their own families. To-
day Lena and Boris have nine grand-
children who are being brought up in
keeping with the same traditions.
They practice acrobatics. They are not
afraid of the cold. At a very young
age they learn to read, to count, to
use a globe, and so forth. True, each
of the young families uses the system
with some alterations.

The second-generation Nikitins
were brought up on the principles of
honesty and one’s personal sover-
eignty. Every one of them lives the
way he or she considers correct. But
although they are all different, every
member of this growing clan has cer-
tain traits in common: kindness, de-
cency, physical and moral health. =
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Tle most
heated
debates have
to do with the
provision that
testing be
made
mandatory in
cases where
there are
“reasonable
grounds” to
believe that a
person is
infected with
the virus.

two and a half years, more than 50 million peo-
ple have been tested. According to Mikhail
Narkevich, this gives us a clear view of the
progress of the disease in every population
group.

In May 1990 the Supreme Soviet of the USSR
passed the AIDS Prevention and Treatment Law.
One purpose of the law is to protect the rights of
infected people. It guarantees medical confiden-
tality, states that a patient must receive free tick-
ets to and from a hospital if it is situated in
another city, and provides for free medicines and
guaranteed pensions to doctors and nurses who
have contracted the disease in the discharge of
their duty. Besides this, the new law prohibits
the dismissal or refusal to hire or admit HIV
carriers or AIDS patients to medical or educa-
tional institutions, kindergartens, or nursery
schools.

This provision of the law has not been greeted
everywhere with enthusiasm. In fact, it has come
under sharp attack. But one of the Soviet
Union’s leading physicians says, “We have no
right to persecute people suffering from this dis-
ease, because none of us can be certain today
that AIDS will pass us by.”

Incidentally, the draft law provoked a flare-up
of debate in the Soviet press, which continues
even now that the bill has been signed into law.

The most heated debates have to do with the
provision that testing be made mandatory in
cases where there are “reasonable grounds” to
believe that a person is infected with the virus.
In the opinion of Vadim Pokrovsky, this wording
of the document is rather ambiguous and may
lead to abuses.

The next two or three years will show whether
the new law is satisfactory. For the present, most
people see it as a step forward, especially in
comparison with a parliamentary decree that was
issued three years ago, which limited preventive
measures to the criminal prosecution and impris-
onment of persons guilty of deliberate communi-
cation of the disease.

The tendency that many people in this country
have shown until recently to look at the AIDS
problem through rose-colored glasses can be ex-
plained largely by the fact that there is a com-
paratively small number of carriers of the virus
in the USSR. The fact that scores of millions
have tested negative for AIDS has also filled us
with optimism. But, Pokrovsky argues, there is
no room for complacency.

“It would be wrong to assume,” he went on to
say, “that if we're given enough disposable sy-
ringes we’ll automatically be able to control the
disease. Unskilled or careless health-care person-
nel may still use the syringes improperly, just as
they did in Elista, and more children may be-
come infected in the hospital. Neither will con-
doms alone save the situation.”

Soviet-American cooperation is developing in
nine fields of research, in particular, in the fields
of pathology, epidemiology, mathematical mod-
eling, and the creation of new diagnostic test
systems.

American scholars have acquired a great deal
of data both on the disease and on methods of
preventing it. These data may be of great help to
Soviet specialists, who ran up against the prob-
lem much later.

“For our part, we could also make a valuable
contribution to a cure, by means of the funda-
mental research that we are carrying out in bio-
chemistry, immunology, and ~virology,” says Pro-
fessor Alexander Kulberg, a corresponding
member of the Academy of Medical Sciences of
the USSR and head of the laboratory of im-
munochemistry at the Moscow Gamaleya Insti-
tute of Epidemiology and Microbiology, which
has a reliable method for diagnosing AIDS.

The USSR was among the initiators of the
Global Program for AIDS Prevention and Con-
trol, which was approved by the World Health
Organization. Says Mikhail Narkevich: “We sup-
port the program because we have an abiding
belief that nothing short of joint action will com-
bat the virus.”
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GET ALONG OR KILL EACH OTHER—
- THERE’S NO OTHER CHOICE

By Stanislav Kondrashov

ne guy asks another guy,
“What would you say is
more important today,
economics or culture?”

"“Culture, of course,”
the other answers.

“Why?” the first presses.

“Because culture keeps us from kill-
ing each other,” the second says.

This serious joke told by someone
on television later turned up again at
a reception at a foreign embassy in
Moscow. As we, the Soviet guests,
talked about ourselves and our daily
needs and concerns, we discovered
surprising unanimity among us: Alas,
we don’t have enough culture to pre-
vent us from killing each other—es-
pecially in a situation plagued by
shortages of practically everything
and by economic dislocation. We all
used the same words to describe the
feeling of hopelessness and impotence
that has gripped us.

