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ABSTRACT

The goal of the Soviet government in the 1950s and 1960s was not to
ernulate the political or economic system of the Weslern cupitalist democracies; it
was 1o overtake them in terms of the provision of wealth; a wealll that was to be
equitably distributed and to which social programmes were implicitly understood to
belong. Positive statements about the cconomic and technological successes of the
Waest, particularly as they pertained to the Soviet future, were means by which
individuals and the statc could share a language and established a common ground
for discussion while pursuing interests that mel and diverged. Criticism of the
current material reality within the USSR fell within the realm of permitted dissent.
Thus, consumption served as both a prime motivational factor and a safety valve for
releasing the pressure of discontent.

Soviet failure to maintain the beliel that the communist systemn was capable
of providing a socially acceptable level of consumerism while the government still
purported Marxist ideology, resulted in the social acceptance of madernisation and
consumerism, both intrinsically linked with the West, as the most favourable
ohjective but devoid of the helief thai the Soviet system was hest able (o achieve
this. The positive information about the West which was intended to motivate
Soviet citizens, instead served ta provide them with an alternative means of
achieving their future objectives.

The de-stabilising effect of Party permitted information affected Soviet
society on multiple levels and was introduced through numerous means. This study
is un examination of the introduction of the economic and technological ideas as
they entered Soviet discourse through official statements in the form of speeches.
newspaper articles, books etc.; through cultural diplomacy in the form of
exhibitions; and through science and technology, specifically the SCST and the turn
key factory AVTOVAZ. Taken together, these image conduiis resulted in the
creation of a mythical other: that is to say externally and internaily consiructed
image of the West that was to challenge the economic legitimacy of the Party’s
leadership and to call into question the goals of the communist system,




DEDICATION r
For my parents: thank you for your support, assistance and {aith over the long years,
‘I'his work would not have heen possible but [or you. i




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

I wish to thank all those who have assisted me in sume way during this
lengthy endeavour. Tam grateful to my supervisor, James White, for his advice, his
patience, and his puidance.

1 wish to thank the staff of the Department of Central and East European
Studies and professor Klans Waschik for their contributions and support.

I owe a great deal to the staff at the various libraries and archives where 1
conducted rescarch while in London, Moscow and 'T'ol’iatti.

T also owe a special debt of gratitude to the individuals and families who
shared their life historics and experiences in the name of scholarly research.




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Abstract

Dedication

Acknowledgements

‘Table of Contents

List of Figurcs, Tubles and Charts

INTRODUCTION: THE PROVISION OF ALL LIFE’S COMFORTS
Introduction
Timecframe
Historiography
Methodology
Chapter Breakdown
Conclusion

1: THE PARTY, SOCIETY AND CATCHING UP WITH THI? WEST
Introduction
Where Soviet society was coming from
‘Where society was going: impact of demographical changes
Where Soviet society wus going: perceptions of standard of living
Where state was taking society: government fuelied expectations
Where the state was taking society: an American example
Conelusion: Why Khrushchev needed external comparison

2: COMMENTING ON COMMUNIS T CONSUMPTION
Introduction
Housing
Clothing
Automobiles
Culture
Conclusion

3: EXHIBITING ALTERNATIVES
Introduction
Historical Background of Exhibitions
Exhibitions
Concluston

vii

|
8
10
24
30
33

38
39
44
54
66
76
86

91
92
102
119
125
141

145
150
174
201

4: IMAGE CONDUITS: SOVIET ELITES AND WESTERN TECIHNOLOGY

Introduction

Science, Technology and the State

Gaihering, Purchasing and Assimilating Science and Technology
Conclusion

203
207
218
254

PRI U A i




5: DRIVING TOWARDS COMMUNIST CONSUMERISM: AV1IOVAZ

Introduction

The Necessity of Foreign Presence?

Incentives for Workers

Conclusion

CONCILUSION: The beginning of the end and the end of a beginning

APPENDICES

Appendix A: Tol'iatti Questionnaire

Appendix B: Poster Images
Appendix C: Angliia

Appendix D: Exhibition Chat
Appendix E: Comparison of Soviet and American Consumer Goods
Appendix F: Vaeshniaia torgovlia: Trade Exports and Imposts of

Appendix G: Profile of Questionnaire
Appendix H: Song, ‘Turinskoe nebo...’

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Foreign Trade

Vi

260
274
279
293

297

309
310
312
313
323

324
325
326

327




Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig. 10
Fig. 11
Fig. 12
Fig. 13

W oo =0 BN —

Table 1
Table 2

Tabie 3
Table 4
Table 5
Table 6

Table 7
Tablc 8
Table 9
Table 10
Table 11

Chart 1
Chart 2
Chart 3
Chart 4

LIST OF FIGURES

‘In the “Free World”’

‘Kormushka’

Chemistry Meets Footwear

Shoes?

I nashin @ vashim

Pittsburgh Youth Welcome N. S, Khrushchev
“Welcome!’

Mis. K Looking at the British Trinmph
Fiat

Missing Shoes

Visitors on American Geodesic Dome

Visitors
Shoes-69

LIST OF TABLES
Profession

Yearly Registered Marriages and Construction of
New Flats

Western Participation at Shoes-69

Shoes-69: Contracis

Industrial Qutput Compared By loffe 1939 and 1957
Table of Soviet Imports of Western Machinery

and Transport Equipment

Import into the USSR of Important Goods in 1960-65
Knit Wear Production

Foreign Car Models Researched

Introduction and Iimpiementation of Teclimology
Some Indicators of Soviet Consumption 1963-1970

LIST OF CHARTS

Place of Residence

Imports of Consumer Goods

Passenger Car Production

How Soviet Workers Raled Their Level of Satistaction
With Salaries

vii

59

103
107
11}
115
116
122
124
184
185
186
195

56

95

197
198
218

221
222
224
246
249
257

56
216
267

280




Introduction: The Provision Of All Life’s Comforts

Paradise is a place where people want to end up, not a pluce they run from.
(Nikita Khrushchev)r

The Thaw was not about freedom but about ‘a periad of striving to legitimate
the socialist project, while recoiling from the horrific excesses of Stalinism.’2
(Victor Buchli)

Introduction

From its inception, Soviet Russia strove to achicve technological and
cconomic parity with the West. The Soviet future was the West minus social
injustices and plus a Russian sonl, While Soviet economic ‘superiority’ could be
bolsteted by social, moral and cultural successes, it remained dominated by
production and consumption. Early on in Soviet history, the objective of instilling
the masses with socialist ideals and morality was dominated by industrialisation.
Through industrialisation a Soviet society was to be built; and the Soviet Union was
to establish parity with and eventually superiority over the West. This focus on
production was to place enurmous stress on the Soviet system.s

The economic momentum begun under Khrushehev’s leadership was to {ade
into the early years of the Brezhnev leadership and the comparative sense of
aspirational deptivation that resuited can be atiributed to two sources: a failure to
achieve a fictitious futurc fast enough and a failure to compete with external
comparators.4 In 1939, the US government analyst Hans Haymann Jr. observed that
‘since about the middle of last year, and particularly coincident with the launching
of the new 7-Year Plan, which was in itself an aherration from the usual 5Ycar Plan,
the prestige-laden objective of ‘catching up with America’ has beeun rapidly

wansformed by Khrushchev from a mere propaganda slogun inio something

1 Nlkita Khrushchey, Khrushighey Remembers: The Glasnost Tapes {Boslon: Brown and
Little, 1990} 203.

ISR

3 This need to surpass was distinctive of Soviet socialism. While socialism in the West has
always bean in competition with capitalism, it has not focused on the need to out-produce
the capitalists. Indeed, many Westetn soclalists simply replaced the optimal production
value with other vaiues, for example rmore humane or environmentally sound principles,
thus effectively removing Western socialism from the industrial rat race.

4 The term aspirational derivation can be attiibuted to Katherine Verdery. See Katherine
Verdery, What Was Socialistn and What Comes Next? (Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1992)
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approaching a national obsession.’s Although it was clear that a race was to be won,
the benchmarks of success were fluid, fluctuating from per capita output, 1o total
output, etc., and the finish line was a Soviet future that bore a striking resemblance
to a cultured and just American dream. As latc as 1981, the writer Alexander
Zinoviev, bemoaned it:

On top of everything else, there’s abroad. Oh, il only it didn’t exist! Then

we’d he through in two ticks. But over there they keep on inventing things,

untd we’re obliged to keep up wilh the competition, to prove our superiority.

We hardly have time to steal one machine from them before we have to stast

thinking about the next. By the time we’ve introduced something, it is out of

date already.c
This focus on comparability resulted in a culture that required technological and
economic comparison o define icself.

This study examines the information sources upon which images and
perceptions were based: the forms in which information was communicated; the
pervasiveness of its dissemination; and the blurring of the line official line of Cold
War hostilities in order to create serviceable economic and technological images of
the West that were to help define the Soviet future. Christopher Williamn Smart has
proposed that it is ‘through the more passive medium of the ili formed public
opinions that images are at their most inflaential” in the Soviet Union.7 Images do
not occur in an information void. There must be sufficient information (or
misinformation) upon which 1o formulate them. The intensity of interest in things
Western and Westerners in Lhe post-WWII Soviet Union is indicative of sufficient
information to create an image but insufficient to sate curiosity.s The level of public
discourse is indicative of a relatively high level of state tolerance, as a public image
must make the transition from a private thought to one that is shared.o

As mass consuinption, consumer goods, and industrialisation are prominent
features of post WWII Americy, and as Russia (Soviet or otherwise) has historically

defined itself at least in part in relation to the Wesl, it is not surprising that the

5 Philip Hanson, The Rise and Fall of the Soviet Economy (Harlow: Longman, 2003) 72.

6 Alexandler Zinoviev, The Yawning Heights (Harmmondsworth: Penguin, 1981) 513-514,

7 Chiistopher William Smart, The Imagety of Seviet Foreign Policy in Wast Europe {Ann
Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1992) 1.

8 See any of a number of Shlapentokh'’s sociolagical surveys, some of the first perinitled In
the Saviet Linion.

v Kenneth E Beulding, The Image: Knawledgs in Life and Soclety (New York: Ann Arbar,
1956), 14.




absorption of a defined economic image of the West would be a significant aspect of
the Soviet decision making process. Soviet leaders could represent Wesiern
moderisation as positive while not running counter to Marxism-Leninism. This is
nol to say that the positive cconomic image was not potentially destabilising. The
confines of economic determinism and the legitimisation of the Communist Party
rule rested on its ability to provide an equitable and superior standard of living,
thereby magnifying the intensity or scale of the economic mirror image. Those
individuals who were supposed to be the staunchest defenders of communism were
often those wha were exposed Lo the most positive aspects of the alternative system
of capitalism. 10

The present study examines the function of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union (CPSU) in the creation of a technological and cconomic image of the West
from 1957 to 1969 that was to help define the Sovict future. The main research
questioil is: What was the mythical other and how did it and its creation impact
Saviet society? This main question is composed of several subsidiary questions.
What were the economic and technological images of the West? How was the
Soviet Union defining itself in econowmic and technological termy post WWII and
what was the impact of the mythical other on Soviet society’s view of itself and its

future? Who participated in the building of the mythical other and why? How was

10 Mass production is dependent on mass consumers. Be the consumer governmants,
ather industries, or individuals, they must subscribe to the belief that allows mass
production to perpetuate itsalf: that chiange is bensticial. This is & learnt social norm and a
high tolerance for change distinguishes tha late 20" century from other eras. While the
term 'new’ irmplies a concrete state, it has a conceptual meaning implying a state of
perpetual acguisition of goods and services, The lite span of employment, technoiogy,
objects and trends has been drastically reduced over the centuries and now the emphasis is
as much on the concept of new as it is on the object or event itsell. This half-life of goods is
not tied simply to their utility, but relativises the modernity and function of a good with that of
successor models or technologies. This allows a shift whereby consumptive behaviour is
limited largely by wealth and only to a lesser degres by desire or necessity. The acquisition
of the ‘new’ acts as a temporal segues to the future. This perpetual acquigition must be
accepted as beneficial, and as necessary, as fundameantal to a hetter standard of fiving and
the status of the individual as modern. Tha general social change from industrialisation
(machines and technology are durable) to modernisation (both the durability and the
desirability of long term durability are diminished) is often indicative of a natien having co-
adopied the social ethos of mass consumption. This transfarmation is most apparent in
large consumer durables such as autornobiles and refrigerators. Openness to accept new
economic and technical developments, to be in a perpetual state of consumption has been
greatest in the West. For & further discussion of the concept of what is new and ita
relationship to present reality and the future see Jan Ola-Ostman ‘Pragmatic makers of
Persuasion,” Propaganda, Persuasion. and Polemics ed. Jeremy Hawthormn, (l.ondon:
Edward Amold, 1987} chapter 6, 138.

Lisee YL L
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this image built and who adopted it? What effect did the mythical other have on the
comrade consumer? A premise of this thesis is that there is something profound in
saying to a citizen of a country where the rapid development of the means of
production and production techniques with the objective of fully satisfying the
demands of all members of society is a prime objective, that superior technology
and better standards of living exist in another socio-economic system. Under the
early Bolsheviks and Stalin large-scale industrialisation took precedence over
modernisationtl. However, the Post-War era necessitated that the Soviet Union both
industrialise and modernise. The crux came in the late 1950s, when the residual
effects of the Great Palriotic War had lessened, and a pervading sense of uneasy
stability iu the international situation arose.

An enduring myth of the Cold War is that the Soviet government did not
permit access Lo information about the West, an information iron curtain, and that
the information that was provided was derogatory and negative. While a great deal
of research has been conducted on the concurrent negative image of the West and on
non-official images, for example the West in samizdai literature, there is a
comparative dearth of research into positive, primarily economic and technological,
official images and public reception of this image. This is due, in part, to the
commendations having co-existed with the more salacious vilification of the West,
in parl due 1o Cold War politics in which positive images failed Lo fit into the
polarisation of the two world systems, and in pait due 10 the need for the passing of
time and eras before historical rescarch can begin. ‘I'he purpose of this study is to
contribute to a growing body of research on western influences in the Soviet Union
during the Cold War. Specifically, the rise of the comrade consumer and the effect
of economic and technological images of the West as part of the Soviet future will
be examined. This is not a study of those who were stepping ouiside of the official
confines of the sysiem, for this is a period in which a concerted attempt was inade to
create a comracle consumer. The question that remained to be answered was how to
meld the consumer, as the embodiment of materiatism, choice, modeimity, mass

consumption and recipient of rapid technological change, with the comrade. The

11 Far an in-depth study of the relationship between workers, factory and state durling

ROSEPEN, 2000). Five of the eight chapters focus on the foreign workers.




focus is on technological and economic images as these were of prime imporiance
both in Communist ideology and internationally in the post WW Tl era. National
prestige and success were cquated with mass production and cutting edge
technology. J. D. Parks has argued that Khyushchev’s faith in the ability of the
socialist system to compete with the capitalist system formed the basis for greater
exchange with Western countries.12 While Khrushchev was neither the first nor the
last Soviet leader to espouse catching up with the West, he was arguably the most
vocal.

The Khrushehev era was a period during which governiment and pariy ollicials
were ofien resented for their elite status, which included their contact with
foreigners, and their general consumption of things Western. They were also the
people empowered to govern a socialist state. During the Brezhney regime, the
socicty’s moral expectations of the nomenklatura and apparatchiki was to
degenerate to a level at which they were virtually absolved of *fulfilling the most
important moral prescriplions, thosc ol discipline and initiative.” (3 This decrease in
moral prescriptions was matched by an increase in economic expectations. In
esscnce there was an inverse relationship between moral expectations placed on
apparatchiki and the demand for higher personal standards of living. The decreased
focus on moral objectives left the Party with primarily an economic mandate.
Factored into the economic mandate was the belief that elsewhere economic
aspirations were, at least for some, being better fulfilled. The predominance of the
economic mandate and the belief in the existence of a wealthy other led to
aspirational deprivation:14 a state in which demand was greater than supply. This
was contrary to the regime’s motivational aspirations and self-image.

Today, the aspirations of modemity, the utilisation of ordinary means for the
creation of the extraordinary for the benefit of all, are generally regarded as
nostalgic longing. Whether the Soviet leadership believed in its ability to fuse
socialism and consumption, saw no alternative to attempting it, or had set aside

communist ideology warrants discussion but is not a prime focus of this study for all

12 J. D, Parks, Culturg, Conflict and Co-existence: American Soviet Cultural Relations,
1917-1858 (London: McFarand, 1983} 3-4.

13 Viadirnir Shlapentokh, Soviet Public Opinion; 1declogy, Mythology, and Pragmatism in
Interaction (New Yaork: Praeger, 1986) 67.

14 David L.ane and Felicity Q'Dell, The Soviet Industrial Worker: Social Class, Education,
and Control (Oxford: Martin Robertson, 1978} 137.
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three alternatives result in the propagation of a positive image.1s This image was to
function as a ‘mythical other’. The mythical other was an economic and 4
technological West that was construcled on several levels by divergent groups
furthering often-contradictory interests. The combined images of Soviet tolerated
Western images as well as official Soviet images of the West provided Soviet
citizens with a body ol inlormation sufficient for the formulation of a cancept of the
West that was unique to the Soviet Union. While the West and the Soviet Union
were proclaiming ‘irreconcilable ideological differences’1s, they were co-operating,
consciously or otherwise, in myth formation.

Were Soviet citizens more interested in consumer goods and material
standurds of living than in social, political and/or cultural comparisons? This study
does not suppose that there was a lack of interest in political or cultural issues.
However, interest both political and cultural issues lies outside the scope of this
study as they often lay outside the bounds of perniitied dialogue. While there were
members of Soviet socicty, from Central Committee members to collective farm
workers to dissidenis who had an interest in the political systems of the West, there
was no effective and accepted conduit for this information. However, an interest in,
praise for, and aspirations of acquiring Western technology and economic norms did
not lie outside the limits of permirted dissent,17 as the staie was both passively and

actively involved in the cultivation and articulation of this image. The positive

geonornic image was contextualised within another iimage, one that vilified the
Western political system and scorned the Western cultural system. The inequities,
injustices and inequalities of the West accompanied its phenomenal economic and

technological achievements. The resulling paradoxical image of the West as unjust

and war mongering while at the same time providing a cornucopia of consumer

goods and luxurious living is one that has survived the Soviet Union. While the

wealth and scientific/technological advancement of the West minus the evils of

hourgeois democracy were ouce held up as an important aspect of the Soviet [ulure,

16 A study addressing this issug is Stephen A. Resnick and Richard D. Wolff, Class Theory
and History: Capitalism and Communism in the USSH {New York: Routledge, 2002),

16To use a phrase from Slava Geroviteh, ‘Mathematical Machines of the Cold War: Soviet
Gomputing, American Cybernetics and Idaological Disputes in the Early 1850s,” Soclal
Studies of Science 31/2 (Aprit 2001) 253-287, 256.

17 This term is used by Dina Spechiler in her work Permitted Dissent in the USSR Novyi mir




it was the fused image ‘Chicago 19305 that survived and served as the dominant
image of the immediate Post-1989 Russian [uture.

The contradictory image of the West pictures a West that was successfully ;
realising the consumerism of modernisation (and of globalisation} and was H

completely devoid of any soul. The retired Russian professor Mikhail Usatenko, an

avid fan of Frank Sinatra and Western films, stated: “We alwuys knew that you

Americans had it better than we did in material things, but we thought that you had
no spirit {sowl].” 13 Vladimir Shlapentokh has written along similar lines noting that

the image of America as a bastion of consnmerism and vanity escalated concurrent

wilh a general increase in interests in material comfort in the Soviet Union: the
‘image of Americans became a part of the mythological balancing within the Soviet
mentality, with the claim (o cultural superiotity over Americans being used to
rationalize the growing economic and technological gap between the two
countries.”1s The changes in both political and economic policy with regards to the
West were to have a profound impact on the everyday life of Soviet citizens. It is
not possible to separate Khrushchev's culls io improve the daily life of average .
citizens from his activitics in the international arena. The socio-cultural history of
the Soviet Union cannot be understood without studying the impact of the economic
opening towards the West. Similarly, the resonance of economic policy cannot be
assessed withoul cxamining the irpact that the policies were to have on Soviet
society.
The goal of the Soviet government was not to emulate the political system of
the Western capitalist democracies; it was to overtake them in lerms of the provision
of wealth; a wealth that was to be equitably distributed and 1o which social
programines were implicitly understood to belong. Difficulties in achieving (hese
goals were o contribute 1o the backlash against the West and materialism that was
so rampant in the £970s and 1980s, notably amongst the intelligentsia. Thus, the
Soviel lcadership had set the terms for the debate. Calling for multi-party elections

was treason - calling for {ashion alternatives, access to passenger cars, etc. was not.

18 As guoted in Amanda Woad Aucoin, ‘Decenstructing the American Way of life: Soviet
Responses to Cultural Exchangs and American Activity During the Khrushchev Years,'
diss., University of Arkansas: 2001, 9. This researcher would use soul as opposed to spirit
in the translation. ‘
19 Shiapentokh, ‘The Changeable Soviet Image of America,” American Political Science J
Review no. 5 (1988): 157-171, 157,




The adoption of consumption as a social goal was a means by which members of the
society could simultaneously [ollow the letler if not the spirit of government policy
and pursue individual objectives that would contribute to the growth ot the private
sphere. As ‘areward for prior auslerity measures and an attempt to attain some
semblance of normaley, popular preoccupation with the private was imbued with a
sense of citizenship’.20

The political ramifications of the image include: alternative paths to
socialism: the knowledge of another system succeeding where the Soviel system
was failing; the growth of social discontent with economic progress despite
economic growth; and the rise of the private sphere. The early Cold War period,
that of the Khrushchev and early Brezhnev leaderships is of prime importance for
the study of this phenomenan as this was the period when changes in technology
permitted a rapid acceleration in the mass dissemination of informartion and
increased contact with the West.21 It is the period when the Soviet popuiation began
to demand a level of parity with economically ieading nations. Perhaps most
importantly, it is the era in which both a finite objective, the creation of communism
by 1980, is set for the Party and the state, and in which a comrade consumer and a

mythical other are created.

Timeframe

This research encompasses & period between two highly symbolic events; the
launching of Sputnik (04.10.1957) und the landing of the first man on the moon
(20.07.1969). The launching of Sputnik into orbit has been taken as a beginning
point for several reasons. Sputnik was the ultimate representation of technological
progress in an era i which technological progress and modemisation were lauded.

The Soviet Union, so long trailing Western states and so devastated by war, had

20 Christine G. Varga-Harris, ‘Green is the Colour of Hope?: The crumbling fagade of
Postwar pyi’ through the public eyes of Vaecherniaia Moskva,’ Canadian Journal of History
Vol. 84 (August 1999) 198

21 Hitler, Roosevelt, and Churchill all used technology, for example the radio during the
1930s and 19240s for the mass dissermnination of information/prepaganda, Technology in the
form of railways had also increased contact. However, the post WWIi technological
developments marked a rapid acceleration in the speed, accessibility, and breath of
information dissemination.




succeeded in leading the world to the heavens.22 As Khrushchev was to announce in
his concluding remarks at the 27™ Party Congress: ‘Sovetskii Soiuz seichas
bukval'no i figural’no shturmuet rebo’ (today, the Soviet Unton is literally and
figuratively storiing the heavens).zs  ‘The Soviel system appeased to be rocketing
ahead of capitalist contemporaries. Soviet dominance in economics, technology,
and in the provision of all life’s comforts, was plausible. The launching of Sputnik
represented the zenith of Soviet optimisin in an unlimited future, This rescarch
period ends not with a Soviet achievement bul with an Ametrican onc, the landing of
Neil Armstrong on the moon. Falling outside of the standard delineaticn of the
Thaw period, being post-Khrushchev, post-Hungarian revolution, post-Prague
Spring and after the period of political liberalisation, it represents the end of the era
of optimism. While it would be an overstatement to list the American success as
representing a Soviet failure, the first moon landing highlighted the Tailures of the
Soviet system (o deliver, embodying not only the failure to perpetuate the
momentum and successes of the space programme but also its failure 10 harness the
optimism of 1957. Over time, Khrushchev’s promises of catching up with and
overtaking the Wesl, of burying the as yet unborn grandchildren of the United
States, went froin arrogant but not inconceivable to ludicrous. What was possible in
1957 was laughablc in 1969. If the Khrushchev cra was the thaw after the frigidity
of the Stalinist cra, then this study marks the transition from a turbid yet potentially
fertile period o the drought of stagnation.

As the period from 1957 to 1969 overlaps the Thaw era a few words on the
nature of the Thaw are warranted. The commencement and termination of social
phenomena and of natural phenomena are gradual events. The establishment of an
ccononiic image of the West is connected with, but not confined to, the Thaw era.
The Thaw ecra, like the image of spring that it evokes, is difficult to temporally
define. Should it be placed in the late Stalinist period as the groundwork for reform
appears to have been laid by a reform enlightened bureaucracy that was willing but

unable to implement limited reforms? Elena Zubkova’s work supposts this linc of

22 For a contemporary Sovlet analysis of the role that Sputnik was to play in East-West
relations see L. llyichov, ‘The Sputniks and international relations,’ Internaltional Affairs 3
(1958} 7-18.

23 Nikita 8. Khrushchev, Otchet tsentralnogo komiteta kommunisticheskoi partii Sevetskogo
Soiuza XXl S"ezdu Partii (Moskva: Gospclitizdat, 1961) 185-186.




reasoning and she has written that ‘Stalin’s death alone intraduced substantial
adjustments in the relationship of people and government. As the chicf link between
them had disappeared, so did the harmony of their interests, and thus there was a
progressive alienation of the two’.24  The beginning of the Thaw can also be
associated with First Secretary N. S. Khrushchev's rise to power. By the time the
Secret Speech was made at the 20" Party Congress things were flowing. Part of the
difficulty surrounding the temporal defining of this era is that the term Thaw
encompasses several social, political and cultural changes, which, each taken
separately, ebbed and flowed and taken together overlapped and separated. The
years 1953, 1956, 1959, and 1962 act as milesiones for the period. The end of the
Thaw is as imprecise as its beginning. The I'baw period provided Soviet citizens
with an inconsistent world full of change, anxiety and uncertainty that vied with
optimism as the dominant cultural mood. Iaving introduced the subject and having
presented the research questions, this chapter will now turn towards a historiography
of the comrade consumer and the mythical other, the methodology used for this

work and description of the following chapters.

A Historiography of the Comrade Consumer and the Mythical Other

The historiographical research for this work consists of several branches of
rescarch that combine to provide a not insignificant collection of sources. As is
indicated in the title of this secticn, the works tend to fall into fwo separate
categories, consumption in the USSR and the technological and economic image of
the West. As there was intercst in things Soviet during the Cold War era, there is a
rather consistent source of solid secondary sources concerning Soviet economic and
technological capabilities and Soviel politics. However, research pertaining to the
mythical other and (o the comrade consumer intensified during two distinct periods.
The [rst period is during the 1950s and 1960s, when laymen and acadermics wrote
on their personal and professional opinions of the USSR, its standard of living,
econonic developments and potential, East-West relationships and perceptions of
each other. These sources are interesting from a methodological viewpoint as there

is a comnection between primary and secondary sources. For example, when the

24 Elena Zubkova, Russia After the War: Hopes, Hlusiong, and Disappoiniments, 1945-1987
(New York: M. E. Sharpe, 1998) 153,
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historian Frederick Barghoorn wrote on Soviet images of the United States he was
wriling as both a historian and as US embassy stafl in Moscow. The well-known
DBritish professor Mervyn Matthews has published both memoirs of his time in the
Soviet Union {(which include meeting his Russian born wife) und nunerous
academic works on the era in question.2s William "L'urpin, former US Foreign
Service Officer and professor, was using the term ‘Soviet consumer’ in his works in
the 1960s.26 One of the significant advantages of many of these ‘dual’ works is the
ability to use them as a form of checks and controls against lemparal perception
changes. The charge that opinions and recollections are modified over time is
legitimate and these sources provide the opportunily o compare 19508 and 1960s
perceptions and academic asscssments with research conducted in the 1990s and on.
Two significant bodies of information from the 1950s and 1960s on Soviet public
opinions were (he Harvard Interview Study and Komsomol'skaia Pravda’s institute
for public opinion.

The military stalemate of the Cold War meant that the government could
expect Lo cnter into long-term negotiations with the Post-War generation.
Significant insight into the nature of the Post-War generation was provided by the
Harvard Interview Study (1953), one of the most influential Wesicrn undertakings to
gather the opinions of Sovict citizens under the direction of Alex lnkeles and
Raymond Bauer, in which recent cmigrants from the USSR were interviewed and
the numerous surveys conducted by the Institute for Public Opinion in Moscow.
The Harvard study was funded under the US Air Force contract No. 33(038)-12909
and involved 2,700 questiounaires of former Soviet citizens in Europe and the USA,
327 life history interviews, and a sub sample questionnaire of 700 individuals who
had completed either or both the original questionnaire and an interview. Despite
the inherent flaw that émigrés may not hold opinions that are representative of the
masses who staycd, there appears to be little discrepancy when cross referenced
with other interview projects and foreign commentaries based on conversations with
Soviet citizens in the USSR. The main conclusions of the social processes

examined can be smmmarised as:

25 iMervyn Matthews, Mila_and Mervusya: a Russian Wedding (Bridgend: Seren, 1999).
o6 Wifliam N. Turpin, ‘The Qutlook for the Soviet Consumser,’ Problems of Comrunism no.6
(1960) 30-37,
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1. Stalinism resuited in a hostile relationship between the public and the
state, which had the potential to undermine the legitimacy of the
Communist regime.

2. After the terror of Stalinism the next greatest source of discontent was
the low standard of living. This low standard of living was often
attributed to the poor management of industrialisation and
collectivisation,

3. Russia and Russian society had been changed from a predominately
religious society to an industrialised urban socicty on the cusp ol
modernisation and the accompanying value shift from continuity and
tradition to success and security had taken root.

4.  The majority of the respondents were pleased with large sections of
Soviet life, in particular the equity of some services, the development
and accessibility of high culture, and the idea ol social mobility.

5. Crievances were specific. The main grievances were the Terror, slow
economic pace of development, and the current standard of living. Fault
lay not in the concept of socialism but in its execution.

6. Interviewees [ell that the leadership had accepted that the Soviet people
wanled and had a right to an easier lifestyle.27

In the Harvard Project two of the top three grievances of individuals leaving the ,
Soviet Union were economic in naturc. A scction of the survey involved standard of '
living and these findings illustrate the pre-existing discontent with the Soviel

provision of amenities and commodities. Without terror to pacity the hostile

population and with economic issues being of paramount importance, the

communist government had little alternative but to attempt to rectify the economic

situation. This is particularly relevant when the increased sensc of self-worth and

entitiement on the part of the average citizen is taken into consideration. The fourth

conclusion of the study indicates that social negotiations were possible as most

respondents were pleased with large scetions of Soviet life. :
From Janvary to March 1961, Komsomol’skaia Fravda’s institute for public E

opinion conducted a survey titled ‘A Self-Portrait of the Young Generation’, in

which 17, 446 Soviet citizens under the age of thirty participated. Published in

Komsomol'skaia Pravda, as well as in Western newspapers such as the Observer,

Daily Telegraph, New York Herald Tribune, New York Times, Stutigarter

Nachrichten, Unita, Stampa, and L"Humanité, the results of this study support the

fourth conclusion of the Harvard Project. In response to the question what are the

{(New Yorlk: Atheneum, 1968) 380-382, 326,
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strongest featurcs/characteristics ol the Soviel youth the dominant responses were
patriotism and a love for the rodina (32%), high moral standards (31%) and fidelity
to the Party and the ideas of communism {22.1%).28 A later study by Susan Reid
supports the theory ol the beliel in the reformability of the Soviet state.2e The
perception that the general standard of living was not improving is inconsistent with
the general econotnic trend as seen in both the Soviet and American statistical
information, which shows significant increases that were then to taper off. The CIA
estimated that there was a 26.5 percent increase in per capita consumplion between
1953 and 1958 and 44.6 percent for 1953 1o 1964.50 For as much as the Soviet
Union’s economic advances constituted a comparative failure, in absolute terms
there was a great deal of progress.3t Thus, the historiographical research shows a
marked degree of consistency in findings over several decades of research.

For Bauer and Inkeles the fundamental guestion was ‘in what degree ate the
distinctive featares of Soviet totalitarianism compatible with the rest of the social
structure we associate with large-scale industrial society?’s2 Reflecting back on the
1960s and projecting into the future David Lane wrote that the Key challenge was
how the political and economic system was to satisty pragiatic economic
considerations.33 If unable o meet this challenge, could the presence of an image of
a system able to meet this challenge prove to be destabilising to the Soviet systci?
Ultinately unable to meet this challenge, was the Soviet Union destabilised by the
presence within itself of an image of another system that was meeting the challenge?

After promising beginnings in the 1950s and 1960s there is a lull in research
into public opinion and consumption until the 1990s, when primarily in the
disciplines of sociology and social anthropology a concentration of studies into
Sovict perceptions of the West and a focus on the theory of communism and
consumption occurs. This is not to argue that researchers during the 1950s and the
1960s did not address concepts of consumption in the Soviet Union, but it is in the

1990s that 4 concentration of detailed theoretically grounded sociological and

28 B. A. Grushin, Chetyre zhizni Rossii: v zerkale gprosov obshchastvennogo mneniia
(Moskva: Progress-Traditsiia, 2001) 179,

29 Susan Emily Reid, ‘Photography in the Thaw’, At Journal Summer (1994) 33-40, 33.
30 Hanson, The Rise and Fall of the Savist Economy 54, €65.

31 For more on the relative successes of the Soviet economy see Hanson, The Rise and
Fail of the Soviet Econormy 49.

32 Inkeles, The Sovigt Cillzen 384,

33 Lane, The Soviet Industrial Worker 51.
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anthropological work appears. The lapse in time is due in {arge part to past
limitations resulting in a scanty corpus of available source material; with the
collapse of the Soviel Union the research sitnation was to change. The
groundbreaking work of such academics as Victor Buchli (common artifacts in
socialisim), Penelope Harvey (the idca of nulions communicating modernity through
the presentation of goads, primarily exhibitions), the anthropologist Daniel Miller (a
‘grandfather” of the study of material culture, specifically automobiles), and
Katherine Verdery (defining socialism and its successor) serves as a rich basis for
further researchers in the field of the consurnption and socialism.,

According to Anthony Giddcns, one of the promises of modernity is that if is
without end and withouat limit. It has an inherently resttess and mobile nature and a
disposition to expand, change and discard the old that derives from the investinent —
profii - investment cycle.ss Modernity requires that the consumer never be satisfied,
that there always be something new on the purchasing hotizon. Modernity is the
aatithesis of provincialism and the stability and continuity that is inherent in
provincialism. The defining motifs of the early Post-War era, such as space travel
that opened up the unliniited scope of the heavens for hiuman exploration reinforced
the concept of modernity. The need for unlimited consumption, ever changing,
growing needs, and the focus on the individual were all integral concepts of the
modern capitalist system.3s The competition and freedom associated with choice
were embodied in consumption and personal freedom was expressed through
consumption. Modernity and mass consumption are not synonymous, but the
connection between the intreduction of new goods and technology and the idea of
being modern can be found throughout history.zs¢ The anthropologist Daniel Miller
has stated (hat ‘consumption is the key means of creating culture in (he urbanised
and industiialised societies of the modern world." 37 It seems improbable that
Soviel modernity could bave existed without attaching some significant importance

to consumption.

34 Antheny Giddens, The Consequenges of Modernity (Cambridge: Polity Press, 1990) 11,
35 For mare jnformation on the logic of industrialism see Clark Kerr, John T. Dunlop et.al,,

1987).
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Several researchers from Resnick to Verdery have noted that the unlimited
nature of modernity was an anathema to the Soviet state. Khrushehev's stalements
about consumption are indicative that he believed not in the concept of
modernisation (unlimited consumption) but in industrialisation and the concept of
limited consumption.ss For cxample, in 1959 he stated that ‘(a] person cannot, for
instance, consume more bread and other foods than his organism needs. There are
also definite limits to the amounts of clothing and housing that can be used.’29
Soviet modernity was to be distinguished by the notion of controlicd consumption.
Also known as ‘goulash socialism’, or ‘a different kind of consumer society’ the
Communist Party atlempted 1o redefine and to limit social expectations.ie One of
the key aspects of this contract was the provision of ‘all life’s comforts’, a then
ubiquitous term that is contradictory in principle to contrelled consumption. During
the 1990s sociologists and historians such as Susan Strasser and Matthias Judt
embarked upon research into Post War consumer history compating Europe,
America and the former Soviet Union and addressing such issues as the relationship
between consumerism and politics, the role of the state in consumption, the role of
consumption in Cold War Politics, and the languuge of consumption in various
soctal, political and cultural groups.41 In Art Historian Susan Reid’s recent works
consumer durables and goods are used to illuminate the solidification of the idea of
the consumer and consumption through her argument that the ‘main economic task’
was to demonstrate the superiority of the socialist system over the capitalist
system.’4z Perhaps the most important contribution that Verdery has made to date
in terins of this research is the notion that as there is no constraint due to
exploitation, the very process of socialist economic development fasters aspirational
deprivation and a fixation on consumption. Verdery has argued that:

the regimes themselves paradoxically abetted the emphasis on consumption.

and History: Capitalisi and Cormmunisim in the USSR,

39 Nikita. 8. Khrushchev, Fravda (02.10.1959) 2-3.

40 Both terms were widlely used.

41 Sae for example, Susan Strasser, Charles McGovern and Matthias Judt eds. Getting and
Spending: Ewropean and American Consumer Societies in the Twentieth Century
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998).

42 David Crowley and Susan E. Reld, ‘Style and Sociallsm: Modernity and Material Culture
in Post-War Eastern Europe,' in Style and Socialism; Modernity and Material Culture in
Post-War Eastern Evrope  Eds., David Crowley and Susan E. Reid (Oxford: Barg, 2000} 1-
24: 9.
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First, organised shortage made procuring semething — anything — a major
triumph. Second, even as the regimes prevented people from consuming by not
making goods available, they insisted that under socialism the standard of living
would constantly improve... Socialism...aroused desire without focusing it, and
kept it alive by deprivation. That is, in socialism desire floated free in endless
search of goods people saw as their right... The arousal and frustration of
consumer desire and East Europcans’ conscquent resistance o their regimes led
them to build their social identities specificaliy through consuming.43
One of the basic tenets that will be forwarded in this research is that within the
USSR, the idea of consumption was consumed mote readily than the cver-scarce
goods. One sociologist whose work is not confined o the post 1990s is Viadimir
Shlapentokh. Trained as a sociofogist in the Soviet Union, and one of a small group
of sociologists who conducted surveys in the Soviet Union under Khrushchev,
Shlapcentokh’s work spans from the Khrushchev era to the present and provides
nuimerous studics on Sovicl socicty.44
In conjunction with the developments in the research of consumption in the
USSR was an increased interest into the uses of culture during the Cold War. J. D.
Parks, Walter Hixson, Frances Stonor Saunders, Stephen Whitficld and in a less
direct manner Richard Stites, have all published works dealing with the politics of
cultural contact.es These works share the central theme that cultural and to the
extent that econormic contact could be cultural, economic contact served as the
Trojan horses of the Cold War, Dach of these works challenged the idea ol a
cultural iron curtain and put forward the concept of culture as a medium that is
interconnected with other mediums such as economics or technology. Of the above-
mentioned historians, only Parks published his groundbeeaking work in the 1980s.
Without exception, the above-mentioned historians acknowledged that these
connections were recognised and often deliberately manipulated during the 1950s
and 1960s. The argument that western latlure to recognise the impottance of

Western economic standards in the consteuction of the mass perception of the Soviet

43 Verdery, What Was Sogialisi and What Comes Next? 25-26.

44 For example see Vladimir Shlapentokh, ‘The Changeable Soviet Image of Amastrica’;
Soviet Intellectuals and Political Power: the Post-Stalin Era {London: & B. Tauris and Co.,
1980) and Saviet Public Opinion.

