uuthoritative ndad ‘of. 'th

Year; Plan.. Vaznessengky: Mmadﬂat‘%ﬂ
" timo had . dirented u: piran o

aconomists resulting -in .tha: e

Vargn ss head of tt.a “Werld Tn uﬁh;._

tatsstical Administration was sa
from the Stite Pimning Commlnsia)f’

. isters. Without' the Central™
Adminlstration available at hid.
call “to ‘prove” his- 1inn, Vo

roaped a haifaw v!ctnry m'ihe al
\a!ga. -

45?(3{ T
USSR "During tlu;

; Whnn tha

; lhe prezs sct"
-a TV U

Jamount of mnd eaﬁa'

rof-the hoqkwu, t.J ey

fun’. underestlmuﬁon‘* ‘ot

¢ A Bu reaucrat s Fate
" THE ECONOMY, OF THE USSR’ nun.._ oL

ING WORLD WAR I by Nikelai Voz- .
. nessensity, Public Affai *8 Preas, 1J48. :

On March 17,1049 the Suprcme ‘Soviet N

of the USSR announced that. Nikelaj ‘

Vozuesuensky had been telieved of hm'— )

duties as Chairmin of the State I']annlng' ;

Commission ‘of Foreign Affairs,” This.

foliowed the asnnouncement thet Molo,

tov and Mikoyan had ‘ulso been re- -

moved from thoir posts. ns Minister of )

Forcign Affulrs und: Minister of Fore! 1

Trude, However, whilo Molotov and Mik-

. o¥an - releined- memnbership -on-tha alls .

important Political Bnmu, Vosnussen- .

sky had boen removcd Irom that’ puwer-' ¥ 0!

fu} institution, + : -.WJ.{":' gpiths’
The outaide world immndiataly begm_: durlig t.l:lnsgrh 7 e

tor apeculntu on'the 'roason for this sud::y, turh' to 1t alse fors

den 'lhltt iﬁ~the !ort\mos*o! i
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that soon after the Nazi attack on Soviet
‘Russia: ‘
““The territory of the USSR which was
- occupled by November 1941 included be-
' Tore the war about. 40 prreent of the
fo 1 population of the country, pro.lueoc!
. 62 percent of the pre-war tefol of céal
" mined, 68 percent of the (otal pig iren
ontpul, 58 percemt of the steel ooinut,
amnl 60 percent of lhe aluminum outpul,
The territnry temporarily oceupied by
Hitlerite Germany hy November 1941
produced 35 percent of the tolal gross
grain harvest, B4 percent of the totsd
. preswoar sagar prodoction; confained 38

-pereenit of the tolal number of caitle’

and 60 percent of the total numher of
-hogs. “ The length of the rallroad lines
in’ the territory occupled Ly November
1941 cons:itnled 41 peveent of the total
Iength of the railroad Iines in the USSR
.On_ the other hand, over 1,000 plants
evncunted and the labor force moved
t :t. ‘to thé Urals, Western Siberia,
Central Asia’ and Kezaklistan, "The ré-
tion [of ‘industry to the East under
th divection” of, the' Stahmst State De-
iena f("ommittee," writes Yo:nessensky,
emarkable rasult, that the
tl:erto niur.lustriu] region was produe-
g 40 pe:cent of tha war mnl.erml with-
the, brief ‘apan of two _years, But the
fay.“"f l.:.bnr pruductlv:ty wus preat in
Son” to pre-war years.

194} ‘WRR wh:\t the Rnsaiang enll pod-

R

nove, perelomn “(“the year of the
‘tupn!ng- potnt") The vu-tnrieq ‘at

'At_ t}_lis point VoznessensLy ciaime
ro'duction way enly 15 percent be-

othe.-r sect{ons of the book, ¢spe-
[ally, where he reveals that the num-
er of work*rs and salaried emplnyees

A a'ntnge statistics,
."'Aitlluugh Vozneasensky fails to give
'a‘.plcture of physicnl pmduction ‘and