The truth is probably more clear to
unbiased observers from afar. Small
wonder that the disintegration of the
USSR has become one of the hottest
topics abroad lately. One leading
Western Sovietologist says that a pol-
icy toward the USSR should be based
on a very important factor, namely,
that the Soviet Union is ceasing to
exist. Others are more diplomatic.
They see the main danger in the pos-
sibility that the old Stalinist system
may collapse before a new system is
created based on democratic values,
law, and order. They express the
hope that the transfer of political
power and decentralization of eco-
nomic power will prevail over the de-
teriorating situation and decay.

This is also our hope. In the mean-
time, arms are used in Moldavia;
Georgia is going to secede from the
USSR; Armenia and Azerbaijan are in
a state of irreconcilable discord; the
Baltic republics are almost out; and,
what’s even worse, the Kremlin and
the parliament of the Russian Federa-

tion on Krasnopresnenskaya Embank-
ment cannot come to terms with each
other.

Later I heard from a countryman of
mine, a man in charge of making sure
our laws are observed, that the laws
weren’t working. “The confused cen-
tral authorities cannot make them
work,” he said. But the masses, who
are disappointed with the impotence
of democracy, are getting ready, if
they aren’t already ready, for a
“strong hand” of any political hue
that would promise them order—in-
terpreted today as the hope for self-
preservation and survival.

And yet, I'm still hopeful. Every
Soviet citizen sees the fate of this
country as his or her own fate. That's
why the Soviet people pinned great
hopes on the results of the
Gorbachev-Yeltsin meeting that took
place on Sunday, November 11. The
two leaders talked one on one for
more than two hours before their ad-
visers joined them in an even longer
discussion. Immediately afterward,
special commissions were set up to
consider a new union treaty and is-
sues relating to the division of powers
between the central government and
the government of the Russian
Federation.

I strongly hope that the resumed
dialogue will prove to be stable and
productive. Perhaps the sides are suf-
ficiently cultured for this.

It’s one of the greatest paradoxes of
our altered times that it's easier for
Gorbachev to reach agreement with
Helmut Kohl of Germany or Frangois
Mitterrand of France than with Boris
Yeltsin. We have signed treaties on
accord, cooperation, and partnership
with Germany and France, but there’s
no similar treaty between the USSR
and the Russian Federation; there’s no
union treaty. Will the deplorable tra-
dition of the “troubled times” of the
early seventeenth century—the tradi-
tion of anarchy and uncontrollable

decentralization—triumph again and
for all times now?

The citizens of this huge, troubled,
and desperate country don’t want to
be hostages of their masters’ strife.
They have the right to demand that
their leaders come to agreement and
consistently work to save this country
standing on the edge of an abyss. If
the leaders can't, they should yield
their places to those who are able to
come to agreement in the name of our
salvation and our prosperous future.

During the November 7 celebra-
tions in Red Square Gorbachev and
Yeltsin stood side by side at the Lenin
Mausoleum. They decided to do that
in order to encourage the people. The
people at the mausoleum represented
the top state leadership of the USSR
and the Russian Federation plus
Gavriil Popov, the new mayor of
Moscow, but for the first time ever
they didn’t belong to the same party.
Also for the first time, demonstrators
came to Red Square by their own free
will, and those who came represented
the entire gamut of political views
and opinions. It was a lavish feast of
pluralism and slogans at a time when
ordinary pickled cucumbers are sold
in Moscow’s market at exorbitant
prices.

Suddenly, shots rang out in Red
Square. That also was a first.

While the authorities try to deter-
mine the mental stability of the man
who fired his sawed-off shotgun in
the square, the general diagnosis is
clear: The two shots that rang out are
beyond any doubt symptomatic of the
very dangerous ailment of extremism
and intolerance with which the coun-
try has become afflicted. It's quite
probable that history itself sent this
man with a sawed-off shotgun to Red
Square as a warning that we’ll kill
each other if we don’t come to terms
about an orderly movement toward
the future. |

Courtesy of the newspaper Izvestia
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THEATER

Continued from page 51

The studio movement is experiencing
a revival, which is nourishing us with
ideas and spurring us on. But the stu-
dios lack professionalism, and enthu-
siasm alone is not enough. Some sur-
vive, while others fall by the wayside.

We’'ve learned how to start up a
new theater, but we don’t know how
to close down those that have lost
their appeal.

Theater should reflect up-to-the-
minute current events, but it’s not a
newspaper. It takes months of re-
hearsals before a play is ready for the
stage, and time passes, and the situa-
tion changes. How can we win?

Yes, today life is difficult, and the-
ater shouldn’t ignore painful things.
But sometimes it's necessary to stage
plays that provide a respite from ev-
eryday troubles, that simply offer you
a means to relax.