45 See for example Walter Hixson, Parting the Curtain; Fropaganda, Culture and the Cold

the Piper? The CIA and the Cultural Cold War {London: Grranta Books, 2000); Stephen
Vihitfield. The Culture of the Cold War (Baltimore: Johns Hopking University Press, 1991},
and Richard Stites,. Russian popular culture: Entertainment and society singe 1900
{Cambridge: Cambridge University Prass, 1992).
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future resulted in the West failing to appropriately target a critical aspect of the Cold
War has been forwarded by historians such as Walter Hixson. Hixson has written
that the Americans in particular, far morc concerncd with military preparations and
closed-door politics, failed to respond accordingly and as such squandered encrgy
and resources on a conventional war programme for a Cold War that was af its
essence a struggle for the loyalty, the hearts and minds, of individuals.as

The aforementioned Vladimir Shiapentokh has written that the contradiction of
images of the Wesl wranslaled inlo a contrary perception: ‘it is remarkable that even
the most committed haters of the West and espectally of America among
Russophiles are convinced of the ahsolute scientific and technological superiority of
the United States.’s7 A Khrushchev contemporary E. §. Varga displayed this
contradictory nature in his published speech ‘Capitalismn of Qur Day’ in which he
lamented the increases in capitalist output {five times since the turn of the century),
and declared that the capitalist world had all the technology needed to free the world
from ‘hunger, poverty and fear of the future’ if it was inclined to do so0.48 This is in
contrast (o declarations of the maximisation of Soviet capacity that was resulting in
the 20™ century being a ‘century of Marxist Leninist victories’ 1o Dina Khapaeva
has written that the belief in a higher foreign standard of living was (o remain a
consistent aspect of Soviet social perceptions, arguing that Western influence
increased dramalically in the 1950s, reaching its zenith between 1989-1993.
Furthering her argument on the impact of images of the West, Khapaeva has argued
that the ideal image of the West continues to coincide with the desired {future.so
Historian Martin Malia has defined two periods in Russian history where
international forces were at their most significant in Russia. The first was from the
accession of Peter thie Great until 1815, and the sccond was from the battle of
Stalingrad in 1943 untif thc 1980s. During both periods, the stale atteinpled Lo

counterbalance the relative poverty of Russia by importing high levels of external

46 Hixson, Parting the Cuitain 232-233.

47 Shlapentokh, ‘The Changeable Soviet image of America,” 163.

48 E. 8. Varga, ‘An Analysis of the Evolution and Trends of Capitalism,” Current Digest of
the Sovigt Press vol.12 no.4 (1960} 3-9, 5.

49 Nikita S. Khrushchev, Za novye pobedy mirovoqo kommunisticheskogqo dvizheniia
(Moskva: Gospolitizdat, 1961) 6.

50 Rina Khapaeva, L’Cccident Sera Demain,” Annales H8S November-December no.G
(19885) 12551270, 1268.
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technological and scientilic knowledge.s:

In her study of 1930s Vecherniaia Moskva, Sheila Fitzpatrick coined the
phrase ‘life as it was becoming’ to refer to the phenomena of illuminating the
utopian and bountiful futwre.s2 Tmages of this future were often based on the reality
of other countries. In Christine Varga-Harris” examination of World War IT and
Post-War articles in Vecherniaia Moskva, she noted that a prominent theme was
‘living in peace and contentment” and that Muscovites were to interpret the right to
peace and contentment as the right to ‘decent housing, high quality inexpensive
consumer goods, and adequate and respectful service... demands were made in the
language used by the state and Party, and justified in the very terms used by the
autharitics.’s3 Sovict failure to meet these demands and its failure to maintain the
belicf that the communist systern was capable of providing a socially acceptable
level of consumerism resulted in a situation whege the socjety accepted
modernisation and consumerism as the most favourable objective but was devoid of
the belief that the Soviet system was best able to achieve this. Instead of motivating
citizens, the positive information about the West provided them with an alternative
meuns of achieving (heir economic objectives.

Consumption is the act of an individual, and its social prominence increases in
relation to the empowerment of the individual. Twa warks on the historical impact
of consumption in Europe in which the ideas of nationat identity and
Americanisation/globalisation during the 1930s and 1960s arc present and that speak
Lo the international aspeet of the phenomena of adopting a mythical other ace the
works of Reinhold Wagnleitner in his work on American consumer culture in Post
War Austria and Erica Carter’s study of the role that West German woimen played
by intcrnalising consumption and melding it into an cssential aspect of the new West
German idenlity.s4+ Both these studics attest Lo the ereation of an image of the

industrial, modern, and technologically advanced abroad that was to play a role in

51 Martin Malia, Bugsia Under Western Eves: From the Bronze Horseman to ile Lenin
Mausaleum (Cambridge: The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 1990) 415.

s2 Sheila Fitzpatrick, The Cutturat Front: Power and Gulture in Bevolutionary Russia (Ithaca:
Cornell University Press, 1982), 223-224.

53 Christine Varga-Harris, 'Green is the Colour of Hope?: The crumbling fagade of Postwar
byt through the public eyes of Vechemiaia Moskva,” Canadian Journal of History. Vol 34
{August 1999) 193-219, 217,

54 See Erica Carter, How German is She? (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Prass, 1997);
Reinhold Wagnlsitner, Cocacolonization and the Cold War (Chapel Hill: University of North
Carolina Fress, 1994),
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the national understanding of self. Along the same lines, Elena Zubkova has argued
that through the struggles of the Great Patriotic War there was the creation and an
intensification of civic spirit, responsibility and self worth that was to contribute to
the creation of the Soviet consumer.ss Elena Zubkova was not the only researcher to
argue that WWIH lent itself to the alteration of the self perception of Soviet society,
I.udmilla Alexeyeva and Paul Goldberg have argued that as from the masses o
collection of citizens arose; a ‘‘collective’ of faceless people could not have won the
war...they acted as citizens.’ss

Shifting from West Germany and Austria to East Germany and placing
economic and technological systems and artefacts within a social, cuftural and
political context are the works of, for example, Raymond G. Stokes, André Steiner,
and Ina Merkel. In Constructing Socialism, Stokes examines the communist
inability in East Germany to join the high-powered post war German technology
wilh Suvict ‘dedication’ to echrological developinent to produce interpationally
credible and competitive resulis.s7 In his edited work Uberholen ohne einzuholen:
Die DDR- Wirtschaft als Fufinote der deutschen Geschichre? Steiner gives attention
to a main challenge of the Socialist system: liow to realise the smallest of changes in
such a manner as to neither call into question the credibility and viability of the
whole or to act us the impetus for uncontroilable change.ss Ilighly complex and
theoretical discussions of ‘the social construction ol teclhinological systems’ can be
found in the similarly numed compilation of historical and sociological works. The
main themes of this compilation include: the relationship between science and
technology; the role of science and technology in broadening existing culture; the
role of the artefact in culture and with various social groups (this idea is present in
much of the sociological writing on consumption); the concept of the echnological
system as an evolutionary system that has adapted over time to most efficiently
provide for a sagiety and thus the inherent difficuity in consuming new technology

and technological systems without modification; and technology as a social product

55 Zubkova, Bussia alter the War 11-19.

56 l.udmitla Alexeyeva and Paul Goldberg, The Thaw Generation: Cotning of Age in the
Post Stalin Era (Boston: Little Brown and Company, 199Q), 28.

57 Raymond G. Stokes, Constructing Socialism: Technoloqy and Change in East Genmany.
1945-1990 (Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 2000).

58 André Steiner, Ubarholen ohne einzuholen: Die DDR-Wirtschaft als FuBnote der
deutschen Geschicte? (Berlin: Ch. Links Vertag, 2006).
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that cannot be isolated from the economic, political and social milieu in which it is
developing.so The idea that the Cold War shaped and was shaped by science and
technology is particularty well articulated in these works. There is a striking pattern
of confrontation and manipulation of consumption and images based around
technology and economics common to the worles on Austria, West and East
Germany that speak to the Soviet myth building process being both unique to the
Soviet Union and part of a larger international movement. A comparative study
between Soviet bloc couniries (East Germany, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary) in
which calls to catch up with and overtake or, to overtake without catching up as was
the slogan in East Germany, and Soviet Russia would provide for an interesting
comparison in terms of what images were introduced, why they were introduced,
and what role they performed in the shaping of a national vision of the future. One
of the aspects that makes the comparison interesting was the Moscow habit of
projecting some nations, such as Czcchoslovakia, simultancously as an obtainable
periphery of the mythical other and a key part of the Soviet bloc, while the nations
themselves were purporting to a similar dvality for entirely different purposes falls
outside the delineations of this study.

Required reading for historians studying the relationship between technology
and Sovict authority arc the numerous works by Paul R. Josephson, Alexander
Vucinich, David Holloway and Loren Graham in which the discussion of science
and techimology as objective truth about nature (scientilic realism) and science as a
product of socio-economic and political forces (social constructivism,) is

examined.6o Graham has argued that despite science serving as a proteclive euclave

50 Wiebe E. Bilker, Thomas P. Hughes, and Trevor Finch eds, The Sccial Construction of
Technological Systens: New Directions in the Sociology and History of Technology
(Cambridge: MIT Press, 1989).

60 See for example Paul R. Josephson, Totalitarian Science ahd Techhology, (New York:
Humanity Books, 2005); New Atlantis Revisited; Akademagoerodok, the Siberian City of

Century, Soviet Histary: Large Scale Technologies from Lenin o Gorbachev,’ Technology
and Cuiture Vol.36, No.3 (July 1995), 519-59; Alexander Vucinich, Empire of Knowledge:
The Academy of Sciences of the USSR (1917-19708), (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1984); David Holloway, ‘Physics, the State, and Civil Socisty in the Soviet Union,’
Historical Studies in the Physical and Biological Sciences, Vol.30, | (1999}, 173-92; and
Loren R. Graham, What Have We Learned About Science and Technolegy from the
Russian Experience?, (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1898). In the case of
Totalitarian Science and Technology, the first edition is of more use to the student of Soviet
history than the second as In the second the totalitarian systems is expanded from the
original Soviet and Nazi study to include North Korean and Cuban studies.
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against the politics of (he Soviet Union, the dependence of scientific and

lechnological development on the Soviet goversiment resulted in the procuring of

[unding (o be more important than avtonomy. Vucinich has looked al the campaigns
and public discourse in which intellectuals were attacked for ideas of idealism,

formalism, cosmopolitanism, and kowtowing before the West, and concluded that

intellectual freedom in the field of science and technology was subjugated to

ideology.a1 The argument that science and technology were relatively independent

of politics was also posited by David Holloway who sees a range of inteliectual

independence with the ultimate being conferred upon the closed defence

laboratories. Two historians who have argued that a symbiotic relationship existed

include Mark Adams with his argument of a flexible, continuous form of negotiation

between Party and scientists, and Nikolai Krementsov with his theory of ‘cultural

unification’ in the shared public rituals, didactics, and institutional structires.e?
Josephson steps outside of the argument about the essentially democratic and
confrontational nature of science and technology and calls for the objective
examination of governmental impacts on science and scientific policy as science and

to this end also technology, was a tool with which to transform not only nature but

society, politics, and culture, ‘Authoritarian regimes usc film, radio, and print
media to shape and direct citizens” beliefs no less than housing, public
transportation systems, and menuments.’ 63 Another important theme for Josephson
is how anthoritarian regimes seek to implement rapid
industrialisation/modernisation in cconomrics in which resource aliocation is top
down and not bottom up. In Yechnology and Communist Culture: The Socio-
Cultural Impact of Technology under Socialisin edited by Hrederic Fleron,
technology is examined in its role of ensuring the Soviet regime’s ability (o deliver,

and the conclusion is drawn that any failure to provide would contribute 1o &

81 Vucinich, Empire of Knowledge: The Academy of Sciences of the USSR (1917-1970)
chapter four.

g2 See Mark B. Adams, ‘Science, ideology and Structure: The Kof'stov institute, 1900-1870,
in Linda L. Lubrano and Susan Gross Solomon eds,, The Social Contexd of Soviet Science
(Boulder, Westview Prass, 1980) 173-204 and Nikolai Krementsov, Stalinist Science
(Princeton; Piinceton University Press, 1997), 6.

83 Josephson, Tatalllarian Scignce and Techinology 15,
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reduction in the regime’s legitimacy.a4 This interplay between government and
scientists and industry is also seen in the aforementioned works of Stokes and
Steiner.

To be Western meant having a high stundard of living, as represented by the
newest consumer products. It meant mass-produced jeans, computers, radios, frozen
und instant food products, polyester clothing, the biggest and fastest cars, and rock
and roll. The crux of the matler for the Soviet Union became, could culture be
separated from technology? Could technological development be separated from
what is 50 guintessentially Western, the drive for consumer goods, and the faith in
the system that provides for these developments?ss Is the culture that has arisen in
the West one which is formed by technology or does culture form technology? If
technology and culture are inseparable, then the importation of Western technology
into the Soviet Union had the potential to introduce non-socialist societal and
cultural change. Technology and industrialisation were integral aspects of Soviet
ideology. Technology is also an integral aspect of democratic capitalism. Did this
common denominator provide a basis for comparison? Culture and technology are
the objects that display economic and political power. Penelope Harvey has argued
that the inclusion of technology extends further back into Western society than the
consumerism of American society that became so dominant in the 1950s. She notes
that Western liberal tradition is founded on the idea of a ‘modernity that was built
upon the idea of progress through the scientific establishment” and the creation of
the ‘domains of cultural homogeneity and continnity” which one can trace back to
19th Century Britain and Burope.’6s Frederic Fleron has explained the link between
technology and culture stating that ‘[a]s an artefact of human experience, technelogy
must be viewed as an element of culture. The process of technical transfer, can be
viewed as an aspect of the more general process of cultural diffusion.’67 During the

1990s, Hilary Pilkington defined the Soviet concept of culture as ‘not simply the

6 Frederick Fleron, ‘Introduction,’ Frederick Fleron ed., Technology and Communist
Culture: The Socio-Cultutal Impact of Technology tunder Soclalisim (New Yoik: Prasgsr
Fublishers, 1977).

65 Sae Carter, How German is She?, Wagnleitner, Cocacolonization and the Cold War;
Maiy Louise Roberts, ‘Gender, Consumption, and Commodity Cutture,” The American
Historlca! Review vol, 108 issue 3 (1998}, 817-844,

66 Panelope Harvey, Hybrids of Modermily: Anthropology, the Natlon State. and the
Universal exhibition {l.ondon: Houtledge, 1996}, 99,

&7 Fleron, ‘Introduction,’ 11.
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product of the interaction between peoplc and nature [the ariefacts of everyday life]
nor the treasure trove of that which is valucd by society ol the day, it was rather the
sphere of the living interaction of society and its subjects.’ss As a phenomenon of
man’s existence, technology is a pari of Soviet culture and society, Parks” study of
cultural velations has revealed that it was only in rare circumstances of exireme
political conflict that Cold War cultural connections wete suspended e masse.so
LEven in nations that have rejected liberal deimocratic forms of government,
industrialisation and modcroisation have occurred through the incorporation of
capitalist practices and have resulted in notuble levels of Westernisation. Writing
about the inherent contradictions in the Soviet leadership’s attempts to integrate
capitalisin into the Socialist system, Alex Nove questioned: ‘{c]an one have state
capitalisim and no capitalists?’ 70 Daniel Miller contends that popular culture, more
accurately termed the culture of consumption, is the logical and most dominant
cultural form for contemporary industrial culture,71 The mass consumerism of
Western socicty is dependent on the mass production of goods, which ultimately
only occurs with the necessary technological advances. Despite what the objectives
of the Soviel governient may have been, the reality was that the policies it
instituted resulted in a society that, while socialist in name, behaved simnilarly to a
culture of consumption. The social implications of this were magnified by the
state’s inability to satisfy the population. Building on the established research that
concepts of consumption were part of Soviet culture and that an image of the other
existed, historians now have (he opportunity to further the discussion through
concrete examples. This has been facilitated by the opening up of archives and
Russian society. Significant contributors to this body of research on material culture
in the former TJSSR are David Crowley, Susan Reid, Larissa Zahkarova, Eleonory
Gilburd, Heino Nyyssonen, and Anne Kropotkine whose works on consumption

present tangible arguments with a degree of normaley.72

a8 Hilary Pilkington, Russia’s Youth and its Culture: a Nation’s Constructors and
Constructed (London, Routledge, 1994) 51,
6s Parks, Conflict and Co-existenca, 1.

70 Alec Nove, Political Economy and Soviet Socialism (L.ondon: George, Allen and Unwin,
1979) 207,

71 Miller, Mass Culiure and Mass Consumption, 11.

72 While all of the above have numerous publications the latter four come together in a
special edition 'Repenser le Dégel: varsions du socialisme, influences internationales et
soriéts sovidtique' Cahiers du MONDE RUSSE January to June 2006, 47/1-2.
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‘T'he historiography of this work is similar in composition to the work itself.
Both draw on divergent sources that overlap and resonate to form a whole. In order
to address the topic of this thesis, the research draws on the above fields of research
(historical discussions wrilten during the 1950s and 1960s, sociological,
anthropological and historiographical research into consumption, technology,
society and the state) to highlight how economic and technological images of the
West acted as links between concepts of conswmption, the mythical other and
communisim in the Post-War era, Having reviewed the main fields of vesearch that
provide the bascs of sccondary rescarch and the theoretical underpinnings for this

study, the focus will now turn o a discussion of methodology.

Methodology

Due to the diverse primary sources used in this work, a discussion of the
methodology is warranted. The four main pillars of primary source work are:
published Soviet litcrature (lor cxample newspapers, magazines, collections of
official speeches), published non-Soviet literature (for exumple travel memoirs),
unpublished official information (primarily archival dacuments) and unpublished
unofficial experiences and opinions {(questionnaires and interviews). Of the four
pillars, only the later was created largely post factum. This is due to the then limited
research possibilities (o gather information on ‘average’ Soviet opinions during the
Khrushchev era. This is not o say that there were no attempts, the Komsomol'skaia
Pravda’s institute for public opinion conducted numerous surveys and sociclogists
began active field research during this period, but it is not uatil the collapse of the
Soviet system that opinions could be voiced without fear of official reprisal. T'aken
together, the four pillars serve to provide a combination of official and non-official
sources as well as Soviet and Western perceptions with each checking the other
against historical revisionism. Hach of the four main pillars was selecled in order to
address a particular aspect of the main rescarch question. Published Soviet lilerature
provides an insight into mass produced information that Sovict citizens could
access, the banal everyday news sources about the West, "I'he published non-Soviet
litexature provides a foreigner’s opinion, thus an opinion that had the advantage of
being outside the system and that could be expressed during the era. It also provides

a foil between then contemporary Western and Soviet society through the topics
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upon which Westerners chose to comment. The archives provide information on the
phenomenon of the sucial dissemination of the image of the West and examines if
the idea of the Wesl as part of the Soviel [ulure was enlrenched in the opinions of
those individuals wlhio were to be leading the nation down the path to communisim.
The final pillar consists of unpublished, unofficial information and allows for the
circuit of the government, government propagated and tolerated information about
the West, and individuals to be completed. For it was cilizens that were to consume
the images and build the Soviet future. In the casc of the AVTOVAZ project, this
group of individuals was chosen as they worked both in a field that incorporated
foreign lechonology and they produced a product that spoke to the consumerism of
the times (the passenger car). Each of the four pillars will now be dealt with
separately and with particular attention being given to the fourth pillar.

The first pillar, consisting of published works in the Soviet Union, includes
newspapers, women’s magazines, trade journals, foreign journals published in the
Soviet Union (for example the British publication Angliia), and government
statements. These documents were analysed with respect to positive references
ahout the West with a focus on science and technology and consumiption, A specific
filter was the incorporation of English words. A sub-category of analysis was the
examination of images that accompanied articles and speeches. The term image is
used as articles were often accompanicd by graphs, diagrams, cartoons, or photos
that contained clear and direct messages. The particular cross section of printed
materials was chosen in arder Lo provide a range ol styles, interests and readership.
The main printed materials examined are: Angliia, Vecherniaia Moskva,
Moskovskaia pravda, Rabotnitsa, Volzhiskii avtostroitel’ and Vueshniaia torgoviia.
Thus, providing coverage [romn a women’s magazine, to one of the capitul’s
newspapers, to a provincial paper, to two elite orientated journals. The uniformity
of the image that was presented in these varions soutces speaks to the relatively
stable, uniform and widespread image of the mythical other. It alsa addresses the
ubiquitous nature of the concept of consumption in the Comununist system. These
sources are supplemented by official speeches, thereby including the Soviet
leadership in the ubiquitous images of consumption and the mythical other.

In addition to the information found in mass published literature in the

Soviet Union, materials published outside of the Soviet Union predominantly but
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not exclusively by Westerners were studied. The dominant form of this material
was the travel memoir written by Western students, academics, reporters and
businessmen. These sources provide a check on contemporary Soviet sources, as
they were without the filter of Soviet ecnsorship. They guuge personal reactions of
Soviets to Westerners and Western goods as seen through Western eyes. They serve
as an independent source of evidence of Western penetration and chart the
introduction of ideas and images. The existence of these works in themselves, is a
lestimony to the issue of contact and openness. Finally, the works provide not only .
first hand accounts of the Soviet Union during the 1950s and 1960s but conclusions
on developments. The conclusions drawn by contemporaries of Khrushchev must
be accepted as opinions and should not be used as a basis upon which to form new
conclusions. However, the first hand reports contained within the works were
examined as primary sources upon which interpretations could be founded. The
focus of these works on consumption, consumerisnt and perceptions of the West,
affirms that current interest in the field of consumer communists and the mythical
builds upon an aspect of Sovict history that previously could not be thoroughly

acldressed,

Perhaps the most straightforward of the four pillars from a methodological
standpoint is the third pillar, archival information. The documents camne primarily
but not exclusively from the Rossiiskii gosudarsivennyi arkhiv ekonomiki (RGAE)
and Rossiiskii gosudarsivennyi arkhiv noveishei istorii (RGANI). While much of the
information found in RGAE can be found in RGANI and other archives, RGAE was

preferred due to the comparatively high level of access. This can be attributed Lo the

information at RGAE being classified as economic and not political. Indeed,
numerous files that were listed as classified in RGANI were unclassified in RGAE.
Archival information was used to determine the penetration of the myth of the
technological and economic superiority of the West into the Soviet elite and the
extent of industrial contuct. The [ormer was assessed in essence to help determine if
the stewards of communism were still faithful, Documents were analysed with
specific attention to the structure of reports, both general scientific and technology
reports as well as exhibition reports tended to begin with an assessment of Western
developments and then a comparison of Western developments with the Soviet

Union, and to the depth and breadth of industrial contact. Documents specifically
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on exhibitions were examined with particular attention being paid to the nature of
participation and the evaluation section regarding Western participation and Soviet
official and nonofficial reactions. The ‘cultural’ aspects of the exhibitions (for
example art exhibitions) were not analysed. The final pillar, unpublished Soviet
opinions will now be discussed.

Qualitative rescarch is often legitimised by stating that only through this
form of research can certain individuals, groups and sensitive issues be included in
historical knowledge and as such is often conducted when working with a group or
perspective that has been excluded previously from academic history. Thompson
has stated that “[h]istory, in short, is not just about events or structures, or pallerns
of behaviour, bul also about how these are experienced and remembered in the
imagination.”3 Life histories are used to forward an argument, and nol to state a
fact. Two areas of strength for orat hislory are in events that were of such a
magnitude as to be impressed upon the individual memory and on repetitive habitual
actions.7s Contact with the West can fall into either of the two categories, thus
making surveys and inferviews suilable research methods. Due o the nature ol the
Cold War and the Soviet political system, the open discussion of the lives and
perceptions of Soviet citizens has traditionally been excluded from Western and
Soviet historiography. In this thesis, the works of a life history research project
conducted in St. Petershurg and a questionnaire/inteiview project of initial workers
at AVTOVAZ have been included.’s The overriding research questions driving the
surveys and interviews were: what were the perceptions of standard of living, was
there contact with the West, what was the nature of this contact, and how was this
contact seen? Like all forms of reseaich, life stories, interviews and questionnaires
contain inherent strengths and weaknesses and the objective must be to accept the
limits and to recognise that the inverse of the limitations is often the attributes,
While the complexity of human nature and memory pose specific challenges to the
writing of history they must, with all of their idiosyncrasies, be preserved. Paul

Thompson has referred to these idiosynerasics as the ‘original multiplicity of

73 Paul Thompson, The Voice of the Past: Oral History (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2000), 3" Ed. 162.
74 Anthony Shaldon and Joanna, Pappworth, By Word of Mouth: Elite Oral History
{London: Methuen, 1983) 17.

76 See Appendix A for a ranslation of the questions found in the questionnalis.
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standpoints” that enrich history and maintain its humanness.7é As Sheldon has
written, in “talking to those who purticipated in events, (he historiun is less likely to
make simplistic judgements and undersianding is broadened to accommodate the
underlying factors that caused individuals to behave in a certain way.”72 According
to recent reseairch into the nature of memory, the retelling of life history tends to
become more reliable afler a prolonged period over which the mind becomes more
detached and better able to reconstruct events. Menories become “clearer and aiso
franker, Deliberate misinformation about the past is very rare.”7s One reason for
this is that compliance with political and social constraints decrease with age. While
the later of the two studies is more important for this study, both wili be discussed,
as they are methodologically similar.

In terms of format both surveys were two pages long and consisted only of
open-ended questions about personal experiences and opinions, for example during
the creation of AVTOVAZ, contact with foreigners and opinions about the
production of Ladas (see Appendix A for a list of the questions). An initial
description of who the rescarcher was and the academic purpose of the research was
given along with the option hal respondents did not need o provide their names in
the personal section that included (name, date of birth, place of birth, profession,
and Party status). At the end of the questionnaire were contact details for those who
were willing to consent to an interview. In the 1997 St Petershurg project, most of
the interviewees completed surveys, while in the VAZ project there was little
overlap, with potential respondents asking if they could participate in an interview
instead of filling in a survey. All respondents were assured anonymity, and with the
exception of only & few respondents, narnes were provided. An issue with
anonymity arosc ag academics and higher-ranking Party members requested that
thetr proper names be used. In search of a compromise, all questiounaires have been
made anonyinous and in those interviews in which the individual felt interviewed in
their professional capacity actual names have been used.

Initial contact was conducted through a three-pronged approach, students

who contacted family members, interviews with (former) officials, and through

76 Thompson, Tha Volee of the Past: Oral History 6.
72. Sheldon By Word of Mouth: Elite Cral History 51-52.
78 Thompson, The Voice of the Past 131.
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personal connections. In all three instances further referrals were made. Therc was
some triangulating of interviewees, which permitted a limited amount of cross-
referencing, The issue of representativity is tertiary as the research addresses the
issue of cultural penetration but does not attempt to measure the degree of
penetration. The question is, was there an image, what did it look like, and what
cffeet did it have. To use the words of Hilary Pilkington, respondents were not
chosen “in order to obtain a ‘representative’ assortment of sncio-demacratic
characleristics but these were examined post factun.” The criteria for the St
Petersburg life history project was that the individuals were born before or during
the Russian Revolution and for the VAZ survey that the individuals were present
from either the beginning of the construction of e city/laclory, or from the
beginning of production. In the VAZ project, of the 40 respondents 25 were male
and 15 female. In total, 7 were members of the Communist Party. Those who
responded (o the questionnaires represent a broad section of workers at the factory
from individuals who worked (work) on the assembly line, as well as in desiga,
translation, engineering, and other sectors run by the factory but not part of
production, for cxample doclors in the AVTOVAZ, polyclinic. In addition to the
questionnaires, interviews were conducted either as a supplement to, or instead of,
the written questionnaires. Interviews were conducted as life stories with specific
questions elaborating on the 1950s —1960s.

Long answer questionnaires and life histories are highly personal forms of
history.sn Each individual will have different views, different emphases, and
different recollections. The life of one individual cannot be held as an absolute or

delinitive interpretation of ai era. It is however the micro level of history in which

79 Hilary Pilkington, Migration, Displacement and Identity in Post-Soviet Russia (London:
Foutledge, 1998) 110.

80 The role of the researcher is pertinent te any analysis of the methodology of file
storiestinierviews. As with any role, the researcher had multiple charactetistics that labelled
her as simuitaneously being both an insider (gender, education, religion} and an outsider
{age, nationality). The insider relationship is potentially restrictive as it tends towards the
danger of social conformity while offering a broad base for commanality and understanding.
Being an outsider often facilitated the prompting for further explanations and preventad the
respondent from being able to simply state that it was understood or, ‘vou knew’. Taking
the role of insider/outsider into consideration, it is a mistake in the current era of
incraasingly recognised social and cultural distinctiveness and with the rise in local culture,
to overlook the overarching umbrefla of humanity. This ts not a romantic thesis of universal
brotherhood or solidarity. Most people, regardless of gender, race, or nationality enjoy the
atlention afforded to them when talking about themselves.
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the human element is best maintained. As much as history is the mass sum of
individual lives in various eras, movements, and events, at its most human level, it is
the lives of individuals. The four research pillars used in this thesis are an attempt

to provide a history that addresses the challenges put forth to the histosian.

Chapter Breakdown

This research has been divided into five chapters. The purpose of each chapter
is to both forward the overall study of the technological and economic image of the
West in the Soviet future, as well as to provide a detailed stuedy of an aspect of this
imagc formation and reception, Each chapter can stand alone as a representation of
a time in Soviet history when the statc cither permitted or propagated a positive
cconomic image of the West. Although such sources as newspapers, speeches, and
interviews are used throughout this work, eaclt chapter has 2 main medium and
thematic focus. For example, the first two chapters focus heavily on published
memoirs and speeches while the third and fourth focus on official archival
documents and media teports. The variety of souices and subjects (for example
exhibitions or the AVTOVAZ [actory) when taken together, show the pervasiveness
and the normaley of positive economic and technological images of the West. The
term West is taken {o include Western Europe and North America (excluding
Mexico). The major Western powers represented in the study are France, Great
Britain, Italy, and the United States of America, with mention made of other nations.
Three countries notable by their relative absence in this study are West Germany,
Finland, and Japan, all of which were significant trading partners, and fall outside of
the parameters of this study due to their Post-War political status. In addition, the
image of West Germany was often filtered through East Germany. Japan was
shuillcd between Western and Eastern status by Soviet officials and the Soviet
public. IFor example, the culture was eastern but the imported Japanese machine
lines were western. Al three merit fiurther study, but the study scope is sufficiently
different as to fall outside the scope of this work.

While the governments of the Khrushchev and early Brezhnev era did not seek
to foster the political or economic system of Western Burope and North America,
they were intent on tmitating and overtaking them in the provision of the highest

standard of social programmes together with of an equitable distribution of wealth.
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This focus on the provision of material comfort was communicated through
numerous mediums, for example, press releases, speeches by the leadership,
exhibitions, film and literature, and scientific and industrial contact, turnkey
factories, and expertise imports. In this introductory chapter “The Provision of All
Life’s Comforts,” the implications of the participation by the Soviet leadership in the
idea of consumption, albeit controlled, and the effect this was to have on the
relationship between that leadership and general population is discussed. This
discussion serves as the basis for the subsequent chapters. From this introduction,
the study proceeds to the next five chapters in which various information entry
points and sources as well as Soviet reactions are used to further discussion of the
aforementioned research questions.

In ‘Society and Catching Up With the West’ the relationship between
government declarations and changes in the Post-War Soviet society in respect to
rising expectations is examined. This chapter addresses the subsidiary questions:
How was the Soviet Union defining itself in economic and technological terins post
WWIT 7 and Who participated in the building of the mythical other and why? An
impartant aspect of the relationship of rising expectations and the creation of the
comrade consumer is the increased emphasis on external contemporary comparison
as opposed to internal historical comparison. Also addressed is the fact that positive
information was not exclusively Western propaganda tolerated by Saviet ofticials,
but Sovict gencrated propaganda. This chapter is followed by ‘Conceptualising
Communist Consumption’ in which specific examples, drawn from the automotive,
clothing and housing sectors, are used to further the case made in ‘Society and
Catching Up With the West.” The third chapter ‘Exhibiting Alternati veg,’ maves
away from the official Soviet construction of future material comfort and facuses on
the images of wealth that the Western nations were permitred to display through
exhibitions and trade fairs, This chapter taken with ‘Image Conduits’ and ‘Driving
Towards Communist Consumerism: AVTOVAZ’ address both the question of:
What were the econamic and technical images of the West? and How was this
image built and who adopted it?. Itis in the chapter on exhibitions that the myth of
an iron curtain shrouding the Soviet Union is most significantly challenged.

Foreign exhibitions and trade fairs were massive breaches in ideclogical control and

fraught with potential problems. Trade fairs and cxhibitions had both cultural and
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industrial components. The industrial aspect is focused wpon in this study and one
nofable characteristic of the primary sources is a relative dearth of angst expressed
over economic, technological and scientific contact in comparison with cultural
aspects of Weslern contact.s1 Building upon the technical and scientific contact, in
‘Image Conduits’ the exposure and sensitivity of Soviet elites (polilical, indusirial
and scientilic) to the positive images are discussed. These elite groups were charged
with reforming the Soviet economy and overtaking the West. The support of these
groups was vital to Communist leaders. These were also the groups most exposed
to images of the West. Their failure to maintain the pretence of Soviet supetiority
amongst themselves made the effectiveness of the Post-War social contract between
the Soviet rulers and the masses dubious. 'L'his research combined with that of the
first chapter (*Societly and Cutching Up With the West' ) and with the [inal chapter
(Driving Towards Communist Consumerism: AYTOVAZ) puts forward the
argument that the positive economic image of the West was pervasive: sources
varied but the image itself was relatively constant. ‘Driving Towards Communist.
Consumption: AVTOVAZ’, is a study of highly publicised co-operation between
Fiat and the Soviet Union and its roll of spearheading Soviet light passenger car
industry. Tens of thousands of workers and specialists were involved directly, and
few industries remained untouched by the ‘project of the decade’. The AVIOVAZ
factory is an example of offictally sanctioned contact with Western ideas,
individuals, and products. Together the chapters provide an opportunity to assess
the historical significance of the economic image of the West, its reception, and the
role it was to play in negotiating a social contracl between the Communist rulers and
the common citizen. Questions also arise as to the extent to which this image forms
the foundation of the inodern Russian itnage of the West and the extent to which the

image contributed ta the implosion of the Soviet Union.

81 For an example of the discussions concarning cuitural impons see E. 8. Afanas’eva ed.,
Ideologicheskie kotnissii TsK KPSS 1953-1964; Dokumenty (Moskva: Rosspen, 2000).
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Conclusion

The future and the past ace 4 nation’s two reference points for myth building.
‘The Soviet future was of paramount tiportance for the country. In a nation that had
had a violent and bloody break with the Tsarist past, that was faced with the
challenge of rewriting history, and that was cnduring the hardships of mass social
changes, it was often more advantageous to forget the cumbersome past and Lo [ocus
on the utopian future of communism.g2 After the death of Stalin in 1953, and the
concerted efforts of the new Party leadership to denounce Stalinism and the cult of
personality, the recent past was also problematic, thus further strengthening the need
to focus on the future.ss Defining the future is an ephemeral process that combines
aspects of reality and fantasy and can be as simpic as taking the technology of a
massive computer and imagining that somcday computers would be small and
affordable enough to be present in every household. The Soviet Union maintained
the Russian tradition of looking towards the West to define its objectives and
perceptions of the future that it was building.

What was Soviet Russia’s image of its future? Isaiah Berlin has written that:
‘onc of the most arresting characteristics of modern Russian culture is its acute setf-
consciousness. There has surely never been a sociely more deeply and exclusively
preoccupied with itself, its own nature and destiny.’s4 Soviet Russia was not the
first nation Lo struggle with the creation of a national identity. However, it was one
of the few nations, certainly in terms of great powers, which consistently struggled
to define itself. It failed to produce a common vision or ideal, similar to the
American dream, the glory of the British Empire, or the aspirations of the French
Republic.ss Soviet Russia’s image of itself was constructed primarily through
external comparison. its perceived place within the dominant political, cultural and

social community was based on similarities with other dominant societies, namely

82 For an analysis of this issue through poster art see Klaus Waschik and Nina Baburina in
Werhen flr die Usopie (Stuttgart: Edition Tertium, 2003).

82 Bertram Silverman and Murray Yanowitch have argued that the need to minimise and
evan ‘destroy’ the past is a cormonality betwesn communism and free market liberalism.
Bertram Silverman and Murray Yanowitch, New Rich, New Poor, New Russia: Winners and
l.osers on the Rusian Road o Capitalism (London: M. k. Sharpe, 1999) 6.

84 lgaiah Beilin, The Soviet Mind: Russian Culture Under Comimunlsm (Washington:
Braokings Institution Press, 2004) 7680. A similar idea is found in Isaiah Berlin ‘The Silence
in Russian Cuiture,” Foreign Affairs Vol.36 {1957) 1-24.

85 Gerhard Simon, ‘Zukunft aus der Vergangenheit: Elemente der Politischen Kultur in
Russland,’ Osleuropa_ 08 (1885): 455-482.
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with the West. This comparative image allowed past and present Russia {0 assume a
legitimised place in Western history and socicty. Frederick Barghoorn, who worked
in the American embassy in Moscow, has attribuled the Soviet ‘inleriority complex’
and sense of moral superiority to foreign capitaiism to the ‘developmental gap’
between the USSR and the West.ss Commenting on the image of the West, and in
particular the USA, he wrote: ‘during the war, this leading democracy [USA] had to
be presented as an ally without arousing too much sympathy. Since the war, it has
had to be presented as a rival without arousing too much fear.’s7 During the Thaw,
it had to be presented as a competitor without arousing too much envy.

The Saviet Union was a superpower that defined itself in opposition to and in
comparison with its ideological enemy. Both before and after the introduction of the

concept of peaceful co-existence by Nikita Khiushchev, the tenets of communism

involved the notion of political, social and economic supremacy through
industrialisation, good government, and equality.ss There were areas in which the
Soviet society could integrate into the Western mores, and others, like ideology
where they were diametrically opposed. The Soviet Union of the [950s
encompassed one sikth of the world’s lancdmass, had an arable 1and territory equal (o
that of the United States and Canada combined, and had an abundance of natural
resources. It was the first country to put a satellite into space in 1957, and the first

(o put a man into space in 1961. Khrushehev's prediction that the USSR would

‘hury’ the USA was widely reported. Indeed, as early as 1939, statements such as

the oft repeated and quotied phrase ‘in the next ten to filteen years the USSR will

draw ahead of the USA economically and become the country with the world’s most

powerful economy’ were uttered with plausibility.sy
Soviet leaders were not in a position o create an antithetical self-image to the .

West, as there were sectors of the West that they sought to emulaie. The result was

an unconvincing combination of vilification and praise that permiited the rejection

and condempation of Western practices such as discrimination, poverty and war

a6 Frederick C. Barghoorn, Détenle and the Democratic Movement in the USSR {(New York:
Macmillan, 1976) 39. see also his work: The Cultural Offensive.

87 Frederick C. Barghoorn, The Soviet Image of the United States, a Study in Distortion
(New York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1950) xviii.

88 Khrushchev was not the first Soviet leader to use the term ‘peacaful co-existence’. There
are axamples of both Lenin and Stalin having used the term.

Bs Varga, ‘An Analysis of the Evolution and Trends of Caplialism,’ 50.
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mongering; while accepting innovation, technology, and economic prowess. ‘Soviet
citizens were (old Lthat they were al the forefront in every sphere, they ted the world,
and vet disorienting glimpses on TV, and above all foreigners themselves, seemed
like evidence that this might not be so.’90 Present developments in Russtan society
do not constitute a reawakening of the issue of West versus East in the Russian
identity. 1t is simply that the combination of the loss ol superpower status, the loss
of communism and the appeal for many of the economic image/reality of the West
has resulied in a deluge. The pillars making being different from the West more
palatable have crumbled, and Russia is experiencing the [ull effect of
Waesternisation/Americanisation.