FOURTH
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snmotimes in repard to years' Iur which
we hueve no figures at ull, we neverthe-
less can get some conception of the ai-
tunlion of the workers from the relation-
ship of consumption to production in
the eontext of the cconomy za a whole,
Thus, in the cake of the aggregate gociol
product, the perestttage form of deserip-
tion veveals that while praductive con-
aurnption relained the high place of 42
percent of ihe nggregute social product,
personsl  eonsumption, including  con-
sumption by the members of the nrmed
forces, fell from 42 percent to 35 percent
of the aggregaie product, Meanwhile war
expenditures, vxcluding  personsl con-
sumption by  members of the zrmed
foreos, rose frem 4 percent to 1S per-
cent of the total product. Since con-
sumption was not much zbove subsis.
ionee levels even before the war, one
stands aghast before the tervific drop
in this already low level, .
Vornessensky tries to show that there
hag been gemc improvement in the stand.
ard of living of the Russfan mnsses,if
not in conditions of work, al leust. in

.pay. To this ‘end, he cites the foct that

the avernge monthly earnings of o Rus-
sion . worker rose frpm 376 rubles in
1940 to 13 rubles in 1944,.or §3 per-
cent. However, he fails to relate this to
the cot of living. The impression given

in that the Jand of “socielism’ dinl not

suffer- from inflation, and thug the rise
in meney. wages was_an actual rise in
living - stundards,. However, afteér the

. publication’ of hia Look, the Russion

bursaueracy itself gave ihe lle to {ta
claima by. nnnoum:mg the devaluntion of
the ruble; -The '~ompogition of the ag-’
gregate soclul preduet reveals a truer

‘picture of the Russian working class

than do the lnbored atatements of Voz-
nessensky, .

Neilther does the curiovs method of
Sovlet stutistics hide the fuct that there
wus nto increase in many lines of pro-

THE COMING AMERICAN REYVOLU’
~ An analysis of the remarkable transfor:

aociety ond the working elass durlng th

that are preparing the way for.ths Am

THE STRUGGLE FOR NEGRO EQU.

and Albert Parker

A study of the problems facing the fi

Negro people, drawing lessons from A

from lhc Ruasiun Revolution,

‘ I‘IONEER I

--"llB UNWFRSI'I‘Y !’LACL ‘
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duction, much by Voznessensky tries to .-
convey that impression, For o bureavcrat |
must always show an incrense in pro--_.
duction, an incremse in consumplion, an
inerense in the standard of living, and
other iraprovements, One method to ae-
complish this Is Lo apeak of production
not in physical terms, but in terins of
1H126-27 prices. Since the ruble bas no
standing on the internatienal market,
and nn inflation is admitted as existing
within the eountry, not 1o spenk of the
neceraary -upward distortion resulting
from the pricing of commodities not
produced in 1926-27 at the eurrent prices
of the firat year of production, thers is
no way of cheeking tho-figures and .in-
deed .the method is worthless.
Vn?nennenukv addy gtill another meth.
od. In the chapter on the state of the .
ecoromy nt the outbrenk of the wnr, it
is rxmply impossible to show any . ine .
credse .n the livestork during the peuou], L
1828-40.#The great: nlaughter" (Vozneﬂ-
aennky's admisslon} - of * cattle fn!lowins‘
the collectivization hug never heen com-
penrated fnr, much less any increase re.:
corded, \Tovertheless, Voznessnnaky co
trives to uhow on lncrense. Haw? S[m-

posure, \’oznesuennky takes ‘ the - Hve-
stock on collective farms in 1928 whe
practlcally 1o kolkhori were. yet in exist-
ence, compares that to- the” ll\'entock'on
collective farms in 1940 when the’ maiﬂr- i
ity of farma_were collectivi zed,, :md thus "
achieves un lnereshe-~on paper. o T 7
Despite the mirgenlous’ achievement

_of increazes in all linés of production
" and the faet that the work wea quoted as -

“the gereral Hine" to be folluweéd in'the
economic field, Voznessensky, as we
know, has lost both the chalrmanship of

"the Stute Plunning Commission &nd his
‘place on .the Politburo, Vurga, on - the

other hand, although made to recant,

retaing an important- place among the

politienl cconomiste of the country,
—F. FOREST
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