Tatyana Shmyga, a prima donna at
the Moscow Operetta Theater:
We've been without an artistic direc-
tor for a long time. This has been
very wearing on our level of profes-
sionalism. Can you imagine—we
butchered the classic Princess of the
Circus! We couldn’t even get the mu-
sic right.

But in comparison with other musi-
cal theaters in the country, we're still
high art. I frequently go on tour with
concerts, and what I see is terrible.
Vacant chairs in orchestras are left
empty, corps de ballet and choruses
are practically nonexistent, leads are
sung by talentless singers, and there
are 30 people in the audience.

People come to see our classical op-
erettas, but we have virtually no
young artists. Young singers begin
working with us, but they quickly run
off to join the opera. Who is there to
teach them, if a pianist is standing at
the conductor’s podium? We're con-
stantly being assigned new principal
directors, who frequently overload us
with productions and then leave to
teach at a drama school.

How can you even talk about cre-
ative satisfaction? In the theater—it’s
all garbage, just as it is in the other
spheres of culture.

Mikhail Roshchin, 55, playwright:
The entire country, as well as the the-
ater, is living with perestroika. Every-
thing that is happening to society is
happening to the theater. We're all
walking a tortuous and twisting path.
Openness has appeared, and new
plays are now in production. Before, it
would have taken five to seven years
just to obtain necessary permission to
stage them at all. Back then it was
impossible to breathe. Now, it’s dif-
ferent. The old ways grew and gath-
ered strength for many long years—
now they are dying off little by little.

A quest for a new language in art is
currently under way. We have so
many unused possibilities, so much
wealth! Now is the time to “gather
the stones”—to return to artistic ex-
cellence, to depart from the routine.

Theater is a barometer that reflects
the state of society. The development
of both the realist and the modernist
trends awaits us. Alas, the West has
overtaken us. We have to copy for-
eign elements, although what we
want to do is to make our own dis-
coveries. Everything that we do right
now is merely “by chance.”

Unfortunately, pap for the masses
prevails. Art has turned into videos,
in which you can include anything.
This so-called art is flourishing, but
I'd like to preserve the genuine art.
I'm against the prosaic, but I'm also
against flashy and hollow inanity. As
far as I am concerned, we’ve gained
nothing over the years. It's been a to-
tal waste.

Valentin Gaft, 54, stage and film ac-
tor: The level of our stage art was and
is high. We still have one-day runs,
flops, and odd productions. All the
same, the quality remains. For my
generation it exists. I learned from the
great masters, and I try to preserve
what they taught me. Everything
mattered to them—material, author,
and the director, someone who was
not a dictator but a sensitive and
intelligent person.

Today the rush is on to come across
more effectively, to sell yourself more
dearly. We rush, rush...one by one
we scatter in all directions. Theater is
a conglomerate of like-minded people
who give their best and share with
their partner.

Art is capable of doing everything,
but it must also study everything and
keep up with the times. As always,
natural selection still plays a part in
this.

Nina Ananiashvili, ballerina at the
Bolshoi Theater: The situation in the
ballet is a complex one. Fortunately,
new troupes are being formed, and
the artists now have a choice. Before,
there was only one sacred goal—to
work at the Bolshoi at any cost, even
if it meant that you'd spend the rest
of your life in the corps de ballet.
That’s how we saw things.

It's a pity that the ballet has lost
some of its former significance.
Maybe that’s our fault. Anyway it
makes you feel bitter and somewhat
insecure.

The years fly by with catastrophic
swiftness. Television has forgotten us,
and magazines and newspapers rarely
write about us. They have “their own
clientele,” which they cover in vol-
umes. Why the indifference, I don't
know. We danced in England, and
the press gave us rave reviews, but
not one word about us appeared in
our papers. I guess the critics didn’t
think we were newsworthy.

Each big—the word “‘bolshoi”
means “big” in Russian—theater has
its own big problems. Our theater
needs repairs in both the literal and
figurative sense.

World tours by the Bolshoi are both
good and necessary, but when the
troupe is away from home for more
than half of the year, it's not easy.
Working abroad can be a real burden.
With as many as seven or more
shows a week, we dancers sustain in-
juries, get sick. Life on the road is
hard. When I'm on tour, I just can’t
wait to return home, to get back to
the studio, to get back in shape.

They say we should preserve our
repertoire. Well, we're preserving it
on tour, but how many times can we
perform our entire repertoire, for ex-
ample, in the United States—one,
two, three times? Won’t American au-
diences tire of us? So, we need fresh,
new productions.

Yes, we're going through troubled
times in the theater. Some say we
should go in one direction, others in
another. Only time will tell. u
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