The two defining aspects of the Thaw era were the changes in the Gulag
system and the presence of the West in all sirata of Soviet society. Western
influences in the Soviet Union were ubiquitous and nebulous. If ‘they’ had access
to Western music, fashion images, literatre, films, and cars, who were the ‘they’?
How does one trace the dissemination of an image into Soviet society? This process
can be described by the metaphor of a rock being dropped into a pond of water. The
eniry point, an exhibition, a turnkey factory, international travel, a film festival,
literature, newspaper articles ete, can be documented. Jo many instances the initial
impact is measurable, for example the number of individuals attending an exhibition
or the number of factory warkers involved. It is the subsequent ripples that becore
unclear: who then read or heard about events? Whalt is clear is that these impacts
were socially significant as a general concept of the West entered into Soviet
culture. The widely held beliefs and perceptions about the West that survived the
Soviet Union act as the tangible ripples in the sand on the shore., To further
complicate the clarity of cvents, it was not a casc of a rock being dropped in, the
reverberations setiling and then another one being added. These wete scaticred and
prolific events. By analysing the eniry points, the diffusion of information as far as
cah be measured, and the evident final social impact, the role of the image can be
studied.

If culture was Lo be used as a substitute for ideology, and technology was a

go Garollne Humphrey, ‘Grealing a Culiure of Disillusionment: Consumptian in Moscow, a
Chronicle of Changing Times' Daniel Miller ed., Worlds Apart: Modernity Thiough the Prism
of the Logal {London: Routledyge, 1995} 55.
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fundamenial component of culture, then ideology was linked to technology. This
was not a good prospect for the Soviet Union, a superpower, founded on ideology
and lagging in technology: especially in an era when a nation’s potential and its
place in the international hierarchy was based largely on technological progress and
possibilities.o1 Failure or perceived failure, in the areas of technalogy, scicnce and
standard of living was destabilizing and de-legitimising both domestically and
internationally. What was of prime importance to the nosmenklatura within the
Soviet Union was whether it was possible to have technical transfer without the
cultural diffusion. If this was nol possible, what were the ramifications? The
greatest cost was that the cultural diffusion would be residual in nature and that the
compound cffect on society of technological importations would eventually be
greater than the compound effect of the teachings of socialism. To this end, the
Party needed to distinguish between universal technology, which involved the
importation of homogenous world culture, and that which was ‘contingent on
Western culture and the specific requirements of the capitalist system.s2

The derisive image of the West and Westerners as intellectually shallow,
materialistically driven and morally corrupt was not coupled initially with a
dismissal of the inherent desirability of modernisation or consumerism. Under
Khrushchev there was some faith that a comrade consumner could be created.
However, consumption could not be allowed to replace ideology nor could it he
effectively used as a replacement for terror.93 By the end of the Brezhnev era it was
gencrally accepted that the Soviet Union was unable to close the technological and
scientific gap with the mythical other of the West. This loss of faith can be cited as
a mgjor coniributing factor to the rise of anti-Americanism. If the launching of
Sputnik represented the zenith of Soviet optimism in the future, and a cogrelating
positive image of the US, then the landing of the first man on the moon by the
Americans in 1969 marked the beginning of the descent. The economic image of

the West defined the gravitational centre (hat served as the abstract definition of one

@1 Harvey, Hybrids of Modermnity 126.

o2 Andrew Feenberg, ‘Transition or Convergence: Comimunism and the Paradox of
Development, in Frederic Fleron ed., Technolcgy and Communist Culture 73.

92 Les Fluctuations Economiques en URSS 194.1-1985 (Patis: Editions de PEcole des
Hauies Etudes en Science Sociales, 1989).
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of the most highly valued parts of the Soviet future. The central challenge [or the

regime was how to Thaw without melting away.
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1: The Party, Society and Catching up and Overtaking

Introduction

This research proposes that during the posi-Stalin cra a type of consumer
society with ties to images of the West was formed. The purpose of this chapter is
to examine the social and political background that contributed to the creation of the
comrade consnmer. To do this, changes within Soviet socicty in respect to
empowerment, rising expectations, and government declarations sign posting the
path of expectations have been examined. These changes in Soviet society occur
within the context of a society with a gencralion maturing without terror, war, or
famine. The Sovict people were no longer the peaple of a struggling nation but of a
superpower. Socialism in one country had not resulted in complete isolation, but
political, economic and cultural contact had been kept to a minimum on the
governmental level and severely restricted on the personal level. After decades of
an official policy ol looking inwards the emphasis turned outwards. Tnternal
historical comparisons would have had the advantage of being more controllable, as
history can always be rewritten to be more sympathetic to current and future
successes and goals, but Kbrushchey needed the West to form his socialism.

In this chapter and the following one ‘Conmimenting on Communist
Consumption’ the ideas of the glorious Soviet future aud of comparison with the
West are traced. The ideas of catching up, of comparisen, and of the contradictions
of Soviet life in many of those very areas of consumerism that the Soviet Union
declared to be priorities are focused upon. Under the Soviet government, norms
were set for what was reasonable in terms of food consumption, square metres of
living space, footwear etc and the government then pledged to meet these norms.
Khrushchev himself was to publicly declare that if capitalism proved better at
providing an equitable non-excessive free standard of living, he would convert, In
response to Senator William Fulbright's dircet question as to ‘what Khrushchev
would do if it was proven that the capitalist system was able to prove beiter [or more
people?” Khrushchev answered that *‘if history were 10 conlirm that the capitalist
system really oflers the best opportunities of developing the productive forces of

society and of providing a better life for man — and we don’t believe that a kopek’s
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worth — [ would be the first to vote against communism.’ 94 In private, Khrushchev
was to write that if ‘capitalism satisfies these requirements [consumer/standard of
living] better than socialism it will be increasingly difficult for us to propagate our
point of view and consolidate our way ol life.’9s This concept of failure was parl of
a larger phenomenon: the introduction of the idea of institutional and personal
fallibility.

The impact of the demographic and social changes, with a focus on how this
affected the concept of consumption are examined in this chapter, which is divided
into three main sections of where society was, where it wanted to go and where the
state was guiding society. The main research objective is addressed in this chapter
by looking at how Soviet sociely saw itseif and its [uture as well as by iooking at
how the Sovicl regime was delining the economic and technological fitture vis-a-vis
the West. The primary source materials for this chapter include memoirs, specches,

newspaper articles, poputar anecdotes and the St. Petersburg questionnaires.

Where Soviet society was coming from

Under Stalin, there was a sense of the infallibility of the leader. Stalin was a
man-god who understood all, knew all, and acted accordingly. Communism was the
only alternative, and there was only one path. Khrushchev's economic policy
involved charges of backwardness, mistakes and inefficiencies; his social policy
involved the return of Gulag prisoners, cnemics of the state transformed into
pardoned citizens; and his political policy involved denouncing the cult of
personality and exposing Stalin’s excesscs. Having debunked the Cult of
Personality, Khrushchev effectively destroyed the Party’s ability 1o convey itsell as
the all-knowing purveyors of truth. Robert Rozhdestvensky’s poem Rodina printed
in Pravda (16.12.1962) openly aliuded to this loss:

We do not want to say anymore:
Somebody thinks for us
We know how that ends.
Soviet individuals began to trust their own judgements and a dilTusion of critical

public commentary occurred. ‘Everywhere — in the stadiums, in the buses, in the

94 Zhit’ v mire i druzhbs (Moskva: Gosudarstvennoe izdatel'stvo, 1958) 83.
95 Nikita Khrushehev, Khiushichev Remambers: The Last Testament (London: Little,
Brown, and Co., 1974) 146,
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subways — people talked freely, judged men and events, leaders and political acts.
Everywhere people expressed their opinions, detailed criticisms and recounted
anecdotes. The highest pofitical figures had ne immunity from public opinion’,ss
Indeed, as (his process matured, even the communist nature of the lcadership was
scrutinised. The multi-pronged and prolonged onslaught against the concepl of the
infallible leader solidified the widespread dissemination of the concepl of [allibility.
A popular bit of satire is symbolic here is representative at how far the process went:
‘Brezhnev’s mother visits her son in the Kremlin soon after his coming to power.
When she hears about his fine apartment, his luxurious dacha, his expensive cars,
and other materiai comforts, she says, ‘Leonid, my son, I'm so proud of you, but one
thing worries me: what will you do when the communists take over?’’s7 It also
reinforced the need for economic success. If, Khrushchev and the Communist Party
conld no longer count on the antomatic acquiescence of the society, then legitimacy
must be established. The ultimate form of legitimisation would be to provide a
system in which people preferred to tive. ‘Thus, consumption was a prime polilical
goal, and over the caurse of the 1950s and 1960s, the Comununist regime’s
legitimacy became increasingly dependant on the provision of material wealth.

Rohert Tucker has written that the iron curtain represented the external walls
of a ‘Patemkin Russia... fabricated not out ol wooden facades but out of words and
pictures and mass spectacles in Red Square.’ss Only throngh abselute control was
Stalin able to maintain the image of a Russia that was or would soon be providing
for all man’s needs and dreams. Stalin had an intense aversion to travelling and
avoided foreign contacts, This aided the creation of the Potemkin Russia and
contributed a sense of isolationism to the image of the Soviet Man. Conurolling the
image of the past, present and future constitules one of the defining features of
totalitarianism. By contrast, Khrushchev actively pursued travel opportunities. Not
for nothing did his colleagues complain about him constantly ‘knocking about’

ubroad and in the pre-corn period gave him the nickname of /ntourist.e9 Fedor

96 Giuseppe Boifa, Inside the Khrushchey Era (New York: Marzaniaro, 1959) 87-88.

a7 As found in Robert Strayer, Why Did the Soviet Union Collapse: Understanding
Historigal Change {London: M. E. Sharpe, 1998) 53.

as Fobert C. Tucker, ‘The Psychology of Soviet Foreign Policy,” Problems of Communism
Vol.6 no.3 (1957): 1-8, &.

99 Fedor Buratsky, Khrushchey and tha First Russian Spring (London: Weidenfeld and
Nicoison, 1991} 153.
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Buslatsky has noted that claims that Khrushchev's wanderlust constituted ‘the first
step towards opening up our society’ were not unfounded.100 In 1935, Khrushchev
went (o the Geneva Summit, in 1936 along with Prime Minister N. A. Bulganin, he
travelled to Great Britain, and in 1959 to the United States. Travel abroad peaked in
1960, The prestige associated with these high level visits contributed to the prestige
assigned to many things foreign and an acceptance that foreign contact was
valuable, Richard Nixon’s assessment was that Khrushchey ‘is an intensely
pragmatic and curious man wha likes to see for himself, and he believes what he
sees far more than what he hears.” 101 Khrushchev’s curiosity was to legitimise the
curiosity of a nation.

in wvying to define the Thaw to Giuseppe Boffa, the writer Galina Nikolaieva
explained it as: “‘we all notice how our life is awakening... this aunosphere is made
by us, the product of the will of men, the product of the work of the Party, the
product of far from easy labour which developed and is developing everywhere,
from the factorics Lo international relations.”” 102 Boffa’s recollections of this time
inciude impressions of Soviet techiology and culture renewing ties with the West;
Inostrannaia literatura publishing the works of modern Western writers ‘from
Daldwell to Matiac, from Hemingway to Moravia’; Soviet film makers making
documentaries in major foreign cities; and film festivals etc. In bis assessment it
was from the renewing of the international commiiment that an awareness of Soviet
problems could be put inte context and demands could emerge. They did.o3

An importunt feature of the Thaw period wus the ending of the Soviet Union’s
isolation [rom cupitalist couniries. Talyana Zastavskaya recalled that from her {irst
trip abroad, to Sweden in 1957, she gathered impressions of another way of life and
the idea that the working class in the West suflered miserably was shattered: *we
saw that, in fact, the countries of the West had in many instances overtaken us and
we had lively discussions about ways of overcoming our weaknesses. ..’ 104
However, Soviet citizens did not need to go abroad in order to glean information

100 Burlatsky, Khrushchev and the FFirst Hussian Spring 154.

101 Richard Nixon, The Challenges We Face: Edited and Compiled from the Speeches and
Papars of Richard Nixon (New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company Inc, 1960) 42,

102 Boffa [nside the Khrushchey Era 19.

103 Boffa Inside the Khrushchey Era 31.

104 Tatyana Zaslavekaya, The Second Socialist Bevolution (Biocomington: Indiana University
Press, 1990) 34.
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about the West. Dissident and professor Yuri Glazov recalled how when workers
‘arc shown movies about strikes in capitalist countries they see that the striking
workers come to teetings in their own cars, and that, however poor they may be,
the unempioyed also have cars, which they drive to their private homes after
collecting an insurance cheque.’:os ‘The acceptance of Khrushchey in the
international arena and the subsequent prestige this brought the USSR was
acknowledged by the Soviet people and was to contribute to the feelings of betrayal
and loss caused by incidents such as the U-2 [lyovers. Alexander Werth recalled a
conversation with a young (late twenties early thirties) Soviet diplomat after the U-2
incident in which the diplomat assessed Khrushchev’s mood and that of the Soviet
public as being upset and angry, noting that Khrushchev had been arguing that
despite the presence of warmongers in the USA, Eisenhower could be trusted. _
Khrushchev’s trust in Eisenhower was seen by many, according to the diplomat, as
un-Marxist and concluded by saying that the ‘real point is that by behaving the way
he did, Eisenhower destroyed, temporarily I hope, that system of peaceful
cocxistence and intetnational negotiations which is the very basis of Khrushchev’s
policy.” 106

In 1935, Stalin announced that life was becoming ‘better, more cheerful” and
in the Third Five Year Plan of 1938, it was announced that the Soviet Union was to
catch up and surpass the West. Despite the better and more cheerful life, many
Soviet citizens took refuge in the idea of the West as an escape from the Soviet
present. While studying in Moscow in 1952, the Russian writcr Vasilii Aksenov
aitended a party of the privileged youth who owned a radiola and numcrous rccords
of Bing Crosby, Nat Cole, Peggy Lee, Louis Armstrong, and Woody Herman.107 He
watched astonished as the young guests did the jitterbug, smoked Camels and Pall
Malls, addressed each other as darling and baby, and identified themsefves as
shtarmiki.ios The university educated daughter of 4 successful Moscow uciress

studied French and English ‘as a form of escapism... she would go to anything, just

105 Yuri Glazov, The Russian Mind Since Stalin’s Death (Dordrecht: O, Reidel Publishing
Company, 1985}, 29.

106 Alexander Werth, The Khrushchev Phase: The Soviet Union Enters the Decisive Sixties
{London: Raobert Hale Limited, 1961) 9-10.

107 Vasilii Aksenov, Zvyozdnyi bilet {(1961)/ A Starry Ticket (London: Puinam, 1962).
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to hear French and to get away [rom the Soviet Union.” 100 Tanya Matthews, a
Russian secretary who worked regularly with foreigners and married an
Englishman, was to ponder the attraction of the ‘weak chested, physically
unattractive male of the mysterions West’ especially when Siberian camips were a
real possibility. She answered her question herself when she wrole that her dreamn
was the end of pretending that it was nothing when during a midnight visit a
neighbour or family member was taken away, and that if “there was a hero who
could take one away from all that and give one chewing gum, silk stockings, lipstick
and soap, together with his devotion, one could not help loving him. 110 Thus, as
early as the Stalin period, interest in the West was a combination of genuine
curiosity and a response to Soviet reality.

The West was also used as a metre stick by the Soviet goverament. 1n July
1955, Bulganin gave a report to the Central Committee in which the problems in
industry and agriculture were acknowledged. Bulganin’s conclusions were frank -
although Sovict indusiry was producing more than three times the pre-war level, it
was being held back by technical backwardness, poor organisation and cumbersome
burcaucracy. He then gave supporting facts. Bulganin unfavourably compared
machincs from the USSR with those made in the USA, Germany and
Czechoslovakia. Khrushchev then decried the under-valuation of foreign progress
as an additional detriment to Soviet industry. The phrase ‘catch up with and surpass
the most advanced capitalist countries’ was reintroduced. Catching up with the
West was to become the new rallying cry, a cry that was ‘superficially
comprehensible to the stimplest mind.’ 111 In the fate 1960s a Sovict cconomics
professor, ‘Professor X°, said in conversation with Alexander Werth that as ‘things
are at present, America still has certain serious advantages over us... Socially, we
are progressive, but our economic mechanism is still conscrvative and
inefficient.” 112 Professor X believed that fault lay in the implementation of the
economic system. He also believed that only when the current backward kind of

socialistn was reformed, would socialism take off and dominate internationally. In

109 Interview with scholar of Soviet literature Martin Dewhirst, Glasgow April 2001.
110 Tanya Matthews, Russian Wife Goes West (London: Victor Guallancz Ltd, 1955), 15.
111 Gregory Grossman ‘Communism in a Hurry: the Time Factor In Soviet Econcemics,’

112 Werth, Fussia: topes and Fears 129.
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acknowledging cconomic failures, Khrushchev and the leadership tore down the
illusion of success that Stalin had so carefully cullivated in order to control the
chaos that the Bolshevik revolution and industrialisation had unleashed. As the
means of production belonged to the workers, the population could also take the
criticism personally. Khrushchev then tried to rebuild the illusion based on
optimistic, bordering on incredulous, staterents of future successes. Concurrent
with Khrushchev’s open attacks on the Soviect economy, which had been 4 wonder
of progress just months before, and negative comparisons between it and the West,
political certainty was cast aside. The Soviet Union was left with neither an
onmipotent leader nor a glorious past. Even the present revolutionary industry was
marred with backwardness: at a steel workers meeting in April 1958 Khrushchev
said: ‘and do not take it amiss comrades if I tell you that looking at vour plant — it
fails far 10 meet the requirements ol modern socialist production’.113 Tn attempting
to overcome the devastations of WWTI and Stalinism, a strong Soviet society
without the shroud of socialist realisi was drawn to ideas of consumption and the
future.

A party agitator, addressing a factory meeting of workers, holds forth on the
country’s glorious achievements. For an hour he piles up statistics on growth
in steel, petroleum, coal, new housing units, railroads. Then he wipes his brow
and invites questions from the audience. ‘Don’t be shy, comrades,” he urges,
‘what would you like to know?’

Finally a shabby little man in the back row stands up. ‘I have only one
question, comrade,” he says meekly. ‘If everything is so good, why is
everything so bad?” 114

Where society was going: impact of demographical changes

Khrushehev was to call upon the young generation to become the foundation
for the creation of the home sovieticus, a person with a relentless focus on the future
and the ability to withstand the allures of bourgeois consumerism. Mihajio
Mihajlov has written that Aomo savieticus was a man whose world had begun
yesterday. This lack of a past was to reinforce the naive belief placed in science and

technology that through them mankind would achieve happiness and solve all its

113 Nikita 8. Khrushchev, For Yictory in Peaceful Competition with Capitalism (L.ondomn:
Hutchinson and Co. Ltd., 1960) 328.

114 Eugene Lyons, Workers' Paradise Lost: Fifty Years of Soviet Communisim: A Balance
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problems.115 However, a lack of interest in the past resulted in far less latitude for
the interpretation of the present as it changed the fields of comparison from
historical to international. Although the new Soviet man was to be immune to the
allure of bourgeois influences, there was a disturbing fascination with the West in ail
classes of Soviet society, and particularly the youth. Soviet literature was unable to
compete with even the most censored Western works.116 Western fashion was
mimicked, and foreign words were incarporated into slang. There was also a
significant demand for travel, especially notable amoag Party officials and the
intclligentsia.ii7 This desire to travel may have been for personal reasons but it was
couched within the language of official policies with claims of the nced to gather
information snd build professional contacts with Westerners. ts  In the Statement of
Policy by the National Security Council on East West Exchanges (NSC 5607 June
29 1956) the third point under general considerations of the Ametican basic strategy
is to build upon the greater demands {or Ireedoms and goods as expressed by the
young now educated pepulation, noting that the ‘demands refexred to must be
considerable becavse the Soviet rulers judge it necessary 1o take drastic and
hazardous measures to meel them.’ 139

‘Drastic and hazardous measures’ included academic exchanges which
brought the future Soviet educated class into contact with Westerners and Western
ideas. In September 19356, four Cambridge students spent the month of September
at the Moscow State Untversity. While there, the students participated in
extracurricular activities. Their assessment was thal these Komsomol and Trade
Union activities were well attended. Either foreign films or documentary fifims
about abroad were common; the Cambridge students saw films on Milan and
Indonesia, and several Italian films. Evenings to introduce foreign and Soviet
studenis to each other were held, on average, once a week. During the Cambridge

students’ stay, one such evening was advertised as ‘a meeting with English, Danish,

115 Mihajlo Mihajlov, Moscow Suimmer (New York: Farrar, Siraus and Giroux, 1965) 153,
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and Italian students.” 120 Vechers usually started with a concert, then speeches by the
Western student delegutions, then a dance with live music. Rex Brown had this to
say about his vecher experience:

three girls trap me 1o practise their English on me. Then I keep on being taken

aside to meet students of phitosophy and journalism. Soon [have my back to

a pillar, and am surrounded by a dense press of Arts students, all usking

questions. I move aside to drop a cigarette in an ashtray, and find myself in a

new crowd, natural scientists this time. From then on until one in the morning

I can scarcely move for pcople, who stand around firing questions at me.ia1
Due to the active naturc of control and surveillance that surrounded visitors, Brown
was uncertain if the subsequent parties to which he was invited were spontaneously
organised by fellow students or it they were orchestrated by the Komsomol.
Regardless, his recollections of the parlies included jazz records on the gramophone,
dancing to the Voice of America or any other station playing dance music.12z  Sally
Belirage recalled being invited to an end of year party in 1957 by several Muscovite
students. Her first impressions were of ‘pig tails and frizz’ peasant like girls in
G.U.M. like fashions or girls ‘dressed to kill in foreign looking ensembles’ that
ranged {tom ‘winter suits to summer evening dresses.” ;23 The boys were wearing
trousers and silk ties. Tn terins of fashion, a lot of the Youth Festival had been lett
behind. Mervyn Matthews, who was in Moscow dwring the Youth Festival, recalled
that students at MGU were all short of money but that they consistently got patcels
from their parents and that they ‘all seemcd to end up having these Western
clothes’.i24 Despite being danced from friend to friend and not being permitted to
speak to other students, Sally’s idcatity as an American who had been at the Festival
(images of her were in the Soviet (il about the festival that many who had not
attended the Festival had seen) was known.

Yuri Glazov believed that the average young Russian was quite

knowledgeable about other countries, generally disinterested in Africa or South
America and occasionally thought about Europe and America. He has commented

that when thinking about the West, the average citizen belicved that the majority of

120 Rex V. Brown, ‘Recreation and Social Life at Moscow University,” Alex Inkeles and Kent
Gelger eds., Soviet Society; a Book of Readings 449-453, 450,

121 Brown, ‘Recreation and Social Life at Moscow University," 450.
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families had their own houses, that a monthly salary was sufficient to purchase a
pair of shoes, a coat, and a guiet evening in a restaurant.i2s According to Glazov,
there was a parlicular fascination with America that on the one hand was ‘like a
fairy-tale land: shops filled up with produce and meat, shopping centres where you
can always buy a raincoul or solid boots. But at the same time crimes [wete]
comumilled there every minute.’ 126 Co-authors Peter Vail and Aleksandr Genis
wrote of the image of the United States in the immediate post-Stalin era as a place
that was ‘not known but believed in. An enormous, not yet open couniry’ thatl was
to spring into Soviet consciousness.:27 Their list of important events contributing to
impressions of the United Siates included:

1955 - beginning of the distribution of Amerika and staging of Porgy and Bess

1957 — ‘Live Americans played al the Moscow Festival® (International World
Youth Festival)

1958 — Nixon visits

1959 — Khrushchey goes to Washington in a TU-114 (transiation iessons for
the gymnasium were based on radio broadcasts on this trip and
Aumerican news reports)
American exhibition at Sokol'niki ( ‘dfinrye, kak minonostsy, mashiny
tsveta ‘bryzgi burgundskogo’’)

1962 — ‘Velikolepnaia Semerka’ (Magnificent Seven) on Soviel screens

1963 — Murder of Kennedy in a taxi (sic). 124

One result of the alorementioned destruction of faith an infallibility was that
the Soviel leadership needed to produce results quickly. The significance of the
generational gap can be felt here. Although (he concept ol the USSR as socialist
superpower was universal, there were generational differences in levels of patience
and compromise. In comparison with the often-idealistic youth, many of the older
generation were prone to high levels of disillusionment and yet more willing to
accept compromise. Alice Rosst studied generational differences among the
respondents of the Harvard project, and concluded that members ol the younger
generations had a higher positive raling of the institutiona! organisation of the USSR

and were al Lhe same {ime more inclined (0 favour violence and overthrowing the
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regime in light of failures.129 In essence, the youth were more willing (o believe but
support was highly conditional, while the older generation was more sceptical but
willing (o compromise for the sake of stability. One area in which the generations
converged was in the general apathy towards politics, with perhaps the exception of
public anges in regard to Khrushchev’s brinkmanship over Caba. On the apparent
indiflerence (o politics, 4 [riend of American journalist Eddy Gilmore made the
distinction between weariness and indifference. The Soviet friend grew up hearing
that fascism was evil, then was told that the country had made a pact with good
Hitler, then was told that ITitler was indeed the enemy; that WW1L was an
imperialist war until it became a fight for the Soviet fatherland before changing to a
fight for the Russian motherland; and that Americans and the allics were friends
who sent aid, food, transport, factorics cte, and then the cnemy. However, the
greatest confusion came from the denunciation of Stalin, who was omnipotent and
infallible until he died and people began saying that life was better without him and
culminated with his denunciation as a ‘monster.” 130 In response to the questioning
of his total lack of intcrest in propaganda and politics and the solving of pofitical
issucs: ‘that’s their [the Party’s] job, I suppose. As for me, I’ve got other things to
wortry about... Such as that new apartment I ve been promised and who’s going to
win the football championship next swmmer.” 131

In the testimony of defectors a decline in the ideological élan of youth, as
compared with the ideatism of the civil war days or the great outpouring of energy
and dedication that accompunied the first phase of the Five Year Plans is
emphasised.is2 Political apathy or weariness often [eads to new interests and
increased susceptibility to consumption as a political alternative. In the late 1950s
articles such as ‘Soviet youth have lost their heroes’ in which it was written that ‘a

day does not pass, that in this or that Moscow newspaper that there is not an article

128 One section of the Harvard study looked at alienation and asked from what are the
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or a letter ... [commenting] that in my time there was a different enthusiasm’ were
common.132 Acknowledging the need to restore faith through results, Khrushchev
set dates for a respectable level of parity with the West and for the attainment ol [ull
communism and overtaking the USA. In Khrushchev’s words ‘America occupied
special place in our minds and our imaginations. It couldn’t have been

otherwise.’ 134

In a study of eighty-five fifth year students in the late 1950s at the University
of Moscow, the respondents were interviewed as te their expectations for the future.
The results showed high expectations that often exceeded the promises made by the
Party. For example, eighty of the eighty-five respondents said that they expected to
own a car within six years, despile the (act that Khrushchev had made it clear that
the focus of the Sovict automotive industry would be on the creation of rental pools
and not private passcnger cars.13s Another official study was cairied out in 1966
and involved 2,204 youth between seventeen and thirty in Leningrad. Morce than
half were factory workers, the rest were engineers, students and technicians. No
names were required but twenty percent of respondents voluntarily guve them. The
results of the study were published in 1969 in booklet form under the litle Young
People: About themselves and their contemporaries. In one section of the survey,
respondents were asked to rank their primary and secondary goals. The desire for
good housing and for material prosperity ranked third and fourth within the category
of primary goals. First and second place were taken by an interesting job and higher
education.

In an attempt to moderate demands, the standard propaganda means were
instituted. For example, in a letter from a young woman to Komsomol'skaia Pravda
one reads that: ‘lgor’s room is crammed with expensive things: beautiful furniture,
rugs, a tape recorder, two record players, two radios, cameras, a photo-enlarger, and
a movie camera, and there is even a typewriter. In short, his room has all the

cquipment needed to enable a modern, stylish young man to shine among his

133 NEF No.8 (1957) 82-94. A Various documents in which the issue of youth apathy is
discussad can he found in the archival documents of RGAN| fond 5 opis 33 deio 31.

134 Sergei Khrushchev, Nikita Khrushchev and the Creation of a Superpower trans. Shirlay
Benson (Pennsylvanla: Pennsylvania State University, 2000) 320.

185 John Bushnell, ‘The Soviet Man Turns Pessimist,’ Alexander Dallin ed. The Khrushchev
and Brezhney Years (New Yorl: Garland Publishing Ing, 1992} 187157, 141.
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friends.” 136 The girl is from modest circumstances and feels that she and her
beloved Igor should begin their married life together modestly within theiv means.
Igor has become accustomed 10 the wealth provided by his father and expects this
standard to be maintained regardless of his marital status. The rising expectations of
the youth and parents who catered to them were regularly scorned in the press. In
Pravda (19.06.1969), 1 mother wrote in about her daughter’s school graduation.
Having set out in search of ‘a bright and youthful’ dress for her danghter, the mother
ended up purchasing a wedding dress as nothing else was good enough. However,
even a wedding dress failed to impress the other gitls whosc attice was ‘resplendent
with gold filament, beads and sequins and their heads were crowned by towers,
decorative braids, fantasics and other hairdos. These weren't girls, they were New
Year’s trees.”137 The mother then ponders the psychology of a teenager who can
demand: ‘‘either a white Iace dress over nylon, or L won’t go to the party!® 133 and
concludes that these excessive expectations are tied to the increasing family income,
considerations of prestige, and laws of fashion.1as In A. Kuznetsov’s Continuation
of a Legend the hero Tolya leaves his family, friend Victor and girlfriend, to travel
along the Trans-Siberian rail to Irkutsk where Tolva soon begins working. On the
first day his muscles ache and he has bloody hands. Exhausted, lonely and mentally
fatigued he regulacly contemplates going home but is repulsed by ‘Victor’s cynical
letters, full of talk of imported clothes and rock and roil." 140

In 1966, Valeri Agranovskii conducted a self-designed ‘social experiment’.
He fictionally gave twenty-five Gorky university students 10,000 roubles and told
them to spend it all. The results of the experiment were pablished in Yunost no. 2
1967. Of all of the students, only two managed to spend all the money and this was
because they purchused Volgas. Many of the students said that they would travel,
but most restricted themselves to the Soviet Far East and North. The student
Lebedev wanted to take a girifriend to Trance, however, it was decided that this

would cost twenty to thirty thousand and was disqualified. In response to student

136 ‘| don’t want to be dependant,” Komsomorskaia Pravda (28.01.1969) as found in Colette
Shulman ed., We the Russians: Voices from Russia (New York: Praesger Publishers, 1871)
74,

138 As in Shuiman ad., Wa the Russiang 81.

133 As in Shulman ed., We the Russians 81.

140 Katerina Clark, The Soviet Novel: History as Ritual (Chicago: University of Chicago
Prass, 1981) 229,
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avowals that they did not need material possessions the author was to argue that the
necessity was there, what was in question was if the funds were also there. ‘I
[Agranovskii] met a first year girl who spent her stipend on a pair of high fashion
shoes for twenty-seven roubles and then for the next four days, until her parents
responded to an urgent request for replenishment, subsisted on thirty kopeks a day:
salad, tea, and the indispensable pastry.’141 In a sardonic travel memoir, Maic
Polonsky and Russell Taylor wrote that the Russian fashion industry was countering
the reputation of poorly and drably dressed Russians by producing ‘paisleys and
polka-dots in shades of garish orange and purple which would have appeared outré
at the Woodstock Festival’142

The changes in Sovict Russia imbedded in the consciousness of Soviet citizens
were to appear more pronounced to foreigners. This is evident in the travel memoirs
of the time. Eddy Gilmore, an American journalist, who after 1955 lived in England
was marricd to a Russian woman and had lived and worked as the Chicf of the
Moscow Burcau for the Associated Press from 1941 to 1933, Unable 1o leave untit
1953, it was with some trepidation that he and his wife retwrned in1963 for a visit.
His impressions of changes are particularly acute due to having left almost
immediately after Stalin’s death and returning near the end of Khrushchev’s reign.
The title of his travel memoir is The Cossacks Burned Down the YMCA and refers to
the system of using English words 1o codifly Soviet institutions. In this instance:
The Central Committee of the Communist Party had burned down (taken control of)
the NKVD. A ‘big difference’ {(phrase commonly used at the titne) between the
Stalinist and Khrushchev eras was in the restaurant in the National Hotel, reputed to
be the best in Moscow at the time, with its second floor location overlooking Red
Square, the Church of St Basil and ¢he Kremlin. The clientele were no longer rich
fuctory managers, Soviet officials, or Red Army, Navy or Air Force officers but
voung Russians in their twenties and thirties. While their clothes could not be
described as elegant, it was the best-dressed group of young people that Gilmore had
ever seen in the Soviel Union. The music was no longer tradittonal and staid but a

six-piece band playing Western numbers, including Kurt Weill’s ‘Mac the Knife’.143

141 As in Shuiman ed., We the Russians 87.

142 Mare Polonsky and Russell Tayvior, USSR: From an Qriginal Idea by Karl Marx (London;
Faber and Faber, 1986) 90.
143 Gilmore, The Gossacks Burned Down the YMCA 41.




This new generation was a generation that could see the effects that Stalinism and
the war had had on the older generation but was removed from them. Take for
example the young reporter for Vecherniaia Moskva, Sasha, born in Moscow in

1949,

We lived in a pretty dingy old house in the Zamoskvorechi (ill the end of 1961,
and then we got a beautiful modern three rooin tlat not far from the present
universily. By this time I was already twelve. Afler the twentieth Cangress of
1956, which terribly upset my father, who had been a Party imember since
1952, he did not take Stalin’s portrait down. Only when we moved into the
new flat did he not put it up again. But then that was alter the 2o Congtress,
after which Stalin’s body was thrown out of the Lenin Mausoleum. I think my
father was still very upset about it, but he said nothing. Instead of the portrait
we now have an enlarged photograph of Uncle Petya. Uncle Petya died
fighting in Kaliningrad.144
In response to the question if Sasha had ever suffered he answered ‘no, not
much. The dark basement where 1 lived until 1 was twelve was pretty awful, alf the
same; however, as I said, we got a nice new flat in 1961. Actually, I did suffer last
year. I was in love. But she went and married someone else.” 145 On Khrushichev,
Sasha was to comment that Khrushchev had been amusing but that the routine soon
grew old. More was expected from the head of the CPSU. ‘Of course, we had good
moments under Khrushchev. Iremember the first Sputnik; 1 was onty eight or ten,
but the excitement at our school was terrific.” 146 Werth’s assessment of Sasha was
that ‘he was not wildly interested in ideology. but was very proud of living
relatively prasperously in a well run country that took such good care ol all its
citizens.’ 147
Condemnation of the trend towards excessive materialism came not just from
official Soviet organs but also from hipper members of society. For example, in the
1960s the song “Tonyechka’ by the Russian poet and sengwriter Alexander Galich
was popular.148 In this song, the fallen ‘hero’ has left the girl of his heart for another

undler the accusations of seeking money, material goods and privileges.

She pathered up her things and said in a small voice:
‘As for your falling in love with Tonka, well, she has nothing te do with it!’
1’y not Tonka's moist lips that seduced you,

144 Werth, Russia; Hopes and Fears 121-124, 162,

145 Werth, Russia; Hopes and Fears 121-124, 162,

146 Werth, Russia: Hopes and Fears 162,

147 Werth, Russia: Hopes and Fears 163.

148 This translation can be found in Shulrman ed., We the Russians 76-77.
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But the fact that her Papa has « bodvguard assigned to him.
that her Papa has a dacha in Pavshino,

that Papa is surrounded by toadies with secretaries,
that Papa has access to the Central Commitiee privilege shops!
And that on holidays there are movies sturring Tselikovskaya!
Your Tonka is too ugly for words-

But don'’t listen ta e, I belong to the past!

And now you're going to sleep with a washboard,
for the sake of her private car...

That’s what you wanted, and you know it yourself.

You know it but you're embarrassed

Over and again you talk about love, about trust

about lofty things!

But in your mind’s eye vou see — the dacha in Pavshino,
the bodyguard and the toadies with secretaries,

and how you will watch niovies at home with the family
and happiness with be a caramel on your tongue

(Boy responds)

! now live in a house where nothing is lacking,

Lven my trousers have zippers,

the wine flows in our home s from u well,

and we have an indoor toilet — ¢ight by ten

Papuasha himself gets home by midnight,

the bodyguards and the toadies all stand af ottention!
And tell him a joke about the Jews!

But when I go to bed with this idiot, this Tonka,

I remember thut other sweet voice.

What a temper that girl has ~downright violent,

I telephone her and she hangs up.

Drive me to Ostankino, chicf,

To Ostankino, where the Titarn movie theatre is.

She works there as a ticket taker,

stands in the entryway, all frozen,

Jreezing and shivering,

but she has overcome her love

chitled to the bone and grown cold,

but uncompromising and unforgiving.

The hero acknowledges the materially wealthy reality of his new situation, as well

as the emotional void. This juxtaposition of materially wealthy with spiritualiy

empty was commoily applied to the West and those that emulated it.

Apparently mistrustful of the younger generation, the leadership revoked the

relaxed requirements for party membership as instituted under Khrushchev and

raised the joining age [rom (wenty-one to twenty-four at the 231 Parly Congress. It

has been argued that the Brezhnev-Kosygin team implicitly promised to insure the
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economic position of the newly entrenched privileged class thus, sidestepping the
demands and desires of the masses, and failing to deliver on the promises made

under Khrushchev, 149

Where Soviet socicty was going: Perceptions of standard of living

As the improvement of living standards was a prime political goal, Soviet
citizens could espouse the idea of consumption with minimal fear of charges of
political deviation. Eventually, this was to translate into a bluzred line on such
phenomena as the shratniki and the stifyagi. These trends are but two of many that
serve as indicators of the Sovicl government’s inability to provide an acceptable
alternative to the consumption of Western popular culture. This failure was not
unique to the Soviet govermnent as the general process of globalisation involves a
subslantiat amount of homogenisation of culture. What was unique was the :
fundamental nature of the threat this posed to the Communist system. The Soviet :
system failed not only to provide an alternative to Western popular culture but also ‘
to provide an acceptable alternative to Western style consumption. It was a system
that was not dependant on mass participation (unlike Western economies that
needed mass consumption of goods and culture to pt:l‘petua.le growth and [uster
expansion) bul which invited/permitted images of culture and consumption for
which mass participation and consumption were fundamental, without having the
institutional ability to respond uppropriately 1o the new delineations of the soctal
contract. In 1960, Alec Nove wrote:

Of course, people’s attitndes and expectations are relevant to the efficacy of

incentives as well as (o polilical stability. The mote the Soviet Union boasts of

its great technical progress, of its Sputniks and moon rockets, of its equality

with or superiority over the United Stales in weapons, the more impatient its ‘.
citizens become with their backward living conditions, and the less reasonable
it seems to them that nothing drastic is done to improve them... The increasing

range of contacts between Soviet citizens and foreigners plays a dual role in

this process. Many more Soviet citizens are now learning at first or second

hand how the other side lives, and this alfects their own expectations. Then,

too, with the increasing flow of foreign visitors to Russia, it must certainly

appear politically advantageous to the leadership to impress them with higher

standards of living. This ts much more than a matter of impressing

unsophisticated tourists from the West, who can if necessary, be fobbed off

142 Giuseppe Boffa, Ot SSSR K Raossii; istorlia neckonchennogo krizisa 1964-1994
{Moskva: Mezhdunarodnye otnosheniia, 1896} 21. A similar theory can be found in Lyons,
Workers' Paradise |lLost 186.
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with Potemkin villages... Khrushchev is well aware that relative living
standards will play an important role in the world impact of the two opposed
systems. 150

Despite a general dearth of sociological studies during this period, journalistic
bodies {for example Komsaomol'skaia Pravda) had public opinion institutes and
conducted quasi-sociological surveys. These surveys were published along with
official commentaries from respective Soviet ministers, combined with the lctters to
the editors were to provide Komsomo! skaia Pravda with literally hundreds of
thousands of optnions. In 1960, the average number of letters to editos was 16-
17,000 per month.151 From August to September {results published in October)
1960, Komsomol'skaia Pravda interviewed citizens about their perceptions of their
standard of living. The survey began with the following preamble:

In our times, the efforts of our government, the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union, is towards the quick resolution of problems concerning future increases
in the material wealth of the people. Not Jong ago at the 5™ Session of the All-
Union, a new mandate was taken to lower taxes, to shorten the working day,
and to raise standards of living. 152

The four long answer questions asked were: How do you compare your cureent
standard of living with your past standard of living?, How is this expressed/With
what is this primarily associated?, What issues are of prime concern for you?. Of
the 1.625 surveys distributed, 1,399 were returned. In an attempt to gather a
representative survey the survey was distributed to passengers on sixly-five traing,
from those to Leningrad to those heading for Kazakhstan. Of the respondents

59.3% (830) were male and 40.7% (569) were female with the dominant uge group

{53.6%) being 30-55 years of age followed by under 30 (41.7%) and over 56 (4.7%).

