- Dear Raya:

I am again somewhat late 1in replylng but, I trust, not unduly so,
What 13 more aerlous, the quality of my comments may vory well prove a

strong disappointment s they are essentially "small talk# and are confinad
almoat‘ezcluaivaly Yo points of P

ol ract which luok very minor indesd xpd in
comparison with the broed sweop of your prosentation and with the dimsnsioen
of basic problems involved, The area of disagreement on the latter 1s large's
I doubt the valldity of the ¢

oncopt of state capitalism in general end me,
its usefulness with application to the Soviet s

conomy; morsover, I csnnot,
in 211 honesty, ccnsider mysell a Marxist these days, If I had mors tins
.at my disposal, I would be glad to spsll =% out ll this at goms length,
“Just for the sake of discussion (I cortainly would not expect to convinse .
"7 You = you heard most of such argumeni:s before), But since the Sime situation:
© 7 is as whebched as it 13, T shall confine myself to smallep points,*alth#ugh
. Bome of my remerks will undoubtedly be colored by my "daviationiqmﬂ, Lo
‘ \,/P'.-s;

The footnote on Trbtzkx and Stalin is not very clear, Firat of al1l,
4% 38 not elear which "plan” are you reforring to: it would te presumably
saler” to.say that Irotsky stressed the need for centralized overall R
plamnihgioarlisr than ihx S, and B, mmixthmk and/op that in yoars 1927/28"
.fhe»favored;highar tempos of growth, Besldes, 1t 1s not 11tarally_cérrect
that. Stalin indorsed the "anail’s pace" ides: cal
-dn 1925-2y different notes although with regard to praciiecal policins
~there was no disagrusment between him and B, =a
a emallish point, but you'd vetter rhrase 1t 1
otharwise'pro-Staliniata may have scmething to shout aboug
" NEB was Pntroduced in 1921, no% in 1923, : :

BX

Bxisn - :
C/fp. 7.- "The whole cost of industrialization and militarization hes bden

borne.., through turnoven tax"/ How ahout compulsory deliveries by the

collective farmy? : ,
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P.10. Typing arror: bercentage figure for means of production should be
44,3, not 44,8 ror 1928,

(you have it right at another place),

l/‘p.12. The statement that

"the Commissariat of Justice is nothing other P
than the G.P,U. which ote,otc, "

1s somewhat confusing. Why not say that
it 1s a tool of the G.PJ,? :

\/ P.15. Your 2,400 per cent Ineresase in silk is due to a misplacement of h&; é
»- dacimal point: thas 1936 outpdt was 51,220, not 512,000, Eutdwx Besides: |
the remaining discrapancy betwsen the !

rates of growth in cotton and alllk,
X8ry large, proves less than you want 1t to prove, in view of the
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-!‘_ .. ' dkf2 tremendous difference in absolute amountd: in 1934 {the only year

‘ for which I have comparable figures at my elbow) the amount o2 cotton _
ZuExwixt cleth {in meters) axeemirdxihuxsmmmomt Ses nore than 806 times the ' |
aize of +the amount of sllk produced, end 1t is always sasy to show terrific
percentage inecreases when one stserts from a very low base, I certainly -
roalize that even after all this has been taken into aeccount, there ip still. M
plenty of room ontroversy as to the meaning of the thing. Maybe, I ghall: -
"heve & chance to say something about it later, g /

v.18. Instesd ‘of "Bukharin-Fiatakov trial’ it should be: "Radek~Piatakov |
trial", Bukharin was tried later togother with Rykov and (if I am not !
mistaken) with Yagoda.

- Back to the pages 17 snd 18, I believe that you owe your reasdera gn explana-
“%ion wby do you conslder the groupsg llsted in youd table s ruling 2lass - ¢
~unless (which is qulve unlikely, to say the least) you agsume that each .
hiesrarchy in' skillis and responsibiliby lmplies & class dlfForentiatinn, You
shoal6’ say -at least something sbout »hmk Income differsntisls, difficultlas:
in ‘social mobility and the 1ike, Even then, many readers wtx (inoluding
"~ myself} will possibly disagree, but at loast they will understand your
position better. : : : - Lo T

- 'pi 20, I do not lmow what are the reaeons for statsmert that Y"the full -

©Mry(of ‘the purges)was unlocsed againat the workers"and what "mssd graves?
. 'you bave in mind, I sm dnulined to essume that (in percentags terma) the .
_o party buresuceracy- and the manageriel group were mach stronger affeched, = ¢
I equally doubt the implied assumption thet Lformerx workers mre predomi="- I
nanb imxikaxemwk among the inmates of concentratlon campg,l may be wrong: on
this, and I may very well misunderstand you, but this is ona more reascn
why suoch statemwenits should be elaborated on a l1lititle mors, and substantiatedi
by whatever evlidence there ia.. o 2

P.23. I suggeat that you chack the figurses in your tesble once more, bacause:
while most of them are undoubtsdly OK, there are a fow mintakes (e.g.,in ~ =j
~ the tractor serias it should bey: 48,2 th. for 1932, 51 th. for 1057y,
' 31.1 th., for 1940). If you do not have the orlginal scurces in Detrolt,
you could use Donald Hodgmen's Soviet Indugirisl Production, 1928-1951,
or Harry SchwdTtz! Huidsiamis Soviet Rconomy, 2nd ad,, Bs rollable relerence:
You conld aido ceunslder mentloning the raal wage estimates of Janet G}‘.apmanj}.
(Review of BEeconomics and Statistics, May, 1954}, ' .