The following chart and graph are breakdowns of the profession and place of

residence of the respondents. 153

180 Aiec Nove, ‘Toward a Communist Welfare State? Sociat Welfare in the USSR/
Problems of Communism Vol. 8 no.1 (1960): 1-9, 9.

151 Grushin, Chetyre zhizni Rossli: v zerkale oprosov obshchestvennogo mneniia 47.
152 Girushin, Chetyre zhizni Rossii: v zerkale oprosov obshchestvennogo mnsniia 113.
153 [Figures as found in Grushin, Chetyre zhizni Rossii: v zerkaig oprosov
cbshehestvennago mneniia 117.
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Table 1: Profession

Profession Percentage of respondents
Worker 34 %
Office Worker 33.4%

Engineer/Technician | 13.2%

Military 7.5%
Housewife 3.3%
Student 3.2%
Pensioner 3.1%
Kolkhoz 2.3%

B Chart 1 Place of Residence
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Of the respondents seventy three percent said that their standard of living had
improved in recent years and seven percent reported a *deterioration.’ts4 In
response to the second question about concrete representations of improvements in
standards of living the answers included receiving new flats, increased pay, the
shortening of the work day, more books, more [vodstul(s and products in general,
and raised cullural standards. Suggestions for improving areas of concern included
betler organisation (the refrigerasor was delivered (o the fat before the building was
finished), fasler implementation of automation, cheaper ot free public transportation,
strengthening the military, the new stores should be accompanied by goods, and a
shorter working week (one suggestion was for a four hour day).1ss Only one of the
1,399 respondents called for a different political system and the majority of the
responses involved a strong belicf in the paternal responsibility of the state to
provide for the masses. 156

In a conversation between Lwo twenty something Ukrainian university students
in 1960} and a youthful Martin Dewhirst {who in addition to numerous travels and
work in the USSR went on to lectiwe Russian language and literaiure at the
University of Glasgow) the discussion turned to the probability of the Soviet Union
catching up with the USA by 1980: ‘I | Dewhirst] thought, in my naiveté and
ignorance that the Soviet Union would go on making great economic advances and
that life would become easier and better [or most people and I said so on this
accasion and the two young Ukrainians burst out laughing and they said in
Russian... that the Soviet Upion would never calch up on the West.” 157 Ronald
Hingley’s interpretation of the Russian imuge of the Wesi: ‘some Russians have
exaggeratedly glossy ideas of Western prosperity so that [ have even found myself

defending their Seven Year Plan and rising living standards. Some of them

154 The nawspaper began large-scale survey projects in May 1960 with a survey of Soviet
citizens about the Cold War and the U-2 affair, with the organisation (department)
respongible for the sociclogical studies being called the /nstitut coshchestvernnogo mneniia
{fOM). The formation of IOM was given wide press coverage in the West, for example by
the Dally Telegraph {02.01,1961), and the New York Herald Tribune {28-29.01.1961). For
more information on the surveys of the IOM see Grushin, Chetyre zhizni Rossil; v zerkale
oprosov chshehestvennogo mneniia 41-88. For an analysis of the October published 1960
survey sae Bushnell, "The Soviet Man Turns Pessimist,” 140; or Grushin, Chetyre zhizni
Rossii: v zerkale oprosov chshechestvennogo mneniia 112-132.

155 Grushin, Chetyre zhizni Rossii; v zerkale oprasov obshchestvennogo mneniia 118-124.
1886 Grushin, Chetyre zhizni Rossii: v zerkale oprosov gbshchestvennogo mneniia 155.

157 Intervisw with Martin Dewhirst, Glasgow April 2001.
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wouldn’t bave this. “I'hings here will never change’.” 153 Both Hinglew and
Dewhirst found themselves defending the credibility of the iraprovements in the
Soviet economic system in the face of unfounded praise for Western standards and
harsh condemmation for the Sovict system by Soviet students. This is not o argue
that there were not individuals who believed initially in the Soviet Union’s ability to
catch up. Sally Belfrage recalled a conversalion with a man named Kolya who
believed that the material standard of living would svon be more lavourable than in
the West and that when this happened Soviet citizens would be permitted to travel
and discover Lhat life in the Soviet Union was better than that abroad: ‘you have
seen, there are many people here who think in terms of flats and clothes and material
luxuries, jusi as they would anywhere... They’re bitter and they complain, and think
that capitalism is better because people have more things. When thete are more
things, these pefty people will be satisfied.’ 159 Dissatisfaction, despair and
resignation were not restricted to the general population. Sergei Khrushchev
recalled how in 1953, his father was given an American inflatable rubber dingy that
was designed to be attached to the fioats of a plane. Nikita Khrushchev was so
impressed with the inflatable boats that he tried to have them produced in Ukraine.
This proved unfeasible.iso Dissatisfaction was not restricled to material shortfalls.
Ludmilla Alexeyeva and Paul Goldberg were young adults under Khrushehev and
they recall feeling great indignation at his ‘idiotic kitchen debate” with Vice
Presideni Richard Nixon, his shoe incident at the United Nations, his laughable
attempts to ‘catch up with and overtake America in per capita production of milk
and meat,” his illiterate pronouncements on art, his attacks on writcrs whose work
was ‘inaccessible to the people,” and his shameful mistreatment of Boris

Pasternak.’ 161 Respect for Khrushchev and a sense of appreciation for what he had

done came after 1964 according to Alexeyeva and Goldberg. 162

is8 Ronald Hingley, Under Soviet Skins; an Untourist's Report (L.ondon: Hamish Hamilton,
1966), 178-179.

15¢ Belfrage, A fioom in Moscow 43.

160 Khrushchev, Nikita Khrushchey 43.

161 Alexeyeva, The Thaw Generation 105.

162 Alexeyeva, The Thaw Genaration 108.
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In the cartoon ‘In the ‘free world’’ a couple are discussing their financial
situation in the comfort of their home and the man saying to his wife: ‘If you had

not blown all our money on food and the flat, we could buy a new car’.163

B «COOBOJAHOM MMPEn

— Ecnu Bm Th Ha PacTPAHIKMPMNS BCC HAWM AGHLIMW
HA NMTaMMe W KIARTHPHYIO NNATY, Mkl MOrnM Sw KYNHTe
HOBYIO aBToMawmHy!

Pileynox @©. PANITA ua rasetsl «Hanaguen TpHEIOH».

Fig. 1 ‘In the ‘free world’’ Novoe vremia no. 30 (1959)

The political message of this Canadian cartoon was that so much money is
consumed by food and shelter that there is no disposable cash left over. However,
this cartoon was published in the Soviet Union in 1959, a time when food was still
scarce, when there was a massive shortage of housing, and a private car was
dreamed of. The concept of the availability of goods in the West would have been
reinforced by the plethora of ‘things’ drawn in the cartoon and the contrast to the
Soviet Union where the shortage in the Soviet Union was goods, not money, would
have been pronounced.

Due to their privileged positions, Communist bosses had access to inordinate
quantities of Soviet and foreign goods. This put them in a powerful position vis-a-
vis their fellow citizens. The result was that it was often these citizens who engaged
in black market earnings, and who (along with their children) wore the Western
fashions, had the Western goods and spoke the Western infused slang. This was met

with resentment from the general population. In his memoirs, N. Dubovin noted the

163 F. Raita, cartoon ‘In the ‘free world”, Novoe vremia no. 30 (1959): 21.
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constant presence of the black market as being very capitalistic. For example, in
1953-54 the secretary of the company Komsomol where he worked would take
batteries and sell them on the biack market but ‘in the meetings he always called for
honesty and economy in handling state property,’ or the third secretary who was in
charge of supplying officers’ quarters with fuel and who would sell truck loads of
firewood on ke side.1e4 The Pravde journalist relecred to as Kolya by Werth
declared that it was impossible to ‘get away from the fact that there is a technical
and intellectnal clite in this country. And it’ll take far more than twenty or thirty or
fifty years to creale any semblance of real equality.’165 The use of Weslern status
symbols and activities by the elite blurred the distinction between communism and
capitalism further.

The reports of foreigners from the same period are consislent with e above
findings. Thomas Whitney wrole in 1961 thal every week brought letters with news
of former friends enjoying ‘these vears of abundance and peace.’ 166 Maria
Ivanovna, the family's former cook, wrote how prosperous, licalthy and happy the
family was. The lyric-writer and journalist David wrote that he had a ‘spacious new
flat’ and a car.i67 Giusseppe Bofla also made mention of the improvements: ‘from
year to year people ate better, dressed belter, had more fun.’ 168 John Gunther noted
that Soviet production of consumer durables during the fate 1950s was ‘quite
respectable... In 1960, the USSR produced 453,800 vacuum cleaners, 2,783,000
bicycles, 26,038,000 clocks and watches, and 1,764,000 cameras.” 169 Despite (he
general increase in living standards, figures such as Gunther’s were not indicative of
customer satisfaction. [n a published interview with the American Victor Perlo,
then First Deputy Premier Anastas I. Mikoyan answered questions on the Soviet
cconomy and used the example of the failures in the bicycie industry despite
satisfactory outputs, to illustrate the need for the Soviet economy to he more

flexible. ‘An example is bicycles. We decided to make three and a half million

16¢ N, Dubovin, ‘For the Sake of a Furlough,' Soviet Youth: Twelve Komsomol Histories
(Munich: institut zur Erforschung der UdSSR, 1959) 242-266, 261-252.,

165 Werth, The Khrushchey Phiase 102.

166 Thomas P. Whitney, Russia in My Life (London: George G. Harrap and Co, Lid,, 1962}
303.

167 Whitney, Russia in My Life 303.

168 Boffa, Inside the Khrushchey Era 170.

169 John Gunther, Ingide RussiaToday: Revised Edition (New Yarl: Harper and Row, 1962)
404,
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bicycles per year. Previously there were long waiting lines for bicycles. Soon there
was an oversupply. We lowered the price, with some success, but still there were
too many. So we cut production to two million bicycles per year, improved quality,
and advertised.” 170 Both the American Meyer Bernstein and the Yugosiav Mihajlo
Mihajlov were fess impressed than John Gunther with the supply of customer goods
and durables. While gathering information that might be of interest to union
members, Meyer Bernstein, the head of the United Steelworkers of America’s
Iternational Aflaixs Department, [requented various department stoces (G.U.M. and
Z.U.M. in Moscow) and both converted ghe prices to USD and compared them to
the average income of Soviet workers during his tour of Soviet steel mnills at the end
of 1966. His conclusion was that although there was an acceptable range of goods,
items were expensive: ‘a suit of clothes, $191.40; women’s shoes, $44; a small
sterco radio, $247.50; a small tape recorder, $198. The same items, if and when in
stock, can be bought at more reasonable figures, of course, in less swanky shops.
‘When matched against the average income of $26 a week, however, it helps point
out the plight of the ordinary consumer.’ 171

Mihajlo Mibhajlov, who was imprisoned by Tito for his publication about his
summer spent in Moscow in 1964, wrote that in general ‘electric appliances and
cameras are extremely cheap, while textiles, shoes and vodka are incredibly
expensive.’172 He also noted that living standatds in the USSR were about forty
percent lower than those in Yugoslavia. Richard Edmonds, touring Russia in 1958
with a British (own planning delegation, reporied on shopping in Stalingrad that
while it was clear that the government was bent on eliminating shortages, they still
existed. ‘The shoe shortage is probably not as obvious as once it was, but the
foreign visitor is still likely to be accosted outside his hotel and offered a generous
price for his shoes. 173 Ronald Hingley recalled that he was olten interviewed by
Soviet radio or press reporters and asked to speak about life in England. He felt that
the main interest was in ascertaining the nature of the general standard of living. To

this end. Hingley was regularly ‘inlerrogated about my income, house, car and

170 Victor Perlo, How the Soviet Econorny Works: Anitderview with A, . Mikoyan First
Deputy Prime Minister of the USSR (New York: international Publishers, 1961) 18.
171 Lyons, Worleers’ Paradise Lost 213.

174 Richard Edmonds, Russian Vistas: The Record of a Springiime_Jaurngy to Moscow,
Leningrad, Kigy, Stalingrad, the Black Sea, and the Caucasus (London: Phene, 1958) 104,
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family. When they got down to detail it was hard to satisfy their curiosity, For
instance, I could not tell them how much we pay for a kilogram of bread.”174 This
absorption with detailed prices speaks of the social significance prices had for many
Soviel cilizens. Learning that many nccessity goods were cheaper in the USSR than
the West reinforced the fairness and socialisin ol the Soviel system. The challenge
that was Lo arise was the blurring of the definition of ‘necessity’ versus ‘luxury’
items, as items such as refrigerators, radios, televisions, etc. hecame necessities.
The transfer from luxury to necessity was based on expectations formed by internal
and external comparisons. That the Soviet Union was unable to provide luxury
items in the quantity, quality and affordability of the West was tolerated; that it was
to provide the necessities more cheaply and with an all consuming distribution was
one of its prime responsihilities to Soviet citizens. Two former Soviet citizens of the
Thaw generation were to comment that the 1960s were a time of ‘already not living
in the past and not yet troubled by the future.” 175 To use Khrushchev’s words the
Thaw era, was one of ‘it is possible’ (vosimozino).

Differences between proclamations, reality and the viability of future
achievement during the late 1950s and 1960s presented often painfully comical
contradictions, Itis dusring this period that anecdotes soat in number. As a
questonnaire respondent wrote in reflection on the Khruslichev era: ‘it was evident
to the whole country that there were issues, but only a few protested. The people
told unecdoles instead. 176 The rise of ancedoies is indicative of a knowledgeablc, if
dis-empowered, population. Vitaly Komar, an art student at the Stroganoff Institute
in Moscow recalled the period as being ‘peculiar’, with everything in a state of great
fluctuation. Teachers were always changing, thus allowing the students to “willy-
nilly fearn pluralism’ and the curriculum was in {flucluation with one day drawing
one way and another day another way, even occasionally like the Americans.
Access to significantly increased numbers of Western journals alse contributed Lo

the pluralism.i177 Pluralism contributed to the ability to criticise Khrushchey and to

174 Hingtey, Under Soviet Sking 173,

175 Vail’ OE: Mir soveiskogo cheloveka 70.

176 Questionnaire 3 (St. Petersburg: 1997).

177 Vitaly Komar,, ‘An Island in the Past,’ Narman Stong and Michaet Glenny ed. The Other
Russia (Lundon: Faber and Faber, 1990) 406-414, 412,
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envisage an alternative leader. From the idea of an alternative leader, an allernalive
system did not constitute an insurmountable leap.

In a 1997 swvey in St. Petersburg of persons bora before or around the Lime of
the Russian Revolution, and who remained in the Soviet Union and witnessed its
collapse, respondents were asked to list their dominant impression of all Soviet
lcaders and on the best cra. Although these surveys have the [iller of history, they
represent an opportunity to giean some understanding of the opinions of individuals
who remained within the Sovict Union and who were perhaps unable or unwilling to
express their opinions under the Communist regime.i7s ‘Lhe general conscensus was
that Klwushchev was a good but ignorant and silly man of the peopleir who tried
but failed to reform the system but who succeed in reigning over a period of relative
prosperity, although not, as one respondent wrote a time of stability; ‘Khrushchev
exposed the cult of the personality and he tried ta reform the country’s econamy.
Unfortanately, he did not have the time necessary to do this... Brezhnev, despite
representing a stagnation brought stability’.1s0 Respondents often simultaneously
mentioned Khrushchev’s denunciation of Stalin and his botched economic reforms.
On Khrushchev’s mixed successes: ‘he wanted to do a lot, but he couldn’t do
anything 151 or ‘he wanted to improve [things] but made [them| worse.” 182 Irina
Loukina noted that Khrushchev struck her ‘as amusing and poorly cultured. He
wanted to provide freedom, a thaw, a spring, I remember that it was during
Khrushchev’s era that the first rehabilitations of the terror occurred.” 183 Another
individual wrote that Khrushchev: ‘was closer to the people. We began to live
wealthily, many became free.’ 134 She was to continue that the ‘best years, in all
probability, were the 1960s: we were not hungty; we were becoming wealthy: we

bitilt a dacha, in the summer we went with my husband and son to the Black sea.’ 185

178 This research was conducted by the researcher in St. Petersburg in 1997, Itinvelved
respondants answering both weitten long answer form guestions and oral interviews, The
critiera for the respondants was that they were born before or during the RBussian
Revolution. Contact with respandants was made through the branch method. Names have
baen changed to protect the annoymity of the respondants who chose 1o give their names,
17¢ For a further discussion of the role of Khrushchev's personality in influencing the post-
Stalin politicai course ses Boffa, Ot S&SR K Rossil.

130 Quiestionnaire 2 (St Petershurg: 1997).

181 Questionnaire 29 {5t. Petersburg: 1897).

182 Questionnaire 31 (St. Petersburg: 1997).

185 Questionnaire 3 (St. Petersburg: 1997).

134 Questionnaire 4 (Gt. Petersburg: 1997),

185 Questionnaire 4 (St. Petersburg: 1997).
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Another respondent was to write that Khrushchev was ‘happy and khotevshii — [he]
did the best he could. We started to acquire wealth. In my opinion he wasn’t overly
cultured.’1s6 This jumping back and forth between the personal and the political was
typical for the comments on Kluushchev, This is in contrast to the comments on
Stalin for cxample, which [veused almost exclusively on his sly intelligence,
brilliant lcadership during the war and forceful nature of a ‘real’ leader, One of the
few male respondents (born in 1918} was the only respondent to talk about
Khrushchev’s reforms to the military and how no officer that he (the respondent)
knew was pleased with them.is7 The same respondent conceded that Khrushchey
‘did a lot for the revision of contmunal apartinents (but then dismissed him). Often
his words and actions were stupidity, for example: corn, the achieving of
communism in the ‘near future’ and so fortll.” 182

Looking for shimmers of light on (he horizon, one respondent noted that while
‘there have never been good periods in Russia, the somewhat improved periods
were 1924-25 [NEP} and the late 1960s.” 189 Other respondents expressed similar
sentiments.190 Iosif Emanuilovich Dyuk was born in 1918 and described his Post-
War life as such: ‘I got married in 1946; by 1956 we had four children, three gitls
and a boy. Life was hard during those post war years. 1 worked as a painter and
decorator, doing a full day’s work and then a lot of moonlighting on the side. Even
then it was difflicult to make ends meet, though by the mid --1950s things were
looking up a bit.” 191 Anna Glazoy said that the best ime was in the ‘1960s, Yuri
Gagarin flew into space, our country rejoiced in it, we were proud of it. And in
power was Nikita Secgeivich Klnushchey. 192 Valentina Titova noted that
Khrushchev’s greatest achievements were exposing the cult of Stalin, and opening
up space and Siberia.193 While most respondents listed the birth of their children
and the victory in WWII as the best inoments in their lives, some listed the obtaining
of personal goods. Thus, the following: the *greatest joy was when 1, with my

husband and children, received a flat. Up until then we lived in a communal flat:

186 Queastionnaire 9 (St. Petersburg: 1997).
187 Questionnaire 14 (St. Pelershurg: 1997
188 Questionnalre 15 (St. Petersburg: 1997
189 Cluestionnaire 18 (St. Pstersburg: 1997).

190 For example Questionnaire 18 and 2 (St. Petersburg: 1997).

191 {osit Emanuilovich Dyuk, ‘Hunger,” The Other Russia 352-365, 363.
192 Questionnaire 19 (Si. Petersburg: 1997).

192 Questionnaire 30 (St. Petersburg: 1997).
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five tables in the kitchen. The wailing list was many years, and (then we received a
two room apartiment, there was so much happiness.’194 In an interview that was
conducted in conjunction with the St. Petersburg surveys, interviewee David
Makarovich recalled the changes in the housing siluation: ‘we married in 1951, At
the beginning there wasn't anything, we oniy had a room. Then we received a
khivara [flat)... It was sixteen metres for five people. Put succinctly, we lived like
that from 1951 to 1961. But then Nikita Sergeivich decided, it was from his good
will one could say, he decided for mass construction.’ 195 Pavid was to rccall that he
lost his faith in the possibility of a better fulure coming lirst during the Brezhnev
regime as he realised that the USSR was not living up to its promises. Gershon
Sclomonovich Shapire born i 1899 in Rovne, once a confirmed communist, also
lost his faith post-Stalin in the 1950s. He concluded that the ‘very foundations,
economic and political, of Soviet type socialism are rotten.” vs This stemmed from
the fact that ‘scarcity and inadequacy of goods and services leads to their inequitable
distribution; (o a massive degree of bureaucratic abuse of office, embezzlement and
plain theft; to endemic popular discontent that is then suppressed by force or the
threat of force.” 197 Commenting on the general generational difference in terms ol
opinions of Khrushchev, Evgeni Arscnyevich Boltin theorised that ‘those who
suffered in the purges will never forget that Khrushchev, though not he alone —
another Weslern myth, threw open (he camps; and they are grateful to him. But to
vounger people the purges and the camps are ancient history now; what they do
remember, though, is his brinkmanship over Cuba, and for that they will never
forgive him. 198

Onc aspeet of the Liberman report was an analysis of Soviet and [oreign
consumption. This report was published abroad and in the Soviet Union despite the
contention that it was written for the West. Liberman’s report noted the impressive
pace of Soviet growth in comparison to the USA but then mentioned that the USSR

was behind the more developed capitalist nations in consumption and that as living

19+ Questionnaire 20 (St. Petersbury: 1997).

195 ‘Life Story: David Makarovich,' Winter (St. Petersburg: 1997)

196 Gershon Solomonovich Shapiro, ‘Following Alien Paths,” The Other Russia 340-343,
342,

197 Gershon Solomonovich Shapiro, ‘Following Alien Paths,” The Qther Russia 340-343,
342.

198 Werth, Russia; Hopes and Fears 167.
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standard was essential to international economic competition, it must be given
priority.iss In Andrei Amalrik's essay “Will The Soviet Union Survive Until 1984°,
lie likened the state of Soviet society to one man holding a gun on another, noting
that over time both men will weary of their strained positions and relax slowly. One
could witness this relaxing in the Soviet Union as there is ‘a growing yearning for a
quict life and for comfort — even a kind of ‘comfort cult’ — on all levels of cur
saciety, particularly at the top and in the middle.’200 The ‘comfort cult’ was driven
from Lhe top down as the leadcrship sought to prove Sovict pacity with the West and
it was driven from the bottom up as average citizens sought comforts befitting

citizens of a modern Soviet state.

Where state was taking society: goverminent fuelled expectations

In struggling for peace, our Party well remembers Lenin’s dictum that
victorious socialism exerts its main influence on the fate of mankind by its economic
successes. These successes can only be multiplied under peaceful conditions. In the
peaceful economic competition with capitalism, Socialism undoubtedly will gain a
decisive ecconomic victory and will insure for the people their right to « higher
standard of living than they now have. This will demonstrate to an even greater
extent than now the superiority of our soecial system and will serve as a mighty,
inspiring example to all people of the world in their struggle against capitatism and
Jor socialism. Frol Kozlovaor

Expectations were created by the government (it allowed people to aspire) and
were fuelled by private desire. Achievements such as Sputnik I and I, the atomic
iccbreaker Lenin, and Yuri Gagarin's flight into space, dramatically eased the task
of proviag the modern natwre of the USSR.202 This pride in technological advaaces
is clearly conveyed in the 1960 Soviet film Russian Souvenir in which a plane full
of foreign tourists (inostly American) crashes in Siberia. The foreigners are
equipped with only a pre-revolutionary guidebook and prejudices. As the foreigners
wander their way back towards civilisation, they encounter high-rise complexes

where they expected to find wood huts and hydroeleciric dams where they

19¢ The English translation of this report was first published under the title 'The Soviei

124, 122.

200 Andrst Amalrik, Wil the Soviet Union Survive Untit 19847 (Allen Lane: Penguin Press,
1970) 29,

201 Frol Kozlov ‘Kozlov's Anniversary Spasch,' East Europe Vo. 18 no.12 December (1960)
51-57, &5.

202 Bofifa, Inside the Khrushchev Era 121.
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anticipated untouched nature. At one point in the tilm, the foreigners are woken
early and escorted to a hilllep. There they find a peasant looking through a
telescope. One of the Americans asks the peasant if he can read and write. There is
an unintelligible response und the American is motioned o peer through the
telescope himself. At this point there is an explosion of colour as # rocket soars into
space, The peasant then approaches the group and introduces himself as
Academician Bobrov: ‘so you see I do sometimes have occasion to read and write,
and even to do the odd spot of calculating.” The visitors continue to be stunned and
amazed but the zenith remained the Sputnik. The message of the film was that
despite foreign misconceptions and continued underestimation, the USSR was
advancing at rockel speeds and was no longer a peasant nation. Naturally, the filin
also portrayed evil spies within the foreign group, and the sexual promiscuity of the
Americans. Ronald Hingley, who viewed the filim in 1960, noted (hat the cinema
was full (he bought his ticket from a speculator) and that the only real sign of
animation from the audience was when the Scottish Presbyterian Minister among
the foreign group went to a Kremlin reception in a kilt.203 For the Soviet leadership,
Sputnik was used as the irrefutable proof, even for the most obdurate opponents,
that ¢the Soviet Union possessed a potent combination of gifted scientists, innovative
engineers, advanced laboratories and workers and a highly developed industry.
Despite Spuinik and other impressive technological achievements the perception of
being behind was not eradicated. In his memoirs Khrushchev recalled: ‘I remember
how our engineers would travel to Japan and bring back models of various products.
They would pass them around and our experts” mouths would gape in wonder.
There is apparently some great defect in our system, for we have no fewer
engineers, scientists, or mathematicians than West Germany or Japan.’20¢ Although,
the successful launch of Sputnik eased ‘the task of demonstrating that the USSR was
a modern advanced couniry ...a thousand fold, 205 it did nothing to ease consumer
cxpectations. Indeed, it fuelled them.

This section involves a chronological analysis of the development of the ideas

of catching up and surpassing the West as presented in public statements. As

203 Hingley, Under Soviet Skins 185.
204 Khrushchev, Khiushchev Bemembers: The Glasnost Tapes 93,
205 Boffa, Inside lhe Khrusheheyv ra 121.
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mentioned previously, the term catching up with and surpassing the West was
reintroduced in 1955. This phrasc was then enaployed for domestic and
{ntecrnational consumption. During a speech made at a meeting of electors of the
Kalinin constituency in Moscow (14.03.1958 covered in Pravda the following day)
Khrushchev explained the need of the communist system for economic and
industeial improvements stating that they are ‘vivid evidence of the viability and
invincibility of the new social system — socialism.’206 In the same speech, he spoke
of Great Britain, France and the United States as having garnered the respect of the
Soviet regime and deserving due praise for their ‘great contributions’ to the
development of world science, technology and culture.zor In an interview with
Figaro correspondent Daniel Groussard that ran in Figare and Pravda (27.03.1958)
Khrushchev was to respond to Groussard’s statement that he understood the main
task of the USSR ta be an economic ane, with “Yes, to surpass the West.”208 With
Khrushchev making such bald statements, it is not surprising to find these
sentiments reiterated by other individuals. It was aiso in 1958 that the Minister of
Culture told film workers that they must produce films that show new management
methods ‘and the struggle of farm workers to outstrip the United States in per capita
production of meat, milk and butter.’z09 These films were to show American crops
and equipment, outline their comparative advantages and then detail how the state
collective farm would prove itseif more efficient. In an attempt to gather
agricultural information, Khrushchey was to visit numerous foreign, primarily
American, farms, slaughterhouses and food processing factories. Upon returning to
the USSR from fact gathering visits he would not only supply information for
documentary films, but also include this information in vatious speeches. Along «
similar vein to that of the Kalinin constitucncy speech was the speech at the Baltic
Works in Leningrad in honour of a visiting *olish delegation (03.10.1958) in which
Khrushchev was (o explain the importance of proving economic superiogity as ‘after
WC rais¢ our economy, culture and the standard of living to still higher levels, the

ordinary people all over the world will see for themselves that communism is a

206 Khrushchev, For Victory in Peaceful Competition with Capitalism 157.
207 Khrushchev, For Victory in Peaceful Competition with Capitatism 179-180.

208 Khrushehev, For Victory in Peaceiul Compatition with Capitalism 183,
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social system embodying all mankind’s finest dreams for a happy life. 210

While perhaps vnaware of what cxactly the construction of a social system that
embodied all of mankind’s finest dreams for a happy life entailed, there is little
doubt that the Soviet leadership had sufficient information about the West to
formulate an accurate understanding of their respective positions along the path to
that life. Prior to Khrushchev’s visit to the Uniled Stales, the Firsl Depuly Premier
Anastas I. Mikoyan (in an unofficial capacity at the insistence of Khrushchev)
visited the USA as a guest of Ambassador Mikhail A. Menshikov ((4.01-
2(.01.1959). American Ambassador Llewellyn Thompson interpreted accurately
the purpose of the trip to be the discussion of increased trade and Berlin. Mikoyan
travelled to Cleveland, Detroit, Chicago, San Francisco, Los Angeles, New York
and Washington DC, spreading diplomacy and gathering impressions along the way.
In talks between Mikoyan and Vice President Richard Nixon in Washington
(06.01.1959) the Stale Department’s assessment of Mikoyan’s message was that the
new Soviet leaders wete well-read, open o foreigners and based decisions on a full
understanding of the facts. The leadership was cognisant of the prior suffering of
the Soviet people and felt that Soviet citizens had a right to a better life. Thus, the
new slogan of catching up with America. The State Department’s assessment was
that the new slogan did not constitute a ‘menace’ but ‘admitied that America was
ahead of the Sovict Union and it raised America’s prestige. 1f the Soviet people
lived betler, what kind of threat was that to America? The Soviets did not want to
flood the United States with goods. They waunted them for their own people.’zi1 In
the same conversation Mikoyan was to remark that peaceful co-existence and the
ensuing deterrence of war was of prime impostance. “This was not because they
were weak or were cowards. They wanted peace in order to develop their country
and have it become rich like the United States.’212 In a discussion with US
Ambassador Lacy Thompson and Secretary Strauss held at the Department of

Commerce, the first topic that Mikoyan brought up was praise for the organisation

210 Khiushchev, Eor Victory in Peacebul Competition with Capitalism 708-708.

211 ‘Vislt to the United States of Anastas 1. Mikayan: Conversation with the Vice President.
Washington January 6 1959, Departiment of State Eastern European Region, Conference
Files: Lot 64 D 560, CF 1183, US Department of State Vol X Part 1, FRUS, 1958.
<http:dosfan.lib.vic.eduw/ERG/frus/frus58-60x1/08soviet2.htm|>.

Notations on the saurces indicate that Dulies and MHerter saw the memorandum.

212 ‘Visit to the United States of Anastas [. Mikoyan: Gonversation with the Vice Presidsit,
Washington January 6 1959’

69




and multiplicity of motorways and roads. e also voiced his reservations at Russia
developing such a road system quickly.213 While visiting the USSR in 1955, the
American millionaire farmer Roswell Garst had advised the construction of more
and better roads to facilitate grain delivery.214

Shortly after Mikoyan’s return from the USA, the 21* Congress of the
Communist Party met in Moscow (27.01.1959-05.02.1959).215s Khrushchev opened
the Congress with a speech in which he emphasised catching up with and surpassing
the Wesl in per capita output by Lthe end ol the Five Ycar Plan and prophesised that
by 1970, the USSR would assume first place internationally in per capita cufput.2i6
In his address, Mikoyan reported that Manukovsky and Gitalov had stayed on
Garst’s farm in order (o learn how one person could manage one hundred hectares of
land, and then increuase this 10 one hundred and [ilty. This information was to be
communicated to specialists and to the general population through the news media
and documentary films displaying Garst’s oiher American farin methods.217 That
many of the American methods and crops were not suitable for the proposed
incorporation into Soviet agriculture was known. Tor example, Garst wus well
awarc that there were latge sections of the USSR that were not suitable for growing
corn. In 1955, he had distributed a generous number of Russian language pamphlets
in which he detailed where corn could be grown in the USSR and the preconditions
for its success: hiybrid seeds, fertilisers, insecticides, herbicides, irrigation etc. Many
of these things were missing in the USSR. A reported incident in the Krasnodar
Territory involved Garst yelling at farmers for sowing the corn without using the
readily available fertiliser. The brigade leader told Gurst o ‘bug olf”, Garst

threatened to tell Khirushchev (which one has to assume he did ag the incident

213 ‘Visit to the United States of Washington January 19 1959, Department of State Eastem
European Region, Conference Files: Lot 64 D 5680, CF 1183. US Department of State Vol X
Part 1, FRUS, 1958. <http:dosfan.lib.uic.edw/ERC/Hrus/frus58-60x1/08soviet2 himl>.

214 Sergei Khrushchev, Nikita Khrushchey 337. In 1955, a delegation of American farmers
toured the USSR bring back, according to Naum Jansy 'a lot of fairy tales, accounts of
Potemkin villages, and the like.

215 Upon returning to the USSR Mikoyan held a news conference on 24.01.19£0, see
Cuyrant Digest of the Soviet Press (CDSP) {04.03.1959) 28-31 and gave a speech to the
21% Congress on 31.01.1959, see CDSP {1.04.1959) 56-60, 79.
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appears in the family memoirs) and the fertiliser was spread.zis Both publicly and
with specialists, Khrushchev would hold up Garst and his methods as exemplary
producers.219

In Khrushchev’s address to the 21% Party Congress (28.01.1959 Pravda) the
major accomplishments since the 20" Party Congress three years earlier were listed
as: a) the path to communisim was farther walked along, b) the strength of the nation
had increased, ¢) international prestige had increased, d) industry, agriculture and
science had improved and ¢) living standards had risen.220 The topic of consumer
goods, and standard of living was directly addressed and an attempt was made to
define needs und thereby curb expeclations. 1i was declared that the time was not
fur off when man’s ‘essential requirements within necessary and reasonable limits...
[of] all the Soviet people’s requirements ol food, housing and clothing” would be
satisfied. 221 There were limils Lo man’s requirements, lor example people could not
wear unlimited quantities of clothing, or use unlimited housing space. A distinction
was made between the provision of ‘wholesome’ requirements for the cultured
person and the potentially whimsical claims for luxuries for the bourgeois. The
Soviet regime recognised the need to confine expectations: ‘essential requirements’,
‘full satisfaction within necessary and reasonable limits’, the concept of limited
material needs, and the refusal (o cater to ‘whims’ or to ‘luxuries’ are all indications
of this awareness. In the address it was acknowledged that the Soviet Union was
currently failing to provide ‘the full abundance of material goods and cultural
benefits necessary to satisfy the growing requirements of our people, necessary for
their development’ and that without this ‘communism is impossible’. 222 The issue
was further clarified by stating that communism could be achieved only if the Soviet
Union sprpassed the production levels and labour productivity level of the West,
‘The creﬁtion of the material and technical hase of communism presupposed a

‘highly developed, modern industry, complete electrification of the counlry,

218 Sergei Khrushchev, Nikita Khrushchev 337.

219 Khrushehev, Nikita Khiushehey 338.

220 Nikita 8. Khrushcehev, Rezoliutsiia po dokladu tovarishcha N. 8. Khrushecheva ‘O
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scientific and technical progress in all branches of industey and agriculture, complex
mechanization and automation of all production processcs, maximurm utilization of
new power sources and of our wealth of natural resources, new synthetics and other
materials, and a higher cultural and technical level of all the working people.’ 223
Overtaking the United States was not sufficient for the completion of communisim,
as the defects within the American system had to be avoided: ‘if America’s
production level is taken as a yardstick for the growth of our economy, it is only in
order o compare this economy with the most developed capilalist economy.” 224
Overtaking the USA was the first stage of communist construction, ‘only a way
station from which we shall be able to overtake the most highly developed capitalist
country, leave it behind, and push ahead.’225 This was to remain the main abjective
throughout Khrushchev’s leadership. Once official proclamations had been made,
Sovicl society was in a position (o take aspects of such proclamations that appeuled
(high standards of living) and overlook those that were {css appetising (no provision
for whims or luxuries). This selective process was to reinforce the backiash against
Khrushchey, his claims, and eventually the Soviet system, that arose as it became
irrefutably clear that the Soviet Union was not providing the basics let alone whims
and luxuries. It was not for naught that a common anecdote of the time asked “what
is a Soviet woman’s favourite gift? An onion wrapped up in toilet paper’ in
response to the persistent shortage of the latter.

The Russian publication ‘Concerning the abolition of taxes on faclory and
office workers and other measurcs to advance the well being of the Soviet people’
published in English under ‘Raising the Soviet Standard of Living' was a collection
of documents based on Khrushchev's published address to the Supreme Soviet
(05.05.19060) together with an explanation of resulting laws. In the main address it
was announced that the Soviet people were in the process of catching up with the
most highly developed capitalist countries, and that the feasibilily of this lask was
incontrovertible. The more dedicated workers were to fulfilling the Seven Year

Plan, the more vigilantly shortcomings would be conquered and the ‘more vigour

223 Khrushchey, ‘New Stages in Communist Construction and Some Problems of Marxist
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we display in cleaning our Soviet house of everything stagnant and outmoded the

faster we shall accomplish this.’226 The focus of the report then turns to the role of
technology in achieving Soviet supremacy. Within this technological section the
leading role of the USA is reiterated. The concluding argument held that the
superior Soviet pace of growth was such that (he gap would be closed in the near
{uture.227 Then Soviet statistics were given (The inclusion of Sovict statistics into
this study is not an acceptance of their accuracy rather it represents inlormation,
accurate or otherwise, that was made available to the masses). This particular
document claims the 1960 plan provided for the production of 7.9 billion metres of

fabric; more than France, Britain and West Germany together. It claimed also that

the Soviet Union was manufacturing more wool and linen textiles than any
individual capitalist country, and that Soviel [abric conswnption per person was
equal with [irance and was sel (o overtake West Germany and Britain. From the
main address: “We shall have 1o do a big job, take measures (o reduce the time
required for building texlile and shoe factories, enterprises for the manufacture of

chemical fibres, synthetic leather and top quality dyes. We must expand inore

rapidly the building of machines for the light, textile and chemical industries.”228

The greatest challenge was in meat production that was to remain lagging behind the

USA throughout the Seven Year Plan.2zy Tdeally, the end of the Seven Year Plan
was to witness a Soviet Union that was the most advanced country in consumplion
of ‘many important consumer goods.” The clothing and [votwear requirements of
the population were to be plentifully met, housing was to be adequate, more meat
was (0 be available etc. In Khrushchev’s concluding remarks (here is a denunciation
of doubters, a reiteration of weil placed faith in the Soviet worker, a promise to
match and overiake American production levels, and a reiteration of the idea that
abundance refers only to necessities: ‘I wish to stress once again that as regards ail
consumer goods which are really needed by the people, we shall soon reach the

level of production and consumption of the United Stales of America.’230

226 Nikita. 8. Khrushchev, Raising the Soviel Standard of Living: Report by N, S,
Khrushchey to the USSR Supreme Soviet: May 5,1960 {New York: Crosscurrents, 1960)
12.
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At the 5™ Congress of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany, Khrushchev
spoke about the challenge facing the Soviet Union: ‘not for one moment must we
forget that in all branches of industry and agriculture we are still lagging behind
capttalist countries and are not as yel meeting in full the constantly growing
requircments of the population of our countries.’231 Also in 1960, ‘Tor Victory in
Peaceful Compelilion with Capitalism’, a series of Khrushchev’s specches and
responscs to questions from foreign journalists, was published. This is a particularly
optimistic collection of interviews in which it was declared that the Soviet Union
was (o overtake the US in food and consumer goods within the ‘next few years,” in
terms of housing in the next ten to twelve years,’232 and in which it is noted that
standard of living should not be based on quantity of goods produced bul on
consumption. The idea that recognition was representative of respect was
communicated in such documents as the interview with I McDaonald, the foreign
editor of the Times, published in February in Pravda and in International Ajfairs
no.4 (1960). Tn this particular interview Khrushchev reiterated the standard
hortatory sovictese that the Soviet Union was soon to outstrip advanced capitalist
nations in per capita output and that “when this has been achieved the indisputable
superiorily of the socialist system will be even more obyious to everyone.’233 It is
also this interview that contains a phrase summing up the inevitable failure of the
Soviet economic system. ‘A minister had to be greater than God because hie had to
know everything that was being done.’ 234

Frol Romanovich Kozlov became [irst Deputy Premier in March 1958 and in
1960 he joined the Party Scerctariat. In 1959, he served as Khrushchev's interpreter
al the American cxhibition. His propensity to dress nattily, he had a ‘liking for good
jewellery and shirts with button down collars,” drew comments from the foreign
press and was not overlooked by the Soviet press.23s In November 1960, Kozlov
gave a published speech in celebration of the 43" anniversary of lhe Bolshevik
Revolution in which he reiterated many of Khrushchev®s ideas about the state of the

Soviet economy vis-a-vis Western ones and substantiated this with figures. The

231 Nikita Khiushchev, ‘5" Congress of the Socialist Lnity Party of Germany’ as reprinted in
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Soviet Union was a rich and flourishing country with exceplional prospects, and
everything necessary to satistactorily provide for its citizens.2zs “The Soviet Union
is already ahead of the United States in the output of iron ore and coal, coke,
passenger cars for trunk railways, grain harvester combines, lumber, woaollen

fabrics, butter and sugar. We realise, of course, that the United States is stil} leading

in a number of industrial fields.’237 What is not mentioned wege such details as the
US had moved away from woollen fabrics to synthetics and that the lack of
destruction to the American rail system during the war combined with its previous
expansion and the advanced state of automotive transportation resulied in the US not
needing to expand at a rate similar to the USSR. Kozlov continued by declaring that
‘only the victory of socialism and communism will insure the complete and fullest
satisfaction of the material and spiritinal needs of the working people.... Life in the
Soviet Union is becoming more and more joyous and happy.’238 As proof of the
Party’s commitment to improving living standards Kozlov draws upon the success
of the housing industry in which from *1957 to 1960 houses with a total area of
almost 300 mitlion square metres were built in towns and workers’ settlements.’239

In [958, a highly influential and prestigions drafting committee was brought

together under the auspices of the Central Committee’s International Department
chiel Boris Ponomarev. The committce was charged with gathering scientific,
technological and economic information on the state of the Soviet economy and on
international developments. Two leading economic theorists Fvgenii Varga and

Stanislav Strumilin participated. Particular attention was to be paid to ten-year

comparisons between the USSR and USA. Fydor Burlatsky joined the group in

1960 and recalled that the working group’s comparisons were ‘complete

fabrications’ but that the figures had come (o the committee in a separate folder with

Khrushchev's instructions that they be included.2a0 After the presidium had
received the draft with minor changes, it was published (30.08.1961) and presented
hy Khrushchev at the 22 Party Congress. The role of the committee was to make

the fictitious figurcs seem functional.
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In Khrushchev’s ‘Report on the Programme of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union: October 17" at the 22" Congress’, Soviet citizens heard that
previously Russia was seen as a land of the ‘pick and wheelbarrow, the wooden
plough and the spinning wheel. It had one tenth of the machinery that the United
States had, and one fifth of what Germany had.” 24: By contrast, the Soviet Union
was a country of advanced techrology, of high-powered machine tools and precision
instruments, of assembly lines, electronic computers and spaceships. It was a
country of steel and aluminium, of cement and plastics. lts steel production figures
were on a par with Britain’s, West Germany's and France's combined.242 The
Soviet public heard that the United States offered incentives for agricultoral
dumping in an attempt to maintain high prices and that the US was the ‘richest and
mightiest power in the capitalist world” and that it was past its prime.z43

In addition to official reports and speeches from within the Soviet Union based
on the Soviet cconomy, Khrushchey was to have his speeches, transeripts of press
conferences etc from abroad published in the Soviet Union. One such example was
the press coverage surrounding his trip to the United States in 1959. This trip and
the subsequent press coverage had a signilicant impact on Soviel perceptions of

Khrushchev and of capitalist consumption.

Where the state was laking society: An American example

One example of coverage linking consumption, technological and economic
images of the West and the Soviet future was Khrushchev’s extensively publicised
visit to the USA in 1959. Khrushchev’s visit was reported on before, during and
after the trip in all Soviet newspapers under such titles as “Thirteen days that stirred
the world’ and “A triumphant journey’.244 Alexander Werth arrived in Moscow just
after Sputnik was launched and was there as Khrushchev arrived back from his USA

trip. His dominant impression of press coverage at this time was ‘columns and

241 Nikita S. Khrushchev, Documents of the 22™ Congress of the GPSU; Heport on the
Programme of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (New Yaik: Crosscurrents Press,
1961) 11.
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243 Khrushchev, Documents of the 22%° Congress of the CPSU 25.

244 Rabotnitsa was to feature the visit with a three page uniitled article that included picutes
of Khrushchev's speech In the UN, the atomic icebreaker Lenin and American crowds
welcoming Khriushchev. Oleg Pisarzhevskii Habotnitsa no.10 (10.1959) 1-3.
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columns of Khrushchev in every paper.’2¢5 Press coverage was prolific and the
subject matter, the nation’s leader combined with the United Statcs, guarantecd an
audience.

The pace of the American trip was gruclling, packed wilh political, industrial,
and press meetings. The focus was on establishing trade ties, increasing the Soviet
leader’s prestige at home, and included the potentially fruitful Camp David talks.
Upon arriving back in the USSR, Khrushchev undertook a tour of Russia (primarily
of Siberia) in which he often referred to the United States. In conjunction with the
Amcrican trip and the daily coverage the work Zhit’ v mire { druzhbe, an edited
volume of Khrushchev’s American speeches, question and answer sessions and
comments thereon was published. Both the foreign language editions and the
Russian editions ran the same photos, albeit not in the same order. The images
portrayed Khrushchev and his entourage interacting with Amesicans. The pictures
contained images of American automobiles, fashion, and architecture.

BRefore leaving for the United States, Khrushchev had insisted that he be
treated as head of state and head of government, despite this being an affectation (he
was the head of government). However, being recognised as both would allow for
the full ceremonial welcome. In Gencva in 1955, Khrushchev felt that he had been
humiliated and shunned during the greeting ceremony claiming that a Swiss
guardsman man had deliberately stood directly in front of him just as Bulganin
stepped forwacd to review the Swiss guard of honour. Khrushchev ascribed great
importance to being properly respected by the West in general and the Americans in
particular: that he received a full cercmonial welcome and send off was considered
official recognilion of his success. In Khrushchev’s opening address, he began with
what many Americans were 10 assess as 1 warmongering boast and many Soviet
citizens as evidence of poor taste: ‘upon the eve of our meeting with you, Mr.
President, Soviet scientists, engineers, technicians and workers gladdened us by
launching a rocket to the moon.’246 Sputnik was often mentioned during the trip;
Eisenhower was even given a model of the satellite. A partial explanation for the

chortling over Sputnik was Khrushchev’s sense of inferiority:
g P y
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For one thing, we still have a lot to learn from the capitalists. There are many
things we still don’t do as well as they do. Its been more than fifty years since
the working class ol the Soviet Union carried out its revolution under the
leadership ol the Great Lenin, yet, to my disappointment and irritation, we still
haven’t been able to catch up with the capitalists. Sometimes we jokingly say
that capitalism is rotten to the core. Yet those rotten capitalists keep coming
up with things, which make our jaws drop in surprise. I would dearly love to
surprise #zem wilh our achievements as often. Particularly in the ficld of
techinology and organisation, rotten capitalism has botne some fruits which we
would do well to transplant into our own socialist soil.247
Shelest’s account of Khrushchev’s assessment of his final public speech in
which he lambasted Soviet arts and sciences reinforces this idea. Shelest recalls
Khrushehey saying: “’Yes, I recognise that I allowed myself to behave less than
tactfully toward people in the arts and sciences... But after all, it’s no secre( that our
science lags behind foreign science and technology in many areas.’248 In his
memoirs, Khrushchev writes of having repeatedly shared his displeasure with Soviet
workers and engineers. For example, during his 1960 kip to France, Khrushchev
was terribly impressed by the quality of the runway and how well equipped D’Orly
was. ‘Much as I’ve tried over the years and much as I ve criticised our construction
engineers, our runways stiil look worn-out and potholed a year after they’re built. 1
don’t think that therc is any secret about why everything is always so neat in the
West: it’'s a matter of good prodaction, discipline, strict standacds, and well-
designed processes. It’s just a highec level of culture in the West.” 249 He was to
continue that this ‘isn’t the first time 1’ ve mentioned the problem. T used to speak of
it whencver I came homie froin a trip aboard; unfortunately, the comparisons I made
were rarely in our favour.’250 Khrushchev was not the only Soviet citizen to
comment on Soviet inadequacies, Carl Rowan, the former head of USIA, recalled a
conversation witht a Russian citizen waiting for a delective lift in which the Russian
noted that the leadership ‘can gel to the moon bul they can’t get e to the fifth
floor.’ 251 A Muscovite voiced a stiilar antipathy to Sputnik when she remarked

that it was [ine to have Sputniks but all she wanted was to buy a new teapot.2s2
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In the USA, Khrushchev’s speeches emphasised, catching vp and surpassing
the United States. During his opening speech at the White House (15.09.1959), the
world was to learn that the Soviet leaders and citizens wanted nothing from the USA
and that the Soviet people were well aware of the fact that the Uniled States was
richer than the Soviet Union. The world was then informed that a prime Soviet
objective was (o be ‘as rich tomorrow’ as the Unitcd States was then.zs3 This idea
could not have been news to ¢ither the American administration or the American
public. Richard Nixon, who visited the USSR in the capacity of Vice President
earlier on in 1959, recalled Khrushchev telling him as they perused the American
Exhibition: ‘‘Mr. Vice President, you're ahead of us now economically, but we’re
moving faster than you are, our system is hetter than yours, and we’re going ta pass
you by prelty soon, and we’re going to wave to you as we go by and then we're
going to say ‘come on, follow us and do as we do so that you don’t fall behind any
farther’.’ 254 During the joint televised addresses to maik the official opening of the
American exhibition, Nixon stated that ‘the world’s largest capitalist country has,
from the standpoint of the distribution of wealth, come closest to the ideal prosperity
for all in a classless society.’2ss Khrushchev was to audibly intetject that the USSR
wus cilching up. Nixon believed that Khrushchev was attracted to the West’s
economic successes as he was striving to provide economic progress for ‘his poverty
stricken Soviet people. He also knew that without this progress his goal of world
domination would be a pipe dream.’256 A Sovicl journalist put it less charitably
when he commented that Klrushchev ‘liked the supermarkets and all that.’257

In an interview with leaders of the US congress and members of the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee, Kbrushehev recalled that the ‘Soviet people always
think highly of the achicvements of the American peopie, rejoice in these
achievements, are a little envious at times, and want first to bring our econony level
with yours, then gather strength and outstrip you.’ 258 In addition to acknowledging

the current state of competition between the two nations, Khrushchev often called
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on examples of historical co-operation to justify increased trade co-operation and
exchanges ol scientific and technical information.

You may rest assured that the Soviet Union will hold its own tn this economic
competition: it will overlake you and leave you behind.... Incidentally,
competition as we Sovict people understand and practise it by no means
excludes cooperation and mutual assistance.. . haven’t we cooperated with you
in the past? Some thirty years ago, when our country started building a large-
scale industry, good economic contacts were established with leading US
firms. Ford helped us build the motor works in Gorky. Your engineers helped
us build the tractor works in Stalingrad and Kharkov. Americans, along with
the British, were consultants during the construction of the Moscow subway.
We were grateful to your specialists for their cooperation and many of them
returned home with Soviet decorations and letters of thanks, to say nothing of
remuneration in cash.2s9
Khrushchev was to tauat the Americans with information about trade with Western
Europe noting that trade relations with Britain were ‘shaping up quite well’, were
expanding with West Germany largely due to the West German government’s
‘correct understanding of the interests of its country in this matter,” were ‘shaping
up’ with Italy, and were ‘not bad” with France.2s0 Two chemical plants that an
American company had purchased from Krupp of Germany had also been purchased
by the USSR; an antomobile tyre factory for the Dnepropetrovsk Economic Region
was (o be provided by a British company: Italy was active in the field of Soviet
synthetic fibre and chemical equipment and thus equipment that the Soviet Unian
would be willing to purchase from Du Pont was being purchased in Western
Europe.2st Due to the extensive nature of the Soviet press coverage, Soviel citizens
at home were able to gather information not only about the United States but also
about their nation’s trade relations. An added benefit for those learning English was
the use of the American broadcasts for translation lessons in schools, colleges and
universities.
The various comments by Henry Cabot Lodge provided figures on the
American economy and standard of living. At the dinner given by the economic
club of New York (17.09.1959), Lodge was to declare that there were 14 million

Americans who owned shares; that two thirds of the American GDP went towards

consumer items such as food, entertainment, refrigerators, autonmobiles, etc; that
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seventy-five percent of American families owned their own automobiles; that
services had overtaken production despite production quantities being the highest in
the world; and that the proportion of families making over $10,000 a year had
tripled in the last ten years. Ile declared that the term ‘economic humanism’ was the
most accurale term to describe the American system as the system cxisted for ‘the
benefit of the everyday rank and file of citizens.’262 Five days later, Lodge was {0
give a similarly detailed speech regarding labour, farm machinery, and consumer
durable consumption amongst farmers. According to Lodge, between 1940 and
1958, the average amount of farm machinery per worker had increased nine hundred
percent (with over five million tractors); availability of farn electricity went from
(thirty-one percent of farms to ninety-four percent; fifty-two percent of farms had
telephones; seventy four percent had cars; ninety percent had refrigerators; fifty
three percent had televisions; and thirty-nine percent had home freezers. Ina very
sovietesque manner, he then reported that the average American consumed 8.4
pounds of butter, thirteen pounds of cheese, 151 pounds of meat and 180 litres of
milk a year.263

Khrushehev's answer to Lodge was to acknowledge the high levels of
mechanisation and output of American farms and to cxpress an interest in applying
American methods to kolkhozes.261 “We must learn from your experience. We pay
due tribute to the knowledge, industry and expericnce of American farmers,
scientists and farm specialists. Your achicvements are worthy of praise and your
experience is worthy of study and imitation.’26s Khrushchev also commented on the
density of the crops: he had seen such crops in films but that it was good to see it in
real life.266 Despite lawer yields and poor mechanisation the kolkhoz remained
superior as it worked for the people and not for profit. Khrushchev was not so
against the Amcerican profit sysiem that he felt that all individuals involved cither on
a governmental or private fevel were incpt. He was to publicly mention a
conversation with Harriman in which he stated that after Harriman had been

replaced by the US government, he could have the post of ‘Ecopomic Adviscr to
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the Chairman of the Council of the Ministers of the USSR, with a good sulary and a
good country house.’267

Khrushchev betieved that good trade relations were indicative of good
relations between governments and repeatedly called on examples of past co-
operation as grounds for future pegotiations.2ss e liked to highlight the
industrialist Armand Hammer, whose family had owned a pencil factory during the
Tsarist times, who had a son in the Soviet Union, and who was an economic
emissary for the US government under the Kennedy administration. Hammer’s
friendly activities received wide Soviet media coverage, notably after he donated
two letters written by l.enin to the Soviet state. In 1961, he visited the old pencil
factory that was now within Moscow city limits, watking in on the night shift {with
the exception of a few new machines, all of the machines that ke had purchascd in
Germany under [.enin were still being used). Press coverage of this visit reinforced
Hammer’s connection to Lenin. For example, this report ran in Pravda:

‘Hammer went to V. 1. Lenin and said that he had decided to apply for a
concession for the manufacture of pencils. V. L Lenin looked at him with
surprise and said, “Why do you waut to take a concession for the manufacture
of pencils?” ‘Mr. T.enin,’ said Hammer, ‘you have set a goal that everybody
shiould learn to read and write and you haven’t any pencils! Therefore, I will
manufacture pencils!” [Noisy applausc in the hall] Some of the old employees
were still there to greet Hammer. ‘See how pleased our old boss is with our
progress,’ they said |Laughter and applavse]. So, you sce, V. L Lenin went
even further than we by granting concessions to foreigners.’ 269

During the 1960s, Hammer sought to ncgotiate a massive agreement for an
American technology based factory system for the production of fertilizer but
Khrushchev was removed from power before it was ratified. Tn 1978, under
Brezhnev, the scheme was resurrected. The proposal was for a complex of ten
plants, cight ammonia piants and two urea plants, with a total annual capacity of
approximately four million metric tons of liquid ammonia and one million metric

tons of urca.2z7o Great Britain was to provide the credit.
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Western moguls, such as Eaton, Hummer or Rockefelier were often given
positive press coverage in the Soviet Union. Cyrus Eaton was showcased regularly
as an industrialist who understood economics and did not let politics influence what
should be economic decisions, Typically, Eaton’s visits to the Soviet Union
received first page coverage. This image of the good industrialist was in direct
contrast with the stereotype of the businessman. Individual men contemplating
conducting business with the USSR were depicted us objective, scientific, wealthy,
and intelligent in contrast to fat swine with blood dtipping down their jowls, over
the riches stuffed in their pockets and ruining their tuxedos. Under Khrushchev the
stereotypical evilness of the capitulist was de-personified and transferred to large
corporations, as seen in a Krokodil caricature of the American firms Boeing,
Gencral Dynamics, [lughes Aircraft, Lockheed, and Douglas all depicted as wild
swine cating out of a trough labelled ‘pentagon’.271 Charles Levingon travelled in
the USSR wilh a group of prominent American businessmen and recalled that ali the
men, but Rockefeller in particular, were treated like celebrities. His assessment as
to why the capitalists received red carpet treatment was that ‘American capitalists in
the USSR have a special status, based on a strange reversal of principle, just as in

our own democralic society crowds turn out to cheer royafty. 272
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Fig. 2 ‘Kormushka’ Krokodil (1967)

Throughout the American trip, Khrushchev was to urge American
businessmen to be less illogical and allow business to be business. During an
exchange with US businessmen (25.09.1959), Eric Ridder, publisher of the Journal
of Commerce and host of the gathering, opened up discussion by asking whether
trade would improve because of Khrushchev's visit and inviting comments from the
panel. The panel consisted of several prominent American moguls and Khrushchev.
The comment from J. Strauss, the President of R. H. Macy and Co., was that
Americans did not like to purchase goods from behind the Iron Curtain. This was
refuted by A. Moore, the President of Moore-McCormack shipping lines, whose
company regularly carried shipments of Polish ham, Czech goods and Russian

caviar to the USA. Khrushchev’s response was full of irritation at the American
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businessmen’s propensity to combine political and economic constderations
declaring that the Americans were ‘making a hash of everything” and that regardless
of the evident American dislike of the Great October Socialist Revolution there was
a fondness for Russian caviar.27a In his memoirs, Klirushchev was to complain
about Poland’s high grain requisitions despite Poland having the best agricultural
yields in the Comecon and hypothesised that in Poland pigs were being fed wheat
and the ham was being seni to the USA. He charged Poland with being motivated
by dollars and the USA with having a policy of divide and conquer.274

In response Lo the question “Why, in spitc of all this | American fear of
communism, illogical trade restrictions ¢ic] do you adopt a lot of what there is in the
capitalist countries?’ Khrushchev was to answer: ‘Because we are not fools!’ 275
During the course of the American trip, it was made clear that the Soviel interest in
purchasing consumer goods did not lay in sausages, shocs or machine equipment.
Interest lay in exactly those industrial ficlds that were the subject of recent trade
deals with Western Earope: tyre production, automotives, synthetic materials,
peirochemicals, chemicals etc. However, Khrushchev was to overlook one of the
great technological innovations of the time in favour of his stomach. During the
American exhibition, IBM had exhibited a functioning RAMAC computer,276
During the planning stages of Khrushchev’s visit to the USA, he was offered the
opportunity to tour IBM. {Soviel press coverage attributed the invitation to the State
Department.) In a speech at a civic authorities’ reception in San Francisco
(21.09.1959) after his visit to IBM Khrushchev was to speak fondly of Mr. Waison,
the President of IBM Corp, with whom hc had had contact in the Soviet Union and
USA. Then he declared that the tour was ‘evidently’ interesting but that as a non-
specialist his evaluation ‘meant nothing’ and that only time would tell which
country was producing better machines.277 This was fallowed by praise for the self-
service cafeteria system that was instituted as a highly efficient and novel system.

Upon returning to the USSR, Khrusheliev sought to have the cafeteria system
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implemented, the result of which failed to impress at least one Soviet professor,
Evgenii Arsenyevich Boltin, who referred to them as ‘completely useless.’278 In his
final address on American soil, Khrushcheyv brought the essence of the visit around
from politics and econamics to the people: ‘we liked your beautiful cities and fine
roads, but most of all your fine amiable, kind hearted people.’279
Khrushchey spoke of his American (rip and his ceremonious departure during
his subsequent tour of the USSR, At a rally in Vladivostok (06.10.1959), he
conveyed his pride in the ceremony given Lo the Sovict delegation and the sense of
vatidation of Soviel achievementis that this gave:
as I stoad in the aercdrome near Washington before departing from America,
the salute of nations was given in honour of our motherland, just as during the
welcoming ceremony. I was delighted to hear our national anthem and the
twenty-one cannon salvos. After the first voliey I though, ‘that’s in honour of
Karl Marx, the second — Friedrich Engels, the third — Vladimir Ilyich Lenin,
the fourth His Majesty the warking class, the toiling people!... And so on, one
volley after another in honour of our motherland and her people. Nos bad,
comrades, not badlaso
A Moscow journalist put it succinctly when he said: ‘on the whole, there is
something very nice about Americans, and, my God, it’s an impressive countiry; and
it’s no use denying that Nikita was really impressed by their standard of living.’251

Q: Is it true that Comirade Kheushchev’s health is declining?

A: Yes. He is suffering from a hernia caused by lifting the level of agricultural
production, hyperventilation caused by trying to catch up with America, and
verbal diarrhoea caused by God knows what.2s2

Conclusion: Why Khirushchev needed external comparison

Praise for the United States was comumon and accepted enough daring this
time that even Soviet military backed publications like Krasnaya zvezda were 10
carry positive statements such as there is no ‘doubt the American people are
industrious and talented, They have made a greal contribution to world civilization
and culture in subjugating nature.’283 L. R. Borisov of Inostrannaia literatura was in

New York in 1959. In his coverage of America he wrote that he had come to accept
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that ‘in science and technology, the USA represented the epicentre, * and that in
terms of the provision of all life’s comforts the American ecoitomy had provided
‘not a few results.” 284 In describing the general perception of the West, specifically
America in the 19505 and early 1960s in Russia, R. K. White wrotc that within
Soviet society there was the notion that life “in America is a kind of magic crystal in
which they hope to catch glimpses of their own future and their children’s (uture.’ 283
In conversation with two Siberians who were in Moscow on business in the early
1960s, Eddy Giimore was surprised by both the level of information and praise that
he found:

‘Siberia’s like the great West in Arerica,’ said Konstantin. “We’ve got
everything out there, just as your west has everything. We've got cattle, oil,
coal, gold, diamonds-waving fields of grain and the Mexicans’

“You don’t have Texas millionaires,” I intcirupted.

‘“We have collective farms that are miilionaires.’

‘Not the same as a Texas millionaire,” I said.

‘I don’t suppose so. But we’ll have them one of these days.”

‘Under Communism?’

‘Who knows? He roared with laughter, ‘Here’s a toast. To Siberian
millionaires.’

‘How do you know about the West?’ 1 asked.

‘T’ve been there, tovarich. I've been to Texas, to Oklahoma, the whole thing —
Arizona and New Mexico too. Now, Texas, that’s a state for you. [ loved it.
It’s so much like Siberia’2s6

Gilmore's conversation with the Siberian businessmen highlights 2 number of the
then contemporary issucs. A wiltingness to put faith in the successes of the
Communist system (the wealthy collective farms, the future of millionaires in
Siberia); praise for the wealth of the West; and an increasingly Jarge group of
privileged citizens who could travel abroad.

The West was a foil for the Soviet Union in many of the anecdotcs that were to
gain such popularity during this cra. As Peter Vail and Aleksandr Genis have noted,
without the Wesl in general and the United States in particular, many of the most

enduring pointed anecdotes of the period would not have existed. Tor example,

284 R. Borisov, ‘Reklama i zhizn’,’ Inostrannaia fiteratura no.9 (1959) 213-218, 213, 214.
285 He alsc noted that part ot this Image was formed or reinforced by the American
publication Amerika and the extraordinary demand thereof. Baiph K. White, Feartul
Warriors (USA: Macmillan, 1984) 257.

288 Gilmore, The Cossacks Bumed Down the YMCA 160-161.
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‘How do you undermine a capitalist country? Send Soviet planners’2s7; ‘A vagrant
lies in the gutter, dressed in filihy rags. starving, and almost comatose. Comment of
the obscrves: ‘somebody has reached socialism;’2s8 or, “What is the difference
between democracy and communism? Abundance.’28s Even Khrushchev's pet
project of agriculture was subjected to this ridicule: ‘Khrushchev appealed to
Kennedy with a request to sell grain. Kennedy replied: Fine, We will sell you grain.
But, you want to spread commuaism throughout the world. Where will you buy
grain from then?’290 Or the fictitious taunting by Soviet and American children:

American and Soviet children playing with/ taunting each other.

- Youdon’t have flour, and you don’t have grouts.

- Your president was murdered.

- And you won’{ have flour and you won’t have grouts.2o

Official comparison with the West was not restricted to the Khrushchev era.
However, by the late 1960s and the Brezhnev regime, the proclamations of catching
up and surpassing had been guieted. Neither the population nor the leadership
believed in the viability or the benefits of the claims. In Brezhnev’s 1967 closing
speech 1o the CPSU he excused the fact that the Soviet Union was Jagging behind
through historical justification, noting that when the bourgeoisie came to power it
received ‘a well designed and tested vehicle, a well prepared road and previously
tested appliances’ while the proletariat had received ‘no vehicle, no road, absolutely
nothing that had been tested beforehand.’202 Under Brezhnev the attempt was made
to return comparison to the historical and internal [rom its foray into the
contemporary and external. However, the goal of providing an improved standard
of living remained part of official rhetoric and the need for some Weslern
technology remained. In 1976, Kosygin declared the need to improve ‘the quality of
products, especially consumer goods.’203 At the 25" Party Congress in February

1976, Brezhnev declared that the Soviet government was like any other government
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in that it sought to make use of the ‘advantages provided by external econenic links
for the purposes of mobilising additional opportunities for the successful resolution
of economic tasks and the guining of time, for raising the effectiveness of
production and accelerating the progress of science and technology.’204 At the 26”
Party Congress in February 1981, he instigated an investigation into why ‘we
sometimes Jose our lead (in technology], spend large sums of money on purchasing
abroad equipment and technology that we are fully able to make for ourselves often
indeed at a higher level of quality.’20s By late 1970s and early 1980s there were
public statements expressing concerns with the high level of Soviet importation of
Western equipment and technology and the false application ol technology
purchased. For example, the press reported (hat in ‘a2 number of cases the imported
equipment was left outdoors exposed to Russian weather and component cannibals.
In a number of instances, it was not used at all’. 206 Another cautionary notc caine
from Andrei Amalrik when Sidney Monas questioned how increased exposute to the
United States could possibly fail to bring improvements, Amalrik responded with
doubts that ‘foreign tourists, jazz records and mini-skirts will help te create a
‘humane sociely’.”297

As a newly formed country that Lhad inherited a backward economic system,
the state of the Soviet economy looked more impressive when comparted with the
Tsarist period, than with the economies of the West. However, external emphasis
was essential o Khrushchey’s programme. Indeed, it is arguable that without the
West, Khrushchev would not have been able to build his type of communism: if
Lenin’s communism was Soviet power plus electrification of the whole country than
Khrushchev’s was Soviet power plus Western prosperity. Khrushchev visualised
two equally ranked entities (either the two superpowers or the East and the West
match this description), marching towards a similar future of world dominance of
their respective idcology and the highest international standard of living for their
citizens. However, historical differences had resulied in the West being farther

along economically than the USSR. After temendous gains from industrialisation

294 As quoted in Abraham 8. Becker, Egonomic Helations with the USSR (Massachusetts:
Lexington Books, 1983) 36,
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at break-neck speed, despite the (remendous costs involved, and the pumishing losses
of WWII, the Soviet Union was, notwithstanding persistent shortages and industrial
shortcomings, catching up with the West in general and was o overtake capitalist
nations, which had neither ‘steam power nor hauling power’2¢s in some fields by
1970 and completely by 1980. This idea of catching up was reiterated both at home
and abroad. In New Delhi in 1959, Khrushchev stated that the competition between
the communist and capitalist world was like a horse race and that the ‘horse you are
riding in the United States is an old horse. 1t was a fine horse at one time, but now
it’s old and worn out and beginning to go fame, But the horse we’re riding, our
Communist horse, is young and vigorous and spirited, and we’re going to pass you
and win this race.’290 The imagery of a horse race is less common than the more
industrial image of the steam engine that was to be used throughout the American
visit in 1959 with comments to the effect that the Soviet “whistle calling’ was
ringing increasingly cleaver and londer in the ears of the West.300 Failure to catch up
with and surpass the West would constitute de l[acto a failure to achieve communism
and severely de-legitimised the rule of the Communist Party. Tt was one of the greal
contradictions of Soviet life that Soviet citizens lived in a modern industrial state but
endured the living conditions of an economically backward state.so1 In the
subsequent chapter, the focus is on several areas of conswnption that were of
particular importance to the public and the state: housing, clothing, passenger cars
and food. In these areas, Khrushchev created a ground for common dialogue, or in
his words ‘I think that the iood of the average housewife is a better indicalor than
the bureau of statistics about the health of our economy,’ 302 and opened up the

possibility for an increased sense of personal cmpowerment and involvement.

203 the image of the locomotive was a play on the old bolshevik song ‘Our steam locomotive
is speeding forward, bound for communism’ and can e found in many speeches and works
including Khrushchev, Documents of the 22M Congress of the CPSY; 130; Khrushchey,
Olchet tsentralnogo komiteta kommunisticheskoi partii Sovetskogo Soiuza XX S"ezda
Partii.

299 Nixon, The Challenges We [Faca 24,
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2: Commenting on Communist Consumption

Introdnction

Marxism, like any ideology, faces the charge of being abstract, theoretical,
non-accessible and etitist, The theoreticians within the Communist Party were often
dismissed as being intellectual but not practical and unable to connect with ihe
workers. Khrushchey’s programme of peaceful coexistence was straightforward and
while the meaning of such slogans as ‘tull abundance” was questionable, the
building of the material basis of communism was concrete and affccied (he daily
lives of citizens. The result of combining consumption and communism was that
Khrushchev established a common ground for dialogue. The state opened up the
channels for discussion about housing, clothes, passenger cars, food etc and the
public entered into these dialogues. The crux of the problem was that the success in
¢stablishing a dialogue left the regime fighting a rear guard action in an attempt to
control the unleashed expectations. As Boffa has written of the era (his words
cchoing the novel Not By Bread Alone): *after all, there was bread, and even a type
ol butter.’303 Khrushchev was seeking a broad base of support aud the bringing
together of the people and the governiment while citizens wanted not merely cass,
motor scooters, cassercles, and wnbrellas, but affordable and attractive Soviet ones.
Khrushcheyv himself acknowledged the general preference for foreign goods
amongst Soviet conswmers who had a particular penchant for ‘hard to find imported
goods, which satisfy their aesthetic demands much better than domestically
manufactured products.’s0+ His attempls to control consumption ‘if you want to get
more than is possible you may even lose what you already have” were ineffectual.sos

In this chapter four areas of importance for both Soviet society and the Soviet

leadership (housing, clothing, automeobiles and culture) will be discussed within the
context of what was provided, what was expected and how expectlations were ticd {0
technological and economic images of the West. Housing has been chosen for as
the post Soviet exa faced severe housing shortages; there was a political commitment
made to changing the housing situation; there was a teclinological and thus

economic change in housing construction that symbolised modernity and a new
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efficiency; and architectlural and construction ideas were being introduced from the
‘West. The housing «rive in the 1960s is also indicative of the state abandoning the
idea of a socialist living quarier (communal flats) for a private domestic sphere,
Clothing has been chosen as it represents a field of consumption that is highly
subjective, malleable and omnipresent. Clothing trends within the Saviet Union
were politicised and were clearly delineated on Western and Non-Western lines.
Clothing was a field where Saviet citizens could transform Soviet exteriors into
Western ones. It is also a field that speaks directly to the stale’s atterapt to come to
a compromise with citizens, distinguishing between need and want. Both housing
and clothing appear again in connection with how the West was presenting itself in
the following chapter on exhibitions. Automobiles appear several times in this
study, in this chapter, in AVTOVAZ and to a lesser degree in the chapter ‘Tmage
Conduits’. The automobile is a symbol of national technological and economic
prowess as weil as private freedom and prosperity. The debate surrounding the
private passenger car in the Soviet Union highlights issues of external comparison,
social expectations, and technological pride. More about the significance of
automebiles as cultural artefacts will be discussed in chapter five. The final section
deals with culture. Of all the subjects looked at in this chapter, culture was subject
to the greatest ideological scrutiny, as it was considered by the ruling elite to be the
most potentially subversive aspect of contact. The [icid of culiural contact is
extensive and the purpose of this study is to provide a brief insight into some aspects
of cultural contact to highlight how images of the West could be formed through
seemingly benign (benign in the sense that Soviet authorities judged them
permissible} forms of a typically ideologically charged medium. Each of these
cxamples addresses the idea of who participated in myth building and how images

were created.

Housing

The immediate post-war housing situation in the Soviet Union was dire. Poor
housing, and inadequate utilities plagued the countryside while massive
overcrowding, poor housing and inadequate utilities plagued the cities. The Stalinist
architecture {the so called Stalinist wedding cakes), provided visually impressive

buildings, but was expensive, inc[ficicnt and difficult to build. Soviet architecture
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of the post-war period revealed its sins: it was arguably unattractive; it was costly,
irrational, and based on antiquated construction methods. A campaign against waste
and conservatism and for the adoption of modern industrial methods was needed.
Under Stalin, a luw was passed giving every individual a right to ten square metres
and a family to a minimum of thirteen square metres of living space.3vs The
communat housing project {Kommunalka) was an example of communist ideas
being superimposed on bourgeois space. Individuals or families had a room or a
partitioned room and shared all other rooms including the red corner (the red corner
was to metamorphosis from an icon corner under the Tsars wo a corner for a picture
or bust of Lenin, then Stalin, and under Khrushchev - the 'I'V), The ideoclogical
justification for the communal {lat was that as public life was personal fulfilment,
and as public life was becoming ‘belter and more cheerful’, then the nced for a
private sanctuary was nuli.307 The move away from the communal flat snder
Khrushchev represenis botl a significant potitical concession by the Paity to
individual citizens aud the abandoning of an ideological theory.

One of the earliest primary goals of the post Stalin government was an
impressive housing project, In 1957, a formal decision was made to liquidate the
‘most acute problem’ of housing, Under this new decision, man’s living space
requirement for farge cilies was nine square metres per person. The desire for more
space was dismissed as abnormal and irrational. The irrational need of some for
more than nine square metres of living space did not apply to Party officials’ dachas.
In an interview with UPI correspondent Henry Shapiro (Pravda 19.10.1957)
Khtushchev acknowledged thal there was a housing problem and the government
has chosen to address this by ‘satisfying the people’s housing needs within ten (o
twelve years. We wish to provide an apartinent for every family, not a room but an
apartment... we shall end the housing shortage and create normat uman living
conditions in urban and rural housing.” 308 The 1965 article, ‘Moskvy, 197... god’

conlains detailed information about the near future composition of Moscow

306 Actual per person square metres was 8.07 square melres in the cities, the average
house build by colleclive farmers was 26.9 square metres, the average private flat was 35.8
square metres and the average state bulli flat was 29.8 square metres. See Arcadius
Kahan, Some_Problems of the Soviet Industrial Wotlker: Volume | (Oriental Research
Partners: Newtonville, 1894) 283,
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and West (Cambridge: MIT Press, 2000} 201.
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including the quantity and nature of private dwellings (nine and sixteen-storey
buildings) and the proliferation of restaurants, entertainment and services. The
concluding sentence of the article is that ‘in a word, Moscow will grow, get
younger, and improve from year to year.’ 3o

During the plenary session of the CC CPSU (23.11.1962), Khrushchev gave
the speech ‘On the Development of the USSR Economy and Reorganisation of Party
Guidance of the National Economy’ in which he spoke of the Party’s continuing
commitment to improving the well being of the working people. To this end, the
output of consumer goods was reported as having increased and ‘large scale housing
conslruction was proceeding on schedule with a tolal space of 325,000,000 square
metres, or 8,300,000 new flats in citics and workers’ seltlements during the first four
years of the Seven Year Plan, and 2,400,000 rural homes having been buill.’s10 The
housing projcct was 1o take into consideration the needs of the family (including
newly weds) for a private fiat complete with ‘central heating, piped water, scwerage
systems, bathrooms, electric lighting and gas.’sn  Promises such as the above were
on line with promising the Soviet population the moon. The provision thereof was
part of the responsibilities of a superpower and thus was promised based on
comparison with the West, specifically the USA and not with past Soviet provistons.
In the Seven Year Plun, Khrushchev officially announced the objective s the
provision of a separate flat for each family. The dimensions of the flats were
approximately forty-four square metres per apartment, small by Western standards,
however, depending on the size of the [amily, the {lats could polentially provide
more than the official minimum allotied living space of nine square metres per
person for persons dwelling in farge cities. 312

The counstruction initiative was successful enough to regularly provide more
flats than new families formed by marriage, but it did not provide sufficient leeway
for families in communal flats looking to get out and families trying to get into

cities, nor did it account for divorce.313 Using marriages as an indication of newly
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formed families, the increase in housing can be contextualised for the period of
1965-1970.

Table 2 Yearly Registered Marriages and Construction of New Flats 1965-
1970 in Thousands

car Estimated Registered Constructed

Marriages Apartments
1965 2,009 2,227
1966 2,067 2,291
1967 2,122 2,312
1968 2,111 2,233
1969 2,251 2,231
1970 2,365 2,266

Tsentral’noe statisticheskoe upravienie pri Sovete Ministrov SSSR114

Logistically, the construction programme was a monumental undertaking: flats
needed to be built quickly, efliciently and cheaply. To this end, Khrushchev placed
a great deal of emphasis on the adoption of modern Western construction methods
and designs and the Party instituted wide sweeping rcforms for the industrialisation
of construction work. New materials were 1o be adopted, assembly line production
for prefabricated elemenis progressed and the allotted housing budget increased
from fifty-eight billion roubles in 1950 to 172 biliion roubles in 1959.315 Despite
official proclamations to the contrary, prefabricated reinforced concrete did not
prevail as the dominant construction material for many years. This was due to
significant internal reluctance from Party officials to the use of foreign techniques
and industrial limitations, in particular the failure of the concrete department to
supply the quality and quantity of product needed. In the late 1950s in Moscow and
St. Pelersburg contain descriptions of a large percentage of buildings still being built
using the traditional method of bricks and mortar. The rapid pace of construction,
swelling demand and a general dearth of skilled workers and masters resulted in
dubious quality. The government and citizens acknowledged lhese problems.
Reports appeared regularly in the press, with the most cominon complaints being

cracks in walls and ceilings, dysfunctional plumbing, and the need for festooned
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nets to caich falling debris from outer walls. The witticism ‘lnstant antiquity” was
applied to the new buildings. In a published response to complainis, Mikoyan
acknowledged that the majority of Soviet workers were untrained in construction
and in the new building methods. I an attempt to rectify poor standatds of
workmanship, the Soviet government enacted a directive that labourers were to have
[irst priority on flats in the building on which they worked. John Scott of Time Life
Magazine visited Leningrad in 1960 after a three-year absence and noted that while
there were improvements, the fegal sanitary minimum was not being met und that
officials acknowledged this.ale As the provision of private living quatters was
adopted as ‘normal’ for Western nations and ‘required’ for a superpower and as the
methods and techniques were lauded as modern, better, more efficient and so on, the
Soviet production of ‘instant antiquity’ called the credibility of the Soviet Union
achieving in the present and the future what was being propagated as established
reality in the West. In addition to the problematic juxtaposition of the Soviet reality
and the Western image, there was the {antastic Soviet future.