-

p.26. Your statement that the rule over the world market is the key motive .
behind tho dognat' 1 peregnat' is, to be sure, one of the gontroverslal




B

" 8hapter, At any rata, it is not lmmediately svident (1) why the rule
of ths worl market is &he ocontrolling consideration for en sconomioc
eystem which 1ls autarkle, totalitarien, and not suffering firom the lask’
of eflegtive dewmand, and(2) why % there ls no mention of the dosire to
meximize the militery power as well as the power over Lts own society,:
You certsinly have some definlte idoas as to how deas it fit in into your
world market business. It wonld be desirable to indicates them,

Beck to p.22. An Index of Soviet industrial prmduction is avallable: the

trouble 1s, to be sure, that 1ts wsights are, for mony reasons, inadsquate

and misleading, al leasst up to 1950, It would be advisable for you to !
- mtks. this polnt father to leave tho reader with an impression tkat such g

-an’ indeX poesibly does not exist at all, (In order to have a handy referencs

on the subjech, you could use Chap.I of Hodgman'!s already quoted book or

the symposivm In the Review of Ee, Statistics, Nov,1947),.

A

P.28, Your analogy between Soviet and American purges is certainly -
~.. provocative, but it would call elther for slazboration or {mich rathw, I
. .would say) for a very strong qualification in order to be defensik’ | .
earlier . ‘ - oL
. P30, See comment on p.20 (regerding workers as main vicetims and chief
resisters), o S R ‘ T

P.44,:1 doubt very much that V.'s "revalations on the state of the Russian
cconomy" wero the reason for his liquidation: firat of all, they did not

; eontain anythaling startling in thelr description of the wab-torn economy,
gecondly they were permitted to circulste, dnder highest praise, for more
then ‘'a year (1f nob longer) after thelr appearance, In comnsction with'
this: I' definitely feel that your ealler remarks (p,31l) sbout the wartime
developmentes ara, at the very leabt, saverely incdmplets unless accompanied )
by veservatlon that some developments of that sort are absclutely irevitable
in anyeconomy in econdItIons of total warfare and of large-scele enemy. &
cccupition of the country.
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P.46, Stalin's plece eppeerad in Octobsr, 1952.(not in 1953), More importan
1y, I believe 1t 1s xomevhat risky to attribute the deterioration in .‘
sconomlc situation to people's reaction to 1ts message rather than to o
very real difficulties (particularly in agriculture) which kept accumlatin
ovar the preceding years, particularly since Koraa, -

May I conclude with a few more general remarks, First of 211, there is a
problem whether 1t would not bo desirable to bréng the stetistical infor-
metion more up to date, or at least to reglater your opinion (with a few
selective and suggestive figures to iddustrate 1t) that thhngs romained
aseentially th > AT oreoral_trends go) also in the .
Should you decide in fevor of it, you colld use the book ‘
by Harry Schwartz, The January,l1$58 issue of the Annals of the Amer, Academy
ofx Pol,%.Soc. Sclance (particularly Grossman's piece on agriculture) agd -
Bergson's article in January, 1956 issue of Forelgn Affeirs, /
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. The second point is. perhaps more importantQQE“BHItib"tHEf"iod shall

bé Inevitably confronted with e barrage of rhdtorical questions contering

ossentially arcund one big problem: apre not the main problems {or at
least fos of them) 1like faster Inernase in progucers in’
‘congumers goods, Inoreasing wage differentials ‘

' tria zatlon developing without su X X 7

%o aspiEt 167 % .18 the aitenative you have in nind? No indusbriel

Izotion at all? Op different type of induatrialifation? I am mare that |

these . are wary old questions for you, but I feellthat your chapter wouid
gain if you could take the reader more in your eogfldence on this subject, -
t

end £o indicate (you hardly can do more than tha vhat your answer ig,
guarantes in advence that T will ‘egrea, Bui I would

hate to see the situnation when all kinds of charackera Will jump upon you

and sey that all this is at iis best a good pilece of moral indignation
and no more, I em surs that Jour mammuseript has an important nessago Lo
convey, end while it will inevitably becoms & target for criticism, I

would not like it to bacome an easy target, not even in its part wiileh 13;[

as I cortainily realize, not the central part of the whole, I hops that
“you will take all my erlticisms In this spirit,whatever your eventual
declsion on all points I raised will be. o

With best regards and good wishes for the .

New Yoar,

Yours,

Q— — .

Alexandsy Eplich

P,S, I would certainly be glad to send you & copy of my masterpiece

but I have Just one copy in loose sheets left with mg and I an working
on it currently, New School for Soocial Research (66 ,12th St) bhas btwe.
bound and clean coples: they misht he wllling to lend them to you, Hones
however, I think that khw all actually needed for your purposes 1s

contained in Proeobrazhenskii and Stalin Bapers you heve aeen,

Elyl 8
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