These difficulties in achieving even legal minimums were in contrast to
some of the images of the future Soviet city and dwellings. The Soviet city of the
future was described by one Moscow architect as dominated by building facades
with huge windows made of a synthetic material with gold and silver veins running
through them. Main thoroughfares were to be filled with music, cars and people. At
night time the skyline was to appear to be a mountain range and in autumn after
sundown there was to be the image of golden leaves everywhere. The ‘most
favourable living conditions’ were to be provided for everyone complete with easily
accessible amenities. ‘Is the city we have just pictured reaily so remote? No,
because such cities are already being planned and built in the Soviel Union.'si17
What Soviet citizens also knew was that Britain, USA and Wesl Germany were
leading in the production of synthelic malerials (sec reference to huge windows),
that images of huge thoroughfares were associated with Britain’s motorways and the
United States highway systein; that Western music was temptation; and that the

production of passenger cars was dominated by the West.
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An attempt was made to inspire confidence in the new building techniques
through a series of international construction exhibitions and architectural displays
in national exhibitions/trade fairs. During these exhibitions, foreign governments
and companies built their own structures, often with the assistance of Soviet workers
and supplied Western technicai publications and documents. Turii Gerchuk was to
recall the excitement surrounding the construction of foreign architecture in this
instance during the American National Exhibition in 1959 when workers ‘wearing
strange helmets of coloured plastic’ appeared and began work on an ‘openwork,
tubular, spherical construction, which they filled with a six-sided honeycomb with
metal panels’, this geodesic dome was to serve as the central pavilion for the
cxhibition. 318 Next to the geodesic dome was a seties of plastic multi faceted, semi
transparent fan-like structures that were to house various exhibits. Gerchuk recalled
that the ‘demonstrative simplicity and strange, purely echnological elegance, guite
incompatible with any kind of applied ornament, was received as a visual lesson in
genuinely contemporary architecture.” 319 There was an intense interest (testified to
by the fong queues of vigitors) in the prefabricated American home.s2o The historian
Stephen Bittner has argued that Khrushchev’s praise for foreign architecture and his
association of Soviet progress with the West, for example in the autumn of 1960
Khrushchev commented on the improvements in Moscow by saying that the city
now compared favourably with cities in the United States, resulted in successful
measures in Soviet architecture being associated with the West, regardless of the
veracity’ of such ideas.32: In the 1963, Soviet study ‘The World Of Values of
Soviet Youth’ the 6,425 were asked (o rank the most important architectural
edifices. The top ten included the Kremlin (first place), MGU (sccond), UN
headquarters in New York (fourth), the Empire States building (seventh) and
modemn western apartment buildings (fifth). Of the top ten, four were Western, and

except for high-rise housing, all were public buildings.322
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Design was an integral aspect of modernity and universality. Along with
modern amenities, a sieek, multifunctional efficient design broadened Soviet
citizens to world citizens. This linkage was often, but not exclusively, restricted to
the upper echefons of Soviet society. In his description of the average executive’s
flat of the late 1950s, David Granick described a lucky executive as one who
reccived a flat in a recently constructed complex as these had a ‘fairly airy and light
architectural fecling rather than the heavy pomposity which characterised the
construction of even five years ago.’ 323 The flat would consist of two small to
medium sized rooms, a kitchern, a toilet and a bathroom. A single wall claset in the
flat would be a luxury, Appliances in the smalf kitchen would include a two-burner
stove, a small sink with workspace, and overhead cupboards. There would be little
room for any other appliance, but a small refrigerator could be added later.324 The
lack of space for a refrigerator is perhaps one reason why only ‘the smallest
refrigerators seem to be produced.’s2s John Massey Stewast, press cenlre employee
at the 1966 British Trade Fair was invited to the flat of a Soviet journalist living in
Moscow, He wrote that two room flat was comfortable with an entrance hall, a
room for two children, a living room cum bedroom for the parents, a bathroom,
lavatory, and a kitchen with an American refrigerator containing American cake
mixes that had been brought over recently by a friend.az¢ The flat owner Katya was
to comment that some ‘foreigners think these new apariments are only for privileged
people... They're wrong. The only intellectuals here besides ourselves ate an
architect and his wife, she’s a movie ditector, a magazine editor, & woman chief
engineer with her son and his family, and a head librarian’.327 That the woman
considered ‘intellectuals’ to be privileged people is an issve that will be addressed in
Chapter Four. Ray Pierre Corsini was to visit a flat in a new housing project
building that belonged to ‘“Mrs S-, the widow of a former Soviet official who had
been stationed in New York. Corsini was to describe the four room flat housing five

family members as ‘quite liveable, light, airy, and with larger rooms than those in
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our housing projects.’s2s The bathroom was siall bul with all the necessary
amenities and the kitchen had a large window, enough space for a family dining
table and a refrigerator. In a conversation with Jolm Gunther, a Moscow-based
French expatriate was (0 comment on e general sensc ol ‘ycarning lor bright
colours and chromium furniture and trips to the scaside.” and noted lfurther that after
‘forty years of privation, their sense of fun is coming out.” 320 Gunther was (o
respond that his dominant impression from a recent trip to a housing project was the
lack of closets to which the woman replied: ‘they [the Russians] just haven’t come
to closets yet! 330

With the acquiring of the flat came the need to furnish the flat, not least of all
with storage space. It is in the design of furniture that one sees foreign influences
even more strongly than in architecture. Furnishings were to be sleek,
multifunctional, plentiful and in line with those scen from Scandinavia and Finland.
In Moscow, there was a furnituee shop called 1000 Items for Your Home, named
after the magazine 1000 Tips for Young Homenakers. The idea of a thousand items
for the house was as revolutionary as the contents. However, furniture stores were
often barren entities, one observer noted that her local furniture store was always
empty of goods with the exception of one day when she saw two lorries delivering
glass-fronted bookcases that fitled the store to overflowing. Within days the store
was again barren.331 Shortages in furniture were exasperated by the drive to convert
Soviet taste fram heavy and ornate {o chrome, synthetic, multifunctional and
contemporary (by conlemporary read international). Women's magazines and
decorative magazines were to publish pictures of the modern style alongside images
of old massive furpiture being discarded, and the state was left providing not only
for the newly created living spaces but new tastes as well.

L 1955 a campaign against ornamentalism was launched, in which
ornamentalisin was denounced as superfluous, pompous and petii bourgeois.ass

Mass-produced, simple, elegant and multi functional items for domestic
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consumption was communist. The refining of the new Soviet Man’s tastes was to
resull in the rationalisation of consumption. First to be eliminated was kitsch,
particularly subject to ridicule were the seven elephants that adorned windowsills,
wardrobes and china cabinets. A piece of clothing or article of fumiture was not
worthy of a Soviet purchaser unless it was versatile. The coat for all seasons, the
Jow bed without bed posts that could be made into a sofa, or the sofa without a back
that could be made into a bed, the chair with a storage unif under the cushion, or the
table that folded up into the wall. Multifunctionality meant that individuals requircd
fewer objects; fewer objects meani that individuals were decreasing their
dependence on the material and were advancing towards the realisation of
cammunism. However, Sovict authorities were concerned with the possibility of
specifically women exceeding the bounds of limited consumplion and demanding
excessive and unnecessary goods, Having witnessed the rowdy reopening of
G.U.M. in the 1950s, Richard Hdmonds noted that perhaps the authorities had cause
for concern. 333

Another aspect of furnishing the house was the provision of appliances.
Gilmore was to recall one of his biggest surprises in Russia occurred when his
mother-in-law tugned Lo his wile Tamara and said ‘‘Please dear, will you go into the
kitchen, look in the refrigerator and take out the caviar?” Ten years ago this sweet
and generous woman, in her wildest dreams, would not have dreamed of using an
electric refrigerator, much less owning one.’33a Officially, the CPSU was committed
to lightening women’s burdens through the mass provision of modern, affordable,
inexpensive domestic machines, appliances, and clectrical devices.13s This
lightening of the women’s burden bears a striking similarity to the Western refrain
of technologicul development for the easing of the housewife’s burden.
Interestingly, the Western refrain of technology reducing the housewife’s burden
was held vp as representing the insidious subjugation of Western women to the
mechanised hearth. One example of this message is u serics of newspaper arlicles
on the visit of a group of Soviet tourists to an average American home. The tourists

repotted that they were told that the family was saving money in order to purchase

333 Edmonds, Bussian Vistas 111.

334 Gilmore, The Cosgsacks Burned Down the YMCA 55.

335 The_Road to Communism: Documents of the 22™ Congress of the CPSU; 17-
31.10.1861 (Moscow: Foreign Language Publishing House, 1961) 543-544.

100




several new appliances that were to ease the housewife’s chores. This surprised the
Soviet visitors as the kitchen contained a ‘range with numerous buttons, a set of
ovens, a dish washing machine, a closet refrigerator, a washing machine, eic.’.336
The tourists noted that the woman was as bound to the household as those women
without the plethora of appliances, the only difference being the difficulty of the
physical labour. The intended message was that within the West/America women
were not as free as in the Soviet Union and that technology without socialism did
not cssentially change the role of women. The other message conveyed was that in
the average American house there was a wealth of goods that cased the physical
work of women, that an average Amcrican family had their own house, that the
husband earned enough money tor the wife to stay at home and that a kitchen that
was not yet adequate in terms of appliances contained multipfe ovens. a dishwasher,
and a large refrigerator etc.

There can be no doubt that the ‘modernisation’ of dizain, (design) and
architecture, was a politically co-opted phenomenon. Minimalism,
multifunctionality, and simplicity weee cfficient means of providing the highest
number of goods Lo the greatest number of individuats with the lowest output cost
per item. Calls for redecorating and the launching of housing campaigns often
coincided with important public holidays such as May Day or the anniversary of the
October Revolution. The shift lowards ornamentalisin that had occurred under Stalin
was labelled a social deviation und in discarding ornamentalism, the acquiring of
new modern items resulted in civic duty involving consumuption. However, the
material and political need for modern consumer items exacerbated the need for and
facus on technologically advanced forms of mass production.

Despite the best intentions, housing remained problematic: waiting lists were
long, charges of unfair allocation were comnmon, problems with new flats abounded
and expectations grew faster than housing opportunities. Starting to deal with the
issue of housing gave birth to a new series of issues from furniture and appliances to
ever increasing utility usage. As in other areas of life, the cynicism and scepticism

associated with perceived governmental promiscs was conveyed through anecdotes.

336 Shyvaiutsia mechty cheloveclieskie: Man's Dreams are coming true 277.
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A [ticnd says (o a fricnd, ‘1 have just written a book.’
- What about?

- Boy meets gizl.

- Ah, a story!

- They fall in love,

- Ah, a romance! B
- They get married and find a flat,
- Ah, a fable!lza7

Clothing

Clothing and fashion were to be particularly problematic aspects of the
planned economy. Under Stalin, a pair of boots for one out of cvery thrce citizens
was standard. An interview respondent from the St. Petersburg project was te recall
her father’s joy during the [930s, when as a reward for his stellar production norms,
lie reccived a coupon for a pair of red gicl’s shoes (Jater in life she was to recall this
with horror — that a grown man could be so delighted that the state was going to
grant him the possibility of abtaining a pair of necessary shoes for his daughter).
Isaac Deutscher has declared ‘the barefooted and the owner of a pair of shoes are
not equal; and not even a government consisting of communist angels could make
them s0.’338 Under Khrushchev, an attempt was made to eliminate this expression
of anti-egalitarianism when he proposed that production increase to a level that
wauld provide one pair of new shoes per person per year. One of the first post-
Stalin, public acknowledgements that the clothing and textile industry nceded
reforming cate from Kosygin in 1954 in the ‘Consumer Goods Programme.’339 In i
this programme the need 10 provide ‘beautiful high quality and varied working .

clothes, hame, holiday, evening and sports clothes, with due regard for the

consumer’s age and tastes’ was acknowledged.3so It was also acknowledged that at
present, consumners were complaining not only about quantity but quality. This
public discontent is in contrast with the thankfulness of the Stalinist era as noted
above. As production had increased and the issue was not only quantity but also

quality and variety, it stands o reason that Soviet production was sufficient to meet

only the most basic of needs. While it is arguable that the desire for attractive

337 Gunther, Inside RussiaToday 427.
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clothing is part of human nature, Soviet fashion trends indicate that they were driven
by both internal and external considerations,

The provision of adequalte beautiful clothing in accordance to consumer
preferences was an extremely problematic endeavour not only from a fashion point
of vicw but also from the definition of adequate quantity. A passage from the work
Shyvaiutsia mechty chelovechestva is illustrative of the concept of limited
abundance as it pertains to clothing. The passage opens with an acknowledgement
that clothing and footwear, unlike foodstuffs, have no non-transcendable bounds.
Clothing and foolwear requircments were a combination of basic function, the need
to protect the body against the elements, and socie-economic and cultural functions.
The Soviet citizen was to be above the “philistine craving to show off” and socialist
[ashion was to be beder aligned with function and beauty representing the ultimate
in their ‘quatity, comfort and beauty.” 34t Fashion provisions from the state were a
means by which the state would provide clothing for work, home and leisure while
simultaneously cultivating appropriate aesthetic lastes. The question as to whether
the Soviet Man should have clothes for all occasions was rhetorical and followed by
the more pertinent query: ‘Can socicly (ully satisty people’s rationat requirements in
high guality and beantiful clothes? Of course it can.’342 Both economic systcms
were (o provide beautiful clothing and shoes, with both having well dressed citizens,
but the Soviet system was to provide classic quality immune to the lickleness of
fashion trends and an external ranking system. What constituted the highest
standard of living or the fuifilling of alt man’s needs was the ‘rational’ provision of
consumer goods. These ideals are in con(rast with such Soviet practices as
producing bourgeois knock-olls of western designer labeis.

Speaking during an election campaign in the Kalinin District ol Moscow,
Khrushchev acknowledged that attractive and good quality clolhing and shoes were
not a luxury but a right and were an integral part of the increased production of
conswner goods. He also acknowledged the rising expectations: ‘our people not
only want to have all the prime necessities of life. they also want to wear attractive

and good quality clothes. Has our industry done everything to meet these demands?

341 Shyvaiutsia mechty chelovecheskie: Man's Preams are coming true 158-160.
342 Sbyvaiutsia machiy chelovecheskie; Man's Dreains are coming true 188-160.
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No, far from it.” 243 Khrushchev was getting ahcad of himself, jumping over the
provision of the basics that had not yet been fulfilled, while simultancously
questioning the ability of industry to meet demands. The provision of quality was
problematic as Soviet industry was struggling to introduce new production methods,
which by the very nature of new methods invelved a period of experimentation and
thus decreased production while still attempting to meet high production quotas.

According to Aleksei Adzhubei, Khrushchev considered the shortages of
foatwear and clothing (o be of prioﬁty and that synathetic fabric was essential to
ending shortages.z44 Svnthetic material would have been known initially through its
usage in Nazi Germany military uniforms and subscquently through British,
American and later French and Italian fashions, In the June plenum of 1960,
synthetic fabric was attributed as being responsible for the output volume and style
of modern French, English and West German fashion. In part, this focus on quantity
was an attempt to convinee a sceptical public of the merits of synthetics. Scepticism
was often exhibited in face of new materials be it prefabricated concrete or velvet
precisely because the Soviet results were substandard. The production of synthetic
fabric ties in with the perceived necessity of the chemicalisation of all industries.
Through the chemicalisation of the fabric industry, citizens became walking
testimonies to the industsial and technological prowess and wealth of their nation.
As many of the new fashions, particularly fabric pattcrns, could only be produced
using modern {echnology and synthetic materials, there was no means for the Soviet
Union to achieve the required results without irnplementing the technology. At
Bratsk, Khrushchev discussed the relationship between science and clothing,
claiming that dwing WWII Soviet officials used to laugh at the Germans for making
their uniforms out of wood and yet now they accepted that this was the correct
approach. Ta this end, the Soviet Union was to import cellulose fibres for clothing
from the GDR.

As early as 1955 newspapers and magazines began runaing articles about the
wonders of synthetic material that would keep the wearer dry through rain and

snow, cool through scorching heat and warm through [reczing temperatures.

343 Pravda (15.03.1958), and ‘The Long Road 1o the Good Life,” Froblems of Communisin
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Rescarch into gas, wood and il was translated into the production of synthetic
textiles and leathers. The potential for synthetic cloth was stressed in the Soviet
press, ‘beautiful fabrics can now be made out of polymers... They cannot be sirictly
called fabrics because they are not woven, and do not contain a single thread, but
still have all its properties... It sheds water like a duck’s back. It does not rot or
bleach, moths will not eat it, and oils and dirt will not stick to it. Finally, it is very
cheap.’3as In addition, modern fashion designs (referred to as the New Look) of
Trance and the USA necessitated the use of synthetic fabric.346 Despile allempts to
assure the public that the synthetic materials were superior (see image below), they
were poorly received. This resulted in the demand for natural based products,
particuiarly leather shoes and boots, being driven up and shorlages exasperated
despite increases in the production of clothing and footwear as synthetic based

products were passed over for more expensive natural based products.

3

Fig. 3 Chemistry meets Footwear: Rabotnitsg no.8 (1964)

By the late 1950s, claimy that the situation was visibly improving were being
made. Tn the early days of the first Russian Spulniks there began an urban legend of
an unusually naive Western diplomat and a woman member of the ruling Soviet
hierarchy. During the course of a discussion the Western diplomat was forced to
concede that yes, the Soviet Union had made Sputniks but added the rejoinder that it
could not make nylon pants. The woman was to have thought about it for a moment
and replicd, “True, Mr. Ambassador, but I think it’s going to be a lot easier to go
{from Sputniks to nylon pants than it will be to go from nylon pants to Sputniks.” A
perusal of 1964 Sovict drawers in Moscow revealed that one could purchase ‘frilly

drawers at prices ranging from 19 shillings to 5 pounds for a super pair with a

345 Shyvaiuisia mechty chelovechgakie; Man's Dieams are coming true 72.
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matching slip.’247 Maurice Iindus, was to note that ‘women were better shod thun
at any time since the coming of the Soviets: round toes, heavy soles, thick flat heels,
were visibly out of favour with the younger generation; even spiked heels had come
to Leningrad.’3ss Boffa believed that the Soviet citizen ate betier but dressed worse
than the Italian, but that bundled up in winter dress the Soviet citizen portrayed an
unusually negative image. 1le considered the English, Germans and Americans to
be more lenient in their fashion critique, but then dismissed them as nol having
particularly good fashion sense either. His final asscssment was that ‘it is true that
his [the Russian's] clothes look shabby; all clothes are scatce, of inferior quality,
and very expensive’ 349 John Gunther conceded that clolhes had improved but
maintained (hat ‘they are siill revolling. Their positive sloppy manginess, as well as
cheap quality and lack of colour, is beyond description.’3so In a speech ai the
plenary meeting of the Central Committee (21.06.1963) Khrushchev quoted his
good friend Roswell Garst as prool that the situation was lmnproving. When ‘1
[Garst] first came to the Soviet Union and walked through the strects of Moscow,
my suit was better than the suits of others. This lime, when I walked in your city, 1
saw that mine was perhaps the worst suit around.’ 351 Given that Garst was a multi
millionaire it seems unlikely that he made this statement, but Khrushchev’s use of
the statement reinforces the idea of (he use of the West as 4 benchmark,

The availability and price of clothing was problematic. One issue was sizing,
as there was oflen an overproduction of unusual sizes and a shortage of “average’
sizes. Eddy Gilmore recalled being surprised (o learn that a hotel tloor waiter who
had disappeared for several hours in the hopes of purchasing Czech made shoes (he
returned empty handed as the sizes were all too big) had been willing to spend forty-
six roubles for the shoes despite the fact that his soonthly income without tips was
forty-eight roubles.3s2 As Sally Belfrage compared consumer prices with her
neighbours, she learnt that her neighbour’s shoes had cost three hundred roubles (or

thirty Post-1961 roubles), or triple the price of her own shoes. When she questioned

347 Gilmore, The Cossacks Burngd Cown the YMCA 182.
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her neighbour about the high price the neighbour answered that she understood that
it was high but that ‘the little too much that we pay we know is for the welfare of the
country.’3s3 Also relating to production and costs, Belfrage was to note that the
tasteless Soviet designed goods sat in stores while there were line-ups for the
expensive but beautiful imported goods and that she had to airmail her winter jacket
to Moscow as she could not afford to purchase a good quality jacket in Moscow.
[llustrative of public awareness of the shortage is a cartoon of the time showing two
toddlers sitting bundled up in their prams looking into a shop window. One of the
toddlers says to the other: ‘Its time that we should be able to walk’ to which the

other answers ‘Yes — but in what?"354
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Fig. 4 Shoes? Krokodil no.2 (1958)

As in the case of most Soviet social issues, anecdotes arose around clothing.
For example, ‘Go ahead, Nikita, catch up with America, if you can, but for heaven’s

sake don’t run ahead. If you do, people will see your bare behind.’3ss The quality
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of ready-made clothing was often dubious. Boffa noticed long queuves outside of
stores and individuals wearing “a striped shirt, badly cut, with a wosn collar and
strident colours.’z56 The clothing of the queved individuals was in sharp conirast
with that displayed in windows. A 1963 study of twenty-six Soviet cities’
storefronts showed that the luxury items on display were either not produced at all,
or were produced in severely limited quantities. The officials in charge of the
investigation dismissed the practice as a confidence trick. ‘Beautitully embroidered
children’s rompers and well-cut suits were so exclusive that they could not be
bought. Kid leather shoes... were hand made, especially for the fashion shows,
{(Commenting on the limited nature of the items) Chief Engineer V. V. Goravneva in
4 Leningrad fur factory when interviewed by the magazine Krakodil, said ‘Do you
think we want to lose the money incentives for the sake ol those model coats and
hats?’*357 A charitable explanation of the discrepancy came from Mauorice Hindus
writing about the fashionable formal dresses on display in Nevskii Prospekt: ‘I could
only assume that the state was making a promise that it was not yet in a position to
fulfill.’3ss

‘I'he promise of synthetic clothing was [urthered with the opening of the store
Sintetika in Moscow in 1962 and in Leningrad in 1964. Alexei Feodorovich
Kulichiev, the Chief Designer of Dome Modele in the early 1960s was to comment
that despite his own personal fondness for ‘American designs, colours and fabrics’,
he was cspecially enamowred with the Galanos collections and the Fifth Avenue
shop of Bergdorf Goodman, **high styles are not acceptable here. Models and
actresses wear high styles. But working people prefer simple clothes.””3ss Anothet
means of conveying a sense of immediacy was through fashion shows. Fraternal
fashion houscs, patticularly Lithuanian, Estonian and Polish were respected for their
simple chic fashions, and the accompanying patterns that were often for sale after
shows. For [ive roubles, one could be invited into the G.U.M. auditorium with its
meoulded ceiling, chandeliers and brown and yellow plush carpet to wait for a show

complete with a five-piece band playing marches and waltzes. The fashions at
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G.U.M. tended to involve more complicated styles often introducing Westetn
Fashions with high prices shortly after trade shows or exhibitions.

In preparation for festivals and exhibitions the press ran articles cautioning
Soviet citizens to not be too impressed by Western lashions. FFor example, prior to
the World Youth Festival cilizens were instructled ‘not to be too excited about
‘women’s jewellery, cigatette cases and lighters, and cuff-links’” and not to criticise
forcigners for their ‘sharp colour combinations in dress.’3ss0  The Sixth International
Youth Festival held in Moscow in the summer of 1957 was a massive international
event; Soviet figures put attendance at thirty thousand youths from 131 couniries.s6
In the name of peace and friendship, it brought logether young adults from around
the world. Both Moscow and Muscaovites were to be beaulified for the cvent. As
one journalist noted ‘Moscow had never been so young and beantiful’.362 Women
were directed to wear no more than three colours; that a bright pretty scarf and clean
shocs greatly improved any outfit and that makeup should not be worn.a A
highlight of the lestival, according to Rabotnitsa, was the cutdoor ball. For those
readers not aware of what a baf was, Rabotnitsa provided this definition: ‘Ball!
What a small word! Ball - it is simply dancing.’3e4 Soviet women were advised (hat
should they atiend, they would be able to “see new types of oulliis, dresses, and
receive consultation about what one is wearing in the upcoming season.’ses S.
Vladimirova noted that for her, the most interesting aspect of the lestival was being
able to scc the Ilalian models, fashions, and temperaments.ass Information about
foreign styles could be found in newspapers, {ilms, novels and local and foreign
magazines. Maria Williams recalled how influential the styles of Laura Ashley as
scen in adverlisements in foreign imagazines were Tor her and her mother, setting the
standard for a fashionable young woman regardless of the woman'’s political
background.ss7 At times the coverage was direct, as in the article “Halian Fashion,’

but it was also indirect as in the articles about film festivals, for example, the
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coverage of the Moscow Film Festival in 1961, which focused on Elizabeth Taylor
and Gina Lollobrigida both of whom were honoured guests; or in atticles about
struggling women in the West, for examplc the plight of a Parisian worker.36s

The American Sally Belfrage who was to attend the World Youth Festival and
then return to live in Moscow for five months recalls her [riend Sergei, whose
mother had a ‘touch of chic’ about her, whosc brother was a reporter in Paris, and
who was ‘comparatively well-dressed’ in a Western cut sports jacket, and beige
sucde shoes. Sergei was distraught at having missed the World Youth Festival due
to his need to redeem himself by working on a Komsomol farming team in Siberia.
For Sergei’s friends, the festival had been an opportunity (o meet interesling people
and (o buy foreign clothes. Sergei had bought his jacket and shoes fourth hand
through ‘biznes’ friends; the original owner was an Italian boy. According to Sergei
the first non-lialian owner had been thrown out of the Komsomol after making it a
habit Lo stand outside hotels and purchase foreigners’ clothes.sev During the Early
1960s, Andrew Webb was approached on the street and offered nine hundred
roubles (at the then official exchange rate almost one thousand USD) for his suit.270

Custom clothing was available but not overly common due to prohibitively
laigh prices. In David Granick’s judgement based on the ‘rather tasteless cuts of
clothing scen on people in the expensive hotels and in the first rows of e theatre, 1
would judge that ready-made clolhing is the rule.”s71 "f'he other means of acquiring
fashicnable clothing was to have loreign or foreign like clothing. Upon seeing a
young man with a derby/bowler hat, Eddy Gilmore asked from whenee it cane. The
young man, who was accompanied by a stylishiy dressed girl with a beehive hairdo,
responded nonchalantly that he had ordered it from England.372 The conversation
then turned to Cool Jazz and atlracled other Russians who were more cautious than
the dapper young man and his companion. When the other Russians left after their
tentative foray, Gilimore asked if the others were scared of someone from the

Komsomol chastising them for discussing jazz with a {oreigner. The young man

3ss N. Golikovoi, ‘ital'ianskala moda,’ [1aboinitsa ne.8 (1963): 32; see also ‘Siiaiushchee
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369 Belfrage, A Roorn in Moscow 31,

370 Corsini, Caviar For Breakfast 21.

a71 Granick, The Red Executive 986.

372 Gilmore, The Cossacks Burned Down ihe YMCA 132,

110




answered that they were ‘just cautious... I'm the Komsomol."’373 This episode is
representative of a larger trend of the greater access to Western clothes by the
privileged youth. A Soviet image that draws attention to the issue of the West and

the privileged youth is ‘7 nashim i vashim’ from 1963.
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Fig. 5 I nashim i vashim Krokodil no.1 (1963)

This image has the youthful card carrying Soviet man straddling communism, as
represented by the Kremlin, the red star and a sheet of paper declaring that ‘I am
always with the Party’ and capitalism as represented by images and words of
skyscrapers, Pepsi, Camel cigarettes, sex, Hollywood, striptease, night club,

Cadillac, and a sheet of paper saying ‘but here appeals to me too!” The fashion of
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each side changes as well. The Soviet side is a conservative snit with a tie and lace
up dress shoes; the Western side is loafers, stripped socks, short-sleeved shirt, and
short-cuffed trousers. The access of Soviet elite youth to Westlern goods rcinforced
their social status while eroding away at the ideological system. As Mervyn
Matthews was to note of the elite Moscow University students, they were not
‘interested in Parly documents, they were interested in money, getting decent food,
travelling and that sort of thing, not boring party documents.’ 374

The word ‘style’ (sfil’ in Russian) was Lo form the root of the name for the
most prominent youth counterculture, the s#ilyagi and be a defining theme for the
cra, one danced, dressed, and acted with and in style. As with the term modern’,
stil’ was infused with Western connotations and removed the user, if only by a small
step, from everyday Sovict reality. The constant charge imade against the stifyagi
was that they were anti-social elements, seduced by a mirage of the West and its
consumer goods’.275 Boffa described the stifyagi as those who dressed with ‘style’
as quasi-Western in nature, children of individuals with money who were Jacking in
personality and sought to distinguish themselves through eccentricity.37s Olga
Vainshtein has written of the radical fetishisation of Western clothing being a
society wide phenomenon with the stifyag? being the most prominent cxample at the
time.377

The stifyagi male [avoured narrow, straight-leg pants or “pipers’, pointed
shoes, a Hawaiian shirt, sunglasses, and a bandana around his neck; he wore his hair
short, was in love with jazz, and danced the ‘twist’ and the ‘shake’. The female
version was the ingénue, characterized by a childlike hairstyle, a round turndown
collar, a slight décolleté, a naive gaze, light pastel hues in makeup, a miniskirt,
clothes that outlined the figure, and the mannerisms of a capricious child. In many
respects, quite obviously, this image corresponded to the tendencies dominating
Western fashion of the time, exemplified by the British model Twiggy.37s By the

1960s, the socially deviunt seilyagi were being re-evalualed perbaps in response to
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the rise of more insidious elements such as the khippi. In the article ‘Not by clothes
alone’ one reads of how Z. Balakh erroneously judges an extremely well dressed
young women as being stilyagi, ‘most likely without intelligence, without a heart’.
As fate would have it, Balakh soon learnt that this fashionable young woman had a
heart. Not only did she help a lost child find his mother but she herself was an
orphan who did not remember her mother who had died on the day of victory.xe
The prestige afforded foreign fashions served both the ruling class and the
dissenters. To wear Western clothes was to officiatly thumb one's nose at the
Communist party while having access to Western fashions often set the privileged
ciass (here read largely communist party member or their families) off from the
masses. The dissident for whom Martin Dewhirst bought jeans and who wanted
Ametican Levi’s hecause ‘he wanted the best’ from a fashion point of view, could
have been a Party official’s son. 380

Officials were aware of the contradictory nature of the elite youth sporting
Western fashions. The stilyagi had a weak spot for the fox trot and jazz, and ‘were a
serious challenge Lo Soviet ideology, not because they were numerous or powerful,
but because they were the first manifestation of a new phenomenon for which the
country was ideologically unprepared.’ss1 Writing for the Soviet press in 1954,
Ivanov noted that the stilyagi risked becoming ‘an over refined intellectual with petit
bourgeois tastes and propensities.’3s2 The American Sally Belfrage described her
stilyagi friend’s background as representative:

Sergei had been brought up with all the money he wanted and nothing to buy
with it. The family had had a big black Zim to drive around in and a chauffeur
to drive it, two maids and a cook and his [ather’s assistant, a dacha in the
couniry, and English, French and piano tutogs for Sergei and his brother... He
wasn’t very interested in his career, though he had confidence that he'd be a
success because of influential friends. Every evening was spent living it up in
a restaurant or af a party dancing rock’n’roll. He never read anything, but used
up a lot of time speculating over foreign things. Nothing was any good unless
it was foreign, he thoughi. Ofien he or those like him gave me foreiga pens,
jeweliery, cigarette cases or holders, lighters, sometimes even American
cigarettes and chewing gum.3s3
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There were inventive applications of legitimate products in the quest to be Western
to be seen in the early 1950s when youth would pin American cigarette packs to
their clothing and chew paraffin wax as gum.

A condemning charge laid against the stilyagi by Soviet officials was that they
tried too hard (o be like their foreign idols and were rewarded with the scorn of
foreigners who saw them as hopelessly outdated. One example of this was an
AGITPUNKT caricature that John Massey Staart saw posted during his visit to
Russia in 1969 of a ‘caricatured American tourist, with a wad of ten rouble bills in
his hand, and a stilyagi, drooling over a pair of old trousers.’ss+ The stilyagi were
not the only group to imitate the West. In the 1950s there were the shiafniki and in
the 1960s there were the bhitniki and khippl. Despite initial official condemnation of
these groups members of these groups were nol de facto failed citizens. Soviet
papers and journals ran articles cautioning citizens against misjudging these youth.
For example, from Komsomol skaia Pravda:

This one? He is dressed in a wide-shouldered jacket and extremely narrow
shart trousers from beneath which flash brightly coloured socks. He spends a
large part of his time on his appearance. He wears his hair long and sprinkles
his speech with such words as ‘colossal’ ‘chavming’ ‘simply’ etc. If'he is
Boris, he calls himself Bob, and if he is Ivan, he calls himself John...He
‘adores’ everything foreign and is ready to give his right arm for a fashionable
record...

However, despite such an introduction, the article then continues, declaring
that the habits of aimlessness, seffishness etc were more harmful than a flair for
fashion, Persecuting individuals for their fashion accoutremenis constituted a lack
of attention being paid to ‘real bourgeois elements’ and that Young Communist
League members lost respect for leaders who engaged in such superficial pusrsuits.
The article continues: ‘you can have & moustache and a fashionable suit and still be
a good YCL member. An elegani ring on the beautiful hand of a girl can make her
hand still more beautiful. YCL honour does not suffer {rom this. The desire to
dress well is natural. It is bourgeois only when it becomes almost the main cancern
of one’s life. 385

Official and public awareness of Western fashion was such that fashion

trends in the USSR only lagged about two or three years behind those in the West,

384 Stowast, Across the Russias 135,
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brand names were known, and certain countries garnered more respect than others.
During various stays in the USSR (1959-1964) Martin Dewhirst was asked
continually for Levis, despite Levis just coming into widespread use in Britain
during this time. The semiotics of dress, to ‘have something that looked as if it had
been made in Italy, if only a tie, was very important for one’s self respect, at any
rate in Moscow and St. Petersburg/Leningrad.’3s6 In an attempt to provide

consumers with something foreign, Soviet factories began placing foreign labels on

Soviet products.

Fig. 6 Pittsburgh Youth Welcome N. S. Khrushchev Zhit' v mire i druzhbe

Soviet media often provided contradictory images of Western fashion, often
with the derisive intent. The images of the West provided templates for fashion
conscious Soviet citizens. For example, in January 1961, the magazine Krokodil ran
images of the British the staff gathered during an official trip to England. The
sketch ‘“Welcome!” (in English), showed various images of Brits. The dominant
central image is of an impeccably dressed pencil thin businessman with umbrella,
attaché, and a handkerchief in pocket. His trousers have a front pleat, his jacket is
single breasted, and his tie is narrow. Other images form a rough circle around the

businessman and include a woman with long straight hair wearing a fuzzy cardigan,

386 Interview with Martin Dewhirst, Glasgow April 2001.
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a mini skirt, and court shoes (with ornamental buckle) walking several dogs. Then a
couple, he in a kilt - she in flared trousers, leather boots, and a floppy hat. Another
pair is looking at modern art with their arms around each other. She has long hair
and is wearing bell-bottoms and a stripped shirt, and he has on a baggy jumper,
cargo trousers and boots. Two more stereotypical pictures neither large nor
centrally placed include a British guard in full military regalia including beaver hat

and a poor man in tattered clothing working as an advertising post.3s7

1\
R\ exemiss |

=\

The stilyagi trend is representative of a larger trend of increased interest in
fashion. Fashion was no longer perceived ‘unconditionally [as] a bourgeois
perversion but [as] a legitimate phenomenon of contemporary socialist life’.3s8 To
be fashionable meant to be contemporary. The concepts of contemporary as well as
the production realities (i.e. synthetic material) were intrinsically linked with
modernity and the West. According to Rabotnitsa fashion was a highly visible
aspect of modernity, and of universality; ‘even’ the Italian women turned their heads

at pretty dresses.3s89 In terms of modernity, the ability to produce wrinkle free,

387 Boris Efimov, ‘Welcome!' Krokodil (02.01.1967) 7.
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dynamically patterned and coloured synthetic textiles as well as synthetic leatheyr
inlo new fashion was possible only through a cambination of innovative design and
advanced manufacturing capabilities. Sophisticated machinery was needed to mass-
produce clothing and footwear. In articles such as ‘In exhibition and in the stores’

new Soviet clothing was praised for its innovation and lamented for its scarcity.3s0

Along with the promise to get ciothing into the shops there was a warning that part
of the problem was the increasing demands and seiectivity of Soviet shoppers. No
longer were shoppers content with acquiring just any garment, they now had
preferences in style, colour, fabric, quality, and size. In a conversation betwecn a
Rabomitsa journalist and a shopper the journalist asked why the woman did not
want to purchase a particular perfectly respectable juckel. The respanse was:
‘young lady, I want a jacket that is stylish and not too expensive’.391 The reader is
reminded to remember the dismal state of clothing production <luring the early
1940s, No longer dealing solely with scarcity, the 1960s problem is that there are
not enough nice dresses and too many unattractive ones: ‘[a]nd so, there are no
dresses. And there are too many dresses.’3v2

The two countries that epitomised fashion during this period were France

and Ttaly. There were exhibitions, films, fashion shows, the purchasing of materials

and production lines, and official staiements describing and promoting the new
fashions from these nations. After Khrushchev's visit to Paris and the fashion show
put on by Christian Dior in Moscow, he publicly stated that all Soviet citizens
should have clothes made of a quality and fashion comparable to Christian Dioz.
Khrushchev’s international visits and the fashions involved were regularly reported

on in Rabotnitsa. In an article on Italian fashion, the focus was on light, ultra thin

synthetic fabrics, bright bold patterns and on how to take limited articles of clothing
andl create a comparably dynamic and versatile wardrobe. Articles that discussed
what was trendy in the West typically contained the reassurance that these products
or styles would be available (o Soviet citizen. Having acknowledged that the world
of fashion was dominated by the styles of France and Italy, and the synthetic fibres

of the United States and United Kingdom, the Soviet Union’s contribution was not

390 L, Koinlushin, ‘Na vystavkakh | na skladakh, Babotnitsa no.B (1959} 9; T. Aleksandrova
and &, Lapteve, ‘Otchego nadmenny manekeny,” Rabotnitsa no.7 (1964). 22-23.

391 E. A. Fedorova, ‘Samosloiatel'nost’ i otvetstvennost’,’ Habotnitsa ne.12 (1965) 6-7.
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to be underestimated. The article ‘Boots from synthetic material’ claimed there was
international recognition of Russian boots as ‘very stylish’ in form but failing to be
the most stylish. Tt claimed that the most fashionable footwear was no longer made
from leather but from synthetic materials, which allowed the Soviet Unionto be a
contender, if not a leader, 1 the international fashion world. One then reads that the
production of synthetic boots in the Soviet Union is to begin in 1964 with the first
million pairs being produced at the Kalininskii Factory.3e3 Articles on synthetic
footwear ran before production thereof began in the Soviet Union and associating
synthetic materiat with the West was an attempt to foster acceptance. Despite
atternpts to sway opinions, synthetic materials were largelv distrusied by the public
as not being durable, difficult to wash, hot in summer und cold in winter
(particularly true of nylan), bieeding of colours (stackings or ‘streich socks’ were
the worst for bleeding often staining women’s legs), and were perceived as an
attempt by the regime to produce a cheap inferior substitute.

In order to produce new materials in large quantities old factories needed to be
revamped and new ones built.30« The article ‘Ot wlitsy Barratskoi do ulitsy
Tereshkovoi’ ran an in-depth report on four modern textile factories, all with large
windows and air conditioning. The textile patterns produced by factories were not
developed by mere dissinatorov, but by artists. The newest factory, the Kannyishina,
produced knitwear, flannel for children’s clothing, satin, and specialised in velvet
(the article switches regularly between the transliteration of ‘velvet’ and barkfiai).

A prime objective of the Kamyshina factory was to reproduce lightweight high
elasticity velvet that matched their Italian and Trench samples.39s The article
summed up the future of the factory by prophesising that should one come back in
20118, one would find built here on the Volga River the largest and best textile
factory in Europe, producing stylish patterns on luxurious fabrics. The factory
Krasnoe znamia was also a major source of synthetic fabrics. Situated in Leningrad,
it was one of the first producers of synthetic material, in this instance kapron, and

became a main supplier of synthetic furs. Khrushchev had a papakha out of

3u3 ‘Sinteticheskaia obuv',” Rabotnitsa no.8 (1964): 32, For a discussion on the merits of
synthetic materials see also T. Kostygova, ‘Kabluk, moda { zdorov'e,” Rabotnitsa no.10
(1968): 28-29.

394 See for example T. Aleksandrova, Rabotnitsa ho.10 (1985): 9-11; Ts. Golodnyn, ‘Net,
nevidimaia...,” Habotnitsa no.'11 (1862): 16-17.
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synthetic lambskin produced in Krasnoe znamia and would guiz people as o if it
was synthetic or natural.396

Soviet fashion trends were a combination of Soviet ingenuity in the face of
shortages and poor quality with enough attention being paid to the West that the
Western influences and vrigins of many ol the trends were recognisable, The
chemicalisation of the clothing industry was to result in clothing and footwear
serving as a conduit between the general population, the chemical industry and the
government. Added to this was the dynamic of fashion as a symbol of progress and
thus national pride. The adoption of Western fashion trends served to incorporate
Soviet fashion culture into a greater world culture; accentuate bath class distinctions
(access to Western fashion greater for elite) and dissent; and provide an alternative
to ‘soviet’. In 1963, Khrushchev acknowledged that despite great progress having
been made over the past decade, Soviet people werte dressing better than previously,
‘some clothes are still on the dismal side. We are producing an ever-growing
quantity of all kinds of consumer goods; all the same, we must not force the pace

unreasonably as regards the lowering of prices.’3s?

Automebiles

Cars were visions of modernily, enshrouded in images of power and speed. As
with modern fashion, it was impossible to sepacate the prestige of the private
passenger car [rom the Wesl. Foreign cars were rare in the Soviet Union and an
image of the foreign car existed. In particular, the American automotive indusiry
not only underpinned the Ametican economy, but ubiquitously exported and
imported the American dream.3es American cars were built and designed to
accommaodate the aesthetics of the middle-class, In his memoirs, one of the otiginal
management membeis and later general director of AVTOVAYZ, Anatolii
Anatol’evich Zhitkov wrote that: ‘the United Statcs of America brought in the 20"
Century with the automobile, [and] that the automobile appcared in the majority of

various Western countries as an engine of progiess, that thanks to it, there was a

396 Natal'ia Lebina ‘Plius khimizatslia vsei odezhdy,’ 86.
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large collective technological, scientific and economic programme’.300 Again, as
with housing and clothing, automobiles linked national industriai prestige with
personal consumption and images of the Soviet future fused with images of the
mythical other. Tn chapter five, *Driving Towards Communist Consumerism:
VAZ, the formation of images through direct industrial contact is examined in
detail. In this section of chapter two, ‘Commenting on Communist Consumptiony’
the public lore surrounding the passenger car with its links to the West and the role
the passenger car was to play in Soviet society is briefly approached.

Soviet anecdotes about automobiles itlustrate the broad social impact of the car
and the linkage of cars to the concepts of wealth and foreign. The connection with
wealth was a combination of the wealth of the individual that owned a vehicle and
that of the society (Italy could produce the Fiat and Ferrari, the British the Land
| Rover and the United States, the chirome laden Cadillac) that had the resources to

divert to the private car industry. 'Yhe phenomenon of the car-wealth linkage is
illustrated in the following well-known anecdotes. Both date from the 1960s.

An American tells a Russian:

-I have three cars. In one I go to work, in another I visit guests and when I go
to Europe, I take the third car.

The Russian responds:

-Well, to work 1 go by tram, fo guests in the metro,

The Americun asks:

- and to Burope?

The Russian answers:

- and 10 Burope 1 go by tank.4m

An American was looking arcund Moscow and went with the Intourist guide
to a factory where there stood three cars.

American: To whom does this factory belong?

Intourist: The workers

American: and the three cars?

Intourist:One is the Director’s, the other, the Chairman of the Trade Union
conunittee, the third, the Secretary.

A Soviet official was looking around Detroit and sees at one of the factories a
thousand cars. Je asks his guide, an American communist: To whom does
this factory helong?

American communist: to the Capitalist Ford.

Soviet official: and these cars?

American communist: the workers. 2o

399 A. Zhitkov, Vershinoi zhizni stal VAZ (Tol'iatti, 1997), 24,
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The first ancedote combines the notion of relative American prosperity with
the idea that the Soviet Union has diverted, at least in part, some of its wealth into
the military and Eastern Europe. A third anecdote highlights the admiration in
which foreign technology and workmanship was held, and the limits of Soviet
socicty to express their knowledge of the West,

A large, handsome American automobile was parked on a street in Moscow.
A man walked by and stopped to admire it. He rubbed his fingers over the
finish, he felt the tyres; he stared awestruck at the upholstery.

‘What a beautiful Russian car,” he said to a second man who had also stopped
to admire it. “What magnificent, magnificent work we do here.’

‘Fool,” said the second man. ‘Don’t you know (hat this is an American car,
not a Russian car?’

‘Yes,;ogaid the first man. ‘I know if’s an American car. But I don’( know
you.’

Recalling the reaction ol Soviet citizens to the American Exhibition jn generul
and the car display in particular ‘Friend D’ felt that the exhibition did not have the
impact it should have had, due to its department store nature full of items that could
be dismisscd. There were ‘a lot of very nice goods, rather better than ours; but so
what? We’d catch up with them in a few years where that sort of thing was
concerited. They hadn’t had a war the way we had; so what thie hcH? All the same,
our youug people went pretty crazy about their cars.’a03 A popular joke that arose
surrounding the American exhibition and Amcrican cars that supports the opinion
that the cars were popular went as [ollows:

A young man got so rapturous about a Cadillac (hat he asked an American
guide how he could possibly get such a car. “You’ve got to show that you
Russians are really tougher than we Americans.” *“What do I have to do?”
“First you’ve got to drink a whole bottle of scotch in one draught; then you’ve
got to shake hands with a lion; then you have to have scxual intercourse with
an old Eskimo woinan.” So he drinks off the bottle of whiskey without turning
a hair; he gets inio the lioness’s cage; after forty minutes he comes oul,
fooking badly bruised, scratched and tattered and says: ‘Now, Where’s that
Eskimo woman whose paw I've got (o shake?

During Khrushchev’s Siberian lectures in 1959 he noted that the Americans
had yet to send a rocket to the moon yet wanted praise for their passenger cars and

that the Soviet Union did not intend to give this praise, as there was no intention of

402 A Lif, Forbidden Laughter: Soviet Underaround Jokes (Los Angeles: The Almanac
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competing in this realm. The Soviet automobile industry was going to avoid the
American pitfalls of ‘it’s a lousy car, but it’s mine’ and the frustration of insufficient
parking space. The Soviet solution was car pools and the improvement of public
transportation. The car pool system was promoted as relieving individuals of the
onerous job of upkeep and yet placing cars at their disposal.404 This policy decision

did not prevent the Soviet people from being interested in passenger cars.

S .

Fig. 8 Mrs. K looking at the British Triumph (courtesy of J.M. Stewart)

In his memoirs, Khrushchev made clear his opinion on the shelving of the car
pool system for mass production of passenger cars, tying it to food and agriculture.
In 1961, in an attempt to increase poultry production, the USSR purchased a poultry
plant from the Finely Moody Corporation of Aurora Illinois. In the USA the plant
yield one kilogram of meat for three kilograms of feed. In the USSR, the same plant
needed five kilograms of feed for one kilogram of meat. ‘How could we compete
with the US if there was such a vast discrepancy? I [Khrushchev] was simply
ashamed to talk with the president of the American firm, just as it fills me with
shame to hear that we’re importing chicken from relatively small countries like

France, to say nothing of Holland.’40s When Finely Moody was asked why the plant

404 Sbyvaiutsia mechty chelovecheskie 164.
405 Khrushchev, Khrushchev Remembers: The Last Testament 141.
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was not producing as it should they could not provide an answer as their experts had
not been permilted to view either the plant nor to oversee the instailation. In 1964,
despite the pouliry factory never having reached the promised norms, Khrushchev
entered into discussions for the purchase of a bacon plant from Finely Moody.,

Talks were tabled with the removal of Khrushchev from power: ‘I [Khrushchev]
think it certainly would have been better from an economic standpoint to buy that
license rather than one for a Fiat automobile plant.’40s Modern food production was
a combination of Soviet and Western technology and driven by the Soviet
lecadership’s belicf in the need to improve provisions.

In Kommnunist the argument against private car ownership was taken further by
contending that American capitalists permitted workers to have cars as this resulted
in workers, no longer fatigued from the subway, being more productive. Along the
same vein, TV was developed in an attempt to curb excessive drinking and all night
parties.407 In 1961, architect Ya. A. Kornfel'd spoke scornfully on automotive
centred American cities saying that ‘there exists a peculiar understanding about
travel by automobile, which is considered and advertised, like American Coca-Cola,
as something that is impossible to do without. 408

By the mid 1960s official Soviet policy on passenger cars had changed to
support mass production of economy cars. This was to be achieved through
mprovements to existing factories, the designing of a small Soviet economy car,
and most significantly, from Fial a multi-million doliar turnkey factory in Tol’iatti.
The agreement with Fiat did not constitute a fundamental change in the Soviel
automative industry from the aspect of cooperation as the Soviel automolive
industry had developed in conjunction with foreign assistance. Prior to his removal,
Khrushchev had publicly lauded Soviet-American automotive ties, typically noting
that during the Revolution, engineers went to study in American colleges and
universities and to work as ordinary workers at Ford and elsewhere. The head of the
automobile indusiry Engineer Strokin, used to work for Ford, and ‘Tord thought
highly of him; lie suggested that Strokin stay and work for him.’a0e The Tiut factory

was to provide the bulk of the simall passcnger cars. The magazine Krokodil
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(01.1969 no.1) was to announce the beginning of production in Tol’iatti with a front

cover cartoon. 410
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Fig. 9 Fiat Krokodil no.1 (1969)

410 ‘Fiat,” Krokodil no.1 (1969)
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The belief in Western superiority in car production, and in consuner goods in
general, was part of the secret that everyone knew. The anecdotes in this section are
all dependent on certain basic cultural asswmptions about the West. The West had
to be technologically advanced, adept at mass production, and have consumers. If
there was a plethora of vehicles in the West, were there then many other less
expensive consumer goods available?

A common Soviet response (o the idea of abundance and mass distribution of
goods was the denanciation that this abundance was false and that goods were only
available o lhe elite or that the goods seen were prototypes that were not in general
production. This atguiment would have sounded logical to Suviet citizens who were
able to view the economic and technological wonders of Socialism often only in
exhibition halis or museums and who had direct experience with a system which did
reserve such goods for the elite. ITowever, anecdotes like the first one with the
Soviet official in Detroit and articles like that from Kommunist are indicative of an
image of wide spread material wealth, This belief existed at a time when core to
Soviet discourse were the issucs of: increases in the production of consumer goods,
increased access to thems, and concerns about the level of Soviet quality all of which

were intrinsically connectled with such goods as cars,

Culture

The linkage belween state, technology, sociely and the West can also be seen
in the field of culture in general but popular culture in parlicular. By nature popular
cuiture and the arts were designed for an audicnee and proved a particularly
sensitive medium. This was not lost on the Soviet leadership and regardless of the
era, culture was consistently viewed as more subversive and ideologically
threatening than science and technology. During the post WWII era the ties
between technology and culture strengthened both due o technological changes to
the medium itself, for example the introduction of colour pictures, and
dissemination, for example advances in music recording and reproduction. Under
Khrushehev, cultural contact was advocated by the West and the Soviet regime
consented to it in order to achieve other objectives. Between Western governments
using the incentive of possible economic ties to gain cultural concessions and the

Soviet government not being as caulious as it had been previously snd would be in
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the future, cultural contact increased during the late 1950s and 1960s. Indeed, this
was an era when maost organisutions had a foreign branch of some sort.411 Cultural
diplomacy was remurkably resilient o political tensions, indeed neither Boris
Paslernak being [orced to turn-down the Nobel Prize for Literature {October 1958)
nor the U-2 surveillance plane incidence (May Day 1960) had long-term
ramifications for cultural exchanges.412

in this section, examples from three forms of both Soviet and Western popuiac
culture (film, music and a popular magazine) have been chosen to show the origins
of the image, the image of the West being conveyed, and the Jinkage of the medium
to technology. Generating interest not only due to their foreign nature, imported
culture was a refreshing alternative to the stilted nature of socialist realism which
had resulted in artists, cultural organisations and the public being thoroughly
disinterested in much of the popular Soviet culture at the time. As one commentator
of the period was to note that the “Sovict Union will collapse, if it cver docs

collapse, of borcdom.’413

a, Films

Films arc one example of how tcchnology, society and the state interacted and
constructed an aspeet of the image of the mythical other. The technology behind
film production was to develop quickly with the advancement to colour pictures
coinciding with the race for space. Films were also a form of media designed for
the modern mass audience. In addition, films could be viewed by the entire
population and did not necessarily favour an urban elite. Indeed, film was a cultural
medivm particularly well suited to the youth, as it was modern, affordable, universal
and accessible. Thus, a film could convey a message of modernity on (hree levels:
the technology with which it was produced; the mass nature and demographics of its
audience; and the message contained within the film. Tmages of the West were (o
occur both in Western and Saviet films played in the TSSR.

Initially under Khrushchev films were a popular medium for exchange. Western

governments, in particular the American government, favoured information and

411 Rictimond, US-Soviet Cultural Exchanges 63.
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cultural exchanges partly because they were pereeived as a breach in Sovict
information contiol. Tor the West, films were a form of cultural diplomacy that
required little investment or work. For the Soviet officials films were modern,
mass-produced and had the potential to earn the Soviet state money. While Soviet
officials always screened potential Western films, by the 1970s, the practice was
largely set-aside in the West fargely due to a general lack of public interest in Soviet
films. After the initial interest in Soviet films such as “My Name is Ivan’, ‘Ballad of
a Soidier’, and *“The Cranes are Flying’, public interest dwindled exacerbating the
process of establishing reciprocal agreements. By contrast, Western films were box
office successes in the Soviel Union.

Western films during the Khrushchev era built upon the wartime popularity of
foreign films and were to remain & significant aspect of Soviet film culture. Under
Stalin, film production had dwindled to the point that cinema works from the 1930s
such as Volga, Volga were resurrceted and played regularly. When Soviet films
were produeed, in the cacly fifties five to ten per year, they did not depict the
realitics of contemporary life (a trend that had begun internationally). By the late
1950s under Khrushchev, Soviet film production increased to over fifty per year and
the regulation requiring that scripts be centrally approved was abolished. In
conjunction with this abolishment of central control, there was a decrease in
politicat content and an increase in representative stories and characters. Under
Brezhnev, film sceipts were brought back under scrutiny. Soviet films such as ‘The
Crancs are Flying’ and ‘Ballad of a Soldier’ demonsirated an ability on the part of
the Soviet film industry to produce fikms that audiences willingly viewed. However,
even within the Soviet Union, Soviet films did not dominate the film indusiry during
the 1950s.

The importance of Western films in Soviet culture was based on quantity,
quality, and simply being western. In 1956, such masterpieces as ‘La Strada’ and
‘Lady Hamilton” were highlights that drew in Soviet audiences. ‘La Strada’
(director Federico Fellini) was first released in Ttaly in 1954 and in the USA and the
USSR in 1956. Tt is the tragic story of the impish Gelsomina who is sold by her
poor mother to the carnival man Zampand. Abused and living a life of servitude,
Gelsomina meets [t Matto {The Fool) who shows her the possibility of a life without

subjugation and pain. In lhe end Zampand kills Il Matto breaking Gelsomina and
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leaves her. ‘Lady Hamilton® (also released under ‘That Hamitton Woman’), first
released in 1941, was director Alexander Korda’s attempt to produce a war
propaganda film in 4 United States that was nol yet ready for such a film. The film
was seen by contemporary critics as being bad history, the usage of Napoleonic wars
to symbolise Hitler and the war in Europe, with the Biitish safegnarding against
ambitious dictators, but good propaganda for Britain. The latter of these two films
was in keeping with the more {raditional nature of Soviet films in that in technically
dealing with a historic subject, there was little to be learnt about contemporary life,
‘The former was modern and edgy but due to its storyline politically acceptable.
However, in showing the poverty of Ttalian life through the fate of Gelsomina, it
also showed through images the wealth of [taly. The presence of foreign film was
also felt through its quantity.

In 1957 ulone, seventy foreign films were shown. During Mihajlov’s summer in
Russia he saw four Western films playing: ‘Divorce Italian Style’ {(recorded as
playing in twenty-nine theatres), “The Secrets of Paris’, ‘Fanfan the Tulip’, and the
American Western “The Magnificent Seven’.414 Popular Americun films during the
Khrushchey era included:

‘Marty’,

‘Roman Holiday’,

‘All about Eve’',

‘Twelve Angry Men’,

‘Inherit the Wind’,

‘Some Like it Hot’,

“To Kill a Mockingbird’,

*Zorba’,

‘My Fair Lady’,

‘Romeo and Juliet’,

‘Around the World in Eighty Days’,

‘Lust for Life’,

“West Side Story’,

‘Deanna Durbin’ (US singer) films,

‘Stagecoach’ (released in USSR as “The Journey Will Be Dangerous’),
‘Mr. Deeds Goes to Town’ (renamed “The Dollar Rules’),

‘The Roaring Twenties’ (renamed ‘A Soldicr’s Fate in America’), and
“Tarzan’s New York Adventure’,

414 Mihajlov, Moscow Summer 51.
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Again, as with the examples from 1950, popular American films were a combination
of historical and contemporary films, Films such as ‘Roman Holiday’ (director
William Wyler), and “West Side Story’, would have given Soviet audiences images
of Western fashion, citics and homes. For example, in ‘Roman Holiday’ runaway
Princess Ann (Audrey Hepburn), discovers Rome and the life of a comumoncr al the
side of American reporter Joe Bradley (Gregory Peck). In this film elegant fashions
from Ann’s world as a princess attending balls and gatherings throughout Europe
are combined with daily fashions in Rome. Princess Ann laments having to wear
silk nightgowns with roses and is bored with her lovely lingerie and longs to wear
only the top half of pyjamas. One sees cales and street life as well as an average flat
in Rome. At the beginning of the story, Princess Ann escapes into an open supply
truck, then Joe Bradley takes her to his flat in a taxi and they discover Rome on a
scooter together. In “West Side Story’ (1961) set in late [950s Upper West Side
New York City, images of racial strife, gang wars between the newly arrived Puerto
Rican immigrants (gang name Sharks) and second generation Buropean ismmigrants
(gung name Jets), juvenile delinquency, racism, and inner city problems vie with
American fashion, slang, a rebellious youlh subcullure, kinetic dance scenes and a
jazzy score. The opening scence is a bird’s eye view of Manhattan with its bridge
teaffic, skyscrapers and motorway ramps that reduces to a concrete playground and
youth playing baskethall. Passive information gathering about fashion, music, and
American culture is reinforced by the immigrants’ assimilation into American
culture. For example, the founder of the Jets, Tony, first sees his Maria in a bridal
shop full of luxury fabric, wedding gowns, and evening dresses where she is gelting
a dress altered. The dress is to be perfect as she is to wear it 10 an vpcoming dance
that will mark the heginning of her life as a young lady in America. In a beautilul,
sexy dress (Maria’s brother Bernardo objects to the low neckline) Maria is to
becorne part of American culture. Modern Western films dealing with
contemporary life derived a degree of credibility from addressing contemporary
issues. ‘I'he sheer quantity of lilms, allowed for a consistent representation of cities,
homes and fashions. However, images of the well off Westerner were not solcly

found in Western films.
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Soviet officials themselves furthered the images of the wealthy West in their
porteayals of life in the West. One example of this is the Soviet film “I'he Memory
of the Heart’ written by Sergei Gerasimov and dirceied by Tatyana Lioznova. The
film was first released in the Soviet Union in 1958 and in 1959 in Finland. The
picture is about an English pilot who crashed in Soviet territory during the Second
World War and was saved by two partisans {a woman and young boy). Long after
returning to London, he remembers the two partisans and resolves 1o return to
Russia to find them. Set both in the Soviet Union and in England, the main English
scenes involve the hero in his home in the London suburbs, In one scene, eleven
members of his family have gathered at his home to comfortably listen (o his tales.
In arder to create a ‘realistic’ hero’s London suburb home for Soviet audiences, the
home was filled with copies of Good Housekeeping and Looks; a hunting dog was
brought in; reproductions of abstract art were hung; the table was decked out with a
gold Lomoges coffee set, a large birthday cake and decanters of port; and
fashionable clothing and footwear were custom-made for the ‘English’ actors and
actresses. Images such as the above mentioned, of the West as full of modern
fashion, busy citics, masses of passenger cars, modern homes and sucial problems

could be found both in Western and Soviet filin during the 1950s and 1960s.

b. Music

In Ler study Myrthologies of Everyday Life in Russia, Svetlana Boym has noled
tusic is not just a ‘cultural or diversionary phenomenon. It is also a political
phenomenon.., Music brings people together and evokes for them collective
emotional experience to which common meanings are assigned. Il gives them
comimon reference points, common idols, and often a4 comzmon seise.’ats During the
1950s and 1960s the music scene was relatively progressive and international. In
late 1962 spcaking at an Moscow art exhibition Khrushchev declaced his support for
music, and inadvertently his praise of foreign technology: ‘I like music a lot...and
often listen to it on the radio. Ieven went so far as to carry a little Japanese radio

around in my pocket,” He proceeded o lambaste new music and dances as indecent

415 Sabrina Petra Ramet ed., Rocking the State: Music and Politics in Eastern Europe and
Russia (Boulder: Westvlew Press, 1994) 1.
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and failing to ‘ennoble the individual and arouse him to action.’416 Richard Stites
has noted in his study of popular culture that the drive for jazz during the {950s was
neither exclusively the work of the intelligentsia nor did it begin only afler Stalin’s
death.417 Jazz was to [lourish in (he Tate 1950s through to 1962. In 1959, the Yale
Russian Choir included jazz in its repertoire and this was well received according to
Soviet Music. When it was conceded that some jazz was permissible, this in
contradiction to the Stalinist line that all jazz was decadent, Western, and bourgeois,
the Composer Yuri Mifiutin was called in to help navigate beiween the staunch anti
and pro lorces. Iis arlicle as printed in Komsomoel'skaia Pravda (22.09.1960)
concluded that jazz should be permitted but that Soviet musicians must write the
songs. Preceding this article, the first official jazz club formed in Leningrad in 1958
under the leadership of Yuri Vikharev, The first two jazz cafcs in Moscow (the
*Molodezhnoe’ and the ‘Aelita’) were opened in 1961. The clubs were an
overwhelming success, much to the pleasure of the Party that realised that by
creating upbeal and modern venues young upstanding Communists could be enticed
to spend an enjoyable evening in a controlled environiment. The clubs were also a
popular place (o bring foreign guests who admired the paintings by young artists and
the modern music, To some, the jazz cages were ‘very strange, almost like private
clubs’; to others, they appeared to be more the exclusive domain of the Party’s
youth hierarchy.’41s In 1966, the state recording agency Melodiia began recording
Soviet jazz and pop for distribution. By the mid 1960s European jazz groups
frequented the USSR regularly drawing crowds, by the late 1960s only the big
names drew significant crowds (i.e. ‘I'he University of [linois Stage Band (1969),
Duke Ellington (1971), Thad Jones-Mel Lewis orchestra (1972)). In 1962, Benny
Goodman toured [ive cilics from June-July and his sidemen held numercus jam
secessions, Khrushchev was al the Moscow show and joined the standing ovation.
In 1958, an American jazz LP sold on the black market for approximately four
hundred roubles.419 As with jazz, the first rock songs were imitative and initially in

English. Sabrina Ramet argues that while pact of the rejection of rock music in the

4186 Nikita Khrushchev, (01.12,1962) Priscilla Johnson, Khirushehev and the Arts: the
Politics of Soviet Culture. 1962-1964 (Cambridge: MIT, 1965) 103,

417 Stites, Russian Popular Culture.

418 Frederick Starr, Bed and Hot 270,

419 Gunther, Inside RussiaToday.
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USSR was due to the generational gap, rock coming into existence post WWII, it
was also dismissed as not ‘serious’. ‘It was too Western. It got younp people
thinking about LA, the Big Apple, Chicago.’ 20 However, as with jazz, rock and roll
was to be taken over by the state with performers and audiences being granted a
relative degree of freedom until the mid 1570s when control restricted but did not
outlaw rock and roll. Statc bands such as the praisers of the glorious socialist future
‘Happy Guys’ (founded in 1968) were to benelit [rom ihe increased controls.

In 1957, rock and roll from the West was permitted at the World Youth
Festival thus ushering in such songs as See Ya Later Alligator, Love Potion Number
9 and Tutti Frutti. The first rock music in the USSR was American and British in
origin (boih had rock concerts as part of their exhibitions in the 1950s), but Elvis
Presley, Chuck Berry and this generation of rock was largely missed. Sally Belfrage
recalls that on her train from Britain to Moscow and the festival the compartments
were filled with Oxford, Cambridge and London School of Economics students,
Scots in kilts with bagpipes who played und danced reels at every station along the
way, several jazz bands, rock and rolt bands, and folk singers.421 Later, in a
conversation with the Muscovite Sergei in his [lat that Belfrage was to describe as
‘large and well furnished’, Sergei asked all about jazz: he was “simply horror-struck
to fAind that I {Belfragel, a real American girl, didn’t know anything. He switched on
a tape recorder and I recognised some of the latest American hit parade music, as
well as old songs and the newest jazz. 422 Sergei revealed his source of the music as
Voice of America and the World Youth Festival. Zoot-suiters, the Western
equivalent to stilyagi, appeared in the 1950s with enough of a presence to make an
appearance in Krokodil in which a call was issued to wrile a song about them.
Alexander Gradsky, who was to form the group Tarakany (Cockroaches) in 1963
recalled that upon hearing the Beatles for the first time ‘I went into a state of shock,
total hysteria. They put everything into focus.’s23 For Kolya Vasin recalling the
iniroduction of the Beatles in the late 1930s carly [960s the Beaties were:

‘somcthing heavenly. 1 felt blissful and invincibie. All the depression and fear

420 Ramet, Hocking the State 7.

421 Belfrage, A Room in Moscow 13.

422 Belirage, A Hoom in Moscow 30.

423 Sabrina Ramet, Sergei Zamascikov and Robert Bird, "The Soviet Rock Scene,” Raimet
ed., Rocking the State 181-218, 182,




ingrained over the years disappeared. I understood that everything other than the
Beatles had been oppression.” 12 Martin Dewhirst also witnessed the impact of the
Beatles in the USSR: ‘It is unbelievable to somebody who was perhaps not around
to follow it.’s25 A generation of Soviet citizens were given a means of expressing
themselves, the challenge for the state was to convert this predominantly English
voice into a Soviet one. If in the 1960s the queues of youth outside the
Moledezhinoe Café were there to hear Vadim Sakun’s jazz; then the lines in 1973
were ‘for imported clothes and rock music.’426 From the period of the 19G0s to the
1970s the issues dominating lyrics changed from going to the countryside and a
return to nature to the West and maierialism. 427

Frederick Starr has argued that despite the mandate of creating an
ideologically correct Soviet taste in the field of culture, the Soviet government
consistently failed to provide a viable communist alternative to Western madern
culture. 428 Music, like other cultural forms, fostered the idea that Russia was and
needed to be part of Burope. This need was adopted and accepted by various sectors
of society 1o further their own objectives, During the Khrushchev era the result was
an ever-increasing exposure and availability of inforimation. By the time of the
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 1979 cultural diplomacy had all but ground 10 a

halt but the links with Western popular culture remained.

c. Printed Material: Angliia

In the post WWII era the West spent significant amounts of time and moncy,
propagating an iinage ol itsell, Lypically to members of the Soviet clites. What they
chose to focus on is indicative of how they wanted to be perceived, what they
(thouglit the Soviet audience should know, and what the censors would tolerate. It
has been included in this study as it is a medium disscminating an image of the West
that was both tolerated by the elite in the sense that the journal was distributed in the
USSR andl it is representative of a medium that was specifically targeted at the

Soviet elite. Another interesting aspect is that the images of Britain as seen in

424 Ramet ‘The Soviet Rock Scene’ 182,

425 Interview with Martin Dewhirst, Glasgow April 2001.

426 Frederick Btarr, Red and Hot 293.

427 Svetlana Boym Comnton Places: Mythologies of Evervday Life in Russia (Cambridge:
Harvard University Prass, 1994),

428 Frederick Starr, Bed and Hot 262.
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Angliic are remarkably siimilae to those generally held international stereatypes of
Britain. Angliia is an exampie of British propaganda, or as many then preferred to
call it, ‘projection’. T'he loss of prestigious markets, Soviet and other, to France,
Italy, the United States and Germany, galvanised support for British involvement in
culturat diplomacy, despite gencral British distaste for it. Sir Harold Nicolson wrote

that:

the amicable tolerance of all our ways, persuaded us that we were universally
liked, respected and admired. Our complacency was pierced by intimations
that our best markets were being invaded by persistent and ingenious
competition; even our self- assurance became clouded by the suspicion that
foreigners did not invariably regard us as either so charming or so intelligent
as wec scemed to oursclves; and once acroplanes came to crowd the sky above
ovr island we realised that we had ceased to be the most invuinerabte of the
Great Powers and had become one of the most vulnerable. Tt was then that we
first realised that our foreign competitoss had been devoting effort, skill, and
large sums of money to rendering their languages, their types of living, their
scientific or technical resources and inventions, and the desirability of their
exports, familiar to students and buyers overseas.azy
Angliia; thurnal o segodniashnei zhizni v Velikobritanii was first published
in 1962 with a run of fifty thousand copies. By 1964, the run had increased to one
hundred thousand copies per issue. When the British organisers of the British Light
Industrial Trade Fair of 1966 failed to get Soviet approval to distribute Angliia at
the trade fair, they took to dumping them as rubbish in quantities too large for the
dustbins behind the press tent, It was published quacterly without interruption until
1993, when it became a supplement to Ekho Planery. Distribution limitations set by
Sovict officials and agreed to by the British resulted in Angliia being produced
ostensibily for an audience of senjor officials, party members, and specialists
warking within various institutes. However, the plethora of asticles on fashion,
cosmetics, children’s toys, and the coverage of personal relationships is indicative
of the targeting of a female readership. Between 1927 and 1976 the percentage of
women in the purty increased from 12.2 percent to 24.3 percent, but their presence
was distinctly lacking in the senior levels.aso As women rarely held senior Party

positions in the USSR, the inclusion of articles for them suggests that Angliia was

429 Harold Nicolson, The British Council 1934-1865: Twenty- First Anniversary Report
(London: 1955).

d—SdO David Lang, Politics and Socisty in the USSR (Redwood Burn Ltd: Trowhridge, 1978),
2" ed.,140.

134




not intended to be read exclusively for ‘oflicial’ purposes. Thus, Angliic’s readers
encompassed a broad elite social stratum in both public and private terms. This
targeting of the elite was in contrast with the Americans and their publication
Amerika that targeted the masses. It was the assessment of the British Council and
the British Foreign office that while Americans were excellent at the mass
dissemination of information, and indeed the English language, the British strength
lay not in addressing the masses but the elite. In his study of British propaganda
Philip M. Taylor concluded that British propaganda is directed: ‘towards the
educaied classes of foreign societies. It was designed to influence people in
governnents, the media, education and commerce, individuals in other words, who
were in a position to influence much larger numbers of their own people.’431 The
British focus on those with influence is significant when considered in the context
of Vera Dunham’s theory. Vera Dunham’s thesis of the Rig Deal is that within the
Soviet Union there existed an unwritten and unspoken contract betwecen the
government and that group of individuals, members of the intelligenisia,
technocrats, and others exhibiting middfc class like values. This group’s tacit
support of the government stabilised and legitimised the Communist party’s rule.
The British were directing their propaganda at the group upon which the
government was highly dependant. 'L'he disillusionment of this targeted stratum
would contribute ta the implosion of the communist system.

Angliia was a fornm for British scientific and technological developments
and a means of propagating trade relations. It was also a means of prosecuting the
Cold War. If the West could create the image of itsclf as oflering greater
opportunitics and material geods than the USSR, then there was the possibility of
increasing discontent and rejection of the communist system. Whether the resuits
were to be an active rejection of the economic viability of the communist or a
crippling sense of despondency and apathy. The outcome would be the victory of
the West (capitalism and liberal democracy).

In terms of formatting and gencral appearance Anglifu was an impressive
publication. It was printed on high quality heavy glossy paper, averaged one

hundred pages during the 1960s and was [ull of pictures. The average picture count

1918-1938 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1981) 3.
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(1962-1970) was forty black and white and ten colour photos per edition. That is
one photo for every two pages. The photos tended to be large and accompanied
articles on consumer goods, technology, or agriculture, When photos involved
people, they were happy and active. For example, the accompanying photos of
British student Caroline Derston in her article on university life show her as well
dressed and always siniling, even when bent over her books.432 The glossy,
colowrful, high quality nature of Angliia, was similar to that of the comparable
American publication Amerika, the impact of which has been described by the
student Shura as: ‘so popular that it was almost impossible to get... it was
samerhing beautiful in a world of shoddy production.’421

The respectability of the journal was enhanced by both the Queen’s
addresses and those of then Prime Minister Harold Macmiltan. Each volume
consisted of a general theme as well as regular features. Editions would feature
several articles on a single topic, which were then complimented by various other
articles on other topics. The regular features were: quarterly indexes, BBC
broadcast scheduies, English crosswords, an English language section (essays, short
stories, poetry or music tyrics in English), a travel section highlighting a Brilish
town, district, or city and a sports section.

The British editors chose topics perceived as being ¢uintessentially British,
either in a historical or modern sense, thus including articles on Shakespeare, T.S.
Eiliot, the Beatles, the Rolling Stones, Rolls Royce, synthetic fabrie, the London
theatre scene ete. Automaobile manufacturing, agricultucal production, consumer
goods and children were all foci of Soviet society during this era, and there are a
cotrespondingly large number of articles about them. For example, the amount and
specificity of inforation on the costs and availability of consumer goods is
conspicuous. In addition to the regular features on the English language, the study
guide for the Cambridge English as a Foreign Language competency test was
published occasionally.434 (See Appendix B for a chart of the general themes of the
issues from 1962 until 1970). Themes that reguiarly appeared included science and

technology, education, society (fashion, fine arts, {iterature, popular persons, ete.),

432 Angliia, no.16 (1965) 4.
433 Belfrage, A Room in Maoscow 50,
434 Angliia_no.30, 1969.
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consumer goods, English lourism, sports, (including sporting terms in English}, and
agriculture.

The overriding themes in the photos are abundance and madernity. In ‘How
Farmers Live’ a photo of fertile fields precedes a two-page spread of a herd of fat
healthy cattle. This idyllic image becomes a bit less bucoiic but no less abundant as
the herd is (ransformed inte a mass of carcasses hanging from meat hooks.43s
Images of masses of bananas from Jumaicy, overflowing fruit stands, supermarkets,
fishmongers, butchers, and children’s toys permeate the magazine., Produce is often
depicted in its final processed stage, clean and packaged. This cleanliness, the pre-
washed eggs, fruit and vegetables, was a new trend. During the exhibition in
Sol'niki in 1959, the Americans flashed large colour images of the United States on
movie screens, One of the images frequently commented upon was that of washed
and topped carrots. The introduction of open shelved supermarkets in Eastern
Europe was based on the American and/or English model and was justified as
‘modern’ and therefore socialist.436

In an article on health care there appears a picture of a pharmacy. This
pharmacy has an open serving section with goods that one can collect onesell as
well as goods that are kept behind the counters. On the counters and on the
shelving every available space is full of goods. Well-dressed customers waiting for
goods are seated comfortably and the pharmacists are, of caurse, smiling. The
caption beside Lhe photo reads that this is a photo of a pharmacy in Cheshire and
that the majority of pharmacies work for the National Health Service. They also
seli goods such as cosmetics, camera film and so on.437 As the intended audience
was the Soviet elite, the editors of Angliia did not have (0 convince the readership
that the goods were produced in guantities sufficient for the masses bui that they
were within an affordable price range. l'o this end, many of he arficles about
consumer goods are accompanied by captions that list the price of the articles boih
in British pounds sterling and in roubles. For example, when discussing modern
footwear production a British subject was said (o huve on average 4.2 pairs of shoes

that cost approximately six roubles and fifty kopeks per pair for women'’s shoes and

435 'Peremeny, proisshedshie v angliiskoi pishchevoi promyshlennosti,’” Angliia, no.25
(1968) 28-44.
436 Crowley, ‘Warsaw's Shopsg, Stalinism and the Thaw' 44,
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eight roubles seventy kopeks for men’s (an average pair of women’s shoes in the
Soviet Union cost forty roubles).azz The photograph accompanying the acticle
showed dozens of stylish shoes. The ease of shopping in Britain was featured to the
extent that it was explained that a customer could simply pick up interesting articles,
try them on #f clothing or footwear and then pay far them all at onc till.4ae This idea
of ease of shopping due to open shelves, a wide variety of goods and sizes, and the
ability to pay at a single electronic tiil, can be seen in Soviet archival documents in
which the merits of shopping cultures in various countries are discussed.s40 Prices
in roubles and pounds were given for clothing, cars, cosmetics, services, children’s
oys, cte. Some examples of prices given are as follows {price listed in
roubles/pounds sterling unless stated otherwise):

e sterilising washing machine from 165-400/60-160,

a load of washing washed at a Laundromat costs 1.25/10 shilling and 6
pence if the client washed the clothes themselves or 1.65/13 shilling 6
pence/ if the laundry was left to be done44:

the car model ‘Princess’ by BMN 2,240/ NA

the Triumph Spitfire, 1,600/640

the Sunbeam Alpine 2,100/840

Rells Royce Silver Cloud approximately 13,750 /5, 500

a tour of Kenya by two students 250/100

the travel costs of forty-one students who rented a bug and travelled to
Moscow for 500/200 for the bus and 75/30 for Moscow.442

1f the reader was one of the more affluent Soviet citizens whao had disposable
income but had found insufficient goods upon which to spend that meney, this dual
listing of prices would have permitted a mental comparison.

In the article ‘Changes iaking place in the food-processing industry’ the food
consumption of the average family is listed. While most of the products are
standard foodstufls such as miik, cheese, meat, and eggs, it also inciuded modern
items such as margarine and cornflakes.443 When first introduced margarine

represented a significant scientific advancement in edible oil products and when

438 ‘Cbuvnaia promyshlennost',” Angliia, no. 31 {1969): 10-25, 21,23,

439 ‘Odezjda, seotvetstvuiushchaia obrazu zhizni,” Angliig, ho. 9 (1964): 100-101.

440 See for sxaimple the study about Swedish stores in which the main characteristics were
listed ag large airy buidlings, open shelves, service available immediately upon requesting
it, and the electronic till. ‘Otchet: o rezul'tatakh poezdki delegatsii Tsentrosoiuza v
Shvetsiiu' BGANI fond 5 opis 20 delo 178: 194-207, 195-196,

441 ‘Laundry Day,” Angliia, no.23 {1967): 97,

442 ‘Lels go to abroad,” Angllia no.15, (1985): 27.

443 ‘Changes taking place in the food processing industry,” Angliia no.25 (1968): 28-44, 31.
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introduced to the United States hy Dr. Kellogg, carnflakes were labelled a
dangerous aphrodisiac. Other exciting new foodstuffs listed included Heinz
ketchup, Bird’s custard, Bournville cocoa, Nescalé instant coffee and coffee cream,
and bottled soft drinks with straws.444 All of the previously listed foodstulfs were
photographed in their convenient, modern packaging. Be the subject education,
makeup, science, classical English literature or sports, the focus was on representing
the cutting edge in various fields and on building a connection with the readership.
One major difference between Angliia and its American counterpart Arerika was
the large number of articles about complex scientific and technological advances.
In Angliia the term ‘modern’ is used incessantiy, despite the respected directive to
itlustrate the good, the bad and the ugly about Britain and British industry and life.

The following is & list of various major articles that appeared during the 1960s.

a4 Angliia, no. 3, (1962): 23.
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“The radio telescope’
‘Vertical flight’

“The use of polyester and
other synthetic products’
‘British Technology’
(repeated)

‘Across the Atlantic ocean in
one night’

‘British Fashion’

‘Military planes’

‘Thomas Cooke: how to work
as & tourist agent’

‘Clothes for the whole family’
‘Nuclear power’

‘Radio and TV in England’
‘Modern pictures in England’
‘The modern British menn’
‘Shakespeare in our time’
‘Modern England’
‘Pertilisers- a basis of
production for agricultural
farms’

“Technology helps school
children’

‘The well dressed
Englishman’

‘New construction techniques
in Bngland’

‘New building materials’
‘“Winter fashion’

‘Research work in the field of
communication’

‘The country where everyene
produces’

‘Methods of revealing public
opinion’

‘A nation of cars’

‘Rolls Royce: the best car in
the world?’

‘Lorties of England’
‘Problems of automobile
movement in England

‘High pressure oxygen
treatment”

‘New methods of training
[ootballers’

“The British {echnician’

‘News in science in England’
“The point of view of the
buyer’

‘Fashion for the young and the
self proclaimed young’

“The British Industrial
Exhibition 8-24.07.1966’
“I'he prize for innovation’
‘The new electronic
microscope’

* New cross-country vehicles’
‘News from automobile
industries’

‘Orienteering: a new type of
sport’

‘Coal mining without miners’
‘Methods of sociological
research’

“The modern English home’
‘Changes taking place in the
food processing industry’
‘Our very own modern
combinge’

‘Modern English furnitore’
“What is new in fashion’
‘Innovations on the railways’
‘The future of doctors’

‘IBM in our lives’

‘How to make records’

‘How to collect albums’
‘New trains’

‘Modern English opera’
‘Prohlems of today’

‘Pulsars’

‘How to help an alcoholic




The British image of a well ordered partiamentary system, an efficient postal and
rail service, the well dressed English man, the land of Shakespeare and Dickens,
London theatres, migby and rowing, grand universities, Bird’s custard, treacle and
proper English persists. Soviet youth during the late 1950s and 1960s were
fascinated by British music, fashion and culture. The image of Britain us a bastion
for all things modern was to reach its zenith in the 19508 and to wane during the late
1960s.

The permitting of information about the West resulted in the formulation of
an image of the West that was not entirely negative. Indeed, in areas of what was
‘modern’ it was landed. This praise meant that there was the basis for the creation
of a positive image of a mythical other, an alternative. Once a non-negative
alternative was created, the true path to a prosperous and better future became
forked. It was only a matter of time until those travelling along the road to
socialism became lired and distrustful of travelling along the road less travelled, and

thal has made all the difference.,

Conclusion
Nixon asked God when Americans will be happy and prosperous.
- Not earlier than thirty years.
- Pity, IT'will not live to then.
Pompidou asked God, when the French would become prosperous and happy.
- Not sooner than fifty years.
- Pity, I will not live until then.
Brezhnev asked God when, finally, the Soviet people would become lucky, God
answered
- To this, { will not live. (Popular anecdote 445

By the time that Neil Armstrong was to walk on the moon, the belief in the
Sovict ability to catch up with and surpass the West had dwindled leaving behind a
Castor and Pollux. Werner Knop described the image of the West as ‘greedy, cruel,
decadent and voluptuous’ and ‘rich and efficient, so inventive, and glittering.’ 446
Gunther’s assessment was that despite a generally evil nature, the West garnered

respect for its “basic wealth, technological skills, and indusirial energy.’447 In

445 Dozens of variations of this anecdote exist, all with the same punch line. Shturman, The
Soviet Union 231.

448 See Barghoorn, The Soviet Image of the Unlted States 257.
447 Gunther Inside RussiaToday 84,
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Krasnaya Zvezda the American Tolk were accepted as industrious and talented and
as having made great contributions to worid civilisation in the form of great
scientists, writers and musicians but American billionaires remained ‘up to their
knees in blood’ .44z Former Soviet spy and high ranking CIA official Karel Koecher
wrole of sentiments in Czechoslovakia that were common to the USSR in general,
when he stated that should the question be asked as to how powerful a factor the
gconomic image of the Wesl was in scullling the communist regime I [Koecher]
would say that in my opinion [it] was indced by far the strongest and possibly even
the only really decisive one — ideclogical opposition to communisin in
Czechoslovakia was certainly not so widespread as it is now being claimed...the
anti regime feelings were indeed primarily a maltter of materialistic envy.’ 449 This
materialistic envy was widespread throughout the Soviet world. Officially, the
fulfilment of materialistic aspirations was the charge of the communist regime. The
material and technical basis of communism was to provide the Soviet people with
the highest standard of living, as put in a popular anecdote:

- What is Communism?

- You go vul oato the streel — there are cars. Take any one and drive. You see
jeans — you take them and drive farther. You get to the square and there-
beer, shoes, every thing you could need. This is communistn.dse

Praise for and the desire to emulate various aspects of Western technological
development were to be overshadowed by the rise of anti-Americanism and anti-
Westernism in the 1970s. After events in Hungary, Poland and Prugue itlustrated
the limited nature of the Soviet regimes’ political tolerance combined with
economic shortcomings there was an increase in passive discontent and apathy.
Andrei Amalrik was to write this about the increased vocalisation of discontent:

Everybody is angered by the great inequalities in wealth, the low wages, the
austere housing conditions, the fack of esscntial consumer goods, and
compulsory registration at their places of residence and wark and so forth.
"This disconlent is now becoming louder, and some people are beginning to
wonder who is actually fo blame. The gradual though slow improvement in
the standard of living, due largely to intensive housing construction, does not
diminish the anger though it docs somewhat neutralize it.4s1

448 CPSP (11.09.1957).

440 Email from Koecher Subject: ‘Research’ 06.02.2002.

450 Marc Dybovskii, istoriia SSSR v anskdotakh (Rossiia: Smotenksii, 1991) 133.
451 Amalrik, Wiil the Soviet Union Survive Until 19847 31.
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Anger was stoked by the privileged life led by Party members and (heir families.
‘The elites were leading privileged and comfottable lives, buying Western consumer
goods and foodstuffs in the heriozka, had cars, high level medical care etc and in
many respects their standard of living... was commensurable with the standard of
those living in the West.’452 If the Party elite as the vanguard of communism could
emulate Western consumption then the average citizen had the right to aspire
towards it as well. One of Khrushchev’s most significant contributions to Soviet
politics was the solidification of the concept of the alternative, even if the system
could not tolerate the ramifications of the implernentation of this idea.

The idea of the West (hat was to enter into Sovict consciousness was not based
solely on the idca of the West as it was propagated by Western sources. It was a
combination of Western sources, government sources and of a Soviet vision of the
future. This melding of sources resulted in a particularly Russian/Soviet version of
the West that was communicated largely through ideas of consumption and
technology. Three specific examples, housing, clothing and automobiles, have been
used to illustrate this melding., The final section of this chupter, culture, has been
included to highlight the breadth of sources from which the images could be
gleaned. Perhaps it is most accurate ¢ use the term Russian and not Soviet as this
perception of the West us evil but jolly {(due 1o having a sofl life), inequitable but
with unlimited potential characterised by technological genius bul with spiritual
poverty was to endure past the collapse of the Soviet Union. Khrushchev’s calls for
modernisation were accompanied occasionally with calls for testraint, for example,
in ‘developing a country’s economy one must not set impractical tasks, one must not
undertake to do more than is feasible in practice. If you do, you will overstrain
yourself and roll back; [and] Hfle will thrast you aside,’4s3 bug did little to curb rising
expectations. That expectations rose and the desire 1o consuine skyrocketed did not
meun Lhal consamption was blindly adopted. The group Alishu was to use the
infamous lemon squeezer from the American model kitchen in 1959 of which
Khrushchev spoke so disparagingly (he commented thal it was just as easy 1o stick a
fork into a piece of lemon and twist) to represent the inane nature of some Western

technology and consumption,

452 Email from Koecher Subject: ‘Ressarch’ 06.02,2002,
453 Khrushchev, Marxism-Leninism 14.
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All of a sudden, I see something coming my way
But I can’t figure ont what it is

No matter how hard I try

1t looks like a tractor, like a nuclear reactor
And somewhat like a squeezed lemon

It is white like a hospital, birds are scared of it
It is strong as a safe

It is slimy like a jellyfish

It is of no use like a burden

It is moving among flowers and different types of grass
What are you? What the hell are you?

And it answers me: 1 ant your juice squeezer. 454

454 As translated in Ramet, 'The Soviet Rock Scene’ 194,
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3: Exhibiting Alternatives - Windows to the West

Introduction

The early Cold War period presented untold opportunities for the
propagation of mass images. In the Soviet Union, the population was highly
literate; media was state controlled; changes in technology facilitaled he rapid
acceleration of mass information dissemination; and life wilhin thc nation, for the
majority of citizens, had rcached a level of stahility and comfort that allowed for the
luxury of inquiry. A spin off of the post War stabilily and superpower status was a
demand for parity with Western nations. This parity was not an ambiguous goal: it
was defined and delineated. It is into this milien of communist consumerism and
rising expectations that the burgeoning international and national exhibitions are
inserted. Promoted as advancing peaceful co-existence and expanding trade ties,
exhibitions were simply too large to not have a significant impact on Soviet society.
Evidence of the dispersion of information from trade fairs can be seen in the
incorporation of aspect of the fairs into popular culture: for example the lemon
squeezer of the American Exhibition into popular music, the usage of paraffin wax
as chewing gum or the introduction of new music and fashion styles. Exhibitions
had a special status as they constituted short and intense occasions when Soviet
citizens were permitted controlled but direct contact with the West (this avthor in no
way seeks to suggest that censorship did not occur, but does suggest that what was
permitted occurred with comparatively little Soviet filtering). Exhibitions allowed
for first hand contact with foreigners, foreign goods and foreign ideas and were to
occur with a degree of regularity that constituted a steady cultural impact but
infrequently enough Lo salisfy piqued curiosity. In terms of the research questions
of this study, in this chapter the formation of the image of the mythical other as well
as its dissemination and impact is addressed. As the focus is on the technological
and scientific sections of exhibitions a particular picture of technological images
can be formed. Exhibitions involve the participation of the West, the Soviet
government and the Soviet populace in the process of myth creation and
dissemination. By showing what was being achieved and what could be achieved,
the linkage between consumption, the Soviet future and the West is particularty

clear in this chapter. In this introductory section, an overview of the nature of
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foreign exhibitions will be presented as well as a breakdown of the subscquent
sections of this chapter.

The first foreign exhibition in the post-War Scoviet Union is generally
accepted to have been the Finnish National Exhibition in 1946, in which the Finnish
government and industry displayed goods and industry over twelve thousand square
metres. After 1946, the number of exhibitions increased almost yearly, and in 1966
there were cighty-threc ‘foreign’ exhibitions, of which seven were international,
three were national and seventy-three specialist exhibitions. Seven million people
attended the eighly-three exhibitions. Of the ten major exhibitions involving
Westerners in 1961, which attracted approximately 6.6 million spectators, the
British Trade Fair was deemed the most prominent, at the time being referred to as
the most prominent of all foreign exhibitions.47z Between 1957 and 969 over 140
cxhibitions involved Western nations/companies. Foreign participation in industrial
exhibitions was actively sought by Soviet planners, while national exhibitions
tended to he tolerated. An example of Soviet cfforts to host an international
exhibition can be found in the bid 10 host Expo 67 (Moscow was passed over for
Montreal). The theme was to be ‘peace and progress® and the ‘massive progress thut
humanity has obtained through the development of science and technology and the
culture and work that can accompany the human genius’. A principle impetus for
hosting Expo 67 was the possibility of combining the celebration of the Fiftieth
Anniversary of the Ociober Revotution (Expo was to run from 20.05.1967-
20.11.1967) thus using the international prestige of Expo to validate the successes of
the October Revolution. This confiating of foreign status symbols and success with
Sovict achicvements was not uncommon during the Khrushchev era. In addition o
prestige building, post-WWII Soviet officials used exhibitions for several purposcs
that included but are not restricled Lo: showcasing technology (notably Sputniks and
peaceful uses of atomic energy), gathering information on foreign technology,
providing Soviel citizens with a glimpsc of their technological future, demonstrating
the superpower standing of the state, and advancing the idea of peaceful co-

existence,

472 'Protokol: zasedaniia soveta VTP 23.06.1961,' Rossiiskii gosudarstvennyl arkhiv
gkonomiki (RGAE) fond 635 opis 1 deto 450: 2-26, 19. From here on fond, opis, delo will be
listed as such 635/1/450 for example,
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During the 1950s and 1960s the vast majority of exhibitions were in
Moscow, Leningrad and Kiev. Larger exhibitions were held in parks, for cxample
Sokol’niki while smaller exhibition were held in institutes and factorics, Both larger
and smaller exhibitions often had ‘pavilions’ in local factorics, or had local workers
man lines exhibited. The large internaticnal exhibitions such as Chemistry (1965,
1970, 1974) or Agriculture (1966, 1972, etc) operated on a four (o six year cycle.
By the 1970s, exhibitions werc moving out of Moscow and Leningrad to other
cities, for example the British I.iterature Exhibition in Novosibirsk (1968). An
cxhibition or trade fair conld range in size and media coverage from the Shoe
Company Krauss and Co. (28-29.11.1968) that was attended by forty-six invited
individuals and received no official press coverage to the Exhibition of Chemistry in
Indusiry, Construction and Agriculiure (11-26.09.1965) in which twenty-one
countries represented by 969 firms entertained over 1,500,000 Soviet citizens
directly and received national coverage. The average attendance figures for
exhibitions in the 1960s were between 300,000 to 500,000 individuais. From 1957
to 1963, the number of cxhibitions in which Western companies or countries
participated remained constant, between five and ten, with Western exhibitions per
year being outnumbered by socialist exhibitions by approximately five to one.
Using 1960 as an example, there were thirty-three exhibitions in total of which six
were international and these six had a combined attendance figure of approximately
6.6 million visitors. The annual number of exhibitions with foreign (capitalistic)
content was sufficient to allow cxhibitions to form a habitual form of entertainment
for the citizens of Moscow and the ensuing press coverage would have rendercd
exhibitions a potentially interesting source of foreign information but not an unusual
occurrence.

Exhibitions could be broad national affairs, industry specific or product
specific. For example, for seven days in September 19635, the Polytechnical
museum, exhibited a single model of a modern cash register that listed guantity,
itemised pricing and calculated a total sum at a fast tempa. Dne to ‘significant
advertising’ undertaken before the exhibition opened, the exhibition of the cash

register was covered by Izvestiia, Vechernaia Moskva, the radio and TV.
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Attendance was four thousand.47a Of the eight tills left in the Soviet Union, two
werc allotied to theee months of in-store testing in Moscow.4 Large thematic
exhibitions, for cxample the Automotive Industry Exhibition of 1968 involving 280
companies from fourteen countries (Austria-7 companies, England-12, Denmark-1,
West Germany including West Berlin-54, USA-3, France-3, Switzerland-1, Sweden-
2, Japan-2) were preferred by Soviet planners and had higher attendance figures
than national exhibitions. Attendance at industrial cxhibitions was often fostered
through the workplace, for example the largest single group of viewers at the
Automotive Industry Exhibition came from the automobile factory Ch. A.
Mikhailev.47s If one was unable to attend this exhibition in person, it was possible
to read about it in Izvestiia, Vrenia (TV), radio, the cinema journal Novosti Dnia,
and the journal Maskovskii avtozavodets etc.476 As with other exhibitions the
number of foreigners present (293 in this case) was considered worthy of press
coverage. Participation in all exhibitions was by invitation only, and the general
failure of Amcrican companies to act upon their invitations was a source of
disappointment. 477

The presence of foreigners was as problematic as the existence of
exhibitions; proud of having foreigners present and advertising their presence, the
Soviet officials also instituted policies and procedures 1o limit contact between
foreigners and locals. In the official debriefing of exhibitions there was a section for
incidents and notabies that typically held details of minor indiscretions by Soviet
staff, complaints of inadequate training of translators, a list of which firms leflt their
exhibition material behind, and an overview of trade deals discussed and concluded.
In the case of Antomotive Industry Exhibition the section included: the sale of the
ZIL; the items left bchind by the Swiss and English components firms; the inability
of twenty-five to thirty percent of Soviet translators to translate freely (and a notable

lack of knowledge of scientific and tcchnological terms): the refusal of Western

473 'Op. otchet: Upolnoemochennogo Vsesoiuznoi Torgovoi Palaty na spetsializovovannoi
vystavke elektronnykh kontrolno izmeritelnykh, nauchnykh, i analitichiskikh priboroy
hritanskoi assotsiatsii ‘Saima’,’ RGAE 6351/ 635: 50-86, 59,

474 'Op. ofchet: Upolnomochennago Vsesciuznoi Torgovoi Palaty na vystavke kassovykh
apparatov,” RGAE 635 /1/637: 50-65, 52,

475 ‘O provedennoi vysfavke sovremennogo tekhnologicheskogo oborudovaniia,! RGAE
636/1 /800: 51-73, 563.

476 'O provedennoi vystavke sovremennogo tekhnologicheskogo oborudovaniia’ 61.

477 'O provedennai vystavke sovremennaga tekhnologicheskogo oborudovaniia’ 51-53.
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firms to pay for the poor translation services; and the organisation of international
drinking nights by three of the Soviet controllers (apart from taking tickets, they
were charged with ensuring that parts of the exhibition were not removed who
subsequently came (0 work unshaven).q7s

In an attempt to dampen thie impact of Western exhibitions, the Soviet
government ran a concusrent East European or Baltic exhibition. Announcements
ol an impressive Soviet/socialisi exhibition not in Sokol'niki were read as indicutive
of a possible Western exhibilion at Sokol’niki, for this was the prelerred cxhibition
location. This face-off was not always in the best interest of the Soviel exhibitions.
For example, an All-Soviet exhibition ran simultaneously with the American
Exhibition in 1959 with a content that competed directly with the American
Exhibition in such areas as the usc of plastics and prefabrication in building
construction, colour documenlary films, and home appliances. Unlike the
temporary plastic pavilions of the Americans, those of the All-Sovicl proved to be
unstable and suffered major damage during a strong storm al the begiiming of the
exhibition. Counter-exhibitions did serve their purpose when the national
exhibitions were overcrowded, and this drain-off eftect was used to lower
attendance. During the French National Exhibition in 1961, the counter-exhibitions
werce the Hungarian National Exhibition and the Japanese National Exhibition.
Despite fluctvating between Western and non-Western in the eyes of Soviet
officialdom, the Japancse exhibition can be seen as diversionary as the Japanese
tendency to exhibit machines and production lines and technigues resulied in drier
exhibitions that were preferred by Soviet organisers. In 1961, the fact that the
Japanese had a more ‘technical’ exhibition than either the French or the Hungarians,
resulted in it being the favourite with organisers. Both the Hungurian and the
Japanese exhibitions [ocuscd on that French industry that was of great importance
for the Soviet Chamber of Commerce: clothing and textiles. The Japancse focused
on the production of malterials and the Hungarians on finished products (work
clothes, winter attire and children’s clothing). One result of the different exhibition
styles was that by focusing on finished products, the ITungarians exhibited a more

luxurious image of their economy than the Japanese. The French also tocused on

478 ‘O provedennoi vystavke sovrernennogo tekhnologicheskogo oborudovaniia® 63-72.
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the finished products, presenting the finest that they produced choosing to maintain
the image of haute couture.

This chapter is divided into two sections. In the first seclion, the historical
significance of exhibitions, why exhibitions occurred and the gencral nature of
foreign exhibitions will be examined. Building upon the first section, the second
section then examines and compares several national and mdustrial exhibitions, in
particular the British Indusirial Exhibitions, the French and American National

Exhibitions and such international industrial exhibitions as Shoes-69.

Historical Background of Exhibitions
a. Historical significance of exhibitions

The historical significance of exhibitions is as multi-layered as the levels of
society upon which exhibitions impacted. In general, exhibitions provided windows
to the West, not just for the specialists, or for those of correct political
indoctrination, or even for those who aitended the exhibitions but also those who
read about or heard about the exhibitions. Exhibitions were government organised,
sought, and promoted events. This afforded exhibitions and the information
contained within themm a degree of legitimacy, not because it was always perccived
as objective but because it was non-Soviet. Regardless of Soviet government
reports questioning the availability or the necessity of many items displayed, the
very existence of the goods and their desirability was accepted. Governmental
acquiesce to foreigners exhibiting to Soviet citizens permitted a degrec of flexibility
in the image of “foreign’; all foreigners, foreign information and goods could not be
subversive or the Soviet government would not expose its citizens to them. Thus,
all things foreign could not be corruptive. The consumet-based nature of Western
socicty was prevalent in the Western ¢xhibitions and trade fairs and thus reinforced
the idca that consumption was acceptable. That the information source was Western
[urther underscored the legitimacy: “il, during the trips of Soviet specialists in
Europe the best of the Western experience was taken, but then presented as a

national Soviet success, then exhibitions did not permit this genre of camoullage.” 479

478 Larissa Zakharova, ‘L.e reseau des canaux officials da transferts des modes
vastimentaires occidentals en URSS dans les annéas 1950-1880' conference paper. Susan
Reid ed. Women in the Khrushchev Era {Forthcoming) 6.
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Exhibitions served to normalise the adoption of Western goods, practices and
standards as goals for the Sovict elite, specialists and to some degrec public.
Attending an exhibition or reading about one in the press was a legitimate risk-free
means of making contact with and informing oneself about thc West. This was not
an illegally disseminated image and one did not have to be politically aclive ot even
overly concerned with politics to engage in exhibitions. The women's journal
Rabotnitsa contained regular coverage of international festivals and exhibitions
typically mentioned developing nations sympathetic to the USSR und Western
nations. The {ormer was subjected to patronising and token coverage, while the
Tater received both praise and condemnation.4so

QOccasionally, even if citizens were not attending an cxhibition or paying
attention to the media, they were brought into contact with foreigners and their
technology through their place of work. Most foreign visitors were treated to an
intensive ‘cultural and idcological excursions’ programme that would include not
only the fine arls but also industry-specific tours. For example, workers and
representatives of the ‘Holz Maschine Ring’ ol Brussels attended a performance at
the Bolshoi theatre, and visited Furniture Factory 13. Furniture Factory 13
employees, whether they were privy to the exhibition from the Holz Machine Ring
company or not, would have participated in the creation of an image of the West
through the customary sprucing up of the factary, instructions to wear one’s best
waork clothes (frequently new outfits, and when not handkerchiefs, were issued).
Another aspect of the intcgration of the workplace into the exhibition was the
installation of foreign machines into local factories and the manning of foreign
machines both on exhibition grounds and in factories by Soviet workers, One such
interactive display occurred during the Swiss Industrial Exhibition (28.05.1966 —
11.06.1966) when production lines of Swiss (imepieces were manned by Soviet
workers from the Sccond Moscow Watch Factory (later known as the Slava

Factory4s1). Western mass production and cutling-cdge technology was quite

480 Rabotnitsa, No. 8 August, (1867): 2. Page one also illusirates this poini, as the lead
photo is of extremely eleganily dressed women from a country with an European heritage,
whife the smaller trailer picture shows women from Sudan swathed in their traditional dress.
481 Slava produced civilian watches and the movement of the eatlier watches was based on
the pre-war French movment the Lip T-15.
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literally within the grasp of the average Soviet worker.4kz It was an “interesting and
intelligent demonstration of modern Swiss machine-tool machines, and machine
construction.’s83 Factory visits as well as the use of factories to demonstrate foreign
running machine lines were an inlimate [orm of contact, controlled, direct and not
as Potemkin villagesque as visits to the theatre.

Foreign cxhibitions were representative of the new social contract between
the state and the population as the populous’ demand for consuner goods and
information about the West was in part satisfied through exhibitions. Exhibitions
were windows to the West, affarding Soviet citizens the opportunity 1o ‘travel’
abroad. In this sense, the exhibition was a highly effective means by which the
Soviet government released some of the pent up pressure to travel without having to
deal with Soviet citizens travelling abroad. Exhibitions also complemented the
government policy of catching up with and surpassing the West as it gave a tangible
image of the economic and technological objectives, while often warning of the
cultural pitfalls (for example abstract art). Exhibition attendance was a
confirmation that fascination with and belief in the fruits of capitalism was not
restricted to the Soviet elite, but was « cullural perception. The bounty portrayed
was the Soviet future and existed not merely within the imagination of the Soviet
planners and socialist realist authors. With the motivation of obtaining and
surpassing the wealth of the capitalist system, the Soviet regime invited exhibitions
as external bargaining chips into its negotiations with Soviet socicty. Musya Glants
has written that: ‘it is widely acknowledged that the Soviet Union sought to usc both
Western and Soviet cultural output to shape popular opinion’.4s4 Thus, the Soviet
Union was increasingly defining itself not in terms of opposition to the West but as
attempting to follow on a path of modernisation and consumption with the West,
while maintaining its own path of moral superiority and a command economy.
Inevitably, failure to successfully implement either path resulted in the tarnishing of
the image of' the socialist economic path, while the path followed by the West

remained successful and obtainable: so long as one did not follow socialism,

482 A. Babadzhanian, ‘Shveitsarskaia vystavka v Maoskve,” Vneshniaia torgoviia no.8 (1866):
36-37, 37.

482 Babadzhanian, ‘Shveitsarskaia vystavka v Moskve' 37.

484 Musya Glants and Pamela Kachurin, ‘General introduction,” Journzl of Cold War Studies
Vol.4 no.1 Winter {2002): 3-5, 4 .
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Having accepted the highest standard of living as an objective, the West’s success in

improving the general standard of living allowed the ends 1o justify the means.

b. Why exhibitions?

Exhibitions represent moments in which the Soviet government raised the lron
Curtain, occasionally to a select audience, often literally to millions. They tended to
be massive logistical and organisational undertakings followed by fanfares of
activities. Inherently illogical from an information control viewpoint, exhibitions
were either actively sought or grudgingly tolerated. The official public explanation
given for exhibitions was that exhibitions were part of peaceful co-existence and
supported international contacts of cultural, scientific and economic nature and
promoted trade. Press coverage and government assessments of completed
exhibitions regularly listed tentalive sales agreements. The inter-governmental
justifications were that trade fairs/exhibitions provided opportunities to examine
technical innovations, to acquire scientific knowledge (without the need to purchase
or to exchange ideas), to increase (rade ties, and to motivate Soviet
specialists/workers. In a 1959 governmental explanation as to why exhibitions were
permitied it was sfated that exhibitions afforded: ‘a large number of Soviet
specialists with attainable access to branches of [oreign science and technology.*4ss
In an attempt to maximise the economic and technological potential of exhibitions,
the Soviet Chamber of Commerce was active in forcign exhibitions. The lists of
important goods imported into the Soviet Union during the Thaw period (chemical
industry equipment, automotive parts, textiles, synthetic thread, furniture, footwear,
and pharmaceuticals etc) were all to appear in numerous exhibitions.

Foretgn responses to Interorgtekhnika 1966 contribute another piece of the
justification for exhibitions. Marcello Checolli, a representative for the Italian firm
Olivetti is quoted in Moskovskaie Pravda as saying that: ‘the director of the
Moscow factory ‘Freezer’ was interested in our ‘provincial® technology and told me
that In a year he would be able to obtain it. T would likc to give the director some
advice. A year is time, time that is needed to prepare the internal systems. We are

prepared to help “Freezer’” achieve the technology more quickly.’4ss The issue was

485 RGAE 635/1/388: 5.
486 ‘Vystavka zakryta,' Moskovskaia Pravda (16.09.1966): 1,




not that the Soviet Union couid not prodnce the goods, but that in the interest of
saving time, of fullilling the wishes of the population faster, foreign technology
should and could be purchased. There were those within the elite, among them
Khrushchev, who often blamed the turgid nature of the Soviet economy on the
failure of workers to drive themselves. The publishing of comments such as those
made by Checolli served as a promise for the foture, as a verification of the
immediacy and as a provocation for harder and faster work during the present. A
superpower that had Sputniks should be able to master ‘provincial technology® and
its citizens should have access to freezer units. As reporied in the Saviet press the
Olivetti representative then went so far as to remind the public that Olivetti
representatives were always present in Moscow and that they could be contacted by
telephone.4s7

Despite the ties between imports and exhibitions, exhibitions were not the
most productive way to obtain information and to procure trade agreements.
Reports from the Statec Committee for Science und Technology (SCST) show that
sending specialists abroad for long visils to gather information, oflen with the intent
to purchase technology from the host company, was more effective than exhibitions
despite foreign companies often seeking to limit visits in size, duration and
frequency. Also, for exhihitions to serve their role as foreign science and
technology outlets, therc was no need for them to be public, and not all exhibitions
were open 1o the public. Thus, the public nature of numerous exhibitions must be
attributed to sources other than the gathering of technical information. This would
include, but is not limited to: motivating the masses, the use of information about
the West as a bargaining chip in the new social contract and as part of co-existence.
As much as exhibitions were about trade, they were about perceptions. Science, and
innovation, as aspects of socialist theory, had become instruments of policy and
tools of economic progress.ags At the time of the American Exhibition New York
Times columnist Max Frankel wrote: “‘Surely one reason why the obviously uneasy

Soviet hosts tolerated this carnival wus to give Russians a glimpsc of the rewards of

487 ‘Vystavka zakryta,” Moskovskaia Pravda (16.09.1968): 1.
488 Paul Cocks, ‘Organizing for Technological innovation in the 19B0s,' Gregory Guroff and

Fred Carstensen, Entrepreneurship in imperial Russia and the Soviet Union (New Jersey:
Princetan University Press, 1983) 307.
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hard work and the fulfillment of Premier Khrushchev's economic plans.’ 489
National exhibitions like the American Exhibition were public because the
participating governments insisted that they be so. In a documented conversation
between Sovict oflicials, the response to murmurs of discontent over the toleration
of a model home at the Amecrican Exhibition in 1959 was met with: ‘this exhibition
can open the doors for trade between the Saviet Union and America; desired goods
that the Soviet Union could then purchase would be present!’490 National
exhibitions like the American or the French drew tremendous crowds, but or
perhaps becausc of this, were not favoured by officials. Exhibitions like the Brilish
or Italian Industrial Bxhibitions, which took the form of national exhibitions, but
which took place without any official government participation, were more
positively received by the authorities, and industrial cxhibitions like those for
construction, chemistry, automotives etc were preferred. Lack of official foreign
involvement was a nebulous concept, as most foreign governments had accepted the
importance of cultural activities in order (o foster political and economic relations.
Even the British who studiously separated business and government worked on a
policy that acknowledged ‘to those who say that this extension in influence
(cultural} has no conncetion with commerce, we reply they arc totally wrong; the
rcaction of trade to the morce deliberate inculcation of British culture which we
advocate is definitely certain and will be swift."401 Perception of the lack of official
governmental participation vacillated between being perceived as a compliment
from foreign businesses thal were willing to treat Soviet purchaser and specialists as
trade equals and as a political slight from Western governments. Concretely, low
levels of governmental involvement typically resulted in more numerous smaller
negotiations and increased difficulties in procuriong the corresponding loans.

The propagandistic potential of national exhibitions led to them being a
delicate balance between cultural diplomacy and propaganda, with some nations
fairing better than others. The French tended to display the best they had to offer,

and the result was a correlating positive image of their nation. The English

489 Max Frankel, 'lvan Appears to Like the Way the Jonesss Live: but Visitors to Moscow
Fair Have Doubis on Wealth’s Distributlon,’ New York Times (02.08.1959), 8{E).

490 ‘Protokol 1: Zasedaniia soveta VTP: 21.04.1953," RGAE 835/1/ 387: 22-40, 23.

4¢1 ‘Report of the British Economic Mission to Soulh America: 18.01.1939," Public Records
Office (PRO), Foreign Office (FO) 371/14178, A 1908/77/51, 55.
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apprcach was moderate with the idea that plausibility was tied to discretion and that
an acknowledgement of challenges and problems would complement the modest
information give. While the British image put forth was largely accepted, it did not
evoke the same degree of envy as the French or the American. The American image
was brash and impressive, yet subject to more incredulity than either the British or
the French. Despite being praised for their objectivity, the Japanese, like the British,
were also to suffer for their modesty. The lapanese were extolied as exemplary
exhibitors: they Tocused on production, not end products, functionality not flare, and
were not particularly active in exhibiting their nation’s ‘way of life’; they were also
cxtolled as excellent at replicating Western technological advancements, but they
did not arouse envy.

Another reason for gavernmental acquicscence was the faith, perhaps
arrogance, that the Soviet Unjon had nothing o fear. It had survived the war and
Stalinism, it was a superpower and it was going to dominate the world.

Communism was going to provide the world with the highest equitabie standard of
living, so why not allow citizens glimpses of the future through the windows of the
West? Why should the regime worry about toasters, plastic dishes, modern tractors
or fashion? Writing after the Christian Dior shows in 1959 in Moscow, Harrison
Salisbury’s comments follow this line of reasoning:

Dior was brought in because the government wants to take the Russian worman
out of her flowered print and give her a chance to look like her Western
sisters. Why? Because, I would guess, the Russian woman wants to look like
her Western sisters and the present Russian government can see no reason of
policy why she should not. Neither Puritanism nor emphasis on heavy
industry is going to divert the Russian woman much longer from the heritage
of her sex, the right and opportunity to look just as pretty as she wants 10.492

But why the governmental inclination o pay attention to the fashion interests of the
Soviet woman? It was as much « question of national prestige and the need for a
social contract as it was support for the Soviet woman’s right to pursue the
aesthetical heritage of her sex. John Gunther attributed exhibitions with playing a
role in the socjal negotiations hetween state and socicly:

pressure from the people for more and better consumer goods, as well as food,
grows more apparent all the time. .. Not only do people yearn for motos-

492 Harrison Salisbury, To Mescow and Bevond: a Reporter’'s Narrative (London; M,
Joseph, 1960) 47-48.
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scooters, silk thread, casscroles, and umbrellas, but for prettier things, articies

more gay... Khrushchey wants above all to broaden the basis of his support, to

bring people more closely into the family of government so to speak, but the

only substantially effective way (o do this is to increase vastly the amount of

consumer goods available, which at the present moment cannot be done.4y3
Through exhibitions, both foreign and Sovict, the idea of goods could be consumed.
The Czechoslovakian National Exhibition of 1959 was tremendousiy popular and
the crystal was to set the Soviet ‘must have’ standard for many years. The Christian
Dior fashion show organisers made no concessions ta the supposed conservatism of
Soviet fashion or to the practical clothing requirements of the Soviet people.
Despite mixed official reviews, within a few weeks of the exhibition women were
wearing imitations of the simpler design, and expensive spiked heels appeared in
the House of Shoe Styles.494 This openness 1o the West and occasionally
accompanying frivolity gave the impression that the Soviet Union was leaving the
period of pride in austerity and sacrifice behind and entering into a period in which
the society as a whole expected the provision of practical and aesthetically plcasing
goods in exchange for its support of the communist system.

The grounds far the participation of foreign firms and nations in exhibitions
are also varied. As eatly as 1951, American sociologist David Riesman imagined
an alternative to the arms race, ‘Operation abundance,’ alias the ‘Nylon War.” The
basic principle of the Nylon War was that if Soviet citizens had knowledge of
American riches they would become intolerant of Soviet national funds being
diverted away from such consumer ‘riches’ towards the military and demand that
the Soviet regime supply said riches. Thus, the Soviet lcadership would be forced
to diver( resources towards consumer goods or face mass discontent. ‘By
bombarding the USSR with Toni wave kits, nylon hose, stoves, and refrigerators,
the United States would force Moscow to abundon weaponry for consumer
goods.’s95 The gendered nature of the term nylon war ties in with historical
research into the Tormation and modification of national images during the 1950s
and 1960s. In essence, the prime consumers during this era were women and as

consurmers, women assumed a key role in the creation of the new cconomic life of

493 Qunther, Inside Russia Today 423.

404 Satisbury, To Moscow :47.

405 Reid, '‘Cold War in the Kitchen' 222; also see Stephen Whitfield, The Culture of the Cold
War {Baltimore: Johns Hapkins University Press, 1991).
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the nation. While developed through the improving of the hearth, this very public
role of consuming citizens was to contribute to the defining of a national identity as
national prowess came (o be increasingly associated with personal prosperity. One
of the most readable and convincing exampies of the genderization of consumption
and the ties to national identity can be found in Erica Carter’s work on the role of
female consumption in the reconstruction of post-war West Germany, in which
Carter clearly and concisely illustrates the roots of so many now accepted aspects of
German national identity.sos That women were granted the role of the bearer of
consumerist rationatity did not protect them from being viewed as potentially weak
points in nations ideological defences. It is intcresting to note that during the 1950s,
the idea of consumption as a form of ‘voling” (democratic empowerment) co-
exisied with the notion of consumption as a particularly female weakness,

In an era when conventional weapons were increasingly limited in usability
and nuctcar weapons came to represent MAD, moving the battlefield to such
innocuous items as Hoovers held appeal. 'The Nylon War dealt with the winning of
the average citizen, ostensibly side stepping ideology, politicians and political
systems. Thus, it appealed to the populist mentality of many Americans allowing
them to de-villainise the average Soviet citizen. This citizen offensive was
facilitated by the close relationship between business, forcign policy and
consumption in the West (USA in patticular), for example the inventor of the
Polaroid camcra was an intelligence consultant for the U-2 flyovers; and Jack Ryan
helped design both Barbie and Hawk and Sparrow Il missile systents.d97
Participation in an exhibition allowed businesses to promote peace, educate Soviet
citizens, display civic responsibility and contribute to the war effort, aill white
pursuing possible business ventures.

Doing business in the Soviet Union was potentially Jucrative for Western
businesscs, but the way to success was convoluted and long. Sufficiently fucrative
successes, or the image thereol, existed and businesses continued to do business in
the Soviet Union, despite issues of red tape, credit, licence agreements, and
industrial espionage. By the mid-1960s exhibitions had been occurring regularly for

len ycars. Businesses were perceptive to the practices in the Soviet Union and

496 Carter, How German ks Sha?.
497 for mote information on the topic see Whitfield, The Culture of the Cold War 238.
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cognisant of the challenges, but this did not prevent Western representatives from
becoming frustrated with the Soviet system. Western comments in visitor books
from the 1960s testify to this. 498 For example, the entry from the American
President of Peterson Engineering discussing his team’s experiences at the
Agricultural Exhibitions.

At the present agricultural exhibition we two lived in different hotels. At the
1964 exhibitions we were three and we were divided between three hotcls.
Idcally, it would be preferable if all personnel of a firm could be in one and
the same hotel... Today is the 31* of May. Only three days until the closing
of the exhibition, and we still do not